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Abstract

The aim of this paper is investigating the existence of weak bounded solutions of the
gradient—type quasilinear elliptic system

—div(ai(z,ui, Vug)) + Aie(x, ui, Vui) = Gi(z,u) in Q
(P) for 1€ {1,...,m},
u=0 on 052,

with m > 2 and u = (u1,...,um), where Q C RY is an open bounded domain and some
functions A; : Q@ x R x RY — R, i € {1,...,m}, and G : © x R™ — R exist such that
ai(z,t,§) = VeAi(z,t, ), Asi(z,t,8) = %(x,tf) and Gi(z,u) = g—Z(x7u).

We prove that, under suitable hypotheses, the functional J related to problem (P) is ct
on a “good” Banach space X and satisfies the weak Cerami-Palais—-Smale condition. Then,
generalized versions of the Mountain Pass Theorems allow us to prove the existence of at least

one critical point and, if 7 is even, of infinitely many ones, too.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we look for weak bounded solutions of the following class of gradient—type quasilinear
elliptic systems

—div(a;(z, ui, Vug)) + Aie(x,us, Vi) = Gi(z,u)  in Q
for i €{1,...,m}, (1.1)
u=20 on 0f),

with m > 2 and u = (uy,...,un), where Q C RY is an open bounded domain and some functions
A QxR xRV R ie{l,...,m}, and G : Q x R™ — R exist such that

0A; 04; 0A4;
Ai,t(‘ru t7§) - W(xatug)a G/Z((E, tag) - (851 (xatug)a ey (3'§—N(x7t’§)) (12)
if 1 <i<m and VyG(z,u) = (G1(z,u),...,Gn(z,0), ie.,
Gi(z,u) = %(I,u) if1<i<m. (1.3)
8’[1,1'
A special model of system ([LI)) is obtained if A;(z,t,&) = p%_fli(:z:, t)€|Pi, p; > 1, so (I reduces

to problem

—div(A;(z,u;)|Vu,

pi*QVui) + p%_lei,t(xy u1)|VuZ

Pi = Gi(z,u) in§

for i € {1,...,m},
u=20 on 012,

with A; 4(z,t) = aéi (x,t), which has been studied in [I2] if m = 2, and generalizes the classical

gradient-type (p1,...,pm)-Laplacian system
—Apu; = Gi(z,u) inQ, forie{l,...,m},
u=20 on 0f),

which has been widely analized in the past (see, e.g., [4 13| [19] 21]).

Many variants of system (1)) have been studied by using several theories such as the fixed
point index, the cohomological index, the sub—super solutions methods, the bifurcation theory and
also some non—variational techniques (see, e.g., [2 [, [6, 13| 14} 15, 8] 21] and references therein).

On the contrary, here we use the variational approach introduced in [7, ], and already applied
to systems in [12], so that, under suitable hypotheses, finding solutions of problem (I.I) turns into
searching critical points of the functional

J(u) = Z QAz'(fﬂaui,Vui)dw — QG(:v,u)d:v (1.4)
-1

in a suitable Banach space X obtained as product of the intersection spaces between Sobolev spaces
and L () (for more details, see Section [)).



Differently from the problem in [12], here we deal with a more general system. In spite of it, a
regularity result on J in X can be proved under basic assumptions on G(z, u) and suitable growth
conditions on the C'~Carathéodory function A;(z,t,£) and its partial derivatives, i € {1,...,m},
but pointing out that it has to growth with power p; > 1 with respect to £ (see Proposition [B.5)).
Since, in general, J satisfies neither the Palais—-Smale condition nor its classical Cerami variant
(see [10, Example 4.3]), following the lead of ideas developed in [§], which exploit the interaction
between two different norms on X, we inquire whether 7 verifies the weak Cerami—Palais—Smale
condition (see Definition 21]) so to apply the abstract theorems in [9]. To this aim, by considering
not the interplay just between A;(z,t,£) and the partial derivative A;+(x,t, ) as in [12], but the
interaction among them and a;(x,t,£) (see the hypotheses at the beginning of Section H]), together
with an Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition and suitable subcritical growth assumptions on
G(z,u), we have that the weak Cerami—Palais—Smale condition holds (see Proposition [L.8]). Then,
suitable requirements on the behavior of G(z,u) in a neighborhood of the origin, respectively at
infinity, allow us to state an existence result, respectively a multiplicity one if 7 is even by means
of a “good” decomposition of the Sobolev spaces Wy "' (2) as given in [8 Section 5.

Anyway, in order to not weigh this introduction down with too many details, we prefer to
specify each hypothesis when required and to state our main results at the beginning of Section
(see Theorems 5Tl and £:2)). Note that, here, we look for bounded solutions of problem (1), so we
introduce some subcritical growth hypotheses on G(z,u) which are stronger than the usual ones
(compare B.8) with [4, Theorem 3]).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2l we introduce the abstract tools and, in partic-
ular, the weak Cerami—Palais—Smale condition and some related existence and multiplicity results
which generalize classical Mountain Pass Theorems. In Section Bl we introduce the variational
setting and give the first assumptions in order to prove the variational principle required by prob-
lem (II)). Then, in Section @] we prove that functional J satisfies the weak Cerami-Palais-Smale
condition and, finally, in Section Bl our main results are stated and proved.

2 Abstract tools

We denote N = {1,2,...} and, throughout this section, we assume that:
e (X,|-]lx) is a Banach space with dual (X', || - ||x/);

e (W,] - |lw) is a Banach space such that X < W continuously, i.e. X C W and a constant
oo > 0 exists such that
lylw < oo llyllx  forally e X;

e J:DCW —=RandJeCYX,R) with X C D.

Anyway, in order to avoid any ambiguity and simplify, when possible, the notation, from now
on by X we denote the space equipped with its given norm || - ||x while, if the norm || - ||w is
involved, we write it explicitly.

For simplicity, taking 8 € R, we say that a sequence (y,), C X is a Cerami—Palais—Smale
sequence at level 8, briefly (CPS)g—sequence, if

lim J(yn)=F and - lim ld] (yn) llx (1 + llynllx) = 0.

n—-+oo



As (CPS)g—sequences may exist which are unbounded in || - || x but converge with respect to
I - [[w (in our setting with m = 1, see [10, Example 4.3]), we have to weaken the classical Cerami—
Palais—Smale condition in a suitable way according to the ideas already developed in previous
papers (see, e.g., [7, [8,[9]).

Definition 2.1. The functional J satisfies the weak Cerami-Palais—-Smale condition at level [
(8 € R), briefly (wCPS)g condition, if for every (CPS)g—sequence (yn)n, & point y € X exists,
such that

(i) lim ||y, —yllw =0 (up to subsequences),
n—-+oo

(ii) J(y) =B, dJ(y) =0.

If J satisfies the (wC'PS)s condition at each level 8 € I, I real interval, we say that J satisfies the
(wCPS) condition in I.

Since the (wCPS)g condition allows one to prove a Deformation Lemma (see [9, Lemma 2.3]),
then the following generalization of the Mountain Pass Theorem can be stated (see [9, Theorem
1.7] and compare it with the classical statement [20, Theorem 2.2]).

Theorem 2.2. Let J € C1(X,R) be such that J(0) = 0 and the (wCPS) condition holds in R .

Moreover, assume that there exist some constants Rg, 09 > 0, and a point e € X such that
(i) yeX, |ylw=Ro = J(y) = 0o;
(i) lellw > Ro and J(e) < 0o-

Then, J has a Mountain Pass critical point y € X such that J(y) > 0o.

Furthermore, with the stronger assumption that J is even, also the symmetric Mountain Pass
Theorem can be generalized as follows (see [11], Theorem 2.4] or also [9, Theorem 1.8] and compare
it with [20, Theorem 9.12] and [3] Theorem 2.4]).

Theorem 2.3. Let J € CY(X,R) be an even functional such that J(0) = 0 and the (wCPS)
condition holds in Ry. Moreover, assume that o > 0 exists so that:

(Hp) three closed subsets V,, Y, and M, of X and a constant R, > 0 exist which satisfy the
following conditions:

(i) V, and Y, are subspaces of X such that
Vo+Y, =X, codimY, < dimV, < +4o0;

(it) M, = ON, where N C X is a neighborhood of the origin which is symmetric and
bounded with respect to || - ||w;

(iii) y € M,NY, = J(y) > o;
(iv) yeVe, lyllx=R, = J(y) <0.



Then, if we put

B, = inf sup J(v(v)),
7€l yev,

with
Iy, ={y:X — X : v odd homeomeorphism such that
Wy) =y ify € Vo with |lyllx = Ry},

functional J possesses at least a pair of symmetric critical points in X with corresponding critical

level B, which belongs to [p, 01], where g1 > sup J(y) > o.
yeV,

If we can apply infinitely many times Theorem [2.3] then the following multiplicity abstract

result can be stated.

Corollary 2.4. Let J € C1(X,R) be an even functional such that J(0) = 0, the (wC PS) condition
holds in Ry and a sequence (on)n C ]0,400[ exists such that o, / 400 and assumption (H,, )
holds for all n € N.

Then, functional J possesses a sequence of critical points (ug, )n C X such that J(uy,) /* +0o as
n /' +oo.

3 Variational setting and first properties
From now on, let  C RY be an open bounded domain, N > 2, and m € N such that m > 2, so
we denote by:
o u=(Up,...,Up), Uy = (ul,...,ul), 0=1(0,...,0) € R™;
e {e; : 1 < j < m} the standard basis of the Euclidean space R™, i.e., e; has components
e‘j = 5‘]'
1/r.

o L"(Q) =L"(2,R), 1 <r < oo, the classical Lebesgue space with norm |ul, = ( [, [u["dz) "

o L>°(Q) = L*>°(Q,R) the space of Lebesgue-measurable essentially
bounded functions with norm |u|. = ess sup |ul;
Q

o Wy P(Q) = Wy P (Q,R) the classical Sobolev space equipped with norm lullyrr = [Vulp if
1<p<+o0;
e meas(D) the usual Lebesgue measure of a measurable set D in RY.

For simplicity, here and in the following we denote by | - | the standard norm on any Euclidean
space, as the dimension of the considered vector is clear and no ambiguity occurs. Moreover, for
short, we replace

- with and v with .
i=1 i gz G#i

Definition 3.1. A function f: Q x Rl = R, [ € N, is a C*-Carathéodory function, k¥ € NU {0}, if



e f(,w):2€Q f(r,w) € R is measurable for all w € R!,
o f(z,)):weR — f(z,w) €Ris CF for a.e. v € Q.

For each i € {1,...,m}, let 4; : (2,t,£) € QA x R x RN s A;(2,t,£) € R be a given function
such that the following conditions hold:

(ho) Ai(x,t,€) is a C'-Carathéodory function with partial derivatives
Aig(x,t,€) and  ai(z,t,€)
as in (L2);
(h1) a power p; > 1 and some positive continuous functions ®}, ¢§, ®¢, ¢}, ®h, ¢4 : R — R exist
such that

[Ai(z,t,€)] < DH(t) + Gy (t)IE™, (3.1)
[Aie(z,t,6)] < @1(t) + 1 ()€, (3.2)
jai(z,t, ) < @5() + 5 ()€, (3.3)
for a.e. € Q and for all (t,£) € R x RV,

So, taking p; > 1 as in (hy), we consider the related Sobolev space

Wi =W, P(Q) with norm || - [|w, = || - ||W01p1

From the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, W; is continuously embedded in L"(§2) for any r € [1,p}]

with p = J\J,V_p;i if N > p;, or r € 1,400 with pf = +o0 if p; > N, i.e., for such an r a positive
constant 7; , exists such that
lulr < 7irllullw, for all u € Wi. (3.4)
For simplicity, we put
i* =0 if p;=+4oc0. (3.5)

Now, assume that a function G : (xj u) € QO x R™ — G(x,u) € R exists such that
(90) G(x,u) is a C1-Caratheodory function with partial derivatives G;(x,u) as in (L3) such that
G(-,0) € L>=(Q)
and

Gi(z,0) =0 for a.e. z € Q, for each i € {1,...,m};

(g1) for every i, j € {1,...,m}, j # i, some real numbers ¢; > 1, s; ; > 0 and a constant ¢ > 0
exist such that

Gi(z, )| < 0<1 a4+ |Uj|“‘j> (3.6)
J#i
for a.e. x € Q and all u € R™, with
1<q <p; (3.7)
and )
Di *
0< Sig < N <1 — p_;k) pj- (38)



Remark 3.2. For a.e. z € Q and all u € R™, condition (go) together with Mean Value Theorem
implies that ¢ €]0, 1] exists such that

|Gz, u)] < [G(-,0)] + Z |Gi(, tu)uil,

then from (3 it follows that

(3.9)

|G(z,u)| < 012 1+ fu; qi+Z|Ui||uj
i i
for a.e. x € Q, all u € R™, with o7 > 0 which depends on o, m and |G(, 0)|c.

In order to investigate the existence of weak solutions of the nonlinear problem () as critical
points of J defined as in (I4]), we have to introduce the “right” Banach space. To this aim, the
notation introduced for the abstract setting in Section Pl is referred to

W=W; x---xW, (3.10)

with norm

lallw = [l wm)llw =Y lluillw, i ue W, (3.11)

while the Banach space (X, || - || x) is defined as
X=Xy % xXnm (3.12)

with norm
allx = (w1, um)llx = Z luillx, ifuelX,
i

where, for any ¢ € {1,...,m}, it is

equipped with norm

[ullx, = lullw; + |uleo  if u € X;. (3.13)

We note that, setting
L=L>*Q)x - x L*®(Q)

with norm

lallz = ll(us, -y wm)lle = ) Juilse i ue L,
A

we have that X in (312) can also be written as
X=Wwnr with Julx = fulw + Julls.

For every i € {1,...,m}, we have that (W, ||-||w,) is a reflexive Banach space and, by definition,
it is X; — W; and X; < L*°(Q) with continuous embeddings. Thus, also (W, || - ||w) is a reflexive
Banach space and, obvioulsy, X — W and X — L with continuous embeddings, too.



Remark 3.3. If i € {1,...,m} is such that p;, > N, then X; = W;, as W; < L°°(Q). So, in
general, if an i € {1,...,m} exists such that p; < N then X # W, but if for all i € {1,...,m} it
is p; > N, then X = W and the classical Mountain Pass Theorems in [I] can be used, if required.

If conditions (ho)—(h1), (9o) and BH) hold, by BI) and direct computations it follows that
J (u) in ([I4) is well defined for all u € X. Moreover, taking any u, v € X, the Gateaux differential
of functional J in u along the direction v is well defined as

dJ(u)[v] = Z (/ a;(z,u;, Vu;) - Vo, dz
~ \Jo
i (3.14)

+/ A (2, ui, Vug)v; doe — / Gi(z,u)v; dx) .
Q Q

We note that, since u,v € X imply that u,v € L, no critical growth upper bound on the
powers ¢; and s; ; is required in order to have dJ (u)[v] € R.

For smplicity, for every i € {1,...,m} we introduce the i—th partial derivative of J in u € X
as
gujl (w):veX;— gujl (w)[v] = dJ (u)ve;] € R,
where from (B14) it follows that

oJ

(w)v] = / a;(z, ui, Vug) - Vo dx —I—/ Aig(x,us, Vug)v do
Q Q

Ous (3.15)
— / Gi(z,u)v dx.
Q
Remark 3.4. Taking u € X, since dJ(u) € X', then
6\.7 / .
8ui(u)€Xi foralli e {1,...,m}
and 0
dJ(u)[v] = Z o, (u)[vi] for all v = (v1,...,0m) € X. (3.16)
Moreover, direct computations imply that
oJ .
(| <||dT()|x forallie {1,...,m} (3.17)
Ou; X!
and 07
izl < 3 3w (3.18)
i v X

Clearly, we have that

N
8ui

dJ(u)=0in X <«— (wy=0in X; forallie {1,...,m}.



Now, we can state a regularity result.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that conditions (ho)—(h1), (go) and B8] hold. Let (u,), C X and
u € X be such that

u, — u strongly in W, u, > u a.e inQ ifn—+oo. (3.19)
If M > 0 exists such that
lunlz < M for alln €N, (3.20)

then
Ju,) = J) and |[dT(un) —dT()||xs =0 asn — +oo.

Hence, J is a C functional on X with Fréchet differential defined as in (3.13).
Proof. Let (u,), C X and u € X be such that (319) and (320) hold. Taking any i € {1,...,m},

from hypotheses (ho)—(h1), 19) and (B20), by reasoning as in the proof of [8, Proposition 3.1],
it follows that the “partial” functional

Aicue X;— [ Ai(z,u, Vu)de € R
Q

is such that

Ai(ul) = A;j(u;)  asn — +oo.
Moreover, by means of Dominated Convergence Theorem, conditions (go), (39), (BI9) and (320)
imply that

/ G(z,u,)dr — [ G(z,u)dx.
Q Q

Thus, summing up, we have that
J(u,) = J(u) asn— +oo.
Now, we observe that (B16]) gives

fam) ~agle = 3 57 e - 57w

X!

so, in order to prove that ||dJ (un) — dJ (u)| x — 0, it is enough to verify that

0F (02T
8ui tn 8’[1,Z

(u)H —0 forallie{l,...,m}. (3.21)
X

To this aim, fixing any i € {1,...,m} and taking v € X; such that ||v||x, <1, from (BI5]) we have
that

o7
8ui

+ [ |Ai(z,ul, Vul) — A;e(x, ug, Vug)|do + / |Gi(z,u,) — Gi(x,u)|dx,
Q Q

(wn)le] = 5 (W)l

S/ la;(z,ul', Vul) — a;(x, u;, Vug)||Volde
Q



where, by reasoning as in [8, Proposition 3.1], it can be proved that
/ la;(z,ul', Vui) — a;(x, u;, Vug)||Volde — 0 uniformly with respect to v
Q

and
|Ai(x,ul, Vul) — A;e(x, ug, Vug)|de — 0.
Q

s g

Moreover, (319), (3:20), hypotheses (go), (B.6) and, again, Dominated Convergence Theorem,
imply that

|Gi(z,uy,) — Gi(z,u)|dx — 0.
Q

Hence, summing up, we conclude that

a—j(un)[v] _o7 (w)[v]] = 0  uniformly with respect to v € X;, ||v]|x, <1,
and, by the arbitrariness of i € {1,...,m}, it follows that (3.21)) is satisfied, too. O

4 The weak Cerami—Palais—Smale condition

In order to prove some more properties of functional 7 : X — R defined as in (I4]), we require that
not only (ho)—(h1) hold but also R > 1 exists such that for each i € {1,...,m} function A;(z,t,¢&)
and its partial derivatives in (L2) satisfy the following conditions:

(h2) a constant A > 0 exists such that

ai($,t,§) : 5 2 )\lg

with p; > 1 as in (hy);

Pi ae. in Q, for all (t,£) € R x RY

(hs) some constants 11, 72 > 0 exist such that

Aij(x, t,8) <mai(z,6,8)- & ae inQif [(¢,E)| > R, (4.1)
sup  |A;(z,t,&)[ <m2  ae in (4.2)
[(t,§)|<R

(h4) a constant py > 0 exists such that
ai(x,t,8) - &+ Aip(x, t, )t > pra(x,t,8) - € ae. in Qif |(¢,€)] > R;
(hs) taking p; > 1 as in (hy), some positive constants 6;, 2 > 0 exist such that
Ai(x,t,8) — biai(x,t,8) - € — 0; A 1 (x,1,6)t > poai(x,t,6) - &

a.e. in Q if |(¢,€)] > R, with
1
0; < —; 4.3
Y2 (4.3)

10



(he) for all £, & € RN with € # ¢, it is
[ai(z,t,&) —ai(z, t,&)] - [€—€]>0 ae inQ, foralteR.
Moreover, let us assume that function G(x,u) satisfies not only hypotheses (go)—(g1) but also
the following Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition:

(g2) taking 6; as in (hs) for all ¢ € {1,...,m}, we have that

0< G(‘Ivu) < ZelGZ(Iau)u’L if |u| > Ra u= (ulv s ,Um),

for a.e. x € Q, with R > 0 as in the previous set of hypotheses (h3)—(hs).

Remark 4.1. We note that hypothesis (hy) is satisfied also if ¢ = 0 and |[¢] > R, then from (h2)
we have p; < 1. Furthermore, hypotheses (hys) and (hs) give

Ai(z,6,8) > (Oipr + p2) ai(z,t,€) - € ae in Q if |(¢,£)| > R, (4.4)
whence, from (hg) we have that
Ai(z,t,8) > (Bipr + p2)MEJP* >0 ae. in Q if |(¢,€)] > R. (4.5)

Summing up, from (@I) and assumption (.2 it follows that a positive constant 73 exists such
that
Ai(z,t,€) > (Oip1 + p2)NEPT —n3  ace. in Q for all (¢,€) € R x RY. (4.6)

Remark 4.2. Taking i € {1,...,m}, we note that (BI) in (h1) is not required as hypothesis if
(h2)—(hs) and ([B3) hold. In fact, in these assumptions not only (6] is satisfied but also direct
computations imply that

A, t,6) < m®(t) + 12+ m(Py(t) + D5 (1))I€
a.e. in Q, for all (t,£) € R x RY. Hence, (h1) can be replaced by the weaker condition

(h}) assumptions [B2) and E3) hold.

Furthermore, taking ¢ = 0 and |¢| > R in both (@) and (hs), from (hg) it follows 71 > p2 + 6; so,
without loss of generality, we can assume that ps is so that

Pi

n — W2 — 0; > 0.
Thus, in order to give better growth conditions on function A;(x,t,¢&), hypotheses (&) and (hs)
give
(771 —p2—0;
mo;

Hence, (@A), (1) with hypotheses (3.3]), (1) and direct computations imply that n, > 0 exists
such that

) Ai(x,t,8) > A i(x,t,6)t  ae in Q if |(¢ )] > R. (4.7

n—H2—0;
1

Ai(z,t,8) < maft| moe ¢

P ae in Q if [t > 1, |¢] > R,
then (4) gives

(2,8,6) - € < — 1|t g in Qi |t > 1, |¢| > R
aj(z,t,6) - £ < —5 10 Poae in ()i > 1, Z v
! Oip1 + pa

11



Remark 4.3. Taking i € {1,...,m}, from (g2) we have that
0<G(z,ue;) < 6;Gi(z,ue;))u forae xz€Q, if ueR,|ul>R.

Hence, (go) and direct computations imply that h; € L>°(Q), h;(x) > 0 for a.a. z € Q, exists such
that
G(z,ue;) > hi(@)|u|®  foraa. z€Q, if ueR, |u>R. (4.8)

Thus, if also (38 holds, from 39), @3] and @8] not only we obtain that
1
1<pi<5§qi (4.9)

but also )
G(z,ue;) > hi(x)|u|? —o; foraa. ze€, alueR (4.10)

for a suitable o; > 0.
Example 4.4. Let us consider

m
G(z,u) = Zci|ui|qi + e H |u;
i=1

i

Vi
3

where we assume that
¢G>1, ~v>1 foralli e {1,...,m}.

Then, (go) is verified and for any ¢ € {1,...,m} we have

Gi(w,u) = ciqi|ui| " 2u; + coryiui| " 2u; ﬁ luj|? for a.e. x € Q.
=
If, in addition, we suppose that
Y < ¢ for alli € {1,...,m},

then the generalized Young inequality and direct computations allow us to conclude that also (B.6])
holds by taking

g —1
qi — %Y

sij = (m—1)y; for all 4, j € {1,...,m}, j #1.

Finally, if we have that
yOE )
T i
then hypothesis (go) is verified, too, by taking each 6; > %.

Up to now, no upper bound is required for the growth of the nonlinear term G(z,u). Anyway,
the subcritical assumptions ([B7)) and ([B.8]) are required for proving the weak Cerami—Palais—Smale
condition.
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Remark 4.5. Let i, j € {1,...,m}, j # i, be such that s; ; verifies condition (3.8). Then, g; > 0
exists such that ~
N s: <G
1<g<p, 0<%, := ~qu1 <. (4.11)
q; —

In fact, if both p; < N and p; < N, then (B.8) implies that

*

P . Pip;

* *
pip; —Ns; ;>0 and 1< < " < p;,
I " pj—sij — pipj—Nsij '
hence, ¢; exists such that
plp;k ~ *
—— < < p; 4.12
pip — Nsiy (4.12)

so that both estimates in (£.I1]) hold. On the other hand, if p; > N, respectively p; > N, with
p; = +00, respectively p; = 400, and (3.5) imply that the conditions in (4.II]) are less restrictive
and the existence of §; and s; ; is easier to prove.

Remark 4.6. Assume that (go) and (g1) hold. If for every i, j € {1,...,m}, j # 4, by using the
same notations in Remark [5] from (£I1) and Young inequality it follows that

|G i
g0 < L2y &

-1 _ -
— |u;|* < |u]? 4 Juy)®td for all u € R™. (4.13)

% %

Thus, from (39) and [@I3]) we obtain that

G, )] < o1 37 (1 sl + D (il + 7)) for all u e R
i j#i
Hence, setting
qi:max{qiaq’i;gj,i 01 S] Sma j#l} for a’nyie {17"'5m}5 (414)

it follows that ~
4) for all u € R™ (4.15)

|G(z,u)| < o9 Z(l + |u;

for a suitable constant oy > o7.
At last, if (g2) is verified too, then from @3] and (@I we obtain that

1
1<pi<a§§i<pf foralli e {1,...,m}. (4.16)

Now, we show that the (wCPS)- condition holds. To this aim, the following boundedness
result is required (for its proof, see [16], Theorem I1.5.1]).

Lemma 4.7. Let Q be an open bounded subset of RN and consider u € Wol’p(Q) with p < N.
Suppose that v > 0 and ko € N exist such that

p < R AY: ay +\11— L +¢;
/Q+ [Vu|Pde < ”y(/sﬁ(u k) da:) —l—”ka [meas(2, )]~V

k k =1
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for all k > ko, with Qf == {z € Q:u(z) >k} and r,v, oy, &, are positive constants such that
1<r<p’, g >0, p< o <egp"+p.

Then, ess sup u is bounded from above by a positive constant which can be chosen so that it depends

only on n?eas(Q), N,p, v, ko, 7, v, €1, 0u, |u|p« (eventually, |ulq for some ¢ > r if p* = +00).

Proposition 4.8. Assume that hypotheses (ho)—(hg) and (go)—(g2) hold. Then functional J in
([T4) satisfies condition (wCPS) in R.

Proof. Taking 8 € R, let (u,), C X, with u,, = (uf,...,ul,), be a sequence such that
J(up) = F and  [[dF (un)]|x (1 +[[unx) = 0. (4.17)
We have to prove that u = (uq,...,un) € X exists such that
(1) u, — u strongly in W;
(ii) J(u) =B, dJ(u) = 0.

To this aim, our proof is divided in the following steps:
1. (up), is bounded in W hence, up to subsequences, u € W exists such that

u, — u weakly in W, (4.18)

ie., ul = u; weakly in W; for all i € {1,...,m},
ui — u; strongly in L™(Q) if r; € [1,pf[, forallie {1,...,m}, (4.19)
u, — u a.e. in (4.20)

2. u € L, then u € X;
3.for any k> 0, let T, : R — R and 7 : R™ — R™ be defined as

{t if |t < k
Tt :=

kb il >k

and
ity rtm) = (Tits,.., Tet), (4.21)

then, taking any & > max{||u|, R} + 1 (with R > 1 as in our set of hypotheses), we have
14T (Tews)llx: — 0 (4.22)
and
I (Teun) = B; (4.23)

4. || Tku, — uljlw — 0, then (¢) holds;

5. (i) is satisfied.

For simplicity, here and in the following we will use the notation (e,,),, for any infinitesimal sequence
depending only on sequence (Wy)n, (€kn)n for any infinitesimal sequence depending not only

14



on (u,), but also on a fixed integer k. Moreover, b; will denote any strictly positive constant
independent of n.
Step 1. Firstly, we observe that B.I7) and ([@I7) imply that

2 (u)[ul] = e, forallie{1,...,m}. (4.24)

Thus, taking 6;, i € {1,...,m}, as in hypotheses (hs) and (g2), and fixing n € N, from (T4,
BI9), @I7) and [@24) we have that

9 en = o) = 3 )]
= Z/ (A (2, uf, Vul) = Oiai(z, uf, Vul) - Vul — 0; A; 4 (z, uf, Vi ul)do
— Jo

+/Q (Z (GiGi(ﬂc,un)u?) — G(%un))dw.

Now, fix i € {1,...,m} and set
U r = {2 € Q| (u}(2), Vui (z))] > R}.
Then, we have that
/ [Vui |Pide < RPimeas(Q). (4.25)
o\,

On the other hand, hypothesis (h1) implies that

Z/ |[Ai(z, ul, Vui') — 0;a:(x, ull, Vui') - Vui
~Ja\ei

R

—0;A; ¢(z,ul, Vuul|de < by,

) 1

while from assumptions (hz2) and (hs) it follows that

Z/ (A (2, ul, Vulul — Oias(z,ull, Vul') - Vul — 0; A (@, uf, Vul )ul ) de
PRRAL

» g %
n,R

> s Z/ a;(z,ul, Vul) - Vulde > ,LLQ/\Z/ [Vul
3 : 1 i § iL,R
Moreover, from hypotheses B.6]), (g2) with (3:9) and direct computations we have that

/Q ((Zﬁsz(;E,un)uf> — G(;v,un))dx > by,

Thus, summing up, from the previous estimates and (£28]), we obtain that

Pidx.

Btenz “2)‘2/. IVup[Pide —bs > pa) Y [luf|hy, — ba.
1 Q:l,R i
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Hence, (u,), is bounded in W and so u € W exists such that, up to subsequences, (L.I8)—(€.20)
hold.

Step 2. In order to prove that u € L, arguing by contradiction, we assume that ¢ € {1,...,m}
exists such that p; < N (the proof if p; = N is simpler) and u; ¢ L°°(Q), then either

ess sup u; = 400 (4.26)
Q

or
ess sup(—u;) = +o0. (4.27)
Q

If ([£.26) holds, then for any fixed & € N we have that

meas(Qy7) >0, with Q07 = {z € Q: wi(z) > k}. (4.28)
Defining R,j :R—=Ras
0 ift <k
Rit = nE=E (4.29)
t—k ift>k

from ([@IJ) it follows that
R;u? — R,Jcrul- weakly in W,

whence the sequentially weakly lower semicontinuity of || - ||w, gives

apt

with Q;}: ={z € Q: ul(z) > k}. On the other hand, from BI7), @I7) and definition @29) we
have that

Pidy <lim inf/ |Vul

i+
Qn,k

Pidy, (4.30)

0T n
a—m(un)[RM] -0,
so, from ([A28) an integer ny € N exists such that
oJ +,,n i+
D, (up)[R u'] < meas(Qy™)  for all n > ny. (4.31)

Now, taking k > R (R as in our set of hypotheses) and n € N, as 1 < 1 (see Remark 1)) from
BI9), (ha), (h4) and direct calculations it follows that

0 k
—j(un)[Rzuf] :/ o, (1 — —)(ai(x,u?, Vaul) - Vul + Ay (x,ul, Vul ul ) de
Q%

8’U,i 1

K2

k
-I—/ — ai(z,u, Vui') - Vui de —/ Gi(z,u,) R ulrdx
Qpt U Q

> ,ul/ ai(z,ul, Vul') - Vul'de — / Gi(z,u,) R ulldx
Q!

i Q
> ,ul)\/ |Vul|Pide —/ Gi(iE,un)R;U?d%
o o

16



which, together with (31, implies that

M1>\/ -, |VulPida < meas(Q) ) +/ Gi(w,u,) R ulrda (4.32)
Qi Q
for all n > n;. We note that
/ Gi(z,un)Rfulldr — / Gi(z,u) R} u;dz. (4.33)
Q Q

In fact, from (go) and ([@20) we obtain that
Gi(z,up)Rful = Gi(z,u)Rfu; ae. inQ,

while, since (B8) implies that suitable exponents can be choosen so that (ZII)) holds, from (34,
EI3) and also (B.1), (EII), @EI9), [5, Theorem 4.9] it follows that a function h € L*(Q) exists

such that
T (uf
JF#i

G, wn) R | < o (Juf | + Juf

%)) <h(z) ae. in

then Dominated Convergence Theorem applies.

Thus, summing up, from (@30), @32), (£33) and, again, (B.6) and (@I3) we have that (3] and

direct computations imply that

/_ [V pidxgb5(meas(s2;;+)+/, |ul-|@dx+z/, |u;
Qbt apt apt

J#i
with g; as in (@I4) and s, ; as in (ZII)).
At last, Holder inequality and (£I1)) imply that

S da:) : (4.34)

- ~ . 1_‘*1'7;1
/ uj | da < |ug|)w [meas(Q )] #7  for each j #14,
apt I

s
k

while (I8 and direct computations give

/. |
apt

so from ([@34), Sobolev Embedding Theorems and direct computations we obtain that

J

i o < 9d;—1 |ui

ol /Q (= B)Tdz) ™ 4 27 meas(9)),
k

bi

| Pi < R A7 @i
| IVuilde < bG(/Sw(ul k) d:c)

+ bs Z k% [meas(Q) )] — Ve,

J

i,
k

(4.35)

with b = bg(||uljw) > 0, where we set

o= ifj=i o & _ if j =14
J 0 ifj#i "’ j B ifj#i
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From (£I2)) it follows that £; > 0 for each j # ¢, so (A30) with (LI6) (here, e;p; + p; = p}) allows
us to apply Lemma 77 and u; is essentially bounded from above in contradiction with ([€26]).
Similar arguments make us to rule out also (£Z7)); hence, it has to be u; € L>(9).

Step 3. In order to prove this statement, we extend the main arguments used in the corresponding
Step 3 in the proof of [12, Proposition 4.6] to our setting but introducing some technical changes
as in [8, Proposition 4.6]. Anyway, for the sake of completeness, here we give the main tools.
Taking k > max{||lu||z, R} + 1, we define Ry : R — R and Ry : R™ — R™ as

0 if ¢ < k

b=kl it >k

Ryt =t — Tyt = {
Rk(tl, - ,tm) = (Rktl, .. .,Rktm),

and denote .
Q= {r € Q: |uj(z)] >k} forany n € N, i € {1,...,m}.

By definition, it follows that
[Teun|lx < |lunllx and ||Reunlx <|lu,||lx foralln eN. (4.36)

Moreover, we have that Tyu = u and Ryu = 0 a.e. in Q, so from [@IJ)—(@20), in particular, it
follows that

Teu, — u a.e. in (4.37)
Rty — 0 in L™ (Q) x -~ x L™ (Q) (4.38)
for any (r1,...,7m) € [L,pi[x - x [1,p5,],
meas((;, ,) — 0 foralli € {1,...,m}. (4.39)
Fixing any ¢ € {1,...,m}, from BI7), (@I7) and (Z306) we have that
H gujl (uy,) y | Riul||x, — 0. (4.40)

Then, reasoning as in the previous Step 2 but replacing R,Jcrui with Rgu;, from (40) it follows
that

en+ | Gi(z,u,)Rpuldx = 8—j(un)[Rkuﬂ +/ Gi(z,up)Rpuldx
Q Ou; Q

> ul/ ai(z,ui, Vui) - Vulde (4.41)
Ql ’

n.k

> )\Ml/, |V
i

n,k

Pidy.

Since arguments similar to those ones used for proving ([£33)) apply, from (£38) we obtain that

/ Gi(z,up)Rpuldr — 0,
Q

18



then (@A) implies both

/_ VulPidr — 0, de. R, — 0,
Ql

n,k

and
/ ai(z,u, Vuy) - Vulde — 0.
Qi

n.k

By means of [BI8), if we prove that

oJ
8ui

(Tkwy)|| — 0 forallie{l,...,m},

X!

(4.42)

(4.43)

then (£222) holds. To this aim, fixing any ¢ € {1,...,m}, we take v € X; such that |Jv||x, = 1.

Direct computations imply that

oNA _oJ
2T ()l = 5 ()l
- / (ai(z,ul, Vuil) - Vo + A, o(z,ul, Vui o) de

+ / (ai(z, Trul',0) - Vo + A; 1 (z, Tpul, 0)v) da
Q4 k

+ /Q(Gi(x,un) — Gi(x, Tguy))v dx.

(4.44)

We observe that (hy) with & = 0 and |Tpu?| < k for all n € N imply the boundness of both
A;i(x, Trup, 0) and a;(x, Tyuj', 0) in set ;5 hence, from [#39) and direct computations so to

“erase” v from the limit, we obtain that

/ (ai(z, Txul',0) - Vo + A, (z, Tiul', 0)v) dz — 0
Q

i
n,k

(4.45)

uniformly with respect to v. On the other hand, Dominated Convergence Theorem implies that

|Gi(x,uy) — Gi(x, Truy,)|dx — 0.
Q

In fact, we have that

|Gi(x,uy) — Gi(z, Teuy)|de < |Gi(z,up) — Gi(z,u)|dx
Q Q

Q

where (go) together with (Z20), respectively ({31), give

Gi(z,up,) = Gi(z,u) and Gi(x,Tru,) — Gi(z,u) a.e. in

19
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and from (B.6]), Young inequality, (37), ({11, (EI9) and [5, Theorem 4.9] we obtain that

qi +Z|u?

J#

|Gi(x,up)] < b7 [ 14 |ul Sii | < h(z) ae inQ

for a suitable h € L'(Q), while, again, (3.6) and the boundedness of (Truy), in L give
|Gy(2, Tru,)| < bs  ae. in €,

so Dominated Convergence Theorem applies and ([48) holds.
Thus, summing up, from (£44)—-(@46) we obtain that

oNA
ou;

(Thun)[v]

S Ek,n

(4.47)

+ / (ai(z,ul’, Vui') - Vo + A, o(z,ul, Vui )v)dz| ,

where €, ,, is independent of v. At last, the estimate of the last integral in ({.41) can be obtained
as in the corresponding Step 3 in the proof of [8, Proposition 4.6] but testing %(’Eun) on the

new test functions vR} ul and vR; u?, with R; : R — R such that

R if t > —k
Ryt = , :
t+k ift<—k

Then, (£222) holds.
Finally, we have to prove [@23). From (L4), (@21]) and direct computations, we have that

I (o) = Tn) = 3 [ (i 9r) = A, i, 0))da
Qi Tk

+/Q(G(;v,un) - G(z, Tyuy)) dz,

where (L1)), (Z5), (£43)), respectively the boundness of A;(z, Txul,0) and (@39), imply that

s Wi

/ Ai(z,ul, Vul') de — 0 and / Ai(z, Trul',0)de — 0
Qi Qi

for all i € {1,...,m}. On the other hand, from (@IH), [@I6), @I9), @20), @37) and, again,

Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have that

n.k

/Q (G(JJ, un) - G(l’,ﬁun)) dr — 0.

Thus, [@23]) follows from @IT).

Step 4. For each i € {1,...,m}, by using the same arguments as in Step 4 in the proof of [8]
Proposition 4.6] but apphed to the partial derlvatlve (ﬁun) we prove that

[ Thu® = willw, — 0. (4.48)

20



So, condition (i) follows from ([@42]) and (448)).
Step 5. By applying Proposition to the uniformly bounded sequence (Tpuy)n, from (i) and

#3T) we have that
J(Teun) = J(u) and  [[dT (Trun) — dJ (w)]|x — 0,
which, together with (£22) and ([@23)), implies (i1). O

5 Main results

In order to prove a multiplicity result, for each i € {1,...,m} we make use of the decomposition
of W; as introduced in [8], Section 5]. More precisely, it is known that the first eigenvalue of —A,,
in W; is given by

VuPidx
)\i,l = fﬂlil, (51)
ueW;\{0} fQ |’U/|pld$
it is simple, strictly positive and isolated and has a unique eigenfunction ¢; ; such that
wi1>0ae inQ, 1€l and |piilp =1 (5.2)

(see, e.g., [IT]). Then, a sequence of positive real numbers (\; ), and a corresponding sequence
of pseudo—eigenfunctions (¢ ), C W; exist such that

0< X1 <Ao< --<XN,<..., with), 7"+c0 asn — +o0, (5.3)
and for all n € N we have that 1, , € L>(Q), hence ; ,, € X;. Moreover, taking k € N and
Vi = span{®;1,...,Yir},
a suitable (infinite dimensional) topological complement Y; ;, can be found in W; such that
Wi =Vik ®Yig

and the following inequality holds:
Ai k1 / |lwlPide < / |[VwPide  for all w € Y g, (5.4)
Q Q

(cf. [8, Proposition 5.4]). Hence, defining Y, := Y; x N L®(Q) C X;, from the boundedness of
each 1; , we have that V; ; is a subspace of Xj, too, and then

Xi=Viy oYX,

with
dimV; ; = codimY;X* =

Thus, by means of (810) we have that

W = (Vl,k X oo X Vm,k)@ (Yl,k X oo X Ym,k)
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and then from [BI2) it follows that
X=Waoy’
with
Vie=Vig XX Vin s, VX =75 xox v 55)
where dimV}, = codimY};* < +oc. .
Now, we are able to state our main results.

Theorem 5.1. For ecach i € {1,...,m} let p; > 1 and assume that A;(x,t,£) satisfies hypotheses
(ho)—(he). Moreover, suppose that a given function G(z,u) verifies (go)—(g2). If, in addition,
s > 0 exists such that

(h7) for everyie {1,...,m} it is
Ai(x,t,6) > ps|é|P' ace. in Q, for all (t,€) € R x RY;

(g93) taking A} := min {)‘z}l c1<i< m}, with A\iq as in (B)), assume that

G(x,u . .
lim sup (7) < pgAl  uniformly a.e. in §);
u—o0 i Ui|p1

then functional J in ([LA4) possesses at least one nontrivial critical point in X; hence, problem
[@TI) admits a nontrivial weak bounded solution.

Theorem 5.2. For each i € {1,...,m} let p; > 1 and assume that A;(x,t,&) and G(z,u) satisfy
hypotheses (ho)—(he), (go)—(g2). If we also suppose that

(hg) for each i € {1,...,m} function A;(x,-,-) is even in R x RN for a.e. x € Q;
G(z,u)

(94) liminf ————% >0  wuniformly a.e. in Q;
uf =00 Zi |u1 %

(95) G(x,-) is even in R™ for a.e. x € §);

then functional J in (L) has an unbounded sequence of critical points (un)n, C X such that
J(u,) S +oo; hence, problem () admits infinitely many distinct weak bounded solutions.

From now on, assume that for each i € {1,...,m} function A4,(x,t,&) satisfies (ho)—(he) while
G(z,u) verifies (go)—(g2). Moreover, let 1 < p; < N for each i € {1,...,m} (otherwise, the proof
is simpler) and, for simplicity, suppose that

/ Ai(x,0,0§)dz =0 forallie{l,...,m}, (5.6)
Q

with Oy = (0,...,0) € RV, and
G(z,0)dz =0 (5.7)
Q
(otherwise, we replace J (u) with J(u) =", [, Ai(x,0,0n)dz + [, G(x,0)dx which has the same
differential on X).
Firstly, we state the following preliminary result (for the proof, see [8, Proposition 6.5]).
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Proposition 5.3. Leti € {1,...,m} be fized. Then, for any (t,€) € R x RN with |(t,£)] > R we
have that

A;i(z, st,s€) < seii(li’u’_f)Ai(:E,t,f) a.e. Q) forall s> 1,

with R, 0;, p2 and m as in our set of hypotheses. Moreover, some constants by, by > 0 exist,
independent of i, such that for all (t,€) € R x RN it is
Mm)>

91(1_i§f)> + b (

a.e. in 2, with 9% (1 — @) —p; > 0 (without loss of generality, as we can take, a priori, either us

(5.8)

|Mmﬂg%

m
small enough or m large enough).

Now, we are able to prove our main results.

of Theorem [5.dl. We note that, being p3 A} > 0, then from hypothesis (g3) a constant A € R exists
such that
G(x,u)

A>0 and limsup = < A < uzA} uniformly a.e. in Q. (5.9)
w0 D |uglP
Thus, a radius p* > 0 exists such that
for a.e. z € Q if |u| <p". (5.10)
Now, let u € R™ be such that |u| > pru= (U1, ...,um). Then, an integer ¢* € {1,...,m} exists

* q*
such that |u;«| > £ hence, 1 < (& |
m p

to prove the existence of a constant ¢* > 0 such that

9i* . Thus, from ([I5) direct computations allow us

Gz, )] < 0* Y |w|™ forae. x€Q if [u]>p". (5.11)

Summing up, from (EI0) and (&IT]), we have that
G(z,u) <\ Z | |Pe

Then, taking u € X, from ([4]), assumption (h7) and inequality (512 we have that

u) > Z (ug/ﬂ|Vui|’”d:10—X/Q|ui|pid:c—a*/9|ui|qid;v>,

or better, (34), (I0), (1)), the definition of A} and also (3I1]) imply that
X Pi = q;
szz(wjﬂ = ol
> _ z — q;—Ppi
Z il 37, ( 13 alally,
Al
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for a suitable & > 0. We note that from (£I6]) and (5.9) some constants Ro, p1 exist such that
A

— 2 —GRITP > p1 >0 (5.14)
Al

0< Ry <2m and "3

for all i € {1,...,m}. Since (B.II) and |lullw = Ro imply that ||u;llw, > 5—7% for some j €

{1,...,m}, from (BI3) and (EI4) we have that
i Pj o ’
T = o Y Jully, = pullusl, > o (o

with p = max{p; : 1 <1i <m}. So, a constant pgp > 0 can be found so that
ue X, |ullw=Ro = J(u) > po. (5.15)

Finally, in order to prove that also the geometric condition (i7) in Theorem is satisfied, fixing

any 7 € {1,...,m}, we take ;1 € X; as in (5.2). Then, from (L), (£I0), (5.0), (58) and direct

computations, for any s > 0 we obtain that

J(spi1€;) :/Ai(x,sgpi71,5Vg0i71)d:E+Z/Aj(:E,O,ON)dx
Q

i ¢

- / G(z, sp;1€;)dx
Q

pi dx

< bimeas(Q2) + b’{s‘%‘(lf%) |80i,1|9%(17l:'_?)d$ + 035" [ [Vepin
Q Q

1 k2 L—E2y_p, )
+ 0557 0TI [ iy [T Pida
Q

Vi
— 5% / hi($)|<pi11|9%'d3: + o;meas(),
Q
where (£2)) and Remark imply that all the integrals are finite and

/th(ﬂcﬂ%',l

Thus, since 11, ug > 0, from [@9) it follows that

"%dw > 0.

J(spir1€;) = —00  as s — +00.
Hence, v € X; exists such that
[lveillw > Ry and J(ve;) < o, (5.16)
Ry and ¢ as in (G.I9).
So, since ([[4), (6) and (ET) imply that J(0) = 0, by means of Theorem we have that

Propositions and [ together with (E18) and (EI6) imply the existence of a critical point
u* € X such that J(u*) > gp > J(0). O
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of Theorem[5.2. Since (hg) and (g5) imply that J is an even functional on X, in order to apply
Corollary [Z] we have to prove that assumption (#,) holds for infinitely many p.
For simplicity, here and in the following, b; will denote any strictly positive constant independent
of the index i € {1,...,m}.
Firstly, we prove that, taking any finite dimensional subspace V of X, a radius Ry > 0 exists such
that

J(u) <0 forallu eV, ||u|lx > Ry. (5.17)

To this aim, for any ¢ € {1,...,m} and u; € X;, from (B.8]), and, then, (313), direct computations

imply that
—())
o0

/ Ai(x,u;, Vug)dz < bjmeas(Q) <1 + |u;
Q

(5.18)
o (1-52)—pi ) - (1-52 N )
+ b3 (1 + |ui §é< %) ”) lJuillyy, < b1+ boflu; §(< +) + b3 ||, -
On the other hand, from hypothesis (g4) it follows that ) exists such that
G -
lim inf Lu)l > A >0 uniformly a.e. in Q,
[u|—+o0 Zz |ui 0;
so Ry > 0 exists so that
G(z,u) > A Z |ul|% for a.e. z € Q, if |u| > Ry,
while from (B3:9) we obtain
= 1 _
|G(2,u) — A Z lu;]% | <& for ae. x€Q,if jul < Ry.
Hence, we have that
= EI
G(z,u) > A Z |u;|?% —a  for a.e. x € Q, for all u e R™. (5.19)

%

Thus, from (A4), (I8) and (EI9) we obtain that

r(-m - N
J(u) < Z <b3 + balju; )9(< m) + b§||uz||§} - )\/Q |u; % d;v) (5.20)

for all u € X. Now, if V is a finite dimensional subspace of X, V = V; x --- x V,,,, for any
1 € {1,...,m} also the projection V; onto X; is a finite dimensional subspace, so all the norms are
equivalent and in particular v; > 0 exists such that

(e

0;
"%dw> > vl x, for all v € V.
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So, from ([B.20) it follows that

K2

= (1-%2 . v =
MOESY <b3 + b2||ui||;(:( ) + b3 lluall, — b4||uz'||§5i> (5.21)
for all u € V or better, taking ¢ € {1,...,m} and

1 (1o 1
Gi s €[0,+00[— (i(s) = bz + bas? (1 ”1) + by sPt — b4$91i eR,
estimate (B.21)) reduces to

JW) <> G(luillx,)  forallueV. (5.22)
We note that for each i € {1,...,m} the continuous function ¢; is such that ¢;(0) = b3 > 0 and
Ci(s) = —o0 as s — +o00. Hence, a constant bs > 0 and a radius R > 0 exist such that

m&g{(i(s) <bs and (i(s) < —mbs if s> R forallie {l,...,m}. (5.23)

Thus, if (s1,...,8m) € (R4)™ is such that >, s; > mR, we have that s; > R for some index
je{l,...,m}, then (5.23) and direct computations allow one to prove that

ZQ(si) <0 if Zsl > mR.
Whence, (5.I7) holds from (5.22) with Ry > mR, s; = |lus| x, -
Now, we want to prove that for any fixed ¢ > 0 there exists k = k(¢) > 1 and Ry > 1 such that
ue V¥, |lullw =Ry = J(u) > o (5.24)

with VX as in (5.5).
To this aim, we note that if u € X estimate (L) gives

/ Ai(x, uy, Vug)de > MNO;p1 + ,uz)/ |Vu;|Pide — nsmeas(2),
Q Q

for each i € {1,...,m}. Then, (I4) and ({13 imply that

g = 3 (Mo + ) [ (9,
P Q
’ (5.25)

—0'0/ |u; |7 dx — aomeas(Q)) .
Q

Pidx — nzmeas(12)

We note that, for every i € {1,...,m}, inequality [@I0) allows us to take 0 < r; < p; such that

i Qi — T . N s
— — =1, ie 1r=p— ,
Y23 p; p; —Pi
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so that from ([B.4), standard interpolation arguments and, fixing any k£ € N, condition (&4, it

follows that

|u;
Q

Thus, from (525) and (5.26), taking bg, b7, bs > 0 such that

T
Tidy < 78T ! " |ui|| %, for all u; € ¥;X
=Tivl \ N illw, i & X

1/1

bo = min A +pz), br= max o0, be = m(na+ oo)meas(Q),

we obtain that

J@z;@m

, b _—
W <b6 - i (i gﬂ)) —bg forallue Y,

with N

Ax = min () Pi
K 121Snm( ikt1)
We note that (53] implies B

A — +o0o  ask — 400,

then, if we assume
1

bs < \ 77
R = (==X
= ()

= min p; ¢ = max ;
p 1§z‘5mp“ q 1<i<m%7

g > p>1 from [@I0), limit (528) gives

Ry — 400 ask — +oo.

with

Thus, an integer k1 € N exists such that for all k¥ > k; it is Ry > 1 and

RI7PI <RI forallie {1,...,m}.

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

Or better, if ko > ky is such that for all k£ > ko we have Ry > 2m, taking k > ky and u € YkX such

that ||u|lw = Ry, direct computations imply not only that

b7
A

G —p by
LGP > hg — =L
w, = e =

‘ py?

. Rip\?
|| Pi > .
% ] w, = <2m)

b
be — RZ”“EEG for all i € {1,...,m},

[l

but also

Hence, (5.27) gives

b ( Ry’
J(u) > 6<—’“> —bs if u€ Y¥ is such that |[ulw = Ry.
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Thus, taking any ¢ > 0, (5.24) follows from (5.29) if k = k(0) € N is large enough.
Moreover, taking k > k, the k—dimensional space V3, defined as in (53, is such that not only
codimY;, < dimVj, but also (BI7) holds. Whence, assumption (H,) is verified with M, = {u €

X :

|lullw = R}

Finally, since (5.6) and (57) give J(0) = 0, from Propositions BE 4.8 and the arbitrariness of
o for condition (H,), we have that Corollary 2.4] applies to J in X and a sequence of diverging

critical levels exists. (]
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