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EXISTENCE, NON-EXISTENCE AND DEGENERACY OF LIMIT SOLUTIONS TO
p-LAPLACE PROBLEMS INVOLVING HARDY POTENTIALS AS p — 1.
THE CASE OF A CRITICAL DRIFT

J. C. ORTIZ CHATA AND FRANCESCO PETITTA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we analyze the asymptotic behaviour as p — 17 of solutions u, to
—Apu = AVul"Vu- Ly 4 f in Q,
u = 0 on 012,

where  is a bounded open subset of R" with Lipschitz boundary containing the origin,
X € R, and f is a nonnegative datum in LN (€2). As a consequence, under suitable smallness
assumptions on f and )\, we show sharp existence results of bounded solutions to the Dirichlet
problems

Du =«
—-Au=A—— " —5 in
D o T
u=20 on 012,
. Du \ . . . . .
where Aju = div D] is the 1-Laplacian operator. The case of a generic drift term in

LN>°(Q) is also considered. Explicits examples are given in order to show the optimality of
the main assumptions on the data.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Following [40], the present paper represents the second of a series of studies concerning
1-Laplace type problems in presence of Hardy type nonlinear potential terms. The main
motivation of this paper concerns the understanding of problems that reads as

{—Alu = Ayt f in €,

u = 0 on 909, (L1

where Aju = div (| Du‘> Q C RN (N > 2) is a open set containing the origin with bounded

Lipschitz boundary, 0 < |[A\| < N — 1, and f is in L:*°(Q2) with suitable small norm. In
the slightly less general, but more transparent, case of a datum f € L(Q) this smallness
condition reads as

Al
SNlfllevey + -7 =L (1.2)

where Sy is the best constant in Sobolev inequality (see (Z.3) below).

Notice that the drift term @Z‘ |m|2 is critical in many senses. First of all the ratio TDu] D | Y (that
appears twice in the equation) may have no sense at those points where Du = 0; the situation
is even worst as, in general, the natural functional space in which these type of problems are
built-in is the space of function with bounded variation and so Du may be only a Radon

measure vector. The question on how to interpret the smgular quotient D“| is nowadays

well understood since the works of [23],3} 6, 4] in which 2 [Du] 1S formally replaced by a vector
field z € LY (Q,RY) that plays its role, using Anzellotti’s paring theory [7].

On the other hand, # does not belong to L™ (2, RY), but only to the Marcinkiewicz

(or Lorentz) space LY>°(Q2,R") and, since as we said BV (2) is the natural space in which
problem (L)) is set, it becomes a borderline case that needs to be handled by mean of Hardy’s
inequality (see (2.2) below).

As we mentioned problem (LI) is in some sense the first order counterpart of problems
with critical Hardy zero order terms

=0

U on 01}, (13)

studied in [40], since both perturbation terms share the same singular Hardy type critical
1

potential growth ol

Problems involving the 1-Laplace operators are widley employed in a huge number of
applications as image restoration since Rudin, Osher and Fatemi in [44] whose goal consisted
in proposing a model for the reconstruction of an image u given a blurry one ug = Au + n;
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here A is a linear operator, e.g. a blur, and n is a random noise. This problem consists in
looking for minimizers of functionals as

/ |Vu|d:r3—|—/ | Au — ug|*de, (1.4)
Q Q

which are naturally relaxed in BV (2) in order to reinforce edges. Formally the sub-
differential of the relaxed energy term in (L.4) coincide with the 1-Laplace operator.

Other possible applications of 1-Laplace type problems include the study of torsional
creep of a cylindrical bar of constant cross section in R?, as well as more theoretical issues
of geometrical nature; an account on these and more possible applications can be found in
(42,28, 129], [45, 36, [10], the monograph [4], and references therein.

From the mathematical point of view, problems as (LI) do not have in general a
valid variational structure so that direct methods of calculus of variations are not directly
applicable. One of the ways to overcome this difficulty, it is to study the solution through
“approximate” p-Laplacian problem solutions as p go to 17, as in [28, 19} 34} 40].

The case A = 0 in (LI) has been extensively addressed. The class of problems as in (L)
when A = 0 have been studied in a series of papers [28| [19} 34] as an outcome of the study
the behaviour of the solutions to the problem

—Apu = f in €,
{ u = 0 on 0, (1.5)

as p — 17 whenever the norm of f is small. For instance, in [28], the author studied the
existence of variational solutions for case f = 1 provided €2 is suitably small. In particular,
if (LY) is formulated as a variational problem it is shown that it could admit a non-trivial
minimizer. In [19] the authors prove the degeneracy u, — 0 as p — 11 provided the norm
of f is too small, while in [34] it is shown that the limit of v, no matters of its degeneracy
satisfies the concept of solution introduced in [3, 6, 4]; in the same paper also (non-trivial)
solutions are obtained for data satisfying || f||yy—1.0c() = 1. The case of problems as in (L.5)
with L! data may present very degenerate situations ([35]) unless in presence of regularizing
lower order terms (see for instance [30, 9]).

Concerning problem (1.3) an optimal description of solutions depending on the size of
both the parameter A and the datum f, e.g. in case f € LV(Q), by mean of the study of
the asymptotic behaviour of p-Laplace associated problems, and inspired by [25, [14] for the
case p > 1, is the content of [40].

The case of a negative parameter X is of particular interest also for its connection with
singularly weighted elliptic problems as

ad; 1 Du _ :
—’I" div (Wm> = f in (16)
u = 0 on 99,

where 0 < a < N — 1 which are naturally set (here a = —\), via Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
type’s inequality in weighted Sobolev spaces (see [41] and Section [Z.I]below).

Finally, problems involving 1-Laplace problems and gradient type lower order terms with
natural growth have also been considered; without the aim to be complete we mention
[5,33] 26] 9] (and references therein).

The goal of this work is to study, under minimal assumptions, the asymptotic behaviour
of solutions to

{ —Ayu = AVulP~2Vu - prt/f in g w7

u = 0 on 052,
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as p — 17. As a result sharp existence, non-existence and regularity results for solutions to
(LI) are derived.

Existence and regularity of solutions of (1.7) has been studied in [32] where under
smallness assumptions on the parameter A (see also [11}, 22,131} [12] for related problems).

This paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we set the main notation and we give
some preliminaries on Lorentz spaces, bounded variations functions space, i.e. BV(Q),
and the extended Anzellotti-Chen-Frid theory of pairings. In Section 3 we state the main
assumptions and results of the paper on, respectively existence of solutions for problem
(1) in case of a datum f in LY (Q) (Theorem B.I), asymptotic behaviour of the solutions
of (L7) (Theorem[3.2)), and boundedness of the obtained solutions (Theorem 3.3) provided f
in L1(2), ¢ > N. Sectiondlis devoted to the proofs of those results. Later on we show how
the presented results can be extended, respectively, to the case of a source f in L"*°(Q) and
W—1(Q) (Section5) and to the case of a generic drift term (Section[@). Finally, in Section[7
also through explicit examples, we investigate the optimality of our assumptions along with
some non-existence results for large data.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Notations.
We denote by

HN-L the N — 1—dimensional Hausdorff measure on RY;

e LV, the N—dimensional Lebesgue measure on RY and for each measurable set
E C RY, we write | E| instead of L (E);

B, (x), the ball in RY with center in z and radius r;

Cn, the N—dimensional Lebesgue measure of B;(0), i.e., Cy = |B1(0)|;

C.(€2), the set of continuous functions with compact support in ;

Cy(Q2), the completion of C,(2) with respect to ||u|| = sup{|u(z)|: z € Q}.

Also, for k > 1, we denote by 7},: R — R the truncation function defined by

R if |s| <k
= ke i s> k.

We denote by Sgn: R — P(RR) the set-valued sign function whose definition is given by

= if s#0
Sgn(s) = { Eo', 1] if s=0.

Regarding the integrals notation, if there is no ambiguity we will use the notation

/Qf::/ﬂf(:v)dw
/qu:/ﬂfdu-

We underline the use of the standard convention to do not relabel an extracted compact
subsequence.

and, if x4 is a Radon measure,



HARDY POTENTIALS AS p — 17: THE CRITICAL DRIFT CASE 5

2.1. Lorentz spaces. Let u be a measurable function in an open bounded set 2 ¢ RY. We
recall that the distribution function, the non-increasing rearrangement and the spherically
non-increasing rearrangement of u are given by

ay(s) = HzeQ : |u(z)| > s} Vs> 0;
u*(t) = sup{s >0 : au(s) >t} Vte(0,|Q);
ut(z) = u*(CnlalY) Ve QF;

respectively, where Q7 is the ball centred at the origin having the same measure as Q.
The following result is proven in [27, Theorem 378].

Proposition 2.1. Let u, v be nonnegative measurable functions on 2. Then the following inequality
holds:

/Qu(x)v(x) dx < /000 u*(t)v*(t) dt.

Definition 2.1. Let 1 < p < coand 1 < q < oo. The Lorentz space, denoted by LP9(2), is defined
as
LP(Q) = {u : umeasurable on Q, |u|r.q) < oo},
where
00141 /py*(pyadt] Ve
HUHLp,q(Q) = UO g 17 (?] t] lf lsp<oo, lsg<oo
Supyso t/Pu*(t) if 1<p<oo, qg=o0.

Proposition 2.2 (Holder’s inequality). Let 1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢ < o0, 1/p + 1/p' = 1 and
1/q+1/¢ =1. Let u € LP9(Q) and v € LP"9(Q). Then

‘ /Q w(@)o(z) da

< HUHLM(Q)HUHLP’,q’(Q)-

The proof of the previous proposition can be found in [38] (see also [20, Appendix]).

Proposition 2.3. Let 1 < p < N and let g € [1,p]. Then there exists a constant ~, > 0 such that
the following inequality holds for all u € C°(RY)

HUHLP*"Z(Q) < Wl Vull rra),
where p* = Np/(N — p). Futhermore, the constant

is optimal in this inequality.
This result is classical and its proof is in [1]].

2.2. The space BV. The space of functions of bounded variation over €2, denoted by BV (2),
is made up of all functions in L! () whose distributional derivative is a finite Radon measure
in €, i.e.,

BV(Q) = {uec L'(Q); Duec M(Q,RY)}.

Equivalently, u is a bounded variation function in © if and only if u € L'(Q2) and the
following quantity

sup{/udivapdx cpe CHORY), ol < 1} (2.1)
Q

is finite. Moreover, this quantity is equal to the total variation of Du on €, i.e.,

| Dul(€2) :/ | D :sup{/ udiv (@) dz = ¢ € CHOLRY), o] < 1}.
) Q
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For more details we refer to [2 Proposition 3.6].

The space BV (£2) is a Banach space endowed with the norm

lull vy = / Dul + / ju] de.
Q Q

On the other hand, the classical result of existence of trace operator between Sobolev
spaces W1P(Q) and L!(9€) can be extended between BV (Q2) and L!(9Q) (for instance see
[2,18,124]). The following holds:

Proposition 2.4. Let Q@ C RY be an open set with bounded Lipschitz boundary 9 and u € BV (Q).
Then, for N~ —almost every x € O there exists uS}(z) € R such that

tim o [ July) — ua) dy =0
p—0 QNB,(z)

Moreover,
14| 2100y < Cllullsy @),
for some constant C depending only on 2.

Definition 2.2 (Strict convergence). Let u,u,, € BV (Q), for all n € N, we say that u,, strictly
converges in BV (Q) to u if

u, —u in LYQ),

/|Dun|—>/|Du|,
Q Q

It can be seen that trace operator u + u’ with the topology induced by the strict
convergence is continuous on every open subset of RY with bounded Lipschitz boundary.
For simplicity from now on we will write u (€ L*(99)) instead of u*.

as n — o0.

Remark 2.1. Since the trace operator u — u € LY (09Q) is continuous, using [37, Proposition 2],
the above norm is equivalent to the following

||l ::/ \Du!—i—/ lu| dHN L
) o9

The space C*°(12) is dense in BV (£2) with respect to strict convergence (see [2, Theorem

3.9]). Moreover one has the following weak lower semicontinuity result that immediately
follows by the definition in 2.1)).

Proposition 2.5. Let u,, be a bounded sequence in BV () such that u, — w in L'(Q2). Then one

has that w € BV (Q2) and
/ |Du| < liminf/ | Dy, |.
[¢) n—oo Q

Lemma 2.1 (Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality). Let p > 1. Let 0 < a < N — 1 and
0 < b < 1. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1 * 1/py 1 1/p
</ = | [P dx) <C </ |Vl|P d:r:> forall ¢ € C°(RY),
RN |z[Pb RN |T[%P

Np
N—p(l+a—b)*

where p; =

The Hardy inequality is a particular case of those established in [15].
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Proposition 2.6 (Hardy’s inequality). Let p € (1, N). There exists a constant H > 0 such that

/ L updr < L / VulPde  forall ue WYWRN). 22)
R HP JrN

~ [zfP

Furthermore, the constant H = % is optimal.

The proof of this proposition can be found in [25]. Observe that this inequality can be
extended for p > 1 by application of Lemma[2.]] for b = 1 and a = 0, by a density argument
C(RY) is dense in W1P(RY).

The following version of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in BV ({2) is also established.
Proposition 2.7. Let 0 < a < N — 1l and a < b < 1+ a. There exists a constant C > 0 such that
the following inequality is established

L

1 « a 1
(/ ik dw>l < C/ —_|Du| forall ue BV(RY),
R RN ’1"“

v |z[Ple

* N
where 17 = N=(rash)"

The proof of the above proposition can be found in [39].
Remark 2.2. Observe that Proposition 2.7} for a = b = 0, reduces to Sobolev inequality, whose proof
can be found in [2, Theorem 3.47]. Moreover, the constant
1

1/N

Sy = ——
NCY

(2.3)

is the best in this case (see [47])).

An immediate consequence of Proposition 2.3 (see [43} 1,19, [17]) is the following.

Proposition 2.8. There exists a constant v, > 0 such that
[ull o1 vy < 71/ |Du|  forall uw € BV(RY).
RN

The better constant is given by
1

- 24
(N -1l 24

"=

2.3. Some fine properties of BV functions. Recall that, for u € L*(Q2), u has an approximate
limit at x € Q if there exists @(x) such that

lim uly) — a(z))| dz =0,
PR0.JB,(0)

where fudr = ﬁ [ udz. The set where this property does not hold is denoted by ...

This is a £V —negligible Borel set [2, Proposition 3.64] . We say that z is an approximate jump
point of u if there exist u™(z) # v~ (r) and v € SV~ such that

lim u —ut()|dx = 0
i f ) = @)

lim lu(y) —u™ (z)|dz = O,
pL0 B, (z,v)
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where
B;(az, v) = {yeBy(z): (y—=z,v) >0}
Bp_(gc7 v) = {yeBy(z): (y—=,v) <0}

The set of approximate jump points is denoted by .J,,. The set J,, is a Borel subset of S, [2,
Proposition 3.69] and HV (S, \ J,) = 0.

Foru € LY(Q), u* : Q\ (S, \ J.) — Ris called the canonical representative of u if
a(x) if xeQ\S,

. _ ) 2.5
u* () {M if z € Jy. 22

Proposition 2.9. Let uw € BV (Q). The mollified functions u * p. pointwise converge to u* in its
domain.

The proof of the above proposition as well as to more details about space BV (£2) can
be found in [2] (to which we refer, in general, for further standard notations not explicitly
recalled here), see also [8],24].

2.4. An Anzellotti-Chen-Frid type theory of pairings. In this section, we recall an extension
of Anzellotti’s theory [7] (see also [18]), given in [16].

We set the space
Xm(Q) = {z € L®(Q,RY) : divz is a finite Radon measure in Q}.
We define
(divz,u) = /Qu* divz forall z € X\(Q2), forall u € BV(Q2)NL>®(Q),

where u* is as in 2.5).
For each u € WH1(Q) N L>=(2) and z € X () we define

(z,u)90 = / u* divz +/ z-Vudz.
Q Q
Definition 2.3. Foreach z € X () and u € BV (2), we define
(z,won = (z,w)oq,

where w € WH1(Q) N L>°(Q) is such that w = u on OS).

The above definition is well defined since the trace operator from BV () in L!(99Q) is onto
and [7, Lemma 5.5.] holds. On the other hand, arguing as in the proof of [7, Theorem 1.2] we
get the following result.

Proposition 2.10. There exists a linear operator 5 : X (2) — L°(0S2) such that
[zl o) < [zl @ry)
(z,u)on = /Q By(z)u(z) dHN~Y  forall u € BV(Q) N L>®(Q)
)

Bz(x) = -v(x) forall x €00 if z € CHQ,RY).

The function (3, (z) is a weakly defined trace on 9 of the normal component of z, which
will be denoted by [z, v].
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Definition 2.4. Let z € X ((A) and u € BV (A) N L*>(A) for all open set A CC 2. We define a
linear functional (z, Du) : C°(Q2) = Ras

((z, Du), ) :—/u*godivz—/uz-V@dx.
Q Q

Proposition 2.11. Let A C Q be a open set, z € Xpq(A), and u € BV (A) N L*>*(A). Then for all
functions ¢ € C.(A) the following inequality holds

(2. D). )] < max ezl cazs, [ 1Dul.

which means that (z, Du) is a Radon measure in Q. Furthermore, (z, Du), |(z, Du)| are absolutely
continuous with respect to the measure |Du| in 2 and

[ @u)| < [ 100] < lallsans, [ 104,
B B B
for all Borel sets B and for all opens sets A such that B C A C Q.

Proposition 2.12. Let z € X () and u € BV (Q) N L*(Q). Then the following identity holds

/Qu*diszr/Q(z,Du) :/BQ[Z,I/]ud%N_l. (2.6)

Proofs of the propositions 2. 1T]and 2.12] can be found in [16} Section 5] (see also [7]).

Definition 2.5. Let z € X(Q) and u € BV(Q) be such that u* € LY(Q,|divz|). The linear
functional (z, Du) : C°(Q) — Ris defined by

(2. Du)o) =~ [

Q

Proposition 2.13. Suppose that z € X () and v € BV () is such that u* € LY(Q, |div z|) and
ut,u= € LY(Jy,|divz|). Then

(z, Ty (u)) = (z,Du) in D'(Q) as k— oo.

pu*divz — / uz - Vedr forall ¢ € C°(N). (2.7)
Q

The proof of this proposition can be found in [40].

3. MAIN RESULTS FOR LY DATA

For the sake of exposition, in this section we restrict ourself to the case of a datum f in
LY (), while the extension to more general data will be discussed in Section 5l

We consider
[Dul *
u = 0 on 0f),
where Q@ ¢ RY (N > 2) is an open set with bounded Lipschitz boundary containing the
origin, 0 < [A\| < N — 1, and f € LV () is a not identically null function that satisfies

A
Sl vy + o <1, 62)

where Sy is as in (2.3). Note that, when A = 0, this threshold coincides with the one
considered in [19,34].

Here is how solutions of (3.1) are intended as a natural extension of the concept of solution
introduced in [3 16} 4].

Definition 3.1. We say that w € BV (Q) is a solution of B3.J) if there exists z € X () with
HZHLO"(Q,RN) < 1 such that

— Du | _x_ i
{ Ay = A e + f in Q, (3.1)
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(1) —divz = \z - % +f in D(Q);

x
(2) (z,DTi(u)) = |DTk(u)| as Radon measuresin 2, forall k > 0;
(3) [z,v](x) € Sgn(—u(z)) HN!— ae x €.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let f € L™ (). If f satisfies (3.2), then there exists a solution of problem (B.1)) in the
sense of Definition 3.1]

As in [19, 34], the key argument in order to prove Theorem[3.T] consists in the study of the
asymptotic behaviour, as p — 17, of the solutions u,, of the problem

{ —Apu = )\|Vu|p_2Vu-# +f inQ,

u = 0 on 09, (33)

for which a solution does exist by [32, Theorem 3.1]. More precisely, we shall find uniform
estimates with respect to p in order to pass the limit as p — 17. To do that the main difficulty
relies in the accurate analysis of a priori estimates and convergence properties of the family

_ x
<>\|VUP|p 2V'pr . W) s
p>1

which is overcome, as in [40], by mean of Hardy inequality (2.2) as well as a suitable
truncation argument.

The asymptotic behaviour of the family (u,),~1 provided f satisfies (3.2) is the content of
the following result which is in sharp continuity with the previous results of [19} 34, 21} 40].

Theorem 3.2. Assume that f satisfies

Sl + g <1
Then
u, =0 aein Q as p—1T.
If f satisfies
Sl vy + s =1,

then there exist uw € BV () such that

Up = U in L5Q), s€[l,1*) as p—1T.

Furthermore, we shall show the following L*(2) regularity result for solutions to
problem whose proof is a re-adaptation of the classical Stampacchia’s argument to our
framework (see also [33], Theorem 3.5]).

Theorem 3.3. Let f € LY(QY) with ¢ > N. Assume that f satisfies (3.2)). Then the solutions w,, of
(3.3) satisfies
lup|l oo (@) < C, (3.4)

for some constant C' > 0 not depending on p. In particular the limit of w,, that is u solution of (3.I)
belongs to L>°(2).
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3.1. Some preliminary a priori estimates. Assume that there exists p € (1, V) such that
N-p

IA| < forall p € (1,p]. (3.5)

Observe that, once (3.2) is in force, for f # 0, then (3.5) always hold for some p.
Now, fixed f € LY (1), consider for any p € (1, p] the problem
{ —Apu = AVuP~2Vu - ﬁ +f in Q,
u = 0 on 0f2.
By [32, Theorem 3.1 (i)], there exists a weak solution u,, € WO1 P(Q) N L>®(Q), i.e., u, satisfies
/Q |V, [P~2Vu, - Vo dr = )\/Q VP2 Vu, - #@dm + /Q fodr Ve Wol’p(Q). (3.6)

Observe that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.6)) is well defined because of the Hardy
inequality (2.2); in fact, using the Holder inequality first and then (2.2), one has

|Vu|P=2Vu - x » 4 P e D p—1
| B e < ([ vupar) ([ ) < il o el

|22

Moreover, using u, as test function in (3.6), and using (2.2) as above, we get

[Alp /
1-— Vu,|Pdr < *
( N—p Q| upPdz < | f v @ llull e o)

and so, using Sobolev and Holder inequalities, one has

1(p-1)
£l () S y
lepllwgr < | = S QY7 forall pe (1,7 (37)
— e

The following result is a consequence of the above inequality and condition (3.2).

Lemma 3.1. Let f € L™ () and )\ € R be such that (3.2) holds. Then there exists u € BV () such
that, up to subsequences,

up —>u in L%(Q), se[l,1%)
Up — U in LY(Q)
Vu, = Du % — weakly in  M(Q,RY),

asp — 17T,

Proof. Note that

IM 1/(17_1)
i | N=T AN/ 1-|AD]
p_>1+ 1 _ IA‘p

N—p

Hence using (3.2) in (3.7), we deduce that there exists C' > 0 such that
/ |Vu,Pde < C|Q| forall pe(1,p].
Q
By Young’s inequality, we have that

1 -1
/\Vup]dmgz—)/ Vgl da + P10 < (C+ DI forall p e (1,7
Q Q
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Since u, = 0 on 01, the family (u,)py>1 is uniformly bounded in BV (2). Consequently, by
compact embedding in BV (see for instance [2, Proposition 3.13]), there exists v € BV ()
such that, up to subsequences,

up —u in L%(Q), se[1,1%)
and
Vu, = Du x —weakly in M(Q,RY),
as p — 1. Recall that, by the Sobolev inequality, one also gets

u, =~ u in L'V(Q) as p—1T.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ > 1. There exists z € L™= (2, RY) with [zl oo (0,rv) < 1 such that
|Vup[P~2Vu, =z in LYQRY) as p—17T.
The proof of the previous lemma is standard and can be found, for instance, in [40, Lemma
4.3].
4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we shall prove Theorem [3.T] Theorem [3.2, and Theorem 3.3

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1l We show that the limits v and z detected in Lemma 3.1l and [3.2]
respectively, satisfy (1) — (3) of Definition 3.1

Proof of (1). In order to prove (1) we pass to the limit in (3.6).
Let p € C2°(2). By Lemma[3.2] it follows that

lim /|Vup|p2Vup-Vg0dx:/z-godx
Q Q

p—1t
and
X X
li Vu, P72V -—d:/ - pd.
B A R R

Letting p — 17 in (3.6), we obtain that
/Z-Vgodﬂ::)\/z-izgodx—i—/fgpdx,
Q a |zl Q

—divz = Az - % Y f in D(Q). 4.1)

i.e.

Notice, in particular, that div z is not only a measure in M(); in fact, by (4.1) one has that
divz € L9(f2), V¢ € [1,N), or, more precisely

dive € LV>(Q).
Proof of (2). Note that, by Proposition[2.11, we have that

(z, DTy (u)) < |DTy(u)] as Radon measureson €.
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In order to show the reverse inequality, let ¢ € C2°(£2) be a nonnegative function, we use
Ty (up) as test function in (3.6) to obtain

/ | VT (up) P dz + / T (up) | Vup P2V, - Vi dr
Q Q

= )\/ VP2 Vu, - ﬁaka(up)dx +/ foTy(up) dx.
Q )

Using Young's inequality, we have that

1 —1
/ oIV Ty (up)| < - / PV Tk (up) P d + L— / o da
Q P Ja D Q

A 1
< —/ [V, P2 Vu, - %@Tk(up) dx + — / foTk(up) dx (4.2)
D Ja |z D Ja

1 -1
——/Tk(up)|Vup|p2Vup-Vg0d:U—i—p—/gpdx.
bJa b Ja

Notice that, as ¢Ti(up)z/|z|> — ¢Tp(w)z/|z[* in LI(Q,RN) and |Vu,|P~?Vu, — z in
LY (Q,RN), for ¢ € (1, N), it follows that

lim / |V, P2V, - LQQOTk(up) dx = / zZ- %goTk(u) dx. (4.3)
Q ] o |l

p—1t

Similarly, one can prove that

lim [ Ty (up)|Vup|P 2Vu, - Vo dr = / Ti(u)z - Vi d.
Q

p—1T Jq

Consequently, passing to limitin (£2) as p — 17, since v — [, | Dv| is lower semicontinuous
with respect to the L' convergence,

[epnwi < [ o Zende+ [ fewde— [ Tuwa- Veds

0 o Jaf?
@—/Q<ka(u)divzdx—/QTk(u)z-dem (4.4)
e /Q (2, DTi(w))p,

forall 0 < ¢ € Cg°(12), and so, the reverse inequality holds.
Proof of (3). Notice that, by Proposition

Ty (u)[z,v] + |Ti(u)] >0 HY' — ae.in Q. (4.5)

In order to prove the reverse inequality, use 7} (u,) as test function in (3.6) to obtain

T
/Q VT (up) P de = )\/Q V[P~ Vu, - WTk(up) dx + /Q [Ty (up) de.

As uy, = 0 on 01, using Young inequality, we have that

[ vt + [ T e
Q F[9)
1 -1
< —/ \VTk(up)]pdw—i—p—\Q] (4.6)
P Ja p

)\/ 9 x 1/ p—1
= — Vu,|P"*Vu, - —=Tk(u,) dr + — Ti(uy,) dz + ——1|9Q)].
D Q’ p‘ P ‘xP k‘( p) » Qf k‘( p) D ’ ‘
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Note that, as in (4.3), one also can prove that

lim / Vu,|P~2Vu -iTku dx:/z-iTku dx.
Q| p| P ‘.%"2 ( p) Q ’1"2 ( )

p—1t

Letting p — 17 in (&.6), using the lower semi-continuity, we obtain that
/ | DT} (u)] +/ Ty ()| dHV L < )\/ 7 —Ty(u) do + / FTi(w) dz
Q 0 o || Q
o —/ Ti(u)div z dx
Q

@ - Z,V U a
x /Q<z,DTk<u>> /m[, T (u) dHN L.

Since (z, DTk (u)) = |DTx(u)],

/ Ty ()| dHN 1 + / (2, V| T}, (u) dHN 1 < 0. (4.7)
o0 o0
Thus, from ({3) and @.7),

/8 Q(ka(u)y + T (u) [z, v]) dHY L = 0. (4.8)

Since Ty(u) — u in L'(Q) and / | DTy (u)| < / |Dul for all k& > 1, (Ty(u))k>1 strictly
Q

converges to u. But this, in turn, implies, by continuity of trace operator with respect to
the strict convergence, that

Ti(u) = u in LY(0Q), HY"!'— ae.in 90 as k — co.

Letting £ — oo in (4.8), we obtain that
/ (Ju] + ufz, v]) dHN T = 0.
o9

Therefore u and z as in Lemma B.I] and Lemma respectively, satisfy (1) — (3) of
Definition 3.1

O

Remark 4.1. If we assume that the limit u in Lemma Bl is such that v* € LY(Q, |divz|) and
ut,u™ € LY(, J,), then passing to the limit in (&4), by Proposition 213, and using the weak lower
semicontinuity,

| eDul < [ omDu) vo<pecx@),
Q Q

On the other hand, by Proposition 21T and Proposition [2.13] we have that

/ ©(z,Du) = lim [ ¢(z, DT} (u)) < limsup/ o| DTy (u)| = / o|Du| Y0 <peC(Q).
Q Q Q

k—oo Jo k—oo

Consequently,

| #mpw= [ dlpu vo<pec@)
Q Q
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4.2. Proof of Theorem[3.2l We split the proof of Theorem 3.2 into two cases:
Case 1. Suppose that

Al
SNIIfllLy @) + ~v_1°< L.

Notice that, given € > 0, there exist p > 1 such that
£z~ ) Sn

_ b
1 N—p

<1l—e€ forall pe (1,p].

Thus, from 3.7),
u, =0 in WyP(Q) asp—17F
and so, up to subsequences,

uy(z) -0 ae x€Q asp— 1T,

Case 2. Assume that
R

Sulfllvey + =7 =1
Notice that
p
-1 B p/(p-1)
lim 11z ) Sw o [ LD — JAIN/I(N=D)(N=1-A)]
p—1+ 1— A po1+ | 1 — A
N—p N—p

But this, in (3.7)), implies that there exists C' > 0 such that
/Q|Vup|p drx < C|Q| forall pe(1,p].
Using the Young inequality, we have that
/Q|Vup|d:v < %/Q|Vup|p dx + ]%1|Q| < (C+1)9Q| forall pe (1,p] 4.9)

Hence, as u, = 0 on 01, (up),>1 is uniformly bounded in BV () and so, there exists
u € BV(Q) such that, up to subsequences,

up, —u in L*(Q)Vse[l,1*) as p—1T.

This complete the proof. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem We use standard Stampacchia’s type argument ([46]). We define
App={z € Q: |up(x)| > k}.
Use Gy, (up) as test function in (3.6) to obtain
/Q VG ()P dz = A / VG ()P 2V Gl (1) - &Gk(up) do + /Q FGu(uy) da.
Q

Using Holder’s, Hardy’s and Sobolev’s inequalities, the latter becomes

A 1/p B B
(1= 5% [ 9GP do < ey S ([ 9Gk P o) 4y 15 v

and so

P/ (p-1)
S
/ VG (up)|P da < (WAk,pl/Nl/q) |Ag,| forall pe (1,5, (4.10)
Q _

N—p
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By the Young inequality and (4.10), we obtain that

p/(p=1)
1[Nl pa)Sn - p—1
J R e Al + 20 A,
for all p € (1, p]. Using Chebyshev’s inequality one has
1 ~ @& 1 _ _
| Ap| < N NT) /Q |up| =1 dr < W(SN(C+ DIQYN =D forall p e (1,p].

Hence, there exists kg > 1 such that

| fllLa)Sn

_ b
1 N—p

| AN Y9 <1 forall k> ko forall pe (1,p].

Thus

VG (up)|de < |Agp|  forall k> kg, forall pe (1,p].
Agp

But this, in turn, implies that

/ |Gr(up)| dx < SN|Ak,p|1+1/N forall k> ko, forall p e (1,p]
A

k,p

and so, for I > k > ko,

S
| A p] < TNk!Ak,p\Hl/N forall p € (1,p].

Consequently, by [46, Lemma 4.1],
|Ak0+d,p| =0 forall pE (1’p]’
where d = 2NV*T1Sy| A, VY, and so holds; moreover, since u, — u a.e. in 2 then
u € L>®(Q). O

Remark 4.2. An easy consequence of Theorem [3.3| (see also Remark A1) is that, if f € L1() with
q > N in Theorem [3.1] then the solution u satisfies

(2)" (z,Du) = |Du| as Radon measures on 2,

instead of (2) in Definition 3.1l

5. DATA fIN LYV°°(Q) AND W~1°((Q)

In this section we show how the previous argument can be use to extend some of the
results to the case of more general data. Let f € LY>°(0). Assume that f satisfies
A
ey + g <1, G)
where ~; is as in (2.4). Let p > 1. For each p € (1, p|, consider the problem
~Apu = AVulP~2Vu - # +f in Q (52)
u = 0 on 0.
Again ([32]) problem (5.2) has solution, say u,, that is, u, satisfies

/ |V, P2V, - Vo dr = )\/ V[PV, - %gp dx +/ fedx forall ¢ € Wol’p(Q).
Q Q Q

|
(5.3)
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Use u, as test function in (5.2), by Holder and Hardy inequalities, and also using
Proposition[2.8] one gets

A 1/p -
[ 19wl de < 372 [ 9w P s bl v ([ 1o Pas) e
Q —PJa Q

or, by rearranging

171 v
/ V| do < | Z22ETEER) Q| forall pe (1,7,
Q 1 e
N-p
Since, using (5.1)),
p/(p—1)
i Yl pwvee )
msup | ———~— < 00,
p—1t 1— ]‘V—};
there exists u € BV (Q2) such that, up to subsequences,
Vu, = Du * — weakly in M(Q,RY)
up —u in L), Vg e [1,1%), ae.in Q

Up — U in L7 (Q),
asp — 1.
On the other hand, using Lemma 3.2} there exists z € L>®(Q, RY) with ||z|| LRy <1
such that
|Vu,[P~2Vu, =z in LI(Q,RY) forall ¢>1 as p—1T.

Letting p — 1 in (53), by the very same argument of the proof of Theorem 3.1} we obtain
that

/Z.Vsodx:)\/z-izgodx—{—/fgpd:ﬂ forall ¢ € C2(Q),
Q o |zl Q

i.e.,
—divz=12- % +f in D(Q).

It is worth to recall that —div z belongs to L™¥>>°(Q) € M(f2) and so, the Anzellotti’s theory
is still available. Considering the previous observations, following the same technique of the
proof of Theorem 3.1} one can show that u and z satisfy (1) — (3) of Definition[3.1l One can
also prove the analogous of Theorem [3.2] by systematically using Proposition 2.2] instead of
the classical Holder inequality and Propositions[2.3]land 2.8in place of the classical Sobolev’s
inequalities.

Summarizing, one has the following results.

Theorem 5.1. Let f € LY>°(). If f satisfies (5.1), then there exists a solution of problem (3. in
the sense of Definition 3.1

Theorem 5.2. Assume that f satisfies

A
Yl flpwee ) + ~v_1 <
Then
u, -0  aein Q as p—1T.
If f satisfies
A
Yl f 1 pvee @) + N_o1 b
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then there exist w € BV (§2) such that
Up = U in L5Q), s€[l,1*) as p—1T.
Remark 5.1. Similarly, by re-adapting the previous idea, when f € W—1°°(Q), assuming that

Al
~v_1 7+ [ fllw-1.0000) < 1,

results analogous to Theorem [3.Iland Theorem 3.2 can be established straightforwardly.

6. A GENERIC DRIFT IN LYV:>°(()

Consider the following problem

—Au = %-F—i—f in O 6.1)
u = 0 on 99, ’

where Q C RY is an open set with bounded Lipschitz boundary, f, for simplicity, belongs to
LN (Q) (being the case LY:>°(0) easily treatable as in Section 5, see Remark 6.1 below), and
the measurable vector function F:  — R is such that |F| belong to L":>(9). Moreover,
we assume

TIF vee @) + SN FllLv @) <1, (6-2)

where Sy and 7, are as in 2.3) and (2.4) respectively. Note that, if (6.2) is in force and f # 0,
then |[F]| v ) < 1/7.

Also observe that, if F(z) = A\z/|z|? and |A\| < N — 1, then (6.2) reduces to (3.2).
6.1. Approximating problems and basic a priori estimates. First of all, note that, as f # 0,
by (6.2), there exists p > 1 such that
1= ll[Fl ey >0 forall pe (1]
For each p € (1, p], we consider the following problem

{ —Apu = |[Vuf2Vu-F+f in Q

u = 0 on 0f). (6.3)

Reasoning as in [32, Theorem 3.1 (i)] it is possible to show that, for each p € (1, p], there exists
a solution u, to (6.3), that is, u, satisfies

/Q|Vup|p2Vup cpdr = /Q |V [P~ 2Vu, - Fodx + /Qfgpd:v forall ¢ € Wol’p(Q). (6.4)

For the sake of completeness we sketch the proof of this result in Appendix|[Al

Moreover, the family (uy),~1 is uniformly bounded in p. Indeed, use u,, as test function in

(6.4) to obtain
/Q |V, | dz = /Q \VupP~2Vu, - Fuy, dr + /Q fupdaz. (6.5)

From Proposition [2.1] Holder inequality and Proposition[2.3} it follows that

[ 19l Yy Fupde < [ (9wl OFF Ol 1)
Q 0

0o . ) (p—1)/p ° .
< 1 ooy (/0 (V™ )*(t)]p/<p—>dt) (/0 o

< Bl ve ) /Q VP da,

1/p
wl' P )
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where v, = p/[(N — p)C}V/N]. Thus, using (6.2), (6.5) becomes

/(p—1) p/(p—1)
S b 1 — 7 |[|F||x0
/Q\Vup]pdm - ( NIl @) )) Q| < ( | F|l~ (Q)) Q. (66)

L= ll[F(llzvee @ L= ll[Flll w0 @)

Since

i TIEN LY. () N NIIFI .00 ) IV =D L= [ [FIl 1,00 )
p—1+ \ 1= l[|F[[ Ly (0

there exists p > 1 such that
/ |Vup|Pde < C forall pe(1,p], forsome C > 0.
Q

But this, in turn, up to subsequences, implies that there exists u € BV (2) such that

Vu, — Du * — weakly in M(Q,RY)
up = u in L), Vg e[1,1%), ae.in Q (6.7)
Up — U in L' (Q),

asp — 1T,
6.2. Proof of the existence result for a generic drift. Here is our notion of solution of
problem (6.I) that naturally extends Definition 3.1

Definition 6.1. We say that v € BV(Q) is a solution to (6.1) if there exist z € X () with
2] oo (o,rv) < 1 such that

(i) —divza=z-F+ f in D'(Q);
(i) (z, DTy(u)) = |DTk(u)| as Radon measures on Q@ forall k > 0;
iti) [z,v] € Sgn (—u) HN"1 — ae. in 0.

8

Our main existence result in presence of a generic drift term F is the following.

Theorem 6.1. Let f # 0in L™ () and let F: Q — RY be a measurable vectorial function such that
|F| € LN>(Q). If f and F satisfy (6.2) then there exists a solution to (6.1) in the sense of Definition
6.1

In oder to prove the above theorem we need the following.

Lemma 6.1. For each p > 1, let u, be a solution of ©.3). Then there exists z € L> (2, RY) with
2] Lo o,y < 1 such that, up to subsequences, for any 1 < ¢ < oo

\Vu,P?Vu, ~z in LYQ) as p— 1T

Proof. Let ¢ > 1. Using Holder inequality and (6.6), we obtain that

1/q 1 — 1 |||F||| o~
(/ prrp?w\qu) < (LB s ) s, 6.8)
Q L= ll[Flll w0 @)

But this, in turn, implies that there exists z, € L9(Q2, R") such that, up to subsequences,
|Vup[P~2Vu, =2z, in LYQRY) as p— 1T
and, by a diagonal argument, there exists z independent of ¢ such that

|Vup[P~?Vu, =z in LIQ,RY) as p—1T.
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Passing to limit in (6.8), as p — 11, we obtain that
HZHLq(Q,RN) < |Q|1/q forall ¢ > 1.
So, letting ¢ — oo,

2] oo (@rvy < 1.
O

Proof of Theorm In order to show this theorem, we prove that v and z given found,
respectively, in (6.7) and in Lemma[6.1] satisfy (i) — (ii7) of Definition[6.1

Proof of (). It result by taking the limit in (6.4) as p — 17, and using Lemma[6.1} In fact, as
[F| € LN>°(Q) C LY(Q) and |Vu,|[P~2Vu, — zin LI(Q,RY), one has that

p—1t

lim / Vo, [P~2Vu, - Fodr = / z-Fpdz,
Q Q
for all p € C°(Q). Consequently, letting p — 17 in (6.4),
/ z -Vodr = )\/ z-Fodx +/ fodx forall v € C°(9),
Q Q Q

or equivalently
—divz=Xz-F+f in D'(Q).
Note that, —divz € LY>°(Q2) ¢ M(Q) and so, Anzellotti’s theory is available.
Proof of (ii). Use (2.11) to obtain
(z, DTy (u)) < |DTi(u)| as Radon measureson 2 forall k& > 0.

Let 0 < ¢ € C°(2). In order to proof the reverse inequality, we use @7} (u,) as test function
in to obtain

/ o|VTi(up)|P dx —i—/ T (up)|Vuy, P2V, - Vi dr
Q Q

:/Q\Vup]pQVup-F(ka(up)dw—i—/Qfaka(up)dx.

Now we let p — 17; using the weak lower semi-continuity, Young's inequality, and Lemma

[6.1] one gets

/gp\DTk(u)] gliminf/ 0| VT (up)| dz
Q r—=1% Jo

1 -1
< liminf (—/gp|VTk(up)|pd:U+p—/ godm)
p=1t \D Jo Db Ja

1 1
= lim <—/ \VuI,IPQVup-FgOTk(up)dx—i——/ foTi(up) dx
P Ja D Ja

p—1t

1 -1
——/Tk(up)|Vup|p_2Vup-Vgpd:ﬂ—kp—/goda:)
bJa b Ja

§/Qz-F@Tk(u)daz—i—/gfngk(u)dx—/QTk(u)z-Vgpd:U
:—/wTk(u)divzdx—/Tk(u)z-Vgodx
Q

Q
= / (z, DTy (u))e.
Q

Hence the contrary inequality holds.
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Proof of (ii4). Observe that, by Proposition 210, we have that
/ | Ty ()| dHN 1 —|—/ 2, V] T) (u) dHN 1 > 0. (6.9)
i9) 0
In order to show the reverse inequality, use T} (u,) as test function in (6.4) to obtain

/Q]VTk(up)\p der = /Q V[P~V u, - FTy(u,) dw—i—/Qka(up)dx.

By Young’s inequality and the fact that u, = 0 on 02, it follows that
/ IV Ty (uy)| da + / | T (up) | dHN
Q o0
1 -9 1 p— 1
< — | |Vup|P™*Vuy, - FT(up) de + = | fTx(up) de + ——|Q].
P Ja P Ja p
Letting p — 17, by lower semi-continuity, we obtain that

/Q\DTk(u)] + /89 Ty (u)| dHN 1 < /QZ -FTy(u) dx —l—/Qka(u) dx

:—/Tk(u)divzdx

Q

— / (2, DTy (u)) - / (2, V)T () AN
Q (9]

But this, by (i7), implies that the reverse to (6.9) holds, and so
/ Ty ()| dHY 1 + / 2, V] T) (u) dHN 1 = 0. (6.10)
a0 a0

As Ti(u) — u in sense of strict convergence, by continuity of the trace operator in BV (),
we have that

Tp(u) = u in L'(0) as k— oo.

Hence, letting k — oo in (6.10),

/ Ju| dHN 1 —|—/ [z, VjudHN 1 = 0.
o0N o0

and so, (7i7) holds.
Therefore (i) — (iiz) of Definition [6.Tlhold and so, v is a solution solution to (6.1). O

Remark 6.1. If one assume that f € L(S2) with ¢ > N, then by Stampacchia’s argument, as in the
proof of Theorem [3.3] one can show that (up)p>1 is uniformly bounded and that w € L*°(2). Also
observe that, if f € L™>°(8) is such that

1
(NF M pwoe @) + 1 flnee @) < -
By combining the very same arguments of the proofs of Theorem 5. Iland of Theorem one can show
that there exists z € X p(Q) with ||z]| oo (o rvy < 1 such that

(1) —divza=z-F+ f in &
(17) (z, DTy (u)) = |DTy(u)| as Radon measures on €, forall k > 0;
(iii) [z,v] € Sgn(—u) HN"! —ae on 09,

and that the analogous of Theorem [3.2lalso holds.
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7. NON-EXISTENCE AND OPTIMALITY. SOME EXPLICIT EXAMPLES

In this section, we give some explicit examples provided assumption (5.1)) is either satisfied
or not. We start with the following example, in which the equality sign in (5.I) holds; in this
case one can construct an example in which the limit u of (uy),~1 found in Theorem[3.2]is a
nontrivial solution of (3.).

Example 7.1. Let R > 0and A\ = —(N — 2). Consider the problem
~Apu = NVuP?Vu- i+ in Br(0)
u = 0 on 833(0).

One can easily show, that the function

(7.1)

RNfl
T N_-1

Up ()

is a solution of (1)) and
1

~_T1Tn
]

N -1

LN:20(Q)
where ~y, is as in 2.4).
Clearly,

li =
Jm (@) =

N-1
1-— <%> ] =u(x) forall x € Br(0),

and .
z=—— forall x € Bg(0),

satisfy the following conditions

T
|z

(z, Du) = |Dul| as Radon measures in Bg(0)

&

that is, u is a solution to problem

—Aju = A%-i+i in Bg(0)
u = 0 on dBR(0).

1
—din = Az + ﬂ n BR(O)
xr

m

Sgn(—u) HNL —ae x € BR(0),

On the other hand, the existence of a non-trivial solution of problem (3.1) when the
equality in (5.1) holds is not always true, as shown in the next example.

Example 7.2. For N > 3,let 0 < 3 < e((N/(N=1)*~1)Cn Lot f: Br(0) — R be a function defined

by
f(x):{%m y <3

i F<|[<R

|z

Note that, for all s > 0, the distribution function of f can be write as

CyRN if 0<s<§
ry if R<s<%

ay(s) =

=v/|SY

on|&-(5)"] s>
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The non-increasing rearrangement of f is given by
1/N

C
[5(t) =sup{s > 0: ay(s) >t} = tlj\/[N forall te (0,CyRY),
and so,
1/N
1 lseey = CHF™.
Thus, for A = —(N — 2),
A
L oy = 1

where v1 = [(N — 1)(]]1\,/N]*1, that is, (5.1) is satisfied with the equality sign. But, as <

o((N/(N=1)¥ ~1)C

i N-2 1 U
N1 + SN2y (Bro)) < N1 + NC}V/N (Cn +In(p)) N <1
and so, by Theorem

lim u,(z) =0 ae x € Br(0).
p—1+

The following example shows the optimality of the condition (5.1).
Example 7.3. Let A\ = —(N — 2). Consider the datum f(z) = «/|z|, with o > 0. Note that

ol/(p—=1) pN-1 \x! N-1
==—-— 1 - — 1'
up(z) N1 < 7 > forall p>
is a solution to
—Ayu = AVulP~2Vu- # + |%‘| in Br(0)
u = 0 on 0BRr(0).
However
0 f a<l <= A/(N-1)+mnle/lzllliyeeg <1
lim wy(z) = RY"YIWNV =)A= (zl/RNN] i a=1 <= MN/N-1)+mnlla/lzllpyeg =1
p—1F +00 if a>1 <= |A/(N-1)+nle/lzlll yee@ > 1

7.1. Thecase 1— N < XA < 0 and an associated singular weighted problem. Let us conclude
by focus our attention to the particular case of a negative parameter A > 1 — N. In this case
in fact, problem (3.1) exhibits an intriguing connection with some singular elliptic problems
that are naturally studied in weighted Sobolev space. More precisely, if we multiply by |z|*

in (3.1), we obtain that
D
—div (Wﬁ) = [2f in Q.
Denote a = —\, 500 < a < N — 1 and our problem becomes
(1 Du) _ L -
~div (eBy) = @ef i Q (7.2)
u = 0 on 0f).

Problems as is (Z.2) are well-known in the literature (see for instance [41] and references
therein) and they are well-posed in weighted Sobolev spaces. With the help of the extension
of the the Anzellotti theory developed in [41], in fact, one can show the existence of a solution
to (Z2). More specifically, it can be seen that there exists u € BV (Q) and z € L>(Q, RY) with
2] oo (o,rv) < 1 such that

~div (ez) = = f in D'(Q)
ﬁ(z, Du) = #\Du! as Radon measures on (2

[z,v] € Sgn(—u) HN-! — ae. in 0.
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APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE FOR THE APPROXIMATING PROBLEM

In [32] Theorem 3.1 (i)], the existence of a weak solution for problem (6.3) was proven
under the slightly stronger assumption that

B
|F(z)| < — VzeQ.

]
If one only assume |F| € LY°°(Q) such that
1 . P
F|| vy < —  with vy = —————, (A1)
O Ty Tow-peyt

the proof is very similar; although, for the sake of completeness here we sketch it by
emphasizing the differences relying in passing to the limit in the lower order term.

Theorem A.1. Let 1 < p < N. Let f € L™(Q), m > N/p, and let F: Q — RY be a measurable
vectorial function such that |F| € LN->°(Q) satisfying (AJ). Then there exists a weak solution

u € WHP(Q) of ©.3) in the sense of (6.4).

Proof. For f,, = T,,(f), consider the problem
_ |Vun|P~2Vu, F .
—Bptn = ripvepE T 0
u, = 0 on 0f).

By classical Leray-Lions theory, it well known that the above problem has solution u,, €
W, () satisfying

- Vu,|P~?Vu, - F
/vaun!p QVUn'VSOdHU:/Ql|+ 1/7|1|Vu |p_1|F|Lpdx+/angpdm forall ¢ € Wol’p(Q).

(A.2)
Use u,, as test function above to obtain, by Holder and Sobolev inequalities, and (A.1),

Snall fllzm e 1/(p=1)
U ||, < L i QA-1/m=1/p")/=1)  forall n € N.
letnllyy2e ) (1 - 7p|||F||LN,<X,(Q)> o
Consequently, there exist u € WO1 P(Q) such that, up to subsequences,
Up —u  in WyP(Q)
u, —u in LYQ) forall g€ [p,p*),

as n — oo. But this, in turn, allows to apply classical a.e. convergence of the gradients results
(see [13])), i.e.
Vu, — Vu ae.in .

Thus, by Vitali theorem,
Vu, = Vu in (LYQ)N forall ¢ < p. (A.3)
which, in turn, implies that there exists g € L?(2) such that
[Vu,| <g ae.in Q.

In order to pass to the limit in (A.2) as n — oo, we consider N/(N — 1) < ¢ < p/(p — 1)
and so, p < ¢’ < N. Note that [F| € LN>°(Q) c L7 (). Thus

_ _ PR
V[P F] < g(a)? 1\F!§59q(” 1)+?\F!q € L1(Q).
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By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, it follows that

. |V, |P~2Vu, - F
lim
n—o0 fq 1—|—1/n\Vun\p_1]F\

Lpdx:/ |VulP~2Vu - Fyda. (A.4)
Q

Letting n — oo in (A2), from (A3) and (A.4), we obtain
/ |VulP2Vu - Vods = / \Vu|P2Vu - Foda +/ fodr forall ¢ € Wol’p(Q),
Q Q Q

and this concludes the proof. O
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