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Abstract

We prove the existence of a positive solution to a semipositone N-Laplacian
problem with a critical Trudinger-Moser nonlinearity. The proof is based on
obtaining uniform C® a priori estimates via a compactness argument. Our
result is new even in the semilinear case N = 2, and our arguments can easily
be adapted to obtain positive solutions of more general semipositone problems
with critical Trudinger-Moser nonlinearities.
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1 Introduction

Elliptic problems with critical Trudinger-Moser nonlinearities have been widely in-
vestigated in the literature. We refer the reader to the survey paper of de Figueiredo
et al. ] for an overview of recent results on Trudinger-Moser type inequalities and
related critical problems. A model critical problem of this type is

—Ayu=A\ |u|N_2ue6‘“|N/ in Q
u=>0 on 0f),

where Q is a smooth bounded domain in RN, N > 2, Ay u = div (|Vu|V "2 Vu) is
the N-Laplacian of u, N' = N/(N — 1), and A\, 8 > 0. This problem is a natural
analog of the Brézis-Nirenberg problem for the p-Laplacian in the borderline case
p = N, where the critical growth is of exponential type and is governed by the
Trudinger-Moser inequality

sup / eV dp < 0. (1.1)
Q

ueWy N (Q), [lul|<1

Here W,V () is the usual Sobolev space with the norm

1/N
Joll = ([ 1vuar)
Q

ay = N w]lv/(];[_l), and wy_; is the area of the unit sphere in RY (see Trudinger [[I]

and Moser [[0]). A result of Adimurthi [[] gives a positive solution of this problem
for A € (0, A1), where A\; > 0 is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of —Ay in Q (see also
do O [g]). Theorem 1.4 in de Figueiredo et al. [}, B] gives a nontrivial solution for
A > \; in the semilinear case N = 2. More recently, Yang and Perera [[J] obtained
a nontrivial solution in the general quasilinear case N > 3 when A > \; is not an
eigenvalue.

In the present paper we study the related semipositone problem

—Ayu= AN Tt @oin Q
u>0 in Q (1.2)
u=20 on 05},



where p > 0. Since —p < 0, v = 0 is not a subsolution of this problem, which
makes finding a positive solution rather difficult (see Lions [[]). This compounds the
usual difficulties arising from the lack of compactness associated with critical growth
problems. Our main result here is that this problem has a weak positive solution for
all sufficiently small p when A < A;.

Theorem 1.1. If A € (0, A1), then there exists u* > 0 such that for all u € (0, u*),
problem ([3) has a weak solution u, € Cy™(Q) for some a € (0,1).

This result seems to be new even in the semilinear case N = 2. The outline of
the proof is as follows. We consider the modified problem

—Ayu=Af(u") —pg(u) inQ
(1.3)
u=>0 on 02,

where f(t) = V=18 for ¢ > 0, ut(z) = max {u(z),0}, and

0, t< -1
gty =< 1+t, -1<t<0
1, t>0.

Weak solutions of this problem coincide with critical points of the C''-functional

E,(u) = /Q ['V;‘N C APt + ,uG(u)] de, we W),

where
F(t):/tf(s)ds, t>0, G(t):/tg(s)ds, teR.
0 0

The functional E, satisfies the (PS). condition for all ¢ # 0 satisfying

1 [y N—-1 y
<x (%) -5

where || denotes the Lebesgue measure in RY, and it follows from the mountain
pass theorem that E, has a uniformly positive critical level below this threshold for
compactness for all sufficiently small g > 0 (see Lemmas B.1] and B.2). This part of
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the proof is more or less standard. The novelty of the paper lies in the fact that the
solution u,, of the modified problem ([[.3) thus obtained is positive, and hence solves
our original problem ([), if x is further restricted. Note that this does not follow
from standard arguments based on the maximum principle since the perturbation
term —p < 0. This is precisely the main difficulty in finding positive solutions of
semipositone problems as was pointed out in Lions [f].

We will prove that for every sequence p; > 0, p; — 0, a subsequence of u; = u,,
is positive in €2. The idea of the proof is to show that a subsequence of u; converges
in C3(Q) to a solution of the limit problem

—Ayu=Af(u") inQ

u=0 on 0.

This requires a uniform Cy*(Q) estimate of u; for some a € (0,1). It is well-known
that each u; belongs to Cy*(Q). However, proving that the sequence (u;) remains
bounded in Cé’a(ﬁ) is a nontrivial task in the critical case. We will obtain the re-
quired estimate by proving the following compactness result, which is of independent
interest.

Theorem 1.2. If i; > 0, p; — pu >0, (u;) € Wy (Q), and
Eﬂj (Uj) — C, E/:J (u]) — 0

for some ¢ # 0 satisfying

c<i<o‘—N)N_l—ﬁ Q) (1.4)
AW p 14 '

then a subsequence of (u;) converges to a critical point of E,, at the level c.

This theorem implies that

sup/ eb‘“”Nldx < 00
Jj JQ

for all b (see Lemma B.4). This together with the Hélder inequality implies that
f(u}) is bounded in L*(Q) for all s > 1, so (u;) is bounded in L*(Q2) by Guedda
and Véron [f, Proposition 1.3]. The global regularity result in Lieberman [ then
gives the desired Cp*(Q) estimate.

Theorem is proved in Section || and Theorem [[.1] in Section fJ. In closing
the introduction we remark that we have confined ourselves to the model problem
(T7) only for the sake of simplicity. The arguments given in this paper can easily
be adapted to obtain positive solutions of more general semipositone problems with
critical Trudinger-Moser nonlinearities.



2 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem [[.4. First we collect some elementary estimates for
easy reference.

Lemma 2.1. For allt > 0,

. N—1 tf(t)
() F(t) < 5 pov

N-1
NN+5—1)

(i) F(t) < F

—~

1)+ tf(t),

IN

(iti) F(t)

<~
&H
~

<~
~—
~-

IA
S e e

N 4 %tNQ/(N—l)eﬁtNl}

5(N — 1) tNQ/(N—l)
N? '

Proof. [(7]. Integrating by parts,

= 2
o
= =
v
~
=2
+

’ — t ’
F(t) < %tN—N/(N—l)eﬁtN — %/ GN=N/(N=1)=1 8" 7o
0
N—1 tNeot"
< BN ¢N/(N-1)
_N-1 ()
BN tN/(N-1)°

t
[i7). Fort <1, F(t) < F(1). Fort > 1, F(t) = F(1) +/ f(s)ds. Integrating
1
by parts,

/1 t £(s)ds

LN g s ! N—1+N/(N-1) psN’
Nt e — Ni S e dS
1

N

1
)~ / £(s) ds,

IN

IA

and hence /t f(s)ds < N(NN+_51— 0 tf(t).




[7i7). Integrating by parts,

! t !
tNeBtN i p SN—i-N/(N—l)—leBsN ds

F(t) = 1/

2= 2=

<

tf(t).

[iv] Since et <1+ te for all t > 0,

t !
F(t) < / sN—1 (1 + BN/ (N=1) B8 ) ds
0

< L (14 o).
- N

[v) Since ¢! > 1+¢ for all t >0,

t
F(t) 2/ sN—1 (l—l—ﬁsN/(N_l)) ds
0

1 BN —1) n2/ne

_ 2N PV T )N N-Y
N + N?

Next we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. If (u;) is a sequence in Wy™ (Q) converging a.e. to u € Wy ™ (Q) and

su_p/gu;“f(uj) dr < 00, (2.1)

J

then

/QF(u;') dz — /QF(uJF) dw.

Proof. For M > 0, write

/ F(u))de = / F(u) ) de + / F(u))dz.
) {uf <M} {uf >M}

By Lemma 7] [2] and (E20)),

N -1 1
+ - - (T _ s
/{usz} F(uj)dz < BN MN/(N=1) /Quj fu]) dz O<MN/(N_1)) as M — oo.

6



Hence

1
+ _ +
fireyar= [ P+ 0( gy ).

and the conclusion follows by first letting j — oo and then letting M — oc. O
We will also need the following result of Lions [§] (see Remark 1.18 (i)).
Lemma 2.3. If (u;) is a sequence in Wy ™ (Q) with |Ju;|| = 1 for all j and converging

a.e. to a nonzero function u € Wy (Q), then

N
sup/eb“JI dr < oo
i Ja

for allb < ax/(1 — ||u||N)1/(N—1)_
We are now ready to prove Theorem [.2.

Proof of Theorem [[.3. We have

By () = Il =% [ Flaf)do ;[ Glag)do = et o) 22)
and

Bl s = sl = A [ swh)detn [ wotudo=ollul). (23
Since

[ Feyde < PO o g [ o

by Lemma P [7Z)], (x;) is bounded, and

‘/ujg(uj)dx §/|uj|dx, ‘/G(uj)dx
Q Q Q

it follows from (E2) and (23) that (u;) is bounded in Wy (Q). Hence a renamed
subsequence converges to some u weakly in I/VO1 ’N(Q), strongly in LP(Q2) for all p €
[1,00), and a.e. in Q. Moreover,

< [ fulde (2.4)
Q

sup/gu;rf(u;r) dr < 0o (2.5)

J



by (-3) and (P-4)), and hence
/F(u;r) dr — / F(u")dz (2.6)
Q Q
by Lemma P.3. Clearly,
uj/gujg(uj) de — ,LL/ng(u) de, /Q Gluy) dr — M/QG(U) de. (27)
We claim that the weak limit u is nonzero. Suppose v = 0. Then
/ F(u))dr — 0, 1 / u; g(u;) dz — 0, 14 / G(u;)dz — 0 (2.8)
Q Q 0
by (B-8) and (P7), and hence ¢ > 0 and

g} = (Ne) /™

by (B2). Let (No)YWV=D < ~ < ay/B. Then |u;| < WY/ for all j > jj, for
some jo. Let ¢ = ay/fy > 1. By the Holder inequality,

1/p . 1/q
/u;rf(u;r)dx < </ |uj\di:1:) </ e8Il da:) :
Q Q Q

where 1/p+1/q = 1. The first integral on the right-hand side converges to zero since
u = 0, while the second integral is bounded for j > jy since ¢f3 |u;|N" = a |,
with u; = u; /YN VN satistying ||u,]| < 1, so

/ uj f(u;)dz — 0.
Q

Then u; — 0 by (B.3) and (B.g§), and hence ¢ = 0 by (2.2) and (R.§), a contradiction.
So u is nonzero.
Since £, (u;) — 0,

/|VUj|N_2VUj'V'de_)\/f(uj)vd$+ﬂj/g(Uj)Ud$_)0
0 0 0

for all v € Wy (). For v € C5°(), an argument similar to that in the proof of
Lemma P.7 using the estimate

/ fu])vde
{uf>M}

sup ||
<=7 /Qu;rf(u;’)dx
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and (B.3) showsthat/f(u}’)vdx—)/f(uﬂvd:z, anduj/g(uj)vdx—)u/g(u)vd:z
0 0 Q Q

since ¢ is bounded, so
/ VulV 2 Vu - Vodr = )\/ fut)vdr — ,u/ g(u)vdz.
Q Q Q

Then this holds for all v € VVO1 N(Q) by density, and taking v = u gives

ulY = A/Qzﬁf(u*) dx — ,u/ﬂug(u) dz. (2.9)
Next we claim that
/Qu;’f(uj)dx — /QuJ’f(uJ’)dx. (2.10)
We have
uf () < fug VP = fuy Ve Il (2.11)

where u; = u;/ [|u;||. Setting x = )\/
Q

Fu")de — u/ G(u)dz,

Q
lugl|™ = N(c+ )

by (B2), (B8), and (R-7), so @; converges a.e. to & = u/[N(c+ &)]*/". Then

|V (1= [[al™) = N(c+r) = lul™ (2.12)
By Lemma R.1] [277),

/Qu+f(u+)dxz N/QF(w)dx,

and it is easily seen that tg(t) < N(G(t) + 1/2) for all ¢ € R and hence

/ng(u)da:SN(/QG(u)d:B%—%mo,

so it follows from (P9) that [ju]|Y > N(k — (1/2)]Q]). Hence

Ne+x) — [Jull™ < N<c+ " |Q\) < (O‘%) o (2.13)
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by ([4)). We are done if ||u|| = 1, so suppose |[u|| # 1 and let

IN(e+ (1/2) |2/ -D _ ax/8
< v =2e<H<L .
- anve—n T A e

Then ||uj||N/(N_1) <7 —2¢ for all j > jo for some j by (B.13) and (R.13)), and

sup/ HTHIY 4z < o0 (2.14)
i Ja

by Lemma R.3. For M > 0 and j > jo, (B.11)) then gives

/ uf f(uf)de
{uf>M}

< / uéveﬁ (=2¢) ajv,dx
{uf >0}

j =

N e — ~N/ — . VN ~~N/
= [l / Ne=eBT e s /s 87T g
{uf >0}

< (e %) gV oo O [ 57

The last expression goes to zero as M — oo uniformly in j since [ju;|| is bounded
and (2:14) holds, so (2-I7) now follows as in the proof of Lemma 3.
Now it follows from (2.3), (B.10), (B.7), and (R.9) that

g1 = A / u* flut) de — p / wglu) de = Jul¥,

and hence |lu;]| — |Jul|. So u; — u by the uniform convexity of W™ (). Clearly,
E,(u) = cand E| (u) = 0. O

3 Proof of Theorem [I1

In this section we prove Theorem [[.]. Recall that F, satisfies the Palais-Smale
compactness condition at the level ¢ € R, or the (PS). condition for short, if every
sequence (u;) in Wy (Q) such that E,(u;) — ¢ and Bl (u;) — 0, called a (PS),
sequence, has a convergent subsequence. The following lemma is immediate from
the general compactness result in Theorem [[.2.
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Lemma 3.1. E, satisfies the (PS). condition for all ¢ # 0 satisfying

1 aN N-1 M

First we show that E,, has a uniformly positive mountain pass level below the
threshold for compactness given in Lemma B.]] for all sufficiently small x> 0. We
may assume that 0 € Q without loss of generality. Take r > 0 so small that B,.(0) C €2
and let

((log )™, Ja] <r/j
_ 1 Jlog(r/|z) :
Uj(x)_ﬂ W, T/]<|ZL'|<T
0, |z| > 7.

\

It is easily seen that v; € Wy () with ||lv;|| = 1 and

/ijv dx =0(1/logj) asj— oo. (3.1)

1 N-1
Lemma 3.2. There exist g, p,co > 0, jo > 2, R > p, and ¥ < N (%V) such
that the following hold for all ju € (0, jio):

(@) lull =p = Eu(u) = co,
(“’) Eu(RUjo) <0,

(i11) denoting by T' = {7 e C([0,1], Wy () : 4(0) = 0, 4(1) = Rvjo} the class of
paths joining the origin to Rvj,,

< = inf FE <9 C N’ 3.2
co < ¢ui=inf max Ey(u) <9+t (3.2)

where Cy = (1 — 1/N)|Q| /AYN=1),

(iv) E, has a critical point u, at the level c,,.
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Proof. Set p = ||u|| and & = u/p. By Lemma P.]] and since

/|Vu|Nd:B
A = inf .

wew N @)\ {0} / ¥ dz
Q

we have
/F(u+) d:c</ L 4 B e g | gy
Q ~ Ja LN N
1 N2/(N—-1) V2
26 u
< a ||u|| | |2N2/(N (/Q B lulN d:)s)
_ pN _l_ﬁpN /(N | |N2/(N eQﬂle‘ﬂ‘N,dz 1/2
N\ N 2N2/(N-1) 0
PN N2/(N-1)
=—+0 — 0
o T (p ) asp

since WyM(Q) — L*N*/N-D(Q) and /ezﬁlemN,dx is bounded by (1) when
0
26pN" < a. Since G(t) > —1/2 for all t € R, then

LAY v N2 /(N-1)y _ K
B 2 5 (1= 3 ) o7 + 0600 ~ Ko,

Since A < Ay, [7] follows from this for sufficiently small p, i1, co > 0.
Since v; > 0,

tN
E,(tvj) = /Q [ﬁ (V[N — AF(tv;) + utvj] dx

for t > 0. By the Holder and Young’s inequalities,

pt | vjde < pt|Q v; dx <Cyvp + — N v; dz,
Q Q Q

SO

E,(tv;) < H;(t) + Cy V',
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where

N
H;(t) = L (1 + A/ v daz> — A/ F(tv;) da.
N 0 o
By Lemma R.7] [v]),
tN ﬁ(N - ]-) 2 _ N2/(N—
/F(tuj)d:cz N/vjvd:c—thN /(N 1)/Uj /N1 g
Q Q Q

SO

N ONB(N = 1) w2 yva N2/(N-1
H](t)SW—Tt /( )/QU]

So to prove and [7:7)], it suffices to show that 3j, > 2 such that
9 Ho(t) < (O‘N)N_l
:=sup H, — | —= .
z0 SN A\B

Suppose supysq H;(t) > (an/B)Y"'/N for all j. Since H;(t) — —oco as t — oo
by (B.3), there exists t; > 0 such that

Vdr — —0o ast — oco. (3.3)

N 1 fan\ V!
Ht) =9 1ve) x| F(to)de —sup Hi () > — [ 2N 4
)= 2) =3 [ Pl s —sw 10 1 (%2 (3.4)
and
I(4\ _ 4N—1 o N _ptN v _
Hi(t;) = t; L+e;—A [ ve™ % dr | =0, (3.5)
0
where

sj:)\/glvjvda:.

Since F'(t) > 0 for all t > 0, (B4) gives

/ OZN
N> ,
B] _1—|—€j

and then (B.H) gives

. ! At ’ N A\N—1
1+e = / vjveﬁté'v”f dr > / vjveo”vvy [0e)) gy = T % (3.6)
A 0 B, ,;(0) N jNei/(+ej)
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By (B.), ¢; — 0 and
jNaj/(l—i-aj) < jNaj _ eNaj logj _ O(l),
so (B.) is impossible for large j.

By [{}Hii), E, has the mountain pass geometry and the mountain pass level ¢,
satisfies

1 /fav\ N1
O<cu§19+0,\,uN/<—(—N) —g|§2|

N\ B
for all sufficiently small 4 > 0, so E, satisfies the (PS)., condition by Lemma B.1].
So E, has a critical point u, at this level by the mountain pass theorem. O

Now we show that w, is positive in €2, and hence a weak solution of problem
(L32), for all sufficiently small p1 € (0, po). It suffices to show that for every sequence
p; > 0, p; — 0, a subsequence of u; = u,,, is positive in Q. By (B.2), a renamed
subsequence of ¢,; converges to some c satisfying

1 fan\ V!
O<e< = |(— .
v (5)
Then a renamed subsequence of (u;) converges in Wy (Q) to a critical point u of
Ey at the level ¢ by Theorem [.9. Since ¢ > 0, u is nontrivial.

Lemma 3.3. A further subsequence of (u;) is bounded in Cy®(Q) for some o € (0, 1).

Proof. Since
—Anuj = Af(uf) = pg(u;) in Q
u;j =0 on 0f),

it suffices to show that (u;) is bounded in L*°(2) by the global regularity result of
Lieberman [}, and this will follow from Proposition 1.3 of Guedda and Véron [{] if
we show that f(u)) is bounded in L*(Q) for some s > 1.

Let s > 1. By the Holder inequality,

1/s (N=1)/p o 1/q
([rseprac) < ([upar)([ersar)
Q Q Q

where (N —1)/p+ 1/q = 1/s. The first integral on the right-hand side is bounded
since W™V (Q) < LP(Q), and so is the second integral by Lemma B4 below. O
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Lemma 3.4. If (u;) is a convergent sequence in Wy (Q), then

(N
sup/ebu?| dr < oo
Jj JQ

for all b.

Proof. The case b < 0 is trivial, so suppose b > 0 and let u € Wol’N(Q) be the limit
of (u;). We have

i ¥ <l + g = uD)™ <2V (JulY o+ fuy = ),

/ ! ! 1/2 ! / 1/2
/ 1wl dy < (/ 2 bl dx) (/ 2" blui—ul™ d:c) .
Q Q Q

The first integral on the right-hand side is finite, and the second integral equals
/ e
Q

where v; = (u; —u)/ ||u; —ul|. Since ||v;|| = 1 and |ju; — u| — 0, this integral is

bounded by ([L.1]). O

By Lemma -3, a renamed subsequence of u; converges to u in C2(€2). Since w is
a nontrivial weak solution of the problem

SO

—Ayu=\(w)N"tef @Y i Q
u=20 on 05},

w > 0 in © and its interior normal derivative du/dv > 0 on 0N by the strong
maximum principle and the Hopf lemma for the p-Laplacian (see Vazquez [I7]).
Since u; — u in CE(Q2), then u; > 0 in Q for all sufficiently large j. This concludes
the proof of Theorem [[]].
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