arXiv:2004.02928v2 [math.AP] 1 Feb 2021

Generalized Picone inequalities and their applications to
(p, q)-Laplace equations

Vladimir Bobkov
Department of Mathematics and NTIS, Faculty of Applied Sciences, University of West Bohemia
Univerzitni 8, 301 00 Plzen, Czech Republic
Institute of Mathematics, Ufa Federal Research Centre, RAS
Chernyshevsky str. 112, 450008 Ufa, Russia
e-mail: bobkov@kma.zcu.cz

Mieko Tanaka
Department of Mathematics, Tokyo University of Science
Kagurazaka 1-3, Shinjyuku-ku, Tokyo 162-8601, Japan
e-mail: miekotanaka@rs.tus.ac.jp

Abstract

We obtain a generalization of the Picone inequality which, in combination with the
classical Picone inequality, appears to be useful for problems with the (p, ¢)-Laplace type
operators. With its help, as well as with the help of several other known generalized Picone
inequalities, we provide some nontrivial facts on the existence and nonexistence of positive
solutions to the zero Dirichlet problem for the equation —Ayu — Agu = f,(x,u, Vu) in
a bounded domain © C RY under certain assumptions on the nonlinearity and with a
special attention to the resonance case f,(z,u, Vu) = A\ (p)|u[P~?u + pl|u|9™?u, where
A1(p) is the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian.
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1. Picone inequalities

Throughout this section, we denote by  a nonempty connected open set in RV, N > 1. The
nowadays classical version of the Picone inequality (also commonly referred to as the Picone
identity) for the p-Laplacian can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 ([1, Theorem 1.1]). Let p > 1 and let u,v be differentiable functions in Q such

that u >0, v > 0. Then
P

VulP~2Vuv <”—1> < |Vol?. (1.1)

ub

Moreover, the equality in (1.1) is satisfied in Q if and only if u = kv for some constant k > 0.

In the linear case p = 2, inequality (1.1) is a direct consequence of the simple identity

2

Vuv (”—) = |V - (vv . Qvu(z
u u

(1.2)
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whose one-dimensional version was used by M. PICONE in |2, Section 2| to prove the Sturm
comparison theorem. Subsequently, due to the nontrivial and convenient choice of the test
function u;ﬁ—lil, identity (1.2) and inequality (1.1) appeared to be effective in the study of many
other properties of various ordinary and partial differential equations and systems of both
linear and nonlinear nature. In particular, one can mention the uniqueness and nonexistence
of positive solutions, Hardy type inequalities, bounds on eigenvalues, Morse index estimates,
etc. Such a wide range of applications particularly motivated a search of reasonable general-
izations of the Picone inequality, see, e.g., the works [3—11], although this list is far from being

comprehensive.

On the other hand, during the last few decades, there has been growing interest in the
investigation of various composite type operators such as the sum of the p- and ¢-Laplacians
with p # ¢, the so-called (p,q)-Laplacian. The motivation for corresponding studies comes
from both the intrinsic mathematical interest and applications in natural sciences, see, for
instance, [12-19] and references therein, to mention a few. Clearly, most of the properties
indicated above can be posed for problems with such operators, too. It is then natural to
ask which generalizations of the Picone inequality are favourable to be applied to the (p, q)-
Laplacian. If one tries to use u},f—il or uz;—il as a test function, then, taking into account (1.1),
the following two quantities have to be estimated:

up~1

q P
|Vu|P2VuV (%) and  |Vu|!™?VuV < v ) .
u

There are at least two known generalized Picone inequalities in this regard. The first one was
obtained in [7]|, where its equivalence to two convexity principles for variational integrals is
also shown. Its particular form can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (|7, Proposition 2.9 and Remark 2.10]). Letp,q > 1 and let u, v be differentiable
functions in Q such that uw > 0, v > 0. If ¢ < p, then

/l)q
ud—1

VuP2Vuv ( ) < Lywopp + L4 )gup. (1.3)
p p

Remark 1.3. Although the case of equality in (1.3) is not discussed in |7], one can show that

if ¢ < p, then the equality in (1.3) is satisfied in Q if and only if u = v.

The second generalization of (1.1) was obtained in [8] in the context of study of an equation
with indefinite nonlinearity. Later, this result was also applied in [5] to an eigenvalue problem
for the (p, g)-Laplacian.

Theorem 1.4 ([8, Lemma 1|). Let p,q > 1 and let u,v be differentiable functions in Q such
that w > 0, v > 0. If p < q, then

q q—p+1
|Vu|P2VuV (#) < |Vu|P2VoV (” ) . (1.4)

ud—">r
Moreover, the equality in (1.4) is satisfied in Q if and only if u = kv for some constant k > 0.

Remark 1.5. For convenience of further applications of (1.4), we rewrite it, assuming ¢ < p,
as follows:

D p—q+1
V|t 2V [ —— ) < Vo] 2vev (2 : 1.5
up~1

ubP—4a
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Notice that both (1.3) and (1.4) turn to the Picone inequality (1.1) when p = gq. Moreover,
we emphasize that (1.3) requires ¢ < p, while (1.4) asks for p < ¢. Our main result, Theo-
rem 1.8 below, posits the fact that inequality (1.4) remains valid for some p > ¢, although the
set of feasible values of p and ¢ is not of a trivial structure, see Figure 1. This set is defined
and characterized in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.6. Let ¢ > 1 be fized. Let the function g : [0,4+00) X (1,400) — R be defined as
g(sip) = (= 1)s" +qs" ' = (p—q)s + (g —p+1),

let
I(q) :={p>1: g(s;p) >0 for all s > 0},

and set p = p(q) :=sup{p > 1:p € I(q)}. Then max{2,q} < p < g+ 1. Moreover, there
exists ¢ € (1,2] such that the following assertions hold:

(i) if g < q, then there exist p, = p«(q) and p* = p*(q) satisfying ¢ < px < p* < 2 such that
(LpJUlp,p] C I(q) and (p«,p*) € 1(q);

(i1) if ¢ > q, then I(q) = (1,p].

Furthermore, if 1 < q1 < g2 and p € I(q1), then p € 1(q2), i.e., I(q1) C I(q2).

In particular, each of the following two explicit assumptions is sufficient to guarantee that
pel(q):

M 1<g<p<2andp<q+q(qg—1)*7;

(I) 2<p<q+1and(g+1—pP 2> (p—qP L

1 ps p 2 P
Figure 1: The grey set schematically depicts the set of points (p,q) with p € I(q).

Remark 1.7. The assertions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 1.6 yield 2 € I(g) for any ¢ > 1. A
numerical investigation of the function ¢ indicates that ¢ = 1.051633991... and that p,,p*
in the assertion (i) can be chosen such that (p.,p*) N I(q) = 0, that is, if ¢ < ¢, then
I(q) = (1,p«] U [p*, D], see Figure 1.



Now we are ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1.8. Letp,q > 1 and let u,v be differentiable functions in Q such thatu > 0, v > 0.
Assume that one of the following assumptions is satisfied:

(i) p € 1(q), where I1(q) is given by Lemma 1.6;
(ii) p < g+ 1 and VuVov > 0.

Then

ud—">r

q q—p+1
VP2 VUV (#) < |VolP2vov (” > . (1.6)

Moreover, if p < ¢+ 1 and VuVv > 0, then the equality in (1.6) is satisfied in Q if and only
if u = kv for some constant k > 0.

Furthermore, the assumptions (1) and (ii) are optimal in the following sense:

(I) if p &€ 1(q), then there exist u,v and a point x € Q such that (1.6) is violated at x;

(IT) if p > q+ 1, then there exist u,v with VuVv > 0 and a point x € Q such that (1.6) is
violated at x.

A closer look at the proof of Theorem 1.8 (ii) reveals that inequality (1.6) remains valid
under the assumption (ii) also for ¢ = 1. In fact, even the following stronger result, which
reduces to the commutativity of the scalar product in W12(Q) at p = 2, can be obtained by
the same method of proof.

Proposition 1.9. Let u,v be differentiable functions in 0 such that uw > 0, v > 0, and
VuVov > 0. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) ifp € (1,2], then
[VulP2VuVu < |[VoP2VoV (uP~1? P) (1.7)

(ii) if p > 2, then
IVulP2VuVu > |[VoP2VoV (uP~1? P) . (1.8)

Moreover, if p # 2, then the equality in (1.7) or (1.8) is satisfied in  if and only if u = kv
for some constant k > 0.

Apart from the choice of ug—: or ufj—il as a test function, one could also consider more
general test functions of the form #Z) or #Z) In this direction, the following partial case of a

generalized Picone inequality obtained in [10]| by applying an inequality from [9, Lemma 2.1]
can be effectively used.

Theorem 1.10 (|10, Theorem 2.2]). Letp > 1 and let u,v be differentiable functions in Q such
that u > 0, v > 0. Assume that f € C1(0,+00) satisfies f(s), f'(s) > 0 for all s € (0,+00).
Then Flup-
p U p—

A v (”—) < (p— 1P 1L gyp, 1.9

Vul ) < - HE (1.9
Moreover, the equality in (1.9) is satisfied in Q if and only if f(u) = kvP~1 for some constant
k> 0.



Remark 1.11. Let ¢ > 1. Since v? = (v7/9)?, we get from (1. ) the complementary inequality

ul 2V v qlf() VP4
Va2 v (s ) < la- 0 L w ) (1.10)

Notice that the term |V (vP/9)| is well-defined if either ¢ < p and v > 0, or ¢ # p and v > 0.
In particular, under any of these assumptions, taking f(s) = s?~!, we obtain

P —1\?1! q -
V|9~ 2VUV< = 1> < <§__1> (S) (%)p q’Vv!q- (1.11)

Moreover, under the assumption ¢ < p, the application of Young’s inequality gives

1 q
g2 VP a= I\ P\ (P=a v\ g,
IVuli=2Vuy (up_1> < (p_1> ; ; (u) o). (1.12)

Evidently, (1.11) and (1.12) reduce to the Picone inequality (1.1) if ¢ =p

As a complementary fact, we provide the following optimal refinement of a generalized Pi-
cone inequality obtained in [5, Proposition 8|, by analysing the right-hand sides of inequalities
(1.9) and (1.10).

Proposition 1.12. Let p,q > 1, a, 8 > 0, and let u,v be differentiable functions in 0 such
that w > 0, v > 0. If ¢ < p, then

p—2 L < L P
[VulP~*VuV <aup—1 —i—ﬂuq—l) < QC\VU\
and . )
q—2 v < = p/qY|q
Vuli~2Vuv <aup1 +ﬁuq1> < ﬁ\V(v )|,

where C =1 ifp<q+1, and C = ((;% ifp>q+ 1.

Finally, let us note that the Picone inequality (1.1) can be used to derive the Diaz-Saa

inequality [20]:
A A
/Q <— fffll + ’;wf> (wh —wh) dx >0, (1.13)

wy Wy

which, in particular, holds (in the sense of distributions) for all wq,ws € VVO1 P(Q) such that
w; > 0 ae in Q, and g1, 72 € L°(Q), assuming that €2 is smooth and bounded, see |21,
Theorem 2.5|. Inequality (1.13) appeared to be a useful tool in the study of uniqueness of
positive solutions to boundary value problems with the p-Laplacian. Its generalization to
the (p, ¢)-Laplacian, together with the corresponding applications, was obtained in [17], see
also [3,21]. Under the same assumptions on wy, wy and € as above, it can be stated as follows.

If1 <g<pandp >0, then

A A A A
/ (_ pW1 +,M1 qW1 n pW2 +7,u1 qw2> (w? — wl) dz > 0. (1.14)
q q
Q wq Wy

Inequality (1.14) can be established by applying the generalized Picone inequality (1.3).

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.8 and
Lemma 1.6. In Section 3, we provide several applications of Theorem 1.8, as well as of
Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, to problems with the (p, ¢)-Laplacian.



2. Proofs of Theorem 1.8 and Lemma 1.6

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Since the case p < ¢ is covered by Theorem 1.4, we will assume here-
inafter that p > ¢q. Moreover, under any of the assumptions (i) and (ii), p has the upper bound
p < q+1 (see Lemma 1.6 in the case of the assumption (i)).

By straightforward calculations we get

_ v4 _ v\ 49— v\ 4
vup v () = v v (2 - - niwar (2) @)
and
B pa—ptl v\ 4P B v\ 2-p+1
Vol? 2vw< — >: (@=p+DIVel (=) + =) VP 2vevu (=)7L (22)

We see from (2.1) and (2.2) that the desired inequality (1.6) is equivalent to

Avup=2uvs (2) )

v
u

~ (0= )| Vol VeV (=
<@- vl () +@-prniver ()77 @3

Dividing by v?uP~?, we reduce (2.3) to

VuVu (q <|Vu|>p2 Cr—d) <M>M>
<00 () - pn () (24)

Recalling that ¢ — p+ 1 > 0, we see that (2.4) is satisfied if its left-hand side is nonpositive.
Therefore, let us assume that the left-hand side of (2.4) is positive. In particular, we have
VuVwv # 0, and hence |Vul,|Vv| > 0. We consider two separate cases.

1) Suppose that

p—2 p—2
VuVv >0 and ¢ <M> —(p—9q) <M> > 0.

u v

In this case, in order to validate (2.4) it is sufficient to prove that

Vv (q <|vuu|>p2 Ce-a <|v|>>

Vul\? Vol \*
<(¢g—-1) <u> +(@—p+1) <u> : (2:5)
u v
Denoting s = @ va‘, we see that (2.5) holds provided
f(s):=(qg—1)s? —qs"P 1+ (p—q)s+(q—p+1) >0 forall s>0. (2.6)



Let us show that (2.6) is satisfied. We have

"(s) = — —1)sP2 = — —2)sP73 if and only if s > max M
f(s)=plp—1)(g—1) q(p—1)(p—2)s"" >0 if and only if s > {0,p(q_1)}-

Combining this strict convexity of f with the facts that f(1) = f/(1) = 0 and qEZ 1; <1, we
see that

-2
f(s)>0 foralls> max{o’ %},
and the equality f(s) = 0 for such s happens if and only if s = 1. In particular, f(s) 2 0 for all

s > 0 provided p < 2. Assume that p > 2. Since f is concave on [0 qg ? ] ( Z )
f(0) >0 for p< g+ 1, and f(0) =0 for p = g+ 1, we conclude that

plg—1)

and the equality f(s) = 0 for such s happens if and only if s = 0 and p = ¢+ 1. Thus, we have
derived that f(s) > 0 for all s > 0 provided p < ¢+ 1. In particular, this implies that (1.6) is
satisfied under the assumption (ii). Moreover, we have shown that if p < ¢+ 1, then f(s) =
if and only if s = 1. Therefore, if p < ¢+ 1, VuVv > 0, and the equality in (1.6) is satisfied
in Q, then we conclude that VuVv = |Vu||Vov| and W—ﬂ”' = W—UU‘, which yields V (2) =0 in €,
that is, u = kv for some constant k£ > 0.

f(s)>0 forallse [0, q(p—Q)}’

2) Suppose that

p—2 p—2
VuVeo <0 and g (!Vuu\> —(p—q) <M> < 0. (2.7)

v

To establish (2.4) under the assumption (2.7), it is sufficient to show that

e T <—q <¥>H - <|Vvv|>p2>

Vul\? Vol \P
<(qg-1) <u> +(g—p+1) <u> : (2.8)
U v
Introducing again the notation s = @ |VUU\’ we see that inequality (2.8) holds if
g(s;p) = (q—1)s" +qsP P —(p—q)s+(¢g—p+1) >0 forall s >0. (2.9)

Applying Lemma 1.6, we deduce that (2.9) is satisfied whenever p € I(q).

Combining the cases 1) and 2), we conclude that (1.6) holds under the assumption (i),
which finishes the proof of the first part of the theorem.

Let us now obtain the optimality of the assumptions (i) and (ii) stated in (I) and (II),
respectively. Assume first that p & I(q) and let sp > 0 be such that g(sg;p) < 0. Consider

w(zy,...,xny)=1—axr; and v(zy,...,zy) =1+
: [Vu(O)] »(0) _ : _
for some o > 0. Noting that w(0) TVo0)] «a and taking a = sg, we conclude that the

violation of (2.9) at so implies the violation of (2.8) at x = 0. On the other hand, we have



VuVv = —|Vu||Vu|. Thus, the violation of (2.8) at x = 0 is equivalent to the violation
of (2.4) at z = 0, which, in its turn, is equivalent to the violation of (1.6) at z = 0. This
establishes the case (I).

Assume now that p > ¢+ 1. Set u = const > 0 and let v > 0 be any differentiable function
not identically equal to a constant. We readily see that VuVv = 0 and (2.3) is violated at
points where |Vv| > 0, which establishes the case (II). O

Now we provide the proof of Lemma 1.6.
Proof of Lemma 1.6. To prove that max{2,q} < p < ¢+ 1, we first note that
g(5;2) = (q—1)s* +2(¢g— Vs +(qg—1)>q¢—1>0, (2.10)
g(s;q) = (g = 1)s7 +qs" 1 +1>1,

for all s > 0. This yields 2,q € I(q), and hence max{2,q} < p. Second, we have g(0;p) =
q—p—+1<0 for any p > g+ 1, which implies that p < g+ 1. Third, we see that

g(s;q+1) = (¢ —1)s7 4 gs? — s < 0 for all sufficiently small s > 0,
and
g(s;p) > (¢q—1)s? +(2¢—p)s+(¢q—p+1) >0 foralls>land2<p<qg+1. (2.11)

Therefore, since g is uniformly continuous on compact subsets of [0, 1] x (1, +00), we conclude
that max{2, ¢} < p < ¢+ 1. Moreover, the continuity of g gives p € I(q).

Let us prove the assertions (i) and (ii). To this end, we notice that
g(s;p1) > g(s;p2) for every s € [0,1] provided 1 < p; < pa. (2.12)

In view of this monotonicity, inequalities (2.10) and (2.11) yield [2,p] C I(g). At the same
time, we see that if p < ¢, then

9(5:p) 2 (¢ = 1)s" +¢s"" = (p—q)s > (¢ = 1)s" +¢s"" 20 forall 5 >0,

which shows, in particular, that (1,¢q] C I(g). Thus, we deduce that I(q) = (1,p] provided
q > 2. Let us now define the critical value

g=inf{g>1: I(q)=(1,p] }.

Clearly, ¢ < 2. Since ¢ is presented in the function g only as a positive coefficient, we see
that p € I(q1) implies p € I(g2) provided ¢1 < gqq, i.e., I(q1) C I(g2). Combining this fact
with the already obtained inclusion [2,p] C I(q), we conclude that if ¢ > ¢, then I(q) = (1,p].
Notice that if ¢ is sufficiently close to 1, then I(q) # (1,p], and so ¢ > 1. Indeed, choosing,
for instance, ¢ = 1.05, we have ¢(60;1.3) = —0.417508..., which yields 1.3 ¢ I(q), and hence
g > 1.05 > 1. This implies, by the continuity of g, that I(q) = (1, p] also for ¢ = ¢, and this
completes the proof of the assertion (ii).

Assume now that 1 < ¢ < ¢. In particular, recalling that ¢ < 2, we have 1 < ¢ < 2. We

start by showing that, in addition to (2.11), there exists p* € (g,2) with the property that
g(s;p) >0 for all s > 1 and p € [p*,2]. Indeed, suppose, by contradiction, that for any n € N



one can find p, € (¢,2) and s, > 1 such that g(s,;p,) < 0, and p, — 2 as n — 400. Then
{sp} must be bounded, since otherwise g(s,;p,) — +00 as n — +oo. Therefore, passing to
the limit along appropriate subsequences of {p,} and {s,}, we get a contradiction to (2.11).
Thus, the monotonicity (2.12) in combination with (2.10) and (2.11) yields [p*,p] C I(q),
which establishes the existence of p* from the assertion (i).

Now we show the existence of p, € (q,2) such that g(s;p) > 0 for all s > 0 and p € (q, p«].
Suppose, by contradiction, that for any n € N one can find p, € (¢,2) and s,, > 0 satisfying
9(Sn;pn) <0, and p, — q as n — +oo. Since the term (p,, — q)s,, is the only term in g(s,;pn)
with negative sign, we conclude that s, — 400 as n — +o00. But then we deduce that

0> g(snipn) > (¢ —1)sd +gsi ' —(2—q)s, + (¢ —1) >0

for all sufficiently large n, since (¢ —1)s, is the leading term as s,, — o0, which is impossible.
Recalling that (1,q] C I(g), we conclude that (1,p.] C I(q). Since ¢ < ¢, we deduce that
q < p« <p* < 2and (ps,p*) \ I(q) # 0, which completes the proof of the assertion (i).

Finally, we justify the sufficient assumptions (I) and (II).

(I) Let 1 < ¢ < p < 2. Considering the sum of the second and third terms of g(s;p), we

see that if s27P < p%q, then g(s;p) > 0. Thus, let us assume that s> > p%q and p < 2.
Then we have

i) = (g =0~ (o= s =52 (g -t () <)

=iyl
— 2—
>Spqq<(q_1)<p%q> ’ —Q>20,

where the last inequality is satisfied if and only if p < ¢+ ¢?~!(¢ — 1)?7P.
(IT) Let 2 < p < g+ 1. As in the previous case, we see that if sP~2 > %, then g(s;p) > 0.

Hence, we assume that sP~2 < I% and p > 2. Then we have

p—1
, (p—q)?
g(sip) 2 —(p—q)s+(g—p+1)>———F"—+(—p+1) >0,
gr—=
where the last inequality is satisfied if and only if (¢ + 1 — p)P~2¢ > (p — q)P~ L. O

3. Applications to (p, q)-Laplace equations

Throughout this section, we always assume that 1 < ¢ < p and that Q Cc RY is a smooth
bounded domain with boundary 02, N > 2.

Denote by || - ||, the standard norm of L"(Q2), 1 < r < 4o00. Let Aj(r) with 1 < r < 400
stand for the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet r-Laplacian in €2, and let ¢, be the corresponding
first eigenfunction which we assume to be positive and normalized as ||V, ||, = 1. That is,

Jo |Vul" dx

)\1(7“) = inf{ fQ ‘u’r dr

Cu e W) {0}} and M)l = Ve = L.



Notice that A1(r) is simple and ¢, € int C3(Q),, where
Ci(Q) = {ue C'(Q) : u(z) =0 for all z € 90},

int C}(Q), := {u €CyQ): u(z) >0forallz € Q, %(m) <0 for all z € 89} ,
v
and v is the unit exterior normal vector to 9. Finally, for a weight function m € L(Q)
satisfying [, m(z)¢p dz > 0, we define

m o __ fﬂ ‘V(pp’q dx

_ _ Jo IVep|? dx
* fQ m(x)pp dx '

d Bi=
and [ fﬂgogdﬂ:

We remark that 8. > A1(q), which follows from the simplicity of A1 (¢) and linear independence
of ¢, and ¢, see [22, Proposition 13].

p (3.1)

3.1. General problem with (p,¢)-Laplacian

Consider the boundary value problem

{—Apu - Aqu= fu(r,u,Vu) in Q, (3.2)

u=20 on 0,

where the function f,(z,s,€) : @ x R x RV — R is sufficiently regular in order that (3.2)
possesses a weak formulation with respect to VVO1 P(Q1), and satisfies the following assumption:

(A) there exist M C R and m € L(Q) satisfying [, m(z)¢j dz > 0 such that
Fulw,5,6) > Aa(p)s"™" + Bl'm(x)s ™!
for all p € M, s >0, ¢ €RY, and a.e. z € Q, where 3™ is given by (3.1).

We obtain the following nonexistence result in the class of int C3(€2)-solutions.

Theorem 3.1. Let p € I(q), where I(q) is defined in Lemma 1.6, and let (A) be satisfied. If
pw € M, then (3.2) has no solution in int C} ().

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that (3.2) possesses a solution u € int C$(Q)4 for some

1 € M. Noting that 22 € L>(Q) since ¢p, u € int Cj(Q), we choose uﬁl as a test function
for (3.2). Applying Theorems 1.1 and 1.8, we get

M) [ tggdo 57 [ )y da
Sog _ p—2
< | fulz,u,Vu)——dz = [ |[VulP7*VuV
Q ud Q
(pq—p+1
< [[1Valr 296, (2 ot [ [Vgplts
Q u Q

— () /Q WP d 4 A /Q m(z)gl de,

q
¥p
ud—1

q
) dx —|—/ |Vu|i™2VuV < 90p1> dx
Q uf

which is impossible. O

10



Notice that we can not claim that each weak solution of (3.2) belongs to int C3 (), since
we do not impose suitable “good” assumptions on the function f,, apart from those stated
above; see, e.g., [23] for a related discussion. We also remark that neither of the generalized
Picone inequalities (1.3), (1.4), (1.9) can be used (at least, as directly as (1.6)) to establish
Theorem 3.1.

3.2. Eigenvalue-type problem

In the special case fy(z,s,&) = Ai(p)[s|P~2s + u|s|7%s, (3.2) can be seen as an eigenvalue
problem for the (p, ¢)-Laplacian:

(3.3)

—Apu — Agu = A (p)|uP?u + plult*u in Q,
u=20 on 0,

see, e.g., [5,18,22,24]. Notice that any nonzero and nonnegative solution of (3.3) belongs to
int C}(Q), see, for instance, [5, Remark 1] or [18, Section 2.4]. Although in the works [5,22]
by the present authors the structure of the set of positive solutions to a general version of
(3.3) with two parameters has been comprehensively studied, we were not able to characterize
completely the range of values of y for which (3.2) possesses a positive solution. Thanks to our
generalized Picone inequality (1.6), as well as to inequalities (1.3) and (1.4), we can provide
additional information in this regard.

First, the same reasoning as in Theorem 3.1 allows to show the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that one of the following assumptions is satisfied:
(i) p € I(q), where 1(q) is defined in Lemma 1.6;
(ii)) p<q+1 and Q is an N-ball.

Then (3.3) has no positive solution for p > (., where By is given by (3.1). Moreover, if
p<q+1and is an N-ball, then (3.3) has no positive solution also for u = Piy.

Proof. Let u be a positive solution of (3.3). Recall that u € int C}(Q)4. Moreover, under
the assumption (ii), both u and ¢, are radially symmetric with respect to the centre of 2
and nonincreasing in the corresponding radial direction (see |25, Theorem 3.10]), which yields
VuVe, > 0 in Q. Clearly, fu(z,s,&) = M (p)|s|P~2s + p|s|?™2s satisfies (A) with m =1 (so
B = Bi) and M = (fBs,+00). Therefore, applying Theorem 1.8 as in the proof of Theorem
3.1, we obtain the desired nonexistence for y > B,. On the other hand, if 4 = B, p < ¢+ 1,
and € is an N-ball, then Theorem 1.8 yields u = k¢, for some k > 0. Since u is a solution
of (3.3), we see that u must be also an eigenfunction of the ¢-Laplacian associated with the
eigenvalue f,, which is impossible in view of [22, Proposition 13]. O

Notice that Theorem 3.2 is optimal for the considered range of p and ¢ in the sense that
for any p € (A1(q), B«) problem (3.3) possesses a positive solution, see |22, Theorem 2.5 (i)].
Nevertheless, we are not aware of the corresponding existence result for 4 = S, under the
assumption (i) of Theorem 3.2, or if p = ¢+ 1 and Q is an N-ball.

Second, we provide the following general result without restrictions on p and ¢ apart from
the default assumption 1 < ¢ < p, whose proof is based on a nontrivial application of Picone’s
inequalities (1.3) and (1.4), and on the usage of results from [5,22].
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Theorem 3.3. Let
p=sup{p € R: (3.3) has a positive solution} .

Then By < < +oo. Moreover, (3.3) has at least one positive solution if A\1(q) < pu < 1, and
no positive solution if 1 < A1(q) or p > . Furthermore, if i > B, then (3.3) has at least one
positive solution if and only if A\1(q) < p < [

In order to prove Theorem 3.3, we need the following auxiliary information on the be-
haviour of positive solutions.

Proposition 3.4. Let {u,} C R be a sequence, and let u,, be a positive solution of (3.3) with
U= ln, n € N. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) if ll)r_’l_loo |Vun|p = 400, then ngg—loo tn = By and, up to a subsequence,

Vp i = ————— — i Cy(2) as n — +oo; 3.4

(11) if ngr_{loo ”vun”p =0, then ngr_’r_loo Hn = )\1((])'

Proof. We start with the observation that (3.3) has no nonzero solution for u < \i(q), see |5,
Proposition 1] and [22, Proposition 13]. Thus, throughout the proof, we will assume that
pn > A1(q) for all n € N. In particular, we have limJirnf tn > A1(q).

n——+0o0

(i) Let [|Vuy|l, = 400 as n — +oo. Note first that liminf tn > A1(q). Indeed, suppose,
n—-+00

by contradiction, that u, — A1(g), up to a subsequence. Setting v, = M—’;HP and taking u,
as a test function for (3.3) with u = u,,, we have

1—A1(P)/ vpdz = [|Vu,|[F77 (un/vgdm—/ |an|qu> >0,
Q Q Q

where the inequality follows from the definition of A\;(p). Since ¢ < p, ||Vuy|l, — +oo, and
tn — Ai(q), we conclude that, simultaneously, v, — ¢, and v, — kg, strongly in LI(Q2),
up to a subsequence, where k > 0 is some constant. However, this contradicts the linear
independence of ¢, and ¢, see [22, Proposition 13|, and hence Egl J1rg1of tn > A1(q).

Now we prove the convergence (3.4). Let vy € VVO1 ?(Q) be such that v, — vy weakly
in WO1 P(Q) and strongly in LP(f2), up to a subsequence. First, we show that vy # 0 in Q.
Suppose, by contradiction, that vyg = 0 in . Then, by Egorov’s theorem, v,, converges to 0
uniformly on a subset of €2 of positive measure. In particular, we have

/Qvgpgog dx — +00 as n — +oo. (3.5)

Notice that the integral in (3.5) is well-defined since £2 € L>(Q
(1.

. ) due to the int C}(Q) -
regularity of v, and ¢,. Using now the Picone inequalities (1.1) and (1.

5), we get from (3.3)

12



P
with g = p, and the test function u“’“ € WO1 P(Q) that

p—1
M (p) / o i+ iy / Wi P da
(9] (9]
V4
q

:/ |Vun|p_2VunV< ('0_1> dx —i—/ |Vun|q_2VunV <£§1> dx
QO up Q 5

n Un

SDpfqﬂ
S/ ]chq]pdac—i-/ \qu]q*QchqV 4 dx
0 0 W1

n

:/Q|Vgoq|pd:c—|—)\1(q)/ﬂu%pgpgdx. (3.6)
This implies that
(i =Ma(a) [t < [ (9 de=nuip) | opde <+ (3.7)

and hence, since lim Jirnf tn > A1(q), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of n such that
n——+0oo

L, /Q vl Pl dz < C||Vuy, |59, (3.8)
On the other hand, choosing u,, as a test function for (3.3) with u = u,,, we get
un/ vl dx —/ Vo, |? de = ||V, |[h ™1 <1 — )q(p)/ v dx) .

Q Q Q
Since we suppose that vy = 0 in €, we have v,, — 0 strongly in LP(Q2) and L%(2), which yields

2 /Q v dx > [|[Vu,[[p™?  for sufficiently large n € N. (3.9
Combining (3.8) and (3.9), we obtain

2C /Q vl dx > /Q vy Pl dr  for sufficiently large n € N,

which gives a contradiction to (3.5) and the strong convergence v, — 0 in L9(2). Therefore,

Uo;éOinQ.

Second, we show that vy = ¢,. Since u,, is a solution of (3.3) with pu = p,, we see that vy,
satisfies

1
Vo, |P 2V, Vodr + ———— / Vo, |92V, Vo d
JoI7el Pl 7 o
= Al(p)/ Pl de + L_/ vi~lodr for any ¢ € Wol’p(Q). (3.10)
9 IVunlp™® o

Taking ¢ = v, and recalling that |[Vov,||, = 1 and that v, converges in LP(2) to a nonzero
function vy, we conclude that there exists a constant B > 0 such that

Hn

=—————=DB asn— +oo.
IV [~

n .
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Taking now ¢ = v, — v in (3.10), we see that the boundedness of B,, implies

lim / |V |P~ 2V, (Vu, — Vug) dz = 0,
Q

n—-+o00

which guarantees that v, — vy strongly in Wol’p(Q), see, e.g., [26, Lemma 5.9.14]. Passing to
the limit in (3.10), we deduce that vy is a nonzero and nonnegative solution of the problem

—Apu = M (p)|ulP2u + Blu|??u in Q,
u=0 on 0N).

The standard regularity result [27] and the strong maximum principle yield vy € int C}(Q),

P
Pp
p—1

o

€ VVO1 P(Q). Thus, applying the Picone inequality (1.1), we get

p
)\1(}))/ cpgdac—i—B/ vg_pcpgdx:/ ]Vvo\p2VUOV< fp1> dx
Q Q Q Vo

< / Vepl? de = A (p) / o dr,
Q Q

and so

which yields B = 0, and hence vy = ¢, in Q.

Now we are ready to prove that v, — ¢, in C’& (€2). Thanks to the boundedness of B,
using the Moser iteration process in (3.10), we can find M; > 0 independent of n such that
lvnlloo < My for all n. Thus, since 1/||Vuy,||h 7 is also bounded, applying to equation (3.10)
the regularity results [28, Theorem 1.7] and [27], we derive the existence of # € (0,1) and
Ms > 0, both independent of n, such that v, € C’é’e(ﬁ) and HU”HCS’Q@) < M; for every

sufficiently large n. Since Cé’e(ﬁ) is compactly embedded into C}(9), we conclude that
vn — pp in C3(Q), up to a subsequence.
Finally, let us show that liril fn = Py First, let {u,, } be a subsequence such that
n—-+0oo

lim pp, = liminf u,. Taking u,, as a test function for (3.3) with p = p,,,, we get
k—+o00 n—+oo

Ln,, / vg, dx —/ [V, [T de = [[Vug, |51 (1 - )\1(]9)/ vh dm) >0,
Q Q Q
and hence the convergence of v,, to ¢, along a sub-subsequence yields

Vo,|?dx
lim inf f1,, > f9|+p|
n—4o0o fﬂ (pp dx

Second, we choose a subsequence {fi, } such that lim p,, = limsup u, and denote it, for
k—+o00 n—+o00

simplicity, as {p}. Using Picone’s inequalities (1.1) and (1.5) with v = ¢}, we get from (3.3)
with p = py that

A1(p) /Q @b dx + g /Q uf b du

:/ Vg [P~ 2V, V Sﬁi dm+/ V|72V, V Sﬁi dz
Q uf, Q uf)

SDpfqntl
S/ |V80p|pd5'3+/ |V80p|q72v90pv pp*q dz,
Q Q uy,
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which implies that

p—q+1
,uk/ﬂungpz dx < /Q V|12V, V (%) dx. (3.11)

k

Notice that both sides of (3.11) share the same homogeneity with respect to ug, and hence
we can replace ug by the normalized function wvy:

p—q+1

I / v Pb dw < / IV, |12V, V (“’pp_q )dw. (3.12)
Q Q v

k

The convergence v, — ¢, in C’& () along a sub-subsequence yields the existence of a constant
C > 0 such that ¢,(x) < Cug(x) for all z € Q and all sufficiently large & € N. Therefore,
since 0 < f—: < Cin €, and f—: — 1 pointwise in €2, the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem guarantees

p—q+1
/vg_pgogdx—)/wgdm and /‘V%v’qQV‘va (stp_q ) dx%/ [Vipp|? da.
Q Q Q 'Uk Q

Here, the latter convergence can be easily seen from the expansion

2 @giqﬂ
/Q|V30p|q VSDPV vpfq dx
k
© p—q ) © p—q+1
-0+ [ 90 () o- -0 [ Va0 vu (2) 7
Q Vg Q Vg

Thus, letting k¥ — 400 in (3.12), we obtain

|Vipp|? dx
JoIVep _ 5.

limsup p, = lim pp <
n—+o00 k—+o0

Consequently, the proof of the assertion (i) is complete.

(ii) Let ||[Vup|lp, — 0 as n — 4o00. This implies that u,, — 0 a.e. in €. Consequently, by
Egorov’s theorem, u,, — 0 uniformly on some subset of {2 of positive measure, which yields

/ ug Pl dr — +o00  as n — +o0.
Q
Thus, using the Picone inequalities (1.1) and (1.5) as in (3.6), we get (3.7):
(= u(0) [ ut e < [ [Deupde—nip) [ e < oo,
Q Q Q

and therefore limsup p,, < A1(g). Recalling now that liminf u,, > A1(g), we finish the proof

n—+00 n—+00
of the assertion (ii). O
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. First, we recall that (3.3) has a positive solution if p € (A1(q),Bs),
see |22, Theorem 2.5 (i)]. Therefore, g > B. Let {u,} be a sequence convergent to i such
that (3.3) with u = u,, has a positive solution u,. Fixing any v € C§ () and applying Picone’s
inequalities (1.3) and (1.1), we get from (3.3) with u = p,, that

)\1(}9)/ ub™ Iy dac—i—,un/vq dz
Q Q

vl q
/|Vu P~2Vu,V < >dm—|—/ |V, |72V, V (%) dx
us, Un
/|Vv|pdx—i— /|Vun|pdx—|—/ |Vl dz. (3.13)

If we suppose that i = +o00, then Proposition 3.4 (i) guarantees the boundedness of ||Vuy,||p,
whence we get a contradiction to (3.13). Thus, g < 4o0.

By the definition of i, (3.3) has no positive solution for any p > . Moreover, there is no
nonzero solution if ;1 < A;(g), see |5, Proposition 1] and |22, Proposition 13|. Furthermore, [5,
Theorem 2.2 (i)] implies that (3.3) has at least one positive solution for any p € (A1(q), ft).

It remains to prove that if 1 > S, then (3.3) with u = [ possesses a positive solution.
Choose a sequence {p,} such that p, — @ and (3.3) with © = u, has a positive solution u,,.
Proposition 3.4 (i) guarantees the boundedness of ||Vu,|,. So, we may assume, by passing
to a subsequence, that u,, converges to some nonnegative function ug weakly in W P(Q) and
strongly in LP(2). Letting n — 400 in

/ (Vi [P~2Vun V (u, — ug) da —i—/ (Vi |72V un V (u, — ug) da
Q Q

= )\1(]9)/ uﬁfl(un —ug) dx + ,un/ u?fl(un — ) dz,
Q Q

we get

n—-+o00

lim </ (Vi [P 2V, (Vu, — Vug) d + / (Vi |72Vt (Vt, — Vug) dx> =0,
Q Q

which yields the strong convergence u,, — ug in VVO1 P(Q), see [22, Remark 3.5]. At the same
time, since i > B, > A1(q), Proposition 3.4 (ii) gives ||Vug||, = lirf |Vuyl|l, > 0, and hence
n—-+0oo

ug is nonzero. Thus, ug is a positive solution of (3.3) with u = . O
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