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NONLINEAR NONHOMOGENEOUS ROBIN PROBLEMS WITH
ALMOST CRITICAL AND PARTIALLY CONCAVE REACTION

N.S. PAPAGEORGIOU, D.D. REPOVS, AND C. VETRO

ABSTRACT. We consider a nonlinear Robin problem driven by a nonhomoge-
neous differential operator, with reaction which exhibits the competition of
two Carathéodory terms. One is parametric, (p — 1)-sublinear with a partially
concave nonlinearity near zero. The other is (p— 1)-superlinear and has almost
critical growth. Exploiting the special geometry of the problem, we prove a
bifurcation-type result, describing the changes in the set of positive solutions
as the parameter \ > 0 varies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q C RY be a bounded domain with a C?-boundary 9. In this paper we
study the following parametric Robin problem

—diva(Vau(2)) + &) |u(=)P2u(z) = M(z u(2)) + gz, u(2)) in 2,

P
(F3) (ju + B(2)|u|P~?u = 0 on 9, u > 0.

In this problem a : RY — RY is a continuous, strictly monotone (hence also
maximal monotone) map which satisfies certain other regularity and growth con-
ditions listed in hypotheses H(a) below. These conditions are not restrictive and
incorporate in our framework many differential operators of interest. We point
out that the differential operator u — diva(Vu) is not homogeneous and this is
a source of difficulties in the analysis of problem (Py). The potential function is
£ e L>*(Q), £ > 0. In the reaction (the right hand side of the equation) A > 0 is
a parameter and f(z,z), g(z,x) are Carathéodory functions (that is, for all € R,
z = f(z,2),9(z,x) are measurable, while for a.a. z € Q, x — f(z,2),9(z,z) are
continuous). We assume that f(z,-) is (p — 1)-superlinear near 07 partially in
z € Q. So, near zero we have a partially concave nonlinearity and this complicates
the geometry of the problem near the origin. Near +oo for a.a. z € Q, f(z,-) is
strictly (p—1)-sublinear, while for a.a. z € €2, g(z, ) exhibits almost critical growth,
a fact that further complicates the geometry of the problem, since the embedding
of WHP(Q) into LP™(2) is not compact (recall that p* denotes the critical Sobolev
exponent corresponding to 1 < p < +o00, defined by

N
2Py < N,
pr={n—p

+00 if p> N.
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ou

ong
to the map a(-) and defined by extension on W1P(Q) of the map

C*'(Q) 3 u— (a(Vu),n)g~,

with n(-) being the outward unit normal on 9. The boundary coefficient is 5 €
C%2(99Q) with a € (0,1) and B > 0. When 3 = 0, we recover the usual Neumann
problem.

We study the nonexistence, existence and multiplicity of positive solutions as the
parameter A > 0 varies. Our main result is a “bifurcation-type” theorem, which
produces a critical parameter A* > 0 such that

In the boundary condition denotes the conormal derivative corresponding

e for all A € (0, \*) problem (P, has at least two positive smooth solutions;
e for all A = \* problem (P)) has at least one positive solution;
e for all A > \* problem ([P has no positive solutions.

Moreover, we show that we can have positive solutions uy € C*(Q) such that
||UA||C1(§) -0 as\A— 0",

Our approach uses critical point theory combined with suitable truncation and
comparison techniques to exploit the particular geometry of the problem.

The study of problems in which in the reaction we have competition phenom-
ena between nonlinearities of different nature (“concave-convex” problems), was
initiated by the seminal paper of Ambrosetti-Brezis-Cerami [2] for semilinear equa-
tions driven by the Dirichlet Laplacian. Their work was extended to equations
driven by the Dirichlet p-Laplacian by Garcia-Azorero-Peral Alonso-Manfredi [5]
and Guo-Zhang [9]. In the aforementioned works, the reaction has the following
special form

Me? 42"t forallz >0withl<g<p<r<p*.

More general reactions were assumed by de Figueiredo-Gossez-Ubilla [4], Gasinski-
Papageorgiou [7], Hu-Papageorgiou [I0], and Papageorgiou-Vetro [26] (Dirichlet
problems). For nonlinear Neumann and Robin problems we mention related works
of Molica Bisci-Radulescu [14], [13], Molica Bisci-Repovs [15, [16], Papageorgiou-
Rédulescu [20] 23], and Papageorgiou-Radulescu-Repovs [25].

2. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND - HYPOTHESES

Let X be a Banach space. By X™* we denote the topological dual of X and by
(-,+) we denote the duality brackets for the pair (X*, X). Given ¢ € C*(X,R), we
say that ¢ satisfies the “Cerami condition” (the “C-condition” for short), if the
following property holds:

“Every sequence {u,}neny C X such that {¢(un)}neny € R is bounded and (1 +
lunllx)¢ (un) — 0 in X* as n — 400, admits a strongly convergent subsequence”.

This is a compactness-type condition on the functional ¢ and it leads to a de-
formation theorem from which one can derive the minimax theory of the critical
values of ¢. One of the main results in this theory is the so-called “Mountain Pass
Theorem” which we recall below.

Theorem 2.1. If X is a Banach space, ¢ € C(X,R) satisfies the C-condition,
uo,ur € X, [lur—uollx > p, max{p(uo), p(u1)} < inf{e(u) : lu—uolx = p} = m,,
and ¢ = infyer maxo<i<1 @(y(t)) with I' = {y € C([0,1], X) : v(0) = uo,~(1) =
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ui}, then ¢ > m, and c is a critical value of ¢ (that is, there exists w € X such
that ¢’ (W) =0, p(U) = c > m,).

Consider a function ¥ € C1(0,00), ¥(t) > 0 for all t > 0, which satisfies
W ()t
0(t)
with 0 < ¢1,c0 and 1 <7 < p < 4o00.

Then the hypotheses on the map y — a(y) involved in the differential operator
of problem (P,) are the following:
H(a): a(y) = ao(|y|)y for all y € RN with ag(t) > 0 for all ¢+ > 0 and

(i) ap € C*(0,00), t — ag(t)t is strictly increasing on (0, +00), ag(t)t — 0" as

li
t— 0T and lim ao(t)t
t—0+ ao(t)

9
(17) there exists c¢g > 0 such that [Va(y)| < c3 (y)) for all y € RNV \ {0};

|y
(iid) (Vaw)e, Oan > 2D 162 for all y € RN\ {0}, € € BY;

[y
(iv) If Go(t) = fot ao(s)sds for all ¢t > 0, then there exists ¢ € (1,p) such that

Go(t)

(1) o0<e< <cpand eitP ™t <I(t) < co(tT M+ forall t >0,

> —1;

lim sup < ¢y with ¢, > 0,

t—0t+

pGo(t) — ao(t)t? >0 for all t > 0.
Remark 2.1. Conditions H(a) (2), (i4), (i4¢) are dictated by the nonlinear regularity
theory of Lieberman [I2] (p. 320) and the nonlinear maximum principle of Pucci-
Serrin [27] (pp. 111, 120). These conditions were first used by Papageorgiou-

Radulescu [211, 22]. Condition H(a) (iv) serves the needs of our problem, but it is
mild and it is satisfied in all cases of interest (see the examples below).

These conditions imply that ¢ — éo(t) = fot ap(s)sds is strictly convex and
strictly increasing. We set G(y) = Go(|y|) for all y € RY. We have that G(-) is
convex, G(0) = 0, and

Y

VG(0) =0, VG(y)= ég<|y|>m =ao(Jyl)y = aly) for ally € RV \ {0}.

So, G(-) is the primitive of the map a(-) and on account of the convexity of G(-)
and since G(0) = 0, we have
(2) Gly) < (aly),y)e~  for all y € RN,

The next lemma summarizes the main properties of the map a(-) and is a straight-
forward consequence of ({]) and hypotheses H(a) (), (i), (¢i%).
Lemma 2.1. If hypotheses H(a) (i), (it), (iii) hold, then

(a) y — a(y) is strictly monotone and continuous (thus also mazimal mono-

tone);
() la()| < ca(ly|™=t + |y|P~1) for all y € RN and some ¢y > 0;

c
(c) (a(y),y)ry > pTll|y|p for all y € RV,

This lemma and (@) lead to the following growth estimates for the primitive G(-).
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lylP < G(y) <

Corollary 2.1. If hypotheses H(a) (i), (i), (¢i7) hold, then ﬁ <
pp—

es([y|™ + |y|P) for all y € RY and some c5 > 0.

Example 2.1. The following maps satisfy hypotheses H (a) (for details see Papageorgiou-
Radulescu [22]):
(a) a(y) = |y|/P"%y, 1 < p < +oo. This map corresponds to the p-Laplace
differential operator defined by A,u = div (|Vu|P~2Vu) for all u € WP (Q).
(b) a(y) = ly|P~%y + ply|? 2y, 1 < ¢ < p < +o0, p > 0. This map corresponds
to the (p, q)-Laplacian defined by Ayu + Aju for all u € WHP(Q). Such
operators arise in problems of mathematical physics (see Cherfils-11'yasov
31)-
(c) aly) =(1+ |y|2)p74y, 1 < p < 400. This map corresponds to the general-
ized p-mean curvature differential operator defined by div ((14|Vu|?) "= Vu)
for all u € WHP(Q).

(d) a(y) = |y|P~%y [1 + ], 1 < p < +oo. This map corresponds to the

1
1+ |yl
p—2
following pertubation of the p-Laplacian Apu + div <%) for all
u € WhHr(Q).
Let A: WhP(Q) — WHP(Q)* be defined by

(3) (A(u), h) = / (a(Vu), Vh)gndz  for all u,h € WHP(Q).
Q
Using Lemma 2] we obtain the following result concerning the map A(-) (see
Gasinski-Papageorgiou [8], Problem 2.192, p. 279).

Proposition 2.1. If hypotheses H(a) (i), (i1), (ii1) hold, then the map

A WEP(Q) — WLP(Q)* defined by () is bounded (that is, it maps bounded sets to
bounded sets), continuous, monotone (hence also mazximal monotone) and of type
(S)+ (that is, if un — u in WHP(Q) and limsup,,_, , oo (A(un), u, — u) < 0, then
up, — u in WHP(Q)).

The following spaces will play a central role in the study of problem (Py): the
Sobolev space WP(Q), the Banach space C1(Q2) and the “boundary” Lebesgue
space LP(09). By || - || we denote the norm of the Sobolev space W1P(Q) defined
by

| = 2+ [Vul2]? for all u € Whe(Q).
The Banach space C1(Q) is ordered with order (positive) cone Cy = {u € C*(Q) :
u(z) >0 for all z € Q}. This cone has a nonempty interior given by
Dy={ueCq :u(z)>0foral z€Q}.
Also, we will consider another open cone in C*(£2), namely the cone
. ou
int Cy = {u €Cy :u(z)>0forall zeQ, %‘aﬂmufl(o) < 0} .

On 0 we consider the (N — 1)-dimensional surface (Hausdorff) measure of(-).
Using this measure, we can define in the usual way the boundary Lebesgue spaces
L9(09Q), 1 < ¢ < 400. There exists a unique continuous linear map o : WP(Q2) —
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LP(09), known as the “trace map”, such that vo(u) = u}aﬂ for all w € WHP(Q) N

C(€). So, the trace map extends the notion of boundary values to all Sobolev

N -1
functions. The trace map vo(:) is compact into L4(99Q) for all g € [1, (NJ)
—-p
if p< N and into LI(0Q) for all 1 < ¢ < 400 if N < p. Also, we have

L 1 1
im vy = Wpl”p(aQ) <]; + i 1) . ker 4 = WyP(Q).

In the sequel, for notational economy, we drop the use of the map ~o(+). All restric-
tions of Sobolev functions on 0f) are understood in the sense of traces.
We introduce the following hypotheses on the potential £(-) and the boundary
coefficient 3(-):
H(&): £ € L>®(Q), &(2) > 0 for a.a. z € Q.
H(B): B € C%1(09) for some n € (0,1), B(z) > 0 for all z € IQ.
Hy: £€£0or f#0.

Remark 2.2. If 8 =0, then we have the usual Neumann problem.

The next two lemmata can be found in Papageorgiou-Radulescu-Repovs [24].

Lemma 2.2. ]fg € L>(Q), g(z) >0 for a.a. z € Q, 57%_ 0, then there exists
c6 > 0 such that |Vullb + [, &(2)|ulPdz > cgl|ull? for all u € WP(Q).

Lemma 2.3. IfB € L>(09), B(z) >0 for a.a. z € 09, B % 0, then there exists
cr > 0 such that |[Vullb + [oq, B(z)|ulPdo > crl|ullP for all u € WP(Q).

Now consider a Carathéodory function fy: 2 x R — R which satisfies
|fo(z,2)| < ap(2)(1+ |z|""!) for a.a. z € Q and all z € R,

with ag € L>®(Q), 1 < r < p*. We set Fy(z,x) = fox fo(z,s)ds and consider the
Cl-functional ¢y : WP(Q) — R defined by

~ 1
wo(u) = [ G(Vu)dz + — B(2)|u|Pdo — / Fo(z,u)dz for all u € WHP(Q).
Q P Joq Q

The next result is an outgrowth of the nonlinear regularity theory and can be
found in Papageorgiou-Radulescu [21].
Proposition 2.2. If hypotheses H(a), H(3) hold and ug € WP(Q) is a local
C(Q)-minimizer of po(-), that is, there exists py > 0 such that po(ug) < po(ug+h)
for all h € C1(Q), Ihllc1@) < p1, then ug € Ct(Q) for some a € (0,1) and it
is also a local WP (Q)-minimizer of ¢o(+), that is, there exists p2 > 0 such that
po(uo) < oluo + h) for all h € WHP(Q), |[h]| < pa.

This result is a powerful tool in the study of elliptic problems, when it is combined
with the following strong comparison principle due to Papageorgiou-Radulescu-
Repovs [24].

Proposition 2.3. If hypotheses H(a) hold, € € L>(Q), £(z) > 0 for a.a. z € Q,
hi,ha € L®(Q) such that 0 < cg < ha(2) — h1(2) for a.a. z € Q, u,v € C1(Q)\ {0}
satisfy u < v and

—div a(Vu(z)) + g(z)|u(z)|p_2u(z) =hi(z) for a.a. z €9,
—div a(Vo(2)) + &(2)|v(2) P 20(2) = ha(z)  for a.a. z € Q,
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then v — u € int 6+.

Next, let us fix some basic notation which we will use in the sequel. So, for
r € R, we set ¥ = max{4z,0}. Then for u € WHP(Q), we define u*(:) = u(-)*
and we know that

uFeWhP(Q), u=u"—u", |Jul=u"+u".

If k : QxR — R is a measurable function (for example, a Carathéodory function),
then we set Ni(u)(-) = k(-,u(-)) for all u € WHP(Q) (the Nemytskii operator
corresponding to k(-,-)). Also, by | - | we denote the Lebesgue measure on RY.
Given u,v € WP(Q) with u < v, we can define the order interval [u,v] by setting

[u,v] = {y € W'P(Q) : u(z) < y(2) < v(z) for a.a. z € N}.

By inte g [u,v], we denote the interior in C'(Q) of [u,v] N C'(Q2). Also, if

u € WHP(Q), then
[w) = {y € W"P(Q) : u(z) < y(z) for a.a. z € Q}.

If X is a Banach space and ¢ € C'(X,R), then by K,, we denote the critical set
of ¢, that is, K, = {u € X : ¢'(u) = 0}.

Finally, we introduce the hypotheses on the two competing functions in the
reaction of problem (Py)).
H(f): f: QxR — Ris a Carathéodory function such that f(z,0) = 0 for a.a.
z € 2 and

(i) for every p > 0, there exists a, € L>(f2) such that f(z,z) < a,(z) for a.a.
z€Qand all 0 <z < p;

. - f(z2)
(ii)) f(z,z2) > ns > 0 for a.a. z € Q, all z > s > 0, and IETOOF

=0

uniformly for a.a. z € €;

(iii) there exist/ C Q2 open and dg € (0, 1] such that UC Qand cgzt™! < f(z, 1)
for a.a. z €U, all 0 < x < § with cg > 0, and ¢ € (1,p) as in H(a) (iv).

Remark 2.3. Since we are looking for positive solutions and all the above hypotheses
concern the positive semiaxis, we may assume without any loss of generality, that
f(z,2) =0 for a.a. z € Q and all x < 0. Hypothesis H(f) (i7) implies that for a.a.
z € Q, f(z,-) is strictly (p — 1)-sublinear near +oco. Hypothesis H(f) (i7i) implies
that there is a partially concave nonlinearity near zero.

H(g): g: QxR — Ry =10,+00) is a Carathéodory function such that g(z,0) =0
for a.a. z € 2 and
(i) for every p > 0, there exists a, € L>(Q) such that g(z,2) < a,(z) for a.a.
ze€Qand all 0 <z < p;

(ii) lim g(z—,x) =0and lim 9. 7) = 400 uniformly for a.a. z €
z—4o00 gP*—1 2400 Pl
9(z )

(iii) lim = 0 uniformly for a.a. z € Q.

z—0+ Pl

Remark 2.4. Again we may assume that g(z,x) = 0 for a.a. z € Q and all z < 0.
Hypothesis H(g) (#4) implies that for a.a. z € Q, g(z,-) is (p — 1)-superlinear and
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has almost critical growth. Hypothesis H(g) (ii7) says that for a.a. z € Q, g(z,-) is
(p — 1)-sublinear near zero, in contrast to f(z,-) which exhibits a partially concave
nonlinearity.

Usually superlinear problems are treated using the so-called Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz
condition (see, for example, Motreanu-Motreanu-Papageorgiou [1I7], p. 341). This
condition, although useful in checking the compactness condition for the energy
(Euler) functional of the problem, it is rather restrictive. For this reason we em-
ploy a weaker condition (see hypothesis Hy (i) below), which incorporates in our
framework also superlinear terms which have “slower” growth near +oc and fail to
satisfy the Ambrosetti—Rabinowitz condition.

We introduce F(z,z) = [ f(z,s)ds and G(z,2) = [ g(z,s)ds. For every A >0
we define

ex(z,x) = [Af(z,2) + g(z,2)|lz — p[AF(2,2) + G(2, 2)].

Hy: for all X in a bounded set B C (0, +00), we have:

(i) there exists np € L1(2) such that ex(z,z) < ex(z,v) +1p(2) for a.a. z € Q
and all 0 <z <wv, A € B;

(ii) for every p > 0, we can find E}? > 0 such that for a.a. z € Q and all A € B,

x = Af(z,2) —l—g(z,x)—i-gfxp_l

is nondecreasing on [0, p].

Remark 2.5. Hypothesis flo (i) replaces the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition. It
is a slight generalization of a condition used by Li-Yang [II] (see also Mugnai-

Papageorgiou [18]). Hypothesis H, (i) is satisfied, if, for example, for a.a. z € Q,
the functions f(z,-), g(z,-) are differentiable and for every p > 0, there exists
55 > 0 such that
INo(z,2) + gl (2, 2)]2* > —§f|x|f’ fora.a. zeQandall 0 <z <p, X\ € B.
Example 2.2. The following pair of functions f(z,x), g(z, z) satisfies hypotheses
H(f), H(g), Hy above:
f(z,2) =a(2)z? ! + croa™
with @ € L>®(Q)4+ Nint L)y with U C Q open, U C Q, 19 > 0, 7 < p, and
9(22) = p(z)a? " In(1 + 2)

with p € L>°(R), pu(z) > v > 0 for a.a. z € Q. The function ¢(z,-) does not satisfy
the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition.

In what follows for the sake of simplicity, the collection of all the hypotheses on
the data of (P,)), namely the hypotheses H(a), H(¢), H(8), Ho, H(f), H(g), Ho
will be denoted by H.

3. A BIFURCATION-TYPE THEOREM

We introduce the following two sets:
L ={\>0: problem (P admits a positive solution},
S(A) = set of positive solutions of ([Py) (A > 0).
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Proposition 3.1. If hypotheses H hold, then S(\) € Dy for all A > 0.

Proof. Of course the result is trivially true if S(\) = 0.
So, suppose that S(\) # 0 and let u € S(X). Then

—diva(Vu(z)) + £(2)u(z)P~1 = Af(z,u(2)) + g(z,u(z)) for a.a. z € Q,

(4) u p—1 _
o + B(z)uP~t =0 on 99,

(see Papageorgiou-Radulescu [19]).
From () and Proposition 7 of Papageorgiou-Radulescu [21], we have u € L>°(9).
Apply the regularity theory of Lieberman [12] (p. 320), to obtain that

ue CH7(Q)  for some v € (0,1).
Let p = [[ullci), B = {A} and let EE > 0 be as postulated by hypothesis
Hy(i7). We have
—div a(Vu(z)) + [£(2) + gf]u(z)pfl >0 foraa. ze€Q,
= div a(Vu(2)) < [0 + EPJu(z)P~! for a.a. 2 € Q.

Using the nonlinear maximum principle of Pucci-Serrin [27] (Theorem 5.4.1, p.
111), we have
u(z) >0 forall z € Q.

Finally, invoking the Boundary Point Lemma of Pucci-Serrin [27] (Theorem 5.5.1,
p. 120), we conclude that u € D..
Therefore for every A > 0, S(\) C Dy. O

Next, we show the nonemptiness of L.
Proposition 3.2. If hypotheses H hold, then L # 0.
Proof. Let n > 0 and consider the following auxiliary Robin problem
—diva(Vu(z)) + £(2)|u(2)|P~2u(z) = 1 in 9,
(5) ou

- P2 =
o + B(2)|ulP~*u = 0 on IN.

We introduce the operator V : WhP(Q) — WP(Q)* defined by
V(). h) = (AGu) ) + [ €G)ul>undz+
Q

/ B(2)|uP~2uhdo  for all u,h € WHP(Q),
on

which is continuous, monotone (see Proposition2.1]), hence it is also maximal mono-
tone. Also, we have

c

! VulD —|—/ &(2)|ulPdz +/ B(z)|ulPdo  (see Lemma [2.T])
p—1 Q 00
> ci1]jul|P  for some c¢11 > 0 (see Lemmata [2.2] and 2.3)),

= V() is coercive.

(V(u),h) =

A maximal monotone coercive operator is surjective (see Gasinski-Papageorgiou
[6], Corollary 3.2.31, p. 319). So, we can find w € W1P(Q), T # 0 such that

V(w) =mn,
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(6) = (A(@),h) + [ &(2)[@|P"*uhdz + B(2)[aP~*whdo = 77/ hdz
Q o0 Q
for all h € WHP(Q).
In () we choose h = —u~ € W1P(Q). Then using Lemma 2] we obtain

a u ||? z) (@™ )Pdz z)(@™ )Pdo
SVl + [ e yas+ [ g s <o

= c12]|T||’ <0 for some c12 > 0 (see Lemmata 2.2 and 2.3)),
= u>0,u#0.
From (@) we obtain
—diva(Vu(z)) + £(z)u(z)P~t = n for a.a. 2z € Q,

ou
mp—1 _
o + B(2)u 0 on 99.

(see Papageorgiou-Radulescu [19]).

As before (see the proof of Proposition3.1]), using the nonlinear regularity theory,
we infer that w € C; \ {0}.

In fact, we have

diva(Va(z)) < ||€]leot(2)P~!  for a.a. z € Q (see hypothesis H(€)),
= @ € D, (see Pucci-Serrin [27], pp. 111, 120).

Since V'(+) is strictly monotone (see hypothesis Hy), the solution w € Cy \ {0} is
unique. Using Proposition 7 of Papageorgiou-Radulescu [21], we have

(7) [T o < c13n7 T for some ¢p3 > 0.

Hypotheses H(g) imply that given € > 0, we can find ¢14 = ¢14(¢) > 0 such that
(8) g(z,x) <exP™' 4 epya? "t for aa. z € Q and all 2 > 0.

Combining (@) and (8) we have

* *-1
9(2,(=) < ()P + eu(=)? T < cenn + enaean T

Since p < p*, choosing 1 € (0,1) and € > 0 small, we can have
(9) g(z,u(z)) < g for a.a. z € Q.

Notice that 0 < f(z,u(z)) < ¢15 for a.a. z €  and some c15 > 0 (see hypothesis
H(f) (). So, choosing A > 0 small we can have that

(10) M(z,1(z)) < g for a.a. z € Q.
It follows from (@) and (I0) that

(11) —diva(Va(z)) +£(2)a(z)P " =n > M (2,7(2)) + g(z,1(z)) for a.a. z € Q.
We introduce the following truncation of the reaction in problem ()

M f(zat) gz, 2T) if z <7@(z2),
(12) Fa(z 2) = {Af(z,ﬂ(z)) +g(za()) i) < z.
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This is a Carathéodory function. We set Ky (z,x) = fom kx(z,s)ds and consider
the C'-functional ¢ : W1P(Q) — R defined by

G ! p l 2lulPdo — z.u)dz
¢A<u>:/ﬂe<w>dz+]—9/ﬂs<z>|u| d2+p/mﬂ( )Jul"d /QKA( u)d

for all w € WhP(Q).
We have

1
o) > 3 [ Cvaly+ [ e@nrass [ selrao] - [ K

> %Hu”p —c16 for some ¢15,¢16 > 0 (see Lemmata 2.2 and 23)),

= r(+) is coercive.
Also, by the Sobolev embedding theorem and the compactness of the trace

map, we see that ¥,(-) is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So, by the
Weierstrass-Tonelli theorem, we can find uy € W1?(Q) such that

(13) Ya(uy) = inf{hr(u) : u € WHP(Q)}.
Let V C Q be open with C'-boundary such that f CV CV C Q. If § > 0, we
define
Vs={z€V :d(z,0V) < d}.
We can always choose § > 0 small such that
(14) UCV\ Vs
We consider a function h € C!(Q) such that

=0.

(15) 0<h(z)<1foralze®and ﬁ’ - 1,%’77_
9N%

V\Vs

Hypothesis H(a) (iv) implies that we can find ¢17 > ¢, and & € (0,d0) (see
hypothesis H(f) (¢i%)) such that

~

G(y) < cirly|? for all |y| < 6.
Since @ € D, we can find t € (0,1) small such that

(16) the (0,u] and 0<th(z)<é forallzeV.
We have
~ PPN P ~ P ~
Ya(th) = | G(tVh)dz+ — | &(2)hPdz + — B(z)hPdo—
Vs P Jo P Jon
N N P N
/ K(z,th)dz (see (1T)) < tqcn/ |Vh|?dz + t—/ E(z)hPdz+
Q Vs P Ja
P > Acgt? [~
— B(z)hPdo — hidz (see (I4), (I8) and H(f) (iii))
D Joa qa Ju
~ Aeg [~ tP ~ ~
=t?|ci7 | |Vh|%dz— — | hidz| + — &(z)hPdz + (z)hPdo| .
Vs q Ju P L/a Fs19)

We see that if we choose § > 0 small (so that |Vs|n is small) and ¢ € (0,1) small,
too, since g < p, we will have

~

@/JA(th) <0,
= Ya(urn) <0=1(0) (see (I3)),
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= uy #0.
From (I3) we have
Pi(ur) =0,
(17)
= (A(up),h /f Yua|P~ 2u,\hdz+/Q (z)|u,\|p_2u,\hd0=/QkA(z,u,\)hdz

for all h € WHP(Q).
In ([I7) we choose h = —uy € WP(Q2). Then

u;||§+/ £(2)(uy )Pdz + B(z)(uy )Pdo =0,
Q o0

ciglluy [P <0 for some ci18 > 0 (see Lemmata [2.2] and [2.3)),
= uy >0, uy#0.

=

Also, if in (IT) we choose h = (uy —u)* € WHP(Q), then

(A(un), (uy — @) )+ [ )y (un—a)tdz + [ B()ud  (uy —7)Tdo
Q o0

- / N (2.) + (28] (ur — 1)+ dz
<o [ =0T (see @D)

= (A@), (uy —u)*) + {(z)ﬂpfl(uA —u)tdz + - B(z)aP " (uy — 1) T do

= (A(ur) — A(), (uy —7) / &(z ") (uy — @) T dz
_|_/ pfl — @ Y (uy —7)Tdo <0
= <u (see Lemmata [2.2] 2.3).

So, we have proved that
(18) ux € [0,7], ux # 0.
On account of ([I2) and (I8)), equation () becomes
+ / E)ud " hdz + | B(z)ul  hdo
Q o9
= / [Af(z,ux) + g(z,ur)]hdz  for all h € W1P(Q),
= uy EQS’()\) C D, (see Proposition Bl and so A € £ # 0.

O

In the next proposition, we prove a structural property of £, namely we show
that £ is an interval.

Proposition 3.3. If hypotheses H hold, A\ € L and 0 < pu < X, then p € L.
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Proof. Since A € L, there is uy € S(A) C D, (see Proposition BIl). We consider
the following truncation of the reaction in problem (P,)
o) = (PG et e <o),
z,x) = ,
8 pf(zua(2)) + 9(z,ur(2)) i ur(z) <z

This is a Carathéodory function. We set K, (z,2) = [
the C'-functional g, : WHP(Q2) — R defined by

/GVudz+ /§ )u|Pdz 4+ - / B(z |u|pd0—/K z,u)d

for all u € WhP(Q).

(19)

k,(z,s)ds and consider

As before we have that
@u(-) is coercive (see (1)),
©u(+) is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous.
So, we can find u,, € WHP(2) such that
(20) Buli) = () : uw e WP},

Reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 using the cut-off function iAL, we
show that

Pulun) <0=3,(0),
= wu, #0.
From (20) we have
@;,L(u#) = 05
(21)
= (A(up), h) +/ €(2)|uy P~ 2u,hdz —|—/ B(2)|uy [P~ 2u,hdo = / (2, uy,)hdz
Q o9 Q
for all h € WIP(Q).
In @2I) we first choose h = —u,; € WP(Q) and infer that
>0, u, #0.
Next, in (2I)) we choose h = (u, —uy)*™ € WHP(Q). We have

(Aup), (uu — UA)+> + /Q é(Z)Uffl(uu - UA)+dZ + 6 ﬂ(z)uﬁil(uu - UA)erU

- /Q (1 (2, 03) + 92, ux)) (s — )z (see (D)
< / N (z,un) + g(2,un)](uy —ux)Tdz  (since A > )
Q

= (A(un), (uy —ur)™) + / EuR (up —un)Tdz+ [ B2 (wy —un)Tdo
Q o0
(since uy € S(N)),
= Uy S Uy
So, we have proved that

€ [0,uz], u, #0,
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= wu, € S() €D+ (see (19), 2I) and Proposition 1),
= pecL.
O

This proposition shows that £ is an interval. An interesting byproduct of the
above proof is the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. If hypotheses H hold, A € L, uy € S(A) C Dy and 0 < p < A,
then p € £ and we can find v, € S(u) C D such that ux —u, € C4 \ {0}.

We can improve the conclusion of this corollary.

Proposition 3.4. If hypotheses H hold, A € L, uy € SA) C Dy and 0 < p < A,
then p € L and we can find u, € S(u) € Dy such that uy —u, € int Cy.

Proof. From Corollary B we already know that p € £ and we can find v, €
S(p) € Dy such that

(22) ux —u, € Cy \ {0},

Let p = |Juxllco, B = [11, A] and let {Af > 0 as postulated by hypothesis Hy (i).
We have

—diva(Vu,(z)) + [£(2) + gf]uu(z)p_l
= pf (2, 0u(2)) + 92, 0(2)) + Eup (277
< pf(zua(z)) + g(z,ur(z)) + EEUA(z)p—l (see (22) and hypothesis Hy (ii))

(23)
= Af(z,ux(2)) + g9(z,ux(z)) —i—gfu)\(z)p_l + [ = Alf(z,ux(z)) fora.a. z €.

Recall that uy € Dy. Therefore sy = minguy > 0. Then using hypothesis
H(f) (iit), we have

(24) f(z,ur(z)) > ns, >0 foraa. z €.
Using ([24) in ([23) and recalling that u < A\, we obtain
= diva(Vu,(2)) + [6(2) + §Jup(2)
< M (2 un(2) + gz un(2)) + EFun (2P + [ = N,
< =diva(Vux(z)) + [£(z) + gf]u,\(z)p_l for a.a. z € Q,

= ux —uy €int Cy  (sce Proposition [Z3).

We set \* = sup L.
Proposition 3.5. If hypotheses H hold, then \* < 4oc0.

Proof. Let p1 > ||€]lco (see hypothesis H(£)). We claim that we can find X > 0 such
that

(25) Xf(z,a:) +g(z,z) > pxP~! for a.a. z €U and all = > 0.
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To this end, notice that for any A > 0 on account of hypothesis H(f) (iii) we
have
(26)

M(z,x) > paP™! foraa. z €U, all0 <z < 5 < do (recall ¢ < p and 69 < 1).

Also, hypothesis H(g) (i7) implies that we can find M; > 0 such that
(27) g(z,x) > prP~! for a.a. z € Q and all x > M;.
According to hypothesis H(f) (it), we have
(28) Af(z,2) > Az for a.a. z € Q and all z > 5.
Choose A > 0 such that
(29) g > pME

Then from 26l), 1), @8), 29) and since f, g > 0, we conclude that ([23) is true.

Now let A > A and assume that A € £. Then we can find uy € S(\) C D,. We
set my = minguy > 0. For § > 0 let m§ = my + 6. We set p = [[ux|loo, B = {A}
and consider E,? > 0 as postulated by hypothesis Hy (73). We have

— diva(Vm}) + [§(2) + E2)(m3)P
= [£(2) + EF)m)P
<€) +EBImE ™t 4 x(5)  with x(6) — 0" as 6 — 0*
< [u+E8)my "+ x(8)  (vecall that > [|€]|)
<Af(zma) + g(z,ma) + EFmE T+ x(8)  (see (25))
M (z,ma) + g(z,ma) + E8mE " + [N = N f(z,ma) + x(0)

< Af(z,ma) + g(z,m) + EPmE + X = Ny, + x(6)
(see hypothesis H(f) (ii) and recall that A < \).
Since x(6) — 0T as § — 0%, for § > 0 small we have
(31) X(6) < [\ = A,  (recall that A < A).
Using (3I) in (30), we see that for 6 > 0 small, we have
—diva(Vm}) + [6(2) + ) (m3)" ™!
< M (z,ux(2)) + g(z,ux(2)) + gfu,\(z)p’l
(see hypothesis ﬁo (i1) and recall that my = ming; uy)
= —diva(Vuyx(z)) + [£(2) + Ef]m(z)?—l fora.a. zel
= uy—m} €int C4(U) for § >0 small (see Proposition 23).

This contradicts the fact that my = ming;uy. It follows that A € £ and so we
conclude that \* < A < 4+o0. O

Proposition 3.6. If hypotheses H hold and 0 < X\ < A\*, then problem (Py) has at
least two positive solutions ug,u € Dy, ug # u.
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Proof. Let 0 < A1 < A < A2 < X*. We know that A1, 2 € L. According to
Proposition B4, we can find uy, € S(A2) C Dy and uy, € S(A1) € D4 such that
Uy, — Uy, € intCy.

We consider the following truncation of the reaction in problem ([Py))

~ Af (2 un, (2)) + 9(z,un, (2) i 2 <uy, (2),
jk(zv‘r): /\f(Z,ZZ?)—Fg(Z,:Z?) iqul(z)nguM(z),
/\f(Z, Uy (Z)) + g(za Uy (Z)) if Uy (Z) <.

(32)

This is a Carathéodory function. We set Jy(z,z) = IN Ja(z,s)ds and consider the
Cl-functional 7y : WHP(Q) — R defined by

T = Auzl zupzl ulPdo — INCRILE
n(u)—/ﬂaw >d+p/ﬂs<>||d+p/mﬂ<>||d /Qm, )

for all w € WHP(Q). Evidently, 7)(-) is coercive (see [B2) and Lemmata and
2.3) and sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So, we can find ug € W1P(£2)
such that

(33) (ug) = inf{"\(u) : u e WHP(Q)},

= ?;\(’U,O) = 0,
= (Aluo), b + / £(2) uol?uphdz + / B(2) uo P~ uohdo = / Ta(2s wo)hdz
Q o Q
for all h € W1P(Q).

Choosing h = (ux, —uo)* € WHP(Q) and h = (ug—uy,)™ € WHP(Q) and reasoning
as before, we obtain that
ug € [ur,, ur,),
= wug € SA) C Dy (see (32)).
In fact, using Proposition 2.3 (the strong comparison principle) as in the proof of
Proposition 3.4l we obtain
(34) uo € inbe g (U, Un, |-

Consider the following Carathéodory function

)\f(z7u’)\1 (Z)) + g(z7u’)\1 (Z)) ifz < Uxy (Z)a

(35) ia(z@) = {)\f(z,x) +g(z, ) if uy, (2) <.

We set J(z,2) = [y jr(2,s)ds and consider the C'-functional 7 : WHP(Q) — R
defined by

~ 1 1
u) = G(Vu)dz + = DlulPdz + = ulPdo — Iz, u)dz
ma(u) / (Vudz+ - [ €l +p/mﬂ( Jul /Qm,)

for all u € WHP(Q).
From ([B2) and (35 it is clear that

A =T\

{uxl 7ux2]

[uxl 1u>\2]
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From (33) and (34]) we infer that

ug is a local C'(Q)-minimizer of 7y,

(36) = g is a local W1P(Q)-minimizer of 7 (see Proposition Z.2).
Using ([B3]), we can easily check that
(37) KT)\ - [u)\l) n DJr'

So, we may assume that K., is finite (otherwise we already have an infinity of
positive solutions in D, see ([BH)). Then this property of K, and (B6]) imply that
we can find p € (0,1) small such that

A

(38) a(ug) < inf{m(u) : ||lu—wo|| = p} = my,

(see Aizicovici-Papageorgiou-Staicu [I], proof of Proposition 29).
Given u € Dy, on account of hypothesis H(g) (i), we have

(39) TA(tu) - —oco  as t— +oo.
Claim: 7 satisfies the C-condition.
Let {unneny € WHP(Q) be a sequence such that
(40) |7a(un)] < My for some My > 0 and all n € N,

(41) (1 + |Jun )75 (un) — 0 in WHP(Q)* as n — +oo.
From ({I]) we have

(), ] < 7ol

———  for all h € WHP(Q), with &, — 0T,
+ [[uall

=(A(un), h) + [ €(2)|unlP?u,hdz + B(2)|un P *u,hdo — / Ja(z, up)hdz
Q o9 Q

(42)
enl|R]l
T L fluall”
In ([#2) we choose h = —u, € WHP(Q). Using Lemma 21l we have

LVl [ €@ a8 o < cialug |
p Q a0

for all h € WP(Q), n € N.

for some c19 > 0 and all n € N (see (B0))),
= |ju, [[P7! < cap for some cap > 0 and all n € N (see Lemmata 222 and 223)),
(43)
= {u, bnen € WHP(Q) is bounded.

Using (@3) in {@Q)), we obtain
(44)

[ pGTundst [ e utrdes
Q Q o0

for some M3 > 0 and all n € N (see (B3)).
On the other hand, if in ([@2) we choose h = u;7 € WHP(Q), then

(43
- [ @(Vul), Vuusds ~ [ e@uirdz— [ st
Q Q [219]

(2)(u Pdo— / PIAF(z, 0 )+ Gz, u d= < Ms,
Q
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+ / A (z,ut) + g(z,u)]ufdz < o, for some co; > 0 and all n € N (see (35)).
Q
We add ([#4]) and @3] and using hypothesis H(a) (iv), we obtain
(46) / ex(z,u})dz < My, for some My >0 and all n € N.
Q

We will show that {u}},en € WHP(Q) is bounded. Arguing by contradiction,
suppose that ||u}|| — +o0o as n — +oc.
+

n

We set y, = TEd]
n

,n € N. Then |ly,|| =1, y,, > 0 for all n € N. We may
assume that
(47) Yn — y in WHP(Q) and y, — y in LP(Q), and in LP(99), y > 0.

First, assume that y # 0 and let 4 = {z € Q@ : y(z) > 0}. We have |Q4|y > 0
(recall that y > 0, see (@T)). Then

(48) uf(2) = +oo  for all z € Q.
Hypotheses H(f) (ii) and H(g) (¢¢) imply that
F
(49)  lim Fzz) =0and — lim Gl z) = +o0 uniformly for a.a. z € €.
x—+00 xP x—+00 xP

Then ({@8), [{@3) imply that

Flz. ut

M — 0 fora.a. z € Qy,

s [P
+
M — 400 for a.a. z € Q4.
7

Using Fatou’s lemma, we have

/ AF (2 u )+G(z’u”>dz—>+oo as n — +oo
Q4

[P
0) = [ “”) “L”f(z %) g2 5 o0 s n - +oo (recall F,G > 0).
Q uy

Recall that from (40) and [@3]), we have

/QpG(Vu )dz + zg(z)(u::)pdz—l— B(2)(u))Pdo

[219]

/ pA\F(z,u)) + G(z,u))]dz

< Ms5, for some M5 >0 and all n € N

= / AF(z,u —|—G(z,un)]dz</pG(Vu dz+/§ u,)Pdz

+ B(z)(u:[)pdo + M, for alln e N

pAF(z,ul) + G(z,u}l))
:/ﬂ d

[P = lulp

/ pG(Vut)dz + [ €(z)yndz
Q Q
(51)
+/ B(z)ybdo + ]\f for all n € N.
o0 Jut [
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Corollary 2] and hypothesis H (a) (iv) imply that

G(y) < eaa(ly|? + |y[?) for some 9o > 0 and all y € RN,
Therefore we have
1 A P22
52 — G(Vu)dz < ———||Vyn||? + pcoz||Vynl2 < M,
62 o [ pGud < LRIV 4 penl Tyl < Mo
for some Mg > 0, all n € N (recall p > q). Returning to (BI) and using (B2), we
obtain

(53) ‘/Qp[)‘F(Zvujz_) +G(Z=u7t)] dz < My

T for some M7 > 0 and all n € N.
[[ua (|7

Comparing (50) and (53], we have a contradiction.
Next, we assume that y = 0. We introduce the C'-functional 75 : Wh?(Q) — R
defined by

C1 1 1
T(u) = Vu”—i——/ zupdz—i-—/ﬁz u”da—/J z,u)dz
A (w) p(p—l)H % 5 Qé( )|ul . (2)]ul ; NERD!
for all u € WHP(Q).
Let & > 0 and define

v = (kp)YPy, € WHP(Q) for all n € N.

We have
(54)
vp 5 0 in WHP(Q) and v, — 0 in LP(Q) and in LP(0Q), (see @) and recall y = 0).
Hypotheses H(f) (i), (i1) imply that
0< F(z,2) <coz(1+2P7Y) foraa. e, all x>0, and some ca3 > 0,
= F(z,vp)dz — 0 (see (&4)).
Q
Let co4 = sup,,cy an||§: (see (B4)). Hypotheses H(g) (4), (1) imply that given
e > 0, we can find a5 = c25(¢) > 0 such that

(55) 0<G(z,2) < 2pr* +eps foraa. zeQandall z > 0.
C24

Let E C Q be a measurable set with |E|y < 2L Then we have
C25

/ G(z,v,)dz < %anﬂgi +co5|Q Ny < e forall n € N (see (BH)).
B 24

Also, from (G3]) we see that
{Ng(vn)}nen € LY(Q) is bounded.
It follows that
(56) {Ng(vn)}nen € L*(Q) is uniformly integrable

(see Gasiriski-Papageorgiou [§], Problem 1.6, p. 36).
From (B4)) and by passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can say that

vp(z) > 0 fora.a. z€Q,
= G(z,v,(2)) = 0 foraa. z€q,
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= G(z,vp)dz =0 asn — +oo,
Q

using Vitali’s Theorem (see Gasinski-Papageorgiou [8], p. 5), we have
/ [AF(z,v,) + G(z,v,)]dz = 0 asn — oo
Q

Recall that [|u;}|| = +occ. So, we can find ng € N such that

kp)l/P
(57) 0< (”p)+” <1 forall n > no.
Un
Let t,, € [0, 1] be such that
(58) 75 (tpun) = max{7} (tu,) : 0 <t < 1}.

It follows from (&) and (G8)) that

Tx(tnun) 2 75 (vn)

C

k
SNl k| [ €@zt [ slnras| - [ 5o

> keog — o7 for some cog, cor > 0 and all n > ng (see Lemmata and 2.3)).

Since k£ > 0 is arbitrary, we infer that
(59) 75 (tntin) — +00  as n — 400.
From the definition of 75(-) and Corollary 2] we have
75 (u) < 7a(u) for all u € WHP(Q).
Therefore from {0) we have

(60) Ty (un) < My for all n € N.
Also, notice that
(61) 7:(0) = 0.
Then (£9), @), (@) imply that we can find ny € N such that
(62) tn € (0,1) forall n > ny.
It follows from (&) and (62]) that
%T:\k (tuy) = 0,

n

= <(T;\k)l(tnun)u tnun> =0 (by the Chain rule),

c1 ||v(tnun)||g+/f(z)|tnun|pdz+/ B(z)|tnun|1’da:/j)\(z,tnun)(tnun)dz
1 Q o0 Q

(63)
< o+ /Q N (s tati) + (o b)) (bt )z

for some cog > 0 and all n > ny (recall f, g =0).

Ox(—00,0]
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By hypothesis H (1) and (62), we have for B = {\}
/Qe,\(z,tnu:{)dz < /QeA(z,u:{)dz + |Ingllr < My + ||ngl|1 for all n > ny (see (D)),
- /Q I (o totid) + 92 b)) (w2

(64)
< Mg+ / pAF (2, taul) + G(2, thu,l)]dz for some Mg > 0 and all n > n;.
Q

Returning to (63)) and using (64]), we have

c1 ||V(tnun)||g+/§(z)|tnun|17dz+/ B(2)|tnun P do
p—1 Q a0

_ / Ia(z, thut)dz < Mg for some Mg > 0, all n > ny (see ([B3)),
Q
(65)
= pri(tau,) < Mg for all n > ny.

Comparing (59) and (63]) we get a contradiction.
This proves that {u; },en € WHP(Q) is bounded, therefore

{tn}nen € WHP(Q) is bounded (see (@3)).
We may assume that
(66) Up — w in WHP(Q) and u,, — v in LP(Q) and in LP(09).
Recall that
0< f(z,2) < cog[l + |z[P71] for a.a. z € Q, all x € R, and some cog > 0,
(67)

= f(zun)(up —u)dz — 0 (see (GA])).

{un Zu)‘l}

As before, let cag = sup,en ||unl/p+ < +00 (see (€8)). Hypotheses H(g) (¢), (i)
imply that given € > 0, we can find ¢3¢ > 0 such that

(68) g(z,x) < oy cgp fora.a. ze€Qandallxz>0.
3cho
Suppose that E C € is measurable. We have

/Eg(z, uwl) (un — u)dz

< [ ot ullun ~ ulds
E
9

09 < [ s o [ - s (see @9)
Q E

C29

1

* *\/ 1
Notice that ()" € L™ (9) (recall -+ 2
p p

=1) and u, —u € L¥ (Q).
Using Hélder’s inequality, we have

g

€ .
70 u)P "My, —uldz < _
(10) g [ i < 5

3chy Jo

-1
Uy [l lun —

2
p*gg for all n € N.
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Assume that

c ](P*)/

Flny <
[Ely < [6030029

Then we have

(71) 030/ |tn, — uldz < % for all n € N.
Q
Returning to (69) and using ([0, (I]), we obtain

/E g(z,ul) (uy — u)dz
= {gCut () (un — u)(-)}neN C L'(Q) is uniformly integrable,
(72)

= {X{unZUM}(~)g(~,u;:('))(un - u)(~)}n€N C L*(9) is uniformly integrable.

<e forallmeN,

From (G0]) and by passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can have

(73)  X{unzus, }(2)9(2, wl(2))(un —u)(2) = 0 for a.a. z € Q, as n — +oo.

Then ([(2), [@3) and Vitali’s theorem, imply that

/ g(z,ul) (un — u)dz — 0,
{unZu,\l}

(74) = QjA(z,u:{)(un —u)dz — 0 (see (B8), @3), (G1)).

Therefore if in [@2) we choose h = u, —u € WIP(Q), pass to the limit as
n — +oo and use [{3), @0) and (7)), we obtain

lim (A(up), un —u) =0,

n—+o0o
= u, — u in WHP(Q) (see Proposition .1]),
= 7, satisfies the C-condition.
This proves the claim.

Then (B])), (B9) and the claim permit the use of Theorem 2] (the mountain pass
theorem). So, we can find @ € W?(Q) such that

(75) ue€ Ky Clux,)NDy (see D),

(76) m) < 7A(U) (see BH)).
From (35), B]), (@), (T6) we conclude that @ is the second positive smooth

solution of ([Py) (0 < A < A\*) distinct from ug.
O

Next, we show that the critical parameter value A* > 0 is admissible. In what
follows, oy : WHP(Q2) — R is the energy (Euler) functional for problem (Py)) defined
by

~ 1
1

v o B(z)|ulPdo — /Q [AF(z,u) + G(z,u)]dz,

for all u € WHP(Q). Evidently, ¢\ € C*(WP(Q),R) for all A > 0.
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Proposition 3.7. If hypotheses H hold, then \* € £ and so £ = (0, A*].

Proof. Let {An}nen C (0,2\*) such that A, — (A*)” as n — +oo. We can find
un, € S(A,) C Dy for all n € N. In fact, from Corollary Bl and the proof of
Proposition B3] we see that can have {u, }nen increasing and

o, (uy) <0 for all n € N.

Therefore we have
(77)

/ pG(Vuy,)dz + / &(z)ubdz + B(z)ubdo — p/ [AF(z,un) + G(z,up)]dz <0
Q Q o0 Q
for all n € N. Also we have

<A(un),h>—|—/Q E(z)ul™ hdz + - (2)uP~ hdo

(78) = / Mo f(z,un) + g(z,u,)]hdz for all h € WHP(Q), n € N.
Q
Choosing h = u,, € W1?(Q) in (8], we obtain
- [ @) Fuande [ eCuds— [ seudo
Q Q o9

(79) + / A f(z,un) + g(2z,upn)]updz =0 for all n € N.
Q
Adding (1), (79) and using hypothesis H(a) (iv), we have
(80) / ex, (z,up)dz <0 for all m € N.
Q
From (B0) and reasoning as in the proof of Proposition (see the part of the
proof after ({@6])), we obtain that
{tn}neny € WHP(Q) s bounded.
So, we may assume that
(81) Up — u* in WHP(Q) and u,, — u* in LP(Q), and LP(99).
In (T8) we choose h = u,, —u* € W1P(Q) and pass to the limit as n — +o0o. Then
lim (A(un),un, —u*) = 0 (see the part of the proof of Proposition B3 after (Gal)),

n—-+oo
(82)
= u, — u* in WHP(Q) (see Proposition 2.T)).

In (78]) we pass to the limit as n — +oo and use (82)). Then
(A(u™), h) +/ £(2)(u*)P~ hdz + B(2)(u*)P~ hdo
Q o9

:/ Af(z,u*) + g(z,u*)]hdz for all h € WHP(Q),
Q
= u" e S(\)CDy.
We conclude that \* € £ and so £ = (0, \*]. O
c

Proposition 3.8. If hypotheses H hold and A — 07, then we can find uy € S(N)
Dy such that |lux||c1 ) — 0 as A — 0F.
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Proof. From the proof of Proposition[3.2] we know that for A > 0 small we can find
ux € S(A) € Dy such that

uy <u (see (I8), @)).
If n — 0T (see (), then @ =u(n) — 0 in C*(Q) and so uy — 0 in C1(Q). O

Summarizing, we can state the following theorem describing the dependence of
the set of positive solutions on the parameter A > 0.

Theorem 3.1. If hypotheses H hold, then there exists \* > 0 such that

(a) if 0 < X\ < \*, then problem (Py) has at least two positive solutions ug, U €
D+, Uo }é ﬂ;

if A= \*, then problem (Py) has at least one positive solution u* € D ;

if A > \*, then problem (Py) has no positive solutions;

if A — 07, then we can find positive solutions ux € D such that [[ux| o1 gy —

0as A— 0.

—~
[oFle)
R NIPNS)
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