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Abstract

A p-Laplacian elliptic problem in the presence of both strongly singular and (p — 1)-superlinear non-
linearities is considered. We employ bifurcation theory, approximation techniques and sub-supersolution
method to establish the existence of an unbounded branch of positive solutions, which is bounded in
positive A—direction and bifurcates from infinity at A = 0. As consequence of the bifurcation result, we
determine intervals of existence, nonexistence and, in particular cases, global multiplicity.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we investigate the existence of an unbounded connected branch of solutions for the following
A-parameter problem
_ -5 :
(P) —Apu.— A (u + uq) in Q,
u>0in Q, u =0 on 99,

where Q2 C RV (N > 2) is a smooth bounded domain, A,u = div(|Vu|P~2Vu) is the p—Laplacian operator,
l<p<oo,¢g>p—1,0 >0and A > 0 is a real parameter.

As a consequence of the singular nature at zero of the source term considered in (P), the solutions of (P)
are not smooth up to the boundary (see Theorem 2 in [28]). In fact, for § > (2p — 1)/(p — 1) the gradient
blows up near the boundary in such a way that no solution belongs to W, () (see Corollary 3.6 in [33]),
but u? € W, ?(Q) for some v > v(§) > 1. The interested reader can consult [10] and [25] for more details
about a optimal (d). For this reason, we adopt the following definition.

*Carlos Alberto Santos acknowledges the support of CNPq/Brazil Proc. N° 311562/2020 — 5.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.07741v1

Definition 1.1 We say that u is a solution for (P) if u € WL (Q)NCo(Q), u> 0 in Q, (u—e)* € WyP()
for any e > 0, and

|VulP~2VuVedr = /\/ (u™° +uf)pdz for all o € CZ(Q). (1.1)
Q Q

Singular problems appear in non-newtonian fluids models, turbulent flows in porous media, glaciology and
many other contexts and have been widely investigated since the remarkable work of Crandall, Rabinowitz
and Tartar [I3] (see also reviews on the subject [23] and [26]). Concerning problems like

—Apu = Au~% + pu?, in Q,
ulpg =0, u > 0 in €, (1.2)
0>0,g>p—1,

with singular terms combined with (p — 1)-superlinear ones, we can quote the pioneer work of Coclite and
Palmeri [12], in which the authors considered (L2) with p =2, > 0, ¢ > 1, A = 1 and proved existence
of p, > 0 such that the problem (2] has classical solution for 0 < u < u. and has no solution for pu > p..
Mainly highlighting the studies in which strongly singular problems (6 > 1) were considered, we can also
mention Hirano et. al in [27] and Arcoya and Mérida [3]. In [27], the authors explored ([2)) with A = 1,
p=2,1<¢q<2*—1 and using non-smooth analysis tools proved the existence of p, > 0 such that (2]
has at least two weak solutions for 0 < p < p., at least one solution for y = p, and no solution for p > pu..
Whereas in [3] the problem (L2)) was studied with p =2, p=1,1 < g < 2* — 1 and a local multiplicity of
Wlif—solutions was established through penalization arguments, a priori estimates and continuation theorem
of Leray-Schauder.

In the case p # 2, few are known about ([2]), especially when 6 > 1. In [24], the problem (L2]) was
considered with =1, 0 < d < 1, p—1 < ¢ < p* — 1 and global multiplicity with respect to the parameter A
was established by combining Brezis-Niremberg type result with sub-supersolution ones. Recently, Bal and
Garain in [6] generalized the results of Arcoya and Mérida [3] by considering (2N +2)/(N +2) < p < N.

The main goal of this paper is to study (P) by combining bifurcation theory, comparison principle for
sub-supersolutions in VVlif (Q) with approximations arguments to prove the existence of a global unbounded
connected of solutions for the problem (P). The main advantage of this approach is that, in addition to
establish multiplicity of solutions, we obtain a global connected branch of solutions of (P). In the environment
of singular problems, this kind of approach was considered in [I] and [8], where an analytic globally path
connected branch of solutions was obtained for the cases p = 2 and fractional Laplace operator, respectively.
In these works, analytic bifurcation theory is used and requires to deal with analytic operators. In the case
of nonlinear diffusion operators as —A,, it is not clear if it is true.

Before presenting our main results, let us set some terminologies and notations. Denoting by S = {(\,u) €
R x Co(Q) : (N, u) solves (P) in the sense of Definition [[I]} and ¥ C S an unbounded connected set of S,
we say that A € R is a bifurcation value of ¥ from infinity if there exists a sequence {( Ay, un)}52; C ¥ such
that A, = A and |[un|lcc — 00 as n — oo.

The normalized positive eigenfunction associated to the first eigenvalue of (—A,, VVO1 "P(Q)) is denoted by
#1 € CL(Q), that is,

—Dp1 =M@ in Q, ¢i]an = 0.

Now we can state our main results.
Theorem 1.1 Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain, 6 > 0 and ¢ > p — 1. Then, there exists an unbounded
connected set ¥ C R x (VVlif N Co(ﬁ)) of positive solutions of (P) satisfying the following:

a) (0,0) €,

b) X contains the branch of minimal solutions of (P) and bifurcates from infinity at A = 0.

Moreover, by letting Projp+ X = [0, A*], then:



1

i) 0< A* < A (C+1)5¢P1, where ¢ = (g:;jf)m,

ii) for A > A* there is no solution for (P),

iii) there exists 0 < A, < A* such that for A € (0,A,) there are at least two solutions of (P) on 3. In
additional, A, = A* if § € (0,1), that is, global multiplicity holds in this case.

In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we performed two approximation arguments, one in the (p — 1)-superlinear term
ud truncating it by min{n,u}?"P*'P~! and the other one in the singular nonlinearity «~° by considering
(u 4+ €)7° for € > 0. The existence of an unbounded connected set of solutions for (P) will be obtained
through a limit process of the continua X" as n — co and € — 0T, in that order, where X" are continua of
positive solutions the (e, n)-problems

(P —Apu = A[(u+ €)% + min{n, u}s P uP~1] in Q,
€ u>0in Q, u =0 on 9N.

The advantage of this approach is that several qualitative informations may be extracted from continua
¥? due to the linear and non-singular nature of the nonlinearity in (P*). Moreover, no additional conditions
on the (p — 1)-superlinear power ¢ are required.

The knowledge in literature (see [5] and [24]) and the behavior of the X7 suggest that (P) should admit a
solution on the extremal parameter A*, but we were not able to prove such existence in Theorem [[.I] mainly
by the fact that, under the assumptions considered there, any A € (0, A*) may be a bifurcation parameter
of ¥ from infinity. This type of behavior may be ruled out when it is possible to assure the existence of a
priori estimates for the solutions of (P) for each fixed A > 0.

Inspired by Azizieh and Clément [4], we proved a priori estimates by using the blow-up technique combined
with Liouville type theorem for strictly convex and smooth domain. A crucial point in the proof presented
by them is that the global maxima of the solutions are uniformly distanced from the boundary 0f2. In our
case, this fact will be established through the results of monotonicity of Damascelli and Sciunzi [I5], but in
this direction restrictions in the domain are essential.

Theorem 1.2 Let Q be a bounded strictly-convex and smooth domain in RN, N > 2. In additional, as-
sume p—1 < g < p* —1. Then X\ = 0 is the only bifurcation parameter of ¥ from infinity, that is, for
{(An,un)}S2, C X with

{ An = A

|[unlloo — o0

one has X = 0. As a consequence, (P) admits a solution for X\ = A*, that is, global existence and local
multiplicity hold.

About other bifurcation diagrams and existence of extremal solutions with respect to the behaviour of the
involved nonlinearity in the non-singular case, we quote [9], [16], [I7], [21I] and [32] for instance.
The main novelties of this paper are the following:

(i) we propose here a different way to approach strongly-singular and (p — 1)-superlinear problems, com-
pared to variational aproaches used in most of papers in the current literature,

(i) the existence of a branch of positive solutions for (P) is established without any restriction on the
singular and (p — 1)-superlinear powers,

(iii) global multiplicity is proved for weak singularities, that is, 6 € (0,1). This complements the principal
result in [27] for ¢ > p* — 1,

(iv) local multiplicity is proved in the case of strong singularity (§ € [1,00)), which is completely new and
complements the main results in [3] and [@],



(v) the establishment of A = 0 as the only bifurcation point of the continua from infinity in convex domains,
according to our knowledge, is new.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we present several properties of the continuum 7.
Such properties are essential in section 3, where we will prove Theorems [[.T] and

2 Approximated regular problem
Throughout this paper, we will denote by e, € C} (Q) the solution of the p-Laplacian torsion problem
—Apu=1 inQ, ulggo =0 (1.3)
and by wy . € Co(2) the only positive solution of
—Apu=ANu+ €)% in Q, ulsn =0, (1.4)

for each A > 0 and € > 0, where wy . € C}(Q) for € > 0 and wy o € W,22(Q) N L=(Q).

loc
For each n € Z* and € > 0, let us consider the auxiliary problem

(P —Apu=A[(u+€)0 + fr(u)] in €,
€ u>0in Q, uw=0on 99,

where f,(u) = min{u, n}4 - PTiyP-1,

Lemma 2.1 Suppose § > 0. Then, for each € > 0 and n € 77T, there exists an unbounded continuum
(connected and closed) ¥ C RT x Co(Q) of positive solutions of (P") emanating from (0,0).

Proof Tt follows from the regularity results due to Lieberman ([29], Theorem 1) and Minty-Browder theorem
(18], Theorem 12.1) that for each (\,v) € R* x C(Q), the problem

—Apu=A[(Jv] +€) 7 + fa(v])] inQ, u=0o0n 90 (1.5)

admits a unique solution u € C1*(Q), for some « € (0,1). Thus, the operator T' : Rt x C(Q) — C(Q),
which associates each pair (\,v) € RT x C(Q2) to the only weak solution of (L)), is well-defined.

It is classical to show that T is a compact operator by using Arzela-Ascoli theorem. Hence, we are able
to apply the bifurcation theorem by Rabinowitz (see Theorem 3.2 in [35]) to get an unbounded e-continuum
Y7 C RY x Cp(Q) of solutions of

T(\ u) = u. (1.6)

By the definition, T(0,v) = 0. Moreover, if T(A,0) = 0, then A = 0. So we conclude that ¥2\{(0,0)} is
formed by nontrivial solutions of (L6l

Finally, using that 0 < (Jv| + €)7° + fu(Jv]) € L>=(Q) for each given v € C(Q) and classical strong
maximum principle from Vazquez [39], we obtain that T((R*\{0}) x C(Q)) C {u € Co(Q) : u > 0 in Q}.
Therefore, X" is a continuum of positive solutions of (P™), for any € > 0 and n € ZT given. [ ]

Lemma 2.2 Let e >0 and n € N. Then:
a) there exists Aen, = Aen(€,m,Q, A1,p,q) such that (P?) has no solution for A > A .
b) the value A = \1/n?"PTL is the unique bifurcation point of X" from infinity.

Proof



a) Since [(t+ €)% + f,,(t)] t'7P = n?T P! as t — +o0, we can find C, > 0 such that
(t+ €)™ + fu(t) > CutP™L, forallt > 0. (1.7)

We claim that there is no solution of (P{,) for A > A C'. Indeed, if u. > 0 solves (P{,) for some
A > A\ C 1, then u, is a supersolution of

{ —Apu = (A + k)uP~! in Q,

u>0, ulgo=0, (1.8)

for all K € (0,A\Cx — A1). On the other hand, s¢ is a subsolution of (L) satisfying s¢1 < u. in
QO for s € (0,1) small enough. So, the monotonic interation method provides a solution of (LJ)

for any x € (0, A\Cx — A1), which contradicts the fact that A; is an isolate point in the spectrum of
1,
(—=Ap, Wy (€)) (see [20).

b) Since Xt is bounded in the A—direction, it has to become unbounded in the direction of the Banach
space Cp(€2). Hence, there exists A, > 0 and a sequence {(Ag, ug)}72; C X7 such that

[[ur]loo — +o0
A — A

Then vy, := ug/||uk||o satisfies

(1.9)

lluk 15

—Apvp = g [anp“vz_l 4+l |y Q
v >0, ||vkllee =1, wvr|og =0,

where

=6 4 49 — pa—ptlypp—1
_ -5 gt _ ) (et —n T, H0<t<n
o) = (t+ 7+ folt) it = { IR

Notice that [g(t)] < €% + 2n9, for all t € R*, so that the right hand side of the equation in (L3)
is uniformly bounded in L*°(Q2). Hence, we can employ the regularity result due to Lieberman ([29],
Theorem 1) to conclude that {vy}$° ; is uniformly bounded in C1#(Q), for some 3 € (0, 1). Therefore,
it follows from Arzelij-Ascoli theorem that exists v € C*(€2) and a subsequence {uv, }321 such that

v, — v in C(Q) as k; — co. Moreover, v > 0 in 0, [|v]|c = 1 and v solves
—Apv = An? PP~ in Q) w]gq = 0.

Since v does not change signs, it follows from (Theorem 7, [30]) that A, = A\;/n?"PT1. This concludes
the proof of Lemma

|
The next two lemmas claim that the continuum X7 cross the line A = \; /n4=P+1,

Lemma 2.3 Let
[ S— ++1 —1 17:71%;
Eg = 2@+ (p—1) , NO = )\1‘7 P (HWLOHOOEO )q P+ + 17
where wy o is the only solution of (I.4), with A =1 and e = 0. Then for each 0 < € < g9 and n > Ny, there
exists o > 0, independent of € > 0 and n, such that (P"*) admits a solution for all A € [ﬁ, ﬁ + Q).

€

Proof Clearly the only solution wy . € Wy ?(Q) N Cy(Q) of the problem () is a subsolution of (P™). To
construct a supersolution of (P), let us consider @y . = Mwy e, where M > 1 will be chosen later. In order
to W, be a supersolution of (P*), we must have

—ApWre = Mpflx\(wkéy + 6)76 > A [(MWA@ + 6)76 + fn(Mw)\ﬁe)} in Q. (1.10)



For the validity of the inequality (LI0), it is sufficient that
Mpr—1 1
- > - -
2wre+€)0 T (wrete€)®

Mpr—1
> MYwy. q
2(&))\)5 + 6)6 = (W)\, +€)

(1.11)

hold.
Since wy  is a subsolution of ([4) and wy,0 = APTFS w10 is the only solution of (4] with € = 0, we can
apply the comparison principle of |10, B6] to conclude that

Wae AT W g in Q. (1.12)

On the other hand, by the choice of Ny and ¢(, we have

1
A =175 L
(71> lwiolleo + € < 2 @Fo)(p=T)

n4—p+1
p—1+0
for all 0 < € < g9 and n > Ny. Hence, for any 0 < p < (m) - # and for all A €
[A1/na7PFL X /n?=PFL + ) we obtain i
AT ||wi,0]|oe + € < 2T (1.13)

for all 0 < € < g9 and n > Ny. Thus, combining (LI2)) and (LI3) one gets
lwe s lloo + € < 2T@RGTT, (1.14)

for all X € [A1/n97PTE Ay /n? P+ 9), € € (0,60) and n > Ny. So, by setting M = Zﬁ, it follows from

(LI4) that

1 ++1
M < . 1.15
(2(||we,x||oo +e>6+q> (1.13)

As a consequence of ([LIH), both inequalities in (LII]) are fulfilled for such M, whence @,y = Mw.  is a
supersolution of (P").

Now, let us prove that for A € [A1/n? P Ay /nd=P+ 4 o), 0 < € < g9 and n > Ny, the problem (P)
admits a solution in [wy ¢, Wy ]. For this, consider

(Wre + )0+ falware) if t<wie,

gz, t) =< (t+6)70 + fult) if wye <t <@y,
@rne + 6+ fu@re) if Tre<t

and the functional T : Wy?(Q) — R given by
1
I(u)=- [ |VulPdz =X | G(z,u)dz,
P Ja Q
where G(x,t) = fot g(z, s)ds. As usual, we can prove that I € C'(W,?,R) is coercive and weakly lower semi-

continuous. Hence, I achieves its global minimum at some ug € VVO1 P(§2), which satisfies —A,ug = Ag(x, uo)
in Q.
Moreover,

o
IN

/ ([Vwa,e[P*Vwre — [Vuo[P*Vug) V(wae — uo) " da
Q

< >‘/ ((WA,E + 6)75 + fnlwre) — g(=, UO)) (Wr,e — u0)+da: =0,
[wx,e>uo]

whence ug > wy  in €. In a similar way, we obtain ug < W)  in 2. Therefore, ug is the solution claimed. M
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Lemma 2.4 For all 0 < € < 1 (%) < n and for each \ € Projp X7, the problem (P') admits at

1
p—146 | at+?
q—p+1

most a solution satisfying ||lulloc < 3 (

Proof Define

-5
ge(t) = (t+ E)tp,j— fn(t), for ¢ > 0.

If 0 < t < n, then g. becomes g,(t) =t P(t + €)% + t97P*! whose derivative is

gty = (1-ppt- (t+e) ot p(t-l—e) Tl (g—p 1P
= tP(t+e) " [(L—p)t+e) —dt+(g—p+ 1)tt+e) ]
= tP(t+e) (1 —p—9) +e(1—p)+(q—p+1)t‘1(t+e)1+5}
< tPE+e) O ML —p—08)+ (g—p+ D)tU(t+e)' 0]

Thus, for all 0 < t < n satisfying
1
1 75
t+e< <p7+5) , (1.16)
g—p+1
we have
(@=p+ Dt 4+ < (g—p+1)(t+) < (p—1+3),

which implies in ¢/(¢) < 0. In particular, if

1 1

1 — q+s — q+s

O§€<_(p71_|—5> and 0<t<1(p71_|—5> ,
2\qg—p+1 2\q—-p+1

then (ILI6]) holds and as a result g, is decreasing. Hence, we can employ the uniqueness result of Diaz-Saa
(see Theorem 1 in [20]) to conclude that for each A € ProjpXr, the problem (P) has a unique solution
1

_ 5
satisfying [ulle < % (ﬁT}ﬂ) a
|
Combining the previous lemmas, we have the following.

Lemma 2.5 There exist &1 > 0 (independent of n > 0) and N1 > 0 (independent of € > 0) such that
(Proje X7 N (A /n97PT! +00)) x Co(Q)4 # 0, for all 0 < € <1 and n > N.

Proof Let gg, Ny, K and o be the constantes introduced in Lemma[Z3] In Lemma 2.3 we proved that (P!)
admits a positive solution for all A € [%, v 2L+ Q) whenever 0 < € < g9 and n > Ny. Moreover, for

A€ [#, # + g) the solution obtained there, say u, satisfies

[ulso < 27T ATTIT [[w) 0| ne- (1.17)

1
Thus, by taking e; = min {50, l (%) s },

1 1 5 1 1 % 1 S:zlaif

— q—p J— q P S

Ny = max{ Ny, = (222110 o (4=t AP |w1 o0]loo :
2\¢g—p+1 p—1+4+4 ’

1
. epoey e _ +5
and reducing o, if it is necessary, we conclude from (ILI7) that [lulls < 3 (Iq’_zljrf) " whenever 0 < € < ¢,
A A

n > N; and A € [nq,—})“, # + g). Indeed, for n > Ny, € € (0,e1) and for all A € [nq,—},ﬂ, # + g)
one has

AT [|wy | + € < 2T



and

1
— q+3s
lullso 4 € < <p—”5>
q—p—+1

After all these, the result follows by combining Lemmas 2.3] and 241 [ ]

The previous lemmas suggest that X7 may have one of the shapes given in the figure below.

Jullo _ o

(0,0) ISV A\ (0,0) IV )

na—pr+1 nia—pr+1

Fig.1. Possible bifurcation diagrams of X7

3 Asymptotic singular problem

The unbounded connected set of solutions of (P) will be obtained through limit process of £ as n — 400
and € — 0.

Definition 3.1 Let X be a Banach space and let {¥,}22; be a family of subsets of X. The set of all points
x € X such that every neighborhood of x contains points of infinitely many sets {3,152, is called the limit
superior of {X,}22, and is written hm sup X,,. The set of all points y such that every neighborhood of y

contains points of all but a finite number of the sets of {£,}52, is called the limit inferior of {¥,}22, and
is written lim inf ¥,

n—00
Lemma 3.1 ([{0]) Let X be a normal space and let {¥,}22 ;1 be a sequence of unbounded connected subsets
of X. Assume that:

i) there exists z* € lim inf %, with ||z*| < +oo,
n—00

+oo
it) for every R > 0, (U En> N Bgr(0) is a relatively compact set of X, where Br(0) = {z € X : |jz| <

n=1

R}.

Then C = lim sup X, is unbounded, closed and connected set.
n—oo

Lemma 3.2 ([{0]) Let (X, ] -||) be a normed vector space and {X,}52 1 a sequence of unbounded sets whose
limit superior is C' and satisfies the following conditions:



i) there exists z* € C with ||z*|| < o0,

it) (U En> Bgr(z*) is a relatively compact, for every R > 0.
n=1

Then, for each € > 0 there exists an m € N such that 2, C V.(C) for all n > m, where V,(C) = {y €

X : dist(y,C) < €}.

Proposition 3.1 For each 0 < € < g1, the problem

P) —Apu = AMu+e)70 +ut] inQ,
u>01inQ, u=0 on dN

admits a continuum X, C WO1 P(Q)NCo(Q) of positive solutions, which is bounded in the A-direction, emanates
from (0,0) and bifurcates from infinity at A = 0.

Proof We will apply Lemma Bl to get such continuum. More precisely, consider X = R x Cy(Q2), 0 < € < &1

and n > Nj. For any n € N, the continuum X contains (0,0), whence (0,0) € lim inf X”. Moreover, by
n—oo

taking

—+oo
HOYRT)) ge ( U E?) N Br(0,0),
n=N1+1
it follows from the mapping properties of the inverse p-Laplacian (see [29]) that ||uj||cl,5(§) is uniformly
bounded, for some 8 € (0,1). Thus, Arzela-Ascoli theorem assures us that

Aj = A>0 and u; = uin Cl(ﬁ),

up to a subsequence. Hence, we are able to apply Lemma [B.1] to conclude that X, := nh_)rr;o sup X7 is

unbounded, closed and connected set in R x Cp().
We claim that X, is formed by solutions of (P,). In fact, if (A, u) € X, then

(A, tn,;) = (A u) in R x Co(92),
for some subsequence {(An;, un,)}, where (A, un,) € Xc?. In particular, {|Jun,, [|o}32, is uniformly bounded,
thus once again invoking Lieberman regularity result [29] and applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem we obtain that
(An, tn;) = (A, u) in R x C§(Q) and (A, u) solves (P).
To prove that 3. is bounded in the A-direction, notice that the function

C(te) 04t
ge(t) = T S for t>0

admits a global minimum at ¢y, = A~ (0), where h : Rt — R is an invertible function given by
h(t) = =8t +e) P L (1 —p)(t+€) %t P 4 (¢ —p+ 1)t7P.

Moreover,
1 1
145\ a0t — 145\ 7t
(210 e (2210 19
q—p q—7p

1

So, denoting by ¢ = (p_1+6) " we conclude from (CI) that

g—p+1

9e(t) > ge(tmin) > (¢ + 1)76<17p

©



forallt>0and 0 <e<ey < 1.
Suppose there exists (A, u.) € X with A > A\(¢ 4+ 1)°¢P~1. Then, g (t) > A\ + & for every x > 0
small enough, that is,
A ((E+€)70+19) > (M + k)P, forall > 0.

In particular, u, is a supersolution of

— = p—1
{ Apu = (M + K)u in Q, (1.19)

u>0, ulpgg =0,

for all k > 0 small enough. Moreover, for s > 0 small s¢; is a subsolution of (I.T9) and satisfies u. > s¢1 in 2.
Hence, by monotone interaction we obtain a solution of (ILI9) for any s > 0 small, contradicting the fact that
A1 is an isolated point in the spectrum of (=A,, Wy ?()) (see [2]). Therefore, Projp+ Xe C [0, A1 (C4+1)5¢P1],
for any 0 < € < €3.

Finally, let us prove that 3, joins (0,0) to (0,400). In this direction, we first observe that there exists a
sequence {(Ag,uk)}72,; C ¢ such that Ay — 07 and uy, # Uy, » where u, denotes the minimal solution of
(P.) for A = )\ . Indeed, otherwise we could find some A, > 0 small enough such that X, N [0, \.] x Co(Q)
contains only elements in the branch of minimal solution of (P.) (see Proposition [3.2}i) below), which is not
possible by invoking Lemma[3:21 Therefore, consider a sequence {(Ag, ux)}72, C X, satisfying Ay, — 0* and
up # uy, . In this case, we must have ||ug|/cc — 00, up to a subsequence. On the contrary, |ugl/oc Wwould
be uniformly bounded, which combined with the Ay — 07 and Arzeli;3-Ascoli theorem would lead us to
(A, ux) — (0,0) in R x Co(2), but this is not possible by uniqueness of solution for small A\ and small norm
(note that ¢ + [(t+€)7° +7]/tP~! is decreasing for 0 < ¢ < 1, n small). Hence the continuum ¥, joins (0, 0)
to (0, +00).

|

Proposition 3.2 For each 0 < € < £1, let Projgp+ X = [0, A be the closure of the projection of ¥ onto the
A—axis. Then:

i) Y. contains the branch of minimal solutions of (Pe),
ii) for A > A, there is no solution of (P.),
iii) for 0 < A < A there are at least two solutions of (P.) on X,

) the map € — A¢ is non decreasing.

1

Besides this, 0 < Ac < A\ (C 4 1)°¢P™1 for all € > 0 sufficiently small, where ¢ = (2:;_'::‘15) e
Proof Part i): Since ¥ C RT x Cy(Q)4, it follows from the theory of regularity for elliptic equations (see
[29], Theorem 1) that . C R* x C}(€2)+. Let us denote by (X, R x C) the set ¥, with the topology induced
by R x Co(Q2) and represent by (Z¢,R x C1) the set X with the topology induced by R x C}(Q). As we
have proved, (3, R x C) is connected.
Claim: (X¢,R x C1) is connected. Indeed, let Z be the set of integers with the topology induced by the
usual topology on R and h : (X, R x C') — Z be a continuous function. Then h : (X, R x C) — Z is
also continuous. Since (X,R x C) is connected, it follows that h : (X.,R x C') — Z is constant, hence
h:(Ze,R x C') — Z is constant as well, which proves that (X, R x C!) is connected.

Now we are able to prove that X, contains the branch of minimal solutions of (P), that is, if ' € (0, A¢)
and u,, is a minimal solution of (P.) with A = X', then (X, u,,) € X.. On the contrary, consider

A=(0,\)x {UGO(}(QH : 0 <u<uy in £, O>%> Oty on[)Q}

ov ov
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an open and bounded set in C§(Q);, where v is the outward unit normal to 9. Notice ‘that ANY, # () and,
by our contradiction hypothesis, X, N ({A\'} x [0, uy/]) = 0. Moreover, for (A\,u) € Z. N A with A € [0, \) we
have

—Apu— AMu+ €)™ = dud,

—Apty = Muy +€)7° = Nuf, + (N = N (uy +6)7° (1.20)

where Au? < Nuf, + (N —A)(uy +€) 7% in Q because 0 < u < u,, in Q. Thus, by taking advantage of the proof
of the Theorem 2.3 in [24], we conclude from (L20) that u < u,, in 2. Therefore, . NOA = {(0,0)}, which
contradicts the unboundedness and C'—connectedness of ¥.. Hence, ¥, contains the branch of minimal
solutions of (P.).
Part i3): We argue by contradiction. Suppose there exists a pair (A, u.) of solution of the problem (P:)
with A\, > A.. Without loss of generality, we can assume that u, is a minimal solution of (P,) with A = \,.
Consider the open and bounded set in C}(2), defined by

— Ou _ Ou
_ 1 . . o *
A—(O,)\*)X{UECO(Q)+.O<u<u*1nQandO>8v>8v

on 89}

and notice that ANY, # (. Proceeding exactly as in Part-i) one gets >.NJA = {(0,0)}, again contradicting
the unboundedness and connectedness of ..

Part iii): Let X € (0,Ac). In the following discussion, u,_denotes the minimal solution of (P.) with
A = Ac. If (P.) does not admit a solution for A = A, then just replace u,_with u,., where X" € (X, A).
Now, we argue by contradiction. Suppose that u < u,_, whenever (\',u) € ¥.. In this case, it follows from
the strong comparison principle [24] that v < u,_in Q and u/dv > du,_/Ov on 0f2. Consider the open
and bounded set

_ 0
V= {u €Ci(N)4 : u(z) <uy (z)in Q and %(I) > gge (x) on (?Q}

and B = [0, ] x V¢. Cleary ¥. N B¢ # ) and X, N B # (), because X, bifurcates from infinity at A = 0 and
emanates from (0,0). On the other hand, we have

OB = ({o, A x VC) U ([0, N] x 8V°),

where
c — —cC 15 . 8U agA
ove = VNV CqueCy(Q)y : u(r) <uy (z) in Q and %(x) > 81}6 (z) on 0
| = ou Ouy
m ue Cy(Q)y : u(x)>uy, (x) for some z € Q or 8—(1:) < 5 < (z) for some x € 9N
v v
C {ueCi@+ : u(@) <uy (z) inQ and u(z) =u, (x) for some z € Q

ou Ouy
or %(x) = 50 (x) for some x € BQ} ,

which implies again by Theorem 2.3 in [24] that 3. N[0, '] x 9V¢ = . Since X, N ({O, N} x Vc) =0, we
have ¥.NdB = (), contradicting the C*-connectedness of 3. From this, the proof of item—iii) is established.

Part iv): Let £ > 0 small, 0 < €; < €3 and denote by u,; the minimal solution of the problem (P.,) with
A=A, —k,i=1,2. In this case, u; is a supersolution of

{ —Apu= (A, — k) ((u+ €)™ +ud) inQ

u=0 on 0. (1.21)

and v = 0 is subsolution. So, (L.2I]) admits a positive solution in [0, u;] and by arbitrariness of £ we conclude
that A, < A.,. n
Below, we present some of the possible bifurcation diagrams of ¥.
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. 4
”u”oo"-‘,: l[ulloo [
(0,0) (0,0)
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A
(0,0) A (0,0) A

Figure 1: Possible bifurcation diagram for . and non-existence regions

Lemma 3.3 Let g € C(Q x R) be a non-negative function and {ex}3>, C (0,1) a sequence satisfying
e — 0t Ifu, € WyP(Q) N C(Q) is a solution of

(1.22)

cQ
—“Apu= N, [(u+er)° +g(z,u)] in Q,
u>0 mQ, u=0 ondN

such that 0 < irklf A < M < X and 0 < ug(z) < h(z), for some A > 0 and h € Co(Q), then there exists

(A1) € RY x (ngf(m N Co (ﬁ)) such that

A= A and  up = u. in C(Q) and WEP(Q),

loc

up to a subsequence. Moreover, u, solves

{ —Apu =\ [u™® +g(z,u)] in Q, (1.23)

u>0 inQ, u=0 ondQ.
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Proof By our hypothesis on the sequence {A;}7°,, there exists A\, > 0 such that Ay — A, up to a
subsequence. Hence, for 7 > 0 small we have 0 < Ay, — 7 < A < Ay + 7, for every k enough large. From this
inequality and classical weak comparison principles one obtains wy, -1 < ug in Q, where wy,_,1 € C’& (ﬁ)
is the only solution of (I4) with A = A — 7 and € = 1.

Consider a sequence (£2;) of open sets in Q such that ; CC Q;41, U, & = Q and define v; = minwy, .1,

Q.

for each ¢ € N. Using that g(z,ux) < max g(z,t) in Q and testing the problem ([22) against ¢ =
Qx[0, [[2loo]

(ug —v1)T, we obtain

/ |Vuk|de = /\k/ [(Uk + ék)ié + g(iZ?, uk)} (uk — "yl)+diE S Ol,
[ur>71]

[ur>71]

where C; > 0 is a real constant independent of k. Hence, the sequence {uy}72, is bounded in W'?(£;) and
there exists ug, € WP(Q) and a subsequence {uy:1} of {ux} such that
J

uy — ug, weakly in WhP(Qy) and strongly in L*(;) for 1 < s < p*
Ut —ug, a.e.in Q.

Proceeding as above through a diagonal argument we can obtain subsequences {ui} of {uy}, with
J
{ugi+1} C {uyi }, and functions ug, € WHP(€;) such that
5 J

Uy — ug, weakly in W1P(€;) and strongly in L*(€;) for 1 < s < p*
Ui = ug, a.e. in ;.

By construction, we have u = ugq,. Hence,

i+1‘9i

U = U,Ql in Ql,
* o .
uQ¢+1 mn Q'LJrl\Q'L

belongs to VV]iCp(Q) and satisfies wy, 71 < ux < hin .
We claim that u, is a solution of (L23]). Indeed, by taking ¢ € C° () and using Theorem 2.1 of Boccardo
and Murat [7], we obtain

/|Vuk|p_2VukV<pda:—>/ |Vu|P~2VuVedz, (1.24)
Q Q

up to a subsequence. On the other hand, it follows from the convergence uy — u. a.e in €2, continuity of g,
uniform boundedness of {uy}$2, and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that

Ak /Q [(ur + ex) ™% + g(@,up)] pda — A /Q [u7? + g(x, u.)] pda. (1.25)

Therefore, combining ([224)) and (L.25]) one has

/Q |V P2V, pdr = A, /Q [u;? + g(z,u.)] pda,

for all ¢ € C°(Q), which proves that u, solves (2.
To conclude that (A, ur) — (A, us) in R x C(Q) as well, we just need to combine L°>°-uniform bound of
{ur}2, and Arzelij3-Ascoli theorem with Theorem 1.8 of [25]. [
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Lemma 3.4 Let Br(0,0) C R x Co(£2) be the ball centered at (0,0) with radius R, € € (0,1) and (A, u.) €
((0, 00) x (WyP(Q)) N Co(ﬁ)) N Br(0,0) be a pair of solution of

{ —Apu=A[(u+€e)° +ul] in €,

u>01inQ, u=0 on0f, (1.26)

satisfying ||(Ae, ue)|loo > 0, for some o € (0,R). Then, there exist positive constants 1 = J#1(R,p) and
Ho = Ha(r, R) such that

AT AR, o)1 < ue <1+ N Ha(r, R)7ETe, in Q (1.27)
for each r € (0, R] fized, where e, is defined in (1.3).
Proof To prove the first inequality in (L27), we set
Ho(r,R) =max {t °+17: r <t <R+ 1,z€Q},

where r is a fixed number on (0, R], and €, = {z € Q : u. > r}. Then, it follows from the definition of J#
that

—-A, (T + A A (r, R)p_ilep) = A Ja(r,R) > A (ue + e)_6 + ug) > —Apu. in O;.

1 1
Since T + A~ s (r, R)P_ilep —ue = N (r, R)P_ilep > 0 on O0,, the claim is valid in &, by classical
comparison principles. In the complementary of €., the inequality is obvious.

To show the first inequality in ([L27]), we start by proving that

. 1 0 )pl 0
Ae > C, := min L=
{%(9/47R) (4”617”00 4

In fact, otherwise by taking r = /4 in the second inequality in (L.29) we would have (¢, uc) € Bs,y/4(0,0) C

R x C(€), which contradicts the fact that ||(Ae, ue)|loo > 0
1

Now, let us define u, = A2~ (R, 0)¢1, where 71 (R, o) will be chosen later. It follows from Picone’s
inequality that

wP — P\ T wP — P\t
0 < / |Vu [P~ Vu V (—7_1) — |[Vue|P2Vu. v (—6 _16> dx
0 ué ué
A %/pfl p—1 . -5 q
= )\6/ 1/1 =7 o L +€2—1 - (w? —ub)" dx
a [\ )Pt Ue
_5 q
— ,\6/ [ﬁ _ W—lw] (P —uP)" da. (1.28)
Q Ae Ufg

Since ((t+1)70 4t9)/t"~! — oo ast — 0%, for K > max{R, \;/C.} given we can find a > 0 such that
(t41)70 + ¢4 > KtP~!, for all 0 < t < a. Hence, for #(R,0) = a/ (Qf(ﬁ ||¢1||Oo> the first inequality in
(CZ7) holds. Indeed, if |[u, > uc]| > 0 then

ue <u, < - on [u, > ucl.

N

Therefore, going back to (L28]) and using that A1 /A < A\1/Cy, we get

-5 q
A1 KuP~!
< € P _ P
< )\E/Q c. o ] (ge ue) dx <0,




1
which is an absurd. Hence, A2 ' #1(R, 0)¢1 < u. in Q and the inequality (L.27) is proved.

Proof Theorem [I.7] Our proof will be based again on the Lemma Bl Initially, notice that (0,0) € 3,
for all 0 < € < &1, whence the pair (0,0) fulfills the first condition of the mentioned lemma. To prove

that the second condition in Lemma B.]is also satisfied, let Br(0,0) C R x Cp(€2) be the ball centered at
(0,0) with radius R > 0, {€,}52; C (0,e1) a sequence such that €, — 07, and {(A, ur)}32; a sequence in

+oo
<U E€n> N Br(0,0). We have three cases to consider:

n=1

a) an infinite amount terms of the sequence {(A, ux)}72, belongs to some X, .

b) (0,0) is a limit point of {(Ax,ur)}3> ;-

¢) {(Ar,ur)}?2, has terms on infinite amount of 3., and (0,0) is not a limit point of this sequence.

If @) occurs, by using Arzeli;3-Ascoli theorem, we get a convergent subsequence in the Rx Cp(£2)—topology.
If condition b) holds, naturally we have a convergent subsequence as well. In the case of ¢) be true, we can
assume without loss of generality that (Ag,ux) € Ze, and ¢ < [(Ag, uk)|oo < R, for some g > 0 and for all
k € N. Thus we are able to use Lemma [3:4] to obtain positive constants J#; = J# (R, ¢) and J#5 = 5 (r, R)
such that

_1 1
NTH(R, 001 <k < 74N Ha(r, )7 Te in 9, (1.29)

for each r € (0, R] fixed. _
Suppose that Ay — A > 0. If A = 0, then by ([29) we have (Ag,ur) — (0,0) in R x Co(Q2), which
contradicts the fact that (0,0) is not a limit point of the sequence {(Ag,ur)}s>,. Therefore, 0 < ir]if A <

A < R for all k sufficiently large. From this and ([.29)), the existence of the subsequence convergent of
{(Ak,ur)}72, is a consequence of Lemma B3
Therefore, from Lemma 3.1, Lemma and Proposition we obtain that

¥ := lim sup X,

n—oo

is unbounded, closed, connected and joins (0,0) to (0,+0c0). Moreover, by Proposition we also have
Projg+ ¥ := [0, A*] C [0, A\1(¢ +1)°¢P71] and A* < A, (see item—iv in Proposition B.2).

Let us prove that ¥ := 3'\{(0,0)} has the properties stated in the theorem. It is a direct consequence of
the Lemma and the construction of ¥ that ¥ is formed by solutions of (P).

Next, let us show that ¥ contains the branch of minimal solutions of (P). In fact, assume M. € Projp3,

let (A, us) € Ry x Cp(2) be a pair of solution of (P) and consider the iterative process

n—1

—Apuy, — Ay = Nl in Q, (1.30)
Uy = 0, Uy € VV&;?(Q) M Oo(ﬁ) )

It is clear that ug < u; in Q. By induction, we assume u,_1 < u, in Q and let us prove that u, < ;41
in €. Indeed,
—Apun = Ay 4+ Aud

n—1
-5 -5
—Aptnir = Ay + Aud > N §y+ Aud

that is, u, is a solution and u,1 is a supersolution of

—Apu=Nu" + Nl in Q, uldQ =0,

respectively. So, we can apply the comparison principle of [36] to conclude that u, < u,41 in 2, as claimed.
Analogously, we can show that 0 < u, < wus in Q, for all n € N. Since 0 < w1 < u, < u, for all
n > 1, we are able to employ the same steps of proof of Lemma to ensure the existence of a solution
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u, € WEP(Q)NCy(Q) of (P) such that u, — w, in W,-P(Q) and in Cy(Q), up to a subsequence. Furthermore,
the construction of u, assures us that this must be the minimal solution of (P) with A = A..

Finally, we will show that (A.,u,) € ¥. To this end, let us consider ¢, \, 07 as k — 400 and denote
by u,, the minimal solution of (P, ) with A = A.. Once again by monotonic iteration and the comparison
principle in [36], we have

uy <y, < u, (1.31)

for all ¢, € (0,1]. It follows from Lemma and inequalities (L3I) that w., — u, as & — oo. Since
(A, ue, ) € X, the construction of ¥ provides (A, u,) € X.

Now let wus wverify that item—ii) holds. On the contrary, we could find a pair
(s, i) € R X (Wl})g’(Q) nCo (ﬁ)) of solution of the problem (P) with A, > A*.

Let e, \, 0T as k — 4o00. Given 7 = (A, — A*)/2, we can apply Lemma B2 to find some ko € N such
that ., C V-(X'), for all k& > ko. In particular, A, < A* +7 < A, for all & > ko, where A, is the
threshold parameter for the existence of solutions of ( P..). Let us fix k > ko, A € (0,A,] and consider

. € WP (€2) N Co(R) the minimal solution of (P.,) with A = X. Since u, is a supersolution of the problem

(Pek) with A = ), once again by monotonic iteration we can conclude that a,, < ux in Q. So, about the
problem

{ —Apu=A((u+er) " +u?) in Q (1.32)
u>0in Q, uw=0on 99,
we can summarize the following facts:
e 4. is a subsolution of (L.32);
e u, is a supersolution of (L32));
. O<@€k < uy in Q.
Hence, we are able to apply Theorem 2.4 of [31] to get a Wol’p(Q) solution of (L.32) in [d,, ,u.], which

contradicts the fact that (L32]) does not admits any solution since A, ¢ ProjgX,,. This proves item—is).

Regarding item—iii), the multiplicity for A > 0 small follows from the facts that 3 is connected and A = 0
is a bifurcation value of ¥ from the infinity and from the trivial solution. Indeed, let C, > 0 be a positive
constant such that (P) admits at most a positive solution satisfying ||u||cc < C (such constant exists by
Lemma 2.4)). If for some A > 0 small enough (P) does not admit two distinct solutions in ¥, then we can
define the open set U = (0, ) x V, where V := {u € C(Q) : |Jul|oc > C.}, and conclude that UsNZ#£0
(since (0,0) € ¥) and UNY # 0 (because A = 0 is a bifurcation value of ¥ from the infinity). However
U N'Y = ) because {0, )\} x V = 0, due to our contradiction assumption, and [0,\] x OV = @, because
luy |loo < Cs for any A < A since we are supposing A enough small. This contradiction leads us to conclude
that there exists A, > 0 such that (P) admits at least two solutions for A € (0, A,).

In the particular case, when § € (0, 1), the proof of the existence of at least two solutions for A € (0, A*)
is obtained by redoing the proof of item—iii) in Proposition 3.2l and noting that in this case any continuous
solution of (P) belongs to C}(Q) (see Theorem B.1 in [24]). [

Our goal from now on is to establish the proof of Theorem [[2] which is essentially inspired by [4], see
also [T1] and [22] . For this, we need to introduce some definitions and preliminary results.

Lemma 3.5 ([/], Lemma 4.1) Let Q C RY be a convexr and bounded domain with C* boundary. Then
{zeRY - z=y+tv(y), 0<t<2p}CQ,
for some p > 0, where v(y) denotes the inward unit normal to O at y.

Let v be a direction in RY with |v| = 1. For A € R we set
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e TY={zeRN : z.v=27}

. a(l/)Zilelg,T-l/

e O ={zeRY : z-v < \}, which is nonempty for A > a(v)
e 2§ = R¥(z) = 2+ 2(\ — x - v)v, the reflection of z € RY through the hyperplane TY
o (%) = R¥(QX), the reflection of Q¥ through TY

o Ai(v)={A>a(v) : Yu € (a(v),\) none of conditions (a) and (b)) holds }, where the conditions (a)
and (b) are the following:

a) (©%)" becomes internally tangent to 99
b) TY is orthogonal to OS2

o M) =sup Ai(v)

Lemma 3.6 [[], Lemma 4.2] Let Q C RY be a convexr and bounded domain with C? boundary and p given
in LemmalZA Then “
mienafﬂ dist(z, T)\l(u(m)))) >p>0.

Lemma 3.7 [[15], Theorem 1.5] Let Q be a bounded smooth domain in RN, N >2,1 <p < oo, f:[0,00) =
R a continuous function which is strictly positive and locally Lipschitz continuous in (0,00) and u € C1(Q)
a weak solution of

—Apu = f(u) inQ

u>0 in Q

u=20 on 0N).

For any direction v and for X in the interval (a(v), A\ (v)], we have
u(z) < wu(zy), Vel

Now we are able to proof Theorem [[2] which follows similar strategy considered in [4], with minor
changes. However, for the reader convenience, we include the details here.

Proof of Theorem We argue by contradiction, that is, let us assume that there exists e (0, A%
being a bifurcation parameter of ¥ from infinity. Then, by the construction of X, there would exist a
subsequence of index N’ C N, a numerical sequence {e,}nen such that €, \, 0, and pairs (A,,u,) € X,
satisfying

{ An = A,

Claim 1: For each n € N/, there exists a global maximum point 7, € Q of w,, (that is, u,(7,) = ||unllco)
such that dist(r,,00Q) > p.

Proof of claim 1: Assume by contradiction that every global maximum point 7 of w,, satisfies dist(r, 9Q) <
p — ¢, for some € € (0, p). By fixing 7 a such maximum and considering & € 9 the nearest point of 9 from
7, we have that dist(7, Z) = dist(7,9Q) < p—e. Moreover, 7 belongs to the normal line to 9Q at &, which will

be denoted by L. From Lemma [3.6] we are able to find y € LN Q;Egg;) with dist(y, ) = dist(y, Q) = p —e.
Since we are supposing that there are no global maximum points of u, at a distance of J) greater than
or equal to p — €, we conclude that u(y) < u(7), but this fact contradicts the monotonicity established in

Lemma [3.7 So the claim is proved.
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In what follows, we employ a blow-up method to derive a contradiction with the existence of the positive
bifurcation parameter A € (0, A*]. For this proposal, denote by

My = |lunlloo = un(mn),
where 7,, is a maximum point of u,, given by Claim 1, and define

Un (M7 Fy +7,)
wnly) = =T =

ye Q, ::MS(Q—Tn),
where k = (¢ — p+1)/p > 0. Then, from the fact that (\,,u,) € 3., and using change of variable in the
integral one obtains

/ |vw7l|p72vw7lv¢dy = )\"/ [’LUZ + Mnikpierl(ann + En)iﬂ @dya v pE C((:)o (Qn)
Q, Qn,

Given any R > 0, we obtain from M,, — oo and k > 0 that Br(0,0) C €, for n large enough, where Bg(0, 0)
is the ball in R™ centered at the origin with radius R. Fixing a such ball, notice that

(wn () M+ €)™ < [un (M y + 20)] 0 < [, 1 (M *y +20)] 7,y € Br(0,0), (1.33)

where wy, 1 is the solution of (L) with A\ = A, and ¢ = 1. Noting that \, — A > 0, we get from (L33)
that (wn(y)M, + en)f‘S < Cg in Bg(0,0), for some Cgr depending on R but not of n. In this way, we can
apply once again the regularity results of Lieberman [29] to conclude that w, is C1'*(Bg(0,0)) uniformly
bounded. Hence, using Arzeli;3-Ascoli theorem and a diagonalization argument one obtains a subsequence
which converges locally uniformly in C*#(R") to a w € C*(R") satisfying

/ |Vw[P~2VwVeds = 5\/ wlpdz, Vo e CF(R™)
Rn n
lw]eo =1, w >0in R™,

that contradicts the result of Serrin and Zou (see Theorem II in [37]). Therefore, A = 0 is the only bifurcation
value of ¥ from infinity. As a consequence, if A, /* A* and w, is the minimal solution of (P) with A = A,

then |luy [loo is uniformly bounded. So, from Lemma we obtain the existence of u € VVlif(Q) N Co(Q)
solution of (P) with A = A, such that u, — u in V[/lif(ﬂ) [ |

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we present a new approach to deal with elliptic quasilinear problems perturbed by strongly-
singular terms combined with (p — 1)-superlinear nonlinearities on smooth bounded domains. With this
approach, we were able to establish not only A-ranging for existence and multiplicity but also qualitative
information of the solutions depending on the parameter A > 0. However, mainly due to the lack of a priori
estimates and strong comparison principle for strongly-singular problems (that in general requires C'(€2)-
regularity of the solutions), we only provided a local multiplicity in the strong singular case (§ > 1). An
important challenge in this class of problems is to establish conditions to obtain global multiplicity.
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