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NONCOERCIVE QUASILINEAR ELLIPTIC
OPERATORS WITH SINGULAR LOWER ORDER
TERMS

FERNANDO FARRONI, LUIGI GRECO,
GIOCONDA MOSCARIELLO AND GABRIELLA ZECCA

ABSTRACT. We consider a family of quasilinear second order el-
liptic differential operators which are not coercive and are defined
by functions in Marcinkiewicz spaces. We prove the existence of
a solution to the corresponding Dirichlet problem. The associated
obstacle problem is also solved. Finally, we show higher integrabil-
ity of a solution to the Dirichlet problem when the datum is more
regular.

1. INTRODUCTION
Given a bounded domain € of RV, N > 2, we consider
A (2w, ) € AxRxRY  —» RY

a Carathéodory vector field (i.e. measurable in x € 2 and continuous
in (u,§) € R x RY) satisfying for a.e. # €  and for every u € R and
&,n € RY the following structural conditions:

(1.1) (A(z,u,€),6) > alg]” — (b(x) [ul)” — ()"
(1.2) Az, u, ) < BIEP + (b(a) [ul)" + )
(1.3) (Alz, u,§) = A(z,u,n), £ —n) >0 for & #1

where 0 < a < [ are positive constants, 1 < p < N, and b and ¢ are
positive functions verifying b € L¥*°(Q) and ¢ € LP(Q2). In view of
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Sobolev embedding theorem in Lorentz spaces [30} 2], 20], by (L2]) and
the assumptions on b and ¢, for each u € W, 7(Q) we have

A(z,u, Vu) € L (Q,RY)
Hence, we can define the quasilinear elliptic distributional operator
(1.4) —div A(z, u, Vu)
setting for any w € W, (Q)
(15)  (—div Az, u, Va), w) = / (Alz, u, V), Vi) da

)

Given ® € W5 (Q), we study the Dirichlet problem

{ —div A(z,u, Vu) = ®

(16) u e WiP(Q)

By a solution to Problem (IZ6) we mean a function u € W, ”(Q) such
that

(1.7) /QA(x, u, Vu)Vwdr = (&, w) , Vw € C§°(Q),

where (-,-) denotes the duality product of W1 (Q) and W,* ().
Clearly, (I7) extends to all w € Wy (Q).

Our structural conditions allow for a singular lower order term de-
pending on u. As an example, we consider the following operator

(1.8) A, u, €) == (H(2)€,6)" T H(x)¢ + B(x)|uP2u

with 1 < p < N. Here H = H(z): Q — R¥*¥ is a symmetric, bounded
matrix field of RV*¥ such that

(H(x)E, &) > alé)? for ae. x € Q and for all £ € RY

for a given a > 0. The vector field B: Q — R" is a measurable function
satisfying |B(z)] < (b(x))P~* for a.e. x €  and for some b € LYV>°(Q).

The feature of Problem ([LL6]) is the lack of coercivity for the operator
(L4) and the singularity in the lower order term due to property of b.
It is well known that, if the operator in (1.4)-(1.5) is coercive, then
a solution to problem (1.6) exists. It can for instance be shown by
monotone operator theory [27, [0} [7, [4].

On the other hand, the existence of a bounded solution can be ex-
pected when ® and b are sufficiently smooth. For example, in the model
case and even for the corresponding linear case, a solution to Problem
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([LB) is bounded whenever ® and b are in W17 (Q) and L*'(Q,R"Y),
respectively, with p’ > N/(p — 1) (see [32, [17]).

The space LY>°(9) is slightly larger than L™ (Q). Nevertheless, there
are essential differences between the case b € LY () ([B, [10]), or even
b e LM(Q) ([29]) with N < ¢ < oo, and the case b € LV*>*(Q). In
LYN>(Q) bounded functions are not dense. Furthermore, in L":>((2)
the norm is not absolutely continuous, namely a function can have large
norm even if restricted to a set with small measure.

Our first result is the following

Theorem 1.1. Let & € W—'7(Q). Under the assumptions (L1), (L2)
and ([L.3), if

1

ar

(1.9) dist pv (b, L¥()) <

SN.p
then Problem (LO) admits a solution.

Here Sy, denotes the Sobolev constant of Theorem [2.11below. As an
illustration, we state the following immediate consequence. We denote
by Lo () the closure of L=(Q) in LN>(Q).

Corollary 1.1. Assume (1), (2) and [L3), with b € LY=(Q).
Then Problem (LO) admits a solution, for every ® € W17 ().

The closure L, () contains for example all Lorentz spaces LN4(Q),
for 1 < ¢ < +o00, see Subsection 2.11

It is not clear if the bound in (L.9) is sharp. However, existence of
a solution could fail if no restriction on the distance is imposed, even
in the liner case, as the Example [Il in Subsection shows (see also
[19]). Notice that condition (I9]) does not imply the smallness of the
norm of b in L¥>°(Q) (see [19]).

In the case p = 2 existence results analogous to that of Theorem [T
have been proved in [12, 19, 33] and in [9, 3T, B4] when the principal
part has a coefficient bound in BMO (i.e. the space of functions of
bounded mean oscillation). We explicitly remark that in this context
the operator (L4 has the same integrability properties of the principal
part (see also [23]). The evolutionary counterpart of Problem (L)) has
been studied in [II]. Other related results can be found in [I} 24, 28§].

An additional difficulty in proving Theorem [[1] lies in the lack of
compactness that the operator

(1.10) we W) = (b(x) |u))" e I ()
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exhibits in the case b € LY:>°(Q2), in contrast with the case b € LY ()
(see Example B in Subsection 23]). In order to overcome this issue,
first we consider the case in which b € L*(2). Under this assumption,
we deduce the existence of a solution to Problem (L€ by means of
Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem. The a priori estimate required

follows from a lemma that could be interesting in itself (see Lemma 3]
below).

In order to reduce the general case b € L>°(Q2) to the previous one,
we consider a sequence of approximating problems, defined essentially
by truncating the vector field A = A(z, u, ) in the u—variable. A bound
on the sequence of the solutions is achieved due to the assumption (9.

We emphasize that our result is also new when b € LY(Q), in the
sense that our approach allows us to treat the general nonlinear oper-
ator in ([L.6]).

Finally, by testing the problems with a suitable admissible test func-
tions, we show that the sequence of solutions to the approximating
problems is compact and its limit is a solution to the original problem

@D).

In Section [, we show that our approach is robust enough to handle
also the corresponding obstacle problem. We prove an existence result
in the same spirit of [I8] (where the case p = 2 is taken into account).

In Section [G we present a regularity result. When b € LY (Q), the
study of the higher integrability of a solution to (L)) has been devel-
oped in [I3][14] by using the theory of quasiminima. Local summability
properties have been recently considered in [§, 22] in the linear case.
Here, following [17], we prove higher summability of a solution u to
(LA) according to that of the data ® and .

2. PRELIMINARIES AND EXAMPLES

2.1. Notation and function spaces. Let ) be a bounded domain in
RY. Given 1 < p < oo and 1 < ¢ < oo, the Lorentz space LP7()) con-
sists of all measurable functions f defined on €2 for which the quantity

“+oo
(21) Il = [ It ar
0

is finite, where Q; = {z € Q: |f(z)| > t} and |€] is the Lebesgue mea-
sure of €, that is, A\;(t) = || is the distribution function of f. Note
that || - ||, is equivalent to a norm and LP? becomes a Banach space
when endowed with it (see [30, [3], [6]). For p = ¢, the Lorentz space



NONCOERCIVE QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS 5

LPP(€)) reduces to the Lebesgue space LP(2). For ¢ = oo, the class
LP>°(Q) consists of all measurable functions f defined on €2 such that

[f15.00 = sup || < +o00
0

and it coincides with the Marcinkiewicz class, weak-L? ().
For Lorentz spaces the following inclusions hold

L7(Q)  [PUQ) C LP7(Q) C LP2(Q) C LI(Q),

whenever 1 < ¢ < p < r < 0o. Moreover, for 1 < p <oo,1 < g <
and 1+ =1, 1+ L =1,if f € LP(Q), g € L77(Q) we have the

qg

Holder—type inequality
/Q\f(x)g(fv)\ dz < | fllpqllgllpq-

As it is well known, L*(£2) is not dense in LP*°(£2). For a function
e LP>(Q) we define

(2.2) dist ppoo () (f, L2(2)) = inf || f — gllzr(0)-

geL>(Q)

In order to characterize the distance in (2.2)), we introduce for all £ > 0
the truncation operator

= imin .
Ti(y) == o {lyl, &}

It is easy to verify that

23) i [ = T e = distino(/: L¥().

We denote by LE*(€) the closure of L>°(£2). We have (see [21, Lemma 2.3])
(2.4) feLh®Q) «— tEeroot ()P =0.

Clearly, for 1 < ¢ < oo we have LPI(Q) C LE™(Q), that is, any
function in LP?(Q2) has vanishing distance zero to L>(2). Indeed,
L>(Q) is dense in LP9(S2), the latter being continuously embedded
into LP*>°(Q). Actually, the inclusion also follows from (2.4]), since
Ar(t) = €] is decreasing and hence the convergence of the integral at
(7)) implies the condition on the right of ([2.4)).

Assuming the origin 0 € €, a typical element of L™>°(Q) is b(z) =
B/|z|, with B a positive constant. An elementary calculation shows
that

(2.5) dist oo () (b, LZ(Q)) = Bwy™

where wy stands for the Lebesgue measure of the unit ball of RV,
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The Sobolev embedding theorem in Lorentz spaces reads as

Theorem 2.1 ([30, 2, 20]). Let us assume that 1 < p < N, 1 < q < p,
then every function g € Wy (Q) verifying |[Vg| € LPU(Q) actually

belongs to LP"9(Q), where p* = NN—_’; and

g pra S SN,pHVngﬂ

where Sy, is the Sobolev constant.

2.2. A version of the Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem. We
shall use the well known Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem in the
following form (see [15, Theorem 11.3 pg. 280]). A continuous mapping
between two Banach spaces is called compact if the images of bounded
sets are precompact.

Theorem 2.2. Let F be a compact mapping of a Banach space X into
itself, and suppose there exists a constant M such that ||x||x < M for
all v € X and t € [0,1] satisfying x = tF(zx). Then, F has a fized
point.

2.3. Critical examples. Our first example shows that the only as-
sumption that b € L*°(Q) does not guarantee the existence of a so-
lution to Problem ([L6l).

Example 1. Let € be the unit ball. For % <~v+1< N, the problem

(2.6) —Au — div <7uw) = —div <|1’|N_'Y) in Q
Q

u=>0 on

does not admit a solution. Assume to the contrary that u is a solution
of (2.8). In the right hand side of the equation we recognize that
x
||V

= Vo(z),

where v € W, *(Q) is given by

1 2—N+4~
—_— -1 fi N —2
log |z| fory=N—2

Moreover, v solves the adjoint problem

|z

—Av+7i-Vv:0 in 2
v=20 on 0f2



NONCOERCIVE QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS 7

Testing the equation in (2.6]) by v we have

/ |Vo|>dr = 0.
0

which readly implies v = 0 in €2, which is clearly not the case. O
Next example shows that for the complete operator
div A(z, u, Vu) + B(z, u, Vu)
in general we do not have existence, even in the linear case.

Example 2. Let A be an eigenvalue of Laplace operator and w a cor-
responding eigenfunction

—Aw = Aw
{ w € Wy™(Q)\ {0}
Then the equation
—Au—Au=w
has no solution of class W, ().

Our final example shows that compactness of the operator (LI0) in
the Introduction could fail.

Example 3. Assume N > 2 and 1 < p < N. Let Q be the ball of RV
centered at the origin of radius 3. Our aim is to construct a sequence
of functions {u, }nen in Wy ?(Q) and a function b € LN>°(Q) such that
{Vu, }nen is bounded in LP (2, RY), however it is not possible to extract
from {(b|u,|)?~ ' }nen any subsequence strongly converging L (). To
this aim, let

1

b(x) = —

|z

and N
vyi=1——.

p

We define a sequence {u,}nen setting for x € Q
1-27 if |z <1

uy(z) =< || =27 if 1<zl <2
(2.7)
0 if x| > 2
Up(x) :=n""uy(nx) for n > 2

Observe that u, € W,7?(Q) since

el i 5 < o] < 3

0 otherwise

(2.8) |Vu,(z)| = {
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and
(2.9) IV} () = [7["Nwy log 2,

where wy denotes the measure of the unit ball of RY. In particular,
[ VUnHip(Q) is independent of n. On the other hand, a direct calculation
shows that

(2.10)
[ e (Ol as

:/ (b|un|)pd:)3—l—/ (bluy,|)? dx
o)< Ljal<2

(1—27)P /2 N dr
=N P(p7 Q7P
WNl N—p - 1 g r ) r

Hence, we see that the norm of (b|u,|)?~" in LP'(Q) is independent of
n as well and strictly positive. On the other hand, (bu,|)’~' — 0
pointwise in €2 and this readily implies that there is no subsequence of
{(blun )P~ }nen strongly converging in L (€2). O

2.4. An elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Assume f, — f a.e. Moreover, let g,, n € N, and g in
L1, 1 < g < +4oo, verify g, — g a.e., |fu] < gn a.e., Vn €N, and

/ggdx%/quz.
Q Q

fo— fin L9,

Then f,, f € L? and

It suffices to apply Fatou lemma to the sequence of nonnegative
functions

F,=21""(g2 + g%) — | fo — f1°.

3. A WEAK COMPACTNESS RESULT

The aim of this section is to establish a weak compactness criterion
in the space W, ?(Q) that has an interest by itself.

Lemma 3.1. Let B be a nonempty subset of Wy (Q). Assume that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(3.1) IVulan0n < C (14 i)
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for any o > 0 and v € B, where Q, := {x € Q: |u(z)| = o}. Then,
there exists a constant M > 0 such that

(3:2) [ullwrr@) < M

for any u € B.

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume B unbounded. Then we
construct a sequence {uy}r in B such that

lurll = V]l = oc

as k — oo. By B we get, for any £ € Nand ¢ > 0

(3.3) / VT junl? de < C (1 +/ |Uk|pX{|uk<e||uk||}d93)
Q Q

We set
U
Vp = — .
[l

Hence, there exists v € W,”(Q) such that (up to a subsequence) v, — v
weakly in W, P, vy — v strongly in LP and vy, (x) — v(z) for a.e. € Q.
Notice that
T
[ |
thus V1, jur = 0 on the set {z € Q: |vi(z)| > e}. Dividing (B3)) by

||ug||” we have

0 [19napar< o (lud v+ [ laPxed)
Q Q

Now, we let k& — 4o00. To this end, we note that T.v, — T.v weakly
in W,?(Q) and T.v, — Tev strongly in LP(Q). In the left hand side
of (B4), we use semicontinuity of the norm with respect to weak con-
vergence, while in the right hand side we observe that ||u|™' — 0.
Moreover, if

(3.5) {z e Q:fo(z)] =e}[ =0,

then we have X{ju,|<c} = X{Jv|<e} a-€. in £ and hence

- Tevk )

Uk X{lvk|<e} = U X{v|<e}

strongly in LP. Note that the set of values ¢ > 0 for which (B3] fails
is at most countable. Thus, we end up with the following estimate

(3.6) /|VT€v|pdx < C/ V[P X {jel<ey d
Q0 Q

Using Poincaré inequality in the left hand side, this yields
e Ha v Ze} <CeP{z:0<|v| <e}|.
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Passing to the limit as € | 0 (assuming (3.3])), we deduce
{2 :[v] >0} =0,

that is, v(z) = 0 a.e. Once we know that v, — 0 weakly in W," (),
the above argument (formally with ¢ = +00, i.e. without truncating vy)
actually shows that v, — 0 strongly in VVO1 (), compare with (3.0]),
and this is not possible, as ||vg|| = 1, for all k. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

4.1. The case of bounded coefficient. In this subsection we assume
b e L>(Q2). For a given function v € LP(£2), we define the vector field
on  x RV

(4.1) Ay(z,8) == A(z,v(x),§)

which satisfies similar conditions as A, namely

(4.2) (Ay(w,6),6) = alg]” — (b(x) |[v])" — p(2)?
(4.3) Ay (2, )] < BIEP + (b(@) [v])" + p(a) ™!
(44) <Av($,€) —Av($>77)>€_77> >0 forg#ﬁ

Hence, we can consider a quasilinear elliptic operator similar to (4]
(4.5) we WyP(Q) —  —divA,(z, Vu) € WH(Q)
defined by the rule

(4.6) (—div Ay(x, Vu),w) = /(A(x,v,Vu),Vw) dz

Q

for any w € W,?(Q). The operator at (B3] is invertible. Indeed,

Proposition 4.1. For every ® € W= (Q), there erists a unique
w e WyP(Q) such that

(4.7) —divA,(z,Vu) =P
Moreover, the mapping
(4.8) (v,®) € LP(Q) x W™IP(Q) — ueW,PQ)

18 continuous.
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Proof. Existence of a solution is classical, see e.g. [27], [T, pg. 27], or [26],
Théoreme 2.8, pg. 183]. Uniqueness trivially holds by monotonicity.

For the sake of completeness, we prove continuity of the map (LS.
Given v, — v in L?(Q) and ®,, — ® in W-17(Q), let u, € W,?(Q)
solve

(4.9) —div A(z, v,, Vu,) = &, .

The sequence {u,}, is clearly bounded, hence we may assume u, — u
weakly in W, (). Moreover, testing equation [@J) with u, — u, we
have

(4.10) lim [ A(zx,v,, Vu,)(Vu, — Vu)dr = lim (P, u, —u) =0.

n— o0 Q n— o0

On the other hand, we easily see that A(z,v,, Vu) — A(z,v,Vu)
strongly in LP' (Q,R") and thus (@I0) implies

(4.11) lim [ [A(z,v,, Vu,) — Az, v, V)| V(u, —u)de =0.

n—o0 QO

The integrands in (£I]]) are nonnegative by monotonicity. Hence, ar-
guing as in the proof of [27, Lemma 3.3], we also get Vu,(z) — Vu(z)
a.e. in €2, and

Az, vy, Vu,) = A(z,v, Vu)
weakly in L' (Q, RY). Combining this with (ZI0) yields

(4.12) lim A(x,vn,Vun)Vundx:/A(x,v,Vu)Vudx.

By coercivity condition (LT, we deduce
alVu, P < Az, v,, Vu,)Vu, + (blu,])? + ©F

Trivially [, (b|v,|)? dz converges to [, (b|v[)? dz. In view of @IZ), by
Lemma 2.1] we get u,, — u strongly in VVO1 P(€Q), and u solves the equa-
tion

—div A(z,v,Vu) = .

In view of Rellich Theorem, we have
Corollary 4.1. For fited ® € W19 (Q), the mapping
(4.13) F:oeWP(Q) — wueW,P(Q)
which takes v to the unique solution u of equation (A1) is compact.

Now we state an existence result to Problem (L) when b € L>(£2).
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Proposition 4.2. Let (L)), (L2) and ([@I3) be in charge with b €
L>=(Q). Then Problem (L8) has a solution u € WyP(€).

Proof. If F is the operator defined in Corollary 1] clearly a fixed
point of F is a solution to Problem (LL@). To apply Leray-Schauder
theorem, we need an a priori estimate on the solution u € Wy*(Q) of
the equation

u = tFul
that is

(4.14) —divA (SL’, u, % Vu) =,

as t € ]0,1] varies. By using T,u with o > 0 as a test function in (£.14])
we get

(4.15) /Q <A (z u, % Vu) ,VT(,u> da = (®, T,u)

Therefore, using the point-wise condition ([£2]) we get
(4.16)

0t [ (VTP do < 0] 9Tl [ [BoPlulxgucor +o(o)] da
Q Q
As 0 < t <1, by Young inequality (#I0]) yields

« ’
@1n) 5 [ TP de < |97+ b2 [ P quieo do + ol

The conclusion follows by Lemma [B.1] U

4.2. The approximating problems. For each n € N, we set
_ T,b(x)

(4.18) Un(z) = o) a.e. v €€,
and define the vector field

(4.19) At (2,u,6) € QxR xRY  — RY
letting

(4.20) Ap(z,u, &) = Az, 9,u, §)

The vector field A,, has similar properties as A, with b replaced by T,,b.
More precisely,

(4.21) (An(w,u,€),6) > ale]” = (Tub(2) [u])” — p(x)"
(4.22) A, 0, ) < BIEP + (Tubla) [ul)"™ + ()

(4.23) (Ap(z,u, &) — Ap(z,u,m),E—n) >0 for £ £
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Applying Proposition with A, in place of A, fixed ® € W17 (Q),
we find u,, € W, ”(Q) such that

(4.24) —div A, (z, up, Vu,) = 0.
Notice that we have, for o > 0
(4.25)

o [ 9Tl do < [0 19Tl + [ [0 i) + 7] da
Q Q
which implies

1 1
(4.26) ar|[VTGunl, < (1R [V Tounllp)? +[[(Thb) tnXfuni<oy I+ @l

Our next step consists in showing that the sequence {u,}, is bounded
in W, ”(Q). Let m be a positive integer to be chosen later. For n > m
we have

T, < T,b+ (b—T,0b)

and hence
(4.27)

[(T300) wn X {fun <o} lp < [(Tmb) Un X (juni<atllp + 10 = Tonb) tnX (funi<ot llp
Using Holder and Sobolev inequalities we get
[(0=T300) UnX{jun| <ot lp < 10=T3nbl[ v ,col| Toun
Then ([#206) and [E21) give
(4.28)
1 1
ar VT unll, < ([ [VTounllp)? + 1(Tmb) wnX{juni<otlp + @l
+ SN,pr — TmbHLN,oo(Q) ||VTJUn||Lp(Q)

p*,p < SNJD ||b_Tmb||N,oo||VTaun||p

By our assumption (LCO), the level m can be chosen large enough so
that

1
SNpllb = Trnbl v () < a

Then, by absorbing in ([A28]) the latter term of the right hand side in
the left hand side, we get
(4.29)

C [ 19Tl do < @IVl | [T (Lol oy 7] do
Q Q

for a positive constant C' which is independent of n. Now, it is clear
that ([{29), via Young inequality, allows us to apply Lemma B1] then
(4.30) [un|| < M

for a constant M independent of n.
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In the model case (LL])), it is easy to show that the operator F defined
in (I3) is compact, also for b € LY(Q) (see Remark E] below). In
the general case, in which b € LY>°(Q) we need more work.

4.3. Passing to the limit. Now, we are in a position to conclude the
proof of Theorem [[LIl Taking into account estimate (A30) we may
assume

(4.31)
U, = u  in WyP(Q) weakly
Uy —> U in L9(Q) strongly for any ¢ < p*, and also a.e. in ()

for some u € W,?(Q). We shall conclude our proof showing that u
solves Problem ([LL@]). In the rest of our argument, we let for simplicity
y(t) := arctant. Obviously, v € C*(R), |y(t)| < [t/ and 0 < ~/(t) < 1
for all ¢t € R. In particular, v is Lipschitz continuous in the whole of R
and therefore

Un,u € WeP(Q) = ~(u, —u) € WyP(Q).
Moreover, since v(0) = 0 we have
(4.32) Y(ty —u) —0 in W, (Q) weakly .
Testing equation ([A24]) with the function v(u, — u) we get

/QAn(x,un, Vu,)Vy(u, —u)de = (P, y(u, — u))

where Vv(u, — u) = v (up, — u)(Vu, — Vu). In view of ([E32) we
necessarily have

(4.33) lim [ A,(z,un, Vu,)Vy(u, —u)dz =0.

n— o0 Q

We claim that

(4.34) lim [ A, (z,un, Vu)Vy(u, —u)de =0.

n—oo O

In order to prove (£34]), since Vu,, — Vu — 0, it suffices to show that
(4.35)

’}/(Un - u) An(l’, Unp, VU) = An(flf, Un, Vu)

. . /
— is compact in L” .
1+ |u, — ul

Preliminarily, we observe that combining (A31]) with the property that
¥, — 1 as n — 0o, we have
An(z,uy,, Vu)

1+ | 2 — Az, u, Vu) a.e. in ).
Up — U
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We are going to use Lemma 2.l To this end, by (4.22)) we deduce that

Az, uy, Vu) v (blu, — ul)?
< C p V4 b p
] <o iwur o oty +

for a positive constant C' = C(p, ). Hence, we can pass to the limit if
1 < p <2 Forp> 2 we choose s satisfying

* *

P s ® ,
P p—2
so that ps’ < N, and we conclude also in this case, further estimating
with the aid of Young inequality
(bfun —ul)”
1+ |u, — ul?

Now, from ([£33)) and ([@37) we get

< bpS/ —I— |un o u|(p—2)8 .

(4.36) lim [ [An(x,un, Vu,) — Ap(x, uy, V)] Vy(u, —u)de =0.

n— oo Q
As the integrand is nonnegative, we have (up to a subsequence)
(A, (2, up, Vuy,) — Ap(x, uy, V)] Vy(u, —u) — 0

a.e. in . Moreover, since v/'(u,, —u) — 1 a.e. in Q, the above in turn
implies

(4.37) (A, (x, up, Vuy,) — An(z, up, Vu)] (Vu, — Vu) — 0
Arguing as in the proof of [27, Lemma 3.3|, we see that

(4.38) Vu, = Vu  ae. inQ

and

(4.39) A (z,upn, Vuy,) — Az, u, Vu) in L (Q, RY) weakly
and we conclude that u is a solution to the original problem (L.6l).

Remark 4.1. We discuss briefly the particular case in which the op-
erator has the form
Az, v, &) = Al(z,§) + A"(z,v),
with
A" (2, 0)] < (b(x) [o] P~ + (a7
and b € LY(Q) (see also [5]). We can easily show that the operator

F defined in ([I3) is compact, also for b € LY (). Indeed, equation
(A1) in this case becomes

(4.40) —div A'(z, Vu) = & + div A" (z,v) .
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Defined 9,, as in (4.I8]), each mapping
veWeP(Q) — Az, 0,v) € L (Q,RY)
is clearly compact. Moreover,
(4.41) | A" (z,v) — A" (2,9, v)| < 2[(bv])P "t 4+ " Y xE,
where
E,={xeQ:|b(z)| >n}.
Therefore, as n — 400 we have
A"z, 9, v) = A"(z,v)  strongly in LF (Q,RY),

the convergence being uniform when v varies in a bounded subset of
WyP(Q), and compactness is preserved for the limit mapping.

An a priori bound for solutions of equation

u=1tF]u]
can be easily obtained as above, splitting b € LY (Q) as
b="T,b+ (b—"T,b)

for a sufficiently large m. Therefore, in this particular case the existence
result of Theorem [L1] follows simply applying Leray—Schauder fixed
point theorem.

5. THE OBSTACLE PROBLEM

This section is devoted to the obstacle problem naturally related with
problem (LG) (see [25] for a comprehensive treatment of the topic).
We again assume that (LII), (L2) and (I3]) are in charge and we let
® € W=tP(Q). Given a measurable function 1: Q — R, where R :=

[—00, 00], we consider the convex subset of K, () of Wy P(Q) given by
(5.1) Ky(Q) :={w e WyP(Q): w > ae. in Q}.

We will assume that K, (€2) is nonempty. An element u € KCy(Q2) is a
solution to the obstacle problem associated with (@) if the following
variational inequality holds

(5.2) /Q(A(x, u, Vu), V(w —u)) dz = (P, w —u) , Vw € Ky(9) .

As () # 0, we may assume without loss of generality that
(5.3) 1 <0 ae. in Q.

In fact, if g € Ky(€2), then one can consider the operator defined by
the vector field

Az, u, ) = Alr, u+g(), & + V()
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satisfying conditions similar to (L)), (I2) and (L3). Now it is clear
that, if function @ € KCy_,(€2) satisfies the following variational inequal-

1ty
(5.4) /Q(A(x, @, V), V(w—a))de = (d,w — @)  Yw € Ky_y(R)

correspondingly u = %+g¢ is a solution to (5.2)). Notice that the obstacle
function for problem (5.4]) is nonpositive, as we are assuming for the
original problem.

Theorem 5.1. Let & € W (Q) and ¢ : Q — [—00,0] be a mea-

surable function. Under the assumption ([L1)), (L2) and (L3), if (L9)
holds, then the ostacle problem (B.2)) admits a solution.

Proof. We follow closely the arguments of Section @l For each n € N,
we consider the function ¥, as in (£I8) and define the vector fields
A, = Au(z,u,€) as in ([L20). We consider a sequence of obstacle
problems provided by

(5.5)
/(An(:c,un, Vu,), V(w —uy))de = (P, w — uy,) , Vw € Ky(82).
Q
The existence of a solution u,, € K,(£2) to (B.3]) is proven applying [26,
Théoreme 8.2, pg. 247] to the operator
—div A, (z,v, Vu),

for a fixed v € W,"?(Q), and then using Leray Schauder Theorem,
arguing as in Subsection .l Due to (5.3)), for every & > 0 the function

w = uy, — Trpu, € Ky(Q)
is a test function for (G.0). Arguing as in Section 2] we obtain
lunl| < M

with M independent of n (as in (£30)). Therefore (A31) holds for
some u € Wy P(Q). It is clear from (31)) itself that

(5.6) u e Ky()

As for Theorem [[LT], we shall prove that « is a solution to the original
problem (5.2). We proceed as follows. We use

(5.7) w = Uy, — y(u, — )

in (B.3), where v(s) = Aarctan(s/A), for A > 0, and v € Ku(Q) is
arbitrary. Note that this is a legitimate test function, that is w €
ICy(€2). Indeed, on the set where u, > v we have vy(u,, —v) < u, — v
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and so w > v; on the other hand, on the set where u,, < v we have
¥(u, —v) <0 and so w = u,. Therefore, from (5.5]) we get

(5.8) /QAn(x,un, Vu,)Vy(u, —v)de < (P, v(u, —v)) .

Following the lines of the proof of Theorem [ILT] (where A = 1), we get
in turn (436), ([A38) and finally ([A39). To pass to the limit for fixed
general A > 0 in (0.8), we rewrite it as follows:

(5.9)
/Q[An(:z, Up,y, V) — Ap(x, Uy, V)| Vy(u, —v)de
< (@, — ) — /Q Az, tn, V)V (1t — v) dt

In the left hand side we use Fatou lemma, as by monotonicity condition
(L3) the integrand is nonnegative. In the right hand side, we note
that A, (z,u,, Vv) ' (u, —v) converges to A(x,u, Vv)7/'(u —v) in L¥,
compare with ([A35]) where we did not use that u,, — u. Hence, we
deduce from (£9)

/Q[A(:c, u, Vu) — A(z,u, V)| Vy(u — v) dz

< (@ (1 —v)) — /QA(;E, 0, Vo)V (i — v) da

that is
(5.10) /QA(.Z’, u, Vu) Vy(u —v) de < (P, y(u —v)) .

Now we let A — oo in (B.I0), noting that (v —v) — u — v strongly in
Wy (Q). Therefore, we get

/QA(:B,u, Vu)V(u—v)de < (P,u—v) ,

for all v € K,(€2), which means exactly that u is a solution to our
obstacle problem. O

Remark 5.1. Clearly, Theorem [5.T]is more general than Theorem [[.]]
since we are allowed to choose ¢V = —oo. Indeed, in this case, the
obstacle problem (B.2]) reduces to (L.G).
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6. REGULARITY OF THE SOLUTION

In this Section, following [I7] we study regularity of the problem
L.4).

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < p <r < N and ® € W 51(Q). Assume that
(1), (C2) and [T3) hold with ¢ € L™(Y). Under these hypotheses,
there exists § = d(a, N, p,r) > 0 such that if

(6.1) dist . (b, L2(Q)) < 4,
then any solution u € Wy P(Q) of (LH) satisfies
(6.2) ul" 7" € Wyt (Q)

In particular u € L™ (2).

Proof. Let u € W,?(Q) be a solution of (LH). We may write ® €
Wh1(Q) as
¢ = div(|F[P?F)
for a suitable F' € L"(Q, RY).
For fixed k& > 0, we use v := u — Tju as a test function in (L7) to
get

63) a \Vu|pd:c</ \F|p‘1\Vu|d:c+/ (Flul? + o) da

where € denotes the superlevel set {|u] > k}. For 0 < ¢ < a, by
Young inequality we get

(6.4) (a—e)/ |VulPdz < / (C|FP+ b lulP + ¢P) dx
Qp Qp

with C' = C(p,e) > 0. We let

*

,
6.5 A=——1

(65) -

and multiply both sides of (6.4) by k**~! and integrate w.r.t. k over
the interval [0, K], for K > 0 fixed. By Fubini theorem we have

(6.6) (a—a)/ \vu|p\TKu|mdx</(C\FVW\U\I’W?) TeulP™ da
Q Q

which implies
(6.7)
1
(= &)?[|[Vu |TxuMl, < CIIF [ TulMlp + 10w | TrulMp + o [T,
For M > 0 we write
(6.8) 1bw| T, < (b= Tarb) w|TuMl, + Mllu | TrcuM,
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By Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding Theorem 2.1
10 — Tarb) w | TcuMl, < |b = Tarbl oo [l [Tl

p*,p
(6.9)
< |[b = Tasbll oo Snp IV (w | Trcu V)]
Moreover,
(6.10) |V (u |TKu|’\)| < (14 X)) |Vl |TKu|)‘
Therefore
(6.11)

10 = Tarb) w | TiculM| oy < Mo = Tarbllvoo S (1 + A) [V [ Tieu ]

Under the assumption

(6.12) 16— Tarblnoo Sy (1 + A) < a®
choosing € small enough we get from ([6.7])

(6.13) IVu | TgulMl, < C G [TrulM,
with C' = C(p,r, M, «) > 0, where we set

(6.14) GP = [F|P 4 |u|P + ¢ .

We first show the claim under the additional assumption u € L"(€2),
so that G € L"(Q). By Holder inequality we have

(6.15) IG | TrculMp < NGl 1 Trcully
From (G.H) we get
(6.16) AL =g

r—p

Hence, by Sobolev embedding theorem we have

r*
E3
P

P AR
< CIVITrul 7

| Txully re = || Txully = [[|Tru
(6.17) A N
< C||Vu [ Trul |5

Then, combining (€13), (6.I5) and ([G.I7), we get

(6.18) IVu | Txul g™ < ClIG],
Passing to the limit as K’ — +o00 and recalling (G.I14]), we have

(6.19) IVululMlg™ < CUIF+ el + llul,)
that is
(6.20) IV [ul> ||, < C (IF]lr + ol + lull,)

Hence, ([6.2) holds as long as u € L"(€2). At this point we observe
that if r < p*, using the Sobolev embedding theorem, u € LF (Q)
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and the proof is concluded. In the complementary case r > p*, we
use a bootstrap approach. Precisely, we repeat the previous argument
replacing 7 with p* to get u € LP" (). Using this information, if
r < p**, there is nothing left to prove. Otherwise we repeat previous
argument again. In a finite number of similar steps we can conclude
our proof. O

Remark 6.1. In view of (6.12)), we may take

1
ar p*

o

SN,p r*

in ([6I)). Since r +— r* is increasing, a similar condition to (G.12) will
hold in all intermediate steps, in case we need the bootstrap argument.
Note that ¢ reduces to the distance in (L3)), for r = p.
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