2006.02183v1 [math.AP] 3 Jun 2020

arXiv

On an Ambrosetti-Prodi type problem in R"

Claudianor O. Alves*, Romildo N. de Lima'and Alannio B. Nébrega ¥

Universidade Federal de Campina Grande
Unidade Académica de Matematica

CEP: 58429-900, Campina Grande - PB, Brazil

Abstract

In this paper we study results of existence and non-existence of solutions for the following

Ambrosetti-Prodi type problem

—Au = P(@)(g(w) + f(2)) in RY,
uwe DV?(RY), lim wu(z)=0,

|z|—+o0

(P)

where N >3, P € C(RY,RT), f € C(RY)NL>(R") and g € C'(R). The main tools used are the

sub-supersolution method and Leray-Schauder topological degree theory.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 35B51, 47H11, 35A16
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper concerns with the existence and non-existence of solutions for the following Ambrosetti-
Prodi type problem
~Au = P(a)(g(u) + f(x)) in RY,
uwe DM2RY),  lim  u(x) =0,

|z|—+o00

where N >3, P € C(RY,R"), f € CRY)N L¥@RY) and g € C'(R).

(P)
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The main motivation to study the problem (P) comes from the seminal paper by Ambrosetti and

Prodi [5] that studied the existence and non-existence of solution for the problem

—Au = g(u) + f(z), in O,
u =0, in 99,

where Q ¢ RY with N > 3, is a bounded domain, ¢ is a C?—function with
g"(s) >0, VseR and 0< Er_n g'(s) <A\ < li)m g'(s) < Aa.

In order to prove their results, Ambrosetti and Prodi used a global result of inversion to proper functions
to show the existence of a closed manifold M dividing the space C%(Q) in two connected components
07 and O2 such that:

(i) If f belongs to Oy, the problem (Il) has no solution;

(ii) If f belongs to M, the problem () has exactly one solution;

(iii) If f belongs to Os, the problem () has exactly two solution;

In [7], Berger and Podolak proposed the decomposition of function f in the form f = ¢¢ + f1, where

¢ is eigenfunction associated to first eigenvalue of 7 —A”

—Au = g(u) +to + f1, in Q,
u =0, in 09,

(2)

then using the Liapunov-Schmidt method they showed the existence of ¢ty € R such that (2]) has at least
two solutions if ¢ < ¢y, at least one solution if ¢ = ¢y and no solutions if ¢ > ¢3. Ever since many papers
have dealt with this theme, we cite the works by Brézis and Turner [8], de Figueiredo and Solimini [11],
de Figueiredo and Yang [12], Mawhin [16] de Morais Filho [9] and de Figueiredo [I0]. More recently,
de Figueiredo and Sirakov [I3] studied a Ambrosetti-Prodi problem for an operator in non-divergence
form, Aizicovici, Papageorgiou and Staicu [I] and Arcoya and Ruiz [0] treated the quasilinear operator
cases, de Paiva and Montenegro studied a quasilinear Newman problem [I7] and Presoto and de Paiva

[18] showed an Ambrosetti-Prodi type result to a Newmann problem with a gradient non-linearity.

Although that subject has been studied in the most varied situations, we did not find in the literature
articles about Ambrosetti-Prodi type problems in whole space R and this has motivated the present
paper. In order to get our main results, we face some difficulties, because some estimates do not follow as
in bounded domain case, for example in all of the papers mentioned above involving Dirichlet boundary
conditions, the fact that the outer normal derivate on the boundary is positive, see [I5, Lemma 3.4],
is a key point to prove some estimates. Here, we overcome these difficulties by adapting for our case
some ideas found in [2] 3], where one of the main points was to fix a suitable function space where the

topological degree could be used to establish a second solution for our case, for more details see Section



5. The reader is also invited to see that the arguments used to prove a priori estimates for our problem is
a little bit different from those found in the literature because we are working in whole RY, see Section

4.

Before stating our main results, we need to fix the assumptions on the functions P and g. In the

sequel, g : R — R is a C'—function that satisfies the following inequalities

(Gh) lim sup 9(s) < A1 < liminf 9(s)

s——oc0 S s S

Hereafter, the limits above can be infinite, where Ay is the first eigenvalue to following problem

—Au = AP(x)u in RY,

P
uwe DM2RY),  lim  u(z) =0, S

which has the variational characterization below

Jen V|2 dz }
A = :

i ey [VU[TaT
veD1w21(r]§N)\{0} {fRN P(x)|v|?2dx

Related to the A1, we have an eigenfunction ¢; that satisfies
0<C; < |I|N72¢1($) <Cy, Vze RN, (4)
for positive constants C1,Cy. For more details about this subject see [4].

As an immediate consequence of the (G1), there exist positive constants ©, p and 7 such that p <
)\1 <K,
g(S)ZHS—@, VSGRv (5)

and

g(s) > s — O, Vs € R. (6)

Related to the function P : RY — R*, we consider that it is a continuous function satisfying:

(Pu) |- PP() € L'(RY) N L=(RY);

P
(Py) / (yj)v_2 dy < JC\;_2, for all z € RV \ {0}, for some C > 0.
Ry |2 =yl ||

We denote by A the eigenspace associated with the first eigenvalue \;. By [4], it is well known that
dim N = 1, then we can assume that N' = Span{¢}, where ¢ is one positive eigenfunction associated
with \; with

JROREE 7)
RN



Hence, we can write f = t¢ + fi, where f; € C(RY) N L>(R"Y) with

P(z)fi¢dz = 0 and /RN P(z)fpdx =t. ()

RN

From this, problem (P) can be rewritten as follows

—Au= P(z) (g(u) ¥ to(z) + fl(a:)) in RV, )
ue DY2RY),  lim  wu(x) =0.

|| =00

Our first result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Assume the conditions (G1), (P1) and (Py). Then, for each f; € N* there is a number
a(f1) such that:

(i) The problem (P) has no solution whenever t > a(f1);

(ii) Ift < alfr), then (P) has at least one solution.

Our second result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Assume the conditions (G1), (P1) and (P2). Moreover, assume that g is an increasing

Sfunction satisfying

im 98 9)

s—+oo 87

where 0 = N 3o Then, for each fi € N** there is a number a(fy) such that:

(i) Ift < a(f1), then (P) has at least two solutions;

(i) Ift = a(f1), then (P) has at least one solution.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we present some preliminaries results that play
important role throughout the work. In Section 3 we ensure the existence of sub and super-solution to
(P), and we use the sub-super solution method to prove the Theorem [Tl In section 4 we obtain a priori

estimate to the solutions of (P), while in Section 5 we define the solution operator associated to (P) and

study some properties of this operator. Finally, in Section 6, we prove the Theorem [[.2]

Notations

e B,(z) denotes the ball centered at the z with radius > 0 in RY.

o L*(RY), for 1 < s < 00, denotes the Lebesgue space with the usual norm |uls.



e L% (R") denotes the class of real valued Lebesgue measurable functions v such that

H(z)|u(z)*dz < oo.
RN

L% (RY) is a Hilbert space endowed with the inner product

(u,v)o.m = o H(z)u(z)v(z)dr, Yu,ve LERN).

The norm associated with this inner product will be denoted by | - |2, g

e D'(RY) denotes the Sobolev space endowed with inner product

(u,v)1,2 = VuVoudr, u,v€ DM?(RY).
RN

The norm associated with this inner product will be denoted by | - |1 2.

e H'(RY) denotes the Sobolev space endowed with inner product

(u,v) 1 = / VuVudx +/ wvdz, u,v € HY(RN).
RN RN
The norm associated with this inner product will be denoted by | - |g1.

e We denote by E the Banach space given by
E:={uecC@RY); sup |u(z)| < oo}
zERN

endowed with the norm |- |o.

e If u is a mensurable function, we denote by « and u~ the positive and negative part of u respec-

tively, which are given by

ut =max{u,0} and wu~ = min{u,0}.

e C,(C4,---,C, are positive constants.

2 Preliminaries Results

We start this section proving a version of sub and super-solution method to the problem (P). We say
u € DV2(R") is a sub-solution to problem (P) if lim wu(x) =0 and

|z|—+o0

VuVedr < / P(x) (g(u) + f(z)) pdx, Yo € CP(RY) and ¢ >0.

RN RN

Similarly u € D?(RY) is a super-solution to (P) if the above reverse inequality is valid.



Proposition 2.1. Suppose that problem (P) has a sub-solution u and a super-solution U, with —oo <

¢ <u<u<Le< +oo. Then problem (P) has a solution u € Dl’Q(RN) such that u < u <.

Proof. Firstly, we fix h(z,s) = g(s) + f(x) and define the function
h(z,m), if t > u(x),
h(z,t) = h(z,t), if u(z) < t < (),
h(z,u), if t < u(z).
Using the function h, we fix the auxiliary problem below
—Au = P(z)h(z,u), in RN
u € DV2(RY).
Associated with (P)4, we have the energy functional I : DV2(RY) — R given by

I(u) = %/RN |Vu|*dx — /RN P(z)H (x,u)dz,

t
where H (z,t) = /ﬁ(:v,s)ds.
0

Using Minimization Methods, it is easy to see that I has a global minimum u € D1’2(RN ), which

must satisfy

/ VuVedr = / P(z)h(z,u)pdz, Yo e DV2(RN).
RN RN
Considering ¢ = (u — u)", we obtain

VuV(u—u)tde = P(z)h(z,u)(u—u)tdz > VuV(u—u)tdz,

RN RN RN
and so,

/ |Vu — Vul|* dz <0,
RN

from where it follows that u < u. Analogously, we can ensure that v <%, and thus u is a solution to (P)

with u <u <. O

Now, we will study the regularity of solutions of the problem

—Au = P(x)h(z,u), in RY,
u € DV2(RY),

where h is a sub-critical function. This result plays an important role throughout the article.

Lemma 2.1. Let u € DV?(RY) be a solution to (Q) with h : RN xR — R being a C* — function satisfying
|h(a,t)] < C(L+[tP), V(x,t) € RN xR,

for some p € (1,2* —1). Then u € C(RY) N L>®(RY).



Proof. Since u € DV3(RY), we have u € L* (RY), and thus, u € L*(B) for each ball B ¢ RN and
s € [1,2*]. Arguing as in [I9, Proposition 2.15], we deduce that u € C(RY) and there is a continuous
T : R — R such that

lulle @) < Tulie (8y(z))s for all z € RY. (10)

Since u € L2 (RY), given § > 0 there exists R > 0 such that
[ul L2+ (By(2)) < 0, for [2] > R.
As T is a continuous function, given € > 0 there is § > 0 such that
Y(|ulp2* (By(2))) < Y(0) + &, whenever [u|p2+(p,(.)) < 9.
This combined with ([IQ) gives
u(2) < lull oz, < Tuls (sy) < TO) 2, for |2 > B,

showing that u € L= (RY). O

Before finishing this section, we present the following comparison principle .
Lemma 2.2. Let u € DV3(RY) be a function verifying
—Au— pP(x)u >0, in RV, (11)

Then, u > 0.

Proof. Since u € DV2(RY) verifies (), then

VuVedx — / wP(x)updr > 0,

RN RN

for all ¢ € DV2(RY) with ¢ > 0 in RY. If u~ # 0, considering ¢ = —u~, we derive that

—/ |Vu7|2da:—|—/ wP(z)|u™ |*dx > 0,
RN RN —

or yet,
Vu~|?d
/J‘Z fRN| U|2:E 2)\17
= f]RN P(z)|u~|?dx
which contradicts the hypothesis p < A;. Thereby, u = ut > 0. O

3 Proof of the Theorem 1.1

We start this section by showing that the set of the numbers ¢ for which (P) has solution is upper
bounded.



Lemma 3.1. Assume (Gy1) and (Py). Then, there exists a number 7., which does not depend on f; € Nt

such that for all t > 7, problem (P) has no solution.

Proof. 1f u € D?(R™) is a solution to (P), then
VuVodr = P(x) (g(u) + f(x) +tp1) pdx, Yo € DV2(RY).
RN RN

Considering ¢ = ¢1, we find

VuVeide = / P(z)g(u)prdx +t
RN

RN
and
/ A P(x)ugdx :/ P(z)g(u)prdx + t.
RN RN
From (@) and (@),
/ M P(x)udrde > ,u/ P(x)uprdx — @/ ordx +t
RN - JRN RN

and

/ MP(z)uprde > 1 P(z)u¢rdz — © ordx + t,
RN RN

RN

from where it follows that

t<(M—0) /RN P(a:)uqﬁld:r—l—@/RN ¢rdr < G/RN ordx, if /RN P(x)uprdz >0

and

t< (A — u)/ P(x)uprdx + © prdxr < O ¢rdx, if / P(z)ugrdz <0.
= Jry RN RN RN

Thus, the result follows by fixing 7. = C ¢rdx. O
RN
In order to show the existence of sub and super-solution to problem (]5), we will firstly study the

existence of solution for the problem below

—Aw = P(z)(pw — © + f(z)), in RY

lim w(z) =0,
|z|—+o0

where p and © > 0 were fixed in (@) and (@).

Lemma 3.2. For each f € C(RY) N L>®(RY) the problem (P)u has a unique solution w € L*RY) N
C(RM).

Proof. Using the variational characterization of \; given in ([B]), we have the inequality below

fRN |Vo|?dx }

p— 1 f
w< A in {—fRN P@)ol2ds

= veD2 (BN)\{0}



which permits to prove that

ot = [ [ (o - ppepue)]

defines a norm in Dl’Q(RN ) that is equivalent to usual norm. Then, by Riesz Representation Theorem,

there is a solution w € D*?(R™) of the problem (P)u- As
pw — O+ f(z) < M1+ |w]) < My(1+ |w]?),
for some p € (1,2* — 1) and M; > 0, it follows from Lemma 2] that w € L>=(RY) N C(RY). Hence,

P(z)(pw — O + f(x)) < MaP(x), for some constant My > 0.

From [4],
CnP(y)(pw(y) — O+ f(y)
w(z) = 5 dy,
RN |z -yl
and so,
P(y)
<C dy| .
wi<c|[ Ehal
This together with (Pz) gives
c N
0| < v Yo € R\ (0)
implying that
lim  w(z) =0,
|z|—+o0
which completes the proof. [l

As a byproduct of the last lemma and (B is the following corollary

Corolary 3.1. The function w obtained in Lemma[33 is a subsolution for (P).

Our next result establishes a very important relation between the function w obtained in the last

lemma and any super-solution of (P)

Proposition 3.1. Assume (G1), (Py) and f € C(RY) N L>®°RY). Then w < u in RY, for all possible
super-solution u € DV2(RN) of (P).

Proof. Since w is a sub-solution and u is a super-solution of (P) respectively, we derive that
/ V(u—w)Veds > / [P@)(9(w) + f(@)) = P(@)(pw = © + f(2))] wda,
RN RN -
for all ¢ € DV2(RY) with ¢ > 0 in RY. Thereby, by (@),

V(u —w)Veds > /

RN

[P(x) (Hu -0+ f(:v)) — P(x) (Hw -0+ f(:v))} pdz,

RN



that is,

V(u—w)Vedr > / uP(z)(u — w)pdz,

RN RN T

for all ¢ € DV?(RY) with ¢ > 0 in RY. Therefore,
—A(u—w) > pP(z)(u —w), in RY,

and by Lemma 2.2

vw>w in RY,

proving the desired result. O

As an immediate consequence from Propositions 21l and B} problem (P) has a solution for f; € Nt

and £y € R given, then it has also a solution for any ¢ < ¢y.

For what has been presented so far, we just need prove the existence of a super-solution to (P).

Lemma 3.3. Let f; € N be given. Then, there exists t € R such that (P) has a super-solution.

Proof. Fix L > 0 and define
m = max{g(s) + fi(z);z € RN and 0<s<L}.

Now, choose Ry > Ry > 0 and fix F € C(RY,R) with F = 0 in Bg,(0), F = m in RY \ Bg,(0) and

0 < F < m in whole RY. Moreover, let v be the solution to following problem

—Av = P(z)F(z), in RN

lim o(z) =0.
|z|—+o0

As v is the solution to (P)p, we must have

v(z) = CN/]R Mdy, (12)

N o —yN2

then,
P
[v(x)] < mCN/ %dy
RN\Bg, (0) |z —yl
P P
< mCN/ Uy mON/ Uy
(RN\Bg, (0))NB] (z) |z -yl (RN\Bg, (0))NB1(z) |z — vy

P
< mCN/ P(y)dy + mCN/ B %dy.
RN\ Bg, (0) (RN\BRg, (0))NB1(x) |z — v

Now, choosing 1 < g < , the Holder’s inequality gives

/ Ply) <(/ PI7d )J(/ 1 d)%
T N> Yy T oY )
(RN\ B, (0))nB (z) 1T — Y[V 2 RN\ B, (0) Bi(2) [T — ylIV =2

10

N
N -2



1 1
where — + — = 1. Therefore,

L
7

o@)| <mCy [ PPy

RN\Bg, (0)

P(y)dy + mC(/

RN\ Bg, (0)

Since P € LY (RM) N LY (RY), if we consider R; > 0 large enough, we can ensure that
[v]oo < L.

From this, we claim that v is a super-solution of (P) for a large negative ¢t. In fact, choosing a t large

negative such that m + té¢; < F in whole RY, we find

— Av> P(z)(m+te1) > P(z)(g(v) +té1 + fi(x)), in RY, (13)

showing that v is a super-solution for (P). Moreover, from (I2) and (P2),

lim w(z) =0.
|| =400

Proof of Theorem [I.1]

For each f; € N1, it follows from the Lemma [33] that there is a o € R such that problem (P) has
a super-solution @. Thus, from Corollary Bl for these f; and ¢y the problem (P) has a sub-solution
w with w < %. Hence, by Proposition 21} (P) has a solution u satisfying w < u < T. The Lemma 3]
ensures that the set of the numbers ¢ such that (P) has a solution is bounded from above, and this set is
seen to be a half-line. In order to finish this proof we define a(f1) to be the supremum of the numbers ¢

for which problem (P) has a solution.

4 A Priori Estimate

Now, we will prove the Theorem via Leray-Schauder Degree Theory. To this end, our first step is

to establish a priori estimate for the solutions of (P).

Lemma 4.1. Assume (G1), (Py) and (Py). For each f € C(RY) N L=(RY) the negative part u™ of the
solutions u of (P) are uniformly bounded, that is, there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of u, such

that |u™ |eo < C. Moreover, we also have that |u™|a« < w2+, where w was given in Lemma 322

Proof. By Proposition Bl w < u in RY. Fixing K = |w|w, if u(z) < 0, we have —K < w(z) < u(x) < 0,

then |u~| < |w| in RY. From this, [u™|s < K and |u~

¢ < [wlax. O

11



In the sequel, analogous to [10], without loss of generality we are assuming that ¢ satisfies
g(s) >0, forall s>0. (14)

Lemma 4.2. Assume (G1), (Py) and (Py). For each f € C(RN) N L®(RY) there is a constant C' > 0
such that

[ P@a(t)ordr| < C (15)

for all solutions u of (]5), where ¢1 is the positive eigenfunction associated with the first eigenvalue of

(P)x-

Proof. Taking ¢ as a test function in the problem (P), we get

At /RN P(z)ud dz = /RN P(x)g(u)érdz + /RN P(z)f(x)p1dz.

From (&) and (@),
(p— /\1)/ P(z)uprdr < @/ P(z)p1de — / P(z)f(x)prdx < Cy (16)
RN RN RN
and
(7 — )\1)/ P(z)ugrdx < 9/ P(x)¢rdx —/ P(x)f(x)prdx < C, (17)
RN RN RN
implying that / P(z)uprdz| < Cy < 400 for some Cy > 0. Consequently, / P(z)g(u)prdzr| < Cs.
RN RN
This together with the Lemma ] ensures that P(z)g(uT)¢rdz| < C, for some C > 0. O
RN

Lemma 4.3. Assume (G1), (Py) and (P2). Then for a given f € C(RYN) N L>®(RYN) there is a constant
C > 0 such that
/ |VuT|?dz < C (18)
RN

for all solutions u of (P).

Proof. Given a solution u of (P), we know that u € DV3(RY) and ut € DV3(RY). Taking u™ as a test

function in (P), we see that

/ |Vut[2de = / P(z)g(u™)utdx —|—/ P(z)f(z)utdz. (19)
RN RN RN
The last term in () gives no problem, since f € L>=(RY) leads to
/ P(a)f(e)utdz| < Clut|ap < OVt s, (20)
RN
In order to estimate the first term in the right side of ([I9)), we rewrite it of the form
B 1-8 —
[ P@attutds = [ (Pgtte)’ Py o utds, @)
R R

12



—1
where 5 = i (0,1), with o given in ([@). Thus, using the Holder inequality for p = 1/4 and
o

qg=1/(1—B) where 1/p+1/q =1, we find

[, Pt < ([ P(x)g(u%da:)ﬁ ( .- (””)g(:%f“” o dx) - (22)

On the other hand, we know that the first term in the right side of ([22]) is bounded by Lemma[4.2] thus

1-5
)9t d P)gut) @)™ Ple)g(ut)w )7, N7
|, Pt dSO(/RN = d) o[ HEI ) T

2
where Y= % = m ];\IOVV7 as

P(x)gut)(wh)” N7 Pyt 7 P(x)g(ut)(wt)” N7
( 8] dw) = < 5 @l dw) e ( 5 Ol dw)

the condition () gives

(), B o g, e ( 5 P<x>|x|2g<u+><u+>“dx> Ve ([ Paawya) v

R

Using (P;) and Holder inequality, we infer that

1/o
( 5 P($)|~”C|29(U+)(u+)"d:v>
Br

IN

P(@)lefgut) o))
(L. )

Ce (/RN P(:c)|x|2(u+)2‘7d:v> e (/RN P(x)|x|2(u+)‘7d:v>
Ce (/RN (u+)2*dx) e ( N P(x)|x|2(u+)‘7d:v> v

1/o0
Ce|Vut|3+C (/ P(x)|x|2(u+)"dx)
RN

1/o

IN

IN

IN

IN

1/20
Ce|Vu™ 3+ C </ (u+)2‘7da:>
RN

Ce|Vu™ |3 + Clut|z-

IN

implying that

1/o
(/_C P(:C)|:v|2g(u+)(u+)‘7d:v> < Ce|Vu™|3 + C|Vut|s. (25)

R

13



Moreover,

(/ P(x)Q(u*)(u+)”d:z>l/g < (/RN P(x)g(u+)(u+)gd$) 1/o

A

Br
1/o0
< ( P(x)[e(u™)” + C](uﬂ"dw)
RN
1/o 1/o
< Ce (/ P(x)(u+)2‘7d:z> +C </ P(x)(qu)"dx)
RN RN
< Celut 3 + Cluta-
< Ce|Vut |3+ C|VuTly
that is,
1/o
(/ P(:C)g(u+)(u+)“dac> < Ce|Vu™|3 + C|Vut|s. (26)
Br

Therefore, from (20) — (27),
|Vu™|3 < Ce|Vut |3 + C|Vutls

or equivalently

(1— Ce)|Vu't|3 < C|VuT|s.
This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume (G1), (P1) and (P2). Then for each f € C(RY) N L>®(RYN) there is a constant
C > 0 that depends on the norm of f in L=(RY) such that |u|s < C, for all solutions u of (P).

Proof. See proof of Lemma 2.1] O

5 A solution operator

First of all, as the embedding D"?(RY) < L%(RY) is compact (see [14]), we can guarantee that for
each Let v € L% (RY) the linear functional ¥ : D?(R™) — R given by

¥(p)i= [ P@la) +tor + oo
is continuous. Indeed, note that
W) < / _P@)llg(w)] + lior + 1l - pld
= [ P@Is) elds 1t [ P@er-leldo+ [ P@)fileld.
RN RN RN
By Holder inequality,

. P(x)¢1 - |p|dr = /N PY2(z)py - PY2(2)|pldr < |¢1]2,p|¢l2.p < Clol 2
R R

14



and

[ P@hlelds < |l [ PV@)PYA@)gds < Clilap < Clela
On the other hand, as PY/2g(v) € L*(RY) and P'/2|p| € L*(RY), we also have
| P@ls(o)l - lpldz < Clela < Clehz
Using the estimates above we can infer that
U (p)| < Clglr2, Vo € DV*(RY),
for some positive constant C' > 0. This shows that ¥ is continuous.
Using Riesz’s Theorem, there exists a unique u € DV?(RY) such that

VuVpdr = / P(z)[g(v) + tg1 + filpdz, Yo € DM2(RY).

RN RN

Therefore, it is well defined the linear solution operator K; : L%(RY) — L% (RY), which is a compact

operator, given by K(v) := u where u is the unique solution of the problem

—Au=P(z) (g(v) ¥t (z) + fl(a:)), in RN, we DY (RY).
Observe that the solutions of the Ambrosetti-Prodi type problem below

—Au= P(z) (g(u) ¥t (z) + fl(x)), in RN, we DY(RY)
are fixed points of the operator K.

Now, as in [4], we will consider the space
Ey = {v € C(RY R); suR];J)V (Jz[V2Jo(z)]) < —i—oo}
z€

equipped with the norm

loll = sup Jv(z)] + sup (|a"~>[v()])

z€RN z€RN
that is,
loll = Tvloo + 1 1¥7*)0]oc.
A simple computation gives that (Eo, || - ||) is a Banach space and the embedding Ey < L%(RY) is

continuous. From this, given for each v € Ey the problem

—Au = P()(g(v) +té1(2) + fi(a)), in RY

(WLP)
u € DV2(RY).

has a unique weak solution u =: K;(v) € D**(RY) < L%(RY). The lemma below shows that u € Fj.

15



Lemma 5.1. K:(FEy) C Ey.

Proof. Let v € Ey and u = K,;(v) € DV*(RY). Then,

u(z) = C/RN P(y)lg(v) Jrlglif ;ljsafil?(y) + fl(y)]d% Vo e RN,

(27)

First of all we are going to prove that u is a continuous function in RY. Fixed zq € RY, for all y € R

it holds
P(2) P(2)

— dz.
=2V 2 Jwo— 2N 2|

IMM—M%NSO/

RN

Given 0, > 0 and y € By, /2(0), we have B, (x0) C Bas, (y) and

/Bal (wo)

P(:) P(:)
=" g 27

351 (:Eo) |x0 - Z|

P
+/ 7(21)\,72d2
Bas, (y) ly — 2|

< C1|P|07 + Ca|Plo(261)%.

From this, given € > 0, let us fix 4; > 0 verifying

01|P|006% + CQ|P|OO(251)2 < 6/2,

[ (2 P )
— z
oy (o) \ =21V 2 g — 2|72

On the other hand, for y € B, /2(20) and 2z € RN\ Bs, (), we derive

consequently

<6
2.

ly =2l 2 |z = o] = |wo — 9| > 3
then
1 9\ V-2
- <z
ly —z|N=2 ~ (51>
and
1 1\ V-2
< =
|zg — 2[N72 7 <51>
Hence,

P(:) P(:)
=" Jag— 272

From Lebesgue’s Theorem

P(z) P(z)

— dz = 0.
ly —z|N=2  |zg — 2N 2

lim
Y—rxo RN\B51 (z0)

The last limit together with (28)) implies that there exists § € (0, d1/2) such that

/.

P(z) P(z)

€
dz < = for — x| <o
TR T ym i

2
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showing that u is continuous at zo. As o is arbitrary, u is continuous in RY. In order to conclude that

u € Ey, it is enough to recall that

P(y)
<C d
i <c [
because this inequality combined withe (P;) leads to
|U(I)| < |£C|N_2’ V.IGRN\{O}a
for some C' > 0, proving the desired result. O

The last lemma permits to consider the operator T} := K|g, : Ey — Ep. Our next step is to show

that T} is a compact operator, which is a crucial property to apply our approach.

Lemma 5.2. The solution operator Ty : Ey — Eqy is a compact linear operator.

Proof. The proof follows as in [2, Lemma 3.3]. O
We observe that the solutions of our problem (P) are the zeros of I —T;. In the next section, we will

proceed to compute the degree of I — T} in subsets of Ej.

6 Computation of Some Topological Degrees

Lemma 6.1. Assume (G1), (Py) and (P2). Let fi € N* and to € R. Then, there is R > 0 such that
deg(I — Ty,, Br,0) = 0, where Bgr = {u € Fy;||u|]| < R}.

Proof. From Theorem [T} the problem (P) has no solution if t = #; > a(f;). Thus, choosing a t; >
max{a(f1),t}, there is a constant R > 0 such that ||u|| < R, for all possible solutions of (P) with
f1 € N* fixed and all ¢ € [to,t1], see Lemma @4l Clearly, the operator T}, for t € [to, 1], is a compact
homotopy joining T3, to Ty,. As (I — T)(u) # 0 always that ||u|| = R and t € [to, 1], by topological
degree we have the equality deg(I — T}, Br,0) = deg(I — T},, Bg,0) = 0, since problem (P) with ¢ = t;

has no solution. O

Lemma 6.2. Assume (G1), (P1) and (P2). Given fi € N* and to < a(f1), there is an open bounded
subset O of Ey, such that deg(I — Ty,,0,0) = 1.

17



Proof. Let t; € R such that tg < t; < a(f1). From Theorem [T we know that (P) with ¢ = ¢; has a

solution @, which is a supersolution of (P) with t = tg, that is,

—AT > P(z) (9(@) + togn (z) + fi(z)), RY

lim u(x)=0.
|| —+o0 ( )

By Proposition (1), there is a subsolution u of

—Au < P(z) (g(u) + tog1(z) + fi(z)), RY

lim wu(z)=0
|| —+o0

that satisfies u < @ in RY. Now, let us consider the set

O = {u € B,(0) C Eyp; u(z) < u(z) <a(z) in RY, liminf |z|V " 2(u —u) >0, liminf |z|N %@ —u) > 0}

(29)

where the radius r will be determined later on.

Claim 6.1. The set O is open, bounded and conver.

Since the boundedness and convexity of O are immediate, we will only prove that O is open. Indeed,
for each u € O, there is £ > 0 such that
liminf ||V ~2(u — w), lim inf |2|Y 2(7@ — u) > € > 0. (30)
Therefore, for R large enough,
2N 2 (u —w), |2V (@~ w) 2 €/2, |2 2 R. (31)

Since

w(z) <u(z) <a(z), VreRY, (32)

for 6 € (0,&/2) small enough, we must have u(x) < z(z) < @(z) for |z| < R with z € Bs(u) C Ey. On
the other hand, for |x| > R,

2] ¥ [2(2) — w(@)] = [o|V 2 [2(2) — w(@)] + |2V P lu(e) - u(2)] > ~0+€/2> 0, (33)

similarly,

l2|N 2 [a(x) — 2(x)] > =6 4+ £/2 > 0. (34)

Consequently, from BQ)-@B4), z € O, and so, Bs(u) C O. This proves that O is open.

Now, define 7: RN x R — R by

g(x,s) =4 g(s), u(x)<s<au(z),



Recalling that g is increasing and w € LOO(RN ), it follows that g is bounded in RY x R and increasing
in the variable s. Now, by the same arguments used in the previous sections, for each v € Fjy, there is a

unique solution u € Ey of the problem below

—Au = P(z) (g(a:, V) + tén (z) + fl(a:)), in RN
u € DV2(RY), lim  wu(x) =0.

|z|—+o0

(WLQ)

Thus, we can defined a compact operator Ty : Ey — Eq such that Ty (v) = u. From definition of T, we

see that T, = T} in O.
Claim 6.2. The application T; maps Eqy into O, provided r is properly chosen.
Since g is bounded, from Lemma [B1] the solutions u of (W LQ) are uniformly bounded in Fjy, for all

v € Ey. From now on, let us fix r > sup{||T;,v||;v € Ep}. Our goal is proving that for each v € Ey we

have that u = Ty,v € O. Obviously, |lu|| < r. From Lemma B3 and (WLQ), there are @, u € D»*(RY)

satisfying
—AT = P(2)F(z) > P(@)[g(T) + todr + f1], RN
we€ DM(RY),  lim @(z) =0
|| =400
and
—Au = P(x)[g(x,v) +topr + f1], RY
uwe DY2(RY),  lim wu(z)=0.
|z|—4o00
Then

(=2)(@ —u) = P(2)[F(z) — g(z,v) +togr + fi], RY

(@ —u) € DV2(RY), |m|1i>n—il-oo(ﬂ —u)(xz) =0.

Thereby, by Riesz representation,

(7 u)(z) = /RN Py)lF(y) I;g—(zjl?v)j o1+ fil g /RN P(y)|[§(_ﬂ)y|—N§(2y,v)]

Therefore, by [4, Lemma 3.1],

dy > 0.

a(z) > u(z), VYreRY and liminf |z|N"2(@ — u)(z) > 0.

|z|— 00
Similarly,

u(z) > u(x), VreRY and liminf |[z|V~2(u — u)(z) > 0.

|z|— 00

This shows that T;(Ep) C O.

Now, fixed v € O, let us consider the compact homotopy Hg(u) = 0T, (u) + (1 — )y, 0 < 6 < 1
As u # Hyg(u) for all uw € 00 and all 0 € [0, 1], we conclude that deg(I — Hy,0,0) = deg(I — Hy, O,0).
However, Hy is a constant operator and clearly deg(I — Hy, ©,0) = 1. So deg(I —T,,0,0) =1, and the

lemma is proved. O
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Proof of Theorem

Proof. (i) For fi € Nt and ty < a(f1) be given. By previous lemma, there is a bounded open set O
such that
deg(I — Ty,,0,0) = 1.

Therefore I — T}, has a zero in O, that is, problem (]5) has a solution u; € O, for these given f; and
to. Now, choose R > 0 such that R > r. Since by Lemma [61] deg(I — T},, Br,0) = 0, it follows that
deg(I — Ty,, Br \ O,0) = —1. This proves that (P) has another solution uy € B \ O.

(ii) Now, let f; € N'* and to = a(f1) be given. Take a sequence t,, < to and t, — to. It follows
from Theorem [I.] that (]5) has a solution wu,, for the given function f; and each t¢,,. From the results of
Section @ the sequence (uy,) is bounded in D*?(R™). Thus, since D*?(RY) is compactly embedded in
L%L(RY), we have that there is u € DV?(R") such that u,, — v in D**(RY) and u,, — u in L%(RY).

Therefore, u is a solution of problem
~Au = P(@)(g(u) + tog1(2) + fi(2)), mnRY, e DARY).
Using the same argument of the Lemma [5.I], we also u € Ey, that is,

lim wu(z) =0,
|z|—o00

finishing the proof. O
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