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A WEIGHTED EIGENVALUE PROBLEM FOR MIXED LOCAL AND
NONLOCAL OPERATORS WITH POTENTIAL

R. LAKSHMI, RATAN KR. GIRI AND SEKHAR GHOSH

ABSTRACT. We study an indefinite weighted eigenvalue problem for an operator of
mized-type (that includes both the classical p-Laplacian and the fractional p-Laplacian)
in a bounded open subset Q C RN (N > 2) with Lipschitz boundary 09, which is given
by
—Apu+ (A u+ V(z)|uP~?u = Ag(z)|u[P~u in Q,
u=0in RV \ €,

where A > 0 is a parameter, exponents 0 < s < 1 < p < N, and V,g € LY(Q) for
S (%, oo) with V' > 0,9 > 0 a.e. in €. Using the variational tools together with

a weak comparison and strong maximum principles, we investigate the existence and
uniqueness of principal eigenvalue and discuss its qualitative properties. Moreover,
with the help of Ljusternik-Schnirelman category theory, it is proved that there exists
a nondecreasing sequence of positive eigenvalues which goes to infinity. Further, we
show that the set of all positive eigenvalues is closed, and eigenfunctions associated
with every positive eigenvalue are bounded.

1. INTRODUCTION

Linear and nonlinear eigenvalue problems are a fundamental and fascinating area of
research due to their far-reaching implications for understanding complex phenomena
in various fields, such as in data science (image and data processing), deep learning
(in deep neural networks(DNNs) to model connectivity among the network layers), and
also in nonlinear resonance, pattern formation, glaciology, shape optimization & spectral
theory, bifurcations & phase transitions, population dynamics, nonlinear elasticity, fluid
dynamics etc. to mention a few. For more details, one can refer to [11,13,24,30,32] and
the relevant references therein. These problems involve studying eigenvalues and asso-
ciated eigenfunctions for the different types of operators, like the classical Laplace oper-
ator, p-Laplacian, and also for its nonlocal version known as the fractional p-Laplacian.
In the past decades, interest towards the study of nonlinear problems involving a mized
operator given by the sum of the classical p-Laplacian and the fractional p-Laplacian
has grown a lot. For the relevant contributions involving this mized-type operator, we
refer to [5-10,19,23,26,27,35,42] and allied references therein.

In this connection, by looking into various mathematical and physical aspects, the
present paper is devoted to study a weighted eigenvalue problem involving the mized
operator over an open bounded subset QO C RY, (N > 2) with Lipschitz boundary 09,
that is given by

—Apu+ (=2 u+ V(x)|uP?u = Ag(z)|ulPu in Q,

1.1
u=0 in RV \Q, (L)
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where A > 0 is a parameter and exponents 0 < s < 1 < p < N. Here, Aju :=
div(|VulP~?Vu), denotes the p-Laplacian and the (—A,)*u denotes the fractional p-
Laplacian, defined as

(—Ap)su(x) — PV/ |u('r) — u(y)|p72<u<x) — u(@/))dy’ Vo e RN,

RN |z — y| NP

where P.V. refers to the Cauchy principal value of an integral. We denote
Lop(u) = =DBpu+ (=4p)°u,

and call it as mized operator. We assume that the potential V' : {2 — R, and the weight
function g : {2 — R satisfies the following two conditions:

N
V,g € LYQ) for q € (—,oo) and V >0,9g >0 a.e. in .
sp

The problem (1.1) is half-linear i.e., if u is a solution of (1.1), then for every ¢ # 0,
cu is also a solution of (1.1) however, the sum of any two nonzero solutions is not a
solution. So, we expect the existence of positive solutions and positive eigenvalues that
would share similar properties, as for the local case when £ ,(u) = —A,u only, and
V = 0 with ¢ = 1. In this case, the equation (1.1) becomes the well-known Dirichlet
eigenvalue problem for p-Laplacian operator, and there is a vast literature devoted to
this problem, and we refer [1,4,36,39] to list a few. Also, the eigenvalue problem for
the non-local operator when L ,(u) = (—=A,)°uw only and V = 0 with g = 1 has been
studied by many authors, e.g. see [14,16,25, 28, 38] and references therein.

Before entering into the main goal and motivation behind considering the problem
(1.1) in the present paper, let us first recall the existing literature on weighted eigen-
value problems dealing with p-Laplacian, fractional p-Laplacian, and mixed operators,
separately.

e The case of p-Laplacian: For the case when V' =0 and £, ,(u) = —A,u only,
the equation (1.1) reduce to

—Apu = Ag(2)|ulP?u in Q,

1.2
u=0 on 0f. (1.2)

The weighted eigenvalue problem (1.2) has been discussed under several hy-
potheses on the weight functions g, see [1,2,17] and references therein. These
articles discuss the existence of positive eigenvalues (see Definition 2.10) and
give a characterization of the principal eigenvalue, which is simple, isolated and
least among all positive eigenvalues. In addition, a monotonicity result for a
sequence of positive eigenvalues has been obtained, which indicates the exis-
tence of a non-decreasing sequence of positive eigenvalues that goes to infinity.
Also, the above results were further extended to the weighted eigenvalue problem
involving p-Laplacian with a potential V', given by

—Ayu+ V(2)|ulP?u = Ag(z)|[ulP2u in Q,

u=0 on ON. (1.3)

There are many research papers concerning the problem (1.3). One can refer
to [12,31,40] for different types of assumptions on V and g. We especially
mention here the work of Cuesta and Quoirin [18], where the functions V, g are
assumed to be in L"(2) for some r > Npif 1 <p < N,and r=11if p > N.
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e The case of fractional p-Laplacian: The aforementioned results as in the
local case are also obtained in [33] for the case of V =0 and L, ,(u) = (—A,)%u

only, under the assumption of g that belongs L%(Q) and gt # 0 in Q. Recently,
Asso et. al. [3] studied the existence and properties of principal eigenvalue (1.1)
for the case of L;,(u) = (—A,)*u only, when V and m are indefinite sign-
changing functions and satisfying the following conditions: V,g € L"(£2) with
re (1,00)N (%,oo) with g% # 0.

e The case of mixed operator: When VV = 0 and g = 1, the eigenvalue problem
(1.1) has been studied in [20]. The authors obtained the existence and properties
of the principal eigenvalue as well as studied the limiting case as p — oo. For
the case when V' € L*(Q2) and g = 1, the eigenvalue problem (1.1) has been
considered by Biagi et. al. [9, Proposition 5.1]. In this work, the authors proved
the existence of a positive principal eigenvalue that is unique, simple, and iso-
lated. Further, it is also obtained that principal eigenfunctions do not change
the signs in RY, whereas eigenfunctions associated with non-principal positive
eigenvalues are nodal, i.e. sign-changing.

The main goal: The main purpose of the present paper is to study the existence
of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions and characterize the properties for the case when

Vg € LI(Q) for q € (%,oo) with V> 0,9 > 0 a.e. in €. To be more precise,

we discuss here the positive eigenvalues associated with the problem (1.1). We estab-
lish a weak comparison principle(Theorem 3.1) for the operator L ,(u) with potential

VelLiQ),qe (%, oo) along with a generalized strong mazmium principle (Theorem

3.3). Then using comparison principles together with the Raleigh quotient, we study the
existence and qualitative behaviours of principal eigenvalues. We also derive the mono-
tonicity results of positive eigenvalues (as mentioned in the local and nonlocal cases),
nodal domains and obtain the boundedness of eigenfunctions associated with positive
eigenvalues. To prove monotonicity and boundedness results, we use the Lusternick-
Schinrelman category theory and Moser-type iteration, respectively. We summarize here
the central results of this paper as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q) be a bounded domain in RY, (N > 2), with Lipschitz boundary 0
and 0 < s <1<p< N . Assume that V,g € L1(Q2) for q € (%,oo) with V> 0,9 >0
a.e. in 2. Then

(a) there exists principal eigenvalue A\i(2) of (1.1) which is strictly positive and
satisfies the following properties:
(i) A\ (Q) is simple and isolated;
(ii) the eigenfunction associated with the principal eigenvalue \1(€)) don’t change
sign in €);
(iii) the eigenfunctions associated with non-principal eigenvalue A(2) > A (Q2)
s nodal 1.e., change signs.
(b) the problem (1.1) admits a monotone sequence of positive eigenvalues which goes
to infinity.
(c) the set of all positive eigenvalues to (1.1) is closed.

(d) the eigenfunctions associated with every positive eigenvalue to (1.1) are bounded
in RN,

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the classical
Sobolev and fractional Sobolev spaces, and provide basic results related to these spaces.
Then, in Section 3, we derive weak comparison principle of solutions to the corresponding
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homogeneous problem of (1.1) and certain estimates. As a consequence, we prove the
strong maximum principle for eigenfunctions associated with positive eigenvalues to
(1.1). Section 4 is devoted to study the existence and qualitative properties of the
principal eigenvalue. Finally, in Section 5, we show the existence of infinitely many
positive eigenvalues going to infinity, and discuss the closedness of the set of all positive
eigenvalues. At last, we obtain the global boundedness of eigenfunctions associated with
every positive eigenvalue.

2. PREREQUISITES AND SPACE SETUP

We begin with some standard notations, definitions and the results for classical
Sobolev and fractional Sobolev spaces [15,22,37], which will be used throughout the
paper.

Let © be a nonempty open set in RY with dimension N > 2. The classical Sobolev
space WHP(Q) is defined as

WP (Q) = {u € LP(Q) : g“

€ LP(Q) for all 1 <i < N}.

)

It is well known that the space W1?(Q) is a reflexive, separable Banach space equipped
with the norm:

1
lullip = (Il + IVulf)) (2.1)

We denote W, () as the closure of the space C°(€2) of smooth functions with compact
support with respect to the Sobolev norm defined as in (2.1). It is also a Banach space,
and can be characterized as

Wy P(Q) = {u € W'(Q) : u =0 on IN}.

For 0 < s <1 < p < o0, the fractional Sobolev space W*P(Q) is defined as

WeP(Q) = {u e LP(Q) : Julz) = uy)| LP(Q x Q)}

z =yl
and is equipped with the norm ||ulls, = ||u||r@) + [u]wsr@), Where
1
|u(x) — uly)” ’
[u]wsw) = (/ ——————dzdy | ,1<p<oo.
© alo |v—yl[Nte

Likewise, in the classical Sobolev spaces, the space W;"(Q) denotes the fractional
Sobolev space with zero boundary values, and it is defined by

WP(Q) = {u € WH(RY) : =0 in RV \ Q}.

Both W#P(Q2) and WP (Q) are reflexive, separable Banach spaces for all 0 < s < 1 <
p < oo. The following defines the tail of a function in the fractional Sobolev space
WeP(RY), which will be used to obtain certain estimates.

Definition 2.1 (See [16]). Let w € W*P(RY). The tail of w with respect to the ball
B,.(z0) is defined by

1
P
Tail(w; zg, r) = <T5p/ lw(x)|P )z — :E0|_(N+8p)d:p) o (2.2)
RN\ By (z0)

Next, we enlist the following Sobolev inequalities and the Rellich-Kondrachov type
embedding results for the classical Sobolev and the fractional Sobolev spaces.
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Theorem 2.2 (See [21]). Let Q@ C RY be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary
00 and 1 <p < N. Then we have the continuous embedding,
Np

LP(Q) < LI(Q), 1< g < p = —.
WHP(Q) — L), 1<q<p N,

Moreover, for all u € WHP(RY) we have

(/ |u|p*dx)p gS(/ |Vu|pdx>p, (2.3)
RN RN

where S > 0 is the best Sobolev constant.

Theorem 2.3. (See [21, Theorem 2.80]) Let Q@ C RY be a bounded domain with Lips-
chitz boundary 02 and 1 < p < N. Then we have the following Compact embedding,

WP(Q) — L), 1 < q < p".

Theorem 2.4. (See [21,22]) Let Q C RY be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary
00 and 0 < s <1 < p < oo. Then the Sobolev space WP(Q) is continuously embedded
in the fractional Sobolev space W*P(Q) i.e., there exists a constant C' = C(N,p,s) > 0
such that

lullsp < Cllully , Vu € WH(Q). (2.4)
Also for Q =RV,
WEP(RY) e WeP(RY).
Theorem 2.5. (See [26, Lemma 2.3]) Let Q C RY be a bounded domain with Lipschitz

boundary 02 and 0 < s <1 < p < co. Then there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s, Q) >
0 such that

p
/ / N Jutz) = ug)” ) dy < C/ \VulPdz, Yue WyP(Q). (2.5)
RN JRN |$— | +p Q

Theorem 2.6. (See [37, Theorem 7.6]) Let 0 < s <1 <p < N and pi = N]\z’;S. Then
we have the following continuous embedding:

WP (RY) — LYRY), p<q<p.
If u vanishes at infinity, then there exists a best (Sobolev) constant Ss > 0 such that

Ju(a) ~u(@)l? o\

2.1 Solution space setup. From now onwards, we shall assume Q@ C RY is a
bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundary 02, and p > 1, s € (0, 1) are real numbers
such that 0 < s <1 < p < N. Since we are dealing with the mixed local and nonlocal
operators, we consider the following function space

XgP(Q) = {u € WHP(RY) s ulg € WyP(Q), u=0in RV \ Q}

endowed with the norm

y)IP v
” v PA8) = W)L gy )"
o= ([ [, [ s

The function space X3*(2) will be used as a solution space to our eigenvalue problem
(1.1). Using Theorem 2.6 together with the embedding (2.4) and the Poincaré inequality,
one can see that there exist a constant C' > 0 such that

IVulloe < lullxzr) < ClVul e for all u € X37(Q). (2.7)

LR

[l x
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Thus, the norm || - ”Wol,p(ﬂ) is equivalent to || - [|xsr(q) on Xg"(£2). Moreover, using the
Sobolev inequality (2.3), we have the mixed-type Sobolev inequality:
[ull 2o ) = l[ull o @y < SIIVullpo@yy < Slullxsr), Vu € X5 (). (2.8)

Since () is bounded, we can also apply the Holder’s inequality in (2.8) to obtain the
following continuous embedding result:

X(Q) o LIRY), 1< < p (2.9
In addition, in light of the Theorem 2.3, the embedding
XoP(Q) = L1Y(Q) (2.10)

is compact for 1 < g < p*. We have the following result.

Theorem 2.7. The space X" (Q) is a Banach space for all 1 < p < co. Moreover, it
15 reflexive for 1 < p < oo and separable for 1 < p < oo, respectively.

Proof. Let (u,) be a cauchy sequence in Xg*(€2). Since ||[Vulrq) < |lullxsr@q) for
every u € Xy7(Q), we get (Vu,) is a cauchy sequence in LP(Q2). Thus, there exists
w € LP(Q) such that Vu, — w in LP(Q). For every n € N, we have u, € W,”(Q). By
the Poincaré’s inequality (see [15], Corollary 9.19) (T HVuH Lr(0) gives a norm which
is equivalent to ||.|[w1s in WyP(R). Since WyP(Q) is a Banach space, there exists
u € WyP(Q) such that u, — u in Wy ?(Q). Extending u to RY\ Q by zero (still denoted
by u), we get u € WLP(RY). Therefore, we obtain u € X;7(€). On using u, — u in
Wy (Q), we have

|V, — Vul|rp) — 0 as n — oo. (2.11)

From the equations (2.7) and (2.11), we get u,, — u in X*(2). Therefore, X" () is
a Banach space for all 1 < p < co. The case p = oo can be proved following a similar
argument. Now define T : X;7(Q) — LP(Q2) x LP(RY x RY) by T'(u) = (ay, b,), where

v(z) —v(y)
ay(r) = Vo(z), bu(r,y) = ———5 .

|z =yl

Thus for every u € X7*(§2), we have
”TuHLP(Q)XLP(RNX]RN) = HuHXg’p(Q)-
Therefore T' becomes an isometry that maps X;7(Q) to a closed subspace of LP(2) x
LP(RY x RY). Hence, we get the reflexivity of X;7(Q) for 1 < p < oo and seperability
for 1 < p < oo, respectively. O
Remark 2.8. Throughout the paper, we denote
uy = max{u(z),0} and u_ := max{—u(x),0}.

Since X*(2) is a vector space, for every u € X7 (Q), we have |u| € X57(Q2). Thus,

1
Uy = §(|u| +u) € XP(Q).

2.2 Weak formulation. We now give the notion of solutions (weak) to our eigen-
value problem (1.1).

Definition 2.9 (Weak solution). Let % < g < 00, and assume that V, g € LI(Q2) where
V>0, g>0ae inQ For e R, a function u € X7*(2) is said to be a (weak)
solution to the problem (1.1) if u satlsﬁes

/|vu|p 27y, - de+/RN /RN |u(z) — uly)[” 2|( w@) — uly) @) = v) ;4

x — y|N+s
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+ / V(z)uPuvdr — )\/ g(2)|u|P*uvdz = 0, (2.12)
Q Q

for all v € X7*(2). We say the u € X;7(Q) is a supersolution of (1.1), if the integral in
(2.12) is nonnegative for every nonnegative function v € X7*(€2). Similarly, a function
u is a subsolution of (1.1) if —u is a supersolution of (1.1).

Accordingly, we define the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions to (1.1).

Definition 2.10 (Eigenvalue and principal eigenvalue). 1. A real number ) is said
to be an eigenvalue with an eigenfunction u of the weighted eigenvalue problem
(1.1) if uw € X3P () \ {0} is a (weak) solution of (1.1) correspond to A.
2. A principal eigenvalue of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) is an eigenvalue of (1.1)
with a nonnegative eigenfunction.

The assumptions on the functions V, g € L9(2) for Sﬂp < g < oo is intuitive. Since the

weak solutions of problem (1.1) are finally belongs to W#?P(R™) and by the Theorem

2.6, the elements of W*P(RY) are integrable up to the critical power p?, hence using

the Holder inequality with exponents a = sﬂp and o/ = %g;; we have

/ f(x)|u|Pde < oo, for any f € LPE(Q) and u € W*P(R").
Q

This implies that the integrals in (2.12) are well-defined. Henceforth, we will use the
following notation throughout the article:

H, ,(u,v) ::/Q|Vu|p_2Vu-Vvdx
)= ) )= ),

|z — y[NHPe

(2.13)

Note that the problem (1.1) is the Euler-Lagrange equation associated with the energy
functional

In(u) := |[ul

ﬁg,p(ﬂ)+/S2V(:U)|u|pdx—)\/Qg(a:)\u\pdaz. (2.14)

Hence, the problem (1.1) has a variational structure. We next define the Rayleigh
quotient corresponding to the problem (1.1), which will be used to prove the existence
of weak solutions.

Definition 2.11. The Rayleigh quotient corresponding to the eigenvalue problem (1.1)
is given by

2 - Hu|§(g,p(m + [, V()|u|Pdx
= in

weXP(2)\{0} Jo 9(@)|ulpdz
:mf{||u||§<g,p(m+/V(x)|u|pdx | u6Xg’p(Q)\{O},/g(x)|u|pdx: 1}. (2.15)
Q Q

2.3 Genus and Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category theory. We now give the
notion of genus and discuss its fundamental properties, which will be used to prove
the existence of a monotone sequence of positive eigenvalues to (1.1) with the help of
Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category theory [43].

Definition 2.12 (Genus). Let X be a Banach space and ¥ be defined by
Y={AcC X\ {0}| Ais compact and A = —A}.
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Then for A € 3, the Genus of A is given by
v(A) = min{k € N | there exist ¢ € C(A,R*\ {0}), ¢(—2z) = —¢(x)}.
We say 7(A) = oo if the minimum does not exist.

Theorem 2.13 (See [43], Proposition 2.3). Let A, B € X.

(1) If z # 0, y({x} U{-z}) = 1.
(ii) If there exist odd map f € C(A, B), then v(A) < ~(B).
(1it) If A C B, then v(A) < v(B).
(i) 7(AUB) < v(A) +7(B).
(v) If A is compact and v(A) < oo, there exist § > 0 such that the neighbourhood
Ns(A) € & and (N5 (A)) = v(4).
(vi) Let Z be a subspace of E with codimension k and v(A) >k, then ANZ # (.
We conclude the present section with the following version of the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann
principle [36,43].

Theorem 2.14. Let X be a real reflexive Banach space and A\ > 0. Let J =T — \H :
X — R, where T, H are C', even functionals with T(0) = H(0) = 0 and T is bounded
from below on X. Suppose, T satisfies the Palais-Smale condition on M = {u € X :
H(u) = 1}. Then the problem
T'(u) = AH'(u)
has a sequence of eigenvalues (\,) defined as a critical values of T, given by
A

n = e

where ¥, ={A € X | v(A) >n} and ¥ ={A C X\ {0} | A is compact and A = —A}.
3. COMPARISON PRINCIPLES AND USEFUL ESTIMATES

Here, we develop comparison principles and a logarithmic estimate related to our
eigenvalue problem, which will be used several times throughout the paper. We first
prove the following weak comparison principle for weak solutions of (1.1).

Theorem 3.1 (Weak comparison Principle). Let u,v € X" (Q) such that

H, ) + / Vil 2up < Hyp(0,6) + / Viel2oy (3.1)
0 0
for all ¢ € X5P(Q) such that ¢ >0 and u < v in RN\ Q. Then, u < v in RY.
Proof. Taking ¢ = (u —v) in (3.1), we get
L+ 1+ 15 >0, (3.2)

where

L = / (IVu[P*Vo — [Vu|P7*Vu) - V(u — v);dz,
Q

= [ ko= o) @) = (0= ) () dady,
and I3 = /Q(\UV’QU — |uP~?u) (u — v), dr. (3.3)

oro ) = {202 = H000) = 00) = o)~ ) =) g,

ing the inequality

1b]P~2b — |a|P~2a = (p — 1)(b— a) /0 la+ s(b— a)[P2ds, (3.4)
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fora = Vu,b=Vuin I}, a =v(r) —v(y),b =u(x) —u(y) in Ir, and ¢ = v,b = w in I3
respectively and then combining them in the equation (3.2), we obtain

Jit Jo+ Jy >0, (3.5)
where
Ji=({p-1) /Q V(iu—v)y-V(v— u)/o (Vu+ tV (v — u) [P~ *dtdx
=—(p—1) /Q |V (u— v)+|2/0 |Vu + tV (v — u)[P~*dtdr < 0, (3.6)
—p-n [ [ ORI ) - o) - (ule) - v(o))e)
x / [uly) — u(z) + t(v(y) — v(z) — uly) +u(z))["dtdzdy
B v(y)+ — (u(x) —v(z)))*
0], L
x /0 [u(y) —u(@) + t(v(y) — v(@) — uly) + u(@)) P~ *dtdzdy <0, (3.7)
and

Js = (p —1)/(u—v)+v—u / lu + t(v — u)|P2dtdx
— 1) /|u—v /|u+t(v—u)|p 2dtdy < 0. (3.8)

Since all the integral values Ji, Jo and J3 are non-positive, hence from (3.5) we have
Ji + Jo + J3 = 0. This implies that V(u —v)y = 0 (from J;) and ((u(y) — v(y))+ =
(u(z) —v(z))+ a.e. (from Jy) in the set {x : u(z) > v(z)} and from J3, (v —v)L = 0 a.e.
in Q. Thus it follows that u(z) < v(z) a.e. in Q. Since u =v =0 on RY \ Q, therefore
we get v(z) > u(z) a.e in RY. O

The following logarithmic estimate is crucial in obtaining a strong comparison principle.

Lemma 3.2. Assume x¢ € §2, and let R > 0 such that Br(xg) C Q. Let u € X7*(2)

be a weak supersolution to the problem

Lspu+ V]uP?u=0 in Q
N (3.9)
u=0in R\ Q.

Suppose u > 0 in Br(zg). Then, for 0 < r < %, there exist a constant C' = C'(p) > 0

such that for 6 > 0,
1 N\ "
/ |V log(u + 9)[Pdx + / / —vio |08 (M)
BT(:BO) r(!L’o) r(:l:o) |'I - y| P u(y) + 5
Np—N+sp
< OrN(rTP 7P 4 PR Tail(u_; 29, R)P ) + 1~ » IVl o3 o
(3.10)

dydzx

Proof. Since u is a weak supersolution to the problem (3.9), hence for any v € X;7(Q)
such that v > 0, we have

H,,(u,v) + / V|ulP~*uvdx > 0. (3.11)
0
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Consider 0 < r < £ and choose 1) € C°(Bs,/2(2)) such that 0 < ¢ <1and ¢ =1 in
B,(ro) with V] < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0. Let § > 0 be any real number. Then
taking the test function v = (u + 6)!"Py? in the equation (3.11), we arrived at

hor bl 120, (3.12)
where
h=[ Ve v,
Bar(z0)
I, = / / J(v+)|p2 (u(x) —u(y))(v(z) —v(y))dzdy,
BQT(Z'O BQT(Z‘O) |l‘ — y| sp
u(z) — uly)
122/ / u(x) —u(y))v(x)dzdy,
: RN\ Bay (20) J Bay(wo) 1T — Y|V P (u(z) (y)v(x)
and [, = / Vu|P2uvdz. (3.13)
Bar(z0)

We now derive the estimates separately for each integral [; for i = 1,2, 3,4. To obtain an
estimate for the integral I, we follow similar steps as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [34]
and use the properties of ). For completeness, we provide detailed steps. Substituting

Vo = p(u+08) PYP VY — (p — 1)yP(u+0) PVu in I
we get

I =—(p- 1)/ [Vul YPdx +p/ |Vu\p*2wp771Vu - Vpdzx
Bar(z0) (’LL + 5) Bar(z0) (’LL + 5)1)_1

o V(u+9)P |
=—(p 1)/1327(am) (u+ o) YPdx
Yr!

p—2_ Y .
+p/32r(xo) Vo) (u+5)p—1v(u+5) Vida

= —(p—l)/ |V log(u + 0)|PyPdx
Bar(z0)

+p / |V log(u + 6)[P~ 2PV log(u + 0) - Vipda. (3.14)
BQT(:BO)

Using the Young’s inequality in the second integral of the RHS of (3.14) with the
exponents ~& 7 and p, we have

/ |V log(u + 6) [P 24PV log(u + 9) - Vapdz
BQr(fL'O)

2r(20)

<e / IV log(u + 8)Pe¥dz + C(e) / Velrde,  (3.15)
Bar(z0) B

for any € > 0. Now, choose € > 0 such that pe < p — 1. Note that |[V¢)| < ¢, ¢ =1in
B,.(zo) and ¢ > 0. Thus substituting (3.15) in (3.14), we get

L<-C / IV log(u + 8)PuPdr + C / Vo Pde
Bar(z0) B

2r (1'0)

< —C’l/ \Vlog(u+5)\pz/1pda:+0/ < dx
Br($0) B

or (o) T

C
< / IV log(u+ 0) PP+ | B ()|
Br(l‘o)
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_ ¢ / IV log(u + 8)PePda + CrVP. (3.16)
By (z0)

Next, using the estimate for integrals I obtained in proof of the Lemma 1.3 in [16]
and applying the fact that ¢y = 1 in B,(x¢) and ¢ > 0, we get

u(z)+9) \ [P
log ( u(y)+o )

|¢( ) —¥(y)[P
I, < C// — »(y)? + dydzx
Bgr(xo)XBQT($o) |'I - y|N+Sp |'I y|N+Sp
log " J”? P
/ / (yNZS dyda + C / / )= VWP 44,
(20) J Bowo) T — y[NTeP Bar(z0) J Bay(20) |$ — y|NFsp

(3.17)

Now, since |V#| < £, by the mean value theorm, |¢(z) — ¥(y)| < ¢[z — y| for all
x,y € RY. Thus, we have

P C 1
/ / %Etys” dydzr < _/ / N—p(1—s)
Bar(x0) v Bar(z0) |.T - ‘ P TP Bar(x0) Y Bar(zo) |.T - y‘ P

C
< —p\BQT(azo)W’(l_s) < CriVer, (3.18)

Hence, by the equations (3.17) and (3.18), we get

= C/ / ooy 7= g e |© ( res )>++?)

Similarly, using the estimate obtained from the proof of Lemma 1.3 in [16] and applying
(3.18), we get

dydx + Cr™N =P, (3.19)

p
I3 < C/ / NEFS)| dydx + CrV = + O PrN R™P Tail(u_; zo, R)P ™!
Ba,(x0) v Bar(z0) ‘:U - | P
< O PrN R™P Tail(u_; xo, R)P~! 4 CrV =, (3.20)

Note that the constant C' > 0 depending on p, may vary line by line. Finally, using
the fact that 0 < %= < 1 in Bg(zo) and Bs,(x¢) C Bg(zo), we apply the Holder’s

u+4
inequality with the exponents p: and f 5= 71\/]\;[; T b0 get
p—1 1-p Np—N+sp
Iy = V= (u+06) "Ppdr < [|V|| s ) | Bar (x0)| ¥
BQT‘(:BO)
Np—N+sp
= OV | 2 (3.21)

By combining (3.16), (3.19), (3.20), and (3.21) in (3.12), we obtain a constant C' > 0
depending on p such that
1 N\ "
B (z0) (o) J By(ao) 1T — Y[V FP u(y) 496

< OrN(r™P 4 7P 4 5V PR Tail(u_; zo, R)P) + P IVl 2oz 0

dydz

Hence the lemma. O

As a consequence of Lemma 3.2, we have the generalized strong maximum principle.

Theorem 3.3 (Strong Maximum Principle). Let u > 0 in Q and u =0 in RV \ Q
be an eigenfunction of (1.1) associated with an eigenvalue X > 0. Then u > 0 in €.
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Proof. Since g > 0 a.e. in Q and u > 0 is an eigenfunction corresponding to A > 0,
hence we have

H,,(u,v) + / V|ulP 2uvdz = )\/ glulP~uvdx > 0,
Q Q

for any v € X7?(Q2) with v > 0. This shows that the eigenfunction u > 0 is a weak
supersolution to the problem (3.9).

Suppose the set A := {z € Q : u(x) = 0} has positive measure. Now choose zy € )
and a real number R > 0 such that Br(zo) C €, and there exists r € (0, &) such that
|B.(xo) N A| > 0. Since u > 0, we have

Tail(u_; zo, R) = 0.
Thus by Lemma 3.2, for any § > 0, we get

1
|V log(u + 8)[Pdx + // TR e
/Br(a:o) - (20)% By (w0) 1T — YN TP

where

p

dydr < M,

s (Svs )

VHLPS

(3.22)

Np— N+sp

M=CrN(r P47 47

For § > 0, we define
Gs(z) = log<1 + @), x €.

For any x € B,(z¢), y € AN B,(xy) we have |x —y| < 2r < R. Then Gs(y) = 0. Thus,

Gs(2) P = |Gs(x) — Ga(y)P = 'log (%) p

RN*sp u(z) + 0\ [
< — 11 _— 3.23
<y o (i) 52
Therefore, on taking average for all y € AN B,.(xy), we obtain
|Gs(2)|P < ﬂ ; g<M) pdy
[AN By (20)| Janp, (o) [ — y[¥ P u(y) +6
< ﬂ ; (M) pd (3.24)
= TAN B w0l S,y T — o [ ) +0 )| |
Thus, from (3.22) and (3.24), we get
RN+sp u(x) +0)\ |
G Pd 1 ——= || dyd
/Br(mo) | 6( )| = ‘A N B IO // y|N+5p o8 ( u(y> +9 ) e

Br(x0)XxBr(x0)

| log (u(x))i?) i
<, / |V log(u + 0)|Pdx + // yN+ dydx
B (z0) y| Ve

B, (z0) X Br(z0)

< .M, (3.25)
where C, ‘Aﬁg% Now for 6 — 0, Gs(x) — oo for all z € B,(xy) with u(z) > 0.

Thus, on taking § — 0 in the equation (3.25), we get that v = 0 a.e. in B,(z¢), which
is a contradiction. Therefore |A| = 0. Hence, we conclude u > 0 in €. U
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4. EXISTENCE AND QUALITATIVE PROPERTIES OF PRINCIPAL EIGENVALUE

In this section, we will show the existence of principal eigenvalue and study some
of its qualitative properties. We begin with the proof of the existence of a positive
eigenvalue to the problem (1.1), which is the least among all other positive eigenvalues.
We call it the first eigenvalue and denote it by A;. Later, we show the first eigenvalue
is precisely the principal eigenvalue to (1.1).

Theorem 4.1. The Rayleigh quotient R defined in (2.15) is non-zero and attained at
a e X7P(Q)\{0}. Moreover, the first eigenvalue Ay is the Rayleigh quotient R and ¢
1s an associated eigenfunction.

Proof. Consider a sequence (u,) in X7*(2) \ {0} such that /g(az)\un\pdaz =1 and
Q

) =10 g,
P P 4.1
/Q\Vun| d:z:—i—/ /RN |x—y\N+PS dxdy + QV(:c)|un| der — R (4.1)

as n — 0o. Since

ey < Heolitn ) + [ Vil P

for all n € N, the sequence (u,) is a bounded in X;*(€2). Since X;*(€) is a reflexive
Banach space, hence up to a subsequence, u,, — ¢ weakly in X*(Q). Further using the
compact embedding (2.10), up to a subsequence, u, — ¢ in L%(Q) for all 1 < g < p*
and u, — ¢ a.e. in Q. Since p! < p*, by [15, Theorem 4.9], it follows that there exists

h € LP+(Q) such that |u,| < h a.e. in Q. Asg € L%(Q), using the Holder’s inequality
we have
N —ps
N

[ s@hurac ~ [ gloras| < gl o) ([ ol = loP=5ar) T

Further, ||u,[P — |¢|p|NTPS < OFm L, Thus, applying the dominated convergence
theorem to the equation (4.2), we get

[ s@eras = [ golopas

Hence /g(x)|¢|pdx = 1. This implies that ¢ # 0 is an element of X;*(£2). Similarly,

— 0 asn — oo.

proceeding as before, one can obtain

/ x)|u,|Pde — / x)|pPdx as n — oo. (4.3)
On the other hand, by the property of weak convergence, we have
9]l xsr@) = Hsp(@,0) < lim inf [unllxs7 ) = liiri)icgf H p(tn, up,). (4.4)

Thus combining (4.1), (4.3) and (4. 4) we get

[ivorars [ [ SES0 by [ Violoras < @)

Since / g(z)|¢Pdxr = 1, hence the definition of Rayleigh quotient R implies that

/|V¢|pdx+/RN /RN e |N+p‘ dady +/QV(x)|¢|pdx:fR. (4.6)
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This shows that the Rayleigh quotient R is attained at ¢ € X7 (Q) \ {0} and R # 0.
Now consider any eigenvalue A to the problem (1.1) and an associated eigenfunction v.
Taking v as the test function in the weak formulation (2.12), we get

Q Q
Jo 9(@)v|Pdz

Thus, by the definition of R, we obtain that the first eigenvalue \; = R and ¢ is an
associated eigenfunction. O

el

The next theorem asserts that the eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalue
given by the Rayleigh quotient do not change their sign, i.e., they cannot have zeros
in the domain. Thus, it follows that the eigenvalue given by the Rayleigh quotient is a
principal eigenvalue.

Theorem 4.2. Let u € XJP(Q) be an eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue \;.
Then either w > 0 or u < 0 in Q.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume [, g(z)|u|’dz = 1. By, the Theorem 4.1, we

have )P
/|Vu|pdx+/RN /RN ‘x_ ‘Nﬂ)s dxdy+/QV(x)|u|pdx:R.

Let us assume that u changes sign in 2. Then there exists subsets wq, ws of €2, both of
positive measure such that u(z)u(y) < 0 for z € wy, y € wy. Note that for any a,b € R,
we have

|la| —[b]] < la =],
and strict inequality holds when ab < 0. So using the above inequality, we obtain

/ ) = )P / u(@) —u@)l” o

|z — y|Ntps |z — y|Ntps

By the property of Sobolev spaces (see ( [29, Lemma 7.6]), we also have |u| € X77(£2)
and V|u| = |Vu| a.e. in Q. Thus

|[u(@)] = Ju(y)|”
Vupd:c—l—/ / drdy + | V(x)|u|fdx
/Q‘ el ry |z =yl Q (z)]ul
u(y)[? oy
/|Vu|pdx+/RN /RN |x_ |N+p S ey | V(e = =R,

which contradicts to the definition of Rayleigh quotient R. Therefore, u does not change
the sign in 2. This implies that either u > 0 or u < 0 in 2. Now if u > 0 in €2, by the
Theorem 3.3, we have v > 0 in 2. Similarly, the case u < 0 can be seen by replacing
the above arguments for u with (—u). O

The following theorem says that A; is the only eigenvalue possessing a nonnegative
eigenfunction associated with it, i.e., A\ is the only principal eigenvalue. In other words,
non-principal eigenfunctions change signs in their domain.

Theorem 4.3. Let v be an eigenfunction associated with an eigenvalue A > \;. Then
v changes sign in €.

Proof. Suppose v does not change sign in ). Then without loss of generality, let us

assume v > 0 in € such that / g(x)|v|Pdx = 1. Consider an eigenfunction u > 0
Q



WEIGHTED EIGENVALUE PROBLEMS FOR MIXED OPERATORS 15

associated with principal eigenvalue \; such that /g(x)|u|pdx =1. Fort € (0,1),
Q

define ¢; = (tu? + (1 — t)vp)%. Obviously,
[ sladraz =t [ glupdo -+ 1= 0) [ glolrar =1 (@)
0 Q Q
and /V|qt|pdx = t/ V{uPdz + (1 —t)/V|v|pd:E. (4.8)
Q Q Q

Applying the convexity of the map t +— t? for p > 1, it follows that

Vg, |P = )(tup + (1= tr)e ™ (" Vu+ (1 - t)v”’lvw)p

uPVu vPVol”

=’ |t 1—t

e

Vu Vo P tuP
=qf| w—+(1— )7 , where w = P
p
< <w % = w) | ) VU (- |Vl (49)
Thus we get
/ |V |Pdx < t/ |VulPdx + (1 — t)/ |VolPdz. (4.10)
Q 0 Q

In addition, by using [25, Lemma 4.1] we have

|CJt —Qt )|p
dxd
// \x— |N+ps o

sy [ [ SRR
<t ———————dxdy 77 dxdy. 411
/RN /RN |z — |N+ * RN JRN |9U - |N+p8 Y ( )

Hence using the inequalities (4.8), (4.10) and (4.11), we get

Hs,(qe, qi) + / Vig|Pde < tH, ,(u,u) + t/ V]ulPdx + (1 — t)Hs (v, v)
Q Q

+ /(1 —t)V|vPdz. (4.12)

Again, from this inequality, we arrive at

Hoplawa) + [ Viabds - (Hs,p@,v) + V|v|pdx)
Q Q

<t (H&p(u,u) + / V|u|pdx) —1 (Hsvp(v,v) + / V|v|pdx)
Q Q

N (4.13)
By the convexity of the map t — tP, we have
/V|qt|pdx — / V0v|Pdz Zp/ Vv|P~u(q — v)da, (4.14)
Q Q Q
/ |V |Pde — / |\VoulPdx > p/ |Vu|P~*Vo - V(g — v)dr, (4.15)
Q Q

|Qt - Qt / / |p
d dy 77 dxd
/RN /RN |9U - |N+ps RN JRN |9U - |N+ps Y
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= p/RN /RN vl |z — ‘Nﬂf (v(z) —v(y)) (g —v)(x) = (¢ — v)(y))dxdy.  (4.16)
Thus, from the equations (4.15) and (4.16), we have

Hs,P(Qta qt) - Hs,p(va 'U) Z pHs,p(va qr — 'U)~ (417)

Combining the inequalities (4.14) and (4.17) in (4.13) and using the fact that v is an
eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue A\, we obtain

0>t(\M—A)>p (H&p(v, @ —v)+ / V0v[P~2v(q — v)daz)
0

= p)\/ glvP (g, — v)da. (4.18)
Q
This implies that
p)\
t

for every t € (0,1). Since g, v > 0, we obtain that ¢ —v < 0 a.e. in € from the equation
(4.19). Since the map ¢ — 7 is convex, we get

g|v|p 20(q —v)dr <A\ —A <0 (4.19)

Vg =v— (P + (1 —tP)r <v— (tu+ (1 — b)) =t — ). (4.20)

Thus for all ¢ € (0,1), |goP™ (232) | < gvP~!(v — w) which is an integrable function.

Also,
lim gv?~* <—Qt — v) gvP ! lim (L — qO)
t—0 t t—0 t

= Z—lj[gvplvlp(up —P)] = %(up —oP)g. (4.21)

pointwise in €. By the dominated convergence theorem, gvP—* (@) —
L'(Q). Thus, applying the limit as ¢ — 0 in the equation (4.19), we get

1

5P —vP)g in

1
p)\/ —(uP —vP)gdr < Ay — X, (4.22)
Qb
ie.,
0=\ (/ glulPdz — / g|v|pd:p) <A - A (4.23)
Q Q
This contradicts our assumption that A > A;. Hence the proof is complete. U

As a consequence of the previous theorem, we have the following result: which gives
an upper bound of the measure of subset either {x € Q : u(z) > 0} or {z € Q : u(z) < 0}
for non-principal eigenfunctions wu.

Corollary 4.4. Let u be an eigenfunction of (1.1) corresponding to v(€2) # A (92).
Then we have v(£2) > A (24) and v(Q) > A\ (Q-), where Qy = {x € Q:u(zx) > 0} and
Q- ={z € Q:u(x) <0}. In particular,

v(Q) > C(N,p,s) Q.| % » and v(Q) > C(N,p,s) |Q_| N . (4.24)

Proof. Since v(2) # A\(Q), then by Theorem 4.3, u must change sign in 2. Choosing
v = uy in the weak formulation (2.12), we obtain

V(Q)/ glusl’de = Hgp(u,uy) +/ V |uy |P dx
Q4

s (1) — s ()P
Vu_|Pd dxd
/m' wipde [ [ |x— e oy
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Ju_(z))?
dxd VvV Pdzx. 4.25
// \x—y|N+ps ‘“”/m sl (4.25)

Dividing both sides of the above inequality (4.25) by / g|uy(z)|” dz, and using the
Q4

definition of A;(€2y), we have

p fRN fRN %dl’d'g
W) > A, () + 25 vy
1 (€ To 9l (0P dr

This shows that v(€2) > A (Q24). Also, making use of the Holder’s inequality twice and
the Sobolev inequality (2.3) with the inequality (4.25), we get

bs N—ps
N N _Np_ N
[ atras< ([ wlFac)” ([ ol )
Q4 QL Q4
N—p p—ps
b ([ ) (] )
=~ ||g -
Lps Q4 ! Q4
= 12155 gl gy g N 12,

< C(N,p)llgll » IQ+|N PSIIVU+||LPQ
Lbs ()

=0<N,p,s>\wm / VuyPde, where C(N,p,5) = C(N, p)llgl

o LPs(Q)

< O, )05 (Hoptsun) + [ Viaapas)

+
= C(N, p, s)|Q | V55 () /Q gluy |’ de. (4.26)
+
Dividing both sides in above inequality (4.26) by /Q g|uy |’ dx, we arrive at
+

v(Q) > C(N,p,s) (4.27)

Further, following similar arguments as above by replacing ., with u_, one can obtain
v > A (Q) and v(Q) > C(N, p, s) |Q_| 5. This completes the proof. O

The next result discusses the properties of the principal eigenvalue.
Theorem 4.5. The principal eigenvalue Ay 1s simple and isolated.

Proof. We shall first show that the principal eigenvalue A; is simple. Let u,v be two
eigenfunctions associated with A;. Without loss of generality, assume that u,v > 0 in

Q and
/g|u|pda::/g\v|pd:c = 1.
0 Q

1
Define g, := (“4**)?. Then from (4.7), (4.10) and (4.12) for the case t = }, we obtain

2
/Q‘Qu,v‘pdx = 17
Q

1 1
IVauo|" < =|VulP + é\Vv\p (4.28)
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and

1
Hy ) (Guw, Guo) + / Vquo|Pdx < ) (Hs,p(u,u) + / Vi§ulPde + Hy p(v,v) + / V|v|pd:p)
Q Q Q
1
= 5()\1 +A) =M =R (4.29)

Now by the definition of R, we should have the equality in (4.29), and it can be achieved
when the equality holds in (4.28), and in (4.11) for ¢ = 1/2. Since the inequality (4.28)
is obtained from (4.9), and the property of strict convexity of the map ¢ + ¢” has been
used to obtain (4.9). Therefore we must have ¥* = ¥ ae. in Q. This implies that
V(%) =0 a.e. in €2, and hence there exist a constant ¢ > 0 such that u = cv a.e. in Q.

This asserts that Ay is simple.
We now prove that the principal eigenvalue )\ is isolated. Let (A, v) be an eigenpair

for the problem (1.1) such that A > A\; with / g|lv[Pdz = 1. Then by the Theorem 4.3,

Q
we have v_ # 0. Using v_ € X;*(2) as a test function in weak formulation (2.12) of
the problem (1.1) for (A, v), we obtain

Hg,(v,v_) —/V|v|pda:: —)\/g|v\pd:c. (4.30)
Q Q
Note that

Vo -V (v_)
—(v(@) = v(y))(v-(2) = v_(y))

—(V(v_))? a.e. in Q, and (4.31)
— ((v+(2) = vy (y) = (0-(2) = v-(y)) (v-(2) = v_(y))

v-(z) = v-(y))>. (4.32)
By the inequalities (4.31) and (4.32), we get,

lv—( ()"
p
H, (v, v_ /\v )] d:c+/RN/RN |x_ ‘NW dxdy. (4.33)

So using the Sobolev inequality (2.3) and the inequality (4.33) with the fact that V' > 0,
it follows that

1
Gl < [ V0P

v (@) = v ()l
)|Pd dxd
/'V“ ) *// o Sy

< —
< —H;p(v,v_) +/V|v_|pdx
Q

=— <H8,p(v,v_) - /Q V|v_|”dx> . (4.34)

Now, using the inequality (4.30) in (4.34) and then making use of Holder inequality
twice, we get

1
Gl-lomior <A [ aloPde=x [ glo-pdz < Algll g, lo-lo o

N % pps
([ P ) ol < Ml 01

v

V|| (4.35)
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Since |[v_|| () # 0, we obtain

0| > (4.36)

CAllgll, »

LPs (Q)

Following the above arguments for —o in place of the eigenfunction v, one can infer that

N
p—ps

.
CAllg]

N
Lsp(Q)

2] > (4.37)

On the contrary, let us suppose that A; is not isolated. Then there exists a sequence
of eigenvalues (1v,) such that v, \, A\;. Let u, be an eigenfunction associated with v,
such that [, glu,[Pdz = 1. Define Q,, = {z € Q : u,(x) = 0}. For all n € N, we have
11 > v,. Hence by (4.36) we have

Q| >l =
Ol 2 | Eal

N
Lsp(Q)

= M (say). (4.38)

Further, since (v,,) is a bounded sequence, hence proceeding as in the proof of Theorem
4.1, it follows that, up to a subsequence (still denoted by (u,)), we have

u, — uin XgP(Q),
u, — uin LY(Q) for ¢ € (1,p%), and

U, — u a.e. in Q.

Moreover, we have / glulPdz = 1 and w is an eigenfunction corresponding to A;. With-

out loss of generalit}gfz, let us assume u > 0 in 2. As u, — u a.e. in ), by Egorov’s
theorem there exists a compact set A C  such that [Q\ A| < & and u, — u uniformly
in A. Since u > 0 in  and A is compact, there exists € > 0 such that u > ¢ in A. Since
u, — w uniformly in A, there exists ng € N such that for all z € A,

lun(z) —u(z)| < %, Vn > ny.

This implies that

Une () >U(IL‘)—§Z€—§:§, Ve A
As a consequence we have A C €2,,,. This again implies that €,, C Q\ A. Thus
we get |Q,,_| < |2\ A < M, which is a contradiction to (4.38). Hence the proof is

complete. 0

5. A MONOTONE SEQUENCE OF POSITIVE EIGENVALUES AND THE BOUNDEDNESS
OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

The present section is devoted to showing the existence of infinitely many positive
eigenvalues to (1.1), and it has been obtained by using the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann
theory [43]. We also show that the set of all positive eigenvalues to (1.1) is a closed
set. In addition to this, the boundedness of all eigenfunctions associated with positive
eigenvalues of (1.1) has been proved.
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Theorem 5.1. Let g € <Sﬂp, oo) and V,g € L1Q) where V>0, g >0 a.e. in Q. Then

weighted eigenvalue problem (1.1) possesses a sequence of positive eigenvalues diverging

to 00, i.e., there exists a sequence of eigenvalues (N\,) to the problem (1.1) such that
O< A <A< <A, <

and N\, — 00 as n — 0.

Proof. For u € X3*(Q), define

T(u) ;:% {Hs,p(u,u)+/QV|u|pdx} and H(u) ;:%/ngda;. (5.1)

Clearly, T' is bounded from below in Xj*(2), since %||u||
X?(Q). Moreover, T is even and T'(0) = 0.
Claim: T satisfies Palais-Smale condition on M = {u € X" (Q) : pH(u) = 1}.
To prove this, consider a sequence (u,) in M satisfying

(i) |T(un)| < M for all n € N.

(ii) For t, = %%, we have T"(u,,) — t, H'(u,) — 0 as n — oo, that is,

(T'(up) — toH'(u,), w) = 0 as n — oo, Yw € X57(Q).

&S,p(g) < T(u) for all u €

We guarantee the existence of a convergent subsequence of (u,) in M. By (i), we have

0 < lun]

ﬁg,p(m < pT(u,) < Mp for every n € N.

This implies that the sequence (u,) is bounded in X;7(€). Since X;*(Q) is a reflexive
Banach space, we have u,, — u weakly in X7*(2). By the compact embedding in (2.10),
we get u, — u (upto a subsequence) in L(Q2) for all 1 < ¢ < p* and u,, — u a.e. in €.
Therefore, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we get

/Qg|u|pdx =1. (5.2)
This shows that u # 0 and v € M. By the definition of ¢,,, we have
(T'(u,) — toH' (uy),u,) = 0 for all n € N. (5.3)
Also, using condition (ii), we obtain
(T'(up) — to, H' (uy),u) — 0 as n — oo Yu € Xg7(9). (5.4)
Thus (5.3) we get

(T'(up) — toH' (uy), up — u) — 0 as n — 00. (5.5)
On using the condition (i) and u,, € M, we have
(T (un), un)
<th/(un), Up — U> = W<H/<Un), Up — U>

o (T"(un), un) ") e — u

= (T"(uy), uy) / g|un|p_2un(un —u)dzx
Q
= pT(u,) / g|un|p’2un(un —u)dx
Q

< Mp/ glunlP 2w, (uy, — u)da. (5.6)
Q
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Again, using g € L%(Q) and the Holder’s inequality, we get

N—sp
N
/g\un\p2un(un —u)dz < |lg|| ~ / tnl? 2t (g — w)|[¥da) . (5.7)
Q Lr=(2) \ Jq
Since, u, — u a.e. in Q, we have |u,|[P"*u,(u, — u) — 0 a.e. in Q. Moreover, we have
pt < p*. Thus by [15, Theorem 4.9] there exists h € LP*(£2) such that |u,| < h a.e. in

Q, which implies ||u,|P?u, (u, — u)|%P < oW P, Therefore, using the dominated
convergence theorem on the RHS of the integral (5.7), we obtain

/ glunl? 2w, (u, — u)dz — 0 as n — oco. (5.8)
Q
Following the arguments as above, we have
/ V)t P2ty (1, — u)dz — 0 as n — oo. (5.9)
Q

Since V' > 0 and g > 0 in {2, from inequality (5.6) we derive that
(tnH' (un), up, — u) — 0 as n — 0o, (5.10)
Using (5.10) in (5.5), it follows that
(T'(up), uy, —u) — 0 as n — oo.
Moreover, as u, — u weakly in X;*(£2) implies
(T'(u), up, —u) = 0 as n — oo.
Consequently, we get
(T'(up) — T'(u), up — u) = 0 as n — oo. (5.11)
Now, we set
(T'(up) — T'(u), up, — u) = Jy + Jo + J3,
where

J = / (Vi [P2V 0, — | Va2V ) (Vi — V),
Q

JQZZ,A;N./LN {\un(x)-—-un(y)\p‘Q(un(x)-—-un(y))(un(x)-—-un(y) —-(U(x)-—-u(y))](trdy

|z — y| Nt

|z — y| Nt

[ Pu(m)—u<y>\p—2<u<x>—u<y>><un<x>—un<y>—<u<x>—u<y>>} sody
and

Jz = / V (Jun P2y — |ulP~?w) (1, — u)da.
0
Since u,, — u weakly in X" (Q), we have
/ V]ulP~*u(u, —u)dr — 0 as n — oo. (5.12)
Q

As an outcome of (5.9) and (5.12), it follows that J3 — 0 as n — oo. Thus, we get
Ji+ Jy = 0asn— oc. (5.13)

Recall the following Simon’s inequalities
(1€[772€ — [nl"*n) (€ —n) > Al§ —nf”, p > 2 and (5.14)

2
(€172 — [l =m)( — ) = AL =1

@?:HW;,1<p<z (5.15)
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where £, n € R and A > 0 is a constant. For the case p > 2, using the equation (5.14)
with £ = Vu,, n =Vu in J;, we get

/ V(1 — )Pz < Ay, (5.16)

Similarly, using (5.14) with & = u,(x) — u,(y), n = u(z) —u(y) in Jo, we have

// [un(@) = unly) = (lx) =u@)P ) 0 o a g, (5.17)

|z — y| Nt

On combining (5.16) and (5.17), we obtain
§g,p(m < A(Jy + Jo). (5.18)

[un —

Again, for the case 1 < p < 2, taking £ = Vu,, n = Vu in (5.15) and substituting in
J1, we get

/ |V (un—u)[Pdz < A/(|Vun|p_zvun—|Vu|p_2vu)g(vun V) (| Vg |+ V)5
0 Q
(5.19)
Since / |VolPdx < ||v||§(s,p(ﬂ) for all v € X3*(2), by the Holder’s inequality with the
Q 0

exponents % and ﬁ in (5.19), we get

[Nl

/ IV (u, —u)|Pdr < A < / (|Vu, [P~ 2Vu, — |VulP*Vu)(Vu, — Vu)dx)
Q Q

2—p

« (/Q(Wun\ + \wwdx)T

< A2M)" ( /Q (VP2 — |VulP~2)(Vu, — Vu)da:)

(2-p) p)

= C’J1 , where C' = A(2M) = (5.20)
Proceeding as above with £ = u,(z) — u,(y), n = u(x) — u(y) in (5.15), we deduce

/ / |ty — w) () — (tn — u)(y)l”dxdy <cJk (5.21)

|z —y|[NVrer

Now, combining (5.20), (5.21) and using the convexity of the map ¢ — t%, we get

lun = wllXsmig) < C(J1+ Ja). (5.22)
Therefore, using (5.13), (5.18) and (5.22), we obtain
|w, — u||g(g,p(ﬂ) = H, ,(u, — u,up, — u) = 0 as n — oo. (5.23)

Hence T satisfies the Palais-Smale condition.
Therefore, applying the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann principle [43] on T, it follows that
the problem (1.1) has a sequence of positive critical values

DA <A< - <Ay <-ev,
defined by
— 3 p
An= inf maxpT(u)= inf max (Hs,p(u,U)+/§2V|u| dx),

where X, = {A € X | y(A) > n} and ¥ = {A C X7"(Q) \ {0} | A is compact and A =
—A}. We now show that A\, — oo as n — oco. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose
there exists L > 0 such that 0 < A, < L for all n € N. Since, X;"(Q2) is separable,
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hence X*(£2) admits a biorthogonal system {w,,w} with the following properties.
XoP(Q) = span{w,, : n € N} such that for all w} € (X;7(€Q))* we have (w}, w;) = ;.
Moreover, (w},v) =0 Vn € N implies that v = 0, (see [41]).

Let

X, = span{wp, wpy1,---} and a, = inf sup pT(u).
€Xn ue ANXn
Note that the co-dimension of X, is n — 1. By Theorem 2.13-(vi), we have AN X,, # ()

for all A € 3,,. This shows that sup pT'(u) > 0. Furthermore, a,, < A, < L, Vn € N.
u€ANX,
Now, for each n € N, choose v, € AN X,, such that

/g|vn|pd:p =1 and 0<a, <pT(v,) <L+1, neN.
Q

This implies that (v,) is a bounded in X;%(Q2). Therefore, proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem 4.1, we ensure the existence of an element v € X7*(2) such that v, — v
in Xg?(Q) with [, g[v|’dz = 1. Therefore v # 0 in Q. However, by the choice of the
biorthogonal system, we have

*
m?

(wr,,v) = lim (w;,,v,) = 0, for every m € N,
n—oo
which implies v = 0. This gives a contradiction. Hence, A\, — oo as n — oco. This

completes the proof. O
Theorem 5.2. The set of all positive eigenvalues to (1.1) is closed.

Proof. Let (v,) be a sequence of eigenvalues of the problem (1.1) such that v, — v.
Then, (v,) is a bounded sequence. For each n € N, let u,, be an eigenfunction corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue v, such that fQ glun|Pdz = 1. Then by taking u,, as the test
function for the eigenpair (v, u,) in the weak formulation (2.12) and using the fact that
V >0, we have

||un||g<g,p(m < H; p(un, uy) + /Q Viu,[Pdz = v,,.

Therefore (u,) is a bounded sequence in X;*(£2). Since X;*(Q) is a reflexive Banach
space, u, — u weakly in X;%(2). Then, by the compact embedding (2.10), u,, — u up
to a subsequence in L4(Q) for 1 < ¢ < p*. Recall the functional T" as defined in (5.1).
Then for any v, w € X;7(2), we have

(T'(v),w) = Hy p(v,w) + / Vvl 2owdz. (5.24)
Q
Since u, — u in X*(Q2), we get
(T'(u),up —u) — 0 as n — oo. (5.25)
As u, is an eigenfunction associated with v,,, we deduce
(T (up), Uy — u) = vy / gltn P2 (U, — u)de (5.26)
Q
and
/ glunlP*u, (u, — u)dz — 0 as n — oo. (5.27)
Q

Therefore from (5.26), (5.27) and using the fact that (,) is bounded, we obtain
(T'(up),up —u) = 0 as n — . (5.28)
Again from (5.25) and (5.28), we have
(T'(up) — T'(u), u, —u) =0 as n — oo. (5.29)
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Following similar arguments as in Theorem 5.1, we obtain u,, — w in X7 (€2). Therefore,
we deduce that

Vu, = Vu in LP(Q) and (5.30)
n(2) = fi"(y) L, o) - fi(y) n LP(RY) x LP(RM). (5.31)
|z —yl» I

By [15, Theorem 4.9], there exists h € LP(2) such that |Vu,| < h a.e. in Q for every
n € N. This implies

HVun|p72Vun — \Vu|p’2Vu’ — 0 ae. in Q and
IVt P2V, — [VulP"2Vu[ 7 < 25°ThP ace. in Q.
Thus by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

A, = / ‘|Vun|”_2Vun - |Vu|1”_2Vu‘ﬁ dr — 0 asn — oo. (5.32)
Q

For v € X;7(Q), define

[0(z) = o(y) " (v(z) — v(y))

oz, y) = EErDIPEY
|z =y
On the other hand, using (5.31) and following the steps as in (5.32), one can obtain
B, = / / | fu, (x,y) — fu(:p,y)|ﬁ dydr — 0 as n — oo. (5.33)
RN JRN

Since p* < p*, we have u,, — u in LP<(Q). Thus by [15, Theorem 4.9], there exists
h € LP*(Q) such that |u,| < h a.e. in Q. Therefore, we have

-2 _92 ____Np Np %
[t~ — [P =20 W79 < 2T s,
Again by the dominated convergence theorem, we get

Np
C, = / }|un|p_2un — |u|”_2u}W dr — 0 as n — oo. (5.34)
Q

Since, v € X7 (Q), applying the Holder’s inequality on the first term of H;, with the
exponents p and pfl and then using (5.32), we arrive

/ (IVun[P"*Vu, — [VulP*Vu) vdx < A W7 ||v||Lp(Q — 0 as n — oo. (5.35)
Q

Further, on applying the Holder’s inequality twice on the second term of Hj, and using
(5.33), we get

/ (fun (z,y) — fu(z,y)) (v(x) —v(y))dyde — 0 as n — oo. (5.36)
RN JRN
Thus from (5.35) and (5.36), we have

H; ,(un,v) = Hgp(u,v) asn — oo. (5.37)

Again applying the Hélder’s inequality twice on the last integral of (5.24) and using
(5.34), we obtain

N—ps

/ \% (|Un|p—2un — |u|P—2u) vdr < |V|| ~ (/ }(|un|p—2un _ |u|p_2u) v}%w dl‘)
Q Lo @ \ Jq

" N—ps
p—1 Ps N
< HVHL%(Q) (Cnp ”UHLpp;(Q))
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— 0 as n — oo. (5.38)

Similarly, we derive
/ g (Junl"?up — [ufP~?u) vdz — 0 as n — oo. (5.39)
Since u,, is an eigenfugrzlction associated with v,,, we have
H ,(upn,v) + /§2V|un|p2unvda: = Vn/ﬂg|un\p2unvd:c, for all v € X37(Q). (5.40)

Since v, — v as n — 00, hence, passing to the limit as n — oo in (5.40) and using

(5.37), (5.38) and (5.39), we get
Hs,p(u,v)+/V|u|p_2uvdx: l/n/g|u|p_2uvdx. (5.41)
Q Q

This shows that (v, u) is an eigenpair to the problem (1.1). Hence the result. O

Finally, the following theorem asserts that eigenfunctions associated with positive eigen-
value A of (1.1) are bounded.

Theorem 5.3. Let u be an eigenfunction corresponding to an eigenvalue A > 0 of the
problem (1.1). Then, u € L=(RY).

Proof. For each n € N, define
Up = (u—(1=27""))4; t, = HunHLp;(Q) and v, = u — (1 — 27,

Therefore, Vn € N, we have u,, € X7"(Q) and 0 < wu,11 < u, and hence t,.1 < t,.
Moreover, (v,)4+ = Upt1 and Vo, = Vu. Now, we have

V(v,)y =0ae in{zeQ:v, <0}
and
Vi1 |? = [V(0n) [P = V(va)1 - V(va) 4 = V(0n) 1 - Vu = Vupyr - Vu,

a.e. in {x € Q : v,(z) > 0}. Note that, the following inequality holds true for any
v e X P (Q).

[o(@) — o) (v(2) = v(y))(ve(2) = viy) > vi(@) — v @), Yo,y €RY. (5.42)
Also, U, i1(z) # 0,implies that u(x) > 1 — 2~ > 0. Therefore, using the inequality
(5.42), we deduce that

(u7 un+1)

(u,un+1)+/V|u|p_2uun+1d:p
Q

Junt1llxsr @) < Hsp
H,,

IN

= )\/ gluP*un,  da. (5.43)
{un41>0}

Now, for every z € A := {x € Q : u,41(x) > 0}, we have
@+ -1 - 1)

=2(2" — Vu(z) — il 12)5(2n —1)

2n+1 —1
B 2n+1 )

(2" = Dun (@) —u(z) = 2" = Du(z) - — u(x)
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Hence, 0 < u(z) < (2" —1)u,(z). Therefore, using this estimate, (5.43) together with
the Holder’s inequality, we obtain

P

n+l 1 H
i gy < (2 = 1P Algl g o Tl 5
p
(n+1)p y 4 P%
<2 Aty HgHLpﬂS(Q). (5.44)
Since {r € Q : up1(z) >0} C {2 € Q:uy(x) > 27D} we get
{tn+1 > 0} < [{uy > 270}
= / [w, Ps un|_p:dx
{un>2_(n+1)}
< 2(n+1)p§/ |t |P* da:
{un>2-(+1}
= 2(n+Dpigps (5.45)
Thus using the Holder’s inequality with exponent = N Sp > 1 and Y=2¢ and then applying

the mixed Sobolev inequality (2.8) together with mequahtles (5 44) and (5.45), we get

tn—i—l / ‘un+1
{un+1>0}

< o HDPIR=; CtpSN "

* N—p
p N—sp

* pP—sp
Prdr < [{upg1 > 0} N=sr ‘unJrlHLP*(Q)

p %
| n+1||X$’P(Q)

pSN sp

_ 2("+1)

|un+1||X$P(Q)

ﬁ‘v?*

2(n+1) ® psN spC()\Hg” N 2(7l+1)ptps) ) (5.46)

From the equation (5.46), we get
togr < M™EE (5.47)

—Sp PA'S
()
Now define, tg = [|u+ || 1z (q)- Since a nonzero scalar multiple of an eigenfunction is again

. 2
Py Ps * s P
where = £=2 and max{l (C’)\P||g|| Py QPPIRS SI;) } < M < 0.
Lvs

1
an eigenfunction to (1.1) for the eigenvalue A, we can choose u such that t, < M #2.

Therefore, from (5.47) we have t,, — 0 as n — oo. However, ¢, — ||(u — 1)+ ips @

n — oo. This implies that [|(u — 1)1 |05y = 0 and hence [ui[ < 1 ae. in 2. Since

as

u=0in RY\ Q, we get [|uy| p=@vy) < 1. Following the above arguments for (—u), one
can obtain that ||u_|| @~y < 1. Hence the result follows. O
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