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LOCAL MINIMIZERS FOR A CLASS OF FUNCTIONALS OVER THE
NEHARI SET

HUMBERTO RAMOS QUOIRIN AND KAYE SILVA

ABSTRACT. We analyze the topological structure of the Nehari set for a class of functionals
depending on a real parameter A\, and having two degrees of homogeneity. A special attention
is paid to the extremal parameter A*, which is the threshold value for the Nehari set to be given
by a natural constraint. The main difficulty arises when A > \*, as the energy functional may
be unbounded from below over the Nehari set. In such situation we prove the existence of local
minimizers of the functional constrained to this set. We unify and extend previous existence
and multiplicity results for critical points of indefinite, (p,¢)-Laplacian, and Kirchhoff type
problems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article is devoted to the analysis of the Nehari set (usually known as Nehari manifold)
associated to a functional depending on a real parameter. We shall proceed with the
investigation on the extremal parameter carried out in [3,20], where a class of indefinite and
superlinear type problems has been investigated. We aim at unifying and extending the results
of [3,20] by dealing with a general class of functionals having two degrees of homogeneity. More
precisely, we consider the family
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2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35J50, 35J91, 35Q60,

Key words and phrases. Quasilinear pde, variational methods, Nehari manifold, indefinite problems.
Kaye Silva was partially supported by CNPq/Brazil under Grant 408604/2018-2.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.00777v2

2 H. RAMOS QUOIRIN AND K. SILVA

where Pj, Py, F are C'! functionals acting on a uniformly convex Banach space X, \ is a real
parameter, and p,v > 1 with p # 7. Furthermore the following basic conditions shall be
assumed:

e P, P, are p-homogeneous and F' is 7y-homogeneous, i.e. Pi(tu) = tPPi(u), Py(tu) =
tPPy(u) and F(tu) = t"F(u) for all t > 0 and u € X.

o Py(u) >0 for all u € X \ {0} and F(0) = 0.

e There exists C1,C3,C5 > 0 such that Py(u) > Ci||ul|P, P(u) < Coflu|? and
F(u) < Cslju||” for all u € X.

e There exists ui,us, ug € X \ {0} such that F(u;) >0 > F(ug) and F(ug) = 0.

e P is weakly lower semi-continuous, P» is weakly continuous, and F' is weakly upper
semi-continuous.

This class of functionals appears as the energy functional in several elliptic problems, among
which the main prototype is

¢xm=%AGWM—AM%—§Aﬂ@M% (1.2)

defined for u € X = Wol’p(Q). Here € is a bounded domain of RN, N > 1, p > 1 and v # p with
1 < < p* (the critical Sobolev exponent), and f € L>(€2). The Euler-Lagrange equation for
this functional is

— Apu = MulP"2u + f(x)|u]"2u, ue WyP(Q), (1.3)
which has been studied by several authors [2,6,10,11,17,19,20,24]. Inspired by the approach
used in [20], where the functional (1.2) is considered in the superhomogeneous (or superlinear,
if p = 2) case v > p, we shall investigate the general class (1.1). In particular, we shall
complement [20] by including the subhomogeneous case v < p. We shall also consider some
variations of (1.3), namely, the Neumann problem

—Apu = AMulP72u + f(2)|u[""2u in
Opu =10 on Of),

where 0,u denotes the outer normal derivative of u, as well as problems with nonlinear
boundary conditions.
Furthermore, our results also apply to the (p, ¢)-Laplacian problem

—Apu — Agu = afulP"Pu+ Blulu, e WyP(Q),

where 1 < ¢ < p and «, 8 € R, and to the Kirchhoff type equation
- <a + b/ |Vu|2d:1:> Au = \u+ plufu, uwe HY(Q),
Q

where a,b > 0, and A\, u € R.
Our main purpose is to analyze the topological structure (with respect to \) of the Nehari
set associated to @y, which is defined by

Ny :={ue X\ {0}: ®)\(u)u=0}.
It can also be written as
Ny ={ue X\ {0}:¢),(1) =0} = {tue X\ {0} : ¥ ,(t) = 0},

where ¢y, : [0,00) — R is the fibering map given by ¢y ,(t) = @5 (tu) for t > 0 and u € X.
A basic issue related to the Nehari set is to know whether it is given by a natural constraint,
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i.e. if any critical point of the restriction of ®) to N, is a critical point of ®,. To discuss this
issue, let us recall the splitting
Ny =N UN)UNT,
where
N ={ueN,: 90/)(7u(1) >0}, Ny ={uecN,: go/)(m(l) < 0},
and
NY ={ueNy: g, (1) =0}
are mutually disjoint sets. By the implicit function theorem, it is promptly seen that (whenever
non-empty) Ny and Ny are C'! manifolds in X, and critical points of @) restricted to N3F UN;
are critical points of ®y.

In view of these facts we may refer to Ny and Ny~ as Nehari manifolds, and we see that N} is
given by a natural constraint if and only if N )(\] = (). Let us note that most of the applications of
the Nehari manifold method in the litterature (in particular the abstract results in [4,26]) occur
when MY = (), which prevents the difficulty previously described. This is the case in [5,10,11],
which deal with the functional (1.2). The situation where NY # () also brings other difficulties,
which are related with the behavior of ®, on N ;r and Ny . As a matter of fact, in some
situations we shall see that ®, is unbounded from below on N ;r and its infimum over N, \ s
not achieved (see Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.10), which obviously makes impossible to use a
standard minimization technique in these sets. Instead, we shall see that a local minimization
procedure can be carried out in N ;r .

Let us decribe in the sequel our main results. First we observe that N )(\] becomes nonempty
as soon as A crosses the threshold value

© i Pl(u),u u) =
N f{P2(u). € X\ {0}, F(u) o}.

Since we intend to minimize ®) over Ny and Ny, let us fix the following notation:
+._
Cy = lnif‘; P A

Under the condition

(H1) 3 — inf{ggzg L F(u) > 0}

it turns out that cj\r or ¢, provide a critical point of ®) for A < A*. Furthermore, in case \* is
larger than
Py (u)

L ::inf{Pg(u) cu € X, F(u) <0}.

both c;\r and c, are achieved for p, < A < A™:

Theorem 1.1 (Minimization up to A*). Assume that A\ < X\*. Then N = 0. Moreover, under
(H1) the following holds:

(1) If v > p then c is achieved, i.e. there exists uyx € N, such that ®x(uy) = ¢, > 0.

If, in addition, p, < X\ then cj is achieved, i.e. there exists wy € N; such that
(13)\(11))\) = C;\i— < 0.

(2) If v < p then c is achieved, i.e. there exists uy € Ny such that ®y(uy) = ¢f < 0.

If, in addition, p, < X then c, is achieved, i.e. there exists wy € N, such that
(13)\(11))\) = C; > 0.
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For A > \* we shall be concerned only with minimization over N. ;’ . Indeed, it turns out
that ¢, = 0 for A > A*, see Lemma 2.9 below. The following conditions play an important role
in this case:

(C1) If \* is achieved by w then F'(u) # 0.
(C2) If \* is achieved by u then H}.(u) # 0.
(S) If wy, = w in X and P;(w,) = P;(w), then w, — w in X.

We point out that (S) is a structural condition needed in our minimization arguments, which
is satisfied for instance if P;(u) = |lul|P, in view of the uniform convexity of X. On the other
hand, (C1) and (C2) guarantee, in combination with (H1), that A\* is achieved by some u € N'Y,
which up to some multiplicative constant yields a critical point of ®y«. A second critical point
may still be found in N}

Theorem 1.2 (Minimization at A\*). Suppose (H1), (S), (C1), (C2), and p. < \*. Then:

(1) \* is achieved and its minimizers satisfy F(u) = 0. Moreover there exists t > 0
satisfying tu € N, and @', (tu) = @« (tu) = 0.

(2) c;;* (z's )a critical value of ®\., i.e. there exists u € Ny, such that ®y«(u) = cf. <0 and
P\, (u) =0.

Finally, for A larger than \*, the functional @ is no longer bounded from below on N. ;r , at
least for v > p (see Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.10). Yet it has a local minimizer therein for A
close to A*, which generates then a mountain-pass critical point:

Theorem 1.3 (Minimization beyond \*). Suppose (H1), (S), (C1), (C2), and p. < X\*. Then
there exists € > 0 having the following properties:
(1) ¢ = —oco and @y has a local minimizer uy € Ny for X € (\*, \* +¢).
(2) Assume, in addition, the Palais-Smale condition:
(PS) If (un) C X is a sequence such that (®x(uy)) is bounded and ®)\(u,) — 0, then
(up) has a convergent subsequence.
Then ® has a second critical point (of mountain-pass type) for X € (A*, \* + ¢).

Remark 1.4. Let us make some comments on the assumptions of Theorems 1.2 and 1.8 in
the context of our applications. In the case of the problem (1.3), many of these conditions are
satisfied if [ f()|¢1]7 < 0, where ¢y is a positive eigenfunction associated to A\ (p), the first
eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p-Laplacian. Indeed, in this case we clearly have p, = Ai(p) < A*.
Moreover, the fact that Ai(p) is the only eigenvalue associated to a positive eigenfunction of
the Dirichlet p-Laplacian implies that (H1) and (C2) satisfied. We refer to Section 3 for more
details on this issue as well as the verification of these conditions for our further applications.

The work is organized as follows: in section 2 we prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. In section
3 we apply these theorems to unify and extend previous existence and multiplicity results for
critical points of indefinite, (p, ¢)-Laplacian, and Kirchhoff type problems.

2. PROOFS

To simplify the notation we set

Hy:= P, — APy, ie. ®,=-H,— —F.
p v
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2.1. Basic properties. The following result shall be used repeatedly:

Lemma 2.1. If (u,) C S, Ay, = A >0, and limsup H,, (u,) < 0 then, up to a subsequence,
up, = u in X and Py(u) > 0. In particular u # 0.

Proof. Since (uy,) is bounded and X is reflexive, up to a subsequence, u,, — u. If Po(u) < 0 then
Hy(u) <liminf Hy (uy) < limsup Hy, (u,) <0 < Pi(u) < Hy(u), i.e. Hy,(un) — Hx(u) =0.
Since P, = Hy + APy and Ps(u,) — Py(u), it follows that Pj(u,) — APy(u) < 0. But
Py (u,) > Cp > 0, and we reach a contradiction. O

Since @) is composed by two homogeneous terms, one may easily formulate a necessary and
sufficient condition to have Ny \ NV # 0

Lemma 2.2. If u € Ny \ NY then Hy(u)F(u) > 0. Conversely, if Hy(u)F(u) > 0

then there exists a unique t = ty(u) > 0 such that tu € Ny \ NY, which is given by
1

tx(u) = (Hx(u)/F(u)) 7.

Proof. If uw € Ny, then Jy(u) = 0 and thus H)(u) = F(u). Conversely, if Hy(u) and F(u) are
nonzero and have the same sign, then the fibering map ¢, ,, has a unique positive critical point
t, so that tu € Ny. The equation ¢ ,(t) = 0 yields the desired expression of ¢y (u). O

Let us set
DY :={ue X\ {0} : H\(u), F(u) > 0},
Dy :={uec X\ {0} : Hy(u), F(u) < 0},
and
DY :={ue X\ {0}: Hy(u) = F(u) = 0}.
Since H) and F' are homogeneous, we see that D;\r, D, and D?\ are cones, i.e. u € D;\r if and

only if tu € D/J\r for any ¢ > 0. The following properties are straightforward, so we omit their
proofs:

Proposition 2.3. There holds N? = Dg. Furthermore:
(1) If v > p, then:
(a) For each u € DY, the point ty(u) is a non-degenerate global mazimum point of
ru- Moreover Ny = {t\(u)u:u € DY}, In particular Ny C Dy .
(b) For each uw € Dy , the point t\(u) is a non-degenerate global minimum point of
Oru- Moreover Ny = {t\(u)u : u € Dy }. In particular Ny C Dy .

(2) If v < p, then:
(a) For each u € D;\r, the point ty(u) is a non-degenerate global minimum point of
ru- Moreover NyF = {ty(v)u: u € DY}, In particular Ny C DY .
(b) For each uw € Dy, the point ty(u) is a non-degenerate global maximum point of
©au- Moreover Ny = {t\(u)u : v € Dy }. In particular Ny C Dy .

Recall that

:ueX\{O},F(u):O},

and

[ = inf{Pl(u) u€e X, Flu) < 0} .
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We also introduce

© o= Sup{iigg cu€ X, F(u) > 0} :

Let us prove now that \* is the threshold value for Ny to be a manifold and that g, u*
determine whether Ny and N are empty or not:

Proposition 2.4. We have N? = 0 for any A\ < \*. In addition:
(1) If v > p, then the following assertions hold:
(a) Ny # 0 if, and only if, X < p*.
(b) N5F# 0 if, and only if, X > ps.
(2) If v < p, then the following assertions hold:
(a) Ny # 0 if, and only if, A > p..
(b) Ny 0 if, and only if, X < p*.

Proof. If A < A\*, then for any u € X \ {0} satisfying F'(u) = 0 we have Pj(u)/Ps(u) > X\ or,
equivalently, Hy(u) > 0, so that NY = DY = ). Let us assume that v > p and prove (1).

(a) Indeed, if A < p* then there exists u € X \ {0} such that F'(u) > 0 and P;(u)/Pa(u) > A
or, equivalently, Hy(u) > 0 and thus, by Proposition 2.3 it follows that Ny # (). Now,
if X > p*, then it is clear that for every u satisfying F'(u) > 0 we must have Hy(u) < 0,
i.e. D;\' = (), so that by Proposition 2.3, we conclude that N, = ().

(b) If A > pu, then there exists u € X \ {0} such that F(u) < 0 and Py(u)/Py(u) < A
or, equivalently, Hy(u) < 0 and thus, by Lemma 2.2 it follows that A ;r # (0. Now, if
A < i, then it is clear that for all u satisfying F'(u) < 0 we must have Hy(u) > 0, i.e.
Dy =0, so that by Proposition 2.3, we have N~ = 0.

The proof of (2) is completely similar, so we omit it.
O

2.2. Minimization up to \*. In the sequel we shall use the assumption (H1), which we recall
below:

(H1) \* = inf{g—gu“; cu€ X, F(u) > 0}.

It is straightforward that this condition implies that \* < p* and the following properties:

H)y(u) > 0 for any v € X \ {0} such that F'(u) > 0, and any A < A", (2.1)
and
Hy«(u) > 0 for any u € X such that F'(u) > 0. (2.2)

The next result shows in particular that (2.1) actually holds in a stronger form under (H1),
and that Ny, N ;r are away from zero and infinity, respectively, if A < A*:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose (H1) and A < \*. Then:
(1) There exist C,D > 0 such that
(a) Hy(u) > Cllu||P, for every u € X such that F(u) > 0.
(b) F(u) < —Dl|ul|]" for every uw € X such that Hy(u) < 0.
(2) Ny is away from zero, i.e. there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < |u| for all u € Ny .
Moreover ®y is coercive over N)\_
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(3) Ny is bounded, i.e. there exists C > 0 such that ||u|| < C for all u € N .
Proof.

(1) We prove only (a), since (b) is similar. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a
sequence (u,) C S such that Hy(uy,) < 1/n amd F(u,) > 0 for all n. By Lemma 2.1
we can assume that u, — v # 0 in X. Therefore

H)(u) <liminf Hy(uy) <0 < limsup F(u,) < F(u),
which contradicts (2.1).

(2) Indeed, note that
Hy(u) = F(u), YueN,, (2.3)
and thus

By (u) = <7p—_7p> Hy(u) = <7p—_7p> F(u), Yue N, (2.4)

Case 1: v > p. Recall that F(u) > 0 and Hy(u) > 0 for all u € Ny. By (1) we
conclude from (2.3) that

CllullP < Hx(u) = F(u) < Csf|u]l”,  Vue Ny
and since v > p, it follows that there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < [jul| for all u € N .
Clearly by (2.4) and (1) we also have that ®) is coercive.
Case 2: 7 < p. Recall that F(u) < 0 and Hy(u) < 0 for all w € N . By (1) and
(2.3) we infer that
—d||ul]” < Hx(u) = F(u) < =Cllul]”, Vue N,
where d > 0. Since v < p, we obtain the desired conclusion.
(3) Case 1: v > p. Recall that F(u) < 0 and Hy(u) < 0 for all u € Ny. By (1) we
conclude from (2.3) that
—cllul” < Hx(u) = F(u) < =ClJul|", Vue N},
where ¢ > 0 and since v > p, we obtain the desired inequality.
Case 2: v < p. Recall that F(u) > 0 and Hy(u) > 0 for all u € N}\. By (1) we
conclude from (2.3) that
CllullP < Hx(u) = F(u) < Csf|ull”,  Vue N
and since v < p, it follows that there exists C' > 0 such that |lu|| < C for all u € N}.
U

Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let A < A*. By Proposition 2.4 we have N? = () so that A} is a C! manifold. Note also
that A* < u*, so according to Proposition 2.4 we have Ny # 0 if v > p and Ny # 0 if v < p.
If, in addition, A > p* then Ny # 0 if v > p and N, # 0 if v < p. It remains to show that ¢}
and ¢, are achieved whenever N, ;’ and N, are nonempty, respectively:
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(1) First we deal with ¢, . Proposition 2.3 yields that ¢, > 0. Let (u,) C Ny be a
minimizing sequence for ¢, . By Proposition 2.5(2) we can assume that u, — u in X.
We claim that u # 0. Indeed, note by Proposition 2.5(1) that

Cllul|P < liminf C|lu,||P < liminf H)(u,) = liminf F(u,) < F(u). (2.5)

Thus if u = 0, then u,, — 0, which contradicts Proposition 2.5(2). Hence u # 0. Now
we consider two cases:

Case 1: v > p. We claim that u € D . In fact, note that F(u) > limsup F(u,) > 0,
which implies that Hy(u) > 0 by (2.1). From

Hy(u) <liminf Hy(u,) = liminf F(u,) < F(u) (2.6)

it follows that F'(u) > 0. Thus Proposition 2.3 provides us with ¢)(u) > 0 such that
tx(u)u € Ny . Therefore

Oy (tx(u)u) < liminf @) (ty(u)u,) < liminf &y (u,) = ¢,
and so @ (tx(u)u) = c; .
Case 2: v < p. We claim that v € D) . Indeed, note that Hy(u) < liminf H)(u,) <

0, which implies that F(u) < 0, by (2.1). It follows from (2.6) that Hx(u) < 0. Thus
by Proposition 2.3, there exists tj(u) > 0 such that ty(u)u € N . Therefore

Oy (tx(u)u) < liminf @) (ty(u)u,) < liminf @y (u,) = ¢,

and hence ®)(ty(u)u) = c; .

(2) Let us consider now c{. Propositions 2.3 and 2.5(3) yield that —oco < ¢ < 0. Let

(un) C Ny be a minimizing sequence for ¢. By Proposition 2.5(3) we can assume

that u, — u in X and it is clear that v # 0. Once again we consider two cases:

Case 1: v > p. We claim that v € Dy . Indeed, note that H)(u) < liminf Hy(u,) <
0, and (2.1) implies that F(u) < 0. From (2.6) it follows that Hy(u) < 0. Thus from
Proposition 2.3, there exists ¢ (u) > 0 such that ¢)(u)u € Ny. Therefore

D)\ (tx(u)u) < @y (u) < liminf @y (uy,) = cf,
and hence @) (¢, (u)u) = cf.
Case 2: 7 < p. We claim that v € DY . Indeed, note that F'(u) > limsup F(u,) > 0,

which implies that Hy(u) > 0. By (2.6) it follows that F'(u) > 0. Thus from Proposition
2.3, there exists ¢)(u) > 0 such that ¢)(u)u € Ny . Therefore

Py (ta(w)u) < @y (u) < liminf @y (up) = cf,
and therefore @, (t)(u)u) = ci . O

We conclude this subsection showing that for pu, < A < A* the minimization procedure over
N, ; and N, is equivalent to minimizing H) under the constraints F'(u) = £1. The latter
method has been used to deal with the problem (1.3) in [24] for v > p = 2, and in [23] for

v <Dp.
Lemma 2.6. Let ji. < A\ < \* and my := inf {Hy(u) : u € X, F(u) = +1}. Then:
(1) mi are achieved, and m§ > 0 > m;.
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(2) There holds

_ o
+ _ %(_m)\ rafy >,
if v < p.
and
_ [ iy,
X =\ ps Vi g
E(=my) e if y <p.

+

(3) The maps A\ — my are concave (therefore continuous) and decreasing in (fi, \*). In

Proof.
(1)

particular, the maps \ — c)i\ are decreasing and continuous in (fis, \*).

Let us first show that m3 are finite. Indeed, if (u,) C X is such that Hy(u,) — —00
and F(u,) = *1 then (u,) is unbounded, so we can assume that ||u,| — oo and
Un = A — v. From H)(vy) < 0 we have v # 0 and Hy(v) < 0 < F(v), which
contradicts (2.1). Thus mf are both finite. The previous discussion also shows that
any minimizing sequence (u,,) for mit is bounded, so we can assume that u, — v in X.
If Hy(un) = m{ and F(u,) = 1 then H)(u) < mj and F(u) > 1. Hence @ := —%~

F(u)™
satisfies F() = 1 and Hy (@) < Hx(u) < m], ie. it achieves m}. A similar argument
shows that m} is also achieved. Moreover, from (2.1) it is clear that m{ > 0. Note

also that m, < 0 if and only if there exists v € X such that F(u) = —1 and Hj(u) < 0,

which is equivalent to have A > E—EZ; for some u € X such that F(u) < 0, and this

holds since A > pu,.

We prove (2.7) for v > p (the case v < p and (2.8) are similar). Let vy achieve m}, i.e.
Hy(vy) =m, <0and F(vy) = —1. Thus vy € Dy and t)(vy) = (—m;)ﬁ, S0

1 _ 1 p—" L
ey < Paltalva)on) = pO)Imy St ()T = = (my )

On the other hand, since H(uy) = F(uy) < 0 we have

— u Y—p
my, < Hy <7A> = —(~H(m))T".
(—F(ux))™
It follows that (—m;)w%p > —H (uy), so that cj\r = —%H(u,\) > %(_m;)v—zp.

The concavity of A — mf follows from the fact that mf are pointwise infima of Hy(u),
which is affine (therefore concave) with respect to A\. Let p, < A < X < A* and v),
achieve mf Then

mf, < Hy(vy) = Ha(vy) + ()\ — )\/)Pg(’l))\) < H)\(U)\) = mf

The assertions on A — ¢ follow from (2.7).
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2.3. Minimization at \*. We start proving that A\* is achieved and provides us with a critical
point of @y« with zero energy if the following conditions are satisfied:

(C1): If A* is achieved by u, then F’(u) # 0.
) # 0.

(C2): If A* is achieved by u, then H}. (u

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1).

First we show that \* is achieved under (H1). Since P;/P, is 0-homogeneous, we can find
a minimizing sequence for A* in S. By the weak (semi)continuity properties of P;, P, and F,
it follows that A\* is achieved by some u. If F'(u) > 0 then u is a local minimizer of P; /P

over X, and consequently a critical point of this quotient, so that Pj(u) — ggzg Pj(u) = 0,
i.e. H).(u) =0, which contradicts (C2). Thus F'(u) = 0. By (C1) we may apply Lagrange’s
multiplier rule to find some o« € R such that

(7

/
) =ar
which implies that
Hi. (u) = Py(u)aF! (u). (2.9)

(C2) yields that a # 0. We claim that o > 0. Otherwise there exists v € X such that
H).(u)v <0 < F'(u)v. Thus

lim Hy«(u + hv) ~ lim Hy«(u + hv) — Hy«(u) <0
h—0+ h h—0+ h
and
F hv) — F
i TR o Flutho) =Pl
h—0+ h h—0+ h

which implies that there exists § > 0 such that Hy«(u + év) < 0 < F(u 4 dv) and hence, for
A < X* and close to A* we conclude that Hy(u + 6v) < 0 and F(u + dv) > 0, a contradiction
with (2.1). Therefore a > 0 and setting ¢t = (aPy(u))~"/7 we conclude from (2.9) that tu is a
critical point of ®«. Moreover it is clear that tu € Ny, and ®«(tu) = 0. 0

Let us set
Oy = {u/|ul| : uw e N}
From Proposition 2.4 we have Oy # () for A\ > pu, if v > p, and for A\ < p* if v < p.

Lemma 2.7.

(1) If v > p then ©) is increasing with respect to \, i.e. Oy C Oy for p, < XA < N.
(2) If v < p then ©) is decreasing with respect to \, i.e. Oy C Oy for X < X < p*.

Proof. Let v > p and p, < A < X. If v € O, then Hy(v) < 0 and F(v) < 0. Thus Hy (v) <0
and consequently v € Oy/. The proof of (2) is similar (recall that Hy/(v) > 0 in this case).
U

Lemma 2.8. Let A\, ~ \* and u, € /\/';:1 be such that @y, (u,) = cj\'n. If v > p and
up, — u € D). (respect. v < p and u, — u € D;’) then u € N;, Dy« (u) = cj\; and
. (u) = 0.
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that ®y«(u) = C;\Z. Since ¢y (u) is the global minimum point of @y«
we have @y« (u) > @y« (ty- (u)u) > cf.. Suppose, by contradiction, that ®y«(u) > cy..
Case 1: v>p

Given a € (i, @+ (u)), we choose v € Oy« such that ¢, < @y« (ty+(v)v) < a. By continuity
there exists 0 > 0 such that @) (¢)(v)v) < « for all A € (A* — 0, A*). Therefore, for n sufficiently
large we have

D), (un) = cj\'n < Dy (ty, (V)V) < a < Py« (u),
which contradicts the fact that ®y«(u) < liminf @y (uy,).

Case 2: v <p

Given « € (cf., @y (u)), choose v € O+ such that ¢, < ®y«(tr«(v)v) < a. Take § > 0 such
that ¢5(v) is well defined and @) (tx(v)v) < a for A € (A* — 6, A*). One may argue as in the
previous case to reach a contradiction.

(]

We are now in position to provide the
Proof of Theorem 1.2 (2).

Choose a sequence A\, ' A\* and u, € N ;: ~ such that @) (u,) = Cj\_n (which exists by
Theorem 1.1). We write u,, = t,wy,, where w,, € 0, and t, := ty, (w,) is given by

(M)ﬁ. 2.10)

F(wy,)
Note also that by Lemma 2.6(3) there exists ¢ < 0 such that
¢> cf, = B, (tnwn) = £ Hy, (wn), (211)

where the sign — is for the case v > p and the sign + corresponds to v < p. Let us show that
Up — u € N, ;, so that Lemma 2.8 yields the desired conclusion:

Case 1: v>0p

Since H), (wy,) < 0, by Lemma 2.1 we can assume that w,, = w # 0in X. We claim that (¢,,)
is bounded and away from zero. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that, up to a subsequence
tn, — 00. Then, by (2.10), we conclude that F'(w,) — 0 and hence F(w) > limsup F(w,) = 0.
Since Hy«(w) < liminf H), (wy,) < 0, we deduce from (2.2) that Hy«(w) = 0. It follows from
Theorem 1.2(1) that Hy-(w) = F(w) = 0 and w achieves \*. Moreover since

0 = Hy«(w) < liminf Hy, (wy) <0,
we have Hy, (w,) — 0, so Pi(wy,) — Pi(w). Hence, by (S2) we obtain w,, — w in X, and from
L H, (wy) = 617 F (wy),  Vn,

we infer that F'(w) = 0, which contradicts (C1). So (¢,) is bounded. Now it is clear from
(2.11) that ¢, 4 0, so the claim is proved and we can suppose that t, — ¢ € (0,00). Thus
Uy, = tpwy — u = tw. Note again by (2.11) that Hy«(u) = tPHy»(w) < tPliminf H)  (w,) < 0
and consequently F'(u) <0, i.e. u € Dy.. The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.8.

Case 2: v <p
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Let us show again that (¢,,) is bounded and away from zero. Indeed, suppose that up
to a subsequence t, — oo, so that by (2.10) we conclude that Hy, (w,) — 0 and thus by
Lemma 2.1 we can assume that w, — w # 0 in X. Since F(w) > limsup F(w,) = 0
and Hy«(w) < liminf, o Hy, (wy) < 0, we deduce from (2.2) and Theorem 1.2(1) that
Hy+(w) = F(w) = 0 and therefore w achieves \*. Moreover w, — w in X and since

th HY (wa) = 607 F (wn),  Vn,

we conclude that H).(w) = 0, which contradicts (C2). Thus (¢,) is bounded, and the proof
can then be concluded as in the previous case.

2.4. Local Minimization Beyond A*. In this Section we look for critical points of @ for
A > \*. We start with the following observation, which shows that ¢} (for v > p) and ¢ (for
~ < p) are no longer achieved.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose (H1), (C1), and (C2).
(1) If v > p, then cj\' = —o0 for all A > \*.
(2) If v < p, then c;, =0 for all A > \*.

Proof.
(1) By Theorem 1.2(1) there exists u € X such that Hy«(u) = F(u) = 0 and
1 1
—H\«(u) = =F'(u) #0. 2.12
() = ZF(u) # (2.12)

We choose v € X such that H}.(u)v < 0 and F'(u)v < 0. As in the proof of Theorem
1.2(1), we have
Hy+«(u+sv) <0 and F(u+ sv) <0,
for s > 0 small enough. Now fix A > A\* and note that Hy(u + sv) < 0, which implies,
in particular, that u 4 sv € D). Moreover, by continuity Hy(u + sv) — Hy(u) <
Hy«(u) = 0as s — 0". Therefore t)(u + sv)(u + sv) € Ny and
= p|Ha(u+ sv)| T

lim @, (t)\(u + sv)(u+ sv)) = lim = —o0.
i Al . V=B |F(u+ sv)| 70

(2) The argument is similar to the previous one. Note that now if u + sv € Df then
ta(u + sv)(u+ sv) € N and v — p < 0.
O

Remark 2.10.

(1) Proving that ¢ = —oco for A > A\* when v < p (as well as ¢;, = 0 for A > A\* when
v > p) is more delicate and we are not able to do it in this general setting. However,
this is indeed the case in our applications (see Remark 3.8). Finally, let us observe that
this result can be proved if we assume that the set {u € X : F(u) > 0} is pathwise
connected.

(2) An argument similar to the one in the previous proof shows that cy. = 0 for v < p.

To overcome the problem posed by Lemma 2.9, we show that ®, has a local minimizer over
N, Let us first extend Proposition 2.5:
Proposition 2.11. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and ps < \*.

(1) Given p > 0 there exist C,e > 0 such that Hy(u) > C||u||P for any u € X satisfying
F(u) > pllul|?, and any X € [N*, \* +€].
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(2) Given p € (pis, \*) there exists D > 0 such that F(u) < —D||u||” for any u € X such
that H,(u) <0.
Proof.

(1) Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a sequence \, — \* with A, > A\* and
(un) C X such that F(v,) > p and Hy, (v,) — 0, where v, = wuy,/||u,]|, for every n.
Thus v, — v # 0, by Lemma 2.1. Therefore Hy«(v) < 0 < u < F(v) and by definition
of \* we have Hy«(v) = 0, i.e. A* is achieved by v. Theorem 1.2 (1) implies that
F(v) = 0, which yields a contradiction.

(2) Arguing by contradiction we find a sequence (u,) C S such that H,(u,) < 0 and
F(u,) > —1/n for all n. By Lemma 2.1 we can assume that u, — u # 0 in X.
Therefore H,(u) <0 < F(u), which contradicts (2.1).

O
Next we fix (A, p) € (A\*,00) X (s, A*) and set
{u e Ny : H,(u) <0} if v > p,
fue N Fu/lull) > u} ify <p.
In the next result € is given by Proposition 2.11.

Proposition 2.12. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and psx < X*. Then /\/';ru is bounded for A > \*
if v > p (respect. for X € [N, X +¢] if v <p).

Proof. Let v > p. By using Proposition 2.11 (2), we can argue as in the proof of Proposition
2.5(3). Now, if v < p then we argue by contradiction. Assume that there exist A\, — A\* with
Ap > A* and NV, ;; unbounded. So we can find a sequence (u,) such that u, € N. ;; " for every

+ .
N)\“u —

n, and |lu,|| — oo. Setting v, = T We may assume that v, — v in X. Since ty, (vn) = ||un|
we have that )
F(uvy,) > =
th,(Vn) = | —F< — 00.
0= (5

It follows that Hy, (v,) — 0. On the other hand, since F(v,) > u we reach a contradiction as

in the proof of Proposition 2.11 (1).
(]

Let us now introduce
J’_ .
¢l = inf ®,.
)‘7/”’ +
NA,u

Theorem 2.13. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and p,. < \*.
(1) If v > p and X > X\* > > ., then there exists uy € /\/’IM such that ®y(uy) = CIM < 0.

(2) If vy < p and X\ € [\*, \* + €], then there exists uy € N;fu such that ®y(uy) = cj\r’u < 0.

Proof. Propositions 2.3 and 2.12 imply that —oco < Cj\—,u < 0. Let (up) C ./\/';fu be a minimizing
sequence for c;: - By Proposition 2.12 we can assume that u,, — u in X and it is clear that
u # 0.
(1) Note that H,(u) < liminf H,(u,) < 0, which implies that F(u) < 0 by (2.1). Since
H)(u) < H,(u) <0, by Proposition 2.3 there exists ¢ (u) > 0 such that ¢ (u)u € Ny,
and then t)(u)u € N;f“ since H,(tx(u)u) = ta(u)P?H,(u) < 0. Therefore

Dy (tx(u)u) < Py(u) < liminf @y (uy,) = C)tu,




14 H. RAMOS QUOIRIN AND K. SILVA
ie. @)\(ta(u)u) = Ca

(2) Note that F(u/||u||) > limsup F(uy/||unl]) > w, which implies by Proposition 2.11
that Hy(u/||u||) > 0. Thus by Proposition 2.3, there exists t)(u) > 0 such that
ta(u)u € /\/';'M. Therefore

D) (ta(u)u) < Py(u) < liminf @y (uy,) = c;rw,

so that ®y(tx(u)u) = Cj\_u.

We introduce now the set of minimizers associated to cj\', ie.
S\ = {’LL € ./\/’)—\I_ : <I>>\(u) = C;\I—}

Lemma 2.14. Suppose (H1), p. < X*, and (C1) if v > p (respect. (C2) if v < p). Then Sy«
18 compact.

Proof. Indeed, take (u,) C Sy» and note that @, (u,) = 0. Writing u,, = t,w, with w, € O+,
and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we conclude that up to a subsequence u,, — u € N5,
and the proof is complete. O

Corollary 2.15. Suppose (H1), . < A\*, and Sy« # 0.
(1) Assume v > p and (C1). Then there exists p € (p«, \*) such that H,(u) < 0 for all
u € S)\*.
(2) Assume v < p and (C2). Then there exists p > 0 such that F(u) > p for all u € Sy~.

Proof.
(1) By Lemma 2.14 the set Sy~ is compact and Hy-(u) = ey« <0 for all u € Sy+,. Now
choose p € (fu4, \*) such that H,(u) < 0 for all u € Sy« and the proof is complete.

(2) Indeed, we have F(u) = %C)\* > 0 for all u € Sy«.

Next we deal with p given by Corollary 2.15 and u) given by Theorem 2.13:

Lemma 2.16. Let A\, \, \* and u, € N)—“:LM be such that @y, (un) = Cj\—nu‘ If v > p and
un — u € Dy, (respect. v < p and u, — u € D) then u, — u € Sy+.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.8. First note that ®y«(u) > C;\Z. Suppose, by
contradiction, that ®y«(u) > cf.. Recall from Theorem 1.2 that there exists v € Sy, i.e.
v € N} with ¢, = @y« (v).

Case 1: v>p

By Corollary 2.15 we have H,(v) < 0. Then w := v/|[v|| € Oy and H,(w) < 0. From
Lemma 2.6(3) we know that @, (¢)(w)w) < ¢, for all A > A\*. Since ¢, (w)w € N/\t,u we find
that

Dy, (up) = cj\rm“ <P, (tr, (W)w) < cf. < Py« (u),
which contradicts ®y«(u) < liminf ®), (uy,). Therefore u € Sy+, and repeating the argument
above with u instead of v, we find that @y, (u,) — ®x+(u), so that P;(u,) — P;(u). Condition
(S2) implies that u, — v in X.
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Case 2: v<p

We have now limsup F(ty, (w)w) = limsupty, (w)?F(w) > F(v) > p, i.e. ty, (w)w € N;:L u

From Lemma 2.6(3) we know that there exists £ > 0 such that ®,(t)(w)w) < cf. for all

A € (AN, \* 4+ ¢). One can argue as in the previous case to reach a contradiction.
O

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (1).

Let uy be given by Theorem 2.13, i.e. uy € N;_M satisfies @y (uy) = cj\ru < 0. We claim that

there exists € > 0 such that uy € Nj’u for all A € (A", \* 4 ¢), i.e. c;\r“ is achieved for these
values of .

Case 1: v>p

Let us prove that H,(uy) < 0if A € (A", \* +¢), for some ¢ > 0. Indeed, suppose on the
contrary, that there exists a sequence A, \; A* such that wu, := u,, satisfies H,(u,) = 0 and
Dy (up) = C;\Fn,u' As in the proof of Theorem 1.2(2), we can show that writing u,, = t,wy,,
where w,, € ©, and t,, := ty, (wy,), up to a subsequence u, — u € D,.. Lemma 2.16 yields
that u, — u € Sy«. It follows from Corollary 2.15 that H,(u) < 0. However, this is a
contradiction, since H,,(u) = lim H,(uy) = 0.

Case 2: v <p

Arguing by contradiction as in the previous case, we find that u,, — u € Sy« and by Corollary
2.15 it follows that F'(u) > p. However, this is a contradiction, since F'(u) = lim F'(uy) = p.
Thus the existence of ¢ is guaranteed and the proof is complete. O

2.5. A mountain-pass critical point for A\ > A\*. All over this section we assume (H1), (S),
(C1), (C2), and ps < A*. Recall that
Dy (uy) = cj\'u ;= inf D),
’ A

and

v {ue Ny :H,(u) <0} ify>p,

AH {fue Ny :F(u)>pu} ify<p.
for A € (A*, \* +¢). The next result follows from the proof of Theorem 1.3(1):

Corollary 2.17. For each A\ € (\*, \* + ¢) there holds in£ D, > cj\ru.
Ny, ’

Next we deal with the set
Bs:={tu:ue Ny , te(l-61+0)},

defined for 6 > 0.

Proposition 2.18. For each A € (\*, \* + €) there exists 6 > 0 such that é%f o) > cj\ru.
6 b

Proof. Indeed, first we claim that there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢} (1) > c for all u € N, N -
Since Ny, C Ny it is clear that ¢} (1) > 0 for u € Ny .

Case 1: v>p
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Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists (u,) C N. ;’ i such that 90’)(7%(1) — 0. Since
P\, (1) = 0 for all n, it follows that H(un) — 0. We write u, = t,w, where w, € O, and

1
H)\(’u)n) v-p
th =1 = . 2.13
v ta) = (R (2.13)
Thus thHy(w,) = Hx(u,) — 0 which, combined with (2.13), implies that H(w,) — 0.
Therefore, we can assume that w,, — w # 0 and moreover

Hy(wn) = Hx(wn) + (A = p) Pa(wn),

which implies that H,(w,) > 0 for n sufficiently large. This yields a contradiction, since
H,(wy) = t,"H,(uy,) <0 for all n.

Case 2: v <p

It is enough to note that for u € Ny ., We have ¢ (1) = (p —7)F(u) = (p — 7)p.

Thus the claim is proved and there exists ¢ > 0 such that ‘PK7u(1) > ¢ for all u e N ;r - This
implies in particular that there exists ¢ > 0 such that ||u|| > ¢ for all u € W By making ¢
smaller if necessary, we can choose § > 0 such that gp’iw(l) > c for all w € Bs. Therefore, for
any tu € By there holds

Da(tu) ~ Ba(w) = pralt) — prull) = ()~ 1)+ 2, (6)¢ —1)?
= SHLOF -1 > S -1,

where 6 € (min{1, ¢}, max{1,¢}). Now observe that
0Bs = {tu:u € 8/\/;:“, te[=6,0}U{su:ue /\/';:H, se{-9,0}}.

From Corollary 2.17 we have, for ¢t € [—4,6] and u € E?N;ru, that
c
D)\ (tu) > Py (u) + §(t -1)?> C;\—,u'
On the other hand, if u € /\/'IM and s € {—§,0}, then
Oy (su) > By (u) + g(ié —12>df, 4 g(ia —1)2,

and the proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (2).

Let 0 > 0 be given by Proposition 2.18. Since By is bounded and ®) is unbounded from
below, we can find some vy € X \ Bs such that ®,(vy) < cy.
Therefore, setting

Iy = {n e C([0,1], X) : n(0) = ux, (1) = va}

we infer that

dy = iInf ) t
r = Jnf max A(n(t))

is a critical value of @, for A € (\*, \* 4 ¢).
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3. APPLICATIONS

Let us provide some applications of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. Throughout this section 2
is a bounded domain of R, with N > 1.

3.1. Indefinite p-Laplace equations. We consider the functional associated to (1.3), i.e

Ba(u) = }9 /Q (IVaf? — A(u*)P) - % /Q f@)@ty, we X = W),

and some variations of it. Here p > 1, 1 < v < p* with v # p, and f € L*>(£2). Recall that
p* ——_1fp<Nandp =0 ifp> N.
Let H)\ = Jo (IVulP = AX(uh)P), ie. Pi(u) = [, |VulP = |julP, Py(u) = [o(uT)? and
fQ Y(ut) for u € X. Tt is standard to check that Py, P, and F satisfy our basic
assumptlons Note also that critical points of ®, are nonnegative weak solutions of (1.3). For
this functional we have

A" = inf {fQ S Wol’p(ﬂ)\{o}a/gf(fc)(f)” ZO}'

fQ ut)p

It is clear that

* fQ 1.p fQ 1p _
A >1nf{fQ )P cue W, (Q)} { A ]u‘l’ cue W, (Q)}—)q(p),
the first eigenvalue of —A, in VVO1 P(Q). Indeed, the equality of the infima above follows from
the fact that Ai(p) is achieved by a positive eigenfunction ¢; = ¢1(p), and the inequality
Jo IVutP < [ |VulP for any u € X.

We shall assume that [, f(x)¢] < 0, which clearly yields p, = Ai(p) < A*. Let us show
that (H1) also holds. Indeed, otherwise we would have

A*>A::inf{§zijf)‘ ue WP (Q \{0}/f V>o}

so A Would be achieved by some ug such that fQ z)(ug)? > 0. In particular, up minimizes

{«Q Ty Over the open set {u € I/V0 )¢ Jo f(z)(u™)Y > 0}. Thus ug would be a critical point

of J}“gi -, and consequently a nonnegative eigenfunction of —A,, associated to the eigenvalue

A. However, the assumption [, f(x)¢] < 0 entails that A > A;. Finally, it is known that A; is
the only principal eigenvalue of —A,, i.e. it is the only eigenvalue associated to a nonnegative
eigenfunction. So we reach a contradiction, and (H1) is proved.

The latter argument also shows that the condition [, f(z)¢] < 0 implies (C2), since
H{.(u) = 0 and u™ # 0 means that \* is a principal eigenvalue of —A,, i.e. \* = \i(p),
which is impossible.

It is also clear that (S) holds since Pj(u) = ||u||? and I/VO1 P(Q) is a uniformly convex space.

As for the (PS) condition, it suffices to show that any (PS) sequence is bounded (the (S+)
property of the p-Laplacian gives then the desired conclusion). To this end, let us introduce
the notation

={zecQ: f(x)=0} and QT ={zxcQ: f(z)>0}.
More precisely, €2, is the largest open set where f > 0 a.e. We denote by int(Q°) the interior
of QY and similarly we define int(Q° U QF). Given an open, bounded and smooth set U, we
denote by (A\1(p,U),¢1(U)) the first eigenpair of (—A,,U). We shall assume that int(Q2°) is
smooth, so that the following property holds:



18 H. RAMOS QUOIRIN AND K. SILVA

(ho) Tf v € WyP(92) and fv = 0 then v € W, P (int(Q0)).

This property holds, for instance, if int(Q2°) is a p-stable set, in the capacity sense (see e.g. [15,
Proposition 11}).

For v > p we shall prove that (PS) holds for A < A;(p,int(Q")). Indeed, let (u,) C X be
such that (®)(uy,)) is bounded and ®) (u,) — 0. Assume by contradiction that |lu, | — oo and
vn = 2y — v in X. Since @) (un)¢ — 0 we find that Jo FT) e =lim [ f(vi) "o =0

nll

for every ¢ € X. It follows that fut = 0 so vt € WP (int(2°)). Moreover, combining the fact
that (®x(uy)) is bounded and |®) (up)up| < ep||uy, | with e, — 0, we derive that H)(v,) — 0,
so v # 0 and Hy(v) < 0. It follows that A > A (p,int(Q°)), a contradiction.

Now, if v < p then we have now H}(v)¢ = lim H}(v,)¢ = 0 for every ¢ € X. From
the boundedness of (® (u,)) it follows that Hx(v,) — 0, which yields v* # 0. Thus
—A,v = A(vT)P~1 so that v > 0, and therefore A = A1 (p) and v is an eigenfunction associated
to A1(p). Now, the fact that (®x(uy)) is bounded and |®) (un)u,| < eyl|uy| with &, — 0,
yields that [, f(v1)” = lim [, f(v;7)Y = 0, which contradicts the assumption [o, f(x)¢] < 0.
Therefore in this case (PS) holds for A # A1 (p).

Finally we shall prove that (C1) holds under the following additional condition:

(fo) If |20 > 0 then int(Q2°) is an open, bounded and smooth set, satisfying
A < Ap(p, int(Q°)).
Proposition 3.1. Assume (hy) and (fo). Then (C1) holds true.

Proof. Indeed, suppose on the contrary that F’(u) = 0 and u achieves A*. It follows that
fut)~1 =0 and hence ut € Wy (int(2°)) by (ho). It follows that

fint(QO) [Vt < fint(QO) [Vul? oy
S0y WP T Jingoy (wh)? 7
which contradicts (fy). Therefore F’(u) # 0.

A1 (p, int(Q20)) < (3.1)

Let us discuss on the condition (fp). It is clear that
A < Ai(p, int(Q7)).
We shall provide some conditions that ensure the inequality.

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that int(Q°) and int(Q0 U QF) are bounded and smooth sets. If (ho)
holds, and

A (p, int(Q0 U QF)) < A (p, int(Q)),
then (C1) holds true.

Proof. Indeed, it is clear that
M < A\ (p, int(Q0 U QF)),

and hence (fp) is satisfied, which implies, by Proposition 3.1, the condition (C1).
O

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that int(Q°) and i%@u_m) are bounded smooth domains. If (hg)
holds and int(Q°) is a proper subset of int(Q0 U QF), then (C1) holds true. In particular, if

there exists a ball B C int(Q0 U Q) such that BN Q° # () and BN QY # (), then (C1) holds
true.
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Proof. Tndeed, if int(92°) is a proper subset of int(Q0UQT), then (see e.g. [14, Proposition 4.4])
A1 (p, int (20U QF)) < Ay (p, int(Q°)),
and from Corollary 3.2 we obtain (C1). To conclude, it is clear that if such a ball exists, then

int(Q) is a proper subset of int(Q0 U QF).
O

Remark 3.4. It is worth pointing out that if v > p, f < 0 and |Q| > 0 then one may
still consider cj\r*. However, condition (C1) fails in this case, since F(u) = 0 clearly implies
F'(u) = 0. This fact is not a technical issue, since one can show that ®) has no nontrivial
critical point for A > \i(p, int(Q°)).

Thus we infer the following result:

Corollary 3.5. Let p > 1 and v € (1,p*) with v # p. Assume that f € L*(Q) satisfies
(ho), (fo), and [ f(z)p] < 0. Then the conclusions of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 hold true.

The previous result has been established for v > p in [20], whereas for v < p it extends the
analysis carried out in [10] for p = 2 and in [23] for p > 1, both dealing with A\ < \*.
Let us consider now the Neumann problem
— Apu = MNulP2u 4 f(@)u]"2u, uwe WhP(Q), (3.2)
In comparison with the functional of the Dirichlet problem, a slight modification is needed.
Namely, we set
1 1
D(u) = —/ (IVulP + (u™)? = AMu®)?) — —/ flx)(uh), (3.3)
pJa 7 Jo

for u € WHP(Q). Tt is clear that critical poins of this functional are nonnegative and thus
solutions of (3.2). We have then

2= inf{fﬂ AL cu e WHP(Q)\ {0}7/ f(@)(uh)” = 0} .
Q

fQ (u+)p

As in the previous problem, one can show that

P —\p p
Jo |Vl + (7)o Wl’p(Q)} — inf {7&2 Vul” e WLP(Q)} —0,
fQ(u+)p fQ |ulP
and the inequality holds if [, f < 0. This condition also yields p, = 0 < X*, (H1), and (C2).
It is also clear that (S) is satisfied and proceeding as in the Dirichlet case one can show that
(PS) holds for A # 0. Finally, we note that (fy) is weaker than in the Dirichlet case, since the
infimum in the definition of A\* is taken over WP(Q) whereas A1 (p, int(Q2°)) remains unchanged.
A similar analysis applies to the functionals

A* > inf{

1 1
) (u) = —/ (IVulP + (™) = AMu®)?) = = [ fla)(u")?, (34)
P Ja Y Joqn
and )
( L@y =a [ @) -2 [ @ (35
defined in X = W1P(Q2). These functionals are respectively associated to the problems
—Apu = AuP~2u in Q, and —Apju=f(x)|lu2u in Q
|VulP=20,u = f ( Ju|""2u on 89 |VuP=20,u = A|u|P~ 2u on 89

We refer to [1,12,21,22] for previous results on (3.2), (3.4), and (3.5) with 1 <y <p=2.
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3.2. (p,q)-Laplacian problems. We consider now the functional

1 1
Ba@ = [ (VaP =M@ )+ 2 [ (V- Bty we W), @0)
pJao qJq
whose critical points are nonnegative solutions of the (p, ¢)-Laplacian problem
— Apu — Agu = NuP~2u + B(a)|u|2u, ue WyP(9Q), (3.7)

where 1 < g < p, A € R and 8 € L*(£2) is nonnegative and nontrivial. This problem, with
constant, has been recently studied in [7-9].
Here Hy(u) = [o ([Vu[P — A(u™)P), whereas F' is given now by

Flu) = — /Q (IVul? = B)(uh)"),

so that

A* = \*(B) :=inf {M

v WeP(9)\ {0},/Q (IVul? - B(a)(u)?) = o} .

We still have A* > Ai(p), and the inequality holds if, and only if, F(yp,) < 0, ie.
Jo (IVep|? — B(x)pf) > 0, where ¢, := ¢1(p). Arguing as in the previous subsection, we
can show that this condition implies (H1) and (C2).

To check (C1), assume by contradiction that A* is achieved by some u such that F’(u)
It follows that [, |Vul|?"?VuVe¢ = [, B(z)(uT)? ¢ for every ¢ € X. which yields u

Moreover, even though this equation holds in (VVO1 P(Q))*, one can show that \1(3,q)

where
. fQ |vu|q 1
M(B,q) = mf{i cu € Wy i(Q) ¢
Jo B(x)luls ’
Thus (C1) holds if A\i(8,q) # 1. Note also that F' takes positive values if, and only if,
M(B8,q) < 1. Finally, proceeding as in the previous subsection (in the case v < p), one
can show that (PS) holds for any A # A1 (p) if F(¢p) < 0. Summing up, we derive the following
result:

I AVAN]

0.
0.
L

Corollary 3.6. Let 1 < g <p, A € R and g € L*(Q2) be nonnegative with A(5,q) < 1.

(1) If X < M\i(p) then ¢ is achieved, i.e. (3.7) has a nonnegative solution uy € Ny¥.
(2) If [ (IVepl? — B(x)pp) > 0 then X* > Xi(p), and (3.7) has:
(a) one nonnnegative solution uy € Ny for A = A\ (p).
(b) two nonnegative solutions uy € Ny and u— € Ny for A\i(p) < A < A*. Moreover,
there exists e > 0 such that (3.7) has two nonnegative solutions for \* < A < \*+e.

The previous result extends [8, Theorem 2.7], which deals with 5 constant. In this case, the
condition A1(8,q) < 1 reads as 8 > Ai(q), whereas [, (|[Vg,|? — B(x)¢f) > 0 becomes now
fQ [V

B < By i= Téﬁq. Let us note that in [8, Theorem 2.7] the roles of A and 3 are interchanged

(see [18, Section 3.2] for more details).
Similarly to the problem of the previous section, we may also consider the functional

NORE /Q (IVal? + () = AwtY) + /Q (IVul? - B@)(wh)?) we W), (35)

on X = WHP(Q). In this case, we have A\1(p) = 0 and ¢, is a positive constant. Hence the
condition [, (|Vp|? — B(z)¢f) > 0 reads [, 8 < 0, so that we need 5~ # 0. On the other
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hand, F take positive values only if 37 # 0. Thus 8 has to change sign. We derive then the
following result on the problem

— Apu — Agu = NulP2u + B(x)|[u|T%u, ue WHP(Q). (3.9)

Corollary 3.7. Let 1 < q¢<p, A € R and p € L*(Q) be sign-changing annd such that

{fg{g Mg "€ Wl’q(mv/ﬁﬁ(@\mq > 0} <1

(1) If A <0 then c)\ is achieved, i.e. (3.9) has a nonnegative solution uy € /\/’j’
(2) If [ B <0 then A* >0, and (3.9) has:
(a) one nonnnegative solution uy € Ny for A = 0.
(b) two nonnegative solutions uy € /\/';r andu_ € Ny for0 < X\ < X*. Moreover, there
exists € > 0 such that (3.9) has two nonnegative solutions for \* < A < \* 4.

Remark 3.8. As mentioned in Remark 2.10, we have c;\r =-—cify<pandcy =0ify>p
and A > A", for the functional of Section 3.1, and c;r = —oo if A > A*, for the functional of
Section 3.2. Indeed, in the first case one may argue as in the proof of [10, Lemma 4] to show
that Cj\_ = —oo for A > \* if v < p . To this end, it suffices to prove that if A > A*, then there
exists u such that Hy(w) < 0 and F(w) > 0. We choose u # 0 such that Hy«(u) = F(u) = 0.
It is clear that Hy(u) < 0. Choose r > 0 such that Hy)(w) < 0 for all w € B, where B is the
ball centered at u, with radius r. If F(w) < 0 for all w € B, then u is a local maximizer of F,
so that F’(u) = 0, which contradicts (C1). Therefore there exists w such that Hy(w) < 0 and
F(w) > 0 which completes the proof. For the functional of Section 3.2 we refer to [8, Theorem
2.5(ii))].

3.3. Kirchhoff type problems. We consider now the functional
1

2
By (u) = 5/Q(a\vuy2 — Aut)?) +§ </Q\vuy2> —i/gﬂ(a;)(u*)‘* uwe Wy2(Q), (3.10)

whose critical points are nonnegative solutions of the Kirchhoff type problem
- (a + b/ |Vu|2> Au = NulP2u + B(x)|u|?%u, uec HLHQ). (3.11)
Q

Here a,b > 0, A € R and g € L*(2) is nonnegative and nontrivial, and N < 3. This problem,
with g constant has been recently investigated in [13, 20]

Here Hy(u) = [, (a|Vul> = A(u™)?), whereas F(u) = —b ([, |Vul ) + [ B(z)(u™)*, so that

A = \*(8) = int {ﬁ(uﬂ .ueHg(Q)\{O},bUQ\vuy?) —/Q/a(x)(u+)4:o}.

We still have \* > )\1 = )\1( ), and the inequality holds if, and only if, F'(¢1) < 0, i.e.
b(Jq \V(pl\z) — Jo B( 4> 0, where ¢ := 1(2). Arguing as in the previous subsection,
we can show that this condltlon implies (H1) and (C2).

To check (C1), assume by contradiction that A\* is achieved by some u such that F'(u) = 0.
It follows that b [, |Vul? JoVuVe = [, B(z)(ut)3¢ for every ¢ € X, which yields u > 0.
Therefore A\1(3) = 1, where

2
M(B) = inf{ }Qfﬂ ‘VTL& fu € H&(Q)} .
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Thus (C1) holds if A1(8) # 1. Note also that F' takes positive values if, and only if, \{(3) < 1.
Finally, proceeding as in the previous subsection (in the case v < p), one can show that (PS)
holds for any A # A; if F(p1) < 0. Summing up, we derive the following result:

Corollary 3.9. Let A € R and € L*™(Q) be nonnegative with A1(8) < 1.
(1) If X < A1 then cj\r is achieved, i.e. (3.12) has a nonnegative solution uy € ./\/';r
(2) If b ([, \V¢1\2)2 — Jo B@)(©7)* > 0 then X* > X1, and (3.12) has:
(a) one nonnnegative solution uy € Ny for A = ;.
(b) two nonnegative solutions u, € /\/’j’ and u— € Ny for Ay < A < X\*. Moreover,

there exists € > 0 such that (3.12) has two nonnegative solutions for \* < A <
A +e.

The previous result extends [25, Theorem 2], which deals with 5 constant. In this case, the
condition A\1(3) < 1 reads as > buy, where u; is defined by

2

(1 = inf
fQ |ul*
Let us observe that p; is the first eigenvalue of the problem
-b </ |Vu|2> Au = Mulu, u € Hi(Q), (3.12)
Q

- 22 _ +14 _ g Ver?)®
see [16]. Moreover b ([, [Ve1?)” — [ B(2)(7)* > 0 becomes now 8 < f, := e
Q71
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