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ROBIN DOUBLE-PHASE PROBLEMS WITH
SINGULAR AND SUPERLINEAR TERMS

N.S. PAPAGEORGIOU, V.D. RADULESCU, AND D.D. REPOVS

ABSTRACT. We consider a nonlinear Robin problem driven by the sum of p-Laplacian and ¢-
Laplacian (i.e. the (p, g)-equation). In the reaction there are competing effects of a singular term
and a parametric perturbation Af(z,x), which is Carathéodory and (p — 1)-superlinear at z € R,
without satisfying the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition. Using variational tools, together with
truncation and comparison techniques, we prove a bifurcation-type result describing the changes
in the set of positive solutions as the parameter A > 0 varies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q € R be a bounded domain with a C?-boundary 9. In this paper, we study the following
nonlinear Robin problem
—Apu(z) = Aqu(z) + §(2)u(2)P " = u(z) 77 + Af(z,u(2)) in Q,
Onpq

For every r € (1,00), we denote by A, the r-Laplace differential operator defined by
Ayu = div (|Du|""2Du) for all u € WHT(Q).

The differential operator of [Py)) is the sum of p-Laplacian and g-Laplacian. Such an operator
is not homogeneous and it appears in the mathematical models of various physical processes. We
mention the works of Cherfils & Ilyasov [2] (reaction-diffusion systems) and Zhikov [22] (elasticity
theory). The potential function & € L™ () satisfies £(z) > 0 for almost all z € Q. In the reaction (the
right-hand side of (Py))), we have the combined effects of two nonlinearities of different nature. One
nonlinearity is the singular term «~” and the other nonlinearity is the parametric term A\f(z, ),
where f(z,2) is a Carathéodory function (that is, for all x € R, the mapping z — f(z,z) is
measurable and for almost all z € €2, the mapping x — f(z, ) is continuous), which exhibits (p—1)-
superlinear growth near +oo but without satisfying the usual in such cases Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz

+B() Pt =00n0Q, u>0, A>0,0<y<1, 1<q<p.

0
condition (the AR-condition for short). In the boundary condition, a_u denotes the conormal
Tipq

derivative corresponding to the (p, ¢)-Laplace differential operator. Then according to the nonlinear
Green’s identity (see Gasinski & Papageorgiou [3, p. 210]), we have

ou
ONpg

with n(-) being the outward unit normal on dQ. The boundary coefficient 8 € C%*(99) (with
0 < a < 1) satisfies 8(z) > 0 for all z € 99.

In the past, nonlinear singular problems were studied only in the context of Dirichlet equations
driven by the p-Laplacian (a homogeneous differential operator). We mention the works of Gia-
comoni, Schindler & Taka¢ [0], Papageorgiou, Radulescu & Repovs [11l [12], Papageorgiou & Smyrlis
[17], Papageorgiou & Winkert [I8], and Perera & Zhang [20]. Nonlinear elliptic problems with un-
balanced growth have been studied recently by Papageorgiou, Ridulescu and Repovs [13] [14] [16].
Double-phase transonic flow problems with variable growth have been considered by Bahrouni,

= (|DulP~2Du + |Du|?"%Du, n) for all u € C*(Q),
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Radulescu and Repovs [I]. A comprehensive study of semilinear singular problems can be found in
the book of Ghergu & Radulescu [5].

Using variational methods based on the critical point theory together with suitable truncation and
comparison techniques, we prove a bifurcation type result, describing in a precise way the dependence
of the set of positive solutions of (Py]) on the parameter. So, we produce a critical parameter value
A* > 0 such that for all A € (0, \*), problem (Py) has at least two positive solutions, for A = \*
problem (Py) has at least one positive solution and for A > A\* there are no positive solutions for

problem (Py).

2. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND AND HYPOTHESES

Let X be a Banach space. By X* we denote the topological dual of X. Given ¢ € C*(X,R), we
say that ¢(-) satisfies the “C-condition”, if the following property holds

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

This is a compactness type condition on the functional ¢, which leads to the minimax theory of
the critical values of ¢(+).

The two main spaces in the analysis of problem (Py]) are the Sobolev space W'P(Q) and the
Banach space C'(Q). By || - || we denote the norm on the Sobolev space W'?(£2). We have

lull = [Ilul 2+ |Dul|2]? for all u € WH(Q).
The Banach space C*(Q) is ordered with positive (order) cone given by
Cy={uecC'Q):u(z)>0forall z € Q}.
This cone has a nonempty interior
Dy ={ueCy :u(z) >0 forall z € Q}.

We will also consider another order cone (closed convex cone) in C'(2), namely the cone
Cy = {u € C*(Q) :u(z) >0 for all z € Q, %bgﬂuam) < O} .
This cone has a nonempty interior
int ¢y = {u € CHQ) s u(z) >0 for all z € Q, %k}gmu—l(o) < O} .

To take care of the Robin boundary condition, we will also use the “boundary” Lebesgue spaces
LY09) (1 < ¢ < 00). More precisely, on 02 we consider the (N —1)-dimensional Hausdorff (surface)
measure o(-). Using this measure on 9 we can define in the usual way the Lebesgue spaces L?(99)
(1 < ¢ < 00). We know that there exists a continuous, linear map o : W'*(Q) — L?(99), known
as the “trace map” such that

Yo(u) = ulaq for all u € WHP(Q) N C(Q).

So, the trace map extends the notion of boundary values to all Sobolev functions. We have
1 1 1
im~yy = W P(09) (=4 = =1) and keryg = WyP(Q).
p p

(N -1p
N-—p
all ¢ > 1 if p > N. In the sequel, for the sake of notational simplicity, we drop the use of the trace
map vo(-). All restrictions of Sobolev functions on 92 are understood in the sense of traces.

For every r € (1,+00), let A, : WH(Q) — W (Q)* be defined by

The trace map 7 is compact into LI(92) for all g € {1, > if N > p and into L1(9Q) for

(A, (u),h) = / | Du|"~2(Du, Dh)g~dz for all u,h € WH(Q).
Q
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The following proposition summarizes the main properties of this map (see Gasinski & Papageor-
giou [3]).
Proposition 2.1. The map A,(-) is bounded (that is, maps bounded sets to bounded sets) continuous,

monotone (hence mazimal monotone, too) and of type (S)., that is, if up — u in WH"(Q) and
limsup (A, (un), un — u), then u, — u in WH" ().

n—00

Evidently, the (S)-property is useful in verifying the C-condition.
Now we introduce the conditions on the potential function £(-) and on the boundary coefficient

B().
(;I(f): €€ L*(Q) and £(z) > 0 for almost all z € Q.
H(B): B € C»(0N) with 0 < a < 1 and 8(z) = 0 for all z € Q.
Hy: £Z£0or B#0.
Remark 2.1. When 8 =0 we have the usual Neumann problem.
The next two propositions can be found in Papageorgiou & Radulescu [10].

Proposition 2.2. If £ € L*(Q), &(z) = 0 for almost all z € Q and & # 0, then col|ul|P <
|| Dul [P —|—/ £(2)|ulPdz for some co > 0 and all u € WP(Q).
Q

Proposition 2.3. If 8 € L*(0R), B(z) = 0 for o-almost all z € 0N and B # 0, then c1||ul|? <
|| Dul[P —|—/ B(2)|ulPdo for some c1 >0 and all u € WP ().
a0

In what follows, let v, : W!P(Q) — R be defined by
Yp(u) = |[Dulh —|—/ &(2)|ulPdz +/ B(2)|ulPdo for all u € WHP(Q).
Q G19)

If hypotheses H (), H(8), Hp hold, then from Propositions and we can infer that
(1) cal|ul|P < v, (u) for some c2 > 0 and all u € WHP(Q).

As we have already mentioned in the introduction, our approach involves also truncation and
comparison techniques. So, the next strong comparison principle, a slight variant of Proposition 4
of Papageorgiou & Smyrlis [17], will be useful.

Proposition 2.4. If £ € L™(Q) with £(z) > 0 for almost all z € Q, hy, hy € L=(Q),
0 < 3 < ha(z) — ha(z) for almost all z € 9,
and the functions uy,uz € CH(Q)\{0},u1 < ug,uy ' uy ' € L(Q) satisfy
—Apur — Aguy + E(2)ub " —ulT = hy for almost all z € 9,
—Apus — Agus + E(2)ub ™" —uy” = ho for almost all z € 9,
then ug — uq € int C’+.
Consider a Carathéodory function fy: 2 x R — R satisfying
|fo(z, )] < ag(2)[1 4+ |z|" "] for almost all z € Q and all 2 € R,

with ag € L>®(Q) and 1 < r < p* = N-—-p ifp<N
400 ifN<p

(the critical Sobolev exponent corre-

sponding to p).

x

We set Fy(z,x) = / fo(z,8)ds and consider the C'-functional g : WP () — R defined by
0

1 1
wo(u) = =vp(u) + =[|Dul[] - / Fo(z,u)dz for all u € WHP(Q) (recall that g < p).
p q Q

The next proposition can be found in Papageorgiou & Réadulescu [9] and essentially is an out-
growth of the nonlinear regularity theory of Lieberman [7].
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Proposition 2.5. If ug € W'P(Q) is a local C*(Q)-minimizer of ¢o, that is, there exists pg > 0
such that

o(uo) < o(ug + h) for all [[B|cr gy < po,

then ug € CH*(Q) for some a € (0,1) and ug is also a local WP (Q)-minimizer of @o, that is, there
exists p1 > 0 such that
@o(uo) < wo(u+ h) for all [|h]| < p1.

The next fact about ordered Banach spaces is useful in producing upper bounds for functions and
can be found in Gasinski & Papageorgiou [4, Problem 4.180, p. 680].

Proposition 2.6. If X is an ordered Banach space with positive (order) cone K,
int K #0 and e € int K
then for every u € X we can find Ay, > 0 such that Aye —u € K.

Under hypotheses H (&), H(B), Hy, the differential operator u — —A,u + £(2)ulP~u with the
Robin boundary condition, has a principal eigenvalue A1 (p) > 0 which is isolated, simple and admits
the following variational characterization:

(2) le(p):inf{%(u) 'uer’p(Q),u;ﬁO}.

[ullp

The infimum is realized on the corresponding one-dimensional eigenspace, the elements of which
have fixed sign. By 11 (p) we denote the positive, LP-normalized (that is, ||%1(p)||, = 1) eigenfunction
corresponding to M (p) > 0. The nonlinear Hopf theorem (see, for example, Gasinski & Papageorgiou
[3L p. 738]) implies that @1 (p) € Dy.

Let us fix some basic notation which we will use throughout this work. So, if z € R, we set
2% = max{+z,0} and the for u € WP(Q) we define uF(z) = u(z)* for all z € Q. We know that

uFeWP(Q), u=ut —u”, jul =ut +u.
If p € CH(WHP(Q),R), then by K, we denote the critical set of ¢, that is,
K,={ueW"P(Q): ¢ (u) =0}.

Also, if u,y € W'P(Q), with u < y, then we define

[u,y] = {h € WHP(Q) : u(z) < h(z) < y(2) for almost all z € Q},

[u) = {h € W"P(Q) : u(z) < h(z) for almost all z € Q},

intey g)[u, y| = the interior in the C*(Q)-norm of [u,y] N CH(Q).
Now we introduce our hypotheses on the perturbation f(z,x).

H(f): f: QxR — R isa Carathéodory function such that f(z,0) = 0 for almost all z €  and

(i) f(z,2) < alz)(1+ 2" for almost all z € Q and all z > 0 with a € L®(Q),p < r < p*;
¢ F

(ii) if F'(z,z) :/ f(z,s)ds, then lim M

0

= 400 uniformly for almost all z € Q;
r—+o00 xP

N
(iii) there exists 7 € ((r — p) max {—, 1} ,p*) such that
p

0 < B < liminf [z, 2) — pF(2,2)

T— 400 xT

uniformly for almost all z € Q;

(iv) for every ¢ > 0, there exists my > 0 such that
my < f(z,z) for almost all z € Q and all z > ¥;
(v) for every p > 0 and A > 0, there exists éf’)\ > 0 such that for almost all z € €, the function
x— fz,z) + é;\xp_l is nondecreasing on [0, p].

Remark 2.2. Since we are looking for positive solutions and the above hypotheses concern the
positive semiaxis, without any loss of generality we may assume that

(3) f(z,2) =0 for almost all z € Q and all z < 0.
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From hypotheses H(f), (i), (¢it) it follows that
lim fz2)

1] o1 = too uniformly for almost all z € Q.
T—+00 T

Hence, for almost all z € Q the perturbation f(z,-) is (p — 1)-superlinear near +oo. However,
this superlinearity of f(z,-) is not expressed using the well-known AR-condition. We recall that the
AR-condition (unilateral version due to (B])) says that there exist ¢ > p and M > 0 such that

(3a) 0 < gF(z,z) < f(z,z)x for almost all z € Q and all x > M,
(3b) 0< essQian(-,M).
Integrating (Ba)) and using (BH), we obtain the weaker condition

cqx? < F(z,x) for almost all z € Q all z > M, and some ¢4 > 0,
= 4297t < f(z,2) for almost all z € Q and all 2 > M.

So, the AR-condition dictates an at least (¢ — 1)-polynomial growth for f(z,-). Here we re-
place the AR-condition with hypothesis H(f)(i¢i) which is less restrictive and permits superlinear
nonlinearities with “slower” growth near +o0o. For example the function

f(z) = 2P~ In(1 4+ z) for all 2 > 0.

(for the sake of simplicity we have dropped the z-dependence) satisfies hypotheses H(f), but fails
to satisfy the AR-condition.
We introduce the following sets:

L ={X\>0: problem (P has a positive solution},
Sy = the set of positive solutions of (Py)).

Also we set
A" =sup L.

3. SOME AUXILIARY ROBIN PROBLEMS
Let n > 0. First we examine the following auxiliary Robin problem
—Apu(z) — Aqu(z) + €(2)u(z)P =1 in Q,

(5) Ou + B(z)uP~t =0 on 99, u > 0.
ONpg

Proposition 3.1. If hypotheses H(&), H(B), Hy hold, then for every n > 0 problem () has a unique
solution u, € D, the mapping n — U, is strictly increasing (that is, 1 < n' = @, — U, € int C'+)
and

iy — 0 in C1(Q) asn— 0F.

Proof. Consider the map V : W'P(Q) — WHP(Q)* defined by

©) VR = (A h)+ (Agfu). )+ [ €@l 2undz+ [ BNl 2undo
for all u,h € WHP(Q).

Evidently, V(-) is continuous, strictly monotone (hence maximal monotone, too) and coercive
(see (@)). Therefore V(-) is surjective (see Gasinski & Papageorgiou [3] Corollary 3.2.31, p. 319]).
So, we can find @, € WP(), 1, # 0 such that

V(an) =1

The strict monotonicity of V(-) implies that a, is unique. We have

(7) (V (i), h) = 77/9 hdz for all h € WP(Q).
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In (@ we choose h = —ii, € W'P(Q). Then

n
collt, |[P < 0 (see (@),
= iy >0, iy # 0,
From () we have
—Apiiy(2) — Agiiy(2) + £(2)i, ()P~ = 1 for almost all z € €,

(8) aﬁn ~p—1 _
g + B(z)u} " = 0 on 0Q.

From (8) and Proposition 7 of Papageorgiou & Réadulescu [9] we deduce that
Uy, € L(Q).

Then the nonlinear regularity theory of Lieberman [7] implies that
@, € C4\{0}.

From (8) we have

Apiiy(2) + Agiiy (2) < |[€]]ootiy(2)P ! for almost all z € €,
= Uy € Dy (see Pucci & Serrin [21], pp. 111, 120]).

Suppose that 0 < n; < 72 and let a,,,4,, € Dy be the corresponding solutions of problem (&).
We have
—Apiiy, — Agiiy, + &) =1 <12 = = Ay, — Aglly, + E(2)ly,
for almost all z € ,
= Uy, — Uy, €int C’+ (see Proposition 2.4]),
= 1)+ Uy is strictly increasing from (0, +oc0) into c! Q).

Finally, let 7, — 0" and let @, = 1, € Dy be the corresponding solutions of (5). As before, via
Proposition 7 of Papageorgiou & Réadulescu [9], we can find ¢5 > 0 such that

[|tn]]oo < ¢5 for all n € N.
Then from Lieberman [7] we infer that there exist o € (0,1) and ¢g > 0 such that
i, € CH*(Q), ||| 1.0 @) < co for alln € N.

Exploiting the compact embedding of C**(Q) into C*(Q), the monotonicity of the sequence
{lin}rn>1 C Dy and that for n = 0,u = 0 is the only solution of (&) we obtain

ip — 0 in C1 ().
The proof is now complete. ([
Using Proposition Bl we see that we can find 79 > 0 such that
(9) n < dy(z) Y forall z€Q, 0<n<n.
We consider the following purely singular problem
—Apu(z) — Agu(z) + E(2)u(2)P ! = u(2) ™7 in Q,

(10) O By = 0on 99, >0, 0< < L.
Onpg

In the first place, by a solution of (I0) we understand a weak solution, that is, a function u €
WHP(Q) such that

uh € LH(Q) and (Ap(u), h) + (Aq(u), h) + / )P hdz + | B(2)ur hdo
Q o0
= / u Thdz for all h € Wl’p(Q),
Q

In fact, using the nonlinear regularity theory, we will be able to establish more regularity for the
solution of (I0l), which in fact, is a strong solution (that is, the equation can be interpreted pointwise
almost everywhere on ).
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Proposition 3.2. If hypotheses H (&), H(3), Hy hold, then problem ([IQ) admits a unique solution
RS D.;,_.

Proof. Let n € (0,10] (see (@) and recall that 4, € D;. So m, = mina, > 0 and
Q

a <my 7 (see @),
(11) = 4,7 e L*Q).

We consider the following truncation of the reaction in problem (IQ):

_ [ ug(2)77 i e <y (z)
(12) k(z,z) = { x if 4,(2) < .
This is a Carathéodory function. We set K(z,x) = / k(z,s)ds and consider the C'-functional
0
U WHP(Q) — R defined by

U(u) = l7,,(11) + 1||Du||g — / K(z,u)dz for all u € WhP(Q).
p q Q

From (I2) and ([II), we see that U(-) is coercive. Also the Sobolev embedding theorem and the
compactness of the trace map, imply that U(-) is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So, we
can find v € WP(Q) such that

U(v) = inf{W(u) : u € W(Q)},
= U'(v) =0,
= (4p(v),h) + (Aq(v), ) +/Q§(Z)|v|p* vhd2+/mﬂ(z)|v|p vhdo =
(13) / k(z,v)hdz for all h € WhP(Q).
Q
In (I3) we choose (i, —v)T € W"?(Q). Then

(Ap(v), (g = v)T) + (Aq(v), (i1 — v)7) + ; E() " v(ty —v) " dz +

B(2)|v|P~2v(i, —v)Tdo = / a, 7 (ty — v)tdz (see (I2))

o0 Q

= / (T, — v)tdz (see @) and recall that 0 < 1 < 19)
Q
= (Ap(ty), (@, —v)") + (Ag(ty), (G, —v)T) + Qg(z)agfl(ﬁn — o) tdz +

(z)ﬁf’fl(ﬂn —v)Tdo (see Proposition [B.1]),
l9)
(14) = Up <.

Then from ([2)), (I3), (I4) we obtain
—A(2) — Agu(2) + E(2)v(2)PF = v(2) 77 for almost all z € Q,

(15) Ov + B(z)vP~t = 0 on 9N
ONpg

(see Papageorgiou & Réadulescu [8]).

From (I4) we have v~ 7 < @,” € L>(Q) (see (II))). So, from (I5) and [9] we have v € L>(Q).
Then the nonlinear regularity theory of Lieberman [7] implies that v € C.. Hence it follows from

(@) that

’UED+.



8 N.S. PAPAGEORGIOU, V.D. RADULESCU, AND D.D. REPOVS

Next, we show that this positive solution is unique. To this end, let & € W'?(Q) be another
positive solution of ([I0)). Again we have v € D;. Then

(Ap(0), (0 = v)) + (Ag(v), (0 =) ") + A ()00 —v)Tdz +

B(2)oP (b — v)Tdo
a0
= <.

Interchanging the roles of v and ¢ in the above argument, we obtain

v < 0,
= v=21.
This proves the uniqueness of the positive solution of the purely singular problem (I0I). (I

Next, we consider the following nonlinear Robin problem
—Apu(z) — Agu(z) + E(2)u(z)P~t =v(2) "7+ 1in Q,

(16) Ou + ﬂ(z)upfl =0on 9Q, u > 0.
Onpq

Proposition 3.3. If hypotheses H (&), H(3), Hy hold, then problem ([I0) admits a unique solution
uwe Dy andv < w.

Proof. We know that v~ € L*(Q) (see (II) and (I4))). Then the existence and uniqueness of the
solution @ € WHP(Q)\{0},@ > 0 of (D) follow from the surjectivity and strict monotonicity of
the map V'(-) (see the proof of Proposition BI)). The nonlinear regularity theory and the nonlinear
Hopf’s theorem imply that w € D,.

Moreover, we have

(A @), (v =) ") + {4y @), (v — W) ") + A §(z)a (v —m)Tde +

(2)a* (v —a)tdo
o0

_ /Q[w +1](v — ) *dz (see (TH))
v (v —1)tdz
> [e-wtd
= (Ap(v), (v =0)") + (4g(v, (v =) ")) + /Q E()P v —0)Tdz +
(2)vP" (v —B)Tdo
o
= v<u.

The proof is now complete. ([
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4. POSITIVE SOLUTIONS
In this section we prove the bifurcation-type theorem described in the Introduction.
Proposition 4.1. If hypotheses H(&), H(B), Ho, H(f) hold, then L # () and Sy C Dy.

Proof. Let v € D, be the unique positive solution of the auxiliary problem (I0) (see Proposition [3.2])
and @ € D4 the unique solution of (I6) (see Proposition[B.3]). We know that v < @ (see Proposition
B3). Since w € Dy, hypothesis H(f)(i) implies that

0 < f(#,u(2)) < ¢7 for some ¢7 > 0 and almost all z € Q.
So, we can find A\g > 0 small such that
(17) 0 < Af(z,u(z)) <1 for almost all z € 2 and all 0 < A < Ao.
We consider the following truncation of the reaction in problem (Py)
v(2)TT+ A f(z,0(2) iz <wv(z)
(18) Iz, ) =< 277+ Af(z,x) if v(z) <
u(z)™Y + A f(z,u(z) ifu(z) <
This is a Carathéodory function. We set 0)(z,z) = / P(z, s)ds and consider the functional
0
s WHP(Q) — R (X € (0, \o]) defined by

pa(u) = 1Wp(u) + l||Du||g — / O0x (2, u)dz for all u € WHP(Q).
p q Q

Since 0 <@ Y < v~ 7 € L™¥(Q), we see that uy € CH(WHP(Q)). Also, it is clear from (I8) and
@D, that px(-) is coercive. In addition, it is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So, we can
find uy € WHP(Q) such that

pa(un) = inf {pa(u) s u € WHP(Q)},
= piy(ur) = 0,
= (Ap(ur), h) + (Ag(ur), 1) +/ €(2)urlP~?uxhdz +/ B(2)[ualP"*uxhdo
Q o9
(19) = / (2, ux)hdz for all h € WhHP(Q).
Q
In (I9) first we choose h = (uy —a)" € W'?(Q). Then
(Ap(ur), (ux =) ") + (Ag(un), (ux =) ") + / E()u}" (ux — )z +
Q
ﬂ(z)uifl(u)\ —u)do
o9
N /Q[U_7 +Af(z, W) (ux — 1) Tdz (see (IF)))
< [+ 1) = )"z (see @)
< /Q[U_V + 1](ux — ) Tdz (since v < W)

= (Ap(@), (ur — 1)) + (Ag (@), (ur — 1)) + /Q E(=)T " (ur — ) d

+ B(2)a@P " (ux — ) Tdo (see Proposition B3),
T9)
= u) < U.
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Next, in ([[3) we choose h = (v — uy)" € WP(Q). Then
(Ap(un), (v —un)*) + (Ag(un), (v —un)®) + [ E(@)|ualP"ur(v — ux) dz +
Q

B(2)ux|P~?ur(v — ux)Tdo
o0

_ /Q[w (2 0))(v — un) T da(see (@8))
> /QU_V(U —uy)Tdz(since f > 0)
= (Ap(v), (v —un)) + (Ag(v), (v —ur)T) + /A ()P v —ua)dz

+ B(2)vP (v — uy)Tdo (see Proposition B.2),
o<
So, we have proved that
(20) ux € [v, 7).
From (I8), (I9), @0) it follows that

—Apux(2) = Aqua(z) + E(2)ur(2)P 7 = un(2) 77 + Af(2,un(2))
for almost all z € (2,

(21)
Ouy i ﬂ(z)uf{fl =0 on 09, (see [g]).

Onpg

From (2I)) and Proposition B.I] of Papageorgiou & Radulescu [9], we have that uy € L*(). So,
the nonlinear regularity theory of Lieberman [7] implies that uy € D (see (20)). Therefore we have
proved that

(0,/\0] < ﬁ?é @ and S)\ - D+.

The proof is now complete. O

Next, we establish a lower bound for the elements of S).
Proposition 4.2. If hypotheses H(§), H(3), Ho, H(f) hold, A € L and u € Sy, then v < u.

Proof. From Proposition 1] we know that w € D;. Then Proposition B implies that for n > 0
small we have 1, < u. So, we can define the following Carathéodory function

Un(2)™7 iz < Gy (2)
(22) e(z,x) =< z77 if 4y (2) < © < u(z)
u(z)™?  ifu(z) <.

We set E(z,x) = / e(z, s)ds and consider the functional d : W'?(Q) — R defined by
0

1 1
d(u) = ];vp(u) + 5||Du||g — / E(z,u)dzfor all u € W(Q).
Q

As before, we have d € C1(W'?(Q)). Also, d(-) is coercive (see ([22)) and weakly lower semicon-
tinuous. Hence we can find & € W'P(Q) such that

d(@) = inf{d(u) : u € W'P(Q)},
= d'(0)=0,

(23) = <Ap(ﬁ),l”t>+<Aq(@)7h>+/Q6(2)Iﬁ|p‘%mzfz+/8Q B(2)|6|P~20hdo =

/ e(z,0)hdz for all h € Wy ,(Q).
Q
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In (23) first we choose h = (0 — u)T € WP(Q). Exploiting the fact that u € Sy and recalling
that f > 0, we obtain % < u. Next in (23] we test with h = (@, —v)" € W'P(Q). Using 22), @)
and Proposition B.1] we obtain @, < 0. Therefore

(24) 0 € [Uy,u].

From (22), 23), 4) and Proposition B.2] we conclude that

:’U7
= < u for all u € S,.

The proof is now complete. O

Now we can deduce a structural property of L.

Proposition 4.3. If hypotheses H(E), H(), Hy, H(f) hold, A € L, 0 < p < X and uy € Sx C Dy,
then i € L and we can find u, € S, C Dy such that uy —u, € intCy.

Proof. From Proposition we know that v < uy. Then we can define the following Carathéodory
function

v(z)7" 4 pf(z,v(2)) if x < wv(2)
(25) ku(z,x) =< a7 4+ pf(z,x) if v(z) <z < ur(2)
ux(2)7 + pf(z,ua(z)) ifur(z) <.

We set K,(z,2) = / I%#(z, s)ds and consider the C-functional ¥, : WP(Q) — R defined by
0

1 1 .
¥, 0) = 23p(a) + ZlIDadlf /Q Rz, u)dz for all u € WP(Q).

Evidently, ¥, (-) is coercive (see ([2H)) and sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So, we can
find u, € W'(Q) such that

b, (uy,) = inf{ﬁ/#(u) Tue WLP(Q)} ,
= ‘@L(u#) =0,
= (Ap(un), h) + (Aq(up), h) +/ {(z)|u#|p_2u#hdz—|—/ B(2)|u P~ *uyhdo
Q 19)
(26) = / k,(z,up)hdz for all h € WHP(Q).
Q
In (26) first we choose h = (u, —ux)" € W'P(Q). Using (23)), the fact that u < A and that f >0

and recalling that uy € S, we conclude that u, < uy. Next, in (26) we choose h = (v —u,)" €
WP(Q). From (Z5), the fact that f > 0 and Proposition B2 we infer that v < u,. Therefore we

have proved that
(27) Uy, € [v,uxl.

From (28), 24), 1) it follows that

uy, € Sy € D4 (see Proposition [A.1)).
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Let p = [|ua||oo and let é;)\ > 0 be as postulated by hypothesis H(f)(v). We have

—Apun(2) = Agua(2) + [6(2) + €] w2l = ()

= uf(zu(2) + Euu(z)P !

= M(Eu(2) + §ua(2)P = (A= ) f(z,uu(2))

< AMf(zuu(2) + E un(2)P " (recall that A > )

< M(zyun(2)) + é?u,\(z)pfl (see (27) and hypothesis H(f)(v))

(28)

—Apur(z) — Agur(z) + {5(2) + éz‘} ux(2)P~ —ux(2) " for almost all z €
(recall that uy € S).

We know that

0<u,”, uy, " <v 7 e LX(Q).
Also, from hypothesis H(f)(iv) and since u, € D, we have
0 <cs < (A—p)f(z,uu(z)) for almost all z € Q.
Invoking Proposition 2:4] from (28] we conclude that
uy — U, € int C’+.

The proof is now complete. ([
Proposition 4.4. If hypotheses H(€), H(B), Ho, H(f) hold, then \* < +o0.
Proof. On account of hypotheses H(f)(i) — (iv), we can find Ag > 0 big such that
(29) 277 4+ Nof(z,2) = 2P~ for almost all z € Q and all z > 0.

Let A > )\ and suppose that A € £. Then we can find uy € Sy C D (see Proposition [@T]). Then
my = minuy > 0. For § € (0,1) we set m3 = my +0 and for p = |[u || let 5;)\ > 0 be as postulated

Q
by hypothesis H(f)(v). We have

—Apm} — AgmS + [£(2) + ) (m)P T — (m3) 77

[€(z) + E)my ! —my 7 + x(5) with x(d) — 0Fas § — 0F
EEmE T+ (L+E)mET = my” +x(9)

Xof (z,ma) + [6(2) + E1mE ™" + X(6) (see @)

Xof (2, ux) + [€(2) + )Nl + x(8) (see hypothesis H(f)(v))
M (zyun) + [6(2) + E1u5 ™ = (A = 20) f(z,un) + x(6)

A (z,un) + [£(2) —i—éf’)\]uf\_l for 6 € (0,1) small

(recall that uy € Dyand see H(f)(iv))

(30) = —Apuy—Agux+ [§(2) + ég]ug’\ﬂ —uy .

Since (A — o) f(z,ux) — x(8) = co > 0 for almost all z € Q and for § € (0,1) small (just recall
that uy € D4 and use hypothesis H(f)(iv), invoking Proposition 24 from (B0) we infer that

NN

uy —m$ € int Cy for all § € (0,1) small enough.
However, this contradicts the definition of my. It follows that A ¢ £ and so \* < \p < 4+o00. O
Therefore we have
(0,A") C L C (0, X7].

Proposition 4.5. If hypotheses H(£), H(B), Ho, H(f) hold and X € (0,\*), then problem (Py) has
at least two positive solutions
ug, U € D+, Uo 75 .
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Proof. Let 0 < p < A < n < A*. According to Proposition 3] we can find w, € S, € Dy,
ug € Sx € Dy and u, € S, € Dy such that

31) Uy — Ug € int C’+ and up — u, € int C'+,
= ug € intcl(m [y ).

We introduce the following Carathéodory function

U ()77 F A (2 uu(z) it <uu(z
(32) ™z, 2)=<¢ 77+ Af(z,2) if u,(z) <
uy(2)77 + A f(z,uy(2) i up(2) <

< up(2)

x

.

Set Th(z,x) = / #1(z, s)ds and consider the C'-functional ¥y : W1P(Q) — R defined by
0

B 1 1 _
Uy (u) = ]gyp(u) + §||Du||g - / Tx(z,u)dz for all u € WHP(Q).
A

Using ([B2) and the nonlinear regularity theory, we can easily check that

(33) K, Cluy,uy| N Dy.
Also, consider the Carathéodory function
* _ w77+ A (2 un(z) i @ < ug(z)
(34) (2, 2) = { 277+ Af(z, ) if u,(2) < .

We set Ty (z,x) = / 75 (2, 8)ds and consider the C'-functional U} : WP(Q) — R defined by
0

1 1
U3 (u) = Eyp(u) + a||Du||g - / T3 (z,u)dz for all u € WHP(Q).
Q

For this functional using ([34), we show that
(35) K‘I’; - [U‘M) NDy.
From (32) and (34)) we see that

and W, = (p*Y .
(14 0] Ml ] (%) [t0,ua]

(36) Uy

[’“‘M >uﬂ]

From (33), B3, B4), it follows that without any loss of generality, we may assume that
(37) Ky O [up, ug] = {uo}-
Otherwise it is clear from ([34) and B3] that we already have a second positive smooth solution
for problem (Py)) and so we are done.
Note that Wy (-) is coercive (see (B2)). Also, it is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous. So,
we can find ip € WP(Q) such that
Uy (o) = inf {@A(u) Lue Wl*p(Q)} :
= Ug € Kq,)\,
= 1y € Kyz N [, uy) (see B3),B0)) ,
= lg =ug € Dy (see (37)),
= wy is a local C*(Q)-minimizer of U} (see (BI)),

= ug is a local WP (Q)-minimizer of ¥} (see Proposition Z.5).

(38)

We assume that Ky is finite. Otherwise on account of (34)) and (35) we see that we already have
an infinity of positive smooth solutions for problem (Py)) and so we are done. Then (B8) implies that
we can find p € (0,1) small. such that
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) 300) < inf (030) ¢ [ ol =} = m
(see Papageorgiou, Ridulescu & Repovs [15, Theorem 5.7.6, p. 367]).
On account of hypothesis H(f)(ii) we have
(40) U3 (th1(p)) — —o0 as t — +oo.
Claim 1. P;(-) satisfies the C - condition.
Let {tn}n>1 € WHP(Q) be a sequence such that

(41) |3 (un)| < 10 for some c19 > 0 and all n € N,

(42) (1 + [Jnl ) (W3) (un) = 0 in W HP(0)".
From (42) we have

|<Ap(un)7 h) + <Aq(un)= h> + /Q §(Z)|un|p_2unh dz + /89 B(z)|un|p_2unhda

nllh
—/T;(z,un)hdz| < nllhll
Q L+ [Jun|

Choosing h = —u,, € WHP(Q), we obtain
Yp(ty ) + [|Duy, || < ernluy, || for some c11 > 0 and all n € N (see (34))
(44) = {u, }n>1 € WHP(Q) is bounded (see () and recall that 1 < p).
Next in [@3) we choose h = u,” € W'?(Q). Then

(43)
for all h € WP, with €, — 0.

—Yp(u) — || Dut |4 —|—/ 3 (z,up)ul dz < e, for all n € N,
Q

(45) = —Yp(uy) = [ Duy | +/ [, + A (2, u)ut dz

{“n g“u}
—|—/ [u;? 4+ M (2, un)]utdz < €, for all n € N (see (34)
{“u<un}
On the other hand from Il and [#4]), we have

)+ 21wty = [ gl Al d

Up Suy }
- / [ P (ut™" — uif") + p(AF (2, un) — AF(2z,u,))|dz < €,
{up<up} 1- Y
for all n € N (see (34)).

p _
= p(u) + ZIIDu 1l - / A ds
(46) {un\uu}

- / { P u}f"* + ApF (2, uy)]dz < ¢12 for some c¢12 > 0 and all n € N.
{up<un} 1- v
We add ({@H) and {G). Since p > g, we obtain

2y Up ut — 2, Un)|dz < — u,, zZ,Uu utdz
)\/{u“<un}[f( ) ) n pF( )]d < (p 1)/{ [ H’Y_|_/\f( #)] nd

Un SUp }
+ <L — 1) / upy Vdz
1- 0 {up<un}

47 = A /Q[f<z,uz>u:—pF<z,u:>1dz < s [llutlh +1]

for some c¢13 > 0,all n € N.
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On account of hypotheses H (f)(i), (i7) we can find 51 € (0, 5o) and ¢4 > 0 such that
(48) Bra™ — c1a < f(z,x) — pF(z, ) for almost all z € Q and all 2 > 0.
Using ({@8) in (7)), we obtain

[luf |7 < e1s [|[ut ]|~ + 1] for some ¢15 > 0 and all n € N,

(49) = {u }s1 < L7(Q) is bounded.
First assume N # p. From hypothesis H(f)(i4i) it is clear that we may assume without any loss
of generality that 7 < r < p*. Let t € (0,1) be such that
1 1-t t
- +
r

= — o
Then from the interpolation inequality (see Papageorgiou & Winkert [I9, Proposition 2.3.17, p.
116]), we have

el < e 1 e e

(50) = |[ut||" < cig]|u)t || for some c16 > 0 and all n € N (see ([@9)).
From hypothesis H(f)(i) we have

(51) f(z,x)x < cp7[l + 27 for all z € Q, all x > 0 and some ci7 > 0.

From @3) with h =, € WHP(Q), we obtain

Yo(uh) + || Duf[|2 — / (2, up)ut dz < €, for all n € N,
Q

4

() + | Du |12 < / (W) + F (e Y ldz + s
Q

for some ¢13 > 0 and all n € N (see (34))
c1o [1+ |[uf]|7] for some c19 > 0 and all n € N (see (BI)
cao[1 + ||t ||"] for some cap > 0 and all n € N (see (B0)).

NN

(52)
The hypothesis on 7 (see H(f)(i4i)) implies that ¢r < p. So, from (52]) we infer that
{u}}ns1 C WHP(Q) is bounded,

(53) = {untn>1 C Wl’p(Q) is bounded (see ([@4).

If N = p, then p* = +o00 and from the Sobolev embedding theorem, we know that W'?(Q) —
L*(Q) for all 1 < s < co. Then in order for the previous argument to work, we replace p* = +o0o by
s>r>7andlet t € (0,1) as before such that

1 1—t ¢t
N + -,
T T s
:>t7“:78(T_T).

sS—T

(r=7)

Note that 5

s > r big so that tr < p. Then again we have (G3]).
Because of (B3)) and by passing to a subsequence if neccesary, we may assume that

—r—T1as s — +oo. But r — 7 < p (see hypothesis H(f)(iii)). We choose

(54) Up — w in WHP(Q) and u, — u in L"(Q) and LP(99).
In @3) we choose h = u,, — u € WHP(Q), pass to the limit as n — oo and use (54). Then
i [{Ap(un), un —u) + (Aq(un), un —w)] =0,

n—oo
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= limsup [(Ap(un), un — u) + (Ag(u), up —u)] <0

n—00

(since A4(+) is monotone)

= limsup(Ap(un), un —u) <0,

n—oo
= u, — u in W'P(Q) (see Proposition 2.)).

Therefore U} (-) satisfies the C-condition. This proves the claim.
Then (B9), @0) and Claim permit the use of the mountain pass theorem. So, we can find
@ € WHP(Q) such that

0 € Ky < [u) N Dy (see @) ,m3, < W3() (see @)
Therefore & € D, is a second positive solution of problem (Py) (A € (0,)*)) distinct from
Up € D+. O

Next, we examine what can be said in the critical parameter \*.
Proposition 4.6. If hypotheses H(§), H(S3), Ho, H(f) hold, then \* € L.

Proof. Let {\n}n>1 C (0, A%) be such that A\, < A\*. We can find u,, € Sy, C D4 for all n € N.
We consider the following Carathéodory function

(@) T+ A f(zu(2) ifx<o(z
(55) pin (2, ) = { 27+ A f(z,2) if v(2) < 2.

We set My, (z,z) = / pin(z,x)ds and consider the C*'-functional j, : WP(Q) — R defined by
0

1 1
Jn(u) = Eyp(u) + a||Du||g - / M, (z,u)dz for all u € W'P(Q).
Q

Also, we consider the following truncation of y,(z,-)

. | pn(z,x) if © < upy1(2)
(56) fin(z,) = { pn (2, ung1(2)) if un+1(zj)L< x

(recall that v < up41 for all n € N, see Proposition [£.2). This is a Carathéodory function. We set
M, (z,z) = / fin (2, s)ds and consider the C'-functional .J, : WP(Q) — R defined by
0

A 1 1 ~
In(u) = Eyp(u) + a||Du||g - / M, (z,u)dz for all u € W'P(Q).
Q

From (55), (56) and () , it is clear that J,(-) is coercive. Also, it is sequentially weakly lower
semicontinuous. So, we can find @, € WP (Q) such that
(57) J(itn) = inf {jn(u) Lu € W“”(Q)} .

Then we have
Jn(tn) < Ju(v)

! ! g _ L v dz
< o)+ LIDellg - = [ o'
(see (BH), (BO) and recall that f > 0)
(58) < A0+ Agfo)0) - [ =0
Q
(

see Proposition B.2]).
From (57]) we have
(59) Un € Kj C[v,unt1] N Dy for all n € N (see (56).
Similarly, using (B3] we obtain
(60) K, Clv)NnDs.
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Note that
7 / g
Jn|[v,un+1] - Jn|[v,un+1] and Jn|[’u,un+1] - Jn|[v,un+1] (see m)v (IED)

Then from (5]), (B9), ([6Q), we have
(61) Jn(tin) <0 for alln € N

(Ap(tin), h) + (Ag (), h) + | €(2)aE " hdz + (2)aP " hdo = / pin (2, U ) hdz
Q Q

(62) 00

for all h € WHP(Q), all n € N.
Using (€1)), ([@2) and reasoning as in the Claim in the proof of Proposition [L5] we show that
{n}tn>1 C WhP(Q) is bounded.
So, we may assume that
(63) Tip = Gy in WHP(Q) and 4, — @, in L7(Q) and LP(99).

In (62) we choose h = i, — . € WP(Q), pass to the limit as n — oo and use (G3). Then as
before (see the proof of Proposition []), we obtain

(64) T — U in WHP(Q).

In (62)) we pass to the limit as n — oo and use (G4]). Then

(Ap(a*),h>+<Aq(a*),h>+/ﬂf(2)ﬁ£_lhdz+ mﬁ(z)ag—lhdz

= /[ﬁ;'y + N f(z,0,)]hdz for all h € WP(Q) (see (B5), [©0)),
Q

= U € Sy« € Dy and so \* € L.

The proof is now complete. (|

From this proposition it follows that
L = (0, \«].

The next bifurcation-type theorem summarizes our findings and provides a complete description
of the dependence of the set of positive solutions of problem (Py]) on the parameter A > 0.

Theorem 4.7. If hypotheses H(§), H(B), Ho, H(f) hold, then there exists \* > 0 such that
(a) for all A € (0, ") problem (Py) has at least two positive solutions
ug, U € D+, U 75 u;

(b) for A = X\* problem ([Py)) has at least one positive solution G, € D4 ;
(c) for all X > X* problem (Py) does not have any positive solutions.
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