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Abstract

The aim of this paper is investigating the existence of weak solutions
of the quasilinear elliptic model problem

— div(A(z, u) Va2 Vu)+1—1)At(x7u) VuP = f(zu) i,
u =0 on 0X,

where Q C RY is a bounded domain, N > 2, p > 1, A is a given function
which admits partial derivative A:(z,t) = %—f(% t) and f is asymptotically
p-linear at infinity.

Under suitable hypotheses both at the origin and at infinity, and if
A(z,-) is even while f(z,-) is odd, by using variational tools, a cohomo-
logical index theory and a related pseudo—index argument, we prove a
multiplicity result if p > N in the non-resonant case.
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1 Introduction

Let us consider the p-Laplacian type equation

—div p—2 1 P = i
P) div(A(z, u) [VulP~2 Vu) + p Ay(z,u) |[Vul flz,u)  inQ,

u =0 on 01},
where Q@ C R¥ is a bounded domain, N > 2, p > 1, 4, f: QxR — R are
given functions such that the partial derivative A;(x,t) = %—‘?(x, t) exists for a.e.

r e alteR.
If we set F(x,t) = fot f(z,s)ds, we can associate with problem (P) the

functional J : D € Wy ?(Q) — R defined by
J(u) = ! / A(z,u) |VulPde — / F(z,u) dz. (1.1)
b Ja Q

In general, if no growth assumption is made on A with respect to ¢, the
natural domain D of J is contained in, but is not equal to, the Sobolev space
VVO1 "P(Q)). Anyway, under the assumptions

(Hp) A, A; are Carathéodory functions on € x R such that

sup |A(-,t)] € L=(Q), sup |A¢(-,t)] € L*™(£) for any r > 0;

lt|<r [t|<r

(ho) f is a Carathéodory function on 2 x R such that

sup |f(-,t)] € L™(£2) for any r > 0,
[t]<r

the functional J is surely well-defined on the Banach space
X =WeP(@Q)NnL®9Q),  |ulx = llull + ||, (1.2)
with
lu||” = / [VulPdz, |u|lee = esssup|u(x)l,
Q zEN
and, for any u,v € X, its Gateaux derivative with respect to u in the direction
v is given by
(AT (u),v) = [ A(z,u) |[VulP~? Vu- Vv dz
Q
1
+ - [ Az, u) [VulP vde — f(z,u) v da.
P Ja Q

As our aim is investigating the existence of weak solutions of (P) when it is
an asymptotically p-linear elliptic problem, we assume that A and f satisfy the
following hypotheses:



(H;) there exists ag > 0 such that

A(z,t) > ap a.e. in 2, for all t € R;

(Hs) there exists A € L*°(Q) such that

lim Az, t) = A®(xz) uniformly a.e. in ;

[t] —=+o0

(h1) there exist A>° € R and a (Carathéodory) function g* :  x R — R such
that

fla,t) = X2 [tP72 t+ g™ (x,1),

where

(o]
L‘T_’t) =0 uniformly a.e. in Q. (1.3)
[t|—>4o00 [t[P~T

As J is a Cl-functional on X under these hypotheses (see Proposition B.1),
we can seek weak solutions of (P) by means of variational tools.

In the asymptotically linear case, i.e. under the hypotheses (hg) and (hq), a
variational approach was first used for p = 2 and A(z,t) = 1 (see the seminal
papers [T, 5]). On the contrary, only a few results have been obtained when
p # 2, but always for A(x,t) = 1 or, at worst, for A(z,t) = A(z) independent of ¢
(see [2, 14 [6] [T6], 18] 2T, 22| 23], [24] 25]). In fact, when p > 1 is arbitrary, the main
difficulty is that, while the structure of the spectrum of —A in H}(Q) is known,
the full spectrum of —A, is still unknown, even though various authors have
introduced different characterizations of eigenvalues and definitions of quasi—
eigenvalues.

Clearly, the same problem arises in our setting when A(z,t) depends on t.
Furthermore, we have difficulties with the Palais—Smale condition as well, and
have to consider the asymptotic behavior, both at the origin and at infinity, not
only of the term f(x,t), but also of the coefficient A(z,t).

When (hq) is replaced with different conditions at infinity, weaker versions of
the Palais—Smale condition hold for arbitrary p > 1, and the existence of critical
points of J in X have been proved (see [10, [13]). However, these approaches do
not distinguish between different critical points at the same critical level (see
[11,[12]), and therefore, up to now, multiplicity results via a cohomological index
theory have been obtained only for p > N (see [9, [I5]). In fact, in this case the
Sobolev Tmbedding Theorem implies X = W, *(Q) and the classical Cerami’s
variant of the Palais—Smale condition can be verified.

In this paper, we will prove a multiplicity result for problem (P) when p > N
and f(z,t) is asymptotically p-linear at infinity. To this aim, by considering
some sequences of eigenvalues defined by means of the cohomological index, we
will prove the classical Palais—Smale condition and, by means of a cohomological
index theory and a related pseudo-index argument, we will extend the result



in [25] to our setting (see [I4] for a result obtained by using the approach in
[B]). In particular, let us point out that, if the coefficient A depends on ¢, the
boundedness of each Palais—Smale sequence of J requires a careful proof also
in the non-resonant assumption, unlike the ¢—independent case (see Proposition

B3).

2 Abstract tools

The aim of this section is to recall the abstract tools we need for the proof of our
main result. Hence, let (B, ||-||g) be a Banach space with dual space (B, || -||5)
and let J € CY(B,R).

Furthermore, fixing a level 8 € R, a point ug € B, a set C C B and a radius
r > 0, let us denote

o K/ ={ueB: dJ(u) =0} the set of critical points of J in B;

) KB] ={ueB: Ju) =g, dJ(u) =0} the set of critical points of J in B
at the level g (clearly, K [‘3] = (0 if B is a regular value);

o J8 ={uecB: J(u) < B} the sublevel set of .J associated with 3;

e BB(ug) = {u€B: ||lu—ug|s < r} the closed ball in B centered at u
of radius r, with boundary 9B (ug);

o distp(u,C) = in£ |lv — u||p the distance from C to u € B.
ve

We say that a sequence (uy), C B is a Palais-Smale sequence at the level
B, brieftly a (PS)sz-sequence, if

J(u,) = B and ||dJ(un)|s =0  as n— +oo.

The functional J satisfies the Palais—Smale condition at the level  in B, (PS)g
condition for short, if every (PS)g—sequence admits a subsequence that con-
verges in B.

Now, we assume that .J is even and J(0) = 0, and use the Zy-cohomological
index of Fadell and Rabinowitz in [20] and the associated pseudo-index of Benci
in [7] to obtain multiple critical points.

Let us first recall the definition and some basic properties of the cohomolog-
ical index.

Let A be the class of symmetric subsets of B\ {0}. For A € A, we denote
by

e A= A/7, the quotient space of A with each u and —u identified,

e f:A— RP™ the classifying map of A,

o f*:H*(RP*) — H*(A) the induced homomorphism of the Alexander—
Spanier cohomology rings.



Then the cohomological index of A is defined by

() sup{m >1: f*(wm™ 1) £0} ifA#0,
1 =
0 ifA =10,
where w € H*(RP®) is the generator of the polynomial ring H*(RP*) = Zs[w].
For example, if S"~1 is the unit sphere in R", 1 < n < 400, then i(S" 1) =
n as the classifying map of S”~! is the inclusion RP"~! ¢ RP*, which induces

isomorphisms on H? for ¢ <n — 1.

Proposition 2.1 (Fadell-Rabinowitz [20]). The indez i : A — N U {0, +oo}
has the following properties:

(i1) Definiteness: i(A) =0 if and only if A =0;

(i2) Monotonicity: If there is an odd continuous map from A to B (in partic-
ular, if A C B), then i(A) < i(B). Thus, equality holds when the map is
an odd homeomorphism;

(i3) Dimension: i(A) < dim B;

(i4) Continuity: If A € A is closed, then there is a closed neighborhood N € A
of A such that i(N) = i(A). When A is compact, N may be chosen to be
a &-neighborhood Ns(A) = {u € B : distg(u, A) < 6};

(i5) Subadditivity: If A, B € A are closed, then i(AU B) < i(A) +i(B);
(i¢) Stability: If SA is the suspension of A # (), obtained as the quotient space

of A x [—1,1] with A x {1} and A x {—1} collapsed to different points,
then i(SA) = i(A) + 1;

(i7) Piercing property: If A, Ao, A1 are closed and ¢ : Ax[0,1] = AgUA; is a
continuous mapping such that p(—u,t) = —p(u,t) for all (u,t) € Ax[0,1],
©(A x [0,1]) is closed, p(A x {0}) C Ay, and (A x {1}) C A;, then
i(p(A X [0,1])NAgNAy) >i(A);

(is) Neighborhood of zero: If U is a bounded closed symmetric neighborhood of
0, then i(0U) = dim B.

For any integer k > 1, let
A ={A e A: Ais compact and i(A) > k}
and set

= inf J(u).
o, e

Since Ax11 C Ag, then ¢ < ¢p41. Furthermore, for any k-dimensional subspace
V of B and § > 0, by we have OBE(0) NV € Ay, while by continuity it
results

sup J(u) — J(0) as §—=0,
uedBE(0)



so ¢ < J(0).
The following theorem is standard (see, e.g., [24, Proposition 3.36]).

Theorem 2.2. Assume that J € C*(B,R) is even and J(0) = 0. If

< Cptm—1 < 0

—OO<Ck§"'

and J satisfies (PS)., fori=k,...,k+m —1, then J has m distinct pairs of
nontrivial critical points.

Now, let us recall the definition and some basic properties of a pseudo-index
related to the cohomological index 1.

Let A* denote the class of symmetric subsets of B, let M € A be closed,
and let " denote the group of odd homeomorphisms v of B such that 7| ;o is the
identity. Then the pseudo-index of A € A* related to i, M, and I is defined by

i*(A) = min i(y(4) N M).

yel’

Proposition 2.3 (Benci [7]). The pseudo-index i* : A* — NU{0, +o00} has the
following properties:

(%) If A C B, then i*(A) < i*(B);
(i3) If n € T, then i*(n(A)) = i*(A4);
(i3) If Ae A* and B € A are closed, then i*(AU B) < i*(A) 4+ i(B).
For any integer k > 1 such that k < (M), let
A = {Ae A" : Ais compact and i*(A) > k}
and set

¢; = inf max J(u).
A€ A} ueA

From A}, C Ay, it follows ¢ < ¢;, ;. The following theorem is standard (see,
e.g., [24} Proposition 3.42]).

Theorem 2.4. Assume that J € C*(B,R) is even and J(0) = 0. If
0 < cp < < Chpmer < +00

and J satisfies (PS)¢: fori=k,....,k+m—1, then J has m distinct pairs of
nontrivial critical points.



3 The Palais—Smale condition

From here on, let X be the Banach space in (L2)) and let J : X — R be the
functional in (II). Furthermore, we denote by

o (X'/| - |lx/) the dual space of (X,] - ||x),
. (W‘l’p/(Q), Il - l-1) the dual space of (Wol’p(Q), 1D,

e L9(Q) the Lebesgue space equipped with the canonical norm | - |, for any
q=1,

e meas(-) the usual Lebesgue measure in RY.

By definition, X < Wy?(Q) and X < L°°(Q) with continuous imbeddings;
moreover, if p* is the critical exponent, i.e. p* = J\I;—J_Vp if pe[1,N][, p* = +o0
otherwise, by the Sobolev Imbedding Theorem, for any 1 < ¢ < p*, a constant
vq > 0 exists such that

luly < ygllull for all u € WyP(Q). (3.1)
In particular, for 1 < p < p*, we have

luly < llull, Jul < mllull  for all u € WyP(9), (3-2)
while, under the stronger assumption p > NN, we have

luloo < Yoollull  for all u € Wy P(S). (3.3)

Letting ¢* be as in (h;) and setting G (x,t) = fg g% (z, s)ds, if (ho) and
(h1) hold, then ¢g* is a Carathéodory function on  x R such that

sup |g>(-,t)| € L*=(2) for any r > 0; (3.4)
[t]<r

furthermore, ([34), respectively (3], implies that

sup |G*™(-,t)] € L*™(Q) for any r > 0, (3.5)
[t]<r
G™(z,t
im G*(z,t) =0 uniformly a.e. in . (3.6)
|| ——+o0 [t|P

Hence ([3)) and B4, respectively (3.0 and (3.6]), imply that for any € > 0 a
constant L. > 0 exists such that

|9%°(x,t)] < Le+elt|P™! for a.e. z € Q, all t € R, (3.7)
|G*=(z,t)] < L.+elt)? fora.e. z € Q, allt € R. (3.8)

Throughout this section, we consider the parametrized family of functionals
JIx : X — R defined by

1 P Py dx — (. u) dx
B = - /Q<A<x,u>|Vu| — Auf?) d /QG (2, u) da. (3.9)



Proposition 3.1. Let p > 1 and assume that the conditions (Hy), (ho) and
(h1) hold. If (un)n C X, u € X are such that

[, —ull =0 asn— 400 (3.10)
and k > 0 exists so that

[tn]oo < K foralln €N, (3.11)
then for any A € R, we have

Ia(un) = Ta(u) and 1dTx(un) — dIn(uw)||xr = 0 as n — +oo.
In particular, Jx € CY(X,R) with derivative dJy : u € X +— dJ\(u) € X’
defined by

(dI\(u),p) = /Q Az, uw)|VulP2Vu - Vi do + % /Q Ai(z,u)p|Vul|Pdz

— )\/ |u|P~2ugp dr — / 9= (x,u)p dx,
Q Q

for any u, p € X.

Proof. The proof is essentially a simpler version of [10, Proposition 3.1], but,
for completeness, here we point out its main tools.
First of all, consider the functional 7 : X — R which is defined as

- 1
J(w) = , /A(a:,w)|Vw|pd3:, we X,
Q

whose Gateaux differential in w along direction ¢ (w, ¢ € X) is
1
(dT(w), ) = / Az, w)|Vw|P~2Vw - Vo dv + > / A(z,w)p|Vw|Pdx.
Q Q

Now, let (upn), C X, u € X be such that (8.I0) and (BII) hold. A direct
consequence of (B1T)) and (Hp) is the existence of a constant b > 0, b depending
only on k and |u|s, such that for all n € N and a.e. € Q we have

|A(z,u)] <b, |A(z,un)| <b, |Ae(x,u)] <b, |Ai(z,un)] <b. (3.12)
On the other hand, by BI0) it follows that

(Un, Vug) = (u, Vu) in measure on {.
Thus, being A and A; Carathéodory functions, there results

Az, un)|Vup|P — Az, u)|Vul?,
Ai(z,un)|Vun [P = A(z,u)|VulP,
A2, un) | Vun P2V, — Az, u)|VulP~?Vu



in measure on 2, too, i.e., for all € > 0 it is

meas(Qn.c) = 0, meas(Q, ) — 0, meas(Q5") — 0, (3.13)
where

Qe = {2 € Q: |A(2,un)|Vun|? — Az, u)|Vul?| > €},

qua ={zxeQ: ‘At(x,un)|Vun|p - At(x,u)|Vu|p’ > e},

Ot ={z € Q: |A(@,un)|Vua P>V, — Az, u)|[Vul[P~>Vu| > €}

So, fixing € > 0, by applying Vitali-Hahn—-Saks Theorem and taking into ac-
count the absolutely continuity of the Lebesgue integral, there exists 6. > 0
(eventually, §. < ¢), such that if E C Q, meas(E) < d., then

/ |VulPdz < e, / |[Vu,|Pdx < e for all n € N; (3.14)
E E

moreover, by (BI3) an integer n. exists such that
meas(Qn,c) < b, meas(Q, ) < 0., meas(QﬁfEl) < 9§, forall n>n.. (3.15)

Then, from @12), BI4), BI5) and direct computations it follows that

- - 1
| (wn) =T = / (1A @, un)[[Vun|” + [A(z, w)|[Vul?)dz
Qn,s
1
+ = / | Az, un) |V, [P — Az, u)|VulP|de < be
P Ja\Q,,.

for all n > n., where by > 0 is a suitable constant independent of . Whence,
I (un) = T (u).
Now, fixing any € > 0 and taking any ¢ € X, we have

(AT () =T, < [ Al Funl V] da

4 / A, )| [VulP~} |V da
Qr !

n,e

+/ ’A(,T, U )| Vun P2V, — A(w,u)|Vu|p72Vu’|Vg0|d;v
o\Qrt

1
t 3 / ([Ae(z, un)|[Vun|? + [Ar(z, w)[[Vul?)|p| dz
Q:l,i
1
+ - / |At(x,un)|Vun|p—At(x,u)|Vu|p||gp|d:1:.
b Jaar, .

Thus, reasoning as above, from (L2), B12), BI4), (315) and direct computa-

tions, a constant by > 0, by independent of € and ¢, exists such that

(AT (un) — dT (u), )| < (26777 + (meas(2))'77)||¢|
+%(2b+meas(ﬂ))|cp|oo < bzmax{5,517%}||g0||x



for all n large enough. Hence, by the arbitrariness of € and ¢ € X, we have

On the other hand, from (B77)) and standard arguments (see, e.g., [I7, Subsection
2.1]), it follows that the functional

u e Wy (Q) = A /|u|pdw+/G°°(:c,u)d:veR
p Q Q

is C1 in (Wol’p(Q), [l -1, and so in (X, || - || x); hence, the tesis follows. O

Thus, if conditions (Hy), (ho) and (hq) hold, for each p > 1, problem (P)
has a variational structure and its bounded weak solutions are critical points of
J = Jr~ in the Banach space X.

As our aim is applying variational methods to the study of critical points
of J in the asymptotically p-linear case, we introduce the following further
conditions:

(Hs) we have

lim Ai(z,t) t = 0 uniformly a.e. in €;
|t] —=+oo

(Hy) there exists a3 > 0 (without loss of generality, oy < 1) such that

1
Az, t) + p Ay(z,t)t > ag A(z,t) ae. in Q, for all t € R.

Remark 3.2. Hypothesis (Hz) implies that

liminf A¢(x,t) t = 0 a.e. in

[t]—=+oo
hence, condition (Hs) is quite natural.

Remark 3.3. By (Hs) and (Hs), for each € > 0, a radius R. > 0 exists such
that

|A(z,t) — A®(z)] < e forae. x€Q,if |t| > Re, (3.16)
|[Ay(z,t)t] < e for ae. z € Q,if |t| > R.. (3.17)
Since (BI6) implies
|A(z,t)] < |A®| +¢& forae. x€Q,if |t| > R.,
it follows from (Hp) and (BI7) that
|[A(z,t)| <b, |A(z,t)] <b for a.e. z € Q, for all t € R, (3.18)

for a suitable b > 0.

10



Remark 3.4. In the proof of Proposition 3] assumption [B.IT]) is required only
for the boundedness conditions (B12), which are necessary for investigating the
smoothness of 7. However, this uniform bound can be avoided in the hypotheses
(H3) and (Hg3) as (318) holds. Whence, in this set of hypotheses, for any p > 1,
the functional J is continuous in VVO1 P(Q), and so is J) for any A € R. However,
in general, Jy is not C* in Wy (Q) as it is Gateaux differentiable in u € Wy (Q)
only along bounded directions.

Here and in the following, by o(A;°) we denote the spectrum of the operator
AX i u e WyP(Q) = —div(A%(z) [VulP~2 Vu) € W™HP(Q),  (3.19)
which is the set of A € R such that the nonlinear eigenvalue problem

—div(A*®(z) [VulP~2 Vu) = X |ulP~2u in Q,
u =0 on 0f2

has a nontrivial (weak) solution in W, "*(Q), i.e. some u € Wy*(Q), u # 0,
exists such that

/ A% (2)|VulP~2Vu - Ve dz = /\/ lulP~2up d  for all ¢ € W, P(9).
Q Q

Proposition 3.5. If p > 1, the hypotheses (Ho)—(Ha), (ho) and (h1) hold, and
A& o(Ap°), then for all B € R, each (PS)g-sequence of J in X is bounded in

the WP —norm.
Proof. Taking 8 > 0, let (uy)n C X be a (PS)g—sequence, i.e.

In(un) = 8 and  [|[dTn(un)l|x — 0 if n— +o0. (3.20)
Arguing by contradiction, we suppose that

unll — +oo. (3.21)

Hence, without loss of generality, for any n € N we assume ||u,| > 0, and
define

Up = , hence |v,| =1. (3.22)

Then, there exists v € VVO1 "P(Q) such that, up to subsequences, we have

v, — v weakly in WyP(Q), (3.23)
vp, — v strongly in L9(Q) for each 1 < g < p*, (3.24)
Up — v a.e. in Q. (3.25)

In order to yield a contradiction, we organize the proof in some steps:

1. v £ 0;

11



2. a constant by > 0 exists such that for any p > 0 there exists n, € N such
that

/ |[Vop|Pde < by max{u, u’} for all n > n,, (3.26)
o\

where
= {zeQ: |v(z)| >} (3.27)
3. taking Qy = {x € Q: v(z) = 0}, if meas(€2y) > 0 then
/ VolPde = 0, (3.28)
Qo
which implies Vo = 0 a.e. in y and, clearly,

/ A (z) |VoP~? Vu-Vo dr = / AoP~2 wp dx for all ¢ € WyP(Q);
Q() QO

4. taking any ¢ € X we have
/ A (2)| Vo, P2V, - Vo dz — )\/ |vn P20 dz — 0; (3.29)
Q Q

5. A € 0(Ay°), in contradiction with the hypotheses.

For simplicity, here and in the following b; denotes any strictly positive constant
independent of n.

Step 1. Firstly, let us point out that for any ¢ > 0 from (B2), B.8) and B22)
it follows

(2, uy) L.meas(Q) v,
’/ T @ = T tow

hence, (B21)) implies

’ o (z, un)

| ”p dx ’ < 51+7p) for all n > n,
Q Un

for ne large enough. Thus, we have

/w dz — 0. (3.30)
Q

[[n[?

Furthermore, (8220) and [B21)) give
j)\ (un)

[[n [P

— 0. (3.31)

12



Now, arguing by contradiction, assume v = 0. Then, from [B.24)) it follows

/|vn|pdaz — 0, (3.32)
Q

but for any n € N, condition (H;), (39) and (322) imply

1
0 < 0 _ Qe < —/A(x,un)|an|pdx
p p PJa
n >\ Goo 9 n
_ Blu) A |vn|pdx+/ Gx(@un) o
lunll? ~ p Jo o llual?

in contradiction with B30)-332).

Step 2. Taking any ¢ € X, we have
¢

(dTx(un), W> = / Az, up) |Voa P2V, - Vo dz

Q

1
+ 1—?/ Ar(z,un) Jupll |Vou|Pé doe — )\/ |0 |P" 20y, ¢ da (3.33)
Q Q

_/ (@)
a lunlP=? '

Fix any ¢ > 0 and € > 0. From one hand,

¢ AT (un) || x
Hp,1>| < WHM for all n € N; (3.34)

[t
while from B2)), B2, 22) and the Holder inequality it follows

|<du7>\ (un)u

| (z,un)
Q IIU [P+

On the other hand, by (322) and (3:27) we have

L
e et dl" < (575 + ﬁ) llo|| for all n € N. (3.35)

lun(z)] > pllun| forallz € QO neN. (3.36)

Then, from (321 an integer n,, ., independent of ¢, exists such that (3.20) and
([3.34) imply

(T (un), —2

Tl = el forallnz (3.37)

while inequality (B:35) becomes
(@, up) »
| ”u = ¢ dr| < e(v2+1) [|¢] foralln>n,., (3.38)

and from B.I7) and B30) it follows
[Ai(z, un(x))un(z)] < e forae xzeQf ifn>n,,. (3.39)
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Hence, for all n > n, . by B22), B27) and 339), direct computations imply

A mn n
/ [ wn)un] &g < € (3.40)
QK |Un| M

and then

IN

A b) n n
/ M|V0n|p|¢| dr
QF

| / A, )] [Vonl? ¢ dl
o [on (3.41)

3
12

Now, for any n € N, let us consider the cut—off function 7}, : R — R such that

t if |t < u,
Tult) = { piy A > g
As
vn () for a.e. z € Q\ Q¥
Ty(vn(z)) = { /L|Z::Ei;‘ if e O, (3.42)
- Vo, (z) for ae. z€ Q\ QL
VTu(a()) = { 0 for a.e. x € QY (3.43)
then T),(v,) € X with
[Tl < 1, [Tu(vn)leo < g (3.44)

Thus, applying (3:33)) on the test function ¢ = T},(v,,), we have
1
/ A, uy) Vv, [P2V 0y, - VT, (vy,)dx + p / A (z, up) ||un ||| Vor|PTy (vy)dz
Q Q

= U Toulvn) vn|P 20 vy, )dx 9> (2, un) vy )dx
= (). T 40 [ P20, T (o) + [ T, (vn)do,

nl[P7 [[un [P~
Q
where 322)), 342) and (B43) imply

1
/ A, ) [Fonl? 2V, - VT, v, )do + - / Ay ) unll[Vom PT (0 der
Q Q

1
:/ A(x,un)|an|pdx+—/ A (2, up) ||t ||vn]| Vg |Pd
Q\QH P Joar

Un
+ﬁ/ A (s 1) [ ]| -2 |V P
D Jar |vn|

At ({E, un)un

U]

1
= / (A, un) + = A(@, un )un ) | Vo, [Pdz + ﬁ/
Q\Q¥ p p Jaou

while 1) with ¢ =p — 1, 22), 327) and [B42)) give

| [ oot n)da] < pPmeas(s) + g
Q

|V, |Pdz,

14



Whence, from 3.37), B38), (340) and (B344) it follows
1 1
/ (A(z,un) + = Ap(z, up)un ) [ Vo, [Pdz < (v +2+ =)
o\Qh p p (3.45)
+ [A|(Pmeas(Q2) + ;wg:ll) for all n > n, ..

As i and € are any and independent one from the other, we can fix ¢ = y;
hence, n, =n,, and 345) becomes

/ (A(x,un)—i—lAt(:E,un)un)|an|pd:E < by max{p, u*} (3.46)
o\ P

for all n > ny,, where by = 72 + 2+ 2 + |A|meas(Q) + [A|y7 =} > 0.
Vice versa, by assumptions (H;) and (Hy) we have

aoal/ [V, [Pde < al/ Az, up)| Vo, |Pd
Q\QK Q\Qn

1
< / (A(a:,un) + —Ay(x, un)un)|V1}n|pdz;
Q\QH p

whence, summing up, ([3:46) implies (328) with by = aggl.
Step 3. Firstly, we claim that if meas(€2p) > 0 then for any p > 0 there exists
n* € N such that

meas(o NQE) =0 for all n > n. (3.47)

In fact, arguing by contradiction, we assume that g > 0 exists such that, up to
subsequences,

meas(Qp N Q%) >0 for all n € N.

From B2Z5) a set Q C Q exists such that meas(2) = 0 and v, () — v(x) for
all z ¢ Q; whence, for all n € N it results meas((2 N Q%) \ Q) > 0 and for all
z € (Q N Q) \ Q we have both |v,(x)| > i for all n € N and v, (z) — 0 as
n — 4o00: a contradiction.

Now, from Step 2, (B:20)) and [B47) imply that

/ Vo, |Pde = / Vo, |Pde < / Vo, |Pde < by max{p, u’}
Q0 Q0\O2¥ Q\Q4

for all n large enough, where from the weak lower semi—continuity of norms we
have

/ |[VolPde < liminf [V |Pdz < by max{u, uP}.
Q0

n—-+4o0o Qo

Hence, for the arbitrariness of p > 0, (B.28]) holds.
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Step 4. Fixing any p > 0, we introduce another cut-off function yx, € C*(R,R)
which has to be even, nondecreasing in [0, +oo[ and such that

_ [0 it <p N
Xp(t) = { 1t > 2, with  [x,(t)] < 2for all t € R.

Taking any ¢ € X, n € N, we denote w, , = X,(vn ), hence, by definition,

— 0 if |’U71(:E)| < Ps
0@ = L by it et > (3.48)
_Jo if |vn(z)] < ps
Vipn(z) = { Veo(z) if lva(z)] > 2p, (3.49)

so direct computations imply w, , € X with

[wo.nll < llell + 2ploe < 3ll@llx,  [wpnloo < lloo < llepllx- (3.50)

Thus, we consider the test function ¢ = w, , in B33), and, from B27) with
1= p, we have

/ Az, uy) Vv, [P2Vo, - Vw, dx — /\/ [Un [P 2vpw, ndx
o Qf

n 1
= <m<un>,“¢>—5 / Ao, wn)[un|[VonPwpndz — (3.51)
(914

[[n P~

oo
n / gE@ )
Q

[unl[P=?

Whence, by using [B37) with ¢ = w,, and € = p, B38) with ¢ = w, , and
e = p, B4I) with ¢ = w,n, € = p? and pu = p, equation [B.51) with estimates
B50) implies

| / Az, un)|an|p_2an -Vw, ndr — )\/ |Un|p_2vnwp7ndx‘
Qn ) 94 (3.52)
< pllwp,nll + p |wp,nloo + (75 + Dllwpnll < pbe flellx

for all n > n}, with n} large enough and by = 375 + 6 + %.
On the other hand, by BI6]) with any ¢ > 0, (821]) and (B36) with p = ¢ (and
with QF as in (3:27)), an integer n® exists such that

|[A(z,upn(z)) — A®(x)] < e for ae. x € Q5 if n > n®, (3.53)

then, taking any ¢ € X, for all n > n® by (8:22)) and (B:53)), the Holder inequality
and direct computations imply

| (A(@,un) — A™(2)) Vo, [PV, - Vo dz| < £]|¢]. (3.54)
Qs
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In particular, if we take ¢ = p and ¢ = w, , in B.54)), an integer ni > n}) is such
that from B50) and BE52) it follows
| / A%(2) |V, P2V, - Vw, nde — )\/ [un [P 0nwp,n da|
o Qf (3.55)
< pbsllellx

for all n > ni, with b3 = 3 + bs.

Now, from definitions 27 with p = 2p, direct computations and (48], (349)
imply

| / A% (2)| Vo |P~2Vu, - Vpdr — )\/ vn|P " vne da|
Q Q

= | O\QZ° A“(I)|an|p72vvn V(1 - Xp(vn))@) d$|

+ |)‘|| , |Un|p_2vn(1 - Xp(vn))SD dx|
Q\02°

+ |/ A% (2) |V, [PV, - Vw, , do — )\/ [Un [P~ 20w, dal,
Qf Q5

n

where (B:26) with 1 = 2p (in Step 2), B50), (Hz) and the Holder inequality
give

[ AT @IT 0 90 x|

1—1

P
4% ( /| |an|pdx> I = ol
Q\Q2°

_1
< by max{p?~, p' 77} lellx

IN

for all n > n%, with nf’) large enough and by > 0 independent of both p and ¢,
while (32) implies

[ P 2o = (e de] < ot [ el
2\ Q\Q2
< P el < PP 2P Il

Whence, taking n, € N large enough, from (B.55)) it follows

|/ A% (2)| Vo |P~2Vu, - Vpdr — )\/ |vn|P " vnpda|
Q Q (3.56)

< max{p' v, p, "1} bs ollx  foralln>mn,,
with b5 > 0 independent of both p and ¢. Thus, from the arbitrariness of p,

B350) implies [3:29)).
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Step 5. Firstly, we apply (329) to ¢ = v, — v by taking into account ([B.24]),
then by considering ([B:23]) we have

/ Aoo(x)(|an|p_2an — |Vv|p_2Vv) - (Vv, — Vo) dz — 0.
Q

Whence, from the properties of A% and the uniform convexity of (W, (), || -||)
(as p > 1) it follows that ||v, — v|| — 0. Thus,

A% (2)| Vo, |P 2V, - Vpdz — A% (2)|Vo[P~2Vo - Vpda
Q Q

for any ¢ € W, "*(2), and by B24) and (3:29) it results
/ A (2)|VouP2Vo - Vpde = /\/ |v[P~2ved,
Q Q

for any ¢ € X, or better any ¢ € W, " (). O

As pointed out in Remark B.4] even if A and A; are bounded, we cannot
simply replace X with WO1 P(Q), so the classical Palais—Smale condition for J
in X requires the convergence not only in the VVO1 "P—norm, but also in the L>®-
norm. This problem can be overcome if p > N since then X = VVO1 P(Q) and
the two norms || - || and || - || x are equivalent.

Proposition 3.6. If p > N and the hypotheses (Ho)—(Hy), (ho) and (h1) hold,
then for any N & o(Ap°), the functional Jy satisfies the (PS)g condition in

W,y P(2) at each level B € R.

Proof. Taking 8 > 0, let (un), C WyP(Q) be a (PS)s sequence, i.c. (B20)
holds. From Proposition B and B3] a constant L > 0 exists such that

lunll < L and |unleo < Yool for all n € N. (3.57)

Hence, up to subsequences, there exists u € VVO1 P(Q) such that

U, — u weakly in WyP(Q), (3.58)
Uy, — u strongly in L1(Q) for each ¢ > 1, (3.59)
Up = u a.e. in (3.60)

and h € LP(Q) exists such that
lun(z)] < h(z) a.e. inQ, for alln € N. (3.61)

We claim that u,, — u strongly in W, 7 (Q).

This proof is essentially as in Step 4. of the proof of [I0, Proposition 4.6] and
follows some arguments in [3] according to an idea introduced in [8]. Anyway,
for completeness, here we prove it.
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Let us consider the real map (t) = te"” | where n > (33, v 3 ) will be fixed once
B1, B2 > 0 are chosen, later on, in a suitable way. By deﬁmtlon,

By (t) — Balv(t)| > —= 61 for all t € R. (3.62)
Taking w, = u, — u, from F57) it follows

[Wnoo < Yool + tfoo;

moreover, [B.58)) — (B.61]) imply
w, — 0 weakly in W, 7 (Q), (3.63)
wy, — 0 strongly in LI(Q) for all ¢ > 1,
wy, — 0 a.e. in €,
and |w, ()| < h(z) + |u(z)| a.e. in Q, for all n € N, with h + |u] € LP(Q).
Hence, oy > 0 exists such that
[Y(wp)| < oo, 0<t(wy)<op ae inQ forallneN, (3.64)
(wy) =0, ¥'(w,) =1  ae in Qifn— +oo. (3.65)

Thus, (¢(w,)), is bounded in W, ?(Q), and (320) implies

(dT\(un), Y(wyp)) =0 asn — +oo, (3.66)
where it is
(dI (un), h(wn)) = w’(wn) A, un) |Vt P72 Vauy, -V, dz

1
- A(z, un)(wy) | Vuy |Pde — A Un P 2wy, n) dx .
+p/ﬂ (2, ) () [V P /| P 2upp(wn) dr (3.67)

/g°° Ty U )Y (Vg ) da.

By B.1), (3:60), (B:61), (3:64) and ([B.63), the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence
Theorem implies

/|Un|p_2un¢(wn)df€ — 0, /goo(:v,un)w(wn)d:c — 0;
Q Q

whence, by ([B.66) and [B.67) we have

/ D (wn) Az, un)|Vun P2V, - Vw, dz
@ (3.68)

1
+ - /At(xvun)¢(wn)|vun|pd$ = €1,n;»
P Jo
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with €1, — 0. On the other hand, from (H;) and (BI8) it follows

| /Q A (wn) [V Pda]| < ai /Q Al un) ()| [Viun Pda

b
= — [ Az, un)|[¥(wn)| |Vun P2V, - Vw, dr
o Jo
b
+ — | Az, un) [P (wn)| [VunP~2Vu, - Vu dr,
o Jo

where (BI8), Holder inequality, B.57), (8:64), (3.69), and the Lebesgue Domi-

nated Convergence Theorem give
/A(x,un)|w(wn)| |Vun|P~*Vu, - Vu dz — 0.
Q

Whence, a sequence €2, — 0 exists such that from (B8:68) and the above esti-
mates it follows

Eom > /Q (¥ (wn) — I%Oh/)(wn)DA(x,un)|Vun|p72Vun - Vwy, dz (3.69)

for all n € N. Now, taking f; = 1 and f3 = rso in the definition of 1, and
denoting h,, = 519 (wy) — Ba|tp(wy)], from B62) and F64) it follows

< hp(x) <oo(l 4 B2) ae. in Q, for all n € N; (3.70)

N =

while from [B.65) it is
hn(z) =1 ae. in Q, as n — +oo. (3.71)

Moreover, it is

/th Az, up) |V P2V, - Vw,dr = /QA(:E, u)|VulP 2 Vu - Vw,dz
—|—/Q (hn Az, u,) — Az, u)) |VulP?Vu - Vw, dz
—|—/th Az, un) (|Vun P2V, — [VulP"2Vu) - Vo, dz,
where ([B.63) implies
/QA(x,u)|Vu|p_2Vu-an dr — 0,

while Holder inequality, (3521), and also BI8), (60), B70), BI) and the

Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, imply

/ (hn Az, un) — A(z,u)) [VulP>Vu- Vw, dz — 0.
Q
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Thus, the convexity condition
(IVun [P~?Vu, — |VuP~?Vu) - Vw,, > 0 ae. in Q,

(H,), B59) and B70) give

€3n > / hn A(x,un)(|Vun|p*2Vun — |Vu|p72Vu) -Vw, dx
Q
> % (IVun [P~V — [VulP"2Va) - Y, da > 0.
Q
for a suitable e3,, — 0. Whence, ||u, — u|| — 0. O

4 Main result

In addition to the hypotheses (Ho)—(Hy), (ho) and (h1), we assume

(h2) there exist A’ € R and a (Carathéodory) function ¢° : 2 x R — R such
that

flxt) = XtPP=2t + g%, t)
and

0

t
)
t—0 |t|p—l

= 0 uniformly a.e. in €.

From (hz) it follows

G°(x,t)
1m
t—0 |t|p

= 0 uniformly a.e. in Q, (4.1)

where G°(z,t) = [, ¢°(x, s)ds.

Moreover, if we write A%(x) = A(z,0), then (Hp) implies A° € L>(£2), while
from (H;) it follows A%(z) > ap > 0 a.e. in Q. Furthermore, (Hp) and (Hj)
imply (3I8); whence,

}in% A(z,t) = A%(z) uniformly a.e. in Q. (4.2)
re
For simplicity, as in ([B.I9), we introduce the operator

AS ue WeP(Q) - —div(A%(2)|VulP2Vu) € W (Q)

and denote its spectrum by U(Ag).
For #f =0, 00, let

Ifu) = /Aﬁ(:c) \VulPdz, ue WP (Q),
Q
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and let
M ={ue WyP(Q) : I(u) =1}
Since the hypotheses imply that
AP € L™(Q) and Af(z) > ap >0 for ae. x €9, (4.3)

then M* c Wy (Q)\ {0} is a bounded symmetric complete C'-Finsler manifold
radially homeomorphic to the unit sphere in VVO1 P(Q). Let

V() = 1 we WEP(Q)\ {0}

|u|Pdx
Q

Then A € o(A%) if and only if X is a critical value of W¥|,,, by the Lagrange
multiplier rule.
Now, let F* denote the class of compact symmetric subsets of M* and set

)\ﬁ = inf max ¥(u), k>1
MeFi uweM

3

where }',g = {M € F*:i(M) > k}, and i is the cohomological index. Then
/\EiC € o(Af) and 0 < )\’; oo (see |24, Proposition 3.52]). In particular,

M julpde < / A¥(z)|VulPdz  for all u € Wy P(Q). (4.4)
Q Q

Our main result is the following.
Theorem 4.1. Assume that p > N, (Ho)—(Ha) and (ho)—(h2) hold, and

o A(x,-) is an even function for a.a. x € Q and f(z,-) is an odd function
for a.a. x € Q,

e A\ ¢ a(AYX).
If m,l € N, [ # m, exist such that one of the two following conditions hold:
() I>m and A0 <A0, A% < A%,
(i) L<m and X <Ay, A% <A®;
then problem (P) has at least |l — m| distinct pairs of nontrivial solutions.

From here on, let p > N and assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 1]
hold. Thus, X = W, *(2) and, from () and condition (h;),

J(u) = 1/ (A(x,u) [VulP =A% [ulP)de — [ G=(x,u)dx, ue WP (Q),
P Ja Q
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while from (hs),

1
J(u) = 1—?/ (A(z,u) [VulP = X |uf?) dz — / GO(z,u)dz, ue W, ().
Q Q
Furthermore, for § = 0, 0o, we write
1 1
JHu) = 2—?/ (Aﬁ(x) |VaulP — M [ul?) dz = ];(Iﬁ(u) — N\ luP);  (4.5)
Q

whence,
u—ﬁu:—l Az, u) — A4 (2)) |[VulPdz — Gz, u)dz .

for u € WyP(Q).
In order to prove our main result, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. For any € > 0, a suitable r. > 0 exists such that

w e WP (Q), Jul, <re = |T(u) = JO(u)| < %IO(u). (4.7)

Proof. Fixing any € > 0, by ([2]), respectively (1], there is a r. > 0 such that

EQ

)\0
H<re = JA@H-A@)] < S ]Go(x,t)]§;—1|t|p a.e. in Q,
P

where ag is as in (H;). Then, if |u| < r. from [@G), the estimates [@3) and

E.4) imply
€ € €
T(w) — J%u S—a/Vupdx—i——)\O/updxg—IOu. O
) = sw)| < 5 a0 [ [Vupde 2 [ e < S 1)

Lemma 4.3. Let Ko be a compact subset of M. Then, for any € > 0 there
exists a constant Ce = C(Koo,€) > 0 such that

|7 (Ru) — J®(Ru)| < ;IOO(R’UJ) YO foralR>0,u€Ke. (4.8)

Proof. We organize the proof in different steps:
(a) if K is a compact subset of W, (Q), taking any ¢ > 0 there exists p. =
p(K,€) > 0 such that
/ |VulPde < e forallue K, with Q) ={ze€Q:|u(z)| <p};
Q;?LE

(b) if K is a compact subset of WyP(Q2), taking any & > 0 there exists R* =
R*(K,e) > 0 such that

/(A(:E,Ru) — A% (z)) |VulPdz| < ¢ forall R> R} ueK;
Q
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(c) if K is a compact subset of M, taking any ¢ > 0 a constant C. =
C(Kwo,€) > 0 exists such that the estimate (L8] holds.

Step (a) Firstly, we claim that for any v € W, *(Q) and € > 0 there exists
re > 0 such that

/ [VulPde < e. (4.9)
Qu

In fact, the monotonicity property of the Lebesgue integral implies

r—0 Qu
T

lim [VulPdz = / |VulPdz, with QY = {x € Q:u(x) =0}, (4.10)
o

where
/ [VulPdz = 0 (4.11)
Qu

not only if meas(2§) = 0 but also if meas(Qf) > 0 as it is known that
meas({zx € Q: u(xz) =0, Vu(z) #0}) = 0

(see, e.g., [19, Ex. 17, pp. 292]). Whence, ([@3]) follows from (@I0) and @IT).
Now, arguing by contradiction, assume that for the compact /C the thesis in Step

(a) does not hold; hence, there exist a constant £ > 0 and a sequence (uy)n, C K
such that

/ |Vup[Pde > & foralln>1, with Q, ={z € Q:|u,(z)] <1} (4.12)
Q'Vl

As K is compact, then @ € I exists such that, up to subsequences,
||un —al| = 0, andso wu, — @ a.e. in . (4.13)

Now, taking € < &, from (@3] applied to u, there exists 7 > 0 such that

/ \ValPde < <.
Qf 2

Then, taking a p <, if n is large enough, not only we have €2, C 27" but also
from (I3) it follows that

/ [Vup|Pdx < €
Qun

P

in contradiction with ([@I12)).
Step (b) For the compacteness of I, a constant yx > 0 exists such that

[|[ul|P < vk for all u € K. (4.14)
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Furthermore, taking € > 0, let p. > 0 be as in Step (a) so that

€
VulfPde < ——— for all u € K, 4.15
/ Vet < AR (#15)

where b > 0 is as in (3I8). On the other hand, from (Hs), a constant o, > 0
exists such that

Az, t) — A®(z)| < QL for a.e. z € Q, if [t| > o, (4.16)
K

then, taking R = =, for all w € K, R > R7, from 3.I8), @.14) - [{.I6) we
have

/Q(A(a:, Ru) — A% (x)) |VulPdx

< / (1A(z, Ru)| + |4 ()]) |VulPda
slﬁi

+ / |A(z, Ru) — A®(x)| |Vul|Pdz < e.
Q\Qu

Step (c) Consider Ko, compact subset of M and take any ¢ > 0.
Firstly, let us remark that, by ([B3.8]), there is a L. > 0 such that

|G (x,t)] < 5% [t|P + L. for a.a. x € Q and all ¢t € R.
p
Hence, ([£4) implies that

/ G*™(z,u)dx
Q

Now, taking u € Ko, from Step (b) applied to K and §, a constant R* > 0
exists such that two cases may occur.

If R < R*, then BI8)), (£3), ([@0) and (@I7) imply that

< 2ip I°°(u) 4+ L.meas(Q) for all u € Wy P(Q). (4.17)

R*)P
p

|J(Ru) — J*(Ru)| < ( (b+]A% o)V + 2ipI°°(Ru)+Lameas(Q).

(4.18)

On the contrary, if R > R*, then by (&), I7) and Step (b), as Koo C M,

it follows
€ €
Ru) — J®(R < RP — —
T (Bu) = J(Ru)| < B o+ o

€ o0 € o0
RP o I°(u) + » I°°(Ru) + Lemeas(Q) (4.19)

= I°°(Ru) + L.meas(Q).
p

I°°(Ru) + L.meas(2)

Thus, () follows from (@I8)) and [@I9) if we choose C. > 0 large enough. O
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Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [£.1]

Proof of Theorem [{.1] Firstly, we note that by Proposition J satisfies the
(PS)p condition for all 8 € R.

Then, we split the proof in two steps.

(i) Case | >m. Let A denote the class of symmetric subsets of W, *(€2) \ {0}
and

A = {M e A: M is compact and i(M) > k}.
Set

¢k = inf max J(u), m+1<k<l
MeA, ueM
We will show that —00 < ¢jpa1 < -+ < ¢ < 0, so we can apply Theorem 2.2
In order to see that ¢; < 0, let € > 0 be so small that (1 +&)(A) +¢) < A
Then, there is My € F such that U(u) < A\ +¢ for all u € M. Let r = =
with 7. as in Lemma 2] and 7o, as in (83), and let

MO = {1) = UEM()}.

U
r—:
[l

As the map u € My +— v € M, is an odd homeomorphism, then M, is compact
and i(Mo) = i(Mo) > 1 by [(i2)} so My € A;. By (@H) and @), for any v € M,
we have

Jw) < JWw) +S1%0) =

0 _ O,Up
< 5 (1 +2) I°(v) = A°Jolf)

N =

C () ) < T (1 - ) <o
= — € u) — A |u < — £€— —(—— ;
p ull” i p ull” Al +e
so ¢; < 0.
For seeing that ¢, 11 > —o0, take any My, € A,,4+1 and let € > 0 be so small
that (1 —e) Aj,; > A%, Then, consider

My = {u=v/[I®W)]"":ve My} C M™.
As the map v € Mw = u € Mo is an odd homeomorphism, then My is
compact and i(Mso) = i(Mos) > m+ 1 by [(i2)] So, Mo € F,1; hence,

max W(u) > A,

UEM
Now, let C: be as in Lemma 3 with Koo = M. By (@A) and (3], for any
v € My, it results

Jw) > J®0) - I%@w) - C, =

= ’ ((1=e) I () = A*[lp) - C-

"=

_ I p(“) (1—e—Xx®[ul?) - C.,
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with 7°°(v) > 0. Whence,

> (.
Iax Jw) = =Cq
thus ¢p1 > —Ce.
(ii) Case | < m. Let A* denote the class of symmetric subsets of W, "*(2), T the
group of odd homeomorphisms v of VVO1 "P(Q) such that ] (7<0} 18 the identity,
and i* the pseudo-index related to i, ?BY (0), and T, where W = W,"* ().
Then, let

Aj = {M € A*: M is compact and i*(M) > k}
and set

¢; = inf max J(u), 14+1<k<m.
MeA;, uveM

We will show that 0 <cf | <--- < ¢, < +o0 if » > 0 is sufficiently small, and
then we can apply Theorem 2.4

In order to see that ¢, > 0, fix € > 0 so small that (1 — &) A}, ; > A, define
r = 7= with 7 as in Lemma .2l and 7 as in [B.3), take any Mg € Aj,, and
consider

M = {u = : veM;noBY(0)} c MO

[10()]* /P

The map v € M§ NOBY (0) — u € M is an odd homeomorphism; hence, M
is compact and

(1) = i(Mg N OBY (0)) > i*(Mg) > 1+ 1
by [(iz)] So Mg € FP., and hence

max U(u) > )\?_H.
ueMS

By ([@3) and ([@7), for any v € Mg N dBY (0) we have

Oy
J ) > Jo(v)—%IO(v) = % ((1 —e) Io(v) - )\0|v|g) = ITE) (1 —e—- )\0|u|£) .

Since I°(v) > ag ||v]|?, it results

§:= inf I°%v)>agr? > 0.
vEIBY (0)

Whence, it follows that

5 AV
max J(v) > max J(w) > —(1—5—0—)>0;
veEM; veMZNABY (0) D A1
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so ¢jyq > 0.

For proving that ¢}, < 400, let € > 0 be so small that (1 4+ &)(A2 + &) < A*.
There is a M € F7° such that U(u) < A% + ¢ for all w € M% . Let C. be as
in Lemma [£3] with Ko, = M2 and consider

M}, = {v=Ru: ue ML}, R>0.

The map u € M3, — v € M £ is an odd homeomorphism; hence, M R is compact
and i(M},) = i(MZ) > m by [(i2)] By (@5) and [@SJ), for any v € M}, we have

J@) < TE@)F ¥+ Ce = %(<1+e>f°°<v>—k°°lv|£>+cs

RP o RP A%
- 0 _ p < _ .
((1—1—5)[ (u) — A |u|p) + C; <1+5 h\ €> + C;

m
Fixing R so large that the last term of the previous estimates is < 0, consider

MY = {tv: UGME,tE[O,l]}EA*.

Since ]\;[;% is compact, so is M. Since J(v) < 0 on M}’%, for any v € I it results
v Ve is the identity. Thus, by applying the piercing property [(z7)| to

A=Mp, Ag=BY(0), Av=WgP(Q)\ BY(0),

p:(v,t) € Ax[0,1] = y(tv) € Ag U 44
(r as in the first part of the proof of this case), we have

i(y(MZ) N OB (0)) = i(p(A x [0,1]) N Ay 1 A1) > i(4) = i(VT5) > m.
So i*(M2) > m, and hence M* € A* . Then,

¢y, < max J(u) < +oo. O
ueMz,
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