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Abstract

In this paper, we show existence of continuums of positive solutions for non-local quasilinear problems
with strongly-singular reaction term on a bounded domain in RY with N > 2. We approached non-
autonomous and non-local equations by applying the Bifurcation Theory to the corresponding e-perturbed

problems and using a comparison principle for Wli)’cp(Q)-sub and supersolutions to obtain qualitative

properties of the e-continuum limit. Moreover, this technique empowers us to study a strongly-singular
and non-homogeneous Kirchhoff problem to get the existence of a continuum of positive solutions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the existence, multiplicity and non-existence of positive V[/lif (©)-solutions for the
following non-autonomous and non-local A-problem

—A x,/u'ydaj Apu = Af(z,u) in Q,
()] AL )R =g
uw>0in 2, u=0on 09,
where @ C RM(N > 2) is a smooth bounded domain, p € (1,N), —A,u = —div(|Vu[P=2Vu) is the

p—Laplacian operator, A > 0 is a real parameter, A € C(Q x [0,00), (0,00)) and f € C(Q x (0, 00), (0,00))
can be strongly (very) singular at u = 0.
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The problem (P) is non-local due to the presence of the term A (:v, fQ u"*) , which implies that the equation

in (P) is no longer a pointwise equality. Problems like (P) arise in various physical and biological models,
for example, in the studies of particles in thermodynamical equilibrium via gravitational potential [3], 2-D
turbulent behavior of real flow [7], physics of plasmas and population dynamics. In [§], it was investigated

that the equation
du
- A(/Qu)Au = (1.1)

describes, for instance, the behavior of a population subject to some kind of spreading. In this case, v and A
represent the population density and the diffusion coefficient, respectively. When A is a constant, the above
model does not take in to account that the phenomena of crowding and isolation can change the dynamics
of the migration. Therefore, in a closer model to the reality, the coefficient A is supposed to depend on the
entire population in the domain Q as in ().

The literature about non-local problems with an autonomous and non-local term is vast (see, for example,
[, [6], [9], [10] and [14] ). Due to the lack of variational structure, non-local problems such as (P) are treated,
in general, through topological methods. A recurrent argument in the treatment of autonomous non-local
problems is to relate the non-local problem to a local problem and from that to study the behavior of the
associated local problem. For example, in [4] the authors have considered the following class of problems

—(/ g(u)d:v)TAu =Af(u)inQ, u>0in Q and v =0 on 09, (1.2)
Q

in which u solves ([2)) if and only if it is a positive solution to

—Au=af(u) in, u =0 on 99, (1.3)

with o = )\( fQ g(u)dw) o Therefore, results of existence and multiplicity to (I2) were proved through the

study of hy(a,u) = a — )\(fszg(u)d:v)7 , constrained to a continuum of solutions of (L3). This type of

arguments, in general, can not be applied for non-autonomous and non-local problems. There are a few
papers on the non-autonomous case, see [11], [I3], [I5] and references therein. In particular, we mention [I5]
where the problem (P) is treated via bifurcation theory with p = 2 and f(z,u) = u”, for 0 < 8 < 1.

In this work, we are concerned principally to (P) with f(z,t¢) being strongly singular at ¢ = 0. Non-
local singular problems have already been treated in the literature when f is weakly singular at t = 0
(ie. f(z,t) ~ t° with —1 < 6 < 0) or in the context of classical solutions, see [2], [22] and references
therein. To our knowledge, [20] was the first work to consider a non-local and strongly-singular quasilinear
problems. However, with a monotonicity condition on f(z,t)/tP~!, a uniqueness result was shown there
and as a consequence of this, the analysis of the behavior of the continuum was done by studying the
parameter-solution application.

In this paper, since A is a non-autonomous function and no monotonicity is posed on the quotient
f(x,t)/tP~1, the same strategy can not be applied anymore. In [12], Rabinowitz et. al. studied semilinear
local singular problems in the context of classical solutions. We inspire our approach on ideas from them
to obtain an unbounded e-limit connected component of positive solutions from e-unbounded continuum
of positive solutions for a e-perturbed problems. For qualitative properties about this continuum, we are
inspired on ideas from Figueiredo-Sousa et. al. [15], where a semilinear non-local problem was treated with
non-singular (sublinear) growth. The same strategies of both above papers do not work in our approach,
principally by the lack of the linearity of the p-Laplacian operator and by the singularity in the Sobolev
spaces setting. To overcome these difficulties, we approached (P) in an indirect way, since no functional
equation can be directly associated to (P), by combining penalization arguments, a-priori estimates and a
recent Comparison Principle for V[/lif (Q)-sub and supersolutions, proved by the two first authors of this
paper (see Theorem 2.1 in [20]).

Before stating the main results of this work, we need to clarify what we mean by Dirichlet boundary
condition and solution to (P). After the remarkable paper of Mackenna [16], we know that a solution of the



problem (P), with p = 2, A =1 and f(x,t) = ¢, lies in H(Q) if and only if 0 < § < 3. Therefore, for
stronger singularities, we need a more general concept of zero-boundary conditions.

Definition 1.1 We say that u <0 on 09 if (u —¢€)T € Wol’p(Q) for every e > 0 given. Furthermore, u > 0
if —u <0 and u=0 on 02 if u is a non-negative and non-positive function in OS).

In the following, we define a solution of the problem (P).

Definition 1.2 We say that u is a Wi)’Cp(Q)-solution for (P) if u> 0 in Q, that is, for each © CC Q given
there exists a positive constant cg such that u > ce > 0 in O, v € L*(Q) and

/ |Vu|P~2VuVedr = )\/ Mg@dﬂu for all p € CZ(82). (1.4)
Q Q A(ac, Jo u"Yd:v)

In what follows, we will always assume that f € C(Q x (0,00), (0,00)). Let us set some hypotheses that
we need in our first Theorem.

(Ag) A€ C(Q x R) satisfy A(z,t) >0 for allt >0 and x € Q,

t —
(fo) im, ft(px_’l) = oo uniformly in €,
t—0
(foo) tlggo e 0 uniformly in €.

Our first result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that v > 0, (Ao) and (fo) hold. Then, there exists an unbounded continuum ¥ C
R x C(Q2) of positive solutions of (P) that emanates from (0,0). In additional, if (fs) holds and A(x,t) >
ag in Q x RT for some ag > 0, then Projry = (0,00).

Below, we present more qualitative information about the continuum X by relating the non-local and
nonlinear terms. In this case, we need to consider certain additional conditions:

(Aso) tlim Az, t)t? = aso(z) > 0 uniformly in Q, for some ao € C(Q),
—00

(A) lim A(z,t)t’ = co uniformly in €,

t—o0
t — _
(f1) tlim f(l:;, ) = Coo(x) > 0 uniformly in Q, for some —oco < f < p—1 and ¢ € C(Q),
— 00
t — _
(f2) 1im+ f(f(; ) = ¢o(z) > 0 uniformly in €, for some —co < § <p —1 and ¢y € C(12).
t—0

Theorem 1.2 Assume (Ao) and that f satisfies (f1) and (f2), with 6 < p. If

a) v> 0 and either {y =p—1— B and (A'.)} or {0y <p—1— B and (Ax) with as, > 0 in Q} hold,
then ProjrY = (0,00) (see Fig. 1),

b) v>0,0y>p—1—0 and (Ax) hold, then ProjrY C (0, \*) for some 0 < \* < co. Besides this, if

i) 0y =p—1—78 and ax > 0 in Q, then X\ = 0 can not be a bifurcation point from oo (see Fig. 2
or 3);

i) oo = 0 in Q, then A = 0 is a bifurcation point from oo (see Fig. 4);

¢) -1 <v<0,0y>p—1-0 and either (AL) or (As) with 0 < as hold, then (P) does not admit
positive solution for A > 0 small.

Summarizing the above information, we have the following diagrams.
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Fig. 1 Theorem 1.2 a) Fig. 2 Theorem 1.2 b-i)
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Fig. 3 Theorem 1.2 b-i) Fig. 4 Theorem 1.2 b-ii)

In the above item (c), we stated that the problem (P) has no solution for A > 0 close to 0 when the
non-local term is also singular. We note that the issue about existence of solution is not possible to treat no
longer with the same arguments as used in the proof of Theorem [T However, when the non-local term is
autonomous, we are also able to prove the global existence of W,?(Q) N C(Q)-solutions.

More precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3 Assume that (f1), (f2) with § < B, (Ao) and either (Ax) with ass > 0 or (AL,) hold. If
Y0 >p—1—0§ and —1 < v < 0, then there exists a \* > 0 such that the problem

— gl - ;
A(/Qu dw)Apu Af(z,u) in Q, (1.5)
uw>01inQ, uw=0 on 09,

admits at least one V[/lif(ﬂ) N C(Q)-solution for A > \* and no solution for X < \*.

By taking advantage on the ideas explored in the proofs of the above Theorems, we were able to consider
non-autonomous Kirchhoff-type problems as well. For sake of the clarity, let us consider just a classical
Kirchhoff model. Precisely, we consider

Q) —M(:C, [VulP)Apu = Af(z,u) in Q,
u>0in 2, u =0 on 01,

where M, modeled as non-homogeneous Kirchhoff term, satisfies:

(Mo) M(z,t) = a(z) + b(z)t", a,b € C(Q),a(r) > a and b(z) > 0 in Q



and v > 0 satisfies:

(To) ¥>0if —1<d<p—Tland0<y<5if -2 <5< —1.

Theorem 1.4 Assume that (f2), (Mo) and (I'o) hold. Then there exists an unbounded continuum % C
RTxC(Q) of solutions of (Q) which emanates from (0,0). Besides this, if (foo) holds then Projg+3 = (0,00).
Moreover, if v < 1 then ¥ is unbounded vertically as well.

We remark that there are few papers dealing with Kirchhoff type problems with singular nonlinearity. In
this direction, we found some results in [I7] and [I§] for weak singularities, that permitted them to approach
by variational methods. Recently, in 2018, Agarwal, O’'Regal and Yan [I] studied a Kirchhoff-type problem
with nonlinearity of the form f(z,u) = K(z)u’, for § < 0, in the context of the Laplacian operator. They
used principally sub-supersolution techniques to get existence and uniqueness of classical solution.

It is worth mentioning that, as far as we know, non-autonomous and non-local quasilinear problems
with very singular nonlinearities have not yet been considered in the literature, and the same is true for
Kirchhoff-type problems. Our results contribute to the literature principally by:

i) Theorem [Tl being new even in the context of local problems (and for p = 2), by guaranteeing
the existence of a continuum of solutions for a strongly-singular problem in the weak solutions set-
ting. Moreover, the conclusion that this continuum is horizontally unbounded is obtained without any
boundedness condition on f, contrary to Theorem 1.9 and Corollary 1.10 in [12],

i1) Theorem [[L2] proving the principal results of Figueiredo-Sousa et. al. [I5] in the context of strongly-
singular problems as well,

i4i) Theorem [[3] including singularity also in the non-local term and obtaining global existence of solutions
in Wlif(Q) N C(Q) setting. This situation was not yet considered in the literature,

1w) Theorem [[4] including non-autonomous Kirchhoff terms and capturing the same sharp power for
existence of solutions still in W, (Q) for the associated local problem.

Our work follows the following structure. In the second section, we present the proof of Theorem [Tl
In section 3, we establish the fundamental tools for our approach. The qualitative study of the continuum
obtained in the second section will be done in section 4, as well the proof of Theorem We conclude the
section 4, by studying the degenerate case in problem (P). In the last section we prove Theorem [[.4l

Throughout this paper, we make use of the following notations:

e The norms in LP(Q) and W, (Q) are denoted by [[u||, and ||Vu||,, respectively.
e C*()={u:Q—>R:uec C>®(Q) and supp u CC Q}.

® Br(Xo,uo) = {(Au) € Rx C(Q) : [A = Xo| + [Ju — ol < R}

2 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Throughout this paper, we will denote by e € C}(£2) the unique positive solution of
—Apu=1 inQ, ulggo =0

and by ¢ € C}(Q) the first positive normalized eigenfunction associated to the first positive eigenvalue of
(=A,, WyP(Q)), that is,
—Apdr =Mt inQ, ¢iloa = 0.



For each € > 0 given, let us introduce the following e-perturbed problem

—A(:v,/ u”dw) Apu = Af(z,u+¢€)in Q,
Q
uw>0in 2, u=0on 0N

(Pe)

and show that (P.) admits an unbounded e-continuum of positive solutions by using the Rabinowitz Global
Bifurcation Theorem, more specifically Theorem 3.2 in [19].

Lemma 2.1 Suppose that v > 0 and (Ag) hold. Then there exists an unbounded continuum ¥, C RT x C(Q)
of positive solutions of (P.) that emanates from (0,0), for each € > 0 given.

Proof 1t follows from the classical theory of existence and regularity for elliptic equations and hypothesis
(Ap) that the problem

—A(x,/ |v|”dx) Apu=Af(z,|v]+€)inQ, u=0on IN (1.6)
Q

admits a unique solution u € C1*(Q), for some a € (0,1) and for each (\,v) € R x C(Q). Thus, the
operator T : RT x C(Q2) — C(Q), which associates each pair (\,v) € Rt x C(Q) to the only weak solution
of (LH), is well-defined.

It is classical to show that T is a compact operator, using Arzela-Ascoli’s Theorem. Hence, we are able
to apply Theorem 3.2 of [I9] to get an unbounded e-continuum Y. C Rt x C(Q) of solutions of

T\ u) = u. (1.7)

Moreover, by the definition T'(0,v) = 0 and if T'(\,0) = 0 implies A = 0, we can conclude that .\ {(0,0)} is
formed by nontrivial solutions of (7).

Finally, using that 0 < f(z, |v| +€)/A (x, Jo |U|7) € L>(Q) for each given v € C(2) and classical strong

maximum principle, we obtain that T'((R*\{0}) x C(Q2)) C C(Q), where C(Q); = {u € C(Q) : u > 0in Q}.
Therefore, 3 is a e-continuum of positive solutions of (P.), for each ¢ > 0 given. This ends the proof. ]

As a consequence of the result we just proved, for every e > 0 and for each bounded open set U C RxC(€)
containing (0, 0), there exists a pair (A, ue) € X NOU. An essential argument in our approach is to show
that if €, — 0% and A\, — A, then X\ > 0 and {u,, } converges in C(Q) to a function u € W,-7(Q) N C(Q),
where (A, u) is a solution of (P).

To prove this, let us begin with the following result which is motivated by the arguments of Crandall,

Rabinowitz and Tartar [12].

Lemma 2.2 Admit that (Ag) and (f) hold. Let U C R x C(Q) be a bounded open set containing (0,0), a
positive constant K and a pair (Ae, ue) € ((O, ) x (C(Q)N Wol’p(Q))) NOU of solution of (P.) satisfying

Ae < K and uc < K in Q. Then, there exist constants #y = 1 (K,U) > 0, s = Ho(k,K) >0 and ey > 0
such that

1 1
N, D)y <ue <k + N Ak, K)vie in Q, (1.8)
for each k € (0, K] fized and for all 0 < € < €p.
Proof Let K > 0 as above. Besides this, define 0 < ax = min  A(z,t) and
ax(0, |Q|K"]

Ji/g(k,K):max{f(aI’t) e andk§t§K+1},
K

where k is a fixed number on (0, K]. Thus, J#(k,-) is non-decreasing for each k fixed.



To show the second inequality in (L8], let us consider the open set 0 = {x € Q : ue > k}. Then, it
follows from the definition of %5 that

—A,,(k+xfl%(k,1<)p—ile) - Ae%(k,K)zj—;f(x,ue—i—e)
A

A(x, Jo uz)

1 1
Since k + A\ Ak, K)7 e —ue = A" Aa(k, K)7Te > 0 on 00, holds true, the claim is valid in &), by
classical comparison principle. Now, using the above fact together with the definition of &), we conclude
1
that ue < k + A2 " Aa(k, K)7Te in Q.
Now, we are going to prove the first inequality in (L8). Let us denote by ¢’ = dist(dU, (0,0)) > 0. We

claim that ) 5 L g
. p_
Ae >C* = mln{f%(&’/ﬁle)(ﬁlHe”QQ) ,Z}

In fact, otherwise by taking k& = ¢’/4 in the second inequality in (L)), we conclude that (A, ue) €

Bss74(0,0) C R x C(£2), which is an absurd as (A, uc) € OU.

1
Now, by defining u, = A\~ (K, U)¢$1, where #1(K,U) will be chosen later, it follows from Picone’s
inequality, hypothesis (Ap) and the fact that (A, u.) is a solution of (P.), that

f(z,ue +€) = —Apue in Oy.

- (ue + €)F — (uc + )P\ *+ - (ue + €)F — (uec + )P\ 1+
0 < /Q [V 729, o )~ IVudr2vu v ( g )|
Mo ! (@ ue+e) *
< /\e/Q {()\2/(1)—1);5/1(251 1_|_ e)p,1 B (ué + 6)p_1AK} ((Qe + e)p - (ue + E)p) dx
A . -
< /\e/Q {A—l - %} (e + e = (we+ o) da, (1.9)

where A = maxg, o, k(0] A.

To complete the proof, let us argument by contradiction. First, let us fix K > (/\1AK) /C\ and conclude
from hypothesis (fo) that there exists a > 0 small enough such that f(z,t) > Kt*~!, for all z € Q and
0 < t < a. Hence, by choosing 1 (K,U) = a/ (4Kﬁ H(blﬂoo), we claim that [u, > u.] has zero measure for

every € < €g := a/4 given. Otherwise, if we assume |[u, > u.]| > 0 for some 0 < € < €, we get
a
Uet+e<u +e< 3 on [u, > ue].

Therefore, by going back to (L9) and using A; /A < A1/C., we have

0 [ ] (o )
<0 8 - o] (e o) <o

1
which is an absurd. Hence, A2 ' 1 (K,U)¢; < ue in Q for all 0 < € < €p, as we claimed.

Completion of proof of Theorem [1.1)
For each ¢ € N given, define

1
AP

Fi = {()\, u) € RTxC(Q) that solves (P) : o1(x) <u(z) < k—l—)\ﬁ%(lﬂ,i)ﬁe(x) in 2 for each k € (0, z]},



where J#(k, i) was introduced in the Lemma
To end the proof, it suffices to set

F =] Zu{(0,0} cR" xC(©Q) (1.10)
i€N
and prove that there is an unbounded connected component ¥ C .%. By standard argument of Topology
[21], the existence of ¥ is a consequence of the following two claims:

Claim 1: For each U C R x C(Q) bounded neighborhood of (0,0) in R x C(f2), there is a solution (\,u) €
ounZ.

Claim 2: Closed and bounded (in R x C(2)) subsets of .# are compact.

Let us prove each of the above claims one by one.

Proof of Claim 1: Consider U C R x C(Q) be a bounded neighborhood of (0,0) in R x C(Q) and a
sequence €, — 07. By the Lemma [ZT] there exists (An,un) = (A, ,ue,) € OU N ((O,oo) X Wol’p(Q)) a
solution of (P, ), for each n € N. Moreover, as U is a bounded set, we can find a positive constant K > 0
such that 0 < A\, < K and 0 < u,, < K in Q. Thus, by the Lemma [2.2] we obtain

AT, Ty < un < k+ N Aok, K)7iTe in €, (1.11)

for all n € N sufficiently large and for each k € (0, K] given.

Suppose that A, — A > 0. If A\ = 0, we conclude by (LII) that u, — 0in C(Q), that is, (An, u,) — (0,0)
in R x C(Q). Since (An,u,) € OU and U is a bounded neighborhood of (0,0), we obtain a contradiction.
Therefore A > 0, which implies that 0 < A — ¢ < A\, < A+ ¢’ for n sufficiently large and some ¢’ > 0.

Consider a sequence (§;) of open sets in Q such that @ C Q1 and (J,Q; = Q and define §; =

min(A — 5’)ﬁf%fl(K, U)¢, for each | € N. Taking ¢ = (u, — d1)" as a test function in (P, ), using (LCII)
o)
and the hypothesis (Ag), we obtain

/ |Vu,[Pdx = )\n/ M(un —81)Tdx < Oy,
[un>01] [un>01] A(:C,IQ U%)

where Cy > 0 is a real constant independent of n. Thus, it follows from the previous inequality that {u,} is
bounded in W1P(Q;). Hence, there exists ug, € W1P(Q;) and a subsequence {u,:} of {u,} such that
J

Upr — ug, weakly in W1P(Q) and strongly in L4(Q4) for 1 < ¢ < p*
J
Upl —> U, a.e.in (.
J

Proceeding as above, we can obtain subsequences {u,:} of {u,}, with {u _i+1} C {u,}, and functions
j j J
ug, € WHP(Q;) such that

{ Uy — ug,, weakly in W1P(€);) and strongly in LP(Q;) for 1 < g < p*

Ut — uq, a.e.in .

= ug,. Hence, by defining

By construction, we have that ug,_,
ol

Y o in Q,
UQHI mn QH—I\Qh

we have that u € Wlif(Q) and satisfies (III]). In particular, by choosing ¢ > K large enough and using that
o (k, ) is non-decreasing, we have that

1
AT

1

b1 (x) < ulz) <k + Aot (ki) 7T e(x) (1.12)




holds for each k € (0,1].
Furthermore, we claim that (X, u) is a solution for (P). Indeed, by taking ¢ € C°(Q) and using Theorem
2.1 in [5], we have

|V, [P 2Vu, Vodr — | |VulP~?VuVedz, (1.13)
Q Q

up to a subsequence. On the other side, by using the continuity of f, the inequality (III]) and the hypothesis
(Ap), we obtain from Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem that

[, un + €n) f(z,u)
A 714(% fQ u%) wdr — )\/Q 714(% fﬂ uv)

Thus, from ([LI3) and (LI4) it is evident that (A, u) satisfies (I4]). Also, by (I.I2) we obtain that u > 0
(in the sense of Definition [[.2)). To verify that w satisfies the boundary condition (see Definition [IT), it
sufficient to note that the arguments used above lead us to the fact that the sequence (u, — €)™ is bounded
in Wy(Q) as well. Therefore, (u — €)™ € W, P(Q) for each ¢ > 0 given.

Finally, by the continuity of f, hypothesis (Ap) and (IIl), we obtain from the classical regularity
arguments that v € C(Q) and u, — u in C(0), for each compact set © C Q given. Thus, by using this
fact and (LII), we obtain that (A, u,) — (A, u) in R x C(2), which on combining with (LIZ) implies that
(A u) € 90U N.#; C OU N .Z, as required.

Proof of Claim 2: Let {(An,u,)} C .Z be a bounded sequence (in Rx C(Q2)). We aim to prove that {(\,, u,)}
admits a subsequence that converges to some element of .#. _

Initially, let us suppose that finitely many terms of {(A,,un)} belongs to R x C(2)\Bys (0,0), for each
4§’ > 0 given. In this case, (0,0) would be an accumulation point of the sequence and our claim will hold.
Otherwise, let us assume that infinitely many terms of {(\,,u,)} belongs to R x C(2)\Bs(0,0), for some
0" > 0. Since {(An,uy)} is bounded by a constant K > 0, the second inequality in (L8] is true. Apart
from this, since [|(An, tn)llgyc@) = 8" (just for the subsequence in our assumption), the first inequality in
(C3) holds true as well. Hence, by fixing ¢ € N sufficiently large, we get that {(An,u,)} C .%; for that
subsequence.

Let us fix such subsequence. By the boundedness of {\,,} C R and (A, u,) C %N ((RXC(Q)) \Bs (0, O)) )
it follows that A,, — A > 0, up to subsequence. As a consequence of this, we get

AL/ (p-1)
2

A pdz. (1.14)

1 <u, <KinQ (1.15)

for n € N large enough.

Let U cC Q and ¢ € C(Q) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1in U with U C © := supp ¢. Thus, by
. R AL/ (p—1)
(CI3), we have a uniform bound of (f(z,uy)) on © x [k, K], where £ := mine “—;
this information together with boundedness of (A, uy) in R x C(2)), Holder’s inequality and the hypothesis
(Ap), we have

1 1
—/ IV (puy,)|Pdx = —/ |V<pun+Vun<p|pd:1:§/ |V<p|punpda:+/ |V, |PoPdx
2P Jo 2P Jo e e

¢1 > 0. Hence, using

SC’l/ |Vg0|pd3:—|—/ |Vun|p72VunVung0pd:17—/ |Vun P2V, Vo (poP tu, )dx
© S] ©

f(x,un) n

gCl/ |[VolPde + N\, 4 gopdac—i—Cg/ |V, [P V| eP tu, d
e G’A(:v, e

y
U,

p—1

<Cy [1—|—(/®|<qun|pda:) ’ (

p—1

<cifi+ (/(_)Iv(wuwl”dx) ")

\:o\

[(unvelyaz)’] (using (4a)



where Cj is a positive constant, independent of n. Thus, {pu,} is bounded in VVO1 "P(©) and as a consequence
of this, {u,} is bounded in W1P(U). By using the arbitrariness of U and proceeding as in the proof of the
Claim 1, we obtain a function u € W,?() N C(Q) such that

un — u weakly in - WP(U) for each U CC ©,

un, — u in C(£2), (1.16)
AP o () < u(x) <k + )\ﬁf%fg(k,i)rlle(x) in Q for all k € (0,7]

7

for 7 as fixed before.

From the last inequality in (ILIG), it follows that (u — €)t € Wy?(Q) for each € > 0 given, as noted in
Claim 1. Hence, to complete the proof of the existence of the continuum, we just need to show that (X, u)
satisfies the equation in (P), that is, (I4). Since (An,uy) solves (P, ), it follows from density arguments,

(CI5) and (CI6) that !

/ |Vun|p72VunV(cp(un - u))d:v = )\n/ Mgp(un —u)dr — 0 (1.17)
Q Q A(x,fQ UZ)
for all ¢ € C° ().
Since {uy} is a bounded sequence in V[/lif (), we obtain
‘ / |Vt P2 Vu, Vo (u, — u)dw‘ < Cllup —ullp =0 (1.18)
Q

by using the Holder’s inequality. Therefore, it follows from (LI7) and (LIF)) that
/ cp(|Vun|p_2Vun - |Vu|p_2Vu)V(un —u)dx — 0,
Q

up to subsequence, which implies that Vu,, — Vu a.e. in €.

Thus, proceeding as in proof of the Claim 1, we obtain that (A, u) € %; C %, which concludes the proof
of the existence of an unbounded continuum of positive solutions for (P).

In order to finish the proof of later part of the Theorem [T} let us assume (foo) and A(x,t) > ag in QxR*
holds for some ag > 0. Assume by contradiction that ProjrY C [0, A*] for some 0 < A* < oo, that is,
0 < A < X* whenever (A\,u) € ¥. Hence, by taking R > 0 and ¢, = 1/n (n € N), we obtain by Lemma
211 that there exists (An, un) = (An,R, Un,r) € Xn N IBR(0,0), where X, is the unbounded €,-continuum of
positive solutions of (P.) .

We claim that there exists Rg > 0 such that A\, > A* 4+ 1 for all n € N and R > Ry. Otherwise, we can
find a sequence R; — oo and a subsequence {uy, } satisfying

[t lloe = Ri = Apy > Ry = A" = 1. (1.19)

However, by Lemma 22 we have ||ty |lo < 1+ Ha(1, R)YP=D(\* + 1)/ ®=D|je|| o, where H5(1, R)) =

max{—f(z’t) cxeQandl <t < R+ 1} with apr, = min A > ag by our assumption. Hence,
8 Qx[0,R] |9]

it follows from the hypothesis (fs) that for each € > 0 there exists a positive constant C! such that
Ho(1,Ry) < CH+ éRf ~! holds for all I € N sufficiently large. As a consequence of these information, we

obtain
) 1/(p—1)

[[tem, lloo < 1+ (C’el + ainﬂ (A" + 1)1/(1071)H6||Oo < 062 + 6«261/(1071)}&7 (1.20)
0

for [ large enough and for some positive constants C? and Cs, where C5 is independent of e.

Let € > 0 be such that 1 — ¢/®=DCy > 0. Since R; — oo, we can take a [ large enough such that
Ry > C5TV /(1 — /(=1 (y). Thus, by going back to (??), we obtain for such [ that [ju,, |l < C2 +
Cae'/ P~V Ry < Ry — X\* — 1 holds, but this is a contradiction by (LI9).

Therefore, by fixing R > Ry > 0 and proceeding as in the proof of the Claim 1, we obtain that (A,, u,) =
(An.R, Uun, r) converges in R x C(£2) to a pair (\,u) € XN IBR(0,0), which implies that A > A\* + 1, but this
is not possible by the contrary hypothesis of Projgp+3 C [0, \*]. This ends the proof. ]
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3 I/Vli’f(Q)-behavior to a parameter for (p — 1)-sublinear problems

Let us present some results which are important in itself and are required to overcome some obstacles on
the strategies of Rabinowitz [I9] and Figueiredo-Sousa [I5], in order to approach non-autonomous non-local
singular problems involving p-Laplacian operator in the setting of Wli’f(Q)—solutions.

To enunciate the first one, let us define a subsolution and a supersolution for the problem

{ —Apu.: ar(z)ut + az(x)u’? in Q, (1.21)
u>0in 9Q, u>0on Q,
in the following sense.
Definition 3.1 A function v € WLP(Q) is a subsolution of (L21) if:
i) there is a positive constant co such that v > cg in © for each © CC Q given;
i1) the inequality
/Q |Vo|P~2VuVedr < /Q (al(a:)yel + az(:zr)g%)wd:r (1.22)

holds for all 0 < ¢ € C°(). When © € W,5P(Q) satisfies the reversed inequality in (L22), it is called
a supersolution of (L21]).

In this context, we state a Comparison Principle for V[/lif (Q)-sub and supersolutions, proved in Theorem
2.1 of [20].

Theorem A (Wé’f(ﬂ)-Comparison Principle) Suppose that —oo < 01,02 <p—1 and a1 + az > 0 in
hold. Assume that the pair (0;,a;) satisfies one of the following hypotheses:

(h)1: —1<80; <p—1anda; € L(P**plfei)(Q),
(h)g 0; < —1 and a; € Ll(Q),
(h)s: 6; = —1 and a; € L*(2) for some s > 1

fori e {1,2}. Ifv,5 € W,-P(Q) are subsolution and supersolution of (C2)), respectively, with v < 0 in 9,
then v < 7T a.e. in .

Following the proof of the above Theorem, we have the next result.

Corollary 3.1 Assume that the same assumptions of the Theorem[d], as < a1 in Q and 6; < 0 hold. If
v,TE VVli’Cp(Q) are subsolution and supersolution of

—Apu = a1 (2)u Xju<q) + a2(2)u?? x[u>q) in Q,
u>0in 02, u>0onl,

respectively, with v < 0 in 02 and 0 < a < 1, thenv <7T a.e. in §2.

Proof Tt is sufficient to revisit the proof of Theorem[Aland observe that, under the contradictory assumption
[[(uP — vP)T¢ > 0]] > 0, we also obtain

(uP — vP)pdx < 0,

{al (2)u” Xfu<a) + a2(2)uXuza)  01(2)0" Xjp<a) + a2(2)0" X4
fuz] urt v

which leads us to a similar contradiction, as in the proof of Theorem [Al [ |
The next Lemma brings out an important parametric behavior of the solution of (p — 1)—sublinear
problem. This result is crucial in our approach.
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Lemma 3.1 Assume that (f1) and (f2) are satisfied with co,coo > 0 in Q and § < B. Then, there exist
Qp, Qso, M1, Mo > 0 such that any positive solution u € Wl’p(Q) of

loc
—Apu =af(x,u) inQ, ulgg =0, (1.23)
(see definition with A = 1) satisfies
a™midr < u < a"maet in Q, (1.24)
where t = min{l, (p —1)/(p—1—-19)},
a)T=1/(p—1=9) foralaec (0,ap) and b)7=1/(p—1-p) forall a> ax.

Proof Let u € W,5P(©2)NC(Q) be a solution of (L23). Tt follows from (f1) and (f2) that there exist m, M > 0
such that

m(uéx[u<a] + uﬁx[uza]) < f(iE,’lL) < M(u5 + uﬁ)
holds for some 0 < a < 1 small enough, that is, u € Wﬁ)f(Q) N C(Q) is a subsolution for
~Ayu=ad(u + ) (1.25)

and a supersolution for
—Apu =am (USX[u<a] + uﬁX[uZa])- (126)

Now, we build a positive supersolution for (25 and a positive subsolution for (L26), as required by
Theorem [Al First, let us define %, = moa™e!, @ > 0, with ¢ = min{1,(p —1)/(p — 1 —§)} and 7,ma > 0
being constants independent of «, to be chosen later. Thus, using that 0 < ¢ < 1, we have

| Vo |P ™2V, Viods> |Ve|p*2VeV[gp(o/mgetflt)pfl}dx:/gp(o/mgetflt)pfldx
Q Q Q

for each 0 < ¢ € Cg°(Q) given.
To verify that T, is a supersolution for (L.2H), it is enough to show that

(@7mat)?~! > aM max{1, ||et(ﬂ_5)||oo}(mga75 + mgofﬂ) (1.27)

holds, for some appropriately chosen 7,mg > 0.
3Mmax{1,ne*<ﬁ*‘”nm}>”“”*H’)
tp—1

To do this, let us fix ms = max {1, ( and consider two cases on the size

of a. If @ < 1, we obtain that the inequality (I27) holds by choosing 7 = 1/(p — 1 — §), while for o > 1
we obtain (L27) by taking 7 = 1/(p — 1 — ). Therefore, in both cases T, is a supersolution for (L.25]) for
every a > 0.

Next, we build a subsolution for (L26)) as follows. Setting u, = a"m1¢1, a > 0, we have that u, will be
a subsolution for ([.26]) if

(mlo“r)(p_l)/\ld)fil < am(m(lsaTégbtlsX[mla"¢1<a] + mfaTﬂ¢?X[m1a"'¢1Za]) (128)

is satisfied, for some 7,m; > 0 independent of «.
Again, let us consider two cases on . First, let 0 < a < M\aP~'7%/m. By taking 7 = 1/(p —

1—19¢) and m; = (m/)\1||¢1/7||00) = ml/(p_l_‘s)/(||¢1||Oo)\1/(p7175)), the inequality (L28) holds. On
the other hand, for @ > \a?~'=9/m, let us take 7 = 1/(p — 1 — B) and m; = (m/)\1||¢}/7||oo) =

m/®=1=8) /(|| ¢y || oA’ P77 to obtain the inequality (I28) again. Therefore, in both cases, we have that
u,, is a subsolution of (26 for each v > 0 given.
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Fix
Alapflié

Alapflfé

} and g = max{l,
m

ap = min {1,
Now, using u as a subsolution of (L25) and U, = a"mae! as a supersolution of (L25), for 7 =1/(p — 1 —§)
and a < ag, together with Theorem [A] we get the second inequality in the item—a).
Moreover, using u as a supersolution of (L26) and u, = a"my¢; as a subsolution of (L26]), for 7 =
1/(p—1-19) and a < ag, together with Corollary Bl we get the first inequality in item—a).
Similarly, for @ > ax and 7 =1/(p — 1 — 3), arguing as before we get the both inequalities in item—b).
|
As immediate consequence of the proof of the previous Lemma, we have the following Corollary.

Corollary 3.2 Assume that —oo < § < 8 < p— 1. If there exist M,m >0 and 0 < u,v € W P(Q) N C(Q)
such that:

(1) the inequality
—Apu < aM W’ +uP) in Q and u <0 on 9Q (1.29)

holds, then u satisfies the second inequality in (1.24), for some mso independent of o > 0, where T is
given in the items a) — b) of the Lemma[3dl In particular, if u satisfies —Apu < L(u® 4+ u?) for some
L>0 andu <0 ondQ, then |ulloc < C(L),

(ii) the inequality
—Apv > am(v‘;x[v<a] + U6X['u2a]) m Q) (1.30)
holds for some 0 < a < 1, then v satisfies the first inequality in (1.24), for some my independent of

a > 0, where T is given in the items a) — b) of the Lemma[31]

Proof Tt remains only to prove the particular case in item ). Without loss of generality, we can assume that
L > ao. Thus, by identifying & = L and M =1 in ([L.29), it follows from the first part of the proof of the

(8- 1/(p—1-8)
above Lemma that u < moL'/®~1=Fet where my = max {1, (SmaX{L”e — ”oo}}) } Therefore,

tp—1

lulloo < maLV@=1=Dle! o := C(L). u

4 Proof of Theorem and 1.3

In this section, we will prove Theorems and [[L3] We also prove an existence and non-existence result for
the degenerate problem (i.e. A(z,0) =0 in ) in Theorem [[L41 We begin with Theorem [[.21

Proof of Theorem [1.2: First, we note that under the hypotheses (Ag) and (f2), we are able to apply
Theorem [Tl to guarantee the existence of an unbounded continuum ¥ of positive W,-7(Q) N C/(Q)-solutions

for (P).

a) Let us prove just the case {#y = p — 1 — 8 and (AL, )}, because the other one is similar. Assume
by contradiction that ¥ is horizontally bounded. Then, there exists a sequence (A,,u,) C X and
0 < A* < 0o such that A\, < A* and [|uy|/ec — 00. We claim that [, u}dz — co. Otherwise, it would
follow from (Ap), (f1) and (f2) that

—Apu, < L(ui + uﬁ)

holds, up to a subsequence, for some L > 0 independent of n. Using this information and Corollary
B2i), we obtain ||un|lec < C(L) but this is a contradiction with the fact that ||uy,|lcc — oc.
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Now, for t =min{1, (p — 1)/(p — 1 — 6)}, fix ms € (0, min{1, ([, e"’dz)~'/7}) and Cy > 0 such that
A* mh 01

C1 ™ 2max{1, e

(1.31)

First, we note that as a consequence of fQ uldx — oo and the hypothesis (AL), for n large we have

0
A(:E, Jo u%dw) (fﬂ u%dw) > (1 > 0 which leads us to

—Apuy, =

Mo uade) fl@yu) N s
A(x7fﬂ u%dw) (fﬂ udey = C An (Un +Un)a

- 0
where A\, = (fQ u%dx) :
Next, let us define w,, = mgj\fl, with 7 = (p—1—B)~!. By proceeding as in the proof of Lemma [B.1-b)
and using (L31]), we have
A (a;i + aﬁ)

~Atn 2

for n sufficiently large.

or
Therefore, by Theorem [A] we obtain u,, < m2( fQ u;{) e, which results in

ot
/u%d:z: < (/ u?ldaj) Vmg/ edx.
Q Q Q

As 0y = p—1—p, it follows from the previous inequality that 1 < mJ [, €""dx, but this is a contradiction
by our choice of my < ([, e"dz) /7.

Assume that there exists a sequence (A, u,) of solutions of (P) such that A\, — co. We claim that
Joulde — co. Otherwise, by the hypotheses (f1) and (f2) there exist constants C; >0 and 0 < a < 1
such that

_APU‘" > Ci\n (uiX[un<a] + UTBLX[UW,ZG.]) (132)

holds, up to a subsequence. Thus, we obtain from (L32) and Corollary B2}-ii) that \mi¢1 < uy,
for some m1 > 0 independent of n, 7 = (p — 1 — 3)~! and n large enough. Hence, from this we get
C > fQ u)lde > N7 fQ ¢]dx — oo, which is a contradiction.

From the above claim and the hypothesis 0 < ao, < 0o on €2, we obtain

0
A(:E,/ u%dw) (/ u%dw) < (Cy
Q Q

for some constant Cy > 0 and, as a consequence of this, we have

Or s

_Apun > 03)\71(/ ’U,;Yld{E) (unX[un<a] + ng[unZa])
Q

for some C3 > 0 indenpendent of n.

6
Now, by taking m = C3 and o = /\n(fQ u%daz) in ([I30), it follows from Corollary B2l-ii) that

70

)\fl(fQ u;{daz) mip1 < up, for some m; > 0 independent of n, 7 = (p — 1 — B)~! and n sufficiently

1—70vy
large. Thus, we conclude that A7 < 04( / u%dw) = (4 for some C4 > 0, where in the last
Q

equality we used 70y = 1. But this is a contradiction, since y7 > 0 and A,, — o©.

Below, let us prove the items i) — ).
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i) Assume that there exists a sequence (A, uy,) C X such that A, = 0 and ||y ||cc — 00. In the same
way as proved in the item (a) above, we get fQ uydx — oo. Using this fact and the hypothesis
oo > 0 in ﬁ, we obtain

(4
—Ayu, < clxn( / ugdx) (ud + u), (1.33)
Q

0 0
which implies that )\n(fﬂ u%dw) — o00. If not, we would have C; )\n(fQ u%dx) < Cy for some

C5 large, hence by Corollary B.2-i) we get ||un|lcc < C(Cs). However, this is a contradiction
because we are supposing that ||uy|lec — 0.

0
Therefore, by taking M = Cy and o = )\n(fQ u;{da:) in (L29)) and applying Corollary B.2-1),
70
we get u, < mg)\;(fﬂ u%dw) e! for some my independent of n, 7 = (p — 1 — B)~! and n large
1—7160vy
enough, which lead us to conclude that 1 = ( Jo u%dw) < CA;7" — 0 by the choice of 6.

This is impossible.

i7) Assume that there exists a sequence (A, u,) C ¥ such that A\, — A* > 0 and |Jupllec — 0.
Then, by the same idea as used to prove the item (a) above, we have that fQ uldr — 00.
Thus, for a given ¢ > 0, we obtain from the hypothesis aoc = 0 that 0 < A\*/2 < A, and

6
A(x, fQ u%dw) (fﬂ u%dw) < € for all n large as much as necessary. From this we obtain that

*

A*Cy
2e

—Apuy, > (fﬂ u%dw) (W X[u <a] + U5 X[u,>a]), for some C; independent of n and € > 0.

. 0
Hence, taking m = Cy and o = g—é(fﬂ u%dw) in (L30), we get by the Corollary B2}ii) that
A\ T or
(3—6) (fQ u%dw) mi¢1 < u, for some m; independent of n, 7 = (p— 1 — 8)~! and n large. As

1—7~6
a consequence of this information and by 6y > p — 1 — 3, we obtain 1 > (fQ u%daz) > <

=

which is an absurd for € > 0 small enough, as C' is independent of €.

c¢) Assume that there exists a pair (A, u,) which solves (P) with A\, — 0%. Then it must occurs that
Jo udz — oo, otherwise

—Apuy, < CiLA, (u‘fl + uﬁ)

holds, up to subsequence. By taking M = C; and o = A, in (L29), we get by Corollary B:2-i)
that u, < maATe! for some my independent of n, 7 = (p — 1 — §)~! and t as defined before. As a
consequence of this fact and —1 < v < 0, we have C' > [, ujdx > m3\}" [, e""dx — oo, which is an

0
absurd. Therefore, [, u}dx — oo which implies /\n(fQ u;{daz) — 0, since 0 < 0.

Hence, by using this information together with the hypotheses on A, we obtain
0
—Apu, < ng\n(/ u%dx) (ud +ub)
Q
for some Cs independent of n.
0
Next, by fixing M = Cy and o = )\n(fQ u:{dw) in ([29), we obtain by Corollary B.2-7) that

or
Up < mg)\fl(kl u%dw) el for 7 = (p—1—0)7%, for some mys > 0 independent of n and for n

1—716vy
appropriately large. Therefore, for the choice of 8, we have C5 > 03( fQ u%dm) > A77 — oo for

some Cs > 0, which leads us to a contradiction again.
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This ends the proof of Theorem. [ ]

To prove Theorem [[3] let us take advantage of Theorem [Tl to get an unbounded continuum Yo of
positive W,.7(Q) N C(Q)-solutions of

—Apu = af(z,u) in Q,
u>0in Q, uw=0 on 99,

with Projg+ %o = (0,00). This allows us to define an appropriated map Hy on Yy such that its zeros are

connected with the solutions of (IF). More precisely, a pair (A, u) € (0,00) x W2P(Q2) N C(Q) is a solution

loc
of (LA) if and only if (o, u) € ¥ with a = )\{A(/

-1
u"*d:v)} , which is equivalent to the pair (o, u) € ¥
Q

being a zero of the map

Hy (o, u) :a—)\{A(/ﬂzﬂdw)}il = (W(a,u)—A) {A(/ﬂzﬂdw)}il, (a,u) € X,

where U (a, u) = aA(/
Q
Now, we prove the next proposition, which assists us to prove a global existence result for (L3]).

qux).

Proposition 4.1 Assume that —1 <y <0 and (Aop). If

limsup ¥(o,u) =00 and limsup ¥(a,u) =00 (1.34)
(O‘O:J)OJEO (04777)2020

hold, then there exists a \* > 0 such that (LX) has at least one solution for each A € [A\*,00) and no solution
for X < A%,

Proof As revealed in the proofs of the Claim 1 and Claim 2 of Theorem [[.I] we have X9 C .%, where
F is defined at (ILI0). As a consequence, we conclude that the function ¥ (as above) is well-defined and

continuous on Yg. Let us define
A =inf{¥(a,u) : (a,u) € Eo}.

First, we claim that A* > 0. If not, there exists a sequence {(a,, u,)} C X such that anA( Jo u%dw) — 0,

which implies by ([34) that there are positive constants C; and Cs satisfying Cy < ay, < Co. Tt follows
from this fact and Corollary B2}-ii) that Cs¢1 < w, in Q, for some positive constant Cs independent of

n, which results in A(fQ u;{da:) > C4 > 0. As a consequence of this fact and Cy < a,, < C3, we have

Cs < anA( Jo u%dw) for some Cs > 0, but this contradicts the fact that anA( Jo u?ld:v) — 0.

Next, let us set A > A*. By definition of \*, we can find a pair (o, u*) € 3¢ satisfying A* < ¥(a*,u*) < A.
On the other hand, it follows from (I34) that there exists (a**,u**) € ¥y such that U(a™,u**) > A. In
particular, we have proven that Hy(a*,u*) < 0 and Hy(a**,u**) > 0. Thus, by Bolzano’s Theorem we get
the existence of at least one zero of H) in X.

Now, we prove that (LB admits at least one solution to A = A*. For this, it is enough to show that
there is a pair (a,u) € 3¢ such that ¥(«,u) = .. However, by the definition of A*, we can find a sequence
(Qn, up) C g satisfying U(a,, u,) — A*. Using the hypothesis (I.34]), we again conclude that C; < «;, < Co,
up to subsequence, for some positive constants C7; and Cy. Thus, following the same argumentation of the
proof of the Theorem 1.1, we obtain that (a,,u,) — (a,u) € Xy in R x C(Q). As ¥ is a continuous
application in ¥g, we get ¥(o,u) = \* as we wanted.

Finally, the non-existence of solutions to A < A\* is a consequence of the definition of A*. This ends the
proof. [ |

Through the previous proposition, we are able to prove the Theorem [L.3]
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Proof of Theorem 1.3-Completion: It suffices to verify the hypotheses at (L34) and apply the above
Proposition. To begin with, we prove the first limit at (IL34). We recall that by Lemma BI}-a), the
inequality u < a"mget holds true whenever (o, u) € ¥g with a < g, for some my > 0 independent of a,
T=1/(p—1-0)andt=(p—1)/(p—1—6). By using this inequality and v < 0, we get

lim sup / u¥ = oo. (1.35)
Q

a—0t
(a,u) €%

Thus, as either (AL,) or (As) with 0 < as holds, it follows from (I35) that

-6
U(a,u) = aA(/ u'ydzzr) > Cloe(/ u'yda:) > Cal~™
Q Q
for a small. Since 0y >p—1— 6, we get

limsup ¥(o,u) = occ.
—
(a,u)OEZO

Now, let us prove the second limit at (I34). By Lemma BI}-b), we know that a"mi¢; < u for some
my > 0 independent of @ and for 7 = 1/(p — 1 — 3), whenever (a,u) € Xy with & > aoo. As a result, since
v < 0, we have

lim sup / u? = 0. (1.36)
Q

a— oo

(a,u) €30

Therefore, by continuity and positivity of A at ¢ = 0 and ([.3]), we obtain

lim sup ¥(a,u) = oco.

(or,u)€Xg

This ends the proof. [ ]

Again, let us be benefitted by our tools and follow the strategy of [I5] to approach the problem (P) for
the degenerate case, that is, when A(z,0) = 0. This procedure allows us to complement the results in [I5]
both to p-Laplacian operator, with 1 < p < 0o, and strongly-singular non-linearities.

Theorem 4.1 (Degenerate case: A(x, 0) = 0) Assume thaty > 0 and f satisfies (f1), (f2) with 0 < 3.
If Ae C(Q x[0,00),[0,00)) with A(x,0) =0 inQ, 6y=p—1—F and:

a) (AL.) holds, then (P) has at least one solution for each A > 0.

b) (As) holds with 0 < as in Q, then (P) has at least one solution for X\ small and no solution for A
large.

Proof For each n € N, consider
_ ¥ - ;
(P.) A, (x,/ﬂu dw) Apu = Af(z,u) in Q,
u>0in Q, uw=0on 99,

where Ay (z,t) = A(x,t) + 1/n. Since tlim Ap(z,t)t? = oo, with 8y = p — 1 — 3, it follows from the item a)
—00

of Theorem [[2] that (P,) has at least one solution for each A > 0. Thus, given a A > 0, denote by u,, one
such solution of (P, ). From this, let us prove the items a) and b) above.
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2)

The proof of this item is a consequence of the following claims:

z)/ uydr # 0 and u)/ uldr A oo. (1.37)
Q Q

Let us prove the first claim in (L37). Suppose by contradiction, that [, u}dz — 0. Since A(x,0) =0
and A is a continuous function, for given C' > 0 sufficiently large there exists ng € N such that

A, (:1:, Jo uxda:) < 1/C for all n > ng. Thus, we get —Apu, > ACf(x,uy), which implies by Corollary

B2ii) that u, > (AC)"my¢; for n large, where 7 = (p — 1 — 3)~1. Hence, from this inequality we get
0 < (AC)"m] [, ¢ldx < [, ude — 0, which is an absurd.

Now we will prove the second claim in (L37). Again, suppose by contradiction that fQ uldr — oo.

0
From (A’,), for each C > 0 enough large, we have A(x, Jo u%dw) (fQ u%dw) > C for all n big enough.

0
In this case, we obtain —Aju, < %(IQ u?ld:v) f(z,up), which by the Corollary B.2—i) and simple

calculations implies
1—7160vy A T
(/u%dw) < (—) mg, (1.38)
Q ¢

where 7 = (p—1— )" Asfy=p—1— B and C > 0 was taken large enough, the inequality (L38)
T

results into 1 < (%) m3 < 1. This is an absurd and from this the Claim in ¢4) is proved.

Observe that from claims in i) — i), we get 0 < C < fQ uydx < Cq, for some positive constants Cy and

C». Thus, proceeding as in the proof of the Claim 2 in Theorem [T we can show that u, converge in
WLP(Q) for some u € WLP(Q) N C(R), which is a solution of (P). Tt concludes the proof the item—a).

loc

As in the item-a), the proof here follows from the following asserts:

z)/ utdr 40 and m)/ ujdx /4 oo, for each A > 0 small. (1.39)
Q Q

The proof of the first Claim in (39 is the same of the previous item—3).

Let us prove ii). As as > 0 in Q, then defining C = (infq ac)/2, there exists to > 0 such that

A(z,t)t? > C > 0 for all t > to. Thus, if we suppose that [,u)dr — oo, we obtain —Ayu, <
0 T or

%(fﬂ ujldx) f(z,up), which again by Corollary [B.24) implies in u, < (%) (fﬂ u%dm) maet for

somemsg > 0,7 = (p—1—p)"1, t = (p—1)/(p—1—6) and n appropriately large. As a consequence of this,

1—-6~T1 YT
we obtain (fﬂ ujlda:) < (%) m3 [oeVdx. Since 6y = p — 1 — 3, we get by the last inequality

T —1/v7
that 1 < (%) my [, €"dx, however this is a contradiction for A < C(mg Jo e“d:v) = A\
Therefore, [, ujdz # oo for 0 < A < A*.

From i) — i), by the same argument used in item—a) we conclude that (P) admits at least one positive
solutions for 0 < A < A*. To justify that (P) does not have solution for A large, just follow the same
argument of item b) of Theorem [[2] using v =p —1— 6.

This proves the Theorem. [ |

A strongly-singular non-autonomous Kirchhoff problem

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.4] which deals with a non-autonomous Kirchhoff problem, defined in

(Q), with strongly-singular nonlinearity.
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The proof of Theorem [I.4] follows the same steps of Theorem [[.T] with small adaptations. Recall that in
the proof of Lemma 2.2 we used that ||uc|, < C for some C independent of €, where (A, uc) is a solution
of perturbed problem (P,) and belongs to the boundary of an open bounded set containing (0,0). Here, due
to the presence of |Vu||, in the Kirchhoff term, we need a similar estimate on ||Vue||p, which is crucial in
our argument. To avoid repetition, we present a sketch of each step while giving attention to the notable
points. Corresponding to (@), we introduce the following perturbed problem

Q) —M(x, HVqu)Apu = Af(x,u+¢€) in Q,
‘ u>01in 2, u =0 on 0.

About (Q.), we have the following result.

Lemma 5.1 Suppose that v > 0 and M satisfies (My). Then, for each ¢ > 0 there exists an unbounded
e—continuum X, C RT x C(Q) of positive solutions of (Q.) emanating from (0,0).

Proof Consider for each A, R > 0 and v € C(f2), the auxiliary problem

{ —M (2, R)Apu = \f(z, |[v| + €) in €, (1.40)

u>0in Q, u =0 on 0.

As M(x,t) = a(x) + b(z)t” with a(z) > a > 0 and f is continuous, then (L40) admits a unique solution
up € CH*(Q) N W, P(), for some o € (0,1). Thus

)‘f('rv |1)| + G)UJR
Vugr|Pdx :/ — (.
sz| R| Q M(%R)

A (z, |v] + €)ur

Define h : Rt — RT by h(R) = A
e - Y ( ) /Q M(IaR)

observe that h is non-increasing. Indeed, if Ry < Rs then

A (z, |v] +¢€) < A (z, |v] +¢€)
M(ZE,RQ) - M(«TE,Rl)

dx. Note that h is continuous and ~(0) > 0. Moreover,

—ApuR2 = = _APU’RI'

Also, as ug, |oa = ur,|oq, from classical comparison principle, we have u Ry < UR, and as a consequence we
conclude that h(Rz2) < h(R;). Thus, there exists a unique solution (say R) of h(R) = R, that is,

R:/ wdaj_/ |VugPda.
o M(z,R) Q

Hence, uj is a solution of

{ —M(:v, IVulp)Apu = Af(z, |v] + €) in Q, (1.41)

u>0in Q, uw=0on 9.

We claim that (L4I) has unique solution. In fact, suppose that u # w € VVO1 P(Q) are two solutions
of (LAL). If [, |VulPdx = [, |Vw[Pdx, then u = w in Q. On the other hand, if Ry = [, |VulPdz <
fQ |Vw|Pdx = Ra, we have ug, < ug, and as a consequence

f(xv |v| + E)U‘R2 dz < f(:E, |v| + E)U‘Rl dr —

Ry = Vw|Pdr =
? Q | | Q M (z, Rz) Q M(z, Ry)

|[Vu|Pdz = Ry.
Q

Therefore, in any case we get a contradiction, which proves that (L4I) has only one solution. Now, we
consider the operator T': RT x C(2) — C(€Q) which associates each pair (\,v) € Rt x C(Q) to the only
solution of (LA4I]). Since M(z,t) > a > 0 € €, the rest of the proof follows from Lemma 2] in a similar
way. |

In order to study the limit behavior of the components Y., we prove the following Lemma.
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Lemma 5.2 Suppose (f2), (Mo) and (I'o) holds. Let U C R x C(Q2) be a bounded open set containing (0,0)
and (A, ue) be a solution of (Q¢) such that (Ae, ue) € BN ((O, 00) X Wol’p(Q))) NAU. Then, for some positive
constant C(U), independent of €, we have |Vue|, < C(U).

Proof Consider (A, ue) € X NOU, then A < K, |Jue||oo < K for some positive constant K depending only
on U. Taking u, as a test function in (@) and using (f2) we get

[Vuel[p < Cl)\e(/(ue + )0t d + 1). (1.42)
Q
If 6 > —1, then by ([42) the required boundedness follows trivially from the fact that A < K, ||ue|oo < K.
Now, suppose that 0 € (— 25%11,— ) As ||luel|loo < K, by the continuity of f we can find a Co > 0
independent of € such that f(u. + €) > Cy(uc + €)°. Thus, u + € is a supersolution of

)\ECQUJ

max a + max b|| Vu|[}?
) )

—Apu = (1.43)

P

On the other hand, take u = s¢?~'~°, where s > 0 will be fixed later, then a simple calculation shows that

_ sp \P s [(=0—1)(p—1) p p
—Apu = (m) 1 [ﬁWéf)ﬂ +>\1¢1}

sp p—1 7‘51’7 15 P p—1 s
<C(7) P = OgsP (7) ,
s G5 1 35 ;) Y

1 p—1—
where Cs — masx [M
p

2 Vi P + M\ (;5’1)]. Therefore, if we choose

—-1-4

c ( Ae )piﬂs

S =

: max a + max b||Vu||}? ’
Q o

1
—1 —1—20
where Cy = {%} """ then u is a subsolution of (LZ3) and by the Theorem &l we get

Ae p7175 —r
ez ) =i 1.44
Ue + €2 Oy mgxa—i—m@buVueH;p 1 ( )
Q Q

Now, coming back in ([L42)) and using ([44]) together with § € (— p_l —1), we obtain

2
p—1

_ap(s+1)
IVl < Cs (1 + I Vuelly ™).
Since v < p:11:657 it follows from the last inequality that ||Vu.||, < C(U), where C(U) is independent of ¢. m
In the light of above result, we prove the following Lemma, similar to Lemma 2.2l We highlight only the
principal points in the proof.

Lemma 5.3 Admit that f, M and ~ satisfy (f2), (M) and (To), respectively. Let U C R x C(Q) be a
bounded open set containing (0,0) and a pair (Ae, ue) € LN ((O, ) x (C(Q)N Wol’p(Q))> NOU be a solution

of (Qc) satisfying Ae < K, ||te|loc < K. Then, there are positive constants 1 = #1(K,U), Hs = Ha(k, K)
and €y > 0 such that

1 1
N KUYy < ue < k+ N Aok, K)oTe in Q (1.45)
for each k € (0, K] fixed and for all 0 < € < €p.
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Proof Define J#s(k,K) = max{f(m’t) reQ: k<t< K+ 1}, where k € (0, K]. For this constant, a

a
second inequality in (48] holds.

To obtain the first inequality, we must proceed as in the proof of the first inequality in Lemma To
get the constant ¢ (K,U), in (L3) we choose A}, := max{M (z,t): z € Q and 0 < t < C(U)?} instead of
Ak, where C'(U) is given in the Lemma [ |

Now we are ready to prove the Theorem .4

Proof of Theorem [1.7: Suppose that €, — 07 and denote by ¥, C RT x C(Q2) the component
associated with the problem (Q., ). Let U C R x C(Q2) be an open neighborhood of (0,0). As X, is
unbounded, there exists (An,u,) € X, NOU and K > 0 such that A\, < K, |lupllcc < K. Moreover,
from Lemma we can assume, without loss of generality, that ||[Vu,[/) < K and from Lemma that
An — A > 0%, up to a subsequence. As a consequence, for 5 > 0 small there exists ng € N such that
0<A—4d" <Ay <A+ ¢ for all n > ng, which implies again by the Lemma [5.3] that

A=Y VAR (K, U) by < un <k + (A4 )Y P Dotk K)Y P Ve in Q, (1.46)

for each k € (0, K.
From Lemma 5.2, {u,} being bounded in W, (£2), there exists u = uy € W, *(2) such that u, — u in
WP () weakly. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem [T} we conclude by (48] that u satisfies

f(z,u)

———————pdz, forall p € C°(Q). 1.47
o M(z, [Vull) ¢ Co®) (147

/ |VulP~2VuVedr = A
Q

Let us prove that (LZT) holds also for ¢ € W, ?(Q). For this, take @ € WyP(Q2). Then, by a density results,
there exists a sequence {p,} € C(Q) such that ¢, — @ in W, ?(Q). Now, for each € > 0 the function

=/ + |pn — ¢r|? + € € CL(Q) and hence taking ¢ as a test function in (L47), we obtain
fz,u)
A 7(\/624— n— 2—e)dac
o Mo, Wy \V 10 =9

on = 9| V(pn — Sﬁk)dx

Ve + |on — or|?
/Q VulP |V (n — 1) de

ClIVullp IV (en = @1)lp-

|Vu|p*2Vu|
Q

IN

IN

Applying the Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain by the previous inequality

f(z,u) o f(x,u)
AN —— o, —rlde < liminf A [ ———— (/€2 + o, — 0|2 — €)dx
ylon = e e Ty (Ve =P =)

o M(z, |Vullp e—~0t
ClIVullE= IV (en — or)lp-

IN

Letting n, k — oo in the previous inequality we obtain

|90n - <Pk|dx — 0.
/ M (x ||V“||p

Thus, we have

(z,u)
gandx—>/\/ 7@@: as n — 00. (1.48)
/ M (z IIV %) M (z, [[Vullp)
By classical density arguments, we also have
/ |Vu|p_2Vqu0ndx—>/ |Vu|P~2VuVedr as n — oo. (1.49)
Q Q

Therefore, joining (L48) and (TZ9) we obtain that u € W, (Q)NC(Q) is solution of (Q) and satisfies (T48).
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Now, if we consider .% as in the proof of Theorem [I.T] then in a similar way we can show that closed and
bounded (in R x C(Q)) subsets of .# are compacts and this ends the proof of existence of the unbounded
continuum X.

The proof of Projg+% = (0,00) if (fo) holds, is the same as done in the proof of Theorem [T

Now, suppose that there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of A and wu, such that ||u||o. < C whenever

(A, u) € . Then, let us take (A, u) € ¥ with A > 1, so u satisfies

—Ayu > ACy u’
P77 maxa(x) + max b(z)||Vul[BY
Q Q

¢y 70 satisfies

1/(p—1-9) p
. . o A
Besides this, for € > 0 small u = (mgxa(x) T mgxb(x)HVqu'y)
Q Q

—Apu < ACy u’
P77 maxa(z) + max b(z)||Vul[5 ™
Q Q

and so we get by Theorem [Al that u > u. Taking u as a test function in (Q) and using A > 1, v > u and
|u|leoc < C, we obtain that

/ |[Vu|Pde < CiA if 6> —1
Q

» p(i51116)'y . 2p _ 1 (1.50)
|[VulPde < CAP=1=3 (|| Vul|,” +1) if — P <d< -1
0 _

Without loss of generality, let us assume that || Vul|, > 1, otherwise we would get

C

Y

EA )1/(P—1—5)

max a(z) + max b(z)
Q Q

p
u>u > ( ¢y '° for all A > 0.

, . : 2p—1
Then, coming back to (LE0) and using |[Vul, > 1, we obtain for —<E& < ¢ < —1 that [[Vull, <

1
S R
CA\p+GFDG-D . Thus, as u > u we have

u>C(

A Vp-1-6) o
O T — P 1.51
1 + A\FFOEIDG= ) o (151)

Also, when § > —1 by (LE0) we get

A \Y-1-8) _»
s o) et 1o

Then, from (L5I) and (L52) with v < 1, it follows that ||u|lcc—00 as A — oo, contradicting the fact that
lullso < C. ]
References

[1] Ravi P. Agarwal, Boagiang Yan, and Donal O’Regan. The existence of positive solutions for Kirchhoff-
type problems via the sub-supersolution method. An. St. Univ. Ovidius Constanta, 26(1):4—41, 2018.

[2] Claudianor O. Alves and Dragosg-Patru Covei. Existence of solution for a class of nonlocal elliptic
problem via sub-supersolution method. Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 23:1-8, 2015.

22



3]

[14]

[15]

[16]

J. J. Aly. Thermodynamics of a two-dimensional self-gravitating system. Phys. Rev. E (3), 49(5, part
A):3771-3783, 1994.

David Arcoya, Tommaso Leonori, and Ana Primo. Existence of solutions for semilinear nonlocal elliptic
problems via a Bolzano theorem. Acta Appl. Math., 127:87-104, 2013.

Lucio Boccardo and Frangois Murat. Almost everywhere convergence of the gradients of solutions to
elliptic and parabolic equations. Nonlinear Anal., 19(6):581-597, 1992.

H. Bueno, G. Ercole, W. Ferreira, and A. Zumpano. Existence and multiplicity of positive solutions for
the p-Laplacian with nonlocal coefficient. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 343(1):151-158, 2008.

E. Caglioti, P.-L. Lions, C. Marchioro, and M. Pulvirenti. A special class of stationary flows for two-
dimensional Euler equations: a statistical mechanics description. Comm. Math. Phys., 143(3):501-525,
1992.

M. Chipot and B. Lovat. Some remarks on nonlocal elliptic and parabolic problems. In Proceedings of
the Second World Congress of Nonlinear Analysts, Part 7 (Athens, 1996), volume 30, pages 4619-4627,
1997.

Francisco Julio S. A. Corréa. On positive solutions of nonlocal and nonvariational elliptic problems.
Nonlinear Anal., 59(7):1147-1155, 2004.

Francisco Julio S. A. Corréa, Silvano D. B. Menezes, and J. Ferreira. On a class of problems involving
a nonlocal operator. Appl. Math. Comput., 147(2):475-489, 2004.

Francisco Julio S. A Corréa and Giovany M. Figueiredo. A variational approach for a nonlocal and
nonvariational elliptic problem. J. Integral Equations Appl., 22(4):549-557, 2010.

M. G. Crandall, P. H. Rabinowitz, and L. Tartar. On a Dirichlet problem with a singular nonlinearity.
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 2(2):193-222, 1977.

Gelson C. G. dos Santos, Giovany M. Figueiredo, and Leandro S. Tavares. A sub-supersolution method
for a class of nonlocal problems involving the p(x)-Laplacian operator and applications. Acta Appl.
Math., 153:171-187, 2018.

Yihong Du. Bifurcation from infinity in a class of nonlocal elliptic problems. Differential Integral
Equations, 15(5):587-606, 2002.

Tarcyana S. Figueiredo-Sousa, Cristian Morales-Rodrigo, and Antonio Sudrez. A non-local non-
autonomous diffusion problem: linear and sublinear cases. Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 68(5):Art. 108,
20, 2017.

A. C. Lazer and P. J. McKenna. On a singular nonlinear elliptic boundary-value problem. Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc., 111(3):721-730, 1991.

Chun-Yu Lei, Jia-Feng Liao, and Chun-Lei Tang. Multiple positive solutions for Kirchhoff type of
problems with singularity and critical exponents. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 421(1):521-538, 2015.

Jia-Feng Liao, Peng Zhang, Jiu Liu, and Chun-Lei Tang. Existence and multiplicity of positive solutions
for a class of Kirchhoff type problems with singularity. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 430(2):1124-1148, 2015.

Paul H. Rabinowitz. Some global results for nonlinear eigenvalue problems. J. Functional Analysis,
7:487-513, 1971.

C. A. Santos and L. M. Santos, How to break the uniqueness of Wli)’Cp(Q)—solutions for very singular
elliptic problems by non-local terms, Zeitschrift fiir Angewandte Mathematik und Physik. ZAMP. 69
(2018), no 6, 145: 22 pp.

23



[21] Gordon Thomas Whyburn. Topological analysis. Princeton Mathematical Series. No. 23. Princeton
University Press, Princeton, N. J., 1958.

[22] Baogiang Yan and Qiangian Ren. Existence, uniqueness and multiplicity of positive solutions for some
nonlocal singular elliptic problems. FElectron. J. Differential Equations, 138, 21, 2017.

24



	1 Introduction
	2 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	3  Wloc1,p()-behavior to a parameter for (p-1)-sublinear problems
	4 Proof of Theorem 1.2 and 1.3
	5 A strongly-singular non-autonomous Kirchhoff problem

