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1 Introduction and main results

Stuart @] established the result of at least two non-negative weak solutions for the following nonhomogeneous problem:

2 2 2 2
—div (¢ (ﬂ) Vu)—i—(b(%)u:)\u—i-h, xze Q,

u(z) =0, x€ 09,

(1.1)

where h € L*(Q2), h > 0, Q is a bounded domain of RN, N > 1, A € R, ¢ € C([0,40),R), ®(s) = [; ¢()dr and
satisfies

(®1) ®(0) =0, ¢ = P’ is non-increasing on [0, +00) and ¢(00) = lims_, 0 P(s) > 0;

(®2) putting ®(s%) = g(s), there exists p > 0 such that

g(t) > g(s) +g'(s)(t — s) + p(t — 5)?, for all s,¢ > 0;

(P3) limg o0 (P(s) — D'(5)8) < +00.

(®2) is used to ensure the ellipticity of (II]). More specifically, when ¢(co0)+@(c0) A1 < A < ¢(0)+¢(00) A1, he obtained
results that the equation (L) has a trivial solution and another non-negative non-trivial weak solution for h = 0 and
if there exists Hy and 0 < [|h[|2 = [[,, h?dx]'/? < H), the equation () has at least two distinct non-negative weak
solutions. He claimed that in both cases one is a strict local minimum solution and the other is a mountain pass type
solution.

u? + |Vul?

In the equation ([ILT]), the quasilinear term ¢ depends on which drives from a nonlinear optical model.

The optical model described the propagation about self-trapped transverse magnetic field modes in a cylindrical optical
fiber made from a self-focusing dielectric material. For more details, see @—@]
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In recent years, there have been some studies on the particular quasilinear term ¢. For example, Jeanjean and
Radulescu ﬂﬁ], extended the results in @] They studied the following second order quasilinear elliptic equation:

—div <¢ <w> Vu) +¢(w>u_ﬂu)+h, x €

u =0, x € 0,

(1.2)

where h € L%(Q) is non-negative, 2 is a bounded domain of RY with N > 1. They optimized the assumptions about
the quasilinear part ¢. Specifically, they assumed that ¢ satisfies the following conditions:
(¢1) ¢ € C(]0,4+00),R) and there exist some constants 0 < ¢min < Pmax such that

(bmin S ¢(5) S ¢max; ERS [Oa +OO)7

(¢2) the function s — ®(s?) is convex on R,

where the condition (¢2) ensures the ellipticity of (2] and is weaker than (®3). They obtained that the problem
(T2) has a non-negative solution, when h = 0 and f satisfies sublinear growth. For h = 0, they got the result that the
equation (L2) has a non-trivial solution if f satisfies sublinear growth. Meanwhile, they also claimed the nonexistence
of solutions under some appropriate conditions. They deduced that the problem (L2) has at least one non-negative
solution for ||h|2 sufficiently small and the solution is non-trivial if A # 0, when f satisfies linear growth, and ®
satisfies (¢2) and the following condition,

(¢3) ¢ € C(]0,+0),R), there exist some constants 0 < Pmin < Pmax such that

(bmin S ¢(S) S ¢maxu S € [07 +OO)7

and there exists ¢(o0) > 0 such that ¢(s) — ¢(o0) as s — oo.
They also claimed that the problem (2] has at least two non-trivial non-negative solutions for h # 0 and at least a
non-trivial non-negative solution for h = 0 when ¢ satisfies (¢3) and the following condition:
(¢4) the function s — ®(s?) is strictly convex on R.
What’s more, combining the mountain pass theorem and some analytical skills, Pomponio and Watanabe HE] got
that the equation ([2) has a radial ground state solution u and u € C*“ for some o € (0,1), when h = 0 and the
nonlinearity satisfies a variant of Berestycki-Lions’ conditions.

In this paper, we first establish the existence of at least three non-trivial solutions for a class of quasilinear elliptic
systems with Dirichlet boundary value:

2 2 2 2
—div (¢1 (%) Vu) + ¢ (%) u= NGy (z,u,v), r e Q,

2 2 2 2
_diV (¢2 (ﬁ) Vv) _|_ ¢2 <$> v = AGU(.I,U/, U), x € Q, (1-3)
u=uv=0, x € 00,

where  is a non-empty bounded open subset in RV, N > 1, [Q] := vol(Q) = [, I1dz < +o0, A is a positive constant,
(u,v) € W := H}(Q) x Hj(Q) and ®;(s) = [; ¢s(7)dr, i = 1,2. We assume that ¢; satisfies (¢4) and the following
conditions:
(1)" ¢i € C([0,+00),R) and there exist constants 0 < ¢? < ¢", such that

) < ¢i(s) < ¢, forall s € [0, 4+00).

And the nonlinearity G(z, -, -) is C* in RxR for a.e. x € ) and satisfies G(, s, ) is measurable in {2 for any (s,t) € RxR
and the following assumptions:
(G1) there exist non-negative constants a1, as and p, ¢ € [1,2*) such that

|Gs(z,5,t)] < ay + asls|Pt, |Gi(, 5,1)] < ay + aslt|? !, V(z,s,t) € QxR xR,

(G2) G(z,s,t) > 0 for every (x,s,t) € Q@ x RT x RT and G(z,0,0) = 0;
(G3) there exist contants 0 < a, 5 < 2 and b > 0 such that

Gla,s,t) < b(L+|s* +[t]°),



for almost every x € 2 and every s, t € R;
(G4) there exist contants v, > 0 and o7 > 0 with o1 > 17, such that

inf G Z,01,0 A - B
zEQ (2 1,01) > 2a; 2L + asAavy 2+ az Az7q g
o1 ga!

where

1/2 p/2
- ()" -G (2)"

= (G (2N 2 o 2 , (1.4)
SR (YE) vy ey

a1, as are given in (G1), ¢o = min{¢?, ¢3}, ¢y, = max{e7, 5}, D 1= sup,cq dist(x, ), C1, Cp and C, denote the
embedding constants. Specifically, fixing p € [1,2*], there exists the embedding H} () < LP(Q2) which is continuous
and there exists a positive constant C), such that

[ull, < Cpll V2. (1.5)

In particular, the embedding Hg(2) < LP(2) is compact when p € [1,2*). H}(Q) denotes the closure of C§° in the
Sobolev space W12(€), equipped with the inner product and norm

(u,v) = / Vu - Voudz, lullo = (u,u)'/?,
Q

where W12(Q) is defined as a space of all functions u :  — R satisfying u € L?(2) and the partial derivative
DYy € L3(Q) for 0 < |a] < 1. LP(Q) (1 < p < co) denotes the Lebesgue space with the norm

1/p
full = ([ ez )
Q

By simple caculation, there exists xo €  such that the ball B(zg, D) C Q and meas(B(zg, D))

aN/2

=——D
I'(1+4+ N/2)
Presently, the existence of three solutions for p-Laplacian equations and systems has been followed and many
excellent results have been obtained. In ], Ricceri studied a class of elliptic eigenvalue problems:

N

{—Au = Alf(u) + pg(u)], ze Q (1.6)

u(z) =0, r € 09,

where Q C RY is bounded, N >3, A\, u € R, f, ¢ : R = R are two continuous functions. Combining m, Theorem
1] and [19, Corollary 1], he obtained the existence of three non-trivial solutions for (L8) when A > 0 and |y is small
enough. [21, Remarks 5.3 and 5.4] shows that there is a trivial solution of (I8 for g = 0. That is, there are only two
non-trivial solutions for ¢ = 0. Then, Ricceri improved the result of , Theorem 3.1] to @, Theorem 1] which shows
that the conclusion of [21, Theorem 3.1] holds for each A in an open sub-interval of an interval I C R by replacing
the convexity of the operator term with sequential weak lower semicontinuity. Under the additional assumption that
the operator term is bounded on each bounded set of €2, Ricceri ﬂﬁ] reached the existence of three solutions for each
A in a non-empty open interval A and A C I C R. However, neither @] or ] gave the further information on
the size and location of the set of A. Hereafter, a new three critical points theorem was established in ﬂﬂ] , which
ensures that the conclusion of Theorem 1 in [23] actually holds for each compact interval A contained in (a,+00),
where a is given, please refer to M] for details. Three critical points theorems for non-differentiable functionals
were established in M], when the functions f, g may be discontinuous on u, which extended the results previously
in HE] from differentiable functionals to non-smooth functionals and determined a precise interval of parameter A.



In B, Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.6 ], Bonanno also got a well-determined interval of parameter A in the smooth
and the non-smooth framework for the functionals which have at least three critical points under weaker regularity
and compactness conditions. In ﬂa], the existence of three non-trivial solutions for non-autonomous elliptic Dirichlet
problems without any small perturbation of the nonlinearity is presented:

(1.7)

—Au = \f(x,u), x € Q,
u(z) =0, r € 09,

where f:Q xR — R is a function and satisfies the following assumptions:
(F1) there exist two non-negative constants aq, az and ¢ € [1,2*) such that

|f(z, )] < a1 + ag|t]T, V(z,t) € Q@ x R;

(F2) F(z,€&) > 0 for every (z,£) € Q x RY;
(F%) there exist contants 0 < s < 2 and b > 0 such that

Bz, &) <b(1+[¢),

for almost every € €2 and every £ € R;
(Fy) there exist contants v > 0 and § > 0 with § > 7k, such that

infmGQ F(Ia 5)
52
where a1, as are given in (Fy) and &, K1 and K» are given in equation (10) of [6].
They reached that the equation (L) has at least three non-trivial solutions in Hg(f2) for each parameter A

belonging to
N £ CAESY 52 202N — 1) 1
UL D? infyeq F(x,0)’ D2 a1 K1 /v +asKay9=2 )

The method they used is based on a recent three critical points theorem B, Theorem 3.6] for differentiable functional,
which can be rewrited as |6, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 1. (ﬂa, Theorem 2.1]) Let X be a reflexive real Banach space, ® : X — R be a coercive, continuously
Gateaux differentiable and sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous functional whose Gateaux derivative admits a
continuous inverse on X*, ¥ : X — R be a continuously Gateaux differentiable functional whose Gateaux derivative
is compact such that

K
> @ + ek,

®(0) = ¥(0) =0.
Assume that there exist » > 0 and Z € X, with r < ®(Z), such that:
(a1) supq,(w)grlll(x) < \I}(‘f)
T o(z)’
d(z) r
\I/('f) , SUPg(z)<r \I/(.I)
Then, for all A € Ay the functional ® — AW has at least three distinct critical points in X.

Moreover, using variational methods and three non-trivial critical points theorem in B, Theorem 3.6] or a more
precise version of |6, Theorem 2.1], Bonanno-Heidarkhani-O’regan proved the existence of three non-zero solutions for
a gradient nonlinear Dirichlet elliptic system driven by a (p, ¢)-Laplacian operator in ﬂﬂ], when Q C RY is bounded
and p,g >N >1. In ﬂ], Averna and Bonanno investigated the existence of three non-trivial weak solutions for the
Dirichlet elliptic system in ﬂa], when N > 3,1 < ¢ <p< N and f satisfies some appropriate assumptions. The results
in [1] determine an appropriate interval about the parameter A which improve the conclusions in [2], [5] and [15)].

Meanwhile, the existence of three solutions for the Neumann problem is also followed. In ﬂﬂ], applying Theorem 1
of ﬂﬂ], Bonanno and Candito proved the existence of three non-trivial weak solutions for the Neumann problem:

(ag) for each A € Ay = , the functional ® — AV is coercive.

—Apu+a(z)|ulP2u = Af(z,u), x€ Q,

1.8
9 _o re on, (18)
ov



where Q C RY is bounded, f: QxR =R, A€R,, p> N >1,a € L®(Q), essinfyeqa(z) > 0 and v is the outward
unit normal to 0€2. In ﬂﬂ], applying the result which is obtained in B] and a more precise version of M, Theorem 3.2
], D’Agui and Bisci proved the existence of at least three non-zero solutions for the problem of (L8] and determined a
precise interval of values of the parameter A, when Q C R¥ is bounded, N > p > 1. Using M, Theorem 3.2 |, Bonanno-
Bisci-Radulescu B] studied the following quasilinear elliptic Neumann problem:

—div(a(|Vu|)Vu) + a(ju))u = Af(z,u), z€ Q,

1.9
oy se on, (1.9)
ov

where Q C RY is bounded, N > 3, and

_ it fort#£0,
s"(“'_{0, for ¢t =0

They obtained that the Neumann problem of (L)) has at least three nontrivial solutions, when pg > N > 3, where
e te(t) [
bo = %gg Wv o(t) = /0 p(s)ds.

For a class of quasilinear elliptic systems involving the p(z)-Laplace operator with Neumann boundary condition, the
existence of at least three solutions is also established in [33] by using the three critical points theorem in ﬂﬁ]

Inspired by ﬂa, , , @], we investigate the following non-autonomous nonhomogeneous quasilinear elliptic Neumann
problem:

2 2 2 2
_div <¢1 (M) Vu | + ¢ (M) u = AGy(z,u,v), re Q,

2 2
2 2 2 2
_div (¢2 (ﬁ) Vv) + ¢ (%) v = AGy(z,u,v), re Q, (1.10)
u  Ov
% = % = 0, T € 89,

where ) is a non-empty bounded open subset of the Euclidean space RY, N > 1, \ is a positive constant, (u,v) €
X := HY(Q) x HY(Q). We mainly study the existence of at least three non-trivial solutions for (LI0), under the
assumptions (¢1)’, (¢4), (G1)-(G3) and the following condition:

(G4) there exist two positive contants v, and oo, with oy > 727 such that

infm G:E,O’ , 0 A A. - A -
cQ (2 2,02) > 2a1_1 —I—CLQAQ’YS 2_|_a2A3~)/§ 27
o5 V2
N 2\ o ()Pem (2\"?
A= (2)"7 g oo (1Y
1 1¢ <¢0> 2 p ¢0
B (Cq)q¢m < 9 )Q/2 B 02
) (2 o 1.11
3 q %o o

(I () v (D )

where a1, as are given in (G1), ¢o, ¢m are given in (¢1)’, ¢1, ¢, and ¢, are the embedding constants which are related
with the embedding H'(Q2) < LP(Q). That is, when p € [1,2%), H'(Q) < LP(Q) and the following embedding
inequality holds,

lullp < cpllull, (1.12)
for every u € H(Q). H'(2) denotes the space W12(2) equipped with the norm

Jull = | [ 2+ 19u)ae]| "



Next, we show our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that ¢; (i = 1,2) and G satisfy ($1)', (¢a) and (G1)-(G4) respectively. Then for N > 1 and
each parameter A\ belonging to

2
A o (mel (bm
e infyeq G(z,01,01)’ (

)

A
2a171 + ag AP~ + CL2A3’71‘12)
1

the problem (L3) possesses at least three weak solutions in W, where Ay, Az and Az are given in (I4).
Particularly, for N = 1, since the embedding Hg (2) < C°(Q) is compact, it holds

[[floo

C:= sup (1.13)
w€H (2)\{0} [[wllo
Without the assumption (G1) and replacing (G4) with the following condition (G4)”,
(Gy4)" there exist contants y1 > 0 and o1 > 0 with o1 > 7, such that
infreq G(z,01,0 _ o _
S1 0(2 1,01) > b(Any 2 + An 072+ Azyd 72,
1
where
2 a/2
A = ¢mlQ], A2 = ¢ |QC <—) ;
Po
B/2
2
Asy = b|Q|C? (¢—> . T= 7 (1.14)
0

([ () e (F)]m)

we also get the existence of three non-zero solutions as the following.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that ¢; (i = 1,2) and G satisfy (¢1)’, (94), (G2)-(G3) and (G4)" respectively. Then for N =1

and each parameter X belonging to

A — (me—% Om
e infxeﬂ G(I, 01, Ul) , b(All")/l_z + Azl’yft—z + A317f}72) ,
the problem ([I.3) possesses at least three weak solutions in W, where A1y, Aa1 and Aszy are given in (LI4).
For the problem ([LTT), by replacing (G4) with (G4)’, we can reach the following conclusion.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that ¢; (i = 1,2) and G satisfy ($1), (¢4) and (G1)-(G3) and (G4) respectively. Then for
N > 1 and each parameter \ belonging to

A — (me'% ¢m
TR inwaQ (;'(‘KE70-270'2)7 (

3

A - -
2a171 + a2 A2y + G2A372q_2)
2

the problem (IL10) possesses at least three non-zero solutions in X, where Ay, Ay and Az are given in (L11).
Furthermore, for N = 1, the embedding H'(Q) — C°(Q) is compact, and it holds

[[/loo

C .=
uweH(Q)\{0} [ ]

(1.15)



We deduce the existence of three non-zero solutions for the problem (I0) when N = 1. The condition (G7) is not
needed and we replace (G4)" with the following condition (G4)"’,
(G4)" there exist two positive contants v3 and o3, with o3 > 37 such that

infoeq G(z,03,0 A . A g
= (2 2.05) b(Arys? + Apy§ ™ + Agyf 2,
03

where
R R 2 /2
Ay = 6|, Ay = 6](c)" (¢—) ,
0

B/2
Js = dmlQl(c)? (3) |
oo

03

=7r= : (1.16)

02 2 1/2
(|2 (5)+o ()]0
2
and aq, ag are given in (Gp).

Theorem 1.4. Assume that ¢; (i = 1,2) and G satisfy (¢1), (64) and (G1)-(G3) and (G4)"" respectively. Then for
N =1 and each parameter \ belonging to

>

A o ¢m0'3 (bm
18T infacGQ G(«I, 03, 03) , b(/il")/g2 + 1212")/30‘72 + 1213’}/572) ,

the problem (II0) possesses at least three weak solutions in X, where Ay, Ay and As are given in (I10).

2 Preliminaries

Clearly, the corresponding functional of (I3) is defined on W = H{(Q) x H}(Q) by
2 \V4 2 2 \V4 2
J(u,v) :/ {@1 (%) + &, (#)} dz — X\ [ G(z,u,v)dz, (2.1)
Q

Q

where the space W equiped with the norm

1/2 1/2
s )l = el + lello = ( / |Vu|2dx) n ( /Q|w|2dx)

With the similar arguements in [35, Appendix A.1], from (¢;)’ and (G;), one has J € C'(W,R). For any (u,v) and
(u1,v1) € W, we have
v? + |Vol?

(T (w,0), (ug, 1)) = l{gf)l(u+|Vu|2)(uu1+Vu-Vu1)+¢2< .

> (vvy + Vo - Vouy)| de

/Q (x,u,v)ur + Gy (2, u,v)v1] dz
= (Ju(u,v),ur) + {(Jy(u,v),v1). (2.2)

Similarly, the corresponding functional of (LIT) is defined on X = H(Q) x H*(Q2) by

L(u,v)Z/Q[fbl (M)-ﬁ-@g (” +2|W|2)] /G:v w, )

The space X = H1(Q2) x H(Q) equiped with the norm

1/2

[(w, 0)l[x = lJull +[lvll = [/QW + IVUI2)dw] - + Uﬂ(v2 + |VU|2)dx:|



From (¢1)" and (G1), it is easy to know L € C*(X,R). For any (u,v) and (ug,v2) € X, we have

a? al? 72 o|?
(L (u,0), (ug,v2)) = /Q [qﬁl <%> (tug + Vi - Vug) + ¢2 (#) (vvg + Vo - Vo) | do
—/Q [Gu(x, @, 0)us + Gy(x, @, 0)vs] da
= (Lg(a,v),us) + (Ly(u,v),ve) (2.3)

First, we recall a convergence result HE, Lemma 6] about the monotone operators.

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a finite dimensional real Hilbert space with norm |- | and inner product (-,-). Assume
that 8 € C(X, X) which is strictly monotone, that is

(Bn) = B(m),n—m) >0, for anyn,m € X with n # n.

Setting {n,} € X, ne€ X and
lim (B(nn) = B(n),m —n) = 0.

n—-+o0o

Then {n,} converges ton in X.
Similar to ﬂﬂ, Lemma 3.4], we have the following conclusion,

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (¢1) and (¢4) hold. Let 3 : RNT1 — RN+ gijven by

s = o (L)

Then B is strictly monotone.
2

t
Proof. Let n = (u,Vu) and 1, = (4, Va). Following from (¢4), it is easy to see that ¢ (5> t is strictly increasing
on R. In the view of m, Lemma 3.4], it holds that

2 2
n m
(¢ (%) n—¢ <%> n,n—m) >0, foranynmn eRVF (2.4)
Then, we obtain that g strictly monotone. O
u? + [Vu]?

Remark 2.3. In this paper, the quasilinear term depends on a function of but not |Vu|. This particular

quasilinear term makes our problems are different from the problems about p—LaplacianE, ] and fI)—LaplacianB, @/
To obtain the continuity of (I1) ™1 and (I5)~1, it is necessary for our arguments to use the theory of monotone operators
and the skill of adding one dimension to space. The definition of (I1)~% and (I5)~' will be given in section 3 and
section 4.

3 Dirichlet boundary Problem

In this section, we will give the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Firstly, we drive some lemmas those are
useful for the proofs.
In order to study problem (3], we put the functional Iy, Y1 : H3(Q2) x H} () — R and

= [ o (25T oy (P -

T1(u,v) = /Q G(z,u,v)dx VY (u,v) € W. (3.2)

and



3.1. Proofs of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (¢1)" and (¢4) hold. Then functional I; € C*(W,R) is sequentially weakly lower semicon-
tinuous, coercive and whose Gateauz derivative I} admits a continuous inverse (I1)~* on the dual space W* of W.
Proof. Similar to [14, Lemma 3.2 (ii)], from (¢,), it is easy to know that

L (u,v) - Il(ﬂa 1_)) - <I{(’U’a 1_))5 (u,v) - (ﬁ,@» > Oa for any (u,v), (1_1,,5) € VV? (33)
and I; is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous, that is

I (u,v) < liminf Iy (up, v,), for (up,v,) = (u,v) in W.

n—roo

2 2
Following from (¢1)’, (B)) and the Mean value theorems for definite integrals, there exist £ € (O, ﬁ) and

2 4 |vyl?
& e (O, vt Vol [Vl ) for every x € €2, such that

2
(u?+[Vul?)/2 (24| Vol?)/2
L (u,v) = / / ¢1(s)d8+/ ¢ (t)dt | dx
o \Jo 0

2 2 2 2
= [ o™= s e = s
Q

¢
> Z(Ivul3 + [[voll3)
b0

> 20 (w0 -

Obviously, Iy (u,v) = 400 as ||(u, v)||w — +oo. Hence, I; is coercive.
Next, we claim that (I])~! € C(W*,W). From (¢1)" and ([22)), we have

o)l = s MOl o)
’ (uronewyoy  ll(u,v1)|lw

{11 (v, v), (u, 0))
[1(w, 0)[[w

2 2 2 2
/ [¢>1 (ﬂ) (u? + |Vul?) + ¢ (7?} +2|Vv| ) (v? + |Vv|2)} dx
Q

[1(w, 0)[[w

Y

ollull§ + dollvll3
[ (w, v)[lw
= )
for any (u,v) € W. This shows that I] is coercive in W. Let n = (u, Vu), m = (4, Va), £ = (v, Vo) and & = (7, VD).
Following from (22), (Z4) and 1)), it holds that

<I{(ua 1)) - I{(’U’a 17)) (u,v) - (ﬁa 1_})>

_ /Q¢1 (W) [u(u — @) + Vu - (Vu — Vi) de

+/Q¢2 (W) [v(v —0) + Vv - (Vv — Vo)]dz

— /Q o3 (M) [a(u — )+ Vu - (Vu— Va)]de



- /Q . (M> [6(v — B) + Vi - (Vo — Vo) |do

([ () ()] 0w [ ()0 ()] -

> 0.

It holds that I is strictly monotone in W. From (¢1)’, it is easy to see that I] is continuous. The continuity of I;
shows I; is hemicontinuous. Together with m, Theorem 26] and the fact that I] is strictly monotone in W, it holds
that there exists the inverse (I7)~! of I and (I;)~! is bounded in W*. Next, we claim that (I])~! is continuous by
proving the inverse (I])~! of I is sequentially continuous. Put any sequence {w,} C W* such that w,, — w € W*.
Let (un,v,) = (I1) " (wy) and (u,v) = (I]) " (w). We will prove that (un,v,) — (u,v) in W. Following from (I7)~*
is bounded and w,, — w in W*, it holds that {(un,v,)} is bounded in W. From the fact that W is a reflexive Banach
Space, we have (un,v,) — (ug,vo) in W, which shows that u,, — uo in Hg(Q) and v, — vg in H{ (), respectively.
From the boundness of {(uy,,v,)} and w, — w in W*, it holds that

(wn, — w, (Un, vyn) — (ug,v0)) — 0 asn — oo,
that is,
(I3 (tn, vn) — 11 (u,v), (U, vn) — (ug,v0)) = 0 asn — oo. (3.4)

Since (un, vn) — (ug,vp) in W, one has

(I (u,v), (Un,vy) — (ug,v0)) — 0 asn — oo (3.5)
and
(I (o, v0), (tn,vn) — (ug,v9)) — 0 asn — oo. (3.6)
Combining (4), B3) and 34), we obtain that
0 = lim [(f1(un,vn), (tn,vn) = (uo,v0)) — (I (10, v0), (tUn, vn) — (u0,v0))]

= hngo<-[1(un7vn) _Ii(u07vo)7(un7vn) - (U07U0)>

2 2 2 2
~ lim { [¢1 (M) i — by (M) uo} (ttn — 110
n—00 Q 2 2

2 2 2 2
+/Q {% (M) Vi, — b1 (w) Vuo] (Vi — Vg )da
2 2 2 2
+/Q [% (W)%_@ (W)”O} (0n — vo)d
2 2 2 2
+/Q [@ (W) Vo, — 3 (W) vUO} Vo, — Vvo)dac} . (3.7)

Define operators v; : H}(Q) — (Hg())*, where i = 1,2, and

2 2
(1 (u),uy) == /Q 1 (%) (wuy + Vu - Vuy)de Yu, uy € H}(Q)
and
2 2
(wa) o) i= [ o2 (0 ) o+ 90 Vondds v, o € (@)
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From Lemma 2.2, it has that both ¢; and 1), are strictly monotone in H} (). Together with (B.7), we get

2 2 2 2
0 = lim {/ {Qﬁ <M> Uy — b1 <M> uo] (tn — ug)d:
2 2 2 2
+/ [¢1 (W) Vu, — é1 <M> Vuo} (Y, — Vuo)da:} (3.8)
Q

2 2 2 2
0 = JLH;O{/Q [¢2 (W)”n‘@ (@)vo] (0n — o)
2 2 2 2
+/ [@ (W) Vo, — 3 (W) vUO} (Vn — Vvo)dac}. (3.9)
Q

From (3.0), B8) and B3], it is easy to obtain that

and

2 2 2 2
0 = lim [qSl (M) U Uy — ug) + ¢1 (M) Vg, - (Vu, — Vuo)} dx (3.10)
n—oo Jq 2 2
and
2 \V4 ” 2 2 \V4 ” 2
0 = lim |:¢2 <M) Un (Un, — ) + 2 <M) Vo, - (Vo, — Vvo)} dx. (3.11)
n—oo Jo 2 2
From m, Lemma 3.5], we get the conclusion that
Vup(z) = Vu(z), a.e. in Q. (3.12)

In B3), let u = ug, v =vg, & = Uy, and v = v,,. Combining BI0) and EII]), it holds that

limsup Iy (un, vy) < I1(uo, vo). (3.13)

n—oo

Similar to [14, Lemma 5.4] or [18, Lemma 2.3], let j(s,t) = ®1(s%) + ®2(t2), pp = hp — h and g, = gn — g, where

W (u%+|vun|2>1/2 - (u%+|vuO|2>1/2
" 2 ’ B 2

and

V2 + Vo, [2\? 2 + |V [2\*
gn = 72 5 g = 72 .

Following from (¢1)" and (¢4), it is easy to know that the function j is continuous, strictly convex on R and j(0,0) = 0.
Using [14, Lemma 5.4] and @I2), it holds that

/Q[j(h +Pns 9+ @) = §(Pnsgn) — j(h,g)ldz — 0, asn — oo.

That is,
I (up, vy) — I (U, — ug, vp — vo) — I1(ug,v9) — 0, asn — co.

Together with (B13) and the fact that I; > 0, we obtain

0 < liminf I; (u, — ug, v, — vo)
n— 00
< limsup[ly (tn, vn) — 11 (ug, vo)]

n—oo

11



= limsup Iy (up, vs) — I1(uo, vo)
n—oo

0.

IN

This implies

lim Iy (u, — uo, vy — vg) = 0. (3.14)

n—00

From (&), it holds

L(u,v) > (bo/(u + [Vu? +v? + |Vo|?)dx > 0, for any (u,v) € W.
Q

Put u = uy, — up and v = v, — vg. Following [BI4), it has

0 = lim Ih(u, — ug, vy — vo)
n—00
> @ lim [(un — u0)2 + |Vu, — Vu0|2 + (v — v0)2 + |V, — Vvo|2]d3:

2 n—oo Q
> 0. (3.15)
We get (un,vn) — (ug,vo) in W. Together with the continuity of Iy, this shows I{ (un,vy,) — Ij(uo,vo) = Ij(u,v)

in W*, when n — co. Since I is continuous and strictly monotone in W*, it has (ug,vo) = (u,v). Therefore, we
conclude that (I7)~! is continuous. O

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (G1)-(G4) hold. Then the functional Y1 € C*(W,R) with compact derivative. Moreover,
(Y (u,v), (u1,v1)) = / Y 1w (u, v)uide —|—/ Y1y (u, v)vrde (3.16)
Q Q

for all (uy,v1) € W.
Proof. Following from (G4), (L) and (32), one has

ulP v|?
/ [a1(|u| + |v|) + agu + agu} dx
Q p q

a1C1 [ Vulla + a1 Cr[[ Vo2 + <p o \uls 4 <q )| 7u)a.

T1(u,v)

IN

IN

Thus, Y1 (u,v) is well defined in W. From (G1), it is easy to know that T1 € C*(W,R) and the equation [BI6) holds.

To reach the compactness of T/, we put any sequence {(un,v,)} C W which is bounded. Following from the
reflexivity of W and the Sobolev embedding Theorem, there exists a subsequence still denoted by {(un,v,)}, such
that (tn,vn) — (ug,v0) € W, and u, — ug in LP() and v, — vg in LI(€2), respectively. Similar to [32], following
from (BI6), the Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding inequality, we obtain

I (wn, v) — TG (w0, v0), (u1, v1)]

= |/ (2, Un, V) —Gu(x,uo,vo)]uldx—l—/[Gv(x,un,vn)—Gv(x,uo,vo)]vld:d
Q

C{ [/ |G, U, vy) — Gu(a:,uo,vo)|p/(p_1)daj
Q

IN

}(pl)/p

(¢—=1)/q
+ { |G (0, Uy, ) — GU(I,UOWO)W(ql)di?] } ([ (w1, v1)[lw, (3.17)
Q

for any (u1,v1) € W, where C is a positive constant. Meanwhile, by (BI7) and the continuity of G\, and G, one has

|G (U, ) — Go(, 10, v0)|P/ P~ Vde — 0, asn — oo (3.18)
Q

12



and

/ |G (2, U, Un) — G, 10, v0) |7/ Vdz — 0, asn — oo. (3.19)
Q

Combining BI7), BI8) and BFI9), we obtain
173 (s vn) = L (w0, vo) |+

= sup (T (un, vn) = Y (w0, vo), (61, d2))]
(¢1,02) EW,||(¢1,02)[|=1
= sup | [Gu(xaunavn) —GU(I,Uo,Uo)](bld{E—F/[GU(IE,’LL",Un) _GU(IaUOaUO)]¢2dI|
(¢1,02)EW,[[(¢1,¢2)lI=1 JQ Q2
< sup { |[Gu(x,un,vn)—Gu(x,uo,vo)]¢1|dx+/ |[GU(I,Un,Un) _GU(IaUOaUO)]¢2|dI}
(¢1,02) EW,||(¢1,02)lI=1 L/Q Q
(p=1)/p
< sup [/ |G (@, vy) — Gu(x,uo,vo)|p/(p_l)dx} llo1llp
(¢1,02) EW,||(¢1,02)[|=1
(a=1)/q
R X L I A
(r—1)/p
< sup [/ |G (2, U, vp,) — Gu(x,uo,vo)|p/(”_l)dx} IV or]l2
($1,02) EW,[[(¢1,02)[|=1
(a=1)/q
+Cy {/ |Gy (x, Up, vp) — GU(ZE,UO,DO)|Q/(q_1)dI:| [V 2]l2
Q
(r—1)/p
S O |: |Gu($7unvvn) - Gu($7u0; v0)|p/(p1)d$:|
Q
(a=1)/q
| [ 16 1:00) = oo )Vt (1. 62)
Q
= 0.
Then, we reach the conclusion that Y is compact. O
Next, we will claim the assumptions (a1) and (ag) in Theorem I are satisfied. Following from (G7), one has
(S S
G(z,&,¢) <ar(|€]+ <)) + 0127 + CLQT, for every (z,&,¢) € (2 x R x R). (3.20)
Let . € (0,400) and
SUDP (4 o) el ((—oori]y L1(1,0)
X(r1) = — e (o) . (3.21)
1
Following from (L) and (3220),one has
Ti(u,v) = / G(z,u,v)dx
Q
[[ullp [l
< arlullr + arl|vlls + ae—2 + ap—2
p q
Vullh Vo2
< aCi|Valla+ aCr Tl + ax(Cor I 4 ap(ce T, (3.22)
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Following from (3.4), for every (u,v) € W and I (u,v) < r1, we have

¢
L (u,v) > 3 (| Vull§ + [ Voll3),

1 27”1
SUIVallz + 1V0]l2)? < [IVull3 + [Vl < .

and
i\ 2
IVallz + [ Voll2 < 2 <—> .
%0

Together with (8:22), it holds

1/2 P p/2 q q/2
sup T1(u,v) < 2a;Cy <;—1) + a2(Cy) <E> + az(Cy) <E> )

(uw) €L ((—o0,m]) 0 p bo q o

Following from (321 and (B2H), it holds that

1 1/2 _ P 2 p/2 _ q 2 a/2 B
x(r1) £ 2a:Cy (¢—> ry 1/2 + 7a2(0p) ( > T11)/2 '+ a2(Ca) (—> 7”(11/2 17 1 > 0.
0

p \do g \do
Put
[0, ifxzeQ\B(x,D),
ugl(z) o { o1, if x € B(LL'Q,D)
and
[0, ifxzeQ\B(z,D),
Vor, () _{ o1, ifz € B(xo, D).
Clearly, (u¢,,ve,) € W and
2 4 |Vu? 2+ Vo2
L (g, v0,) = /[@l (7%1 2' o >+<1>2 (71}“1 2' o ﬂdx
Q
2
1

I I
A
— = \
A~
| — |
g
A~
1\9| 9
_|_
K
no
A~
w|§w
~__
—_
IS8
5]

)] meas(B(zo, D))

)] r(livﬁ/m D

From (G3), we have

14
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Combining B3.2), B.27), B.28) and (¢1)’, we get

Tl(uﬂlvvdl) l?lfG(I,o.l7gl)

I (o, , Vo) - [rl)l (%%) + @2 (U;ﬂ

1 1gf G(w,ol,al)

m o?

> (3.29)

o1
Note that 1 = ————————.
[Il(uUUU(Tl)]l/2

I (tgy , Vo, ). Together with 3210, B26), B29) and (G4), we get

SUD (4 )l ((—00,72)) 1 (u,v)

2
Then I (g, ,Ve,) = (%) . Taking into account that o1 > 17, it holds 7% <

2
xX(): =
(1) 7
- 2a:0C4 (i) 1/2 n as(Cp)P (3)1)/2 pr72 " az(Cy)? <£>q/2 ,quz
Tom %o P Po ' q o '
1 Ay p—2 q—2
= ¢— 2a1q+a214271 +azA3m
1 nfG(z,01,01)
< =
d)m 07
< Ti(uor,v0)

Il(ufflvvdl) '

Therefore, the condition (aq) in Theorem I is satisfied.
Moreover, for every u, v € H}(Q), 0 < a < 2 and 0 < 8 < 2, it is easy to know that

lul* € L¥*(Q), |v]? e L¥#(Q).
Together with the Holder’s inequality, it has
/Q oz < [u]$]Q|C-0/2, v e HA(Q) (3.30)
and
/Q lw|Pda < )51 /2, vy e HY(Q). (3.31)
Following from (L), 1), (30), B31) and (G3), we obtain that
Huw) = Gl + Va3 + ol + 1V018) = b [ (14 Jul® +Jof")da
> %(Ilullé +[IVull3 + [[v]l3 + [Vol13) — Ab|2| — Abllul|312] =% — Xbjlv]|5 |0~/
> 20Vl + [ V0l) — AR — AB(C)° 101~ [ullg — Xb(C2)% 202 2
> %H(uvv)lliv = ABJQ| — Ab(C2)* Q|2 [[Vulls — Ab(C2)? 10 *=/2 | V|3,

for any (u,v) € W. Therefore, J(u,v) is coercive for every positive constant A. Particularly, J(u,v) is coercive for

I (u01 ) vdl) 712
every A € A, », C ;
V1,01 (Tl(ugl Vo) SUP (1) €17 ((—00,12)) T1(u,v)

. This shows that the condition (a2) in Theorem
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I is satisified. Therefore, the conditions of Theorem I are satisfied. That is, we can reach the conclusion that the
problem ([3) has at least three non-trivial weak solutions which are the critical point of the functional J for any
AeEA, o O

3.2. Proofs of Theorem 1.2.
Since Hg(Q) — C%Q) is compact, when Q € RY and is a bounded domain with N = 1. It holds the Sobolev
embedding inequality

[ulloe < Cllullo < +o0, (3.32)

where u € Hj(Q) and [Ju| s := sup, g [u(z)|. It is easy to prove that both Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 hold. Following
from (G3) and (332), one has

Ti(u,v) = /Q G(z,u,v)dr < b/ﬂ(l + ul® + [v|?)dz
< B9+ Bl full S + bl [vl15
< 0|9+ b(C)* [ ully +b(C)7 10 ][0]lg- (3.33)

Assume that 1 (u,v) < 1. Following from (23] and (324), it holds

9\ 1/2 9\ 1/2 1/2
||U||0§<—> 71, |U||0§(—> 71, ||u||o+|v||os2(ﬁ) . (3.34)
o o oo

Combining B33), B34) and (G3), it follows that

9 a/2 /2 9 B8/2 5/
Ti(u,v) < b|Q|+b|Q|(C)a<%) '+ b(0)P 0 (%> )

for I (u,v) <. Thus, one has

SUP (4, v)e ;71 ((—o0,r1]) T1(u,v)

1

1 of 2 /2 a/2-1 g 2 o B/2—-1
b + b|Q2(C) % I8 +b]Q|(C) % T .

xi(r1) =

IN

Put
Upy () =01 vy (x):=01, forze .

Clearly, (¢, ,vs,) € X. This implies that

2 2 2 2
+ |Vug o, + Vs
L (g, v0,) = /Q [@1 (7“”1 |2 on | >+<1>2 (7” L |2 Vel )} dz

and
T (U, Vo) info G(x,01,01)

L (o, ,v,) [cbl <%%) + @2 <O§>}

iinfg G(.’L‘,Ul,ol)

T Om o?
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Following from (Gy4)”, put r1 = 2,

SUD(y p)e 1 ((—o0,p2)) L 1(Us V)

2
x\1)s =
( 1) ,_le
2 a/2 9 B8/2 ,
< ek eler (2)7 2 vuler (2) o
Po Po
1 _ o _
= . (bA117; 2 L bAn 2+ bAnm” %)
< LG(,T,U;,O’l)
¢m o7
Tl(ufflavdl)
Il(uo'lva'l) .
This claims that the assumption (a;) in Theorem I holds.
Moreover, one has
[ ulede < ulzio), e e Hy@)
Q
and
[ P < ollZi0, o e H@)
Q
Combining with (32), we have
/Q|U|ad$ < lullS |2l < (O)*ull§lQl, Vu € Hy(%), (3.35)
and
/ o de < ||[v]%100 < (C)°||vligIQl, Vv € H(%). (3.36)

Following from (¢1)’, (G3), 1) 338) and B30), we obtain that

2 2
J(u,v) = / {@1 (u + V| >—|—<I)2 <7v + 1Vl >} dx—/\/G(x,u,v)d:r
Q 2 Q
2 2 2
/{ (u +|Vu| >+¢2<v + |V ﬂdm
2
—/Abdw—/ /\b|u|"‘d:v—/)\b|v|6d:v

(bo/(u +|Vul? + 02 + |Vo[?)dz — Ab|Q|
Q

Y

Y

= AblJul| %12 = Abl|v]| 5[
(b [e3 [e3
> 70(HUH3+HUII%)—/V>IQI—/\b(C) [ull19 = 26(C)P[[0lIg19, ¥(u,v) € HG(R) x Hy ().

Since a, f < 2, J is a coercive functional for every positive parameter A, and so for every

x (me% Om
ANeEA, . = |- , .
Th (Hlfzeﬂ G(I, 01, Ul) b(All")/l_z + Azl’yft—z + A317f72)

This shows that (a2) in Theorem I holds. All these imply J has at least three non-trivial critical points for any
A€ A, ». We complete the proofs of Theorem 1.2.
O
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4 Neuman boundary problem

In this section, we will give the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 by replacing (G4) with (G4)" and (G4)"”
respectively. This proofs are similar to section 3, here we mainly state the proofs related to (X, ||-||) and the embedding

inequality (LI2) or (LIF)
In order to study problem ([CI0)), we put the functional Iz, Yo : X — R and

= [ [ (2270 o (P47 w

To(u,v) = | Glz,u,v)dz, ¥V (u,v) € X. (4.2)
Q

and

4.1. Proofs of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (¢1)" and (¢4) hold. Then functional I € C*(X,R) is sequentially weakly lower semicon-
tinuous, coercive, bounded on each bounded subset of X, and whose Gdteaux derivative I5 admits a continuous inverse

(I3)~' on the dual space X* of X.
Proof. The arguements are similar to Lemma 3.1. Following from (¢4), it holds that

Ir(u,v) < liminf Is(ty,, vy,).

n—r00

From (&J) and (¢1)’, one has

bo
Lw,v) > (ullz + [IVull3 + [ol3 + [Voll2)

= 2l + o)
> 2w, v)l% (13)

This implies I is coercive.
Next, we deduce that (I3)~! € C(X*, X). From 23] and (¢1)’, we have

<m%mwm>(AP%£%¥ﬁ>W+WW“W4£;¥ﬁ)W+WW4“

1w, )l x 1w, )l x
ollull + gollv]l?
- [1(u, v) || x
%o
> 90 (u0)]x
This shows that I} is coercive in X. Similar to Lemma 3.1, we also can obtain (I3)~! is continuous. O

By the similar arguements of Lemma 3.2, we can get the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (G1)-(G3) and (G4)' hold. Then the functional To € C*(X,R) with compact derivative.
Moreover,

<mwmwwm:/

T’Qu(u,v)uld:r—l—/ Y5, (u, v)v da
Q

Q

for all (uy,v1) € X.
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Similar to (3I6), we can obtain

<T/2(’U,, 1)), (ula 1}1)> = / T/Qu(uvv)uldx + / Tl2v(ua U)UldI
Q Q
for all (u1,v1) € X. Next, we will show the conditions (a1) and (a2) in Theorem I are satisfied. Let ro € (0,400) and

SUDP (4 o) e 1 ((—oo.ra]) L2(Us V)
X(rg) 1= — W€ ((m 2D (4.4)

Assume that Ir(u,v) < rq, together with ([@3]), it has

bo
5 (lull* + Jo]?) < ra. (4.5)
Then, we have
1 2 2 2 _ 2
5 (lall + 1ol < lull® + ol <5 (4.6)
and
9\ 1/2 e (2>1/2 o (r2)1/2
ull < [ — ry' T, v < | — ry' T ||+ v <2 —= . 4.7
< () A s (2) A el 2 (32 7
Following from (G1), (L12), @2) and @3)-ET), we have that
a a
To(u,v) < a1||u||1+<11HU||1+?2HUH§+—2|IUH3
a9 a9
< aa(ful+ o)+ 2 ep)Pllul” + ==(e) vl
1/2 p/2 q/2
1 a 2 a 2
< sae () A 2er () A R () AR (1)

for I5(u,v) < re. Combining (@A) and (@8], it holds that

SUD (4, v)e 151 ((—o0,r2]) To(u,v)

Xa(r2) = T2
< 2a104 (_> ” SV 4 %( L)P <%)p/ p/2=1 4 220y <%) / g2
Put
wna) = { 0 S O
and
R i e
Note that 7 = m. Then, Iz(tg,, Vo,) = (%)2' Taking into account that oy > 77, it holds 75 <

I (Ugy, Uy )-
Similar to the proofs of Theorem 1.1, from (G4), we get

SUD () e 171 (—o0p2]) L 1(Us V) _ Ya(tg,, vr,)

7% IQ(uffzvvdz) '

x2(%): =
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Therefore, the condition (aq) in Theorem I is satisified.
Moreover, from the Holder inequality and «, 8 < 2, we obtain

/ lu%dz < ||lu)|§]Q3/2 Yue HY(Q). (4.9)
Q
Combining with (II2)), we have
/ oz < (c2)°[ul] |02/, Vu e H'(Q). (4.10)
Q

Similar to (.9) and ({I0), it also has
/ lulPdz < (c2)?||ul|®|QA/2 vu e HY(Q). (4.11)
Q

Following from (¢1)’, (G3), 1) (ZI0) and (II]), we obtain that

2 2 2 2
L(u,v) = / ol we+ [Val? + &y v+ [Veol® da:—)\/ G(z,u,v)dx
Q 2 2 Q

2 2 2 2
- / {q)l (u + [Vl )+¢2<v + |V ﬂd“’
Q 2 2
—/ )\bd:c—/ )\b|u|"‘d:v—/ Ab|u|P da
Q Q Q
> o

> /Q[ 2+ [Vul? + 0% + | Vo[*ldz — Mb|Q)
—Xb(e2)® ul| QP2 — Ab(ea)? ||v]| | 32/
> %H(u,vm%{ — M| — /\b(CQ)O‘||u||°‘|Q|(2*0¢)/2 _ /\b(CQ)ﬁHU||ﬁ|Q|(276)/2,
for any (u,v) € H'(Q) x H'(Q). Hence, L is a coercive functional for every positive parameter \. So for every

inf,co G(z,02,02)’ <

Ae A"Yz,oz = A
2&171 + agAayoP=2 + azAs”Yqu)
2

the condition (az2) in Theorem I holds. All these imply the problem (LI0) has at least three critical points for every
A€ A, »,. Wereach the result of Theorem 1.3. O
4.2. Proofs of Theorem 1.4.

The proofs are similar to Theorem 1.2. We will omit them here. |

Similar to ﬂa, Example 3.1], there are some examples about Theorem 1.1.

Example. Let ) be a non-empty bounded open subset of the Euclidean space RY. Put p, ¢ € (1,2%), a, 8 < 2 and
w :=max{1,T, (A + Ay + Az)/ P2/ =2 (A} 4 Ay + Ag)V/ =D gt/ a2y
Let 71 be a positive constant with r;1 > w and G :  x R x R — R and satisfies

1+ [y, y <,
14"y, Yy >,

Gulz,y, 2) = {

and |z]a—1
14 |z]9— z<m
G = ~51, >
U(Iayvz) { 1_|_r‘11 ﬁ|z|5717 zZ >,
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Clearly, (G1) and (G2) hold. Moreover, for any (s,t) € R x R, it has

s t
G(z,s,t) = / Gu(x,y,t)dy—i—/ Gy(x,0,2)dz
0 0
a B
< (rl + T—l) (14 fgfmexted) 4 <m + r—1> (1 + Iypmextr:21)
1 1
a B
< 2max { ( n ”—1) , ( ; i) } (1 fgpmstiod g st}
T1 T1

This shows that (G3) holds. Since r; > w, it holds that

G(z,r,r e T |
( = DI L S WL I W T
L] p 1 q 1

3
Particularly, let  be an open ball with radius one in R, p=¢ =3 € [1,2*) and a = 8 = 3 < 2. Consider the

following systems,

2 2y —1/2 2 2\ —1/2
—div< 1+ <l+ﬂ) Vu |+ |1+ <l+ﬁ> u = ANGy(z,u,v), x € Q

2 2\ —1/3 2 2\ ~1/3 4.12
—div< 2+ (1+$> W) 12 (1+$) ]U=AGU(:v,u,v), ze Q, (4.12)
u=uv=0, x € 0.
It is easy to sce that ¢g = 1 and ¢,,, = 3. Following from the equations (6) and (7) in [6], we obtain that
(A; + A + Ag)l/(p%)pl/(pf?)
= (A + Ay +A3)1/(q72)q1/(q72)
9\ 1/2 (O [ 2\ 2 (O 2\
= oo (2) s entGr (2) oGy (2)
o P %o q b0
= 3(A1+ A2+ A3)
- 3 {3\/501 + 2\2/2_3(03)3}
- 223\ 1/4 3
< 3{3V2x Z<‘/§+4\/§ X [(7> x (8m) 72 x (6)1/4]
~ 14.9.
Put 1 =01 =20 > w, and Gy, G, : 2 X R x R — R denoted by
D y < 20,
Gu(z,y,2) := { 1+20y20y, 1y > 20,
and
G )= 1+ 22, z <20,
Y21 4 20v/202, 2 > 20.
r? 1 3r1 1
Thus, f A 1 = C (0.07,4.9), the problem #I2) h
us, for any \ € (G(x,rl,m)’Al—i—Ag—i—A;;) <2r%+6’A1+A2+A3> C ( ,4.9), the problem as
at least three non-trivial solution in Hg(Q) x H} ().
The examples about Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 can be obtained similarly. O
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