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Abstract

We study Brezis-Nirenberg type Dirichlet problems governed by the double phase
operator −div(|∇u|p−2∇u+ a(x)|∇u|q−2∇u) and involving a critical nonlinear term of
the form |u|p

∗−2
u + b(x)|u|q

∗−2
u. We prove new compactness and existence results in

Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaces via variational techniques. The paper is complemented
with nonexistence results of Pohožaev type.
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1 Introduction

Problems involving the double phase operator

Dau := − div
(

|∇u|p−2∇u+ a(x) |∇u|q−2∇u
)

have been extensively studied starting with the work of Zhikov on strongly anisotropic ma-
terials (see [24, 25, 26] and the monograph [20]). The associated energy integral

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇u|p +

a(x)

q
|∇u|q

]

dx

belongs to a class of functionals with non-standard growth conditions introduced by Marcellini
in [21, 22, 10]. In [20], this energy also appears in the context of homogenization and elasticity,
where the weight a(x) drives the geometry of a composite of two different materials with
hardening powers p and q. A regularity theory for minimizers of such energy functionals was
recently developed by the school of Mingione (see [4, 3, 5, 9, 8]).

In the present paper we consider the double phase problem






− div
(

|∇u|p−2∇u+ a(x) |∇u|q−2∇u
)

= f(x, u) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R
N , N ≥ 2 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω, 1 < p < q < N ,

q/p < 1 + 1/N , a ∈ L∞(Ω) is a nonnegative and locally Lipschitz continuous function, and
f is a Carathéodory function on Ω× R. Our goal here is to obtain nontrivial weak solutions
of problem (1.1) when the nonlinearity f has critical growth as in (1.2) below. Unlike in
the classical Brezis-Nirenberg problem, a threshold for compactness for the energy functional
associated with problem (1.1) cannot be found in a closed form (see Proposition 1.6 below).
Moreover, there is no closed form formula for the maximum energy on a ray starting from
the origin, which makes it rather delicate to show that the mountain pass level is below the
compactness threshold. These new difficulties that problem (1.1) presents are due to the
inhomogeneity of the double phase operator.

We set problem (1.1) in the Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space W 1,A
0 (Ω), where A(x, t) :=

tp + a(x) tq for (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0,∞) is the generalized Φ-function (cf. Definition 2.1 below).
The critical growth for these spaces is not yet completely understood; we refer to the end of
Section 2 for some comments on the topic. The choice of the nonlinearity f in the present
paper relies on the results of Fan [15], which extend to Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaces the
embedding results proved by Donaldson and Trudinger in [13] for Orlicz Sobolev spaces, i.e.,
spaces related to Φ-functions that are independent of x. According to those results, the
Sobolev conjugate function A∗(x, t) of A(x, t) (cf. Definition 2.8 below) behaves at infinity
as tp

∗

if a(x) = 0 and as tq
∗

if a(x) 6= 0 (see the proof of Proposition 2.10). This leads us to
consider in problem (1.1) critical nonlinearities of the form

f(x, u) = |u|p
∗−2 u+ b(x) |u|q

∗−2 u+ c(x) |u|s−2 u, (1.2)

where 1 < s < q∗, b ∈ L∞(Ω) is a nonnegative function satisfying

a0 := ess inf
x∈supp(b)

a(x) > 0, (1.3)
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and c ∈ L∞(Ω) is a nonnegative function that satisfies the following additional assumption
when s ≥ p∗:

c(x) ≤ Ca(x)s/q for some constant C > 0 and c(x) = 0 ⇔ a(x) = 0. (1.4)

Condition (1.3) is needed to prove the estimate (2.11) in the next section, which in turn is
crucial to show that the weak solution of the problem to which a (PS)β sequence weakly
converges up to a subsequence is non-zero (cf. the proof of Proposition 1.6). The term of
growth (s−1) is meant to be a subcritical perturbation of the critical part of the nonlinearity,
and the condition (1.4) is needed to prove its subcriticality when s ≥ p∗ (cf. Proposition 2.10
below).

First we consider the problem






Dau = λ |u|r−2 u+ µ |u|p
∗−2 u+ b(x) |u|q

∗−2 u in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.5)

where p ≤ r < p∗ and λ, µ > 0 are parameters. A weak solution of this problem is a function
u ∈ W 1,A

0 (Ω) satisfying

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p−2 + a(x) |∇u|q−2
)

∇u · ∇v dx =

∫

Ω

(

λ |u|r−2 + µ |u|p
∗−2 + b(x) |u|q

∗−2
)

uv dx

for all v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω). Let

λ1(p) = inf
u∈W 1, p

0
(Ω)\{0}

∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx
∫

Ω

|u|p dx
(1.6)

be the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian in Ω. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (1.3) holds and there is a ball Bρ(x0) ⊂ Ω such that

a(x) = 0 for all x ∈ Bρ(x0). (1.7)

Then there exists b∗ > 0 such that problem (1.5) has a nontrivial weak solution in W 1,A
0 (Ω)

when µ > 0 and b∞ < b∗, where b∞ := ‖b‖L∞(Ω), in each of the following cases:

(i) N ≥ p2, r = p, and 0 < λ < λ1(p),

(ii) N ≥ p2, p < r < p∗, and λ > 0,

(iii) N < p2, (Np− 2N + p) p/(N − p)(p− 1) < r < p∗, and λ > 0.

We remark that (Np − 2N + p) p/(N − p)(p − 1) > p if and only if N < p2, so the
assumption required on r in (iii) is more restrictive than r > p.

In particular, the previous theorem applies when b(x) ≡ 0 and µ = 1, so we have the
following Brezis-Nirenberg type result for the double phase operator.
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Corollary 1.2. Assume (1.3) and (1.7). Then the problem







Dau = λ |u|r−2 u+ |u|p
∗−2 u in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω

has a nontrivial weak solution in W 1,A
0 (Ω) in each of the following cases:

(i) N ≥ p2, r = p, and 0 < λ < λ1(p),

(ii) N ≥ p2, p < r < p∗, and λ > 0,

(iii) N < p2, (Np− 2N + p) p/(N − p)(p− 1) < r < p∗, and λ > 0.

Remark 1.3. The case 1 < r < p was considered in [16], where it was shown that there exist
infinitely many negative energy solutions for all sufficiently small λ > 0.

Next we consider the problem







Dau = c(x) |u|s−2 u+ µ |u|p
∗−2 u+ b(x) |u|q

∗−2 u in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.8)

where p∗ ≤ s < q∗, c ∈ L∞(Ω) is a nonnegative function satisfying (1.4), and µ ≥ 0 is a
parameter. We have the following theorem for this problem.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (1.3) holds and there is a ball Bρ(x0) ⊂ Ω such that

a(x) = a0, b(x) = b∞, c(x) ≥ c0 for a.a. x ∈ Bρ(x0) (1.9)

for some constant c0 > 0. Then there exists µ∗ > 0 such that problem (1.8) has a nontrivial
weak solution in W 1,A

0 (Ω) when 0 ≤ µ < µ∗ and b∞ > 0 in each of the following cases:

(i) 1 < p < N(q − 1)/(N − 1) and N2(q − 1)/(N − 1)(N − q) < s < q∗,

(ii) N(q − 1)/(N − 1) ≤ p < q and Np/(N − q) < s < q∗.

In particular, the previous theorem applies when µ = 0, so we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.5. Assume (1.3) and (1.9). Then the problem







Dau = c(x) |u|s−2 u+ b(x) |u|q
∗−2 u in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω

has a nontrivial weak solution in W 1,A
0 (Ω) in each of the following cases:

(i) 1 < p < N(q − 1)/(N − 1) and N2(q − 1)/(N − 1)(N − q) < s < q∗,

(ii) N(q − 1)/(N − 1) ≤ p < q and Np/(N − q) < s < q∗.
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Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4 will be based on a new compactness result that
we will prove for the general critical growth double phase problem







Dau = µ |u|p
∗−2 u+ b(x) |u|q

∗−2 u+ g(x, u) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.10)

where g is a Carathéodory function on Ω× R satisfying the subcritical growth condition

|g(x, t)| ≤ c1 + c2 |t|
r−1 + c(x) |t|s−1 for a.a. x ∈ Ω and all t ∈ R (1.11)

for some constants c1, c2 > 0, 1 < r < p∗ ≤ s < q∗, and a nonnegative function c ∈ L∞(Ω)
with supp(c) ⊂ supp(a). The variational functional associated with this problem is

E(u) =

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇u|p +

a(x)

q
|∇u|q −

µ

p∗
|u|p

∗

−
b(x)

q∗
|u|q

∗

−G(x, u)

]

dx, u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω),

where G(x, t) =
∫ t

0
g(x, s) ds. We recall that (uj) ⊂ W 1,A

0 (Ω) is a (PS)β sequence for E if
E(uj) → β and E ′(uj) → 0. To ensure that (PS)β sequences are bounded, we assume that

G(x, t)−
t

σ
g(x, t) ≤ µ

(

1

σ
−

1

p∗

)

|t|p
∗

+ c3 for a.a. x ∈ Ω and all t ∈ R (1.12)

for some constants c3 > 0 and q < σ < p∗. This technical assumption may be replaced with
the condition

cq
∗/(q∗−s)

bs/(q∗−s)
∈ L1(Ω).

However, we prefer not to impose this condition since the nonlinearities in problems (1.5) and
(1.8) satisfy (1.12) without further assumptions on c.

We will show that there exists a threshold level for β below which every (PS)β sequence
has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak solution of problem (1.10).
Although we do not have a closed form formula for this threshold, we can characterize it
variationally as follows. Let

I(X, Y, Z,W ) =
1

p
X +

1

q
Y −

1

p∗
Z −

1

q∗
W, X, Y, Z,W ≥ 0. (1.13)

Denote by S(µ, b∞) the set of points (X, Y, Z,W ) ∈ R
4 with X, Y, Z,W ≥ 0 satisfying

I(X, Y, Z,W ) > 0, (1.14)

X + Y = Z +W, (1.15)

Z ≤
µ

S
p∗/p
p

Xp∗/p, W ≤
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

Y q∗/q, (1.16)

and set

β∗(µ, b∞) := inf
(X,Y,Z,W )∈S(µ,b∞)

I(X, Y, Z,W ).
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Proposition 1.6. Assume (1.3), (1.11), and (1.12). If

0 < β < β∗(µ, b∞),

then every (PS)β sequence for E has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak
solution of problem (1.10).

We will prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4 by combining this compactness result with
the following asymptotic estimates for β∗(µ, b∞).

Proposition 1.7. For µ > 0,

β∗(µ, b∞) ≥
1

N

S
N/p
p

µ(N−p)/p
+ o(1) as b∞ → 0. (1.17)

For b∞ > 0,

β∗(µ, b∞) ≥
1

N

(a0 Sq)
N/q

b
(N−q)/q
∞

+ o(1) as µ→ 0. (1.18)

Remark 1.8. In Theorem 1.1, b∞ is small and µ > 0 is arbitrary, while in Theorem 1.4, µ
is small and b∞ is arbitrary. Results when both µ and b∞ are small can be found in [17,
Theorems 2.5 and 2.6]. We note that such results are easier to obtain as Proposition 1.7
implies that β∗(µ, b∞) → +∞ as µ, b∞ → 0.

We finally prove a Pohožaev type identity for problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.9. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded C1-domain, 1 < p < q < N , q/p < 1 + 1/N , and

0 ≤ a ∈ C1(Ω). If u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) ∩ W 2,A(Ω) is a weak solution of (1.1), then we have the

identity

(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx+
1

Nq

∫

Ω

|∇u|q(∇a · x) dx

+
1

N

∫

∂Ω

[(

1−
1

p

)

|∂νu|
p +

(

1−
1

q

)

a(x)|∂νu|
q

]

(x · ν) dσ

=

∫

Ω

[

F (x, u)−
1

q∗
f(x, u)u

]

dx,

(1.19)

where F (x, t) :=
∫ t

0
f(x, τ)dτ for a.e. x ∈ Ω and for all t ∈ R, and ν is the outward unit

normal to ∂Ω.

This allows us to prove the following nonexistence result.

Theorem 1.10. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded and starshaped C1-domain, 1 < p < q < N ,

q/p < 1 + 1/N , and 0 ≤ a ∈ C1(Ω) be radial and radially nondecreasing. Let f(x, u) =
c(x)|u|r−2u + µ|u|p

∗−2u + b(x)|u|q
∗−2u, with p ≤ r < q∗, µ ≤ 0, and b, c ∈ L∞(Ω). Problem

(1.1) does not admit a non-zero weak solution u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω)∩W 2,A(Ω) in each of the following

cases:
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(i) c(x) ≤ 0 a.e. in Ω;

(ii) r = p and 0 < ‖c‖L∞(Ω) < λ1(p)
N(q−p)

N(q−p)+pq
;

(ii) Ω is strictly starshaped, r = p, and ‖c‖L∞(Ω) = λ1(p)
N(q−p)

N(q−p)+pq
.

Another consequence of the Pohožaev type identity is the following nonexistence result
for solutions with small norm.

Theorem 1.11. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded and starshaped C1-domain, 1 < p < q < N ,

q/p < 1 + 1/N , 0 ≤ a ∈ C1(Ω) be radial and radially nondecreasing, and let f(x, u) =
c(x)|u|r−2u + µ|u|p

∗−2u + b(x)|u|q
∗−2u with µ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ b ∈ L∞(Ω) satisfying (1.3), and

0 ≤ c ∈ L∞(Ω) \ {0}. Then there exists a positive constant κ = κ(Ω, p, q, r, a, c, µ, b∞) such
that problem (1.1) does not admit a weak solution u ∈ W 1,A

0 (Ω) ∩W 2,A(Ω) belonging to the
ball {u ∈ W 1,A(Ω) : ‖u‖ ≤ κ} in each of the following cases:

(i) p < r ≤ p∗;

(ii) p∗ < r < q∗ and c(x) satisfies (1.4);

(iii) p∗ < r < q∗ and c(x) satisfies a′0 := ess infsupp(c) a(x) > 0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some notation, definitions
and preliminary results for Musielak-Orlicz spaces, and introduce the functional setting for
double phase problems. At the end of the same section, we prove some useful embedding
results. In Section 3, we prove the compactness result stated in Proposition 1.6 and the
asymptotic estimates of Proposition 1.7. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proofs of the
existence Theorems 1.1 and 1.4, respectively. Finally, in Section 6, we prove the Pohožaev
type identity in Theorem 1.9 and the nonexistence results stated in Theorems 1.10 and 1.11.

2 Preliminaries

We recall here some notions on Musielak-Orlicz spaces that will be useful in the rest of the
paper, see for reference [23], Section 2 of [12], and also Section 2 of [7].

Here and throughout the paper, Ω ⊂ R
N is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.

2.1 Generalities on Musielak-Orlicz spaces

Definition 2.1. A continuous, convex function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is called Φ-function if
ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ(t) > 0 for all t > 0.

A function ϕ : Ω × [0,∞) → [0,∞) is said to be a generalized Φ-function, denoted by
ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω), if ϕ(·, t) is measurable for all t ≥ 0 and ϕ(x, ·) is a Φ-function for a.a. x ∈ Ω.
ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω) is locally integrable if ϕ(·, t) ∈ L1(Ω) for all t > 0.

ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω) satisfies the (∆2)-condition if there exist a positive constant C and a nonnegative
function h ∈ L1(Ω) such that

ϕ(x, 2t) ≤ Cϕ(x, t) + h(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω and all t ∈ [0,∞).
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Given ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω) that satisfies the (∆2)-condition, the Musielak-Orlicz space Lϕ(Ω) is defined
as follows

Lϕ(Ω) :=
{

u : Ω → R measurable : ρϕ(u) <∞
}

,

where ρϕ(u) :=
∫

Ω
ϕ(x, |u|)dx is the ϕ-modular. Endowed with the Luxemburg norm

‖u‖ϕ := inf {γ > 0 : ρϕ(u/γ) ≤ 1} ,

Lϕ is a Banach space, cf. [23, Theorem 7.7]).

The following proposition gives a relation between the modular and the norm in Lϕ(Ω),
the so called unit ball property, cf. for instance [12, Lemma 2.1.14].

Proposition 2.2. Let ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω). If u ∈ Lϕ(Ω), then

ρϕ(u) < 1 (resp. = 1; > 1) ⇔ ‖u‖ϕ < 1 (resp. = 1; > 1). (2.1)

Definition 2.3. For ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω), the related Sobolev space W 1,ϕ(Ω) is the set of all Lϕ(Ω)-
functions u having |∇u| ∈ Lϕ(Ω), and is equipped with the norm

‖u‖1,ϕ = ‖u‖ϕ + ‖∇u‖ϕ,

where ‖∇u‖ϕ stands for ‖ |∇u| ‖ϕ.

Similarly, the m-th order Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space Wm,ϕ(Ω) is the set of all mesaurable
functions u on Ω having |∇ku| ∈ Lϕ(Ω) for k = 0, 1, 2.

ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is called N -function (N stands for nice) if it is a Φ-function satisfying

lim
t→0+

ϕ(t)

t
= 0 and lim

t→∞

ϕ(t)

t
= ∞.

A function ϕ : Ω × R → [0,∞) is said to be a generalized N -function, and is denoted by
ϕ ∈ N(Ω), if ϕ(·, t) is measurable for all t ∈ R and ϕ(x, ·) is an N -function for a.a. x ∈ Ω.

If ϕ ∈ N(Ω) is locally integrable, we denote byW 1,ϕ
0 (Ω) the completion of C∞

0 (Ω) inW 1,ϕ(Ω).

We introduce below only preliminary notation, definitions, and results for the embeddings
in general Musielak-Orlicz spaces. In the next subsection, we will give the Sobolev embeddings
results that we need for the specific Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaces involved in the study of
our double phase problems.

Definition 2.4. Let ϕ, ψ ∈ Φ(Ω). The function ϕ is weaker than ψ, denoted by ϕ � ψ, if
there exist two positive constants C1, C2 and a nonnegative function h ∈ L1(Ω) such that

ϕ(x, t) ≤ C1ψ(x, C2t) + h(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω and all t ∈ [0,∞).

In what follows, the notation X →֒ Y means that the space X is continuously embedded
into the space Y , while X →֒→֒ Y means that X is compactly embedded into Y .

Proposition 2.5. (cf. [23, Theorem 8.5]) Let ϕ, ψ ∈ Φ(Ω), with ϕ � ψ. Then Lψ(Ω) →֒
Lϕ(Ω).

Definition 2.6. Let φ, ψ ∈ N(Ω). We say that φ increases essentially more slowly than ψ
near infinity, and we write φ ≪ ψ, if for any k > 0

lim
t→∞

φ(x, kt)

ψ(x, t)
= 0 uniformly for a.a. x ∈ Ω.
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2.2 Functional setting and embeddings for double phase problems

The function A : Ω× [0,∞) → [0,∞) defined as

A(x, t) := tp + a(x)tq for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞),

with 1 < p < q < N , q/p < 1 + 1/N , 0 ≤ a ∈ L∞(Ω) locally Lipschitz, is a locally
integrable generalized N -function satisfying the (∆2)-condition. Therefore, the Musielak-
Orlicz Lebesgue space LA(Ω) consists of all measurable functions u : Ω → R with finite
A-modular

ρA(u) :=

∫

Ω

A(x, |u|) dx <∞,

endowed with the Luxemburg norm

‖u‖A := inf {γ > 0 : ρA(u/γ) ≤ 1} .

Since by (2.1), ρA(u/ ‖u‖A) = 1 whenever u 6= 0, we have

min {‖u‖pA , ‖u‖
q
A} ≤

∫

Ω

(

|u|p + a(x) |u|q
)

dx ≤ max {‖u‖pA , ‖u‖
q
A} ∀u ∈ LA(Ω). (2.2)

The corresponding Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaceW 1,A(Ω) consists of all functions u in LA(Ω)
with |∇u| ∈ LA(Ω), endowed with the norm

‖u‖1,A := ‖u‖A + ‖∇u‖A ,

where ‖∇u‖A = ‖|∇u|‖A. We work in the completion W 1,A
0 (Ω) of C∞

0 (Ω) in W 1,A(Ω).

We recall that the spaces LA(Ω), W 1,A(Ω), and W 1,A
0 (Ω) are reflexive Banach spaces (see

[7, Propositions 2.14]), and moreover, the following Poincaré-type inequality holds

‖u‖A ≤ C ‖∇u‖A ∀ u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω), (2.3)

for some constant C > 0 independent of u, cf. [7, Proposition 2.18-(iv)] and [15, Theorem 1.2].
Hence, we can equivalently renorm W 1,A

0 (Ω) by setting ‖u‖ := ‖∇u‖A.
We observe that, by (2.2), we have

min {‖u‖p , ‖u‖q} ≤

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p+a(x) |∇u|q
)

dx ≤ max {‖u‖p , ‖u‖q} ∀u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω). (2.4)

In the rest of the subsection, we collect some embedding results that will be useful for
our analysis. Hereafter, p∗ := Np/(N − p) and q∗ := Nq/(N − q) denote the critical Sobolev
exponents.

Proposition 2.7 (Proposition 2.15 of [7]). Let 1 < p < q < N , 0 ≤ a ∈ L∞(Ω), and let Lqa(Ω)
be the weighted Lebesgue space Lqa(Ω) :=

{

u : Ω → Rmeasurable :
∫

Ω
a(x)|u|q dx <∞

}

, en-

dowed with the seminorm ‖u‖q,a :=
(∫

Ω
a(x)|u|qdx

)1/q
. Then the following embeddings hold:

9



(i) LA(Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω) and W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒W 1,r

0 (Ω) for all r ∈ [1, p];

(ii) W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω) for all r ∈ [1, p∗] and W 1,A

0 (Ω) →֒→֒ Lr(Ω) for all r ∈ [1, p∗);

(iv) Lq(Ω) →֒ LA(Ω) →֒ Lqa(Ω).

Definition 2.8. For all x ∈ Ω denote by A−1(x, ·) : [0,∞) → [0,∞) the inverse function of
A(x, ·) and define A−1

∗ : Ω× [0,∞) → [0,∞) by

A−1
∗ (x, τ) :=

∫ τ

0

A−1(x, σ)

σ(N+1)/N
dσ for all (x, τ) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

The function A∗ : (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0,∞) 7→ τ ∈ [0,∞) where τ is such that A−1
∗ (x, τ) = t, is

called Sobolev conjugate function of A.

Proposition 2.9 (Theorems 1.1 - 1.2 and Proposition 3.1 of [15] and Proposition 2.18 of
[7]). The following embeddings hold:

(i) W 1,A(Ω) →֒ LA∗(Ω);

(ii) if K : Ω × [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a continuous generalized N -function such that K ≪ A∗,
then

W 1,A(Ω) →֒→֒ LK(Ω);

(iii) A ≪ A∗, and consequently W 1,A(Ω) →֒→֒ LA(Ω).

Proposition 2.10. Let C be of the form

C(x, t) = tr + c(x) ts, (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞),

where 1 < r < p∗ ≤ s < q∗ and c ∈ L∞(Ω) is a nonnegative function satisfying (1.4). Then
the following compact embedding holds: W 1,A

0 (Ω) →֒→֒ LC(Ω).

Proof. In view of Proposition 2.9-(ii), it is enough to prove that C ≪ A∗. It is standard to
verify (see for instance [1, §8.5]) that this is equivalent to proving that

lim
τ→∞

A−1
∗ (x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)
= 0 uniformly for x ∈ Ω. (2.5)

If a(x) = 0, then also c(x) = 0. Thus A−1(x, τ) = τ 1/p, C−1
∗ (x, τ) = τ 1/r, and so

lim
τ→∞

A−1
∗ (x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)
= lim

τ→∞

τ
1

p
− 1

N

τ
1

r

= lim
τ→∞

τ
1

p∗
− 1

r = 0 uniformly for x ∈ {x ∈ Ω : a(x) = 0},

being r < p∗. That is

lim
τ→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
∗ (x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞({x∈Ω : a(x)=0})

= 0. (2.6)
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If a(x) 6= 0, also c(x) 6= 0. Then, by the Definition 2.8, integrating by parts and using
that A−1(x, τ) ∼ τ 1/p as τ → 0 uniformly in x, and De l’Hôpital’s rule, we get

lim
τ→∞

A−1
∗ (x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)
= lim

τ→∞

(

−Nτ−
1

N A−1(x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)
+
Nτ−

1

N ∂τA−1(x, τ)

∂τC−1(x, τ)

)

. (2.7)

Now, using (1.4), it is straightforward to verify that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−Nτ−
1

N A−1(x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ NC
a(x)

s
sq

a(x)
1

q

τ
1

q
− 1

N
− 1

s = NCτ
1

q
− 1

N
− 1

s as τ → ∞,

thus,

lim
τ→∞

−Nτ−
1

N A−1(x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)
= 0 uniformly for x ∈ {x ∈ Ω : a(x) 6= 0}. (2.8)

Moreover, since A−1(x, τ) ∼ a(x)−1/qτ 1/q as τ → ∞, we obtain as τ → ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂τA−1(x, τ)

∂τC−1(x, τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

r(C−1(x, τ))r−1 + sc(x)(C−1(x, τ))s−1

p(A−1(x, τ))p−1 + qa(x)(A−1(x, τ))q−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∼
sc(x)

1

s τ 1−
1

s

qa(x)
1

q τ 1−
1

q

≤ sCτ
1

q
− 1

s .

Therefore, we have

lim
τ→∞

Nτ−
1

N ∂τA−1(x, τ)

∂τC−1(x, τ)
= 0 uniformly for x ∈ {x ∈ Ω : a(x) 6= 0}, (2.9)

since s < q∗. Altogether, inserting (2.8) and (2.9) in (2.7), we get

lim
τ→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
∗ (x, τ)

C−1(x, τ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞({x∈Ω : a(x)6=0})

= 0.

Together with (2.6), this gives (2.5) and concludes the proof.

We refer to [19, Proposition 3.7] for a compactness result, similar to the one proved in the
previous proposition, under slightly different assumptions on the weight c(x).

Proposition 2.11. Let b ∈ L∞(Ω) be a nonnegative function such that (1.3) holds, namely

a0 = ess inf
x∈supp(b)

a(x) > 0

and let LB(Ω) be the Musielak-Orlicz space associated with

B(x, t) = tp
∗

+ b(x) tq
∗

, (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

Then, W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒ LB(Ω).

Furthermore, for every u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) the following estimates hold:

∫

Ω

|u|p
∗

dx ≤
1

S
p∗/p
p

(
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx

)p∗/p

(2.10)
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and

∫

Ω

b(x) |u|q
∗

dx ≤
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

(
∫

Ω

a(x) |∇u|q dx

)q∗/q

, (2.11)

where b∞ := ‖b‖L∞(Ω) and

Sp := inf
u∈D1, p(RN )\{0}

∫

RN

|∇u|p dx

(
∫

RN

|u|p
∗

dx

)p/p∗
, Sq := inf

u∈D1, q(RN )\{0}

∫

RN

|∇u|q dx

(
∫

RN

|u|q
∗

dx

)q/q∗
(2.12)

are the best Sobolev constants for W 1,m(RN) →֒ Lm
∗

(RN ), and D1,m(RN) = {u ∈ Lm
∗

(RN ) :
|∇u| ∈ Lm(RN)}, with m = p, q.

Proof. Let u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω). Since W 1,A

0 (Ω) →֒ W 1,p
0 (Ω) by Proposition 2.7, (2.10) follows

immediately by the Sobolev embedding W 1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp

∗

(Ω). As for (2.11),

∫

Ω

b(x) |u|q
∗

dx ≤ b∞

∫

supp(b)

|u|q
∗

dx ≤
b∞

S
q∗/q
q

(
∫

supp(b)

|∇u|q dx

)q∗/q

≤
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

(
∫

supp(b)

a(x) |∇u|q dx

)q∗/q

≤
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

(
∫

Ω

a(x) |∇u|q dx

)q∗/q

.

This implies in particular that ρB(u) <∞ and proves that W 1,A
0 (Ω) ⊂ LB(Ω).

We now prove the continuous embedding. We apply (2.10) and (2.11) to the function
u/‖∇u‖A to get

ρB

(

u

‖∇u‖A

)

≤
1

S
p∗/p
p

(
∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇u

‖∇u‖A

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)p∗/p

+
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

(
∫

Ω

a(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇u

‖∇u‖A

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)q∗/q

≤
1

S
p∗/p
p

ρ
p∗/p
A

(

∇u

‖∇u‖A

)

+
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q
ρ
q∗/q
A

(

∇u

‖∇u‖A

)

=
1

S
p∗/p
p

+
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

=: Cp,q,

where in the last step we used the unit ball property. Now, if Cp,q ≤ 1, recalling that
‖∇u‖A = ‖u‖, and using again the unit ball property, we get ρB (u/‖u‖) ≤ 1, and so

∥

∥

∥

∥

u

‖u‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

≤ 1, that is ‖u‖B ≤ ‖u‖.
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If Cp,q > 1, we can estimate analogously

ρB

(

u

2Cp,q‖∇u‖A

)

≤
1

S
p∗/p
p (2Cp,q)p

∗

(
∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇u

‖∇u‖A

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)p∗/p

+
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q(2Cp,q)q

∗

(
∫

Ω

a(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇u

‖∇u‖A

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)q∗/q

≤
1

2

1

S
p∗/p
p

1

Cp,q
ρ
p∗/p
A

(

∇u

‖∇u‖A

)

+
1

2

b∞
(a0 Sq)q

∗/q

1

Cp,q
ρ
q∗/q
A

(

∇u

‖∇u‖A

)

=
1

2

1

S
p∗/p
p

1

Cp,q
+

1

2

b∞
(a0 Sq)q

∗/q

1

Cp,q
≤

1

2
+

1

2
= 1,

and so, arguing via unit ball property as in the previous case,

‖u‖B ≤ 2Cp,q‖∇u‖A = 2Cp,q‖u‖.

This implies that W 1,A
0 (Ω) is continuously embedded in LB(Ω) and concludes the proof.

Even though we are not yet able to prove that the continuous embedding W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒

LB(Ω) in Proposition 2.11 is not compact, we observe that, replacing C with B in the proof of
Proposition 2.10, it becomes apparent that B 6≪ A∗, and so Proposition 2.9-(ii) for compact
embeddings does not apply.

For Orlicz Sobolev spaces, i.e., when the Φ-function ϕ that defines W 1,ϕ is independent of
x, in a setting that corresponds to the limiting case of the Sobolev embeddings, it is known
that the embedding result by Donaldson and Trudinger in [13] is not optimal. Indeed, Cianchi
proved in [6] that the target Orlicz space for the embedding in [13] is not the smallest Orlicz
space into which the Orlicz Sobolev space is continuously embedded. So, also the embeddings
proved by Fan in [15] that extend to Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaces the embeddings of
Donaldson and Trudinger are not sharp. In the same paper [6], Cianchi provides also the
proof of a sharp embedding theorem for Orlicz Sobolev spacesW 1,ϕ and introduces the optimal
Sobolev critical Φ-function ϕN(t) for ϕ(t). Such a result has not been extended to Musielak-
Orlicz Sobolev spaces yet. On the other hand, to our knowledge, there is no evidence that
in our setting, for A(x, t) = tp + a(x)tq with N > q > p, that somehow corresponds to
the case N > p for classical Sobolev embeddings, the Sobolev conjugate function A∗ (given
in [15]) is not sharp for the embedding W 1,A(Ω) →֒ LA∗(Ω). We refer also to [19] for the
embedding of W 1,A(Ω) in the Musielak-Orlicz space related to the generalized Φ-function
tp

∗

+ a(x)q
∗/qtq

∗

, and for the proof of its optimality in the class of generalized Φ-functions of
the form tr + a(x)αts, with 1 < r ≤ p∗ < s ≤ q∗ and α > 1.

3 Proofs of Proposition 1.6 and Proposition 1.7

We begin with the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. If (uj) ⊂ W 1,A
0 (Ω) converges weakly to u and E ′(uj) → 0, then, up to a

subsequence, ∇uj → ∇u a.e. in Ω.
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Proof. Let

T (τ) :=

{

τ if |τ | ≤ 1,
τ
|τ |

if |τ | > 1

We recall that, if we prove that the following limit holds true
∫

Ω

(

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj − |∇u|p−2∇u

)

· ∇T (uj − u) dx→ 0 as j → ∞, (3.1)

we can conclude the proof by [11, Theorem 1.1].
Let

Ωj := {x ∈ Ω : |uj(x)− u(x)| ≤ 1} for every j ∈ N.

We recall that, by Simon’s inequality, if r ≥ 2, there exists a constant κr > 0 such that

(|ξ|r−2ξ − |η|r−2η) · (ξ − η) ≥ κr|ξ − η|r

for all ξ η ∈ R
N . Hence, for every j ∈ N

Ip,j :=

∫

Ω

(

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj − |∇u|p−2∇u

)

· ∇T (uj − u) dx

=

∫

Ωj

(

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj − |∇u|p−2∇u

)

· ∇(uj − u) dx

≥ κp

∫

Ωj

|∇uj −∇u|p dx ≥ 0

(3.2)

and similarly,

Iq,j :=

∫

Ω

a(x)
(

|∇uj|
q−2∇uj − |∇u|q−2∇u

)

· ∇T (uj − u) dx

=

∫

Ωj

a(x)
(

|∇uj|
q−2∇uj − |∇u|q−2∇u

)

· ∇(uj − u) dx

≥ κq

∫

Ωj

a(x)|∇uj −∇u|q dx ≥ 0.

(3.3)

Moreover, by uj ⇀ u in W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒ W 1,p

0 (Ω), uj → u a.e. in Ω up to a subsequence still
denoted by uj. Therefore, definitely in j, along such a subsequence, T (uj − u) = uj − u and

also ∇T (uj − u) = ∇(uj − u). Now, since uj ⇀ u in W 1,A
0 (Ω), ∇(uj − u) ⇀ 0 in (LA(Ω))N

and so also ∇T (uj − u)⇀ 0 in (LA(Ω))N . Hence,
∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p−2∇u− a(x)|∇u|q−2∇u
)

· ∇T (uj − u) dx→ 0 as j → ∞ (3.4)

and so

lim sup
j→∞

(Ip,j + Iq,j) = lim sup
j→∞

{
∫

Ω

(

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj − a(x)|∇uj|

q−2∇uj
)

· ∇T (uj − u)

}

= lim sup
j→∞

{

E ′(uj)[T (uj − u)] +

∫

Ω

(

µ|uj|
p∗−2uj + b(x)|uj |

q∗−2uj + g(x, uj)
)

T (uj − u) dx

}

= lim sup
j→∞

∫

Ω

(

µ|uj|
p∗−2uj + b(x)|uj |

q∗−2uj + g(x, uj)
)

T (uj − u) dx,

14



(3.5)

where in the last equality we used the assumption E ′(uj) → 0.
Set

Ij :=

∫

Ω

(

µ|uj|
p∗−2uj + b(x)|uj|

q∗−2uj + g(x, uj)
)

T (uj − u) dx,

if we prove that Ij → 0, we can conclude by (3.5), (3.2), and (3.3), that both Ip,j and Iq,j go
to zero as j → ∞. In particular Ip,j → 0 implies (3.1) by (3.4). To this aim, using Hölder’s
inequality and (1.11), we can estimate

∫

Ω

µ|uj|
p∗−2ujT (uj − u) dx ≤ µ

(
∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗
)

p∗−1

p∗
(
∫

Ω

|T (uj − u)|p
∗

)
1

p∗

,

∫

Ω

b(x)
q∗−1

q∗
+ 1

q∗ |uj|
q∗−2ujT (uj − u) dx ≤

(
∫

Ω

b(x)|uj |
q∗
)

q∗−1

q∗
(
∫

Ω

b(x)|T (uj − u)|q
∗

)
1

q∗

,

∫

Ω

g(x, uj)T (uj − u) dx ≤

∫

Ω

(

c1 + c2|uj|
r−1 + c(x)|uj|

s−1
)

T (uj − u) dx

≤ c1

∫

Ω

|T (uj − u)| dx

+ c2

(
∫

Ω

|uj|
r dx

)
r−1

r
(
∫

Ω

|T (uj − u)|r dx

)
1

r

+

(
∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
s dx

)
s−1

s
(
∫

Ω

c(x)|T (uj − u)|s dx

)
1

s

.

(3.6)

Clearly, since uj ⇀ u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒→֒ L1(Ω), up to a subsequence uj → u a.e. and so

Ωj = Ω for j large. Thus,

∫

Ω

|T (uj − u)| dx =

∫

Ωj

|uj − u| dx ≤ ‖uj − u‖L1(Ω) → 0 as j → ∞.

Furthermore, by Propositions 2.10 and 2.11 and since (uj) is bounded in W 1,A
0 (Ω), all the

integrals

∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗,

∫

Ω

b(x)|uj |
q∗,

∫

Ω

|uj|
r dx, and

∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
s dx

are bounded. Finally, since uj → u a.e. in Ω, also T (uj−u) → 0 a.e. in Ω, and |T (uj−u)| ≤
1 ∈ L1(Ω). Thus, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, all the integrals in the right-hand
sides of (3.6) involving T (uj − u) go to zero as j → ∞. This proves that Ij → 0 as well, and
concludes the proof.

Lemma 3.2. If (uj) ⊂ W 1,A
0 (Ω) converges weakly to u and E ′(uj) → 0, then u is a weak

solution of problem (1.10).
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Proof. By assumption we have for every v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω)

∫

Ω

[

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj·∇v+a(x) |∇uj|

q−2∇uj ·∇v−µ |uj|
p∗−2ujv−b(x) |uj|

q∗−2v−g(x, uj)v
]

dx = o(1)

(3.7)

as j → ∞. Our goal is to pass in the limit under the integral sign. In what follows the
symbols C, C ′ denote different positive constants whose exact values are not important for
the argument of the proof.

Let (ujk) be any subsequence of (uj). By the continuous embedding W 1,A
0 (Ω) →֒W 1,p

0 (Ω)

and the hypothesis that (uj) is weakly convergent inW 1,A
0 (Ω), ‖∇ujk‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖∇ujk‖A ≤ C ′

for every k. Since, by Lemma 3.1, ∇ujk → ∇u a.e. in Ω up to a subsequence still indexed by
jk, by [2, Proposition A.8-(i), with w = χΩ], |∇ujk|

p−2∇ujk ⇀ |∇u|p−2∇u in (Lp
′

(Ω))N . By
the arbitrariness of the subsequence, the entire sequence (|∇uj|p−2∇uj) converges weakly to

|∇u|p−2∇u in (Lp
′

(Ω))N . In particular, for every v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

|∇uj|
p−2∇uj · ∇v dx→

∫

Ω

|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇v dx as j → ∞, (3.8)

since ∇v ∈ (LA(Ω))N ⊂ (Lp(Ω))N .
Similarly, since

∫

Ω
a(x)|∇ujk|

q dx ≤ ρA(∇ujk) ≤ C by (2.2), and using the a.e. conver-
gence of the gradients, by [2, Proposition A.8-(i), with w = a(x)χΩ], it holds |∇ujk|

q−2∇ujk ⇀
|∇u|q−2∇u in the weighted Lebesgue space

(Lq
′

(Ω; a(x)))N :=

{

ϕ : Ω → R
N measurable :

∫

Ω

a(x)|ϕ|q
′

dx <∞

}

.

Hence, the whole sequence (|∇uj|q−2∇uj) converges weakly to |∇u|q−2∇u in (Lq
′

(Ω; a(x)))N .

In particular, for every v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

a(x)|∇uj|
q−2∇uj · ∇v dx→

∫

Ω

a(x)|∇u|q−2∇u · ∇v dx as j → ∞, (3.9)

since ∇v ∈ (LA(Ω))N ⊂ (Lq(Ω; a(x)))N .
Analogously, by the continuous embedding W 1,A

0 (Ω) →֒ Lp
∗

(Ω) and the hypothesis that
(uj) is weakly convergent -and so bounded- in W 1,A

0 (Ω), the sequence (ujk) is bounded in
Lp

∗

(Ω). Moreover, up to a further subsequence, ujk → u a.e. in Ω, and so applying again [2,
Proposition A.8-(i), with w = χΩ], we can conclude by the arbitrariness of the subsequence

that |uj|p
∗−2uj ⇀ |u|p

∗−2u in Lp
∗
′

(Ω). In particular, for every v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗−2ujv dx→

∫

Ω

|u|p
∗−2uv dx as j → ∞. (3.10)

We can argue in a similar way to obtain for every v ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

b(x)|uj|
q∗−2ujv dx→

∫

Ω

b(x)|u|q
∗−2uv dx as j → ∞. (3.11)
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Finally, taking into account that g(x, ·) is continuous and assumption (1.11), also the term
with g(x, uj) can be passed to the limit in the same way to get for every v ∈ W 1,A

0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

g(x, uj)v dx→

∫

Ω

g(x, u)v dx as j → ∞. (3.12)

Combining together (3.8)-(3.12), we can pass to the limit in (3.7) to have the desired result.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 1.6.

Proof of Proposition 1.6. Let (uj) be a (PS)β sequence, i.e.,

E(uj) =

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇uj|

p +
a(x)

q
|∇uj|

q −
µ

p∗
|uj|

p∗ −
b(x)

q∗
|uj|

q∗ −G(x, uj)

]

dx = β+o(1) (3.13)

and

E ′(uj) uj =

∫

Ω

[

|∇uj|
p+a(x) |∇uj|

q−µ |uj|
p∗−b(x) |uj|

q∗−uj g(x, uj)
]

dx = o(‖uj‖). (3.14)

Dividing (3.14) by σ, subtracting from (3.13), and using (1.12) gives

(

1

p
−

1

σ

)
∫

Ω

|∇uj|
p dx+

(

1

q
−

1

σ

)
∫

Ω

a(x) |∇uj|
q dx ≤ o(‖uj‖) + β + c3 |Ω|+ o(1),

which together with (2.4) implies that (uj) is bounded. SinceW
1,A
0 (Ω) is reflexive, a renamed

subsequence of (uj) then converges weakly to some u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω). By Lemma 3.2, u is a weak

solution of problem (1.10).
It remains to show that u is nontrivial. Suppose u = 0. Then the growth condition (1.11)

implies by Proposition 2.10 that

∫

Ω

G(x, uj) dx→ 0,

∫

Ω

uj g(x, uj) dx→ 0, (3.15)

so (3.13) and (3.14) reduce to

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇uj|

p +
a(x)

q
|∇uj|

q −
µ

p∗
|uj|

p∗ −
b(x)

q∗
|uj|

q∗
]

dx = β + o(1) (3.16)

and
∫

Ω

[

|∇uj|
p + a(x) |∇uj|

q − µ |uj|
p∗ − b(x) |uj|

q∗
]

dx = o(1), (3.17)

respectively. Since (uj) is bounded, (2.4), (2.10), and (2.11) imply that

∫

Ω

|∇uj|
p dx→ X,

∫

Ω

a(x) |∇uj|
q dx→ Y, µ

∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗dx→ Z,

∫

Ω

b(x) |uj |
q∗dx→W
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for a renamed subsequence and some X, Y, Z,W ≥ 0. Then (3.16) gives

β = I(X, Y, Z,W ), (3.18)

in particular, (1.14) holds, and (3.17) reduces to (1.15). Since

µ

∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗dx ≤

µ

S
p∗/p
p

(
∫

Ω

|∇uj|
p dx

)p∗/p

and

∫

Ω

b(x) |uj|
q∗dx ≤

b∞
(a0 Sq)q

∗/q

(
∫

Ω

a(x) |∇uj|
q dx

)q∗/q

by (2.10) and (2.11), respectively, (1.16) also holds. So (X, Y, Z,W ) ∈ S(µ, b∞) and hence
(3.18) gives β ≥ β∗(µ, b∞), contrary to assumption.

We stress the importance of the compactness of the embedding W 1,A(Ω) →֒→֒ LC(Ω) for
the proof of u 6= 0 in the last part of the previous proof, cf. (3.15).

Proof of Proposition 1.7. Let ((Xj , Yj, Zj,Wj)) ⊂ S(µ, b∞) be a minimizing sequence for
β∗(µ, b∞). By (1.16) and (1.15),

(Xj + Yj)

[

1−
µ

S
p∗/p
p

X
p∗

p
−1

j −
b∞

(a0 Sq)q
∗/q

Y
q∗

q
−1

j

]

≤ Xj + Yj

−
µ

S
p∗/p
p

X
p∗/p
j −

b∞
(a0 Sq)q

∗/q
Y
q∗/q
j ≤ Xj + Yj − Zj −Wj = 0. (3.19)

If Xj + Yj = 0, then Zj +Wj = 0 also by (1.15), so Xj = Yj = Zj = Wj = 0 and hence
I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) = 0, contradicting (1.14). So Xj + Yj > 0 and hence (3.19) implies that

µ

S
N/(N−p)
p

X
p/(N−p)
j +

b∞
(a0 Sq)N/(N−q)

Y
q/(N−q)
j ≥ 1. (3.20)

Dividing (1.15) by p∗, subtracting from (1.13), and combining with (3.20) gives

I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) =
1

N
Xj +

(

1

q
−

1

p∗

)

Yj +

(

1

p∗
−

1

q∗

)

Wj

≥
1

N

S
N/p
p

µ(N−p)/p

[

1−
b∞

(a0 Sq)N/(N−q)
Y
q/(N−q)
j

](N−p)/p

, (3.21)

where we used that p < q < p∗ < q∗. Since S(µ, 0) ⊂ S(µ, b∞), β∗(µ, b∞) ≤ β∗(µ, 0) and
hence I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) is bounded uniformly in b∞ ≥ 0 for fixed µ > 0, so the first equality
in (3.21) implies for j large

Yj ≤ I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) ≤ β∗(µ, b∞) + 1 ≤ β∗(µ, 0) + 1,
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that is, Yj is bounded uniformly in b∞. So (1.17) follows from the last inequality in (3.21).
Dividing (1.15) by q∗, subtracting from (1.13), and combining with (3.20) and (1.16) gives

I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) =

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)

Xj +
1

N
Yj −

(

1

p∗
−

1

q∗

)

Zj

≥
1

N

(a0 Sq)
N/q

b
(N−q)/q
∞

[

1−
µ

S
N/(N−p)
p

X
p/(N−p)
j

](N−q)/q

−

(

1

p∗
−

1

q∗

)

µ

S
p∗/p
p

X
p∗/p
j . (3.22)

Since S(0, b∞) ⊂ S(µ, b∞), β∗(µ, b∞) ≤ β∗(0, b∞) and hence I(Xj, Yj, Zj,Wj) is bounded
uniformly in µ ≥ 0 for fixed b∞ > 0, so the first equality in (3.21) implies that Xj is bounded
uniformly in µ. So (1.18) follows from (3.22).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The variational functional associated with problem (1.5) is

E(u) =

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇u|p +

a(x)

q
|∇u|q −

λ

r
|u|r −

µ

p∗
|u|p

∗

−
b(x)

q∗
|u|q

∗

]

dx, u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω).

When r = p, (1.6), (2.10), and (2.11) give

E(u) ≥
1

p

(

1−
λ

λ1(p)

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx+
1

q

∫

Ω

a(x) |∇u|q dx−
µ

p∗ S
p∗/p
p

(
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx

)p∗/p

−
b∞

q∗ (a0 Sq)q
∗/q

(
∫

Ω

a(x) |∇u|q dx

)q∗/q

. (4.1)

For ‖u‖ ≤ 1,

‖u‖q ≤

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p + a(x) |∇u|q
)

dx ≤ ‖u‖p

by (2.4) and hence, using that 0 < λ < λ1(p), (4.1) gives

E(u) ≥ min

{

1

p

(

1−
λ

λ1(p)

)

,
1

q

}

‖u‖q −
µ

p∗ S
p∗/p
p

‖u‖p
∗

−
b∞

q∗ (a0 Sq)q
∗/q

‖u‖p q
∗/q .

Since q < p∗ < p q∗/q, it follows from this that the origin is a strict local minimizer of E when
0 < λ < λ1(p). A similar argument using W 1,A

0 (Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω) (cf. Proposition 2.7-(ii)) shows
that when r > p, the origin is a strict local minimizer of E for all λ > 0. On the other hand,
E(tu) → −∞ as t→ +∞ for any u ∈ W 1,A

0 (Ω) \ {0}. So E has the mountain pass geometry.
Let

β := inf
γ∈Γ

max
u∈γ([0,1])

E(u) > 0
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be the mountain pass level, where

Γ =
{

γ ∈ C([0, 1],W 1,A
0 (Ω)) : γ(0) = 0, E(γ(1)) < 0

}

is the class of paths in W 1,A
0 (Ω) joining the origin to the set

{

u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) : E(u) < 0

}

. A
standard deformation argument shows that E has a (PS)β sequence (uj). We will show that
for all µ > 0 and sufficiently small b∞ ≥ 0, in each of the cases in Theorem 1.1,

β < β∗(µ, b∞) (4.2)

and hence (uj) has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak solution of
problem (1.5) by Proposition 1.6.

For any u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω)\{0}, ∃ tu > 0 such that E(tuu) < 0 since E(tu) → −∞ as t→ +∞.

Then the line segment {t · tuu : 0 ≤ t ≤ 1} belongs to Γ and hence

β ≤ max
0≤t≤1

E(t · tuu) ≤ max
t≥0

E(tu).

So, to show that (4.2) holds, it suffices to show that

max
t≥0

E(tu0) < β∗(µ, b∞) (4.3)

for some u0 ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) \ {0}. To construct such a function u0, take x0 = 0 for the sake

of simplicity, let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Bρ(0)) be a cut-off function such that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 and ψ = 1 on

Bρ/2(0), and set

uε(x) =
ψ(x)

(εp/(p−1) + |x|p/(p−1))
(N−p)/p

, vε(x) =
uε(x)

‖uε‖Lp∗(Ω)

for ε > 0. We will show that (4.3) holds for u0 = vε with ε > 0 sufficiently small.
Using the big-O notation, we have the estimates
∫

Ω

|∇vε|
p dx = Sp +O

(

ε(N−p)/(p−1)
)

(4.4)

and

∫

Ω

vrε dx =



















O
(

ε[Np−(N−p)r]/p
)

, r > N(p−1)
N−p

O
(

εN/p | log ε|
)

, r = N(p−1)
N−p

O
(

ε(N−p)r/p(p−1)
)

, r < N(p−1)
N−p

(4.5)

as ε→ 0 (see Drábek and Huang [14]).

Lemma 4.1. If the following limit holds

lim
ε→0

ε(N−p)/(p−1)

∫

Ω

vrε dx
= 0, (4.6)

then there exist ε0, b
∗ > 0 such that

max
t≥0

E(tvε0) < β∗(µ, b∞)

when µ > 0 and 0 ≤ b∞ < b∗.
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Proof. Since (1.3) implies that supp(b) ⊂ supp(a), a = 0 = b a.e. in Bρ(0) by (1.7). Since
supp(vε) ⊂ Bρ(0) and ‖vε‖Lp∗ (Ω) = 1, this gives

E(tvε) =
tp

p

∫

Ω

|∇vε|
p dx−

λtr

r

∫

Ω

vrε dx−
µtp

∗

p∗
=: ϕε(t).

So, in view of (1.17), it suffices to show that

max
t≥0

ϕε(t) <
1

N

S
N/p
p

µ(N−p)/p

for all sufficiently small ε > 0. Suppose this is false. Then there are sequences εj → 0 and
tj > 0 such that

ϕεj(tj) =
tpj
p

∫

Ω

|∇vj |
p dx−

λtrj
r

∫

Ω

vrj dx−
µtp

∗

j

p∗
≥

1

N

S
N/p
p

µ(N−p)/p
(4.7)

and

tj ϕ
′
εj
(tj) = tpj

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
p dx− λtrj

∫

Ω

vrj dx− µtp
∗

j = 0, (4.8)

where vj = vεj . By (4.4) and (4.5),

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
p dx→ Sp,

∫

Ω

vrj dx→ 0.

So (4.7) implies that the sequence (tj) is bounded and hence converges to some t0 > 0 for a
renamed subsequence. Passing to the limit in (4.8) gives

Sp t
p
0 − µ tp

∗

0 = 0, (4.9)

so

t0 =

(

Sp
µ

)(N−p)/p2

.

Subtracting (4.9) from (4.8) and using (4.4) gives

Sp
(

tpj − tp0
)

− λtrj

∫

Ω

vrj dx− µ
(

tp
∗

j − tp
∗

0

)

= O
(

ε
(N−p)/(p−1)
j

)

.

Then
(

p Sp σ
p−1
j − p∗µ τ p

∗−1
j

)

(tj − t0) = λtrj

∫

Ω

vrj dx+O
(

ε
(N−p)/(p−1)
j

)

(4.10)

for some σj , τj between t0 and tj by the mean value theorem. Since tj → t0, σj , τj → t0 and
hence

p Sp σ
p−1
j − p∗µ τ p

∗−1
j → p Sp t

p−1
0 − p∗µ tp

∗−1
0 = −(p∗ − p)µ tp

∗−1
0 < 0
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by (4.9). So (4.10) and (4.6) imply that tj ≤ t0 for all sufficiently large j. Dividing (4.8) by
p∗, subtracting from (4.7), and using (4.4) and (4.9) gives

1

N
Sp t

p
j − λ

(

1

r
−

1

p∗

)

trj

∫

Ω

vrj dx ≥
1

N
Sp t

p
0 +O

(

ε
(N−p)/(p−1)
j

)

.

This together with tj ≤ t0 and (4.6) gives

λ

(

1

r
−

1

p∗

)

tr0 ≤ 0,

a contradiction since λ, t0 > 0 and r < p∗.

In view of Lemma 4.1, it suffices to show that (4.6) holds in each of the cases in Theorem 1.1
to complete its proof. Equation (4.5) gives us the estimate

ε(N−p)/(p−1)

∫

Ω

vrε dx
=



















O
(

ε[(N−p)(p−1)r−(Np−2N+p)p]/p(p−1)
)

, r > N(p−1)
N−p

O
(

ε(N−p2)/p(p−1)/| log ε|
)

, r = N(p−1)
N−p

O
(

ε(N−p)(p−r)/p(p−1)
)

, r < N(p−1)
N−p

(4.11)

as ε→ 0.
(i) Let N ≥ p2 and r = p. Then (4.11) gives

ε(N−p)/(p−1)

∫

Ω

vrε dx

=







O
(

ε(N−p2)/(p−1)
)

, N > p2

O
(

1/| log ε|
)

, N = p2
as ε→ 0,

so (4.6) follows.
(ii) Let N ≥ p2 and p < r < p∗. Then p ≥ N(p − 1)/(N − p) and hence r > N(p −

1)/(N − p), so (4.11) gives

ε(N−p)/(p−1)

∫

Ω

vrε dx
= O

(

ε[(N−p)(p−1)r−(Np−2N+p)p]/p(p−1)
)

as ε → 0.

Since (N − p)(p− 1) r − (Np− 2N + p) p > (N − p2) p ≥ 0, (4.6) follows.
(iii) Let N < p2 and (Np−2N+p) p/(N−p)(p−1) < r < p∗. Then (Np−2N+p) p/(N−

p)(p− 1) > N(p− 1)/(N − p) and hence r > N(p− 1)/(N − p), so (4.11) gives

ε(N−p)/(p−1)

∫

Ω

vrε dx

= O
(

ε[(N−p)(p−1)r−(Np−2N+p)p]/p(p−1)
)

as ε → 0.

Since (N − p)(p− 1) r − (Np− 2N + p) p > 0 by the hypothesis on r, (4.6) follows.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.4

The variational functional associated with problem (1.8) is

E(u) =

∫

Ω

[

1

p
|∇u|p +

a(x)

q
|∇u|q −

c(x)

s
|u|s −

µ

p∗
|u|p

∗

−
b(x)

q∗
|u|q

∗

]

dx, u ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω).

Fix p < r < p∗ and let

C(x, t) = tr + c(x) ts, (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

Then
∫

Ω

c(x) |u|s dx ≤

∫

Ω

(

|u|r + c(x) |u|s
)

dx ≤ max {‖u‖rC , ‖u‖
s
C} ≤ ‖u‖rC

for all u ∈ LC(Ω) with ‖u‖C ≤ 1, and W 1,A
0 (Ω) is continuously embedded in LC(Ω) by

Proposition 2.10, so an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 1.1 shows that E
has the mountain pass geometry. As in that proof, it now suffices to show that for all b∞ > 0
and sufficiently small µ ≥ 0,

max
t≥0

E(tu0) < β∗(µ, b∞) (5.1)

for some u0 ∈ W 1,A
0 (Ω) \ {0}. Take x0 = 0, let ψ ∈ C∞

0 (Bρ(0)) be a cut-off function such
that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 and ψ = 1 on Bρ/2(0), and set

uε,δ(x) =
ψ(x/δ)

(εq/(q−1) + |x|q/(q−1))
(N−q)/q

, vε,δ(x) =
uε,δ(x)

‖uε,δ‖Lq∗(Ω)

for ε > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1. We will show that (5.1) holds for u0 = vε,δ with suitably chosen
ε, δ > 0.

We have the estimates
∫

Ω

|∇vε,δ|
q dx = Sq +O

(

(ε/δ)(N−q)/(q−1)
)

, (5.2)

∫

Ω

|∇vε,δ|
p dx =



















O
(

εN(q−p)/q
)

, p > N(q−1)
N−1

O
(

εN(N−q)/(N−1)q | log (ε/δ)|
)

, p = N(q−1)
N−1

O
(

ε(N−q)p/q(q−1) δ[N(q−1)−(N−1)p]/(q−1)
)

, p < N(q−1)
N−1

,

(5.3)

and

∫

Ω

vsε,δ dx =



















O
(

ε[Nq−(N−q)s]/q
)

, s > N(q−1)
N−q

O
(

εN/q | log (ε/δ)|
)

, s = N(q−1)
N−q

O
(

ε(N−q)s/q(q−1) δ[N(q−1)−(N−q)s]/(q−1)
)

, s < N(q−1)
N−q

(5.4)

as ε→ 0 and ε/δ → 0 (see Ho et al. [18, Lemma 3.2]).
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Lemma 5.1. If ε/δ → 0 and the following limits hold

lim
ε→0

∫

Ω

|∇vε,δ|
p dx

∫

Ω

vsε,δ dx

= 0, lim
ε→0

(ε/δ)(N−q)/(q−1)

∫

Ω

vsε,δ dx

= 0, (5.5)

then there exist ε0, δ0, µ
∗ > 0 such that

max
t≥0

E(tvε0,δ0) < β∗(µ, b∞)

when 0 ≤ µ < µ∗ and b∞ > 0.

Proof. Since supp(vε,δ) ⊂ Bρ(0) and ‖vε,δ‖Lq∗ (Ω) = 1, (1.9) gives

E(tvε,δ) ≤
tp

p

∫

Ω

|∇vε,δ|
p dx+

a0 t
q

q

∫

Ω

|∇vε,δ|
q dx−

c0 t
s

s

∫

Ω

vsε,δ dx−
b∞ tq

∗

q∗
=: ϕε(t)

for all µ ≥ 0. So, in view of (1.18), it suffices to show that

max
t≥0

ϕε(t) <
1

N

(a0 Sq)
N/q

b
(N−q)/q
∞

for all sufficiently small ε > 0. Suppose this is false. Then there are sequences εj → 0 and
tj > 0 such that

ϕεj(tj) =
tpj
p

∫

Ω

|∇vj |
p dx+

a0 t
q
j

q

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
q dx−

c0 t
s
j

s

∫

Ω

vsj dx−
b∞ tq

∗

j

q∗
≥

1

N

(a0 Sq)
N/q

b
(N−q)/q
∞

(5.6)

and

tj ϕ
′
εj
(tj) = tpj

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
p dx+ a0 t

q
j

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
q dx− c0 t

s
j

∫

Ω

vsj dx− b∞ tq
∗

j = 0, (5.7)

where vj = vεj ,δj and δj = δ(εj). By (5.2)–(5.4),

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
q dx→ Sq,

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
p dx→ 0,

∫

Ω

vsj dx→ 0.

So (5.6) implies that the sequence (tj) is bounded and hence converges to some t0 > 0 for a
renamed subsequence. Passing to the limit in (5.7) gives

a0 Sq t
q
0 − b∞ tq

∗

0 = 0, (5.8)

so

t0 =

(

a0 Sq
b∞

)(N−q)/q2

.
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Subtracting (5.8) from (5.7) and using (5.2) gives

tpj

∫

Ω

|∇vj |
p dx+ a0 Sq

(

tqj − tq0
)

− c0 t
s
j

∫

Ω

vsj dx− b∞
(

tq
∗

j − tq
∗

0

)

= O
(

(εj/δj)
(N−q)/(q−1)

)

.

Then

(

qa0 Sq σ
q−1
j − q∗ b∞ τ q

∗−1
j

)

(tj − t0) = c0 t
s
j

∫

Ω

vsj dx− tpj

∫

Ω

|∇vj|
p dx

+ O
(

(εj/δj)
(N−q)/(q−1)

)

(5.9)

for some σj , τj between t0 and tj by the mean value theorem. Since tj → t0, σj , τj → t0 and
hence

qa0 Sq σ
q−1
j − q∗ b∞ τ q

∗−1
j → qa0 Sq t

q−1
0 − q∗ b∞ tq

∗−1
0 = −(q∗ − q) b∞ tq

∗−1
0 < 0

by (5.8). So (5.9) and (5.5) imply that tj ≤ t0 for all sufficiently large j. Dividing (5.7) by
q∗, subtracting from (5.6), and using (5.2) and (5.8) gives

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)

tpj

∫

Ω

|∇vj |
p dx+

1

N
a0 Sq t

q
j − c0

(

1

s
−

1

q∗

)

tsj

∫

Ω

vsj dx ≥
1

N
a0 Sq t

q
0

+ O
(

(εj/δj)
(N−q)/(q−1)

)

.

This together with tj ≤ t0 and (5.5) gives

c0

(

1

s
−

1

q∗

)

ts0 ≤ 0,

a contradiction since c0, t0 > 0 and s < q∗.

In view of Lemma 5.1, it only remains to find a δ = δ(ε) ∈ (0, 1] such that ε/δ → 0 and
(5.5) holds as ε→ 0 in each of the two cases in Theorem 1.4.

(i) Let 1 < p < N(q − 1)/(N − 1) and N2(q − 1)/(N − 1)(N − q) < s < q∗. We take
δ = εκ, where κ ∈ [0, 1) is to be determined. Since

s >
N2(q − 1)

(N − 1)(N − q)
>
N(q − 1)

N − q
,

(5.3) and (5.4) give

∫

RN

|∇vε,δ|
p dx

∫

RN

vsε,δ dx
= O

(

ε
[(N−q)(s+p/(q−1))−Nq]/q+κ[N(q−1)−(N−1)p]/(q−1)
j

)

= O
(

ε[N(q−1)−(N−1)p](κ−κ)/(q−1)
)

,
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where

κ =
Nq(q − 1)− (N − q)(q − 1)s− (N − q)p

[N(q − 1)− (N − 1)p]q
,

and (5.4) gives

(ε/δ)(N−q)/(q−1)

∫

RN

vsε,δ dx
= O

(

ε[(N−q)(q−1)s−(Nq−2N+q)q]/q(q−1)−κ(N−q)/(q−1)
)

= O
(

ε(N−q)(κ−κ)/(q−1)
)

,

where

κ =
(N − q)(q − 1)s− (Nq − 2N + q)q

(N − q)q
.

We want to choose κ ∈ [0, 1) so that κ > κ and κ < κ. This is possible if and only if κ < κ,
κ < 1, and κ > 0. Tedious calculations show that these inequalities are equivalent to

s >
N2(q − 1)

(N − 1)(N − q)
,

s >
Np

N − q
,

and

s >
N2(q − 1)

(N − 1)(N − q)
−

N − q

(N − 1)(q − 1)
,

respectively, all of which hold under our assumptions on p and s.
(ii) Let N(q − 1)/(N − 1) ≤ p < q and Np/(N − q) < s < q∗. We take δ = 1. Since

s >
Np

N − q
≥

N2(q − 1)

(N − 1)(N − q)
>
N(q − 1)

N − q
,

(5.3) and (5.4) give
∫

RN

|∇vε,δ|
p dx

∫

RN

vsε,δ dx

=







O
(

ε[(N−q)s−Np]/q
)

, p > N(q−1)
N−1

O
(

ε[(N−q)s−Np]/q | log ε|
)

, p = N(q−1)
N−1

and

(ε/δ)(N−q)/(q−1)

∫

RN

vsε,δ dx

= O
(

ε[(N−q)(q−1)s−(Nq−2N+q)q]/q(q−1)
)

.

Since s > Np/(N − q), the first limit in (5.5) holds. The second limit also holds since

Np

N − q
≥

N2(q − 1)

(N − 1)(N − q)
>

(Nq − 2N + q)q

(N − q)(q − 1)
.
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6 Proofs of Theorems 1.9, 1.10, and 1.11

In this section we prove the Pohožaev type identity (1.19) and derive subsequent nonexistence
results for the double phase problem (1.1), which we report here for the reader’s convenience







− div
(

|∇u|p−2∇u+ a(x) |∇u|q−2∇u
)

= f(x, u) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(6.1)

where Ω ⊂ R
N is a C1 bounded domain, 1 < p < q < N , q/p < 1+ 1/N , and 0 ≤ a ∈ C1(Ω).

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Multiplying the left-hand side of the equation in (6.1) by (x ·∇u), and
integrating by parts over Ω, we get by straightforward calculations

−

∫

Ω

div
(

|∇u|p−2∇u+ a(x) |∇u|q−2∇u
)

(x · ∇u) dx

=

∫

Ω

[(

1−
N

p

)

|∇u|p +

(

1−
N

q

)

a(x)|∇u|q
]

dx−

∫

Ω

|∇u|q

q
(∇a · x) dx

−

∫

∂Ω

[(

1−
1

p

)

|∇u|p +

(

1−
1

q

)

a(x)|∇u|q
]

(x · ν)dσ.

(6.2)

Then, performing the same operations on the right-hand side, we have by straightforward
calculations

−

∫

Ω

f(x, u) (x · ∇u) dx = −N

∫

Ω

F (x, u) dx. (6.3)

Hence, using that u solves the equation in (6.1), by (6.2) and (6.3), we obtain the following
identity

∫

Ω

(

1

p∗
|∇u|p +

1

q∗
a(x)|∇u|q

)

dx+
1

Nq

∫

Ω

|∇u|q(∇a · x) dx

+
1

N

∫

∂Ω

[(

1−
1

p

)

|∇u|p +

(

1−
1

q

)

a(x)|∇u|q
]

(x · ν)dσ

=

∫

Ω

F (x, u) dx

(6.4)

Now, multiplying the equation in (6.1) by u/q∗ and integrating by parts over Ω, we also have

1

q∗

∫

Ω

(|∇u|p + a(x)|∇u|q) dx =
1

q∗

∫

Ω

f(x, u)u dx (6.5)

Finally, subtracting (6.5) from (6.4) and observing that 1/p∗ − 1/q∗ = 1/p− 1/q and |∇u| =
|∂νu| over ∂Ω, in view of the homogeneous boundary conditions, we obtain the desired identity
(1.19) and conclude the proof.

In the rest of the section we assume that Ω is starshaped. Without loss of generality we
suppose that 0 ∈ Ω and Ω is starshaped with respect to the origin, and so (x · ν) ≥ 0 on ∂Ω.
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Being a(x) nonnegative, the boundary term in (1.19) is nonnegative, and the Pohožaev type
identity (1.19) gives the inequality

(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|pdx+
1

Nq

∫

Ω

|∇u|q(∇a · x)dx ≤

∫

Ω

(

F (x, u)−
1

q∗
f(x, u)u

)

dx. (6.6)

We are now ready to prove the nonexistence theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Being a(x) radial and radially nondecreasing, (∇a ·x) ≥ 0. Thus, by
(6.6), we have

(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|pdx ≤

∫

Ω

[

c(x)

(

1

r
−

1

q∗

)

|u|r + µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

q∗

)

|u|p
∗

]

dx. (6.7)

In case (i) this immediately gives
(

1
p
− 1

q

)

∫

Ω
|∇u|pdx ≤ 0, that is u ≡ 0. In case (ii), by

inequality (6.7) we can infer that
(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|pdx ≤ ‖c‖L∞(Ω)

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)
∫

Ω

|u|p dx.

Hence, using the variational characterization of the first eigenvalue λ1(p) of the p-Laplacian,
we have

[(

1

p
−

1

q

)

−
‖c‖L∞(Ω)

λ1(p)

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)]
∫

Ω

|∇u|pdx ≤ 0,

which again implies u ≡ 0, by the assumption on ‖c‖L∞(Ω). Finally, for (iii), we go back to
the Pohožaev type identity (1.19) and observe that in this case, using again the variational
characterization of λ1(p) and the assumptions on µ and ‖c‖L∞(Ω), it implies

(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx+
1

N

∫

∂Ω

[(

1−
1

p

)

|∂νu|
p +

(

1−
1

q

)

a(x)|∂νu|
q

]

(x · ν) dσ

≤ ‖c‖L∞(Ω)

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)
∫

Ω

|u|p dx ≤

(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|p dx.

Therefore,
∫

∂Ω

[(

1−
1

p

)

|∂νu|
p +

(

1−
1

q

)

a(x)|∂νu|
q

]

(x · ν) dσ ≤ 0,

which in view of the strict starshapedness of Ω (i.e., (x · ν) > 0 on ∂Ω) forces

∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω. (6.8)

Since, by the explicit expression for ‖c‖L∞(Ω) given in the hypothesis, it holds
(

1

p
−

1

q

)
∫

Ω

|∇u|pdx ≤ ‖c‖L∞(Ω)

(

1

p
−

1

q∗

)
∫

Ω

|u|pdx =

(

1

p
−

1

q

)

λ1(p)

∫

Ω

|u|pdx.

By the variational characterization of λ1(p), if u is non-zero, it must be the first eigenvalue
of the p-Laplacian, and so it satisfies the equation −∆pu = λ1(p)u

p−1. Hence, by the Hopf
Lemma, ∂νu 6= 0 on ∂Ω. Thus, in view of (6.8), u ≡ 0.

28



Proof of Theorem 1.11. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence (uj) ⊂W 1,A
0 (Ω)∩

W 2,A(Ω) of solutions of (6.1) such that ‖uj‖ → 0 as j → ∞. Let γ > q∗. Multiplying the
equation in (6.1) by u/γ and using the expression of the specific nonlinearity f in the hy-
pothesis, we get

1

γ

∫

Ω

(|∇uj|
p + a(x)|∇uj|

q)dx =
1

γ

∫

Ω

(c(x)|uj|
r + µ|uj|

p∗ + b(x)|uj|
q∗)dx.

Subtracting this last identity from (6.4), and using that Ω is starshaped and a is radial and
radially nondecreasing, this implies

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

|∇uj|
pdx+

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

a(x)|∇uj |
qdx

≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
rdx+ µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

|uj|
p∗dx+

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

b(x)|uj|
q∗dx

≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
rdx+ µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)

1

S
p∗/p
p

(ρA(∇uj))
p∗/p

+

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

b∞
(a0Sq)q

∗/q
(ρA(∇uj))

q∗/q,

where in the last steps we used (2.10) and (2.11). Thus, the last chain of inequalities gives
(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

ρA(∇uj) ≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)
∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
rdx+ µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)

1

S
p∗/p
p

(ρA(∇uj))
p∗/p

+

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

b∞
(a0Sq)q

∗/q
(ρA(∇uj))

q∗/q.

(6.9)

Now, if r ∈ (p, p∗], then by the Sobolev embedding W 1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω), we obtain

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

ρA(∇uj) ≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)

c∞CS

(
∫

Ω

|∇uj|
pdx

)r/p

+ µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)

1

S
p∗/p
p

(ρA(∇uj))
p∗/p +

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

b∞
(a0Sq)q

∗/q
(ρA(∇uj))

q∗/q

≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)

c∞CS(ρA(∇uj))
r/p + µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)

1

S
p∗/p
p

(ρA(∇uj))
p∗/p

+

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

b∞
(a0Sq)q

∗/q
(ρA(∇uj))

q∗/q,

where c∞ = ‖c‖L∞(Ω) and CS > 0 is a constant arising from the Sobolev embedding. Since
by (2.4), ρA(∇uj) → 0 as well, this gives a contradiction, because all the exponents of
ρA(∇uj) on the right-hand side are larger than 1. Thus, (i) is proved. As for (ii), setting
C(x, t) := tσ+ c(x)tr, with σ ∈ (q, p∗), by Proposition 2.10, we know that W 1,A(Ω) →֒ LC(Ω).
Thus,

∫

Ω

c(x)|uj|
rdx ≤ ρC(uj) ≤ max{‖uj‖

σ
C , ‖uj‖

r
C} ≤ C ′

S max{‖uj‖
σ, ‖uj‖

r} = C ′
S‖uj‖

σ,
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where C ′
S > 0 is a constant arising from the embedding, and we used that ‖uj‖ < 1 for j

large. Therefore, combining with (6.9), we have

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

‖uj‖
q ≤

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

ρA(∇uj) ≤

(

1

r
−

1

γ

)

C ′
S‖uj‖

σ

+ µ

(

1

p∗
−

1

γ

)

1

S
p∗/p
p

‖uj‖
p∗ +

(

1

q∗
−

1

γ

)

b∞
(a0Sq)q

∗/q
‖uj‖

pq∗/q,

which contradicts ‖uj‖ → 0, because all the exponents of ‖uj‖ on the right-hand side are
larger than q, in particular pq∗/q > q is a consequence of q/p < 1 + 1/N . This concludes the
proof of (ii). Finally, to prove (iii), we first estimate

∫

Ω

c(x) |u|rdx ≤ c∞

∫

supp(c)

|u|rdx ≤ c∞C
′′

S

(
∫

supp(c)

|∇u|q dx

)r/q

≤
c∞C

′′

S

(a′0)
r/q

(
∫

supp(c)

a(x) |∇u|q dx

)r/q

≤
c∞C

′′

S

(a′0)
r/q

(ρA(∇u))
r/q,

where C ′′
S > 0 is a constant arising from the embedding W 1,q

0 (Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω). The proof can
now be concluded as in case (i).
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[26] Vasilĭı V. Zhikov. On some variational problems. Russian J. Math. Phys., 5(1):105–116
(1998), 1997.

32


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Generalities on Musielak-Orlicz spaces
	Functional setting and embeddings for double phase problems

	Proofs of Proposition 1.6 and Proposition 1.7
	Proof of Theorem 1.1
	Proof of Theorem 1.4
	Proofs of Theorems 1.9, 1.10, and 1.11

