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1 Introduction

Problems involving the double phase operator
Dyu = —div (|VuP 7> Vu + a(z) |Vu|?* Vu)

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
/ [1 wal + 22 1 7up| d
o Lp q
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(z) 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, @] §]).
In the present paper we consider the double phase problem

—div (|VulP? Vu + a(z) |[Vu|"* Vu) = f(z,u) inQ

(1.1)
u=20 on 0f),

where O C RY, N > 2 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 09, 1 < p < ¢ < N,
q/p < 14+ 1/N, a € L*(Q) is a nonnegative and locally Lipschitz continuous function, and
f is a Carathéodory function on 2 x R. Our goal here is to obtain nontrivial weak solutions
of problem (II) when the nonlinearity f has critical growth as in (L2) below. Unlike in
the classical Brezis-Nirenberg problem, a threshold for compactness for the energy functional
associated with problem (ILI]) cannot be found in a closed form (see Proposition [LL6] 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 (I presents are due to the
inhomogeneity of the double phase operator.

We set problem (L) in the Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space W (), where A(z,t) :=
t? + a(x) t? for (z,t) € Q x [0,00) is the generalized ®-function (cf. Definition 211 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 [I5], 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 ®-functions that are independent of x. According to those results, the
Sobolev conjugate function A, (z,t) of A(z,t) (cf. Definition 2.8 below) behaves at infinity
as t7" if a(x) = 0 and as t7 if a(z) # 0 (see the proof of Proposition EI0). This leads us to
consider in problem ([IT]) critical nonlinearities of the form

flx,u) = [ulP "2 u+b() [u|” 2w+ c(z) |ulf?u, (1.2)
where 1 < s < ¢*, b € L*({2) is a nonnegative function satisfying
ap := essinf a(z) >0, (1.3)
xesupp(b)



and ¢ € L>(Q2) is a nonnegative function that satisfies the following additional assumption
when s > p*:

c(z) < Ca(z)¥? for some constant C' >0 and ¢(z) =0 < a(z) =0. (1.4)

Condition (L3) is needed to prove the estimate (2.I1]) in the next section, which in turn is
crucial to show that the weak solution of the problem to which a (PS)s sequence weakly
converges up to a subsequence is non-zero (cf. the proof of Proposition [L). The term of
growth (s—1) is meant to be a subcritical perturbation of the critical part of the nonlinearity,
and the condition (I.4]) is needed to prove its subcriticality when s > p* (cf. Proposition 210
below).

First we consider the problem

Dou = A |u"2u+ plulP 2u+ b(x) |ul” 2w in Q

(1.5)
u=20 on 052,

where p < r < p* and A\, u > 0 are parameters. A weak solution of this problem is a function
u € W A(Q) satisfying

q*—z) uv dx

/ (|VuP~* + a(z) |[Vu|'™?) Vu - Vodr = / (Mu"7% + pul” 7 + b(z) |u
0 0

for all v e Wy (). Let

/|Vu\pd:1:
M(p) = inf e (1.6)
wEW F()\{0} / lul? da
Q

be the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian in 2. We have the following theorem.
Theorem 1.1. Assume that (L3) holds and there is a ball B,(xo) C Q such that

a(z) =0 for all x € By(xy). (1.7)

Then there exists b* > 0 such that problem (LB has a nontrivial weak solution in Wy ()
when p >0 and bog < b, where bog := ||b]| oo (q)» in each of the following cases:

(i) N>p? r=p, and 0 < X < M\ (p),
(it) N>p?, p<r<p*, and A > 0,
(i11) N <p?, (Np—2N +p)p/(N —p)(p—1) <r <p*, and A > 0.

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

In particular, the previous theorem applies when b(z) = 0 and g = 1, so we have the
following Brezis-Nirenberg type result for the double phase operator.
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Corollary 1.2. Assume (L3) and (LT). Then the problem
Dou = Au|"?u+ [uf’ 2u inQ
u=20 on OS2

has a nontrivial weak solution in WOI’A(Q) in each of the following cases:
(i) N>p? r=p, and 0 < X < M\ (p),
(i1) N>p?, p<r<p*, and X >0,

(i11) N <p?, (Np—2N +p)p/(N —p)(p—1) <r <p*, and A > 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 A > 0.

Next we consider the problem

Dyu = c(@) [ul*2u + plul? "2u + b(z) |u|” ?u in Q
(1.8)
u=>0 on 0f),

where p* < s < ¢*, ¢ € L™(Q2) is a nonnegative function satisfying (L4), and p > 0 is a
parameter. We have the following theorem for this problem.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (L3) holds and there is a ball B,(x) C Q such that
a(z) = ap, b(x) =bs, c(x)>cy fora.a xe B,y(x) (1.9)

for some constant ¢y > 0. Then there exists u* > 0 such that problem (L8)) has a nontrivial
weak solution in Wol’A(Q) when 0 < p < p* and by > 0 in each of the following cases:

(i) 1<p<Ng—1)/(N—1) and N*(g—1)/(N - 1)(N —g) < s < ",
(i) N(¢g—1)/(N—1) <p<qand Np/(N —q) <s <"
In particular, the previous theorem applies when p = 0, so we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.5. Assume (L3) and (L9). Then the problem

q -2

Dyu = c(x) [ul*2u + b(z) [u u in S

u=20 on OS2
has a nontrivial weak solution in Wol’A(Q) in each of the following cases:
(i) 1<p<N(g—1)/(N—=1) and N*(¢—1)/(N = 1)(N —q) < s < ¢",
(i) N(g—1)/(N—1) <p<qand Np/(N —q) <s <"



Proofs of Theorem [[.I] and Theorem [[.4] will be based on a new compactness result that
we will prove for the general critical growth double phase problem

Dyu = p|ulP " u +b(z) [u|” 2u+ g(z,u) inQ
(1.10)
u=20 on 0f2,
where ¢ is a Carathéodory function on 2 x R satisfying the subcritical growth condition

lg(x, )| < ey e |t|™ +elx) [t]' foraa.zeQandallteR (1.11)

for some constants ¢;,co > 0, 1 < r < p* < s < ¢*, and a nonnegative function ¢ € L*(()
with supp(c) C supp(a). The variational functional associated with this problem is

= 1 wl? @ uq—ﬂu*—@
E(u)—/ﬂ{pww v - £

= |
where G(x,t) fo x,5)ds. We recall that (u;) € Wy () is a (PS)s sequence for E if
E(u;) = and E’(u;) — 0. To ensure that (PS)s sequences are bounded, we assume that

*

ul” — Gz, u)| de, uwe Wyt(Q),

p

t 1 1
G(z,t) — —g(x,t) < pu (— — —) [t|P" +c3 foraa x€QandalltcR (1.12)
o o p*
for some constants c3 > 0 and ¢ < ¢ < p*. This technical assumption may be replaced with
the condition

Ca)

ST c L'(Q).

However, we prefer not to impose this condition since the nonlinearities in problems ([LE) and
(L) satisfy (LI2) without further assumptions on c.

We will show that there exists a threshold level for 5 below which every (PS)s sequence
has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak solution of problem (LI0).
Although we do not have a closed form formula for this threshold, we can characterize it
variationally as follows. Let

1 1 1 1

(XY, ZW)=-X+-Y—-—Z—-—W, X,)Y,ZW>0. (1.13)
p q p* q*

Denote by S(u, bs) the set of points (X,Y, Z, W) € R* with XY, Z, W > 0 satisfying

I(X,Y,Z,W) >0, (1.14)
X+Y =2+W, (1.15)
z<txrm e Ux _yen (1.16)
Sp syl (ag Sq)1/a
and set
B (1, boo) 1= inf I[(X,Y,Z,W).

(vavsz)es(/*’/7b00)



Proposition 1.6. Assume (L3), (L1I)), and (LI2). If
0<B <61 boo),

then every (PS)s sequence for E has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak

solution of problem (LI0).

We will prove Theorem [T and Theorem [[.4] by combining this compactness result with
the following asymptotic estimates for 5*(j, b ).

Proposition 1.7. For u >0,

1 SN/”
B* (11, boo) > ¥ N7, Ho(l) asbe = 0. (1.17)
For by, > 0,
. 1 (agS,)Na
B (i, bso) > N (bz]ijq))/q +o(1) asu—0. (1.18)

Remark 1.8. In Theorem [T} b, is small and p > 0 is arbitrary, while in Theorem [[.4], u
is small and by, is arbitrary. Results when both p 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 [L.1]
implies that *(u, bs) — +00 as p, boe — 0.

We finally prove a Pohozaev type identity for problem (I.TJ).

Theorem 1.9. Let Q C RY be a bounded C'-domain, 1 <p < q< N, q/p <1+ 1/N, and
0<aeCH). Ifue WAQ) N W2AQ) is a weak solution of (LI), then we have the
identity

G) - é)/g|vu|l’dx+Niq/ﬂ|vu|q(va-z) da
TS i {(1 - ];) O,ul? + (1 - é) a(x)\al,u|q] (x-v)do (1.19)

_ /Q {F(x,u)_qi* f(x,u)u] dz,

where F(x,t) fo x,7)dt for a.e. x € Q and for allt € R, and v is the outward unit
normal to 8(2

This allows us to prove the following nonexistence result.

Theorem 1.10. Let Q C RY be a bounded and starshaped C*-domain, 1 < p < q¢ < N,
q/p < 1+ 1/N, and 0 < a € CYQ) be radial and radially nondecreasing. Let f(x,u) =
c(@) " 2u + plulP 2u + b(z)|u|? 2u, with p < r < ¢*, p <0, and b, ¢ € L>(S). Problem
(L) does not admit a non-zero weak solution u € Wy (Q)NW2A(Q) in each of the following
cases:



(i) c(x) <0 a.e. inQ;

.. N(g—
(i) r=p and 0 < |||l (@) < M (p) irtle
(ii) Q is strictly starshaped, r = p, and ||c||p~) = Al(p)%.

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

Theorem 1.11. Let Q@ C RY be a bounded and starshaped C'-domain, 1 < p < ¢ < N,
q/p < 1+ 1/N, 0 < a € CHQ) be radial and radially nondecreasing, and let f(z,u) =
c(@)|ul""2u + plulP"2u + b(x)|u|? "2u with p > 0, 0 < b € L®(Q) satisfying ([L3), and
0 <ce L>*(Q)\{0}. Then there exists a positive constant Kk = k(2 p,q,r,a,c, t,bs) such
that problem (L)) does not admit a weak solution u € Wy(Q) N W2A(Q) belonging to the
ball {u € WHA(Q) : |lul| < K} in each of the following cases:

(i) p<r<p
(i1) p* <r < q* and c(x) satisfies (LA);
(i) p* <r < q* and c(z) satisfies af = ess infgupp(e) 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 B we prove the compactness result stated in Proposition and the
asymptotic estimates of Proposition [[.7. Sections 4l and B are devoted to the proofs of the
existence Theorems [[.1] and [I.4] respectively. Finally, in Section [6] we prove the Pohozaev
type identity in Theorem [[.9 and the nonexistence results stated in Theorems [[L10] and [LTT]

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, Q@ C R” is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.

2.1 Generalities on Musielak-Orlicz spaces

Definition 2.1. A continuous, convex function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is called ®-function if
©(0) =0 and ¢(t) > 0 for all £ > 0.

A function ¢ : Q x [0,00) — [0,00) is said to be a generalized ®-function, denoted by
p € ®(Q), if p(+,t) is measurable for all ¢ > 0 and ¢(x,) is a ¢-function for a.a. = € Q.
© € ®(Q) is locally integrable if ¢(-,t) € L'(Q) for all t > 0.

© € O(N) satisfies the (Ag)-condition if there exist a positive constant C' and a nonnegative
function h € L'(€) such that

o(z,2t) < Co(z,t) + h(z) fora.a. z € Qandallte0,00).
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Given p € ®(Q) that satisfies the (As)-condition, the Musielak-Orlicz space L¥(€)) is defined
as follows

L?(Q) := {u: Q — R measurable : p,(u) < oo},
where p,(u) := [, ¢(x, |u|)dz is the p-modular. Endowed with the Luxemburg norm

lully = inf {y > 0« po(un/y) <13,
L? is a Banach space, cf. [23, Theorem 7.7]).

The following proposition gives a relation between the modular and the norm in L?(£2),
the so called unit ball property, cf. for instance [12 Lemma 2.1.14].

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢ € ®(Q). Ifu € L¥(Q2), then

po(u) <1 (resp. =1;>1) & Ju|,<1 (resp. =1; > 1). (2.1)
Definition 2.3. For ¢ € ®(Q), the related Sobolev space W#(Q) is the set of all L#(£2)-
functions w having |Vu| € L#(2), and is equipped with the norm

lullre = llulle + [[Vull,,

where ||Vul|, stands for || |[Vul ||,
Similarly, the m-th order Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space W% () is the set of all mesaurable
functions u on Q having |V*u| € L#(Q) for k = 0,1, 2.
¢ :[0,00) = [0,00) is called N -function (N stands for nice) if it is a ®-function satisfying

lim M:O and lim@:oo

t—0t t—00

A function ¢ : Q@ x R — [0,00) is said to be a generalized N -function, and is denoted by
p € N(Q), if (-, t) is measurable for all ¢ € R and ¢(x,-) is an N-function for a.a. x € Q.

If o € N(Q) is locally integrable, we denote by W,#(€2) the completion of C§°(2) in Wh#(€).

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 ¢, v € ®(Q2). The function ¢ is weaker than 1, denoted by ¢ < 1, if
there exist two positive constants C;, Cy and a nonnegative function h € L*(£2) such that

oz, t) < Cr)(x, Cot) + h(z) for a.a. x € Q and all t € [0, 00).

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 o, 1 € ®(Q), with ¢ < 1. Then L¥(Q) —
L?(9).
Definition 2.6. Let ¢, ©» € N(Q). We say that ¢ increases essentially more slowly than 1
near infinity, and we write ¢ < 9, if for any k£ > 0
o Gl D)
t—o00 w(x7 t)

=0 uniformly for a.a. x € Q2.



2.2 Functional setting and embeddings for double phase problems
The function A :  x [0, 00) — [0, 00) defined as

Az, t) :==t" + a(x)t? for all (x,t) € Q x [0,00),

with 1 < p < q¢ < N, q/p < 1+1/N,0 < a € L*(Q) locally Lipschitz, is a locally
integrable generalized N-function satisfying the (Aj)-condition. Therefore, the Musielak-
Orlicz Lebesgue space LA(€2) consists of all measurable functions u : Q — R with finite
A-modular

palu) == / Az, Jul) dz < oo,

endowed with the Luxemburg norm

[ul| 4 :=inf{y >0 pa(u/v) <1}.
Since by (Z.10), pa(u/ |Jul| ,) = 1 whenever u # 0, we have
min {{|ullfy , [Jullly} < /Q (luf + a(@) [ul?) dz < max {[Jully, [u]y}  Yue LYQ). (22)

The corresponding Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space W () consists of all functions u in L4()
with |Vu| € LA(£2), endowed with the norm

lelly, 4 = Nl g+ 1Vl 4

where ||Vul| , = |||Vul|| . We work in the completion W A(Q) of C(Q) in WHA(Q).
We recall that the spaces LA(Q), WHA(Q), and W, (Q) are reflexive Banach spaces (see
[7, Propositions 2.14]), and moreover, the following Poincaré-type inequality holds

lull g < ClIVull, Vue Wy (), (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 Wy () by setting [|u| := || Vul A
We observe that, by (2.2), we have

min {[Ju][”, [Jul|} < / (IVulP+a(z) [Vul?) dz < max {|[u]]”, [} Va € Wy(Q). (24)
Q

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

Proposition 2.7 (Proposition 2.15of [7]). Let1 <p < q¢ < N,0<a € L>*(Q2), and let L1(£2)
be the weighted Lebesque space L1(Q)) := {u: Q — Rmeasurable : [, a(z)|u|?!dz < oo}, en-

dowed with the seminorm |Jullqq := ([, a(x)|u|qu)l/q. Then the following embeddings hold:
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(i) LA(Q) = L7(Q) and Wa™(Q) — W™ (Q) for all r € [1,p];
(i1) Wa(Q) <= L7(Q) for all r € [1,p*] and We(Q) << L7(Q) for all r € [1,p*);
(iv) LI(Q) — LA(Q) — LL(Q).

Definition 2.8. For all z € Q denote by A~*(z,-) : [0,00) — [0,00) the inverse function of
A(z,-) and define A : Q x [0,00) — [0, 00) by

o(N+1)/N

T —1
Al (z,7) = / wda for all (z,7) € Q x [0, 00).
0
The function A, : (z,t) € Q x [0,00) — T € [0,00) where 7 is such that A '(z,7) = ¢, 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) WHA(Q) = LA (Q);

(i1) if K :Q x[0,00) = [0,00) is a continuous generalized N -function such that K < A,,
then

WHA(Q) = L (Q);

(iii) A < A, and consequently WHA(Q) —— LAQ).
Proposition 2.10. Let C be of the form
Clz,t) =t"+c(x)t’, (x,t) € Qx][0,00),

where 1 <r < p* < s < q¢" and c € L>®(Q) is a nonnegative function satisfying (L4). Then
the following compact embedding holds: Wy (Q) << LE(Q).

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

-1
lim 2 (:7)

A T (2, 7) =0 uniformly for x € Q. (2.5)

If a(x) = 0, then also ¢(x) = 0. Thus A~ (z,7) = 77, C7 (2, 7) = 7'/7, and so

. -
rh—>1£10 % = rh—>1£10 7_7_1 = rh—>1£10 T =0 uniformly for x € {x € Q : a(x) = 0},

being r < p*. That is

HA;l(x,T)

y
L | ¢, 7)

—0. (2.6)
Lo ({zeQ:a(x)=0})
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If a(x) # 0, also ¢(x) # 0. Then, by the Definition 2.8 integrating by parts and using
that A= (2, 7) ~ 7%/? as 7 — 0 uniformly in z, and De I'Hépital’s rule, we get

Az, 7) —NT_%.A_l(LL’ ) N7-%0 Az, 7)
lim "2 = 1i ’ T d . 2.7
e Cl(w,7) e\ C i (w,7) 0, (w,7) 27
Now, using (IL4), it is straightforward to verify that
— - -1 Siq 1 1_1
N7 _JIA (z,7) < NC’a(I) . FaTNTs = NCre v s as T — 00,
CH(z,7) a(z)a
thus,
N~ AL
lim TR A () =0 uniformly for z € {x € Q : a(x) # 0}. (2.8)
T—00 CYx,7)

Moreover, since A~ (z,7) ~ a(z) Y979 as 7 — oo, we obtain as 7 — oo

Oy Az, 7)
0,C(x, 1)

r(C 7 (x, 7)) + sc(x)(CH(x, 7))t sc(x)

~

P(A T, )T+ ga(@) (A (e )| ™ agayie

Therefore, we have

lim N5, A (z,7)
rooo  0,C7(x,T)

since s < ¢*. Altogether, inserting (2.8) and (29) in (Z7)), we get

=0 uniformly for x € {x € Q : a(z) # 0}, (2.9)

Az,
lim Hw —0.
T—oo || C (ZE’,’T) Lo ({zeQ:a(x)#0})
Together with (2.6), this gives (23] and concludes the proof. 0O

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(z).

Proposition 2.11. Let b € L*>®(Q) be a nonnegative function such that (L3) holds, namely

ag = essinf a(x) >0
zesupp(b)

and let LB(Q) be the Musielak-Orlicz space associated with
B(z,t) =t +b(x)tT, (2,t) € Qx][0,00).

Then, W(Q) < LB(Q).
Furthermore, for every u € Wy (Q) the following estimates hold:

p*/p
ul? de < L VulP dz 2.10
| 7
0 Sy P \Ja
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and

/Qb(:z) lu|? dx < (aogﬁ </Q a(x) |Vu|qd:£> ‘1*/‘1’ (2.11)

where b == [|b]| [ () and

/ |VulP dx / |Vu|?dx
S, = inf BT Sy = inf BT (2.12)

weDL P (RN)\{0} p/p*’ 7 uepta®N)\{o} a/a"
() (o)
RN RN

are the best Sobolev constants for WH™(RYN) — L™ (RY), and DV™(RY) = {u € L™ (RY) :
|Vu| € L™(RN)}, with m = p, q.

Proof. Let u € Wy (Q). Since W, (Q) — Wy(Q) by Proposition 27, 2I0) follows
immediately by the Sobolev embedding W, ?(Q) < LP" (). As for (211,

* * bOO
/ b(x) |u|? de < bOO/ |ul” dx < o 7a ( |Vu\qd:c
Q supp(d) Sq supp(b)

b ‘1*/‘1 a*/q
< sl q q
= (a9 8077 </Supp(b) a(x) |Vul dx) < T Tl < x) |Vl dx) )

This implies in particular that ps(u) < co and proves that W, ’A(Q) C LE(Q).
We now prove the continuous embedding. We apply (Z10) and (2.I1) to the function

u/[|Vul 4 to get
u 1 Vu [P )p*/p be ( Vu |9 )q*/q
< — ———| dx + /a:v dx
B(nwu) S,{,’/P(Q (a0 5771 \Jo ") [Tl

1 VYu b * Vu
st () ke ()
S 2" () T syt el

1 N bso
o SII;*/p (ag Sy)7"/

=: Cpq

where in the last step we used the unit ball property. Now, if C,, < 1, recalling that
|Vu||4 = ||u||, and using again the unit ball property, we get pg (u/||u||) < 1, and so

[l

<1, thatis ||ulls < ||ull.
B
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If Cp, > 1, we can estimate analogously

P p*/p
_Vu dz)

+(sews) = g0 (
2CpqllVulla) = sEP(20, )7 \Ja

b q*/q
T ( @) |za] )
( S, )q /q(chq HV“HA

1 1 1 Vu boo * Vu
<z L P/ ( ) 4+ = q*/q ( )
=257 C "4 \[Vulla) " 2(a0 S, /qcpq” 1Vl 4

1

T +1 b 111
25‘77 /p Cpq 2(a OSq)q*/q Cpg — 2 2 ’

—_

and so, arguing via unit ball property as in the previous case,
lulls < 2Cp 4[| Vulla = 2C; gf|ul.

This implies that Wy () is continuously embedded in LF(Q) and concludes the proof. [

Even though we are not yet able to prove that the continuous embedding W, ’A(Q) —
LB(€) in Proposition 211l is not compact, we observe that, replacing C with B in the proof of
Proposition 2.10] it becomes apparent that B &« A., and so Proposition [2.9-(ii) for compact
embeddings does not apply.

For Orlicz Sobolev spaces, i.e., when the ®-function ¢ that defines W1¥ 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 [I5] 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 spaces W% and introduces the optimal
Sobolev critical ®-function ¢y (t) for ¢(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) = t* + a(x)t? with N > ¢ > p, that somehow corresponds to
the case N > p for classical Sobolev embeddings, the Sobolev conjugate function A, (given
n [I5]) is not sharp for the embedding WH4(Q2) — LA, We refer also to [19] for the
embedding of W14(Q) in the Musielak-Orlicz space related to the generalized ®-function
7" 4 a(2)? /97", and for the proof of its optimality in the class of generalized ®-functions of
the form " + a(z)*t*, with 1 <7 <p* < s <q¢* and a > 1.

3 Proofs of Proposition and Proposition [1.7

We begin with the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. If (u;) € Wy Q) converges weakly to u and E'(u;) — 0, then, up to a
subsequence, Vu; — Vu a.e. in €.

13



Proof. Let
T if |7] <1,
T(1):= -
) {ﬁ if 7] > 1
We recall that, if we prove that the following limit holds true
/ (|Vu; [PV, — [VulP~>Vu) - VT (u; — u)dz — 0 as j — oo, (3.1)
Q
we can conclude the proof by [11, Theorem 1.1].
Let
Qi ={reQ: |uj(r) —u(r)] <1} forevery j € N.
We recall that, by Simon’s inequality, if » > 2, there exists a constant x, > 0 such that
(1772 = In"™n) - (€ = n) = kel ="
for all ¢n € RY. Hence, for every j € N

I, ;= / (IVu;[P*Vu; — [VulP~>Vu) - VI (u; — u) dx
Q

= / (|Vu; [P~V — [VulP~>Vu) - V(u; — u) do (3.2)

Q]
> Iip/Q |Vu; — VulPde >0
j

and similarly,

1, = / a(z) (|Vu|"*Vu; — |Vu|**Vu) - VT (u; — u) dx
Q

= / a(z) (|Vu|**Vu; — |Vu|*Vu) - V(u; — u) do (3.3)

Q;
> /@q/ a(z)|Vu; — Vul?dx > 0.
Q;
Moreover, by u; — u in Wy (Q) < WyP(Q), u; — u a.e. in Q up to a subsequence still
denoted by wu;. Therefore, definitely in j, along such a subsequence, T'(u; — u) = u; — u and
also VT (uj — u) = V(u; — u). Now, since u; — u in Wy"(Q), V(u; —u) — 0 in (LA(Q))N
and so also VT'(u; —u) — 0 in (LA(Q))". Hence,

/ (|VuP~>Vu — a(z)|Vu|**Vu) - VT (u; — u)dz — 0 as j — oo (3.4)
0
and so

limsup({,,; + I,;) = limsup {/ (IVu; [PV, — a(2)| V| Vuy) - VT (uj — u)}
j Q

j—o0 j—0o0

= lim sup {El(“j)[T(uj —u)] + /Q (ke[ 2y + b(a) |y |7 2y + g (@, u5)) T(uy — w) dl’}

j—o00

= lim sup/ (sl [P 2wy + b(2) uy] T 2wy + g(z,uy)) T(uj — v) de,
Q

j—00

14



where in the last equality we used the assumption E'(u;) — 0.
Set

Ij = /Q (el [P~ 4 b() |72 + g, uy)) Ty — w) do,
if we prove that I; — 0, we can conclude by (8.3), (3.2]), and (3.3)), that both [, ; and I, ; go

to zero as j — oo. In particular I, ; — 0 implies (B.I)) by (3.4). To this aim, using Holder’s
inequality and (L)), we can estimate

/QM|uJ'|5” w; T (u; )dx<u</|uj|¥’) (/|T - )pi*,
/Qb(:r)i*lh} 172, T (uj — u) do < (/Q b(x )|u]|q) - (/Q bz )|T(uj—u)|q*)q1*’

/ g(z,u;)T(uj — u)de < / (a1 + colui|"™" + c(@)|uy|*") T(uj — u) da
0 0
<o [ Ty~ w]ds
Q

e (/Q |uj|rdx)rrl </Q |T(uj—u)|wzg;)1
+ (/Qc(x)\uj\sdx) (/Qc(x)\T(uj—u)de)i.

Clearly, since u; — u € Wy(Q) << L'(2), up to a subsequence u; — u a.e. and so
2; = Q for j large. Thus,

(3.6)

/|T(uj—u)|dx:/ \u; — uldr < |lu; — ullp) — 0 as j — oo.
0 Q,

Furthermore, by Propositions 210 and EZIT] and since (u;) is bounded in W,*(Q), all the

integrals
L [l [ e and [ ol ds
Q Q
are bounded. Finally, since u; — u a.e. in €, also T'(u; —u) — 0 a.e. in €2, and |T'(u; —u)| <
1 € LY(Q). Thus, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, all the integrals in the right-hand

sides of (B.6) involving T'(u; — u) go to zero as j — oo. This proves that I; — 0 as well, and
concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. If (u;) € Wy"(Q) converges weakly to u and E'(u;) — 0, then u is a weak
solution of problem (LI0).

15



Proof. By assumption we have for every v € VVO1 ’A(Q)

/Q [|Vuj\p_2Vuj-Vv+a(x) |V |92V ;- Vo—p |u; [P~ 2ujo—b(z) |uj|q*_2v—g(:c,uj)v] dr = o(1)
(3.7)

as j — o0o. 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 (u;,) be any subsequence of (u;). By the continuous embedding W, *(€2) < W, (Q)
and the hypothesis that (u;) is weakly convergent in Wy (), ||V, || oy < |V, [la < €
for every k. Since, by Lemma B.I, Vu,;, — Vu a.e. in Q up to a subsequence still indexed by
jk, by [2, Proposition A.8-(i), with w = xq|, |Vu,, [P"*Vu;, — |[Vu[P~2Vu in (L7 (Q))V. By
the arbitrariness of the subsequence, the entire sequence (|Vu;|P~2Vu;) converges weakly to
IVul[P~2Vu in (L7 (Q))N. In particular, for every v e Wy 4(Q),

/ |V, [P*Vu; - Vo dz — / |VulP=>Vu - Vodr as j — oo, (3.8)
Q Q
since Vv € (LA(Q))N C (LP(Q))N.

Similarly, since [, a(z)|Vu;|?de < pa(Vu;,) < C by [2.2), and using the a.e. conver-

gence of the gradients, by [2, Proposition A.8-(i), with w = a(z)xq], it holds |Vu;, |7 *Vu;, —
|Vu|7"2Vu in the weighted Lebesgue space

(LY (Q a(2))N = {(p : Q — RY measurable : / a(z)|p|? do < oo} .
Q

Hence, the whole sequence (|Vu;|72Vu;) converges weakly to |Vu|!"2Vu in (L7 (€ a(z)))".
In particular, for every v € VVO1 ’A(Q),

/ a(x)|Vu;|"*Vu, - Vodr — / a(x)|Vu|"*Vu - Vodr  as j — oo, (3.9)
Q Q
since Vv € (LA(Q)N C (LY(Q;a(z)))N.

Analogously, by the continuous embedding W, A(Q) < LP"(Q) and the hypothesis that
(u;) is weakly convergent -and so bounded- in W, A(Q), the sequence (uj,) is bounded in
LP" (). Moreover, up to a further subsequence, u;, — u a.e. in 2, and so applying again [2,
Proposition A.8-(i), with w = xgq, we can conclude by the arbitrariness of the subsequence
that |u; [P "%u; — |u|P"~2u in LP" (Q). In particular, for every v € Wy *(Q),

/ | )P 2ujo de — / lulP" Puvdr  as j — oo. (3.10)
Q Q
We can argue in a similar way to obtain for every v € Wy (Q),

/b(:v)|uj|q*_2ujvd:£—> / b(x)|u|?” Puvdr as j — oo. (3.11)
0 0
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Finally, taking into account that g(z,-) is continuous and assumption ([.IT]), also the term
with g(z,u;) can be passed to the limit in the same way to get for every v € Wol’A(Q),

/g(m,uj)vdx%/g(x,u)vdx as j — 00. (3.12)
Q Q

Combining together (B.8))-(B3.12]), we can pass to the limit in ([B.7]) to have the desired result.
U

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition L8 Let (u;) be a (PS)g sequence, i.e.,

a

1 x 1 . b(x
Bw) = [ [ 1vup+ D2 g Lpp - 24

*

u|* — G(x,uj)} dxr = f+o(1) (3.13)

P |
e

and

B(w) ;= [ [V +a(o) 1Vagl1=p sl =ba) il = 9(o. )] do = of ). (3.14)

Dividing (314) by o, subtracting from (3.13), and using (LI2)) gives
1 1 1 1
- —= \Vu,[Pde+ | - — = a(z) |Vu,|?dx < o(||uyl|) + B + ¢35 | + o(1),
p g/ Ja a 7/ Ja

which together with () implies that (u;) is bounded. Since Wy *(€2) is reflexive, a renamed

subsequence of (u;) then converges weakly to some u € VVO1 ’A(Q). By Lemma [3.2, u is a weak
solution of problem (L.I0).
It remains to show that u is nontrivial. Suppose u = 0. Then the growth condition (.11

implies by Proposition 210 that
/ G(z,u;)dr — 0, / uj g(x,uj)de — 0, (3.15)
Q Q

so (BI3) and (B14)) reduce to

1 a(x) w < b(x) }
—|Vu;|P + —= |Vu,;|? — = |u; [P — —= |uy|? | de = 5+ o(1 3.16
/Q[pl il q|;| p*|] q*|g B+ o(1) (3.16)
and
/Q [IVW\” +a(z) [Vuy|? — |l = b(x) \uj\q*} dz = o(1), (3.17)

respectively. Since (u;) is bounded, (2.4)), (2.10), and ([2.I1) imply that

/ VP de — X, /a(m) V| de — Y, M/ w7 de — 2, /b(:c) |7 e — W
Q Q Q Q
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for a renamed subsequence and some X,Y, Z, W > 0. Then (B.16]) gives
B =I(X,Y,Z,W), (3.18)

in particular, (L14) holds, and ([B.I7) reduces to (LIH). Since

*/p
/ |u P dx < (/ |Vu;|? dx)

. b a*/q
b N0y < 0 194
[serusirie < = ([ ato) 910

by (2I0) and (2.11]), respectively, (LI6) also holds. So (X,Y,Z, W) € S(u,bs) and hence
BI8) gives 8 > *(u, bso ), contrary to assumption. O

We stress the importance of the compactness of the embedding W1A(Q) << L¢(Q) for
the proof of u # 0 in the last part of the previous proof, cf. (3.15).

and

Proof of Proposition[I.7} Let ((X;,Y;, Z;,W;)) C S(it,bs) be a minimizing sequence for
B3 (1, boo). By (L16) and (L.I5),

v b <
X+ [1- X - 2y T <Xy
SP /p (ag Sy)4 fa 7
. boo
L_xrle 2yl < XY~ Z,— W= 0. (3.19)

B S}z;*/p J (ag S,)a°/4

If X;+Y; =0, then Z; + W; = 0 also by (L.IH), so X; =Y, = Z; = W; = 0 and hence
1(X;,Y;, Z;,W;) = 0, contradicting (LI4)). So X; +Y; > 0 and hence (3.19) implies that

p p/(N—p) boo a/(N—q)
SN/ Xj * (a0 Sg) N =1) Y; = L. (3.20)

Dividing (ILI5) by p*, subtracting from (I.I3)), and combining with (B.20) gives

1 1 1 1 1
I(X;,Y5, 25, W) = 5 X + (§_E>YJ+ (E_E) W

N, N—
1 Sp/p [_ be g/(N_q)}( p)/p (3.21)

= N p(N-n)/p (ag Sg)N/(N=a) "3

where we used that p < ¢ < p* < ¢*. Since S(p,0) C S(i,bs0), B (1, bs0) < B*(11,0) and
hence I(X;,Y;, Z;,W;) is bounded uniformly in by, > 0 for fixed p > 0, so the first equality

in (B2I)) implies for j large
V) < (XY, 25, W) < Bt buc) + 1< 5(3,0) + 1,
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that is, Y; is bounded uniformly in b.,. So (I.I7) follows from the last inequality in ([3.21]).
Dividing (LIH]) by ¢*, subtracting from (LI3]), and combining with (3.20) and (.16) gives

11 1 11
I(X;,Y;, Z;, W) = [~ — — X-+—Y-—<———)Z‘
(J Jr#j ]) (p q*) iTN D" 7" J

L (a0 5,V W0
> 0~q 1— H Xp/(N_P) Y H Xp */p (3 22)
N Wl SIJ)V/(N—p) p* SP */p ’ :

Since S(0,b0) C S(it,bs0), 5*(1t,b0) < %(0,bs) and hence I(X;,Y;, Z;, W;) is bounded
uniformly in g > 0 for fixed b, > 0, so the first equality in (3.21]) implies that X is bounded
uniformly in p. So (LI8) follows from (3.22)). O

4 Proof of Theorem [1.7]

The variational functional associated with problem (L.H) is

1
ﬂmzjﬂ—wmwi@QVW—ﬂwr—%m
Q Lp q r p

When r = p, (L6), 2.I0), and 2.11)) give

1 A 1 " p*/p
Eu)>-({1—-—— |\VulP de + - | a(x) |Vu|Tdx — = |Vul? dz
D M)/ Ja qJa p* Sy P \Ja

_ q(%b—;jq)m (/Q a(z) \vu|qu)q*/q. (4.1)

. ba)

P - |

u q*] dr, we Wy(9Q).

For ||lu|l <1,
Jul]” < / (IVulP + a(x) [Vu|?) de < |ull”
Q

by (2.4)) and hence, using that 0 < A < A;(p), (LI gives

! A ) L b :
E(u) 2 min ¢ = {1 - = e Jul|? = P ;”*upq/q.
2 min{ 3 (1= 505 ) Pl = il — e

Since g < p* < pq*/q, it follows from this that the origin is a strict local minimizer of £ when

0 < A< Ai(p). A similar argument using Wy (Q) < L"(Q) (cf. Proposition 27+(ii)) shows

that when r > p, the origin is a strict local minimizer of E for all A > 0. On the other hand,

E(tu) — —o0 as t — +oo for any u € Wy'*'(Q)\ {0}. So E has the mountain pass geometry.
Let

=inf max E(u)>0
Y€l uev([0,1])
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be the mountain pass level, where
[ = {7 € C([0,1], W (@) : 7(0) = 0, E(+(1)) < 0}

is the class of paths in Wy (Q) joining the origin to the set {ue WEAQ) : B(u) < 0}. A
standard deformation argument shows that E has a (PS)s sequence (u;). We will show that
for all ;1 > 0 and sufficiently small by, > 0, in each of the cases in Theorem [L1]

B < B*(1, bos) (4.2)

and hence (u;) has a subsequence that converges weakly to a nontrivial weak solution of
problem (L) by Proposition [LE.

For any u € Wy (Q)\ {0}, 3¢, > 0 such that E(t,u) < 0 since E(tu) — —o0 as t — +00.
Then the line segment {t - t,u : 0 < ¢ < 1} belongs to I" and hence

< . < .
p < max E(t-t,u) < max E(tu)

So, to show that (4.2) holds, it suffices to show that
max E(tug) < 6%(i, beo) (4.3)
for some uy € Wy (Q) \ {0}. To construct such a function wug, take o = 0 for the sake

of simplicity, let ¢ € C§°(B,(0)) be a cut-off function such that 0 <+ < 1 and ) =1 on
B,/2(0), and set

_ (@) _ ue(@)
Ua(fE) = (gp/(p—l) N |x‘p/(p_l)>(N_p)/p’ Ua(I)

B ||u6||LP*(Q)

for e > 0. We will show that (4.3]) holds for uy = v. with € > 0 sufficiently small.
Using the big-O notation, we have the estimates

/Q IVv.Pdx = S, + O(eN-P/=1) (4.4)
and
O(g[Np—(N—p)T‘}/p)’ r> %_—;)

O(E(N—p)r/p(p—l)), r< N]E[p_—pl)

as € — 0 (see Drabek and Huang [14]).
Lemma 4.1. If the following limit holds

c(N=p)/(p—1)
lim —— =0, (4.6)

e—0
/ vl dz
Q

then there exist g, 0" > 0 such that
max E(tve,) < B (1, beo)

when >0 and 0 < by, < b*.
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Proof. Since (LL3)) implies that supp(b) C supp(a), a = 0 = b a.e. in B,(0) by (L1). Since
supp(v:) C B,(0) and [[ve|[,+ ) = 1, this gives

P
rdx_u*
P

E(tv.) = =: ().

So, in view of m), it suffices to show that

1 S;)V/p

max ¢e(t) < 7 m-ae

for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Suppose this is false. Then there are sequences ¢; — 0 and
t; > 0 such that

,utp 1 SN/p
QOEJ / |V'Uj‘pd$ - —/ * Z N m (47)

and
tj L, (ty) = t;’/Q |V, [P do — M /Q v; dr — ,ut‘;’* =0, (4.8)
where v; = v.,. By (£4) and (.3,
/ |Vv;[Pde — S, /v;dx—>0.
Q Q

So (A7) implies that the sequence (¢;) is bounded and hence converges to some t, > 0 for a
renamed subsequence. Passing to the limit in ([A.8]) gives

Spth — ity =0, (4.9)

(Sp) (N—p)/p?
to - —
W

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

() A0 [ e (i ) = O PI),

SO

J

Then
<p Sya? ™ —ptu T;’*—1> (t; —to) = At/ / ol da + O (NP1 (4.10)
Q

for some o, 7; between ¢, and t; by the mean value theorem. Since t; — 9, 0;,7; — to and
hence

pSpot = ptutl Tt s p St —puth) =~ —p)uth ' <0
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by (£9). So ([AI0) and (4.0) imply that ¢; < ¢, for all sufficiently large j. Dividing (£.8) by

p*, subtracting from (A7), and using (4.4]) and (£9) gives
1 LI, [ 1 (N=p)/(p—1)

This together with ¢; < ¢, and (.0) gives

1 1
YEREAPEN
r.p

a contradiction since A\, ty > 0 and r < p*.

O

In view of Lemmal4.T], it suffices to show that (4.6]) holds in each of the cases in Theorem [I]

to complete its proof. Equation (45]) gives us the estimate

O(5[(N—p)(p—l)r—(Np—2N+p)p}/p(p—1))’ r> Ne-b

N-p
(N—p)/(p—1)
e = (W1 | Tog ), r= Mol (4.11)
/QUE da O (WP o= /p0-1)) r < YD
! -p
as e — 0.

(1) Let N > p? and r = p. Then [@II) gives

c(N=p)/(p—1) 0(5(1\7—102)/(17—1))7 N > p?
e = as € — 0,
/vgdx 0(1/|10g€|), N =p?
Q
so (48] follows.

(77) Let N > p* and p < r < p*. Then p > N(p — 1)/(N — p) and hence r > N(p

1)/(N = p), so (d.1I) gives

c(N=p)/(p—1)

/vg dx
Q

Since (N —p)(p—1)r — (Np—2N +p)p > (N —p?)p > 0, (40) follows.

_ O(5[(N—p)(p—1)?“—(NP—2N+P)p]/P(p_1)) ase — 0.

(717) Let N < p*> 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 (@I gives

e(N=p)/(p—1)

/vg dx
Q

Since (N —p)(p —1)r — (Np — 2N + p) p > 0 by the hypothesis on r, (£6]) follows.

_ O(5[(N—p)(p—1)r—(Np—2N+P)P]/p(p_1)) ase — 0.
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5 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

The variational functional associated with problem (L) is

_ 1 ulP @ uq—@u‘g—ﬂu*—@
B = [ |2 19up+ 22 ugr - g - L - 22

*

ul® | de, we WyQ).

p

Fix p <r < p* and let
Cz,t) =t" +c(x)t?, (x,t) € Qx]0,00).

Then
/Q () |uf* do < / (al" + () [uf*) do < max {Julls, Jull2} < lul;

for all w € L°(Q) with [jul|, < 1, and W3 A(Q) is continuously embedded in LC(Q) by
Proposition 2.10, so an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem [L.I] 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 @ > 0,

max E(tug) < B (1, beo) (5.1)

for some uy € W (Q) \ {0}. Take zy = 0, let ¢ € C5°(B,(0)) be a cut-off function such
that 0 <9 <1 and ¢ =1 on B,/»(0), and set

x/0 Ug 5(x
’LLE’&(ZL’) — ¢( / ) (N_ )/ , U&J(l’) — 5,6( )
(e9/(a=1) 4 |gp|a/(a=1)) /4 ||u€,5||Lq*(Q)

for e > 0 and 0 < 0 < 1. We will show that (5.1]) holds for uy = v. 5 with suitably chosen
g,0 > 0.
We have the estimates

/Q V. sl da = S, + O((e/6) N0/ (@D, (5.2)
O(eMtania), p>
[ [90eaP i = § O(eX -0/ 10g (/3 p= Nz (5.3)
O (eWN-aw/a(a=1) §IN@-D-N-1pl/@-1)) < Na=D)
and
O(g[Nq—(N—q)s}/q)’ 5> Njgl_—ql)
/Q v sdr = O(eN]log (¢/9)]), s =M=l (5.4)
O (eW=a)s/ala=1) §IN(a=D=(N=a)sl/la=1)) - 5 < N]S;I_—ql)

as € — 0 and £/6 — 0 (see Ho et al. [I8, Lemma 3.2]).
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Lemma 5.1. If¢/0 — 0 and the following limits hold

/ Ve s|” dz (N—q)/(a—1)
imfe g G — 0, (5.5)

e—0 s e—0 s
/vmd:z /ve,(;dx
Q Q

then there exist g, dg, u* > 0 such that
rglfbx E(tv€o75o> <p (:uv bOO)

when 0 < p < p* and by > 0.

Proof. Since supp(vzs) C B,(0) and [|ve s[4« ) = 1, (LI) gives

*

P

t apt? cot’ boo t4
E(tv.5) < —/ |V s|P do + 0—/ V5|7 do — = /v;f(;d:z — = =1 (1)
P Ja q Ja s Ja 7 q

for all ;> 0. So, in view of (L.I8]), it suffices to show that

1 (CL(] Sq)N/q
max () < 7~ o

for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Suppose this is false. Then there are sequences €; — 0 and
t; > 0 such that

tr ag t? cots boo 1 1 (agS,)N4
@, (t; :—]/ Vo, |P de+ J/ Vv'qu——]/v“f’dx——]Z—iq 5.6
R N e R =l
and
t gp’ej(tj):t;’/ |ij|pdx+a0t‘j/ |ij|qd:):—cotj/vjd:)s—boot§* =0, (5.7)
0 Q Q

where v; = v., 5, and §; = 6(¢;). By (B.2)-(5.4),

/\ij\qd:c%Sq, /\ij\pdxﬁo, /v;f’dx—>0.
Q Q Q

So (B.6]) implies that the sequence (¢;) is bounded and hence converges to some ¢, > 0 for a
renamed subsequence. Passing to the limit in (B.7]) gives

(g Sytd — boo t1 =0, (5.8)

SO
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Subtracting (5.8]) from (5.7)) and using (5.2]) gives
tﬁ-’/Q Vo, [P d 4 ag Sy (] — 15) — co tj-/ﬂvj de — b (17— 177) = O((&;/8,) -0/,

Then

<qa0 S, O’j_l — q% boo 7']‘-]*_1> (tj —to) = co tj/

Q

vi dr — t;’/ |V, P dx
0

+ O((g5/0;)N-9/@=D) - (5.9)

for some o, 7; between ¢, and t; by the mean value theorem. Since t; — 9, 0;,7; — to and
hence

G0 Sy 0] = ¢ boe 7] T = qag Syt — ¢ bt TN = — (07 — @) bt 1 <0

by (E.8). So (5.9) and (5.5) imply that t; < t, for all sufficiently large j. Dividing (5.7) by
q*, subtracting from (5.0)), and using (5.2) and (B.8)) gives

11 1 11\ . [ . 1
(5—5) t?/ﬂ\vvﬂpdx—i-ﬁaoé’qt‘;—co (;—E) tj/ijdeNaoSqtg

+O0 ((Ej/(;j)(N—q)/(q—l)) .

This together with ¢; < ¢, and (5.5]) gives

1 1
CO(___*)tSSO>
s q

a contradiction since ¢y, ty > 0 and s < g*. O

In view of Lemma 5.1} it only remains to find a § = d(¢) € (0, 1] such that /6 — 0 and
(5.3) holds as € — 0 in each of the two cases in Theorem [[.4

(1) Let 1 < p < N(g—1)/(N —1) and N?(q —1)/(N —1)(N — q) < s < ¢*. We take
d = ¢e", where k € [0, 1) is to be determined. Since

N?*(g—1) o N-1
(N-1)(N—¢q) = N-q

(E3) and (B4) give

s >

/ |V, s|P dx
RN _ [(N—q)(s+p/(q—1))—Ngq]/q+K[N(¢g—1)—(N—-1)p]/(¢—1)
O(“fj )

S
/N v sdx
R

-0 (5[N(q—1)—(N—1)p}(H—ﬁ)/(q—l))

)
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where

Nq(g—1)— (N —q)(g—1)s — (N —q)p

5T [N(g—1)— (N — 1)plg ’

and (0.4) gives
(e/6)N-a)/(a=1)

S
/N vZ sdx
R

-0 (5[(N—q)(q—l)s—(Nq—zNJrq)q}/q(q—l)—H(N—q)/(q—l) )

-0 (5(N—q)(ﬁ—'f)/(q—1))

where
(N =qg)(g—1)s = (Ng—=2N +q)q
(N —q)q '

We want to choose k € [0,1) so that kK > k and x < ®. This is possible if and only if £k < R,
k < 1, and ® > 0. Tedious calculations show that these inequalities are equivalent to

R =

N2(q —
. (¢q—1) |
(N —=1)(N —q)
Np
S>N—q’
and
N2(g—1 N —
‘= (-1 q

(N=1D(N =g (N-1)(¢g—1)

respectively, all of which hold under our assumptions on p and s.
(7)) Let N(¢ —1)/(N —1) <p<qand Np/(N —q) <s < q*. We take § = 1. Since

Np Ng—=1) o Ne-1)

CN-TWN-OWN-g T N-q
(B3) and (B.4]) give
/R Vsl de (O (elV-as=Nil/a), p > Nah
/ vesde a 0(5[(N—q)s—Np}/q | log5|), p= Nz(vq—_ll)
RN
and

(e/6)N-a)/(a=1)

S
/N v sdx
R

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

Np N*(¢-1) . (Ng—2N+q)q
N—qg  (N-1)(N—-q) " (N-q)(¢g—1)"

=0 (5[(1\7—(1)(q—l)s—(Nq—2N+q)q}/q(q—l)) )
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6 Proofs of Theorems 1.9, 1.10, and I.11I

In this section we prove the Pohozaev type identity (LI9) and derive subsequent nonexistence
results for the double phase problem (IL1I), which we report here for the reader’s convenience

—div (|VulP? Vu + a(z) |[Vu|" > Vu) = f(z,u) inQ
(6.1)
u=20 on 0f),

where Q C RY is a C* bounded domain, 1 <p<qg< N, q¢/p<1+1/N,and 0 < a € C*(Q).

Proof of Theorem [1.9. Multiplying the left-hand side of the equation in (G.1]) by (z-Vu), and
integrating by parts over (), we get by straightforward calculations

— / div (|Vul[P> Vu + a(z) [Vu|'* Vu) (z - Vu) dx
0

:/Q {(1— %) IVl + (1— %) a(a:)|Vu\q} d:c—/ﬂ@(Va-x) dr (62)
- /m {(1 _ ]39) IVl + (1 _ é) a(z)|Vu|q} (z - v)do.

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

_/Qf(gg,u) (z- V) d;);':—N/QF(ZL’,u) dz. (6.3)

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

1 1 1
—|VulP + —a(z qu)dx—i-—/ Vu|' (Va - x)dx
[ (Giwar s Sa@ivup) do+ g [ (9T )

A T R

:/QF(:c,u)dx

Now, multiplying the equation in (6.1) by u/¢* and integrating by parts over €2, we also have

! b ? I—l z,u)udx
= [ Qv+ a@iwupy do = - [ o uud (65)

Finally, subtracting (6.5) from (6.4) and observing that 1/p* —1/¢* = 1/p—1/q and |Vu| =
|0, u| over 0€2, in view of the homogeneous boundary conditions, we obtain the desired identity
(LI9) and conclude the proof. O

In the rest of the section we assume that € is starshaped. Without loss of generality we
suppose that 0 € Q2 and €2 is starshaped with respect to the origin, and so (z - v) > 0 on 0f.
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Being a(x) nonnegative, the boundary term in (I.I9)) is nonnegative, and the Pohozaev type
identity (L.I9) gives the inequality

(%—é)/Q|Vu\pdx+Niq/Q|Vu\q(Va-x)dxS/Q(F(m,u)—%f(x,u)u) dz. (6.6)

We are now ready to prove the nonexistence theorem.

Proof of Theorem[I.10. Being a(x) radial and radially nondecreasing, (Va-x) > 0. Thus, by
(6.6)), we have

(o) e [ o G o o (G5 )

In case (i) this immediately gives <1 1) Jo |VulPdz < 0, that is uw = 0. In case (ii), by

Poq

p*] de. (6.7)

inequality (6.7) we can infer that

1 1 1 1
(— — —) / |VulPdr < |cf|ze(q) <— — —*) / lul? da.
p q Q b q Q

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

[(1_1) _ ez~ (1_i)}/\Vu|pdx§0,
P q M) \p ¢ 0

which again implies u = 0, by the assumption on ||c||z~ ). Finally, for (iii), we go back to
the Pohozaev type identity (LI9) and observe that in this case, using again the variational
characterization of A(p) and the assumptions on p and ||c||z=(q), it implies

(% ) %) /g vupde s Kl - %) Dl + (1 - %) a(x)\ayuw} (e v)do

1 1 1 1
< ey (2 1) [lapar< (3-1) [vupas
p q Q p q Q
Therefore,

/asz [(1 N %) Dl + (1 - é) “@)\@ulq} (x-v)do <0,

which in view of the strict starshapedness of Q (i.e., (x - v) > 0 on 092) forces
J,u=0 on 0. (6.8)

Since, by the explicit expression for ||c||z~) given in the hypothesis, it holds

1 1 1 1 1 1
(_ _ _) / \VulPdz < ||e|| L~ () <— - —*) / |ulPdz = (— - —) )\1(13)/ |ulPdz.
P 49/ Ja p g Q p g Q

By the variational characterization of A;(p), if u is non-zero, it must be the first eigenvalue
of the p-Laplacian, and so it satisfies the equation —A,u = A\;(p)u?~*. Hence, by the Hopf
Lemma, d,u # 0 on 0f2. Thus, in view of (6.8), u = 0. O
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Proof of Theorem [ 11l Suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence (u;) C VVO1 ’A(Q)ﬂ
W24(Q) of solutions of (6.1]) such that |lu;|| — 0 as j — co. Let v > ¢*. Multiplying the
equation in (6.1]) by u/v and using the expression of the specific nonlinearity f in the hy-
pothesis, we get

1 1 " "
- / (Vs + a(a) Vs o = = / (@)l + s P+ b))

Subtracting this last identity from (6.4]), and using that (2 is starshaped and «a is radial and
radially nondecreasing, this implies

1 1 1 1
(—*——)/|Vuj|pdx+ <—*——)/a(x)|Vuj|qd:)s
p Y/ Ja q v/ Ja
1 1 / (1 1)/ . (1 1)/ R
<|-—-= c(@)|u;|"de +p | ——— ulP doe+ | — — — b(x)|u;|? dx
(T 7)Q()|g| A Q|g| pri Q()|g|
1 1 / (1 1) 1 .
Ol c@)|uj|"de+p | —— =) —= V)P /P
(F-3) Lewmras vn (- 3 ) grmtoavm)
1 1 b
— D) )4 /a
+(Q* 7) (aosq)q*/q(pA(vu])) ’
where in the last steps we used (2.10) and (ZII]). Thus, the last chain of inequalities gives
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .
S Vu;) <= —— /cxu-fdx+ (———)—* V)P /P
(q* 7)&4( i) (T 7) Q()\ il el Sg/p(pA( i)
11 ba .
# (= 1) S ea T

q* f)/ aOSq)q*/q

(6.9)

Now, if 7 € (p,p*], then by the Sobolev embedding W, ”(Q) < L"(Q), we obtain

11 1 1 r/p
(—* — —)pA(Vuj) < <— - —) cooCs </ |Vuj|pdzz)
v Ty Q
11\ 1 . 1 1 b .
R N\P* /P - _ - s \a*/a
i <p* 7) SI’)’*/”(M(W])) i (q* 7) (g5, s P4V 1)

< (1 —~ %) e Cs(pa(Vuy))"/? + (i - 1) : (pa(Vuy)»"/”

r Pt v/ sy
11 be .
(== o) = (pal(Vu) e,
(5 2) e paTu)
where co = ||¢||z() and Cs > 0 is a constant arising from the Sobolev embedding. Since

by 24), pa(Vu;) — 0 as well, this gives a contradiction, because all the exponents of
pa(Vu;) on the right-hand side are larger than 1. Thus, (7) is proved. As for (ii), setting
C(x,t) :==t7 +c(x)t", with o € (g, p*), by Proposition BI0, we know that WHA4(Q) — LE(Q).
Thus,

/QC(x)Iujl’"dx < pe(u;) < max{|Ju;[1g, lluslle}r < Comaxtilugl|?, [Ju; [} = Cgllus||”,

29



where Cy > 0 is a constant arising from the embedding, and we used that ||u;|| < 1 for j
large. Therefore, combining with (6.9), we have

11 11 11 i
(—* - —) < (—* - —) pa(Vy) < ( _ —) ey
q Y q Y r Y
11\ 1 (11 b .
b= 2) ol + (£ 3) el
peoy) syt ¢ ) (agSyr /"

which contradicts ||u;|| — 0, because all the exponents of ||u;|| on the right-hand side are
larger than ¢, in particular pg*/q > ¢ is a consequence of ¢/p < 1+ 1/N. This concludes the
proof of (ii). Finally, to prove (7i7), we first estimate

r/q
/ c(x) |ul|"de < coo/ lul"dz < cooCl (/ |Vu|qdz>
Q supp(c) supp(c)

CooClg </ )r/q ooClg
<= a(x) |Vul? dzx < pa(Vu))/4,
(ao)r/q supp(©) ( ) | | (af))’“/q ( A( ))

where C% > 0 is a constant arising from the embedding W,*(Q) < L"(€). The proof can
now be concluded as in case (i). O
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