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On solutions of anisotropic elliptic equations with variable
exponent and measure data
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Abstract

The Dirichlet problem in arbitrary domains for a wide class of anisotropic elliptic
equations of the second order with variable exponent nonlinearities and the right-hand
side as a measure is considered. The existence of an entropy solution in anisotropic
Sobolev spaces with variable exponents is established. It is proved that the obtained
entropy solution is a renormalized solution of the considered problem.
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1. Introduction

Since the end of the last century, nonlinear elliptic equations of the second order
—div (a(x, u, Vu) +c(u)) + ap(x,u, Vu) = p, x€Q, (1.1)

with a measure on the right-hand side have been intensively studying. Hereinafter, 2 is a
domain in R" = {x = (z1,22,...,2,)}, QCR" n>2

a(x, so,8) = (a1(x, 80,8), ..., an(X, S0,8)) : @ x R x R" — R",
ap(x,50,8) : A X R X R" - R, c¢(s9) = (e1(80),---,¢n(s0)) : R = R™.

Ph. Benilan, L. Boccardo, Th. Gallouét, R. Gariepy, M. Pierre, J. L. Vazquez in [1]
proposed a notion of entropy solution of the Dirichlet problem for the elliptic equations with
power nonlinearities

—diva(x, Vu) + ap(x,u) = p (1.2)

where p € L1(f2), and they proved the existence and uniqueness of such solution. Instead
of the entropy solution firstly introduced by S. N. Kruzhkov [2] for the first order equations,
it is also possible to consider a renormalized solution. A notion of renormalized solution
was firstly introduced in [3] to study the Cauchy problem for the Boltzmann equation. Such
solutions are elements of the same functional class as entropy solutions, but satisfy a different
family of integral relations. In some cases, notions of entropy and renormalized solutions are
equivalent.

L. Boccardo in [4] proved the existence of solutions of the Dirichlet problem in bounded
domains © for the equation (1.1) with ag(x, sp,8) =0, c(so) € Co(R,R") and p € Li(22). In
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[5], it was proved the existence of renormalized solutions and some regularity results to the
Dirichlet problem in bounded domains 2 for equations of the type (1.1) with the function
ap(x, s0,8) = ap(x,s0) having some growth and sign conditions, and p € Wp_,l(Q). The
existence of entropy solutions of the Dirichlet problem in bounded domains for the equation
(1.1) with c(sp) =0, ao(x,50) =0, p € L1(R2) and a degenerate coercivity was established by
A. A. Kovalevsky [6].

Questions about the existence and uniqueness of renormalized and entropy solutions of
the Dirichlet problem for elliptic equations of the second order with non-power nonlinearities
and p € L1(Q) (2 is a bounded domain) in Sobolev-Orlicz spaces were studied in [7], [8], [9].
Theorems on the existence and uniqueness of entropy solutions of the Dirichlet problem in
arbitrary domains for a class of anisotropic elliptic equations with non-power nonlinearities
in Sobolev-Orlicz spaces were proved by the author in [10], [11]. Since then, a lot of articles
have been devoted to these issues, see the surveys [12], [13].

At present, the study of quasilinear equations with a measure data has become a mature
subject of research. The first investigations were concerned with the Dirichlet problem for
the equation

—Apu = pt

in a smooth bounded domain 2 C R", where p is a Radon measure on 2. Initially, solu-
tions were understood in the distributional sense, but neither the uniqueness nor any kind of
stability have been studied. Important progress was achieved with the introduction of renor-
malized solutions, and in the framework of this notion a strong convergence of the gradient
and a stability of solutions were established.

The concept of renormalized solutions is the main step in the study of general degenerate
elliptic equations whose data is a measure. The initial definition was given in [14] and then
extended by M. F. Bidaut-Veron in [15] to the local form. The main conclusion in [14] is the
fact that each Radon measure p of a bounded variation can be decomposed as p = po + s,
where po € L1(Q2) + Wp71((2) and ps is concentrated on a set of the zero p-capacity. In [14]
and [16], the existence and stability of a renormalized solution of the Dirichlet problem for the
equation (1.2) with ap(x, sg) = 0 were proved. In [17], for the equation (1.2) there was proved
the existence, and for u = g also the uniqueness, of a renormalized solution of the Dirichlet
problem in an arbitrary domain 2. A detailed survey of results for quasilinear degenerate
equations with power nonlinearities and a measure data can be found in the monograph of
L. Veron [18].

On the other hand, since the end of the last century, differential equations and variational
problems associated with assumptions of p(x)-growth have been also widely studying. Interest
in these investigations is due to the fact that such equations can be used to model various
phenomena arising in the study of electrorheological and thermoreological liquids, elasticity,
and image reconstruction [19].

The modern theory of elliptic equations with non-standard growth conditions was devel-
oped by V. V. Zhikov [20], Yu. A. Alkhutov [21]. In the works [22], [23], [24], [25], there
were proved theorems on the existence and uniqueness of renormalized and entropy solutions
to the Dirichlet problem for equations with variable exponent nonlinearities in bounded do-
mains 2. In [26], for the anisotropic equation (1.2) with variable exponent nonlinearities with
ao(x,50) = |s0/P°® =25y + b(x, s9), nondecreasing function b(x, s9) with respect to sg, and
w € L1(9), the existence and uniqueness of a entropy solution for the Dirichlet problem in an



arbitrary unbounded domain {2 were proved.
Let us denote B B
CHQ) ={peC(Q) : 1<p <p* < +oo},
where p~ = ingp(x), pT =supp(x). Let p(-) € C+(Q). We define the Lebesgue space with
Xe 9]

XE
variable exponent L,.)(€2) as the set of measurable on €2 real-valued functions v such that

potle) = [ 1o P < o
Q

The Luxemburg norm in L,)(€2) is defined by

1ol 00 = ol = inf {k >0 | gy alv/k) <1}

The Sobolev space with variable exponent FI;(_)(Q) is defined as a completion of C§°(Q2) with
respect to the norm

: =V 3O
ol (@) = Vol

The set of bounded Radon measures is denoted as M®(Q). The measure p € M®(Q) is
called diffuse if p(F) = 0 for any E such that Capy(, (E,Q) = 0. Here, p(-)-capacity of a
subset E with respect to 2 is defined as

Ca‘pp(-) (E’ Q) = Spi(,r)l{E) pp(~),E(|vv|),

Sy (E) = {v € H! ()N Co(Q) | v(x) =1, x € E, v(x) >0, x € Q} :
We denote by M;’)(.)(Q) the set of all bounded Radon diffuse measures. In the case of a
bounded domain €, it was proved in [27], [28] that u € ./\/lg(_)(Q) if and only if p € L1(Q) +
Hl;l_)(Q). For the anisotropic case such representation is not known.

The existence of entropy solutions of the Dirichlet problem in bounded domains €2 for
equations with variable exponent nonlinearities of the type (1.1) was studied in [29], [30],
[31], [32]. Namely, it was proved in [29], [30] that for u € L1(€) there exists an entropy
solution of the equation (1.1) under homogeneous boundary conditions

The authors of [31], [32] established the existence of an entropy solution of the problem (1.1),
(1.3) for p € L1(Q2) + Hl;(l.)(Q), that is,

uw=f—dvf, fe€ Ll(Q), f= (fl,...,fn) S (Lp/()(Q))n
In the works [31], [32], it is assumed that ¢ € Cy(R,R"), a(x,so,s) is a Caratheodory

function and there exist a nonnegative function ® € L, ((2) and positive numbers @, @ such
that for a.a. x €  and for any sp € R, s,t € R", the following inequalities are satisfied:

[a(x, 50,8 <@ (Jsol ™" + |50~ 4 o(x)) (1.4)
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(a(x, 80,8) — a(x,s0,t)) - (s —t) >0, s#t; (1.5)
a(x, s0,8) - 8 > als|P™. (1.6)
n
Here s -t = > siti, s=(s1,...,8n), t = (t1,...,tpn).
=1

1=

It should be pointed out that denoting a(x, sg,s) = a(x, so,s) — f we get the equation
—div(a(x, u, Vu) + c(u)) + ap(x, u, Vu) = f

with the function a(x, so,s) which satisfies conditions of the form (1.4), (1.5). Moreover, the
coercivity assumption (1.6) becomes

5(X7 8078) 82 a‘S’p(X) - ¢(X)7 ¢ € Ll(Q)

In the present paper, this idea is realized for the anisotropic equation of the form
div a(x, u, Vu) = |ulPP® "2y + b(x, u, Vu) + p, x € Q (1.7)

in arbitrary domains Q C R™ and with functions a;(x, so, s) satisfying less restrictive require-
ments (see the assumptions (3.2)—(3.4)) than in the works [31], [32].

Therefore, to the best of our knowledge, in the existing literature there are results for
entropy and renormalized solutions of elliptic problems in bounded domains (except for the
works [1], [15], [17] for equations with power nonlinearities, and the works of the author). In
the present paper, it is proved the existence of entropy solutions of the Dirichlet problem (1.7),
(1.3) in anisotropic Sobolev spaces with variable exponents without assuming the boundedness
of the domain ). Moreover, it is established that the obtained solution is a renormalized
solution of the Dirichlet problem (1.7), (1.3).

2. Anisotropic Sobolev space with variable exponents

Let Q € R™ be an arbitrary domain and p(-) € CT(Q). The following Young’s inequality is
satisfied:
p(x)

yz| < [y + 2P, 2y eR, x€Q, px)=—>—. 2.1

ly2l < [y + |2 () = B (21)
Moreover, in view of the convexity, there holds

ly+ 2P <27 (P 4 (2P, sy eR, xeQ. (2:2)

Hereinafter, we will use the notations [[v|[,.).0 = [[Vllp)s Ppe),0(v) = pp)(v). The norm

in L,(Q), p € [1,00], will be denoted by |[|v][,,q, and ||v[[,0 = [|v][p. The space L,(Q) is a
separable reflexive Banach space [33].

For any u € Ly ()(Q), v € Ly)(Q), the following Holder inequality is satisfied:

/IU(X)U(X)IdX < 2flullyy,@llvllpe)e (2.3)
Q



Moreover, the following relations hold true [33]:

— . — +
HvHﬁ(.),Q -1< mm{HUHi(.)’Qy HvHﬁ(.),Q} < Pp().Q(v) <
- + +
< max{ o1, o 010, o < 0lZF) o + 1, (2.0

and

(Pp(.),Q(v) — 1)1/1)+ < mim{pl/.pJr (v), ;{z; Q( v)} <
< ol < max{al/? o) P H(@)} < (ppia) +1)77 . (2:5)

Furthermore, for p(-) € Lo(Q) such that 1 < p(x)g(x) < oo for a.a. x € Q and v €
Lyy(Q), v # 0 we have (see [34])

min{[[o]%)), 0 00 11a0) < 10PNl < maxtliol .0 101000 (26)
Let us denote
TE) = @10):p2();--,a(-) € (CT@))", B() = (po(), P()) € (CF(@)"F,
and define
p4(x) = g%pi(x)a p—(x) = g%l?i(x), Xx€Q.
We will also use the notations a = vy, = Ojv, i =1,...,n. Anisotropic Sobolev spaces with

variable exponents H?(_)(Q), W_p> (.)(Q) are defined as completions of the space C§°(Q) with
respect to the norms

n
Il @ = 2 Iaillnco
i=1

ol @ = 1l + vl @)

respectively. The spaces }of%(_)(Q), W%(_)(Q) are reflexive Banach spaces [35].
Let

" ! np(x) -
ﬁ(x) =N (Z 1/pz(X)> , p*(x) — { n—p(x)’ p(X) <n,

P ~+00, p(x) > n,
pOO(X) = max{p* (X)’er (X)}a X € Q
We recall the following embedding theorem for the space H% (_)(Q), see [35, Theorem 2.5].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a bounded domain and T(-) = (p1(),...,pa()) € (CT(@Q))". If
q(-) € CT(Q) and
4(x) < po(x) Vxe€Q,

then the embedding ﬁ%(.)(Q) — Ly (Q) is continuous and compact.



3. Assumptions and main results

Let 5}() = (po(-),p1(+), ..., pn(-)) € (CT(Q))"+!. We will assume that

p+(x) < po(x), xe€. (3.1)
We will also assume that functions a;(x, so,s), i = 1,...,n, and b(x, sg,s) from the equation
(1.7) are measurable with respect to x € Q for sy € R, s = (s1,...,5,) € R", and continuous

with respect to (sg,s) € R™"! for a.a. x € Q. Assume that there are nonnegative functions
®; € Ly y(Q), ¢ € L1(Q2), continuous nondecreasing functions @; : Rt — RT\ {0}, i =
1,...,n, and a positive number @, such that for a.a. x € Q and all s € R, s,t € R" the
following inequalities are satisfied:

ai(x.50.9)] < @i(Jso]) (P, s) M0 4 Bifx)) . i =1.om; (32)
(a(x, 80,8) — a(x,80,t)) - (s —t) >0, s#t; (3.3)
a(x, so,8) - s > aP(x,s) — ¢(x). (3.4)

n n
Hereinafter, we use the notations P(x,s) = Y |s;[Pi®), P/(x,8) = 3 [P, P(x,s0,8) =
i=1 i=1

P(x,s) + [so[P00%.

Let us note that in the articles known to the author a condition of the type (3.4) appears
only with ¢ = 0.

Furthermore, assume that there exist a nonnegative function ®y € L;(2) and a continuous
nondecreasing function b : RT — R such that for a.a. x € Q and all sg € R, s € R" the
following inequalities are satisfied:

[b(x, 50,8)| < b(|sol) (P(x,5) + Po(x)) ; (3.5)

b(x, s0,8)s0 > 0. (3.6)
Evidently, the assumption (3.6) implies that for a.a. x € 2 and all s € R™ there holds
b(x,0,s) = 0. (3.7)
As an example, we can consider functions
ai(x, so,8) = a;(|sol) (P(X, s)/Pi®sign s; + ‘I)Z'(X)> , 1=1,...,n,

b(x, 50,5) = b(s0)P(x,8) Y/ X /1) (),

with a nonnegative nondecreasing odd function b: R — R, ¢(-) € C*(Q) and a nonnegative
function @y € L1(2).

By Ly (2) we denote the space Ly, ()(€2) X ... X Ly, ()(€2) with the norm
Vs @ = IVlIlg ) = llorllpy ey + -+ lonllpa )
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v =(v1,...,0n) € Ly)(©).
And by Ly (,(€2) we denote the space Ly, .)

IVt @ = lvollpe) T V5 ), v =(vo,v1,. . 0n) € L) ().
We will assume that
p=f—divf, feLi(Q), f=(fi,...,fn) €Ly (Q).
Introducing a notation a(x, sg,s) = a(x, so,s) + f, we obtain from the equation (1.7) that
diva(x, u, Vu) = |uP*® 2 + b(x, u, Vu) + f.

Applying the inequality (2.1), we easily see that the functions a(x, sg,s) also satisfy assump-
tions of the type (3.2) — (3.4). Thus, we will consider the equation (1.7) with

p=f, feLi(Q) (3.8)

Let us define the function

k for r > k,
Tip(r)=qr for |r| <k,
—k  forr < —k,
and introduce the notation (u) = [wudx. By 70%(.)((2) we denote the set of measurable
Q
functions v : Q@ — R such that Tj(u) € W%(.)(Q) for any £ > 0. Let xq be the indicator
function of a set Q). For u € 7%)()(9) and any k > 0 we have

VTi(u) = X{0:ful<ky VU € Ly (Q). (3.9)

Definition 1. An entropy solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), (3.8) is a function u € 70%(_)(9)
such that

1) B(x) = b(x,u, Vu) € L1(Q);
2) for all k > 0 and & € C}(Q) the following inequality is satisfied:

((b(x,u, Var) + [l 720+ £(x))Tio(uw = €)) + (alx,u, Vu) - VTi(u = €)) < 0. (3.10)

The main result of the present work is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let the assumptions (3.1)—~(3.6) be satisfied. Then there exists an entropy solu-
tion of the problem (1.7), (1.3), (3.8).



4. Preliminaries

We denote by L 1o.(£2) the space of functions v : 2 — R such that v € L1(Q) for any bounded
set @ C Q. Analogously, we define the space L?(_)Joc(ﬁ).

All constants appearing below in the paper are assumed to be positive. Applying (2.2),
for a.a. x € Q and any (sp,s) € R*™! we deduce from (3.2) the estimates

lai (%, 50,8)[P®) < Ay([so]) (P(x,8) + Wi(x)), i=1,...,n, (3.2')

with nonnegative functions ¥; € L1(2) and continuous nondecreasing functions A\Z Rt —

R\ {0}, i=1,...,n.
Applying (3.2"), we derive from (3.9) that for any u € 70%(_)(9) and k > 0,
X{Q:ful<k}a(X, u, Vu) € Ly (Q). (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. If u is an entropy solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), then for any k > 0 the
following inequality is satisfied:

P(x,u, Vu)dx + k / luPP®)~=ldx < C1k + Co. (4.2)
(|| <k} (Q:]u|>k}
Proof. According to the inequality (3.10), we have for £ = 0,
/(!u\po(x)_Qu + b(x, u, Vu)) Ty (u)dx + / a(x, u, Vu) - Vudx =
Q {:]ul<k}

:_/ﬂ@ﬂwﬁémmh
Q

Applying the inequalities (3.4), (3.6), we get
k / Ju[Pot) " dx + / juPo™dx +a@ / P(x, Vu)dx < k| fll1 + [|6]l1
(:|ul>k} {:]ul<k} {:]ul<k}
Hence, we obtain (4.2). O

Lemma 4.2. Let v: Q — R be a measurable function such that for all k > 0 there holds

[P =tdx < C5+ Cu/k. (4.3)
{2:[v[>k}
Then
meas {Q: |v]| >k} -0, k— oc; (4.4)
Vk >0 [ i umry € L1(Q). (4.5)



Proof. The fact (4.5) is a trivial consequence of (4.3). From (4.3) we have
kPo “lmeas{Q: [v| > k} < Cy, k>1,
and hence we get (4.4). O

Remark 1. If u is an entropy solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), then from Lemmas 4.1,
4.2 it follows that

meas {Q: |u| >k} =0, k— oo (4.6)
Vk >0 [uP® g sk € Li(Q). (4.7)

Moreover,
Vk >0 |u|pO(X)X{Q:|u‘<k} € L1(Q). (4.8)

Let @ C R™ be an arbitrary domain.

Lemma 4.3. Let v/, j € N, and v be functions from Ly (Q) such that {v7}jen is bounded
in L, (Q) and '
v >0 ae in Q, j— oo.

Then '
v/ —~v  weakly in  Ly)(Q), j — oo.

The proof of Lemma 4.3 for bounded domains is given in [36] and it remains valid for
unbounded domains, too.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢, j € N, and g be functions from L1(Q) such that
¢ =g stronlyin Li(Q), j— oo,
and let v/, j € N, and v be measurable functions in Q such that
v s v oae in Q, j— oo

<9, JEN, [o[<lgl aein Q.

Then ‘
v/ = v stronly in  L1(Q), j — oo.

Lemma 4.5. Ifu is an entropy solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), then the inequality (3.10)
holds true for any function § € W%(_)(Q) N Lo (£2).

Proof. By the definition of the space W%()(Q) N Loo(€2) there exists a sequence {£™}en €
C3°(€2) bounded in L (£2) and satisfying
VE™ = VE in Lyy(Q), & =& in Ly (), m— oo, (4.9)

Thus, we get the convergences €™ — £, VE™ — V¢ in L1,1oc(§) as m — 00, and hence we
can extract a subsequence (denoted by the same indexes) such that £ — £, VE™ — V¢ a.e.
in Q as m — oo. Therefore, for any k > 0 there are the convergences

Tp(u—€") = Tp(u—¢&), VIp(u—E&m) - VIg(u—¢) ae in Q, m—oo. (4.10)



Let k =k + D (1€ ocs 1€ loc)- Then
me

VT — &™) < [VT(w)| + V€™, x€Q, meN.

Since the convergent subsequence {VE™ }en is bounded in Ly (€2), we get from (3.9) the
boundedness of the norms [[VTi(u — &™)|5 (), m € N. Applying (4.10) and using Lemma
4.3, for any k > 0 we have

VIi(u—E&") = VTi(u—§) in Ly(Q), m— oo (4.11)
Let us now pass to the limit as m — oo in the inequality

[0V + )T = eMax+ [ atu, V0 VT - i
Q Q
+ / JuP )2 (u — €™)dx < 0. (4.12)
Q

Since b(x,u,Vu), f € L1(2) (see Definition 1), applying (4.10) and using the Lebesgue
theorem, we can pass to the limit as m — oo in the first summand in (4.12). Since
a(x, u, VU)X{Q:\UKE} € Lgr(y(2) (see (4.1)), we apply (4.11) to establish that the second

summand in (4.12) also has a limit as m — co. Let k; > sup ||{™||oo. Finally, let us split the
meN

third summand in (4.12) as
/ [P =20y, (0 — €™)dx = / [P~ 24 T (u — ™) dx+
Q {Q:|u—Em|<k1}
+ / lu[Po) =2k sign (u — €™)dx = I + I
{Q:|u—gm| >k}
In view of (4.8),
[P g <ray T (w = €7)] < [l iy (ul +1€7]) € Li(Q), m e N.

Thus, we use (4.9) and deduce from Lemma 4.4 that

lim I{" — / lu[PoX) =24 T (u — €)dx.

{Q:u—¢g|<k1}
Due to (4.7),
‘u’po(x)—lx{ﬂzlu_gm‘zkl} < ‘u’po(x)_lX{Qz|u\2E1} €Li(©2), meN,

ki = ki — sup [|€™]|e. Hence, we obtain from the Lebesgue theorem that

meN
lim 3" — luPP™) =2y k sign (u — €)dx.
m—r00
{Q:|u—¢|>k1}
Therefore, passing to the limit in (4.12), we derive the inequality (3.10). O
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Lemma 4.6. Let u be an entropy solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3). Then for all k > 0

there holds
lim / P(x, Vu)dx = 0. (4.13)
h—o0
[Q:h<|u|<k+h}

Proof. Consider the function T}, ;,(r) = Tj(r — Ty (r)). Evidently,

0 for |r| < h,
Tpn(r) = qr—hsignr  for h < |r| < k+ h,
ksignr for |r| > k + h.

Denoting £ = Tp,(u) in (3.10) and taking into account (3.6), we get

a(x,u, Vu) - Vudx + k / <\b(x,u, V)| + ‘u’po(x)—1> dxt

{Q:h<|u|<k+h} {Q:|u|>k+h}
+ / (b(x,u, Vu) + ]u\po(x)_2u> (u— hsignu)dx < k / | f]dx.
{(Q:h<|u|<k+h} {Q:|u>h}

In view of (3.6), for h < |u] the following inequality is satisfied:
(b(x, u, V) 4 |[u[P°™~24) (u — hsignu) > 0.

Combining the last two inequalities, we deduce that

a(x, u, Vu) - Vudx+
[Q:h<|u|<k+h}
+k / (yb(x,u, V)| + \uym(X)*l) dx < k / | f|dx.
{Slu>h+h) {Slul>h}

Applying (3.4), we obtain for any k£ > 0 that

a / P(x,Vu)dx < k / | fldx + / || dx.
{Q:h<|u|<k+h} {Q:|u|>h} {Q:h<|u|<k+h}

Thus, noting that f, ¢ € L1(Q) and taking into account (4.6), we derive the relation (4.13). O

Remark 2. To avoid cumbersome arguments, instead of writing like “from the sequence
{v7}jen we can extract a subsequence (denoted by the same indexes) convergent a.e. in 2 as
j — 00" we will write simply “the sequence {v’ }jen converges along a subsequence a.e. in €2
as j — o0”. Accordingly, we will use the term “converges weakly along a subsequence”, etc.

Lemma 4.7. Let v7, j € N, and v be functions from Ly,y(Q) such that
v s v oae in Q, j— oo

P& < he Ly(Q), jeN.

Then ‘
v — v stronly in Ly (Q), Jj — oo.
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The validity of Lemma 4.7 follows from the Lebesgue theorem.

Lemma 4.8. Let the assumptions (3.2)—(3.4) be satisfied in Q, and for some fized k > 0
there hold

vi=v in Lg)(Q), j— oo, (4.14)
Tp(w') — Tp(u) ae in Q, j— oo, (4.15)
lim [ ¢’(x)dx =0, (4.16)

j—o0

Q
¢ (x) = (a(x, T (v?), v7) — a(x, Tp(v),v)) - (v) —v). (4.17)
Then, along a subsequence,

vi s v o aein Q, j— oo, (4.18)
vl = v strongly in Lyy(Q), J — o0 (4.19)

Proof. The convergence (4.18) is established analogously as in the proof of [37, Assertion 2].
Apparently, the first statement of this kind is Lemma 3.3 from the work [38].

From (4.15), (4.18) and the continuity of a(x, sp,s) with respect to s = (sg,s) it follows
that o
a(x, Tp(vw!),v!) = a(x, Tk (u),v) ae. in @, j— oo.

From the convergence (4.14) and in view of (2.4) we have the estimate
P, vl < Cs jEN (4.20)

From (4.20) and (3.2) we obtain the boundedness of a(x, T} (u’),v/) in L3/y(Q). Using
Lemma 4.3, we get the weak convergence

a(x, Ti(w!),v/) = a(x, Tk (u),v) in Lygi)(Q), j— oo. (4.21)
From (4.15) we get
a(x, T, (u?),v) = a(x, T (u),v) ae. in Q, j— oo,
and from (3.2") we obtain the estimates

P'(x,a(x, T(w)), v)) < A4 ()8 (x) + A" (K)P(x,v)) € L1(Q), jeN,

i=1n

n —~ n o —~ o~
where U(x) = > U;(x), A" = > A;;, Ay = max A;. Thus, by Lemma 4.7 we have the
i=1 i=1

convergence

a(x, Ty (v),v) = a(x, Tj(u),v) strongly in Lyy(Q), J— oo (4.22)

Let us denote 3/ = a(x, T (u?),v?) - v/, y = a(x, Ty (u),v) - v. Using (4.14), (4.16), (4.21),
(4.22), we establish the convergence

/yjdx—> /ydx, j— . (4.23)
Q Q
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Using (4.15), (4.18), we deduce the convergence

v -y aein Q, j— oo. (4.24)
Applying Fatou’s Lemma, (3.4), (4.18) and (4.24), we get the inequality

/2(y + ¢)dx < lim inf /(yj +y+2¢p— 621_pIP(x, v/ —v)dx,
j—00
Q Q

where pf = max p;". Taking into account (4.23), we obtain
i=1n

0<— lim Sup/P(X, v/ —v)dx.

J—00
Q

Thus, we have

0 < lim inf/P(x,vj —v)dx < lim sup/P(X, v/ —v)dx <0,
Q

j—o0 j—o0
Q

and hence

/P(X,Vj —v)dx — 0, j— oc.

Q
Consequently, ‘

vl = v in Lyy(Q), Jj— oo,
i.e., the convergence (4.19) is proved. O

Lemma 4.9. Let functions v/, j € N, and v € Loo(Q) be such that {vi};en is bounded in

Lo (Q) and '
v - v ae in Q, j— oo

Then '
v B v weakly in Loo(Q), j — oo

If, moreover, h?, j € N, and h are functions from Ly,y(Q) such that
' — h  strongly in Lyy(Q), j — oo,

then o
vh! — vh  strongly in L,y(Q), j — oo.

The proof of Lemma 4.9 follows from the Lebesgue theorem. Below, we will use the Vitali
theorem in the following form (see [39, Chapter III, §6, Theorem 15]).

Lemma 4.10. Let v/, j € N, and v be measurable functions in a bounded domain @Q such
that ‘
v v ae in Q, j— o0,

13



and integrals

/ Wix)lds, jeN
Q

are uniformly absolutely continuous. Then

v — v strongly in Li(Q), j — oo.

5. Existence of a solution

Proof of Theorem 1.

5.1 Let
m f(x)
X) = ————"——XQ(m)»
) = T pegpm Yo
It is not hard to show that

Q(m) ={x e Q: x| <m}.

fM—=f in Li(2), m— oo, (5.1)
and, moreover,
<] M < mxam), x€Q, meN (5.2)
Consider the equations
div a™(x,u, Vu) = a5’ (x,u, Vu), x€§, meN, (5.3)

where
a™(x,s0,8) = a(x, Tm(s0),s), ag'(x,s0,8) =b"(x,s0,s) + |80|p0(x)_280 + fM(x),

and

_ b(Xa 50, S)
= 1 b(x, so,8)|/m 20

a™(x, sg,8) = (a7'(x, $0,8), - - ., an' (X, 80,8)), b™(x,50,8)
Evidently,
57 (%, 50,8)] < b0, 50,9) 175, 50,8)] < Xy, X €D (s0,8) €RML (5.4)
Moreover, applying (3.6), (3.7), we get
b (x,8,50)80 >0, x€Q, (sg,8) € R (5.5)
b"(x,0,s) =0, x€Q, seR"™
Let us define operators A™ : W%()(Q) — W%}(.)(Q), A™ = A™ 4+ AP for any u,v €
WL (@) by

< A™(u),v >= (2" (x,u, Vu) - Vu), < A (u),v >= (ag'(x, u, Vu)v). (5.6)

14



A generalized solution of the problem (5.3), (1.3) is a function u € Wlp> 0 (€2) which satisfies

the integral identity
< A™(u),v>=0 (5.7)

for any v € W%(_)(Q). By Theorem 3 (see Appendix below) for any m € N there exists

a generalized solution u™ € VQ[/%(.)(Q) of the problem (5.3), (1.3). Thus, for any function
vE W%()(Q) there holds

((f™(x) + b (x, u™, Vu™) + [ PX=20m)0) + (a(x, T (u™), VU™) - Vo) = 0. (5.8)

5.2 In this step, we establish a priori estimates for the sequence {u" },en.

Let v = Ty p(u™) = Tp(u™ — Tp(u™)), h,k > 0, in (5.8). Taking into account (5.5), we
get

a(x, T (u™), Vu™) - Vudx+

{Q:h<|um|<k+h}

+k / (ybm(x, u™, Vu™)| + yumym(X)—l) dx-+ (5.9)
{0 um | >k-+h)
+ / <bm(x, u™, Vu'™) + ]um]po(x)_Qum) (u™ — hsignu™)dx <
(Q:h<|um|<k-+h}
<k / S |dx.
{Q@:|um|=h}

In view of (5.5), for h < |u™]| the following inequality is satisfied:
x,u L, Vu') 4+ |u “Fu ) (u — hsignu ) > 0.
(0™ (0™, V™) 4 [ P2 (™ — hsignu™) > 0

Applying now (5.2), we deduce from (5.9) that

(a(x, T (u™), Vu'™) - Vu'™ + ¢(x)) dx+

{Q:h<|um|<k+h}

+h / <|bm(x,um, V™) + |um|p0<X>*1) dx < (5.10)
{Q:|u™| >k+h}

< / (kIS + d)dx < k| fll1 + |61, meN.
(2 um>h}

Now we take Ty (u"™), k > 0, as a test function in (5.8). Due to (5.2), (5.5), we get

a(x, T (u™), Vu'™) - Vu™dx+

{Q:um| <k}

15



{Q:|um | >k}

4 / PO dxc < K| £

{Q:um|<k}
Therefore, using the inequality (3.4), we obtain
/ P(x, Vu™)dx + k / (ybm(x, u™, Vu™)| + yumym(X)—l) dx+
{Qulum|<k} {Q|um|>k}
+ / lumPe®dx < kCy + Oy, m e N.
{(Q:um| <k}
From the estimate (5.11) we have

/ | T (u™) [P0 dxc = / |u™ PO dx 4- / kPO dx <
Q {Q:|um™|<k} {Q:)um| >k}

< / lu™ Po™) dx + / [ P~ dx < kCy 4 Cy, m e N.

{:Jum| <k} {0 |um|>k}
Moreover, from (5.11) we get the following estimate:
P(x, Vu™)dx = /P(x, VTi(u™))dx < Cik+ Cy, meN.
(Q:|um| <k} 0
Combining (5.4), (3.5), (5.13), we derive
6™ (x, u™, Vu'™)|dx < /b\(k) / (P(x, VT (u™)) + ®p(x)) dx <
Q

{(Q:um| <k}
< b(/{?)(clk—i-CQ—i-H‘Po”l) :Cg(/{?), m € N.

From (5.11), (5.14) we get the estimate
67 (x,u™, Vu™) |1 < Cua(k), meN.

5.3 Due to (5.11), we obtain from Lemma 4.2 that
meas {Q : [u™| > p} — 0 uniformly with respect tom € N, p — oo,
which is equivalent to

sup meas{Q : [u"| > p} =g(p) = 0, p— 0.
meN

Let us establish the following convergence along a subsequence:

u™ —u ae. in Q, m — oo.
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Let ngr(r) = min(1, max(0, R+1—7)). Applying (2.2), we deduce from (5.13) for R, p > 0
that

[ P V)T, () <
Q

<G [ P VA G [P T V(i) )dx < Clp. )

{Q:]um| <p) 0

Hence, for any fixed p,R > 0 we have the boundedness in Ij[%(.)(Q(R + 1)) of the set

{nrT,(u™)}men. By Lemma 2.1 the space ﬁ%(_)(Q(R + 1)) is compactly embedded in

L,_(y(Q(R +1)). Thus, for any fixed p, R > 0 we obtain the convergence ngT),(u™) — v, in
L,_()((R+1)) as m — oo. This implies the convergence T),(u"™) — v, in L,_(y(2(R)), and
the convergence along a subsequence T),(u"™) — v, a.e. in Q(R).

By Egorov’s theorem we can chose a set E, C Q(R) such that meas F, < 1/p and
Ty(u™) — v, uniformly on Q(R)\ E,, m — oo. (5.18)

Consider the set
V(R) = {x € QR) \ B, : [u,(x)| = p— 1}.

In view of the uniform convergence (5.18), there exists mgy € N such that for any m > mg the
inequality |T,(u™(x))| > p — 2 is satisfied on Q”(R), which implies [u™(x)| > p — 2.

Evidently,

meas Q°(R) < sup meas{Q : [u™(x)] > p—2} =g(p — 2). (5.19)

Due to (5.16"), g(p) — 0 as p — oo.

Consider the set
Q(R) = {x € AR)\ B, : [v,()] < p—1}.

According to (5.19), we have
meas Q,(R) > meas Q(R) —1/p — g(p — 2). (5.20)
The uniform convergence (5.18) implies that |T,(u™(x))| < p on Q,(R) for m > my.

Therefore,
u™ — v, uniformly on €,(R), m — oo.

Thus, in view of (5.20), using the diagonalisation argument with respect to p € N, it is not
hard to obtain that v, does not depend on p (v, = u), and the convergence

u™ - u ae in QR), m— oo

holds true. Then, by the diagonalisation argument with respect to R € N, we establish the
convergence (5.17).

It follows from (5.17) that for any k& > 0,

Tp(u™) = Tp(u) ae. in Q, m — oco. (5.21)
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Let us prove that

[um[PoCI=2ym |y Po0)=2y in L1100(Q), m — oco. (5.22)

From the convergence (5.17) we have

|um|po(X)*2um N |u|p0(x)*2u a.e.in , m — oc.

From (5.10) with £ =1 and any h > 0 we get

(a(x, T (u™), Vu™) - Vu™ 4+ ¢(x)) dx+
{Q:h<|um|<1+h}
+ / (ybm(x, u™, Vu™)| + yumym(X)—l) dx < / (If| + ¢)dx, meN.

{Q:fum|>h41} {Q:fum >}

Noting that f,¢ € Li(2) and the integral in the right-hand side of the last inequality is
absolutely continuous, and recalling (5.16), we see that for any € > 0 there exists a sufficiently
large h(e) > 1 such that

(a(x, T (u™), Vu'™) - Vu™ 4+ ¢(x)) dx+ (5.23)

{Q:h—1<|um|<h}

+ / (|bm(x, u™, Vu™)| + |um|p0<X>*1) dx < g m e N.
{S2fum|>h)

Let @@ be an arbitrary bounded subset of €2. Then for any measurable set E C @ there

holds
/ o091 < / o091 gy 4 / o091 i
E {E:jum|<h} {Q:fum|>h}
Evidently,
[u Pt~ gx < hPo ! meas E < %’ m € N, (5.24)
{E:jum|<h}
is satisfied for any E such that meas F < 2}#’% = a(e).

Combining (5.23)—(5.24), we obtain

/‘Um\po(x)ldx <e VE suchthat meas F < a(e), me€N.
E

This implies that the integrals [ ]um]po(x)*ldx, m € N, are uniformly absolutely continuous,
Q
and by Lemma 4.10 there is the convergence
[P =2ym s [ [Pe) "2y in Li(Q), m — .

Since @ C Q) is arbitrary, the convergence (5.22) is proved.
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5.4 Let us show that Tj(u) € W%(_)(Q) for any & > 0. Combining (5.12), (5.13), (2.5), for
any fixed k > 0 we get the estimate

Tl o < Co (k). meN.

Since Wlp> (_)(Q) is reflexive, we can extract a weakly convergent subsequence in W%(_)(Q) of
the sequence Ty (u™) — v, m — oo, where vy € W%()(Q) The continuity of the natural

map W%()(Q) — Lg () yields the weak convergence
VIp(u™) = Vv in Ly(Q), Te(u™) —=vp in Ly (), m— oo.
Using the convergence (5.21) and applying Lemma 4.3, we get the weak convergence
Ti(u™) = T (u) in Lpo(y(Q),  m — oo,

This implies that vy, = Ty (u) € W%()(Q)

Thus, we have the weak convergence

VT (u™) = VTi(u) in Ly (), m— oo, (5.25)

5.5 In this step, we establish the strong convergence
VTp(u™) = VTi(u) in Lg).(Q), m— . (5.26)
From (5.13), (3.2"), applying (2.5), for any k& > 0 we have the estimate
la(x, T (u™), VI (u"™)) |5 ) < Cs(k), me€N. (5.27)

Let us denote by &;(m), m,i € N, some functions which tend to 0 as m — oco. Let

¢r(p) = pexp(y?p?), where y =
Let h—1>k >0,

b(k)

2™ =Ti(u™) — Tx(u), m €N.

Evidently,
Ur(p) = ¢i(p) —Yer(p) = 7/8, peR.

This implies the inequalities

7/8 < p(2") < e Vr(p) = Co(k), meN. (5.28)

In view of (5.21), we get
er(z™) =0 ae. in Q, m— oo, (5.29)

and
lop(z™)] < @p(2k), 1< ¢p(z™) < ¢(2k), meN. (5.30)



Applying (5.29), (5.30), we use Lemma 4.9 to get the convergence
lop(z™)] 20 in Leo(R), m — oo. (5.31)
By Lemma 4.7, for any g € Ly, ()(Q), Q@ C €, there is the convergence

gpr(z™) =0 in L, (@), i=1,...,n, m— oo (5.32)
Considering @i (z™)nr(|x])nr—1(|u™]), R > 0, as a test function in (5.8), we get

/a(XaTh(um), V(™)) -V (nr(x)er (2" )n—1 (™)) dx+
Q

O T P P ) e (i e (5.33
Q

+/‘“m\p°(x)2um¢k(2m)?7R(\XD77h1(\um\)dx+

+/fmsok(zm)UR(IXI)nh—l(Iuml)dX ="+ A P I =0, m > h
Q

Estimates for the integrals I — I, In view of the inequality |u™[P?®)=1y, _ i (Ju™|) <
hPo =1 the estimates (5.30) and the convergence (5.29), the Lebesgue theorem implies that

B [ = e m). (5:39)
Q(R+1)

Analogously, thanks to (5.2), we get

|wﬂs/u%www=@m» (5.35)
Q

It is clear that z™u™ > 0 for |u™| > k, and hence, in view of (5.5), we have
b (x,u™, Vu")pp(2™) >0 as  |u™| > k.
Noting this fact and applying (5.4), (3.5), we have the following estimate:
s [ e V) llnm (i <
{:um| <k}

< b(k) / (P, VTR (u™)) + @0(x)) ler(z™)nr(x[)dx,  m €N,
Q

Using (3.4), we deduce that

b(k)
—1p < M [ @y(x) + 600) lon(zm i
Q
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6 k)
bk) /a ., To(™), VT (™) - VT (™) (™) () ds = I+ I3 (5.36)
Q

In view of (5.31), we get

0‘)

= "0 / a00(x) + $(x)) ln(z™)|dx = e3(m). (5.37)

Q

Now, using the estimates (5.34), (5.35), (5.36), (5.37), we obtain from (5.33) that

m — 1= [ Al T VT ") - T2 (e (-
Q
—%’“) [l i), TTm) - T o) (e < (5.38)
Q
< ealm) + / (, T (™), VT (u™)) - V() or (2™ dt

{Q:h—1<[um|<h}

+ / @i (x, Ty (u™), VIH (u™ ) [Ing (1% on (2™) |dx =
=g um|<h)

An estimate for the right-hand side of (5.38). Using (5.30), we have

I = / 8, T (™), VT (™)) - T g([x]) o (27 dx <
{Q2:h—1<|um|<h}
< or(2k) sup / (a(x, Ty (™), V™) - V™ + ) d+
meN

{Q:h—1<|u™|<h}
o (2k) / bdx.
(Q:h—1<|um|<h}
Thanks to (5.23), (5.16), we get

Iy <e(h), m>h,

where €(h) — 0 as h — oo.

Then, using (5.27) and (5.32) with g = 1 € L,,(,(2(R + 1)), we obtain the following
estimate:

n

It = Z / |ai (x, Th (u™), VTh (u™)) |17 (%))l (™) |dx <
=lrQium|<h)

< Cio(h Z k(2™ ) Ips(),0(r4+1) = €5(m). (5.39)
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Combining (5.38)—(5.39), we get the inequalities
T < e(h) +eg(m), m > h. (5.40)

Estimates for the integral Ignh. Performing elementary transformations, we derive the

following chain of equalities:

= /a(x, Ty (u™), VI (u™)) - VT(u™ ) (2™ g ([x))np—1 ([u™))dx—
Q
—/a(x, Tp(u™), VIh(u™)) - VT (w) (2™ g ([x)mp—1 (Ju™]))dx—
Q
b(k)

a

/a(x, T (u™), VT (u™)) - VT3 (u™) | or (") [nr (x| dx =

Q

- / (s, T (u™), VT (u™)) - VT4 (™) (=™ Yy [x]) —

Q
—/a(X,Th(um),VTh(um))'VTk(U)%Ok(Z’”)UR(IXI)??h—l(Iuml))dx=
Q

/a X, T (u"™), VI, (u™)) - V2" (2" )nr(|x])+
)

+ / (s, T (™), VT (u™)) - VT (w)p (=™ i (]) —
Q
— [l T ™, VT ™) - Tl i
Q

The following equality is obvious:

I = / (s, To(u™), VI (™)) - V2" p(=™ pr([x] ) de— (5.41)

a

(k/ (%, Th (u™), VI (u™)) - VT (w) ook (2") [nr(Ix])dx+
Q

+ (a(x, Tho(u™), VT (u™)) = mr—ra(x, T (u™), VT (u™))) - VI (u)@h (2" )nrdx =
{Qlum =k}

=0+ 104+ 130 m > h.

Applying (5.27), we get
) < 2 Z/mz 5 Ti(u™), VT )0,k (w)er (")l <
Q

i=1

< 011 ZHa Tk )sz()
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In view of (5.32) with g = 0;T},(u) € Ly,(.)(£2), we have

T2 — ex(m). (5.42)
Using (5.30), (5.27), we see that
15" < Cha(hy k) Y 110:Th(w)X om0} () - (5.43)
i—1

Due to (5.17), we get

0T (u)x{:jum|>ky = OiTk(u)X{Q:u>ky =0 ae. in Q, m — oo;
10T (W) P X g 51y < [0 Th ()P € Ly(Q), meN, i=1,...n

By Lemma 4.7, we deduce that
0Tk ()Xo um|>ky — 0 in Lyy(), m—oo0, i=1,...,n
Therefore, using this fact and (5.43), we obtain
17 = eg(m). (5.44)
We conclude from (5.40), (5.41), (5.42), (5.44) that

I < e9(m)+¢e(h), m>h.
Thus, using the notation (4.17) (v = VT (u™), v = VT}(u)), we get

0< / g™ () (2™ (] =

Q
=153 [ e Tu(™), VT(w) - VTL") ~ Te(w) " el(x)dx < (5.45)
Q
< cafm) +=(0) = 3 [ asle L"), VI )T (u™) ~ Tu(w))n (=" nax ) =

=19
=¢eg(m) +e(h) — I%;.

Thanks to (5.21), (3.2"), (5.28), we establish in the same way as in the proof of the
convergence (4.22) that

nr (] (=™)as (x, T (™), VT (w)) = nr(x]) e (0)ai (5, Th(w), VIL(w) i Ly(y(R), i=1,...,m,

as m — oo. Therefore, using (5.25), we deduce that

I3 = Z/?/)k(zm)ai(x, Ty (u™), VT ()0 (Ti (u™) — Tio(w) g ([x])dx = e10(m).  (5.46)
i=1q
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Combining (5.45), (5.46), we get

/ Gr () COna()dx < eny(m) +£(h), m > h.
Q

Using (5.28) and passing to the limit in the last inequality as m — oo and then as h — oo,
we obtain that

lim q"(x)dx = 0.
m—0oQ

Q(R)

By Lemma 4.8 and since R > 0 is arbitrary, we have the convergence (5.26). Using (5.26),
we get for any R, p > 0 the convergence

VT,(u™) = VT,(u) ae in Q(R), m — oo.

As before, applying Egorov’s theorem, we can find a set E, C Q(R) such that meas E, <
1/p and
Ty(u™) — T,(u) uniformly on Q(R)\ E,, m — oo. (5.47)

Recall that
meas ,(R) > measQ(R) —1/p—g(p—2), Q(R)={xecQR)\E,: |u(x)| <p—1},

see (5.20). The uniform convergence (5.47) implies that |7,(u™(x))| < p on ,(R) for any
m > mg. Therefore,
Vu™ = Vu ae. in Qy(R), m — oo.

Thus, using the diagonalisation argument with respect to p € N, it is not hard to see that

Vu™ = Vu ae. in Q(R), m — 0.

Then, by the diagonalisation argument with respect to R € N, we obtain the convergence
along a subsequence
Vu™ - Vu ae in Q, m— oo; (5.48)

VTi(u™) = VTg(u) ae in Q, m— co. (5.49)
The continuity of b(x, so,s) with respect to (sg,s) and the convergences (5.17), (5.48) yield
b (x,u™, Vu™) = b(x,u, Vu) a.e.in £, m — oo. (5.50)

Using the estimate (5.15) and taking into account (5.50), we obtain from the Fatou lemma
that
b(x,u, Vu) € L1(9).

Thus, the condition 1) from Definition 1 is satisfied.
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5.6 Let us prove that

b (x,u™, Vu™) = b(x,u, Vu) in Lyjoc(Q), m — oo. (5.51)

Let @ be an arbitrary subset of 2. For any measurable set £ C () we have

/|bm(x, u™, Vu'™)|dx < (5.52)
E
< [ vemiee [ e vams
{E:|um™|<h} {Q:|um|>h}

Applying (5.4), (3.5), we deduce that
/ 6™ (x, u™, Vu'™)|dx < b(h) / (P(x, Vu™) + &y (x)) dx.
{E:|um|<h} {E:lum|<h}

Due to &9 € Ly(F), the convergence (5.26) and the absolute continuity of integrals in the
right-hand side of the last inequality, for any ¢ > 0 there exists «(e) such that for every E
with meas E < a(e) the following inequalities are satisfied:

b7 (x, ™, V™) |dx < g m € N, (5.53)
{E:|lu™|<h}

Combining (5.23), (5.52), (5.53), we obtain that

/|bm(x,um,Vum)|dX <e VE such that meas F < a(e), meN.
E

This implies that the sequence {b™(x,u™, Vu™)}nmen has uniformly absolutely continuous
integrals over the set ). By Lemma 4.10, there is the convergence

b (x,u™, Vu™) — b(x,u,Vu) in Li(Q), m — oo,
for any bounded set @ C Q. The convergence (5.51) is proved.

5.7 To prove (3.10), we take v = Ty (u™ — &) with £ € C3(2) as a test function in (5.8), and
get

/a(x, T (u™), Vu'™) - VT (u™ — €)dx+ (5.54)
Q
+/ <bm(x, u™, V™) + [um P2y 4 fm> Tp(u™ —&)dx =I"+ J™ = 0.

Q

Let M = k+ [|€|loo- If [u™| > M, then [u™ — & > |u™] — [[{||lcc > k. Therefore,
{Q:|u™ =€ <k} C{Q:|u™ < M}, and hence

™= / a(x, T (™), V™) - VT (u™ — €)dxc —
Q
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= /a(x, Tp(u™), VT (u'™)) - VI (u™ — €)dx =
Q

= /a(X7 T (u™), VI (u™)) - (VI (u™) = VE) X{ujum—e|<kydx,  m > M.
0

Let v™ =u™ — &, v =u —&. Since |v| = k in the set where [v"| — k as m — oo, we have
Vv =0 a.a. in 2. Consequently,

VT (v™) = VT (v) = X{:jum| <k} (VO™ = Vo) +
+ (X{Q:|vm‘<k} — X{Q:\v\<k}) Vv—0 ae in Q m— . (5.55)

Using the inequality (2.1) and the assumptions (3.2'), (3.4), we deduce for any € € (0,1) that
a(x, Tar (u™), VI (u™)) - (VI (u™) = VEX{Q:um—g| <k} =
> (@ A" (M))P (e, VT (7)) — A, (M)W (x) — 6(x) — Ca(IP (. VE)) Xgangum el
Taking ¢ < a/ A\"(M ), we get the inequality

a(x, Ty (u™), VTa (w™)) - V(T (W™) = X (i jum—e|<k}y =
> —C1u (V" (x) + P(x,V&)) — ¢(x) € L1(9).

From the convergences (5.55), (5.21), (5.49), the continuity of a(x, so,s) with respect to (so,s),
and Fatou’s lemma, we have

lim inf 7™ > /a(x, Ty (w), VT (w)) - VI (u — &)dx = (5.56)

m—r0o0

Q
= /a(x, u, Vu) - VT (u — &)dx.
Q

Using Lemma 4.9, we get from (5.17) that

Te(u™ — &) 2 Tp(u— &) in Loo(Q), m — oo. (5.57)
Let us split J™ into two summands. The first integral

Jt = / (bm(x,um, Vu™) 4+ |um|p°(x)72um> T (u™ — &)dx
Q

can be estimated as follows. Let supp& C Q(1), I > Iy, ¢™(x,u™, Vu™) = b"(x,u™, Vu™) +
[u™ [PoX)=29 ™ e(x, u, V) = b(x, u, V) + [u[Po®) =2y, Then, recalling (5.5), we get for [ > I
that

i~ / & o, 0™, VU™ T (1™ + / & s, u™, VYT (0™ dx >
2\ o)
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> / "(x, um,Vum)Tk(vm)dxzjllm.
Q)

Applying (5.22), (5.51), (5.57), we pass to the limit as m — oo and then as | — oo to obtain

/ (b(x, u, Vo) + [ufP°®20) Ty (u — €)dx = lim lim Jy" < lim inf J. (5.58)
[—00 Mm—00 m—»00

Q

Using (5.1), (5.57), and passing to the limit as m — oo in the second integral, we conclude
that

Jyt= | T (u™ = &dx — [ fT(u— &)dx. (5.59)
/ /
Combining (5.54), (5.56), (5.58), (5.59), we derive (3.10). O

6. Renormalized solution

In this section, we prove that the entropy solution is a renormalized solution of the problem

(1.7), (1.3), (3.8).
Definition 2. A renormalized solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), (3.8) is a function u €
7%(.)((2) such that

1) B(x) = b(x,u, Vu) € Li();

2) lim [ P(x,Vu)dx = 0;
h=00p <luj<ht1

3) for any smooth function S € WL (R) with compact support and any function £ € C()
there holds

((b(x,u, V) + [uP) 720 + £)S(u)€) + (alx, u, Vau) - (S"(u)EVu+ S(u)VE)) = 0. (6.1)

Theorem 2. Let the assumptions (3.1)—~(3.6) be satisfied. Then the entropy solution u €
7%(_)(9) obtained in Theorem 1 is a renormalized solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3), (3.8).

Proof. We prove that the entropy solution satisfies Definition 2 of a renormalized solution.
The condition 1) holds true since it coincides with the condition 1) of Definition 1. The
condition 2) is also satisfied, see (4.13).

Let us prove the equality (6.1). Let {u™}en be a sequence of weak solutions of the
problem (5.3), (1.3). Let S € WL (R) be such that supp S C [-M, M] for M > 0. For any
function & € C§(Q), taking S(u™)¢ € W%(_)(Q) as a test function in (5.8), we derive that

(a(x, T (u™), Vu™) - (S (u™)EVU™ + S(u™)VE))+
+(f™(x) + " (x, u™, V™) + |um PO T2y S (yM)E) = I+ J™ =0, meN. (6.2)
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Clearly,

= / a5, T (™), V™) - (' (W™)EVU™ + S(u™)VE)dx —
Q

_ / a(x, Tas (™), VT (™)) - (S (w™)EV T (u™) + S(™)VE)dx, m > M.
Q

As in Lemma 4.8 (see (4.21)), we obtain the weak convergence
a(x, Tas (u™), VT (u™)) = a(x, Ta (u), VI (u)) in Ly (2), m— oo  (6.3)

Using the convergences (5.17), (5.26), and noting that supp¢ is a bounded subset of Q, we
deduce from Lemma 4.9 that

S'(u™)EVTy (u™) + S(u™)VE = S (w)EV Ty (u) + S(u)VE in Ly (Q), (6.4)

as m — oo. Combining (6.3), (6.4), we get

lim ™ — / a(x, Thy (), Vs (w)) - (S ()EVTar () + S(u)VE)dx —

m—o00
Q

= /a(x,u, Vau) - (8" (w)éVu + S(u)VE)dx. (6.5)
Q

By Lemma 4.9 we have
S(u™E 2 S(u)é in Leo(), m — oo.

Therefore, in view of (5.1), (5.22), (5.51), we obtain

lim J™ — / (F + b, u, Var) + [P ~20) S (u)édx. (6.6)

m—0o0

Q

Combining (6.2), (6.5), (6.6), we get the equality (6.1). Thus, we come to the conclusion that
u is a renormalized solution of the problem (1.7), (1.3). O

7. Appendix

Theorem 3. Let the assumption (3.1)—(3.6) be satisfied. Then there exists a generalized
solution of the problem (5.3), (1.3).

The proof of this theorem is based on the assertion that the operator A is pseudo-
monotone.

Definition 3. Let V be a reflexive Banach space. An operator A : V. — V' is pseudo-
monotone if

28



(i) A is a bounded operator;

(ii) assumptions
w —u in V|

AW) = w in V/, (7.1)
lim sup < A(u?), v/ > << w,u >
j—o0
imply that o
w=A(u), lim inf < A(W),v) >=< A(u),u > . (7.2)
J]—0Q

Lemma 7.1 ([40, Chapter II, §2, Theorem 2.7]). Let V be a reflexive separable Banach space.
Assume that an operator A : V. — V' has the following properties: A is pseudo-monotone and
coercive, 1.e.,

— 00, |ul] = occ. (7.3)

Then the map A : V. — V' is surjective, i.e., for any F € V' there exists u € V such that
A(u) = F.

Proposition 1. Let the assumptions (3.1)—(3.6) be satisfied. Then the operator
° ° /
A= AT AT W () - (W%(_)(Q)>
defined by (5.6) is pseudo-monotone and coercive.

Proof. The inequalities (3.2), (2.4), imply the estimates
Pp. () (@i (%, T (), V) < A;(m)([P(x, V) [l + [[Will1) < Ca(m, [Vl )

fori=1,...,n. Then, using (2.5), we get
la(x, T (), V) |5y = D llai(x, T (w), Vi)l ) < Colm, [Vl 5()- (7.4)
=1
The inequality (5.4) yields
Hbm(x,u, Vu)Hpé() S Cg(m) (7.5)
Applying (2.6), we deduce that
a2l ) < Call[ullpg()- (7.6)

Using the estimates (7.4)—(7.6) and the inequality (2.3), for any v € W%()(Q) we obtain
that

<A (@,0> | Y [ ot Ton(w), V) ol <
i:1ﬂ

< 22 ”ai(x7 Tm(u)7qupg(-)”Uﬂcz‘”pi(') <
=1
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< 2fja(x, T (u), Vu) 5y IVllg ) < Cs(m, [Vullg )IVollz (), (7.7)

| < Af(u),v > < / ‘bm(x,u, V) + [u[Po® =2y + fm‘ lv|dx <
Q

< 2 (117 G5, 1, )l + P2l 4+ 1 gy ) Bl
< Co(ms o) 1V pog. ) (7.8)

The boundedness of the operator A™ follows from (7.7), (7.8).
Let us prove the coercivity of A™. Using (3.4), (5.5), we get

< A™(u),u >= /a(x, T (u), Vu) - Vudx+
Q
+ /(bm(x,u, Vau)u + |uPo®) + M) dx >
Q

=z EZ Pps() (ta;) + (1 =€) ppy ) (1) — Ceﬂpgc)(fm) — ol
i=1
Then, applying (2.4) and taking ¢ € (0,1), we deduce the inequality

< A™(w)u > Cr Y flus P + Crllul2 — Cs. (7.9)
i=1

Let HuJHW% (@) 00 as j = 00, Then for any [ > 1 there exists jp such that for each

j > jo the following inequality is satisfied:

190, oy = 19 oy + 3 Ty > 2+ 1) (7.10)

i=1

For any j > jo there exists at least one summand which is greater than [. Assume, for
definiteness, that for a fixed j > jo the summand |[u/||,,.) > [ is largest. Combining (7.9),
(7.10), we have

™). wi|Po 7t _
<A (u ),u > >C9H Hpo(') _ Cho > Cyq1P -1 _

Ciz
(n+1) (n+1)I '

l

HUJHW%(‘)(Q)

Therefore, in view of the arbitrariness of [ and j, j > jo, we get (7.3).

Let us now prove that the assumptions (7.1) imply (7.2). Namely, we show that if

W —uin Wh(Q), (7.11)

A™W)) =~ w in W_;,l(_)(Q), (7.12)

lim sup < A™(w/), v ><< w,u >, (7.13)
J—0
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then

w=A"(u), (7.14)
lim < A™(w), v >=< A™(u),u > . (7.15)

j—o0
The convergence (7.11) yields the estimate

I . .
[|w HW%(.)(Q) <Ci3, jeN (7.16)

Let us show the following convergence along a subsequence:

W —u ae in Q, j— oo. (7.17)

For R > 0, applying (2.2), we deduce that

/P(X,V(nR(\xy)uj))dx < 014/P(x, nRVuj)dX—l—CM/P(X, Vnru! )dx <
Q Q Q

<Cu ) (o () + Pocy.o0m () -
=1
Therefore, using the inequality (3.1) and the estimate (7.16), we get
/P(X,V(?]R(|X|)uj))dx < Cu||P(x, v, Vud)||; + Crymeas Q(R) < Cy5, j € N.

Q

Thus, for any fixed R > 0 we have the boundedness of the set {ngu’} ey in Ij[%(.)(Q(R +1)).
By Lemma 2.1, the space Ijl%(_)(Q(R—{—l)) is compactly embedded in L,,_()(€2(R+1)). Hence,

for any fixed R > 0 we have the convergence of nru’/ in L, (y(Q(R+ 1)) as j — co. This

implies the convergence '
w —u in L, (((2(R)) (7.18)

and the convergence u/ — u a.e. in Q(R) along a subsequence. Then, using the diagonalisation
argument with respect to R € N, we get the convergence (7.17).

From (7.16), (7.4) we have the estimate
Ja(x, Ton (1), V) | 5y < Cag(m), j €N,
Therefore, there exist functions a™ € Ly/(.)(€2) such that
a(x, Ty (w/), Vul) = @™ in Lgi(y(Q), j — oo. (7.19)
The estimate (7.5) implies the existence of a function b € Ly ()(€2) such that
b (x, 0, Vul) = b i Ly 1(Q), j — oo. (7.20)
Then, the estimates (7.6), (7.16) yield

[ [P 2ud ||, () < Chr7, G €N,
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Thus, in view of the convergence (7.17), we obtain from Lemma 4.3 that

[l |PoCI=20 s |qy|Po®)=2  in Ly (@), j— o0
Due to (7.12), using (7.19)—(7.20), for any v € VQ[/%(.)(Q) we deduce that

<w,v>= lim < A™(v),v >= lim (a(x, T, (v?), V! ) - Vv)+

Jj—o0 Jj—00
+ lim (0™ (x, u/, Val) 4 [ [P0 209 4 f™)o) =
J—00

= @ o)+ (" + [l 2 ),
Evidently, the following equality is satisfied:

<A™, W >= (a(x, T, (v!), Vud) - Vud )+
(O™ (x,w?, Vil ) + [w! PO =207 - fm)d).

On one hand, relations (7.13), (7.22) yield

lim sup < Am(uj),uj >< @M - Vu) + <(’5m + ’U‘po(x)_zu + [™)u).

J]—0Q

It follows from the convergence (7.11) that

lim (™) = (™).

j—o0
Then, from the inequality (5.4) and the convergence (7.18) we have
lim |<bm(x,uj,Vuj)(uj - u))‘ <m lim |/ — uldx <
j—o0o J—00
Q(m)
< C(m) lim [|u” = ull,_),00m) = 0.

Using this fact and the convergence (7.20), we conclude that

lim (0™ (x, v/, V) )u?) = (0™ u).
j—o0

Combining (7.24)—(7.26), we obtain the inequality

lim sup(a(x, T, (v?), Vu? ) - Vad + |u? [P0 207) < @™ - Vu + JulPo™)).

Jj—00
On the other hand, thanks to the assumption (3.3), we have

{(a(x, T (u?), V) — a(x, T (v?), Vu)) - V(0! — u))+
(P20 — a9 =2) 0 ) > 0

Then

(a(x, T (u?), Vi? ) - Vi? + [0 [PPX)Y > (a(x, T (u?), V! ) - Vu)+
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(7.21)

(7.22)

(7.23)

(7.24)

(7.25)

(7.26)

(7.27)

(7.28)



H{alx, Tin (0), V) - V(0 = ) + (o120 200u) + (Ju S 2uud - w),

Using the convergence (7.17), the inequality (3.2) and Lemma 4.7, we establish that

a(x, T (v/), V) — a(x, Ty (u), V) strongly in L)), Jj— oo (7.29)

In view of the convergences (7.11), (7.19), (7.21), (7.20), (7.29), we deduce from (7.28)
that

lim inf(a(x, Ty, (u?), Vad ) - Vid + [0 [PPOI7207) > (@™ - Vi + |ufPe®)), (7.30)

j—o0
Combining (7.27), (7.30), we get

lim (a(x, T (u), V) - Vol + ol [00I7207) = @ - Vu+ [ufP™). (7.31)

J—00

Now, we obtain from (7.23), (7.25), (7.26), (7.31), (7.22) that

lim (A™(u),u?) =< w,u > . (7.32)

Jj—00
Combining (7.11), (7.19), (7.20), (7.29), (7.31), we get the relation

lim ((a(x, T (v), V) — a(x, Ty (v?), V) - V(v — u)+

J—00

_,_((’uj‘po(X)—Z _ \u]pO(X)_Zu)(uj —u)) =0.

Therefore, Lemma 4.8 (v/ = Vu’, v = Vu) implies the following convergences along a
subsequence:

Vu/ — Vu in L?(_)(Q), j — oo,
Vu - Vu ae in Q, j— oco.

Then Lemma 4.3

a™ = a(x, Tin(u), Vu), b =b(x,u, Vu)

and, in view of (7.22), for any v € W%(_)(Q) the following equality is satisfied:
<w,v >=< A™(u),v > .

Finally, thanks to (7.32), we obtain (7.14) and (7.15).
From Proposition 1 and in view of Lemma 7.1, there exists a function u € W%(_)(Q) such

that A™(u) = O. Thus, for any v € W%()(Q) the integral identity (5.7) holds true. O
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