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THE BEHAVIOR OF SOLUTIONS OF A PARAMETRIC
WEIGHTED (p, q)-LAPLACIAN EQUATION

DUSAN D. REPOVS AND CALOGERO VETRO

ABSTRACT. We study the behavior of solutions for the parametric equation
—Alu(z) = ALu(z) = Mu(2)|" *u(z) + f(z,u(z)) in Q, A >0,

under Dirichlet condition, where @ C R” is a bounded domain with a C*-boundary 99,
ai,az € L*=(Q) with a1(z),a2(z) > 0 for a.a. z € Q, p,q € (1,00) and A, Ag? are weighted
versions of p-Laplacian and g-Laplacian. We prove existence and nonexistence of nontrivial
solutions, when f(z,x) asymptotically as  — 0o can be resonant. In the studied cases, we
adopt a variational approach and use truncation and comparison techniques. When \ is large,
we establish the existence of at least three nontrivial smooth solutions with sign information
and ordered. Moreover, the critical parameter value is determined in terms of the spectrum
of one of the differential operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our goal here is to investigate the existence and nonexistence of nontrivial smooth solutions
for the following parametric Dirichlet problem
) {—Aglu(z) — A2u(z) = Mu(2)|92u(2) + f(z,u(z)) in €,

u(m:o,1<q<p,>\>0,

where Q C RY is a bounded domain with a C2-boundary 9. Given r € (1,00) and a € L>®(Q)
with a(z) > 0 for a.a. z € , by A? we mean the weighted r-Laplacian of the form Afu =
div (a(2)|Vu|""2Vu) for all u € Wol’r(Q). Thus, (P)) is driven by the operator —Af! —
AZ?, whose weights ay,as are Lipschitz continuous, positive and bounded away from zero.
These conditions imply that the integrand corresponding to this differential operator, exhibits
balanced growth. However, the fact that the two weights are different, does not allow the use
of the nonlinear strong maximum principle (see Pucci and Serrin [25], pp. 111, 120). Instead
we use a recent result of Papageorgiou et al. [20], together with an additional comparison
argument, which allows us to conclude that the constant sign solutions of the problem satisfy
the nonlinear Hopf’s lemma. The right-side of (Py)) is the sum of the power term \|z|? 2z
and of the Carathéodory function f(z,x). The A-parametric term is (p — 1)-sublinear (recall
that ¢ < p), and f(z,z) is (p — 1)-linear as x — 400 and can be resonant with respect to
the first eigenvalue of (—Agl,Wol P(€)). We mention that the power of the parametric term
(namely ¢) is the same with the exponent of the second differential operator —AZ?. This
distinguishes (P]) from problems with concave terms, where the power of the parametric
term is strictly less than the exponents of all the differential operators in the left-side. Such
concave problems, were studied recently by Gasiriski and Papageorgiou [5], Gasiniski et al.
[6] (p-equations), Marano et al. [12], Papageorgiou and Scapellato [19], Papageorgiou and
Zhang [22] ((p,2)-equations), Papageorgiou et al. [17] (anisotropic equations), Papageorgiou
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and Winkert [21], Papageorgiou and Zhang [23] 24] ((p, ¢)-equations) and Papageorgiou et al.
[18] (nonhomogeneous Robin problems).

Let A\ (g,a2) > 0 be the principal eigenvalue of (—Ag?, WO1 1(€Q)). Using variational tools
from the critical point theory, truncation and comparison methods, then (P,) (for all A >
A1(g, az)) admits at least three nontrivial smooth solutions (positive, negative, nodal). More-

over, under an additional mild regularity for f(z,-), we get that (Py]) (for all A < Xl(q, az))
has no nontrivial solutions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

A crucial point is to establish the appropriate spaces, where carrying out the study. Here,
(Py)) is analyzed in Wol’p(Q) (namely, Sobolev space) and in C(Q ) = {uec CY(Q) u|89 =0}

(classical Banach space). Additionally, || - || means the norm of VV0 P(Q) with
|lul| = ||Vul|, forallue Wol’p(Q) (by Poincaré inequality).

C3(Q) is ordered, with positive (order) cone Cy = {u € Cj(Q) : u(z) > 0 for all z € Q}.
Now, C'+ has the nonempty interior

ou
int O, = C, 0 for all z € Q, —( ol
int Cy. {u € Cy:u(z) >0forall z € 5 loe < }

with n(-) being the outward unit normal on 9. Let r € (1,00) and a € C%1(Q) (that is, a(*)
is Lipschitz continuous on Q) with a(z) > ¢, > 0 for all z € Q.
By A% : W, (Q) — W=1(Q) = Wy (Q)* (£ + L =1), we denote the operator

(A% (u), h) = /Qa(z)]Vu\T’_2(Vu, Vh)gndz  for all u,h € Wy ().

We recall some features of A%(-) as follows:

e A%(-) is bounded and continuous;
e A%(-) is strictly monotone, and hence maximal monotone;

e A%(-) is of type (S)4. It means that, if u, — u in Wol’r(Q) and lim sup(A%(up,), un, —

n—oo
u) <0, then u, — u in Wy ().
Given the eigenvalue problem

—Alu(z) = X|u(z)|r—2u(z) in €, u‘aﬂ =0,

we say that A € R is an eigenvalue of (—Ag, WO1 "(Q)), if the above problem admits a nontrivial

solution u € VVO1 "(Q) (namely, eigenfunction of \). There is a smallest eigenvalue Xl(r, a) > 0.
Indeed, consider

~ )| Vul|"d
0 < Ai(r,a) = inf [% tu € Wol’r(Q), u # 0}
(1) = inf [/ a(z)|Vu|"dz : u € Wol’r(Q), l|lull = 1] .
Q

We claim that the infimum in () is attained. To see this consider a sequence {un}nen C
WOI’T(Q) satisfying [lup|l, = 1 for all n € N, and [, a(z)|Vu,|"dz | )\1(7‘ a). From the
boundedness of {uy, }nen C VV0 "(£2), it is possible to suppose
(2) U =5 Ty in Wy (), up — Uy in L7().

On account of our hypothesis on the weight a(-), on L"(Q,RY) y — [ [, a(2)|y["dz] YT is an
equivalent norm. From (), since the norm (in Banach space) is weakly lower semicontinuous,
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also using the Lagrange multiplier rule (Papageorgiou and Kyritsi-Yiallourou [14], p. 76)
and the nonlinear regularity theory, after standard calculations we get u; € C3(Q2) \ {0}.
Additionally, it is clear from (1)) that we may assume that u; € C4 \ {0} (just replace Uy
by |u1]). Then the nonlinear Hopf’s lemma (Pucci and Serrin [25], pp. 111, 120), gives us

u; = uy(r,a) € int Cy. From Jaros [9, Theorem 3.3], we know that \i(r,a) is simple, i.e., if
U1, 01 are eigenfunctions corresponding to Xl, then u; = ¥ vy for certain ¢ € R\ {0}. Also
Xl(r, a) > 0 is isolated in the spectrum o(r,a) of (—A?,W&’T(Q)). For this purpose, let us
consider eigenvalues { A, }nen C o(r, a) satisfying Ai (r,a) < A, foralln € N, and A, | A1 (r,a).
So, we can find @, € W, (Q), G, # 0 such that

Ay = Mol i in Q, | =0, nEN.

By homogeneity we can always assume that |[a,|, = 1 for all n € N. The nonlinear
regularity theory (see Lieberman [I1]), implies that there exist o € (0,1) and ¢y > 0 such that
(3) n € Cy*(Q), Huanla( g <co forallneN.

The compact embedding CO1 *(Q) — C}(Q) and (@), ensure one can suppose

u, — u in C3(Q), ||ull, = 1,
= —Alu= )\1(7‘, a)|u|"uin Q, _— 0,
= u=4vu; €intC, for some ¢ > 0,

and hence u,, € int Cy for all n > ng, which leads to contradiction with Jaros [9 Corollary
3.2]. This proves that \i(r,a) > 0 is isolated. The Ljusternik-Schnirelmann minimax scheme
(see, for example, Gasinski and Papageorglou [3]), ensures a whole strictly increasing sequence
of distinct eigenvalues {)\n}neN such that A, — +o0o. If 7 = 2, then these eigenvalues exhaust
the spectrum. If r # 2, then it is not known if the LS- elgenvalues fully describe o(r,a).
Moreover, every A € o(r,a) \ {\1(r,a)} has eigenfunctions which are nodal functions (that
is, sign-changing functions), see again Jaros [9, Corollary 3.2]. We can easily check that
o(r,a) C [Ai(r,a), +00) is closed. So, we can define the second eigenvalue of (—AY, W()IT(Q))
by
Ao(r,a) = 1inf[\ € o(r,a) : Ai(r,a) < A].

Reasoning as in Cuesta et al. [1], one can show that :\\2(7‘, a) corresponds to the second

LS-eigenvalue and
~ . SO

(@) Sofra) = int x| a(2)Iv30)d-
where T' = {§ € C([~1,1], M) : 5(=1) = =11 (r, a), F(1) = Gy (r, a)} with M = W™ (Q)NOBE"
(0BY" = {u € L"(Q) : |lu|l, = 1}) and @1 (r,a) is the positive, L"-normalized eigenfunction
(i.e., ||ur(r,a)|l, = 1) corresponding to A (r,a) > 0. Recall that u; = ui(r,a) € int C.

The above features lead to the following proposition.
Proposition 2.1. Let n € L>®(Q), n(z) < Xl(r a) for a.a. z € Q and the inequality be strict
on a set of positive Lebesgue measure. Then, [, a(z)|VulPdz — [on(2)|ufPdz > €||Vul/P for

some ¢ >0, all u € W, P(Q).

If u : Q — R is measurable, let u®(z) = max{4u(z),0} for all z € Q. If u € Wol’p(Q), then
ut € WyP(Q) and u = ut —u~, Ju| = ut +u~. Also, if u,v : @ — R are measurable with
u(z) < w(z) for a.a. z € Q, then we set:

[uv]—{hGW’p(Q) u(z) < h(z) <wv(z) for a.a. z € Q}.



4 D.D. REPOVS AND C. VETRO

Now, intgi g [u,v] means the interior in C}(Q) of [u,v] N CE(). For a Banach space X
and ¢ € CHX), let K, = {u € X : ¢/(u) = 0} (namely, critical set of ¢). For ¢ € R, let
¢ ={ue X :9(u) <c}, K;={u€ K, : p(u) = c}.

For a measurable function g : 2 — R, then 0 < g if and only if for every K C Q compact,
one has 0 < cxg < g(z) for a.a. z € K. When g € C(Q2) and g(z) > 0 for all z € €, clearly
0=<g.

In the study of (Py]), we use the assumption Hj stated as follows:

Hy: aj,a3 € C%1(Q) and 0 < ¢ < a1(2),az(2) for all z € Q.
Remark 2.1. If a(z,y) = a1(2)|[y[P~2y + a2(2)|y|7 2y for all (z,y) € Q@ x RY, then we see
that div a(z, Vu) = Aftu+ Ag2u for all u € Wol’p(Q). The primitive of a(z,y) is the function

G(z,y) = all()z)|y|p + a2é2)|y|q for all (z,y) € Q@ x RN. On account of Hy, we see that G(-,")
exhibits balanced growth, namely

c—1|y|p < G(z,y) < o[l +|y[P] for some c3 >0 and all (z,y) € Q@ x RV,
p

We also consider the following set of assumptions on the data:

Hy: f:Q xR — R is Carathéodory with f(z,0) =0 for a.a. z € 2, and
(i) for every p > 0, there exists a, € L*(Q) with |f(z,2)| < a,(2) for a.a. z € €, all
=] < p;

f(z,a;) N

< A\i(p, a1) uniformly for a.a. z € Q;

47) limsu
(#) rotos 2P

(iii) If F(z,x) = [ f(z,5)ds, there is 7 € (¢, p) with lim, 1 = +00

uniformly for a.a. z € Q;

—— = 0 uniformly for a.a. z € Q;
x

(v) for every s > 0, there exists ms > 0 with ms < f(z,z)x for a.a. z € Q, all |z| > s.

Remark 2.2. According to Hy(ii), we can have resonance of (Py) with respect to Al (p,a1) >
0. By the proof of Proposition [3.1], we will see that this phenomenon originates from the left
of M (p,ay) in the sense that

im (A (p,a1)|z|’ — pF(z,2)] = +00  uniformly for a.a. z € Q.

r—*+o00

We stress that this ensures the coercivity of the corresponding energy functional. Therefore,
we can use classical tools of the calculus of variations. Assumption Hq(iv) does not permit the
presence of a concave term and this changes the geometry of our problem compared to those
of the “concave” works mentioned in the Introduction. Finally we mention that assumptions
Hy imply that

(5) |f(z,2)|] <a(2)[1+ |:17|p_1] fora.a. z€Q, allz € R, a € L>®(Q);.

When ¢ = 2, we improve our conclusion about the nodal solution, provided we add a
perturbed monotonicity assumption for f(z,-), as follows

H{: H; hold (with ¢ =2) and
(vi) for every p > 0, there exists é’\p > 0 such that for a.a. z € (2, the function z —
f(z,2) + &|z|P~2x is nondecreasing on [—p, p).
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Finally, we can have a nonexistence result for (Py]) provided we add a growth restriction for
f(z,-), as follows
HY: H; hold and
(vi) f(z,2)x < Ai(p,a1)|z|P for a.a. z € Q, all z € R.

3. POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE SOLUTIONS

The existence of positive and negative solutions for (Py)) is established in the case A >
M1(g, az). We obtain smallest positive and biggest negative solutions. These solutions of (Py])
(namely, extremal constant sign solutions) play a crucial role in Section [ to generate a nodal
solution.

Proposition 3.1. Let Hy, Hy be satisfied, and \ > Xl(q, az). Then (Py)) admits solutions
uy € intCy, vy € —int C..

Proof. Let ¢ : VVO1 P(Q) — R be a C'-functional given as
1 1 A
i (u) = —/ a1(z)|VulPdz 4+ — / az(2)|Vu|ldz — =|lu™||? — / F(z,u™)dz
pJa q.J q Q

for all u € VVOl P(Q). We discuss the properties of ¢ (+) to obtain a positive solution of (Py).
As already mentioned the coercivity of functionals is a crucial key to apply the direct methods
of calculus of variations.

Claim: ¢7 (+) is coercive.

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that there is {u, }neny C VVOl P(Q) satisfying
(6) @ (up) < cz for some c3 > 0, all n € N,
(7) |lun]| — 00 as n — oc.

If {u,} }ren C Wol’p(Q) is bounded, then from (6) we deduce the boundedness of {u, }neny C

WO1 P(Q). Consequently, we get the boundedness of {u, }nen C VVO1 P(Q1), which contradicts
([@). Therefore, one can suppose

(8) |lul| = oo asmn — oo.
+
We set y,, = ”u—iH, n € N. Then ||y,|| =1, y, > 0 for all n € N. So, we suppose
Un
9) Yn — y in Wol’p(Q) and y, — y in LP(Q), y > 0.
From ([l) we have
1 1
(10) —/ a1(z)|Vuy|Pdz + —/ az(2)|Vuy|idz < c3 + éHuj{Hg + / F(z,ul)dz,
P Ja q.Ja q Q
7!
= — [ ai(z Vynpdz—ki/ag 2)|Vy,|ldz
p Jo TNV s 2Bl
c3 F(z,ul)
(11) < lynlld + | ———"~dz for alln € N.
lun [P qllug [[P=a 77" [ima i
Assumption Hj (i) leads to
F(- ut(- w 1
(12) Flotal)) o, Ly in 1200,

s 1P

(13) with 1 € L>®(Q) satisfying 1(z) < A1(p,a1) for a.a. z € Q.

3
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Letting n — oo in (), by (), @), (I2) and the fact that ¢ < p, we deduce that
(14) [ a@Ivara: < [ aerae
Q Q

If § % Ai(p,a1) (see (@), then from () one has ¢[|y[|P < 0 (see Proposition 1)), and
hence y = 0. From (@) and (1), we see that ||Vy,|l, — 0, which leads to contradiction with
lynll = 1 for all n € N.

If n(z) = A1 (p, ay) for a.a. z € ©, again from (I4) one has Joa1(2)|VylPdz = M (p, ar)llylb,
and hence y = ¥ uy(p, a1) for some ¢ > 0.

If ¥ = 0, then y = 0 which leads to contradiction with ||y,|| = 1 for all n € N.

If 9 > 0, then y € int C and so we have u;(z) — +oo for a.a. z € Q. By Hi(iii) given
€ > 0, there is M = M (§) > 0 satisfying

(15) f(z,x)x — pF(z,z) > &|z|” for a.a. z € Q, all |z| > M.
Additionally
d [F(Zaw)] _ [z )|z = plafPPaF (2, 2)
& | alr 2
z,x)r — pF(z,x 2% ife >M
il )WZ (22) {_ ||—+ a2 e @),
F(z,y) F(zx) > _ 13 [ 11 }
|y [P =[P p—7 Ly~ xfpmT

for a.a. z € Q, for all |y| > |z| > M. Letting |y| — oo, by H;(ii) we deduce that
Mpa) Pl | &1

p zlp T p—T |zl
A P pF
= 1(pan)|z® = pF(z,2) > &b for a.a. z € Q, all |z| > M,
|7 p—T
h P pF
(16) = lim 1P ay)lel” = pF(z,z) +00 uniformly for a.a. z € Q.
T—Fo0 |x|7

Now, ([0) gives us
1 ~
. / (9, @) ()P — pF (2w ))dz < e + A |,
Q

1/ Xl(p7a1)(u1—’iL_)p_pF(Z7ujL_) Td C3 )\04
Q

17 = - < + ,
. b iy T A P

for some ¢4 > 0, for all n € N. For n — oo in ([I7) combining (), (I0]), Fatou’s lemma and
recalling that 7 > ¢, we leads to contradiction. The boundedness of {u },en C WO1 P(Q) is so
established. This implies the boundedness of {u, }neny C VVO1 P(Q) (see (@), which contradicts
([@). This argument establishes the coercivity of 90;((-), as stated in the Claim. Next, we observe
that 90;() is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous (by Sobolev embedding theorem). This
fact, the Claim and the Weierstrass-Tonelli theorem, lead to the existence of a uy € VVOl P(Q)
satisfying

(18) ©f (uy) = inflp} (u) tu € Wol’p(Q)].

So, Hi(iv) for fixed € > 0, gives us § = d(¢) > 0 with

(19) |F(z,z)| < g]az\q for a.a. z € Q, all |z] <.
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But u1(q, a2) € int C4 (Section 2]) ensures there exists ¢ € (0,1) small enough to get

(20) 0 < tt1(q,a2)(z) <4 for all z € Q.
Therefore,
o P R e
et < 5 [ a@IVage)Pd+ )+~ A
Q
(see (M), 0], recall ||ui(g,a2)|q =1). If we choose € € (0, A — A1(g, az)), then
(21) ©f (tur(q, a2)) < cst? — cgt?  for some c5,cq > 0.

As p > q, we choose t € (0,1) appropriately (i.e., even smaller if necessary), then from (1)
we get

ij(tal ((L (12)) < 07
S () <0 = g (0) (recall (IF)),
and so uy # 0. Again (I8) leads to (¢3)(uy) = 0, which implies

(22) (ApH(un), h) + (AG? (ur), h) = /Q[)\(u;\r)q_l + f(z,u;\r)]hdz for all h € Wol’p(Q).

Equation (22]) for the test function h = —u, € VVO1 P(€2), leads to the inequality ¢;1]|Vuy [|j <
0 (see Hyp), and hence uy > 0, uy # 0. Thus uy is a positive solution of (Py)) (see (22))).
Ladyzhenskaya and Ural’tseva [10, Theorem 7.1] ensures that uy € L*(f2). Consequently, the
regularity theory of Lieberman [I1] implies uy € C4 \ {0}. Now, Papageorgiou et al. [20]
Proposition 2.2] gives us

(23) 0 <uy(z) forall zeQ.

We can continue the proof of [20, Proposition 2.2], since now we have more regularity
(namely now uy € Cy \ {0}). So, let z; € 02 and set zo = 23 — 2pn with p € (0,1)
small and n = n(z;) is the outward unit normal at z;. As in [20], we consider the annulus
D={2€Q:p<|z—2|<2p}and let m = min{u(z) : z € 0B,(22) > 0} (see [23))). From
the proof in [20], for ¥ € (0,m) small, there is y € C1(D) N C%(D) satisfying the inequality

—Afty— ARy < 0in D with y(21) =0, g—y(zl) < 0. We know that —Aftuy —Af2uy > 0 in Q.
n
So, from the weak comparison principle (Pucci and Serrin [25], p. 61), one has y(z) < uy(z)

for all z € D. It follows that %(21) < %(21) < 0, and so uy € int C4. Similarly working

with ¢, : Wol’p(Q) — R of the form
1 1 A
o (u) = —/al(z)|Vu|pdz+—/ag(z)|Vu|qdz——||u_||g—/ Pz, —u-)dz
pJa q.Jq q Q

for all u € Wol’p(Q), we get a negative solution vy € —int C for problem (P (A > 1 (q,a2)).
O
Remark 3.1. An alternative way to show that uy € int C, is the following one. Let c/l\(z) =
d(z,00Q) for all z € Q. By Gilbarg and Trudinger [7, Lemma 14.16], we can find 9 > 0
such that d € C2(Qo), where Qo = {z € Q : d(2) < &}. It follows that d € intCy. From
Rademacher’s theorem (see Gasiriski and Papageorgiou [3], p. 56), we know that ay,ay are
both differentiable a.e. in Q. So, by taking d9 > 0 even smaller if necessary we can have

% o’ % o < 0. On account of @3), we can find t € (0,1) small such that w = td < Ty

on 0. Additionally, [T, Lemma 14.17] leads to
—Ajw — APw <0 < —Aftuy — AZ?uy  in Qo (see Hi(v)), w <wuy  on 0.
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Then the weak comparison principle (see Pucci and Serrin [25], p. 61), gives us w < uy in
Qo. Hence for a certain t € (0,1) small satisfying td < uy inQ, we get uy € int Cy.

We now establish the existence of smallest positive and biggest negative solutions. From
Hiy(iv) and (Bl), fixed € > 0, there exists a constant c; = c7(¢) > 0 satisfying

flz,x)x > —¢l|x|? — c7]z|P for a.a. z € Q, all x € R,
(24) = Mz|T+ f(z,x)x > [N —¢]|z|? — er]z|P for a.a. z € Q, all x € R.
Observe that (24) leads to the following auxiliary Dirichlet problem

(25) {—A‘51U(2) — Af2u(z) = [N = ellu(2)|"?u(z) - erlu(2)[P"?u(z) in Q,
u‘ =0, A>0.
o0
Proposition 3.2. Let Hy be satisfied, A\ > Xl(q, az) and € € (0,\ — Xl(q,ag)). Then (25)
admits a unique positive solution Uy € int Cy.. Additionally, as 28) is odd, then it admits a
unique negative solution vy = —uy € —int C'y.

Proof. We start discussing the existence of a positive solution for problem (25]). To this end
let 1y : Wol’p(Q) — R defined by

1 1 A —
o (w) = 2 / a(2)|VulPdz + / ax(2) |Vl 9dz — 2 g+ Tt
P Ja qJq q D

for all u € VVO1 P(Q). Since g < p, we see that w;\r() is coercive. Also, it is sequentially weakly
lower semicontinuous. By using the similar arguments to the ones in the proof of Proposition
B one can find wy € Wol’p(Q) positive solution to (28] (i.e., uy > 0, uy # 0) and also uy €
int C. To establish the uniqueness of 7y, we need the functional j : L}(Q) — R = RU {+00}
of the form

(26) i) = {% Joa1(2)|Vul/9|Pdz + % Jqa2(2)|Vul/)9dz if u >0, ul/? € Wol’p(Q),

+o00 otherwise.

The convexity of (26]) follows from Diaz and Sad [2, Lemma 1]. We introduce dom j = {u €
L' () : j(u) < +oo} and argue by contradiction. Suppose that @) is another positive solution
of 25). Of course, wy € int Cy and Papageorgiou et al. [16, Proposition 4.1.22] give us
u w

2 ¢ L>°(Q2) and 2 ¢ L>(€). Hence if h = u§ — w1, a sufficiently small [¢| < 1 leads
WX Ux

to U?\ + th € domj, @g\ + th € domj. Since (26]) is convex, we have that it is also Gateaux
differentiable (in the direction h) at u} and at w}. Using chain rule together with nonlinear

Green’s identity ([16], p. 35), one has

— A%y, — A%y
Jam =7 [ “2E2ZE0 s — (3= e - ez,
qJa [ Q
A%, — AW
J (@) (h) = 1/ p AT 20 PApg, = /([)\ — &) — it 9)hds.
q.Jo wd Q

Since (26]) is convex, then j/(-) is monotone, and so
0< /Qc7[w§‘q -y M(uf —w})dz <0,

which implies that )y = w). We conclude that ([25) admits a unique positive solution uy €
int Cy. By oddness of (25]), we deduce that it admits a unique negative solution Uy = —u) €
—int C+ . O
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In the sequel, we will work with:

S = {set of positive solutions to ()},
S, = {set of negative solutions to (Py)}.

Observe (by Proposition BI]) that if A > Xl(q,ag), then () # S;\r CintCy and § # S, C
—int Cy. We also mention that the unique constant sign solutions of (25]) provide bounds for
the elements of these two solution sets.

Proposition 3.3. Let Hy, Hi be satisfied, and A > Xl(q,ag). Then uy < u for all u € S;f
and v <y for allv € Sy .

Proof. For u € S§ CintCy and € € (0, — A1 (q,a2)), we introduce a Carathéodory function
kj\r:QxR—)Rdeﬁnedby

A —e](zt)i ! —cr(at)P ! if o < ulz2),
A —elu(2)4! — cru(z)P~t  ifu(z) < .

(27) kY (z,2) = {
Let Ky (z,2) = [; k{(z,5)ds and By : W,?(€2) = R be the C'-functional

+ :1 j2 1 9> — +
By (u) p/Qal(z)|Vu| dz—l—q/gag(z)|Vu| dz /QKA (z,u)dz

forallu € VVO1 P(Q2). Now (7)) ensures the coercivity of 3 (-); additionally, 8) (-) is sequentially
weakly lower semicontinuous. By using the similar arguments to the ones in the proof of
Proposition 3], one can deduce that there exists u) € VVO1 P(Q) with

(28) (A% (@iy), h) + (A% (@), h) = /Q K (z,@n)hde  for all h € WAo(Q),
In (28) first we use h = —u, € Wol’p(Q) leading to wy > 0, uy # 0. Next taking h =
(iy — u)™ € Wy P(Q), we have
(APt (@), (@ —u) ™) + (A2 (@), (@ —u)™)

= /Q (N —eJu?™ —cruP™) (U) —u)Tdz  (see (7))
< / (M7t + f(z,0)) Uy —u)Tdz  (see 24)
Q

= (A% (u), (T —u)") + (A% (u), (Ur —u)*) (since u € S),
which implies u) < uw. Summarizing
(29) uy € [0,u], uy #D0.

Using (27), (29), (28]), then @, is positive solution of (25)). So, on account of Proposition
B2l we have uy = uy. Therefore u) < u for all u € S;r (see (29)). Clearly, on the similar lines,
one can establish that v <w) for all v € Sy . O

The extremal constant sign solutions to (Py)) (A > i (g,a2)) are obtained as follows.

Proposition 3.4. Let Hy, Hy be satisfied, and A\ > Xl(q,ag). Then there exist uy € S;\r and
vy € Sy whereujguforallueSJr, v <) forallveSy.

Proof. We mention that Papageorgiou et al. [I5, Proposition 7] ensures that S;\r is downward
directed (i.e., if uy,ug € S;\r, then there exists u € S;r with v < uy, u < ug). Moreover, Hu
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and Papageorgiou [8, Lemma 3.10] help us to find {u,}nen C S;r C int Cy decreasing and
satisfying

(30) ing un, =inf S, Uy <wu, <wuy for all n € N (see Proposition B.3).
ne
Starting from

(B1) (A% (up),h) + (A% (up), ) = /Q Dl 4 f(z ) hde for all h € WAP(Q),

and taking h = u, € Wol’p(Q), then [B0) and Hy give us ¢ ||Vuy,|[h < cg for some cg > 0, for
all n € N, and hence {uy, }nen C VVOl P(Q)) is bounded. Therefore, it is possible to suppose
(32) Uy > u} in Wol’p(Q), un, — u} in LP(Q).
Before taking n — oo in ([B1I), we use h = u, — u} € Wol’p(Q), and by [B2]) we get
Jim [(AG! (un), up — ) + (Ag* (un), un —u3)] =0,

= limsup[(Ap" (un), un — u) + (AG%(u}), un —u})] <0 (since A?(-) is monotone),
n—o0

= Timsup(A% (uy), u, — ul) <O (see (),

n—oo
(33) = u, — u} in WyP(Q) (A% is of type (S)4).
Returning to Eq (31]) and letting again n — oo, ([33]) and (B0) lead to

(At (un), h) + (Ag?(u3), h) = / A@3)?! + f(z,u3)]hdz  for all h € WyP(Q),
Q
uy < uy.

We arrive to the conclusion that u} € S;f and u) = inf S;\r. Similarly, we produce v} € Sy,
vy =supS, , where S is upward directed (i.e., if v,v € Sy, then there exists v € S, with
v1 < v, vy < ). O

4. NODAL SOLUTIONS

We implement a simple idea: we will use truncations to work over the order interval [v}, u}].
Any nontrivial solution (# u}, v}) of (P)) there, will be nodal. The key ingredient is the
minimax characterization of A2(q,a2) (see ({@)). From Section [l we have u} € int Cy and
vy € —int C; solving [By) (A > Ai(g, a2)). Then we introduce

Mui(2)|77205(2) + f(z,05(2) if 2 < vi(2),

(34) pr(z,z) = S Nz|97%2z + f(z, ) if v3(2) < <ui(z),
M (2)T7 + f(z,u5(2)) if u3(2) < .
Evidently p(+,-) is of Carathéodory. Additionally, we need
(35) WE(2,2) = iz, £75),

Putting My(z,z) = [ ua(z, s)ds, M (z,2) = Iy 113 (2, 8)ds, one can define the C'-functionals
1/),\,¢§E : Wol’p(Q) — R as

/al(z)|Vu|pdz+1/ag(z)|Vu|qdz—/M,\(z,u)dz,
Q q.Jq Q

. 1
¥a(u) =
HE = 1 p 1 9,9, _ +

V5 (u) p/Qal(z)\Vu] dz + q/ﬂag(z)\Vu] dz /QM)\ (z,u)dz
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for all u € VVO1 P(Q). From (34)), (35), the nonlinear regularity theory and the extremality of
u} and vy, we infer easily the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let Hy, Hy be satisfied, and A > Xl(q,ag). Then, KIZA C [vs,u3] N C(Q),
K@j ={0,u}}, KA; ={0,v}}.
We establish the following auxiliary proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let Hy, Hy be satisfied, and \ > Xl(q, az). Then, vy € int Cy and vy €
—int C4 are local minimizers of P (+).

Proof. Definitions (34]) and (35]) give us the coercivity of Jf(), which are sequentially weakly

lower semicontinuous too. Similarly to the proofs of previous propositions but involving w;\r()

this time, there exists a certain u} € Wol’p(Q) with u} # 0. As u} € K+ \ {0}, from
A

Proposition [d.I], we get uy = u} € int C. Observe TZJ\)\ c = J;\r c. (see (34), (B3)), and hence
we have
u} is a local C3(Q)-minimizer of (),
= ) is a local Wol’p(Q)—minimizer of QZ)\() (refer to [4]).
Involving in a similar way z/b\;(), we complete the proof for vy € —int C. O

Using the method outlined in the beginning of this section, we establish the following.
Proposition 4.3. Let Hy, Hy be satisfied, and A > /)\\g(q,ag). Then, (Py) admits a nodal
solution yy € [vi,u}] N CH(Q).

Proof. To develop the reasoning here, we start from the inequality
(36) DA(}) < alu}),

but of course we could assume equivalently z/p\,\(vi) > z/p\,\(uj) On account of Proposition [4.1]
and without any restriction, let K o be finite (otherwise we already have an infinity of nodal

smooth solutions). Proposition [£.2] ([B6]) and Papageorgiou et al. [16l Theorem 5.7.6], ensure
us that there is p € (0,1) small with

(37)  a(w}) < daud) < inf[a(w) : lu—uil| = p) = Mn,  p <[} — w3l (see (BB)).

Again definition (34]) gives us the coercivity of JA(-), which hence satisfies the Palais-Smale
condition ([16], p. 369). This fact and (B7) lead to a mountain pass geometry, which ensures
the existence of y) € WO1 P(Q) with

(38) e Ky < (w5, ui] N CA@E)  (see Proposition EI)), iy < Px(yy).

From (B8) and (34) it follows that yy € C}(Q) solves (P and it is distinct from u}, v%. To
conclude, it remains to prove that y) # 0. Mountain pass theorem ensures that

Ua(yn) = inf max, (1),

with I' = {y € C’([—l,l],Wol’p(Q)) s y(=1) = v}, v(1) = u}}. We consider the following
Banach manifolds M = Wol’p(Q) NoBH, M, = M N CHQ), where 0BL" = {u € LI(Q) :
|lull; = 1} and we introduce the sets of paths:
['={7eC(-11],M):3(-1) = ~u1(g,02), 1) = (g, a2)},
fC = {;Y\ € C([_17 1]7MC) :Y\(_l) = —al(q,CLQ), 3(1) = a1(Q7a2)}’
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Claim: fc is dense in T. B
Given§ € T and ¢ € (0,1), we introduce K. : [—1,1] = 26 of the form

- {fueCHQ): lu—7@)| <e} if —1<t<l,
Ke(t) = {{:l:ul(q, as)} if t = +1.

This multifunction has nonempty and convex values. Additionally, for ¢t € (—1,1) IA(E(t) is
open, while the sets I?e(l), I?e(—l) are singletons. Now, Hu and Papageorgiou [8, Proposition
2.6], implies that K.(-) is lsc, and hence Michael [I3, Theorem 3.1”] ensures the existence of
a continuous map 7. : [—1,1] — C3(Q) with 3.(t) € K.(t) for all t € [—1,1].

Put e =n~!', n € N and let 7,, = 71 be the continuous selection of the multifunction K 1(v)
produced above. The inequality " !

1
(39) Antt) =50l < & forall £ € [-1,1]
holds and since 5 € T', we see that |[§()|| > m > 0 for all ¢ € [~1,1]. Hence (@) leads us to
suppose |[Fn(t)|| # 0 for all t € [—1,1], all n € N. We set 7,,(t) = L() for all t € [—1,1],

170 ()l
, 1], M.), Yn(£1) = £u1(q, az). Moreover,

all n € N. Then we have 7,, € C([-1
[Fn () = F@I < [ (t) = An @O + [Fn(t) = F ()]
|

(40) < WHA )|+ l for all t € [-1,1], all n € N (see (39)).
q
Note that
max 1= [Fa@lal = _max 500~ Ia(®ll] (since ¥ € )
< _max [[3(t) —Fn(®)lly

< ¢ max, [7(t) — 4. (t)]] for some ¢g > 0 (Wol’q(Q) — L1(Q))

< 2—9 (see ([39)).

We use this estimate in (40), together with ([B9) and the fact that VVO1 P(Q) — LI(Q). We
obtain

~ 1 1
7 (t) =@ < ———— [1 + —} + — for some cjp >0, all n € N,
ncip — 1 n n
which implies that fc is dense in T'. Using this and (@), one can find 7 € f satisfying
/ as(2)|VA(t)|9dz < Aa(g,a0) +9 for all t € [~1,1], with 0 < 0 < ()\ Na(g, a2)).
Q
Next, H;(iv) ensures the existence of § > 0 satisfying
(41) F(z,x) > —g\mlq for a.a. z € Q, all |z] < 6.
q
We have the compactness of 7([—1,1]) € M., and we know that v} € intCy and v €
—int Cy. Now, by Papageorgiou et al. [16, Proposition 4.1.24], we can find £ € (0,1) small

with

(42) E7(t) (G (v, ui] NCHQ) for all t € [—1,1],

1EA(t)(2)| <6 forallt € [-1,1], all z € Q.
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Consider u € £7([—1,1]). Therefore u = £u with u € §([—1,1]). We have

~ P

q
Pa(u) < & / a1 (z)|VulPdz + & [/ az(2)|Vaulldz — (A — 19)}
P Ja q LJa
(see (D), () and recall [7(t)], = 1)

p q -

<& [ a@vara: - £ [x- Galga) +20)] (s again @), @)
Q

< e11&P — ¢12€?  for some c11,c12 > 0 (recall the choice of ¥).

Then choosing £ € (0,1) (smaller enough), one has

(43) DA

<0 where v =£7.
o0

Let a = @;(uj) = @A(uj) and b=0 = zZ/J\F(O) = 1(0). From the proof of Proposition A,
we know that a < b = 0. Moreover on account of Proposition B.I] and since u3 is the global
minimizer of ¢y, one can conclude that K%+ = {u}}, vf (K$+) N (a,0) = 0.

A A

Therefore we can apply the second deformation theorem in Papageorgiou et al. [16] (p.

386) and produce hg : [0,1] x ((1)})%\ K%Q — (1Y )® such that
A

(44) ho(0,u) = u for all w € (1) \ {0}) (note Kq%j = {0}),
(45) ho(t,u) = uy for all u € ((QZ;\F)O \ {0}), all t € [0,1] (note Kﬁ%ﬁ = {u}}),
(46) O (ho(t,u)) < Of (ho(s,u)) forall 0<s<t<T1,allue ((¢7)°\{0}).

These properties of the deformation hg imply that K % . is a strong deformation retract of
A

(121\;)0 \ {0} and the deformation is @;—decreasing. We set v4(t) = ho(t,£U1(g,a2))t for all
t € [0,1], i.e., a continuous path in Wol’p(Q) and its trace is in the positive cone of Wol’p(Q).
Note £ ui(q, az2) € (J;\F)O (see ([@3)) and 1@\'(5 u1(q,a2)) = JA(ﬁ u1(q,az)). So, we have

74+(0) = €ui(g, az) (see (@),

V(1) =uy  (see (@),

O (4 (1) < 9 (74(0))  for all ¢ € [0,1] (see (EB)),
= Ua(1(t) < Oa(ETi(g,a2)) <0 for all t € [0,1] (see (3F), [@3)),
(47) = ¢y <0,

with v, being a continuous path in VVO1 P (), linking € Uy (g, az) to u}. For 12;, we can produce
in a similar way a continuous path y_ in VVOl P(Q), connecting —£ 11 (g, az) and v}. and such
that

(48) J)\‘% < 0.

Merging v—_, Yo, Y+, We get v, € I' satisfying
| <0 (see (@), D), @),
= ) < 0= (0),
which implies y # 0, and so yy € [v},u}] N C¢(Q) is nodal solution to (Py).
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So, we have the following multiplicity result of (Py). We emphasize that in this theorem,
one has sign information for all the solutions and the solutions are ordered.

Theorem 4.1. Let Hy, Hq be satisfied. Thus:

(a) if A > Ai(q,az), then (Py) admits at least two constant sign solutions uy € int Cy,
vy € —int Cy;

(b) if X > Xa(q, a2), then there is also a nodal solution of (Py), namely yy € [vx,ux] N
Ci ().

If ¢ = 2 (weighted (p,2)-equation), then we can improve a little Theorem [.T(b).

Theorem 4.2. Let Hy, H) (with q = 2) be satisfied, and A\ > Xo(2,a2). Then, [P) (with
q = 2) admits at least three nontrivial smooth solutions with sign information and ordered
uy €intCp, vy € —int Cy, yy € int ci @) [un, up].

Proof. We start from the solutions provided by Theorem H.I, namely uy € intCy, vy €
—int C and yy € [vy, ux] N C¢(Q) nodal.

Let a(z,y) = a1(2)|y|P~>+az(z)y for all z € Q, all y € RY. Thus diva(z, Vu) = Allu+A%y
for all u € Wol’p(Q). Observe a(z,-) € CY(RY,RY) (recall that 2 < p here) and

_o . X .
Vya(z,y) = a1 (2)yP~2 1d+<p—2>% + as(2)id

= (Vya(z,9)&8&) > ci|é* forall y, & € RV,
Also, if p = max{[|[vx]|oc, lurlloc} and &, > 0 is taken from H(vi), then
flz,2) — f(zyu) > —é’\p\m —u| for all z,u € [—p,p].

The tangency principle (Pucci and Serrin [25, Theorem 2.5.2]) leads to
(49) vA(2) < ya(z) <ux(z) forall z € Q.

Then we have

=AYy — A%y + EluAlP2yn = Ayn + F(z,5n) + Eplya P2y
< Auy + f(z,un) + §pu§‘1 (see (A9) and H(vi))

(50) = —A%uy — A%uy 4 Eul

On account of ([#9) we have 0 < A[uy—yx]. Returning to (B0]), we obtain uy—y, € int C1 (by
Gasinski et al. [6, Proposition 3.2]). On the other side, one can establish that y) —v) € int C..
We deduce that yy € int cL@) [Ua, wp]. O

Finally under assumption H; we can have a nonexistence result.

Theorem 4.3. Let Hy, H{ be satisfied, and X\ < Xl(q, az). Then, (Py)) does not admit
nontrivial solution.

Proof. At the beginning we postulate the existence of u € Sj\' Cint Cy so that
(AgH(u), h) + (AG*(u), h) = /Q[)\]u\q_zu + f(z,u)]hdz for all h € Wol’p(Q).
For h = u € Wy*(Q), by HY(vi) we deduce that
/Qal(z)WUIpdz — X1 (p, an)||ull? + /Q as(2)|Vul?dz — Aul|g < 0,

which implies [A1(q, az) — Al[|ul|4 < 0, a contradiction since A < Ai(q,az). Therefore Sy =10
for all A < Ai(q,a9). O
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Remark 4.1. For (p, q)-equations with no weights but with variable exponents we refer to the
survey paper of Radulescu [26].
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