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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the existence and uniqueness of solutions for the following model problem, involving

singularities and inhomogeneous Robin boundary conditions



















−∆pup =
f

u
γ
p

in Ω,
∂up

∂σ
+ λ|up|

p−2up + |up|
s−1up =

g

u
η
p

on ∂Ω,

where Ω ⊂ R
m represents an open bounded domain, with smooth boundary, m ≥ 2, the symbol σ stands for the unit

outward normal vector, ∆pu := div(|∇u|p−2∇u) is the p−Laplacian operator (1 ≤ p < m), consider 0 < γ ≤ 1, η > 0

and s ≥ 1. The function f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is a nonnegative additionally λ and g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω).

Keywords: 1−Laplacian operator, Singular term, elliptic equations, Robin boundary conditions, Functions of

bounded variations.

1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to examine the following issue



















−∆pup =
f

u
γ
p

in Ω,
∂up

∂σ
+ λ|up|

p−2up + |up|
s−1up =

g

u
η
p

on ∂Ω,
(1)

where 1 ≤ p < m, 0 < γ ≤ 1, η > 0, s ≥ 1, Ω ⊂ R
m(m≥2) represents an open bounded domain with smooth boundary,

the symbol σ stands for the unit outward normal vector, 0 ≤ f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) and λ, g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω).

The 1-Laplacian operator, denoted as

∆1u := div

(

Du

|Du|

)

,

plays a crucial role in various mathematical theories and practical applications, especially in fields where preserving

sharp edges and fine details is essential. It is prominently used in image processing for tasks like denoising and

segmentation. The 1-Laplacian is the core operator in the celebrated Total Variation (TV) denoising model introduced

by Rudin, Osher, and Fatemi [29], which is widely applied in medical imaging, such as MRI (see [6, 34]), to preserve

edges while reducing noise. Unlike the p-Laplacian operator, which smooths fine details, the 1-Laplacian enables

isotropic diffusion within level surfaces without crossing them, effectively preserving edges.

Beyond medical imaging, the 1-Laplacian operator has been applied in other domains, such as synthetic aperture

radar (SAR) imaging, to address speckle noise [19]. Variational formulations involving the 1-Laplacian operator

provide faithful solutions that retain key features of the original image, making it ideal for edge-preserving techniques.
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It is also useful in solving inverse ill-posed problems, where the goal is to recover meaningful information from

incomplete or noisy data.

The mathematical properties of the 1-Laplacian have also been studied in the context of nonlinear elliptic and

parabolic equations, particularly as a limit case of the p-Laplacian for p = 1. Its ability to handle discontinuous

solutions in the space of functions of bounded variation makes it suitable for advanced applications, such as object

recognition, super-resolution, and image classification.

Physical applications manifest in addressing problems such as (1), with illustrative instances found in signal

transmissions [26] and the theory of non-Newtonian pseudo-plastic fluids [24]. Furthermore, additional motivations

emerge in fields like image restoration [8] and game theory [16]. Equation (1) can be regarded as a broader version of

the classical p-Laplacian equation
{

−∆pup = f h1(up) in Ω,
∂up

∂σ
+ λ|up|

p−2up + k(up) = gh2(up) on ∂Ω,
(2)

with h1, h2 are continuous functions on [0,+∞[ (possibly unbounded near zero) and k(t) = |t|s−1t, s ≥ 1.

The problem (2), specifically for the condition p > 1, has been extensively researched. In [7], when 1 < p < m,

h1(t) = 1
tγ
, 0 < γ < 1, f ∈ Lζ (Ω), ζ =

mp

m(p−1)+p+γ(m−p)
and the Dirichlet condition u = 0 replaces the second equation’s

Robin boundary conditions on ∂Ω, the authors showed that problem (2) has a weak solution (see also [9]). Moreover

in [12] it is considered the problem (2) for p > 1, h1(t) = h2(t) = 1, k(t) = 0, f belongs to Lm,∞(Ω), λ is a non-negative

function in L∞(∂Ω) that is not identically zero, and g is an element of L∞(∂Ω), it is proven that there is a weak solution.

In the case p = 2, h1(t) = 1, h2(t) = 1
tη
, η > 0, k(t) = 0, 0 ≤ f ∈ L

2m
m+2 (Ω), 0 ≤ λ ∈ L∞(∂Ω), 0 ≤ g ∈ Lr(∂Ω) where

r = max

(

2(m−1)

m+η(m−2)
, 1

)

, problem (2) has been analyzed in [13] with the authors show the existence of a weak solution.

The p−Laplacian operator was studied by several authors see [7, 17, 28, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33] and references therein.

When p = 1, we denote by ∆1u := div

(

Du
|Du|

)

the 1−Laplacian operator. The appropriate energy space for dealing

with problems involving 1−Laplacian is BV the space of functions of bounded variation. The notion of a proper

solution is introduced in [2, 3]. Let us cite some works discussing the problems as (2). If p = 1, f ∈ Lm(Ω),

h1(t) = 1
tγ
, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and u = 0 on ∂Ω, the authors in [11] showed the existence of a bounded solution to problem (2).

Furthermore in [18] it has been established that the existence, nonexistence and uniqueness of solutions to (2) when

p = 1, f ∈ L1(Ω), u = 0 in ∂Ω with h1 : [0;+∞[→]0;+∞] is continuous, finite outside the origin, h1(0) , 0,

∃ ζ, γ, δ > 0 such that h1(t) ≤
ζ

tγ
if t ≤ δ,

and lim
t→∞

h1(t) := h1(∞) < ∞. In the case of p = 1, f ∈ Lm,∞(Ω), g ∈ L∞(∂Ω), λ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) and

M( f , g, λ) = sup
u∈W1,1(Ω)\{0}

∫

Ω
f udy +

∫

∂Ω
gudHm−1

‖u‖λ,1
≤ 1,

the authors in [12] established the existence of a solution to (2). We refer to [10, 4, 14, 15, 21, 22] for more information

concerning 1−Laplacian operator.

When 1 < p < m, the major difficulties in this study stem from the simultaneous presence of two distinct singu-

larities, 1

u
γ
p

and 1

u
η
p
, extending respectively over the domain Ω and the boundary ∂Ω, particularly on the set {up = 0}.

To address this issue, we employ an approximation to regularize (9) and leverage the J. Leray and J. L. Lions Theo-

rem. Additionally, the challenges are accentuated by the complexities associated with the Robin boundary conditions,

which introduce a further layer of intricacy to the problem. As we approach the limit as n→ +∞ in equation (11), it is

crucial to demonstrate the existence of a constant βp > 0 such that un > βp on ∂Ω. In the specific case of p = 1, a no-

table difficulty arises when taking p→ 1+ in equation (69), as conventional methods cannot be applied to unbounded

BV−functions. Therefore, we justify the use of truncated BV−functions.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some preliminaries and technical results. In Section 3,

we prove the existence of solutions for the problem where the Leray-Lions operator is represented by the p-Laplacian

operator in the case p > 1. In Section 4, for 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω) and p = 1,We investigate the existence and uniqueness

of solutions. Finally, in Section 4, under the same assumptions, with the only difference being that the function f is

allowed to attain zero values, we show the existence of solutions.
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2. Preliminaries and technical results

LetΩ be a bounded open subset of Rm(m≥2),with a smooth boundary. Given a function κ,we define κ+ := max(κ, 0)

and κ− := −min(κ, 0). Let E ⊂ R
m. We use χE to represent the characteristic function of E, and |E| as its Lebesgue

measure. Furthermore Lξ(E) is the Lebesgue space of ξ-integrable functions on E.UseHm−1(E) to indicate the (m−1)-

dimensional Hausdorffmeasure. We will utilize the standard Sobolev space W1,p(Ω) andM(Ω), which represents the

space of Radon measures with finite total variation throughoutΩ. Consider BV(Ω) as the space of functions possessing

bounded variation in Ω. u∗ signifies the precise representative of u. For every τ > 0 and r ∈ R, we define the auxiliary

functions as usual

Tτ(r) := max(−τ,min(r, τ)), Sτ(r) :=



















1 r ≤ τ,
2τ−r
τ
τ < r < 2τ,

0 2τ ≤ r,

and Gτ(r) := 1 − Sτ(r).

Given λ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) with λ ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ m, we employ in W1,p(Ω) the norm that is described as

‖u‖
p

λ,p
=

∫

Ω

|∇u|pdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|u|pdHm−1, u ∈ W1,p(Ω). (3)

In [25] proved that (3) is equivalent to the usual norm of W1,p(Ω).

By [25, Theorem 4.2] we underline that there exists constant C1 > 0 where

‖u‖
L

(m−1)p
m−p (∂Ω)

≤ C1‖u‖W1,p(Ω), for all u ∈ W1,p(Ω). (4)

Moreover if ̺ <
(m−1)p

m−p
the mapping W1,p(Ω)→ L̺(∂Ω) is compact (see [25, Theorem 6.2]). We signify byDM∞(Ω)

the set of vector fields z belongs to L∞(Ω;Rm) and satisfy the condition that their div z is an element of M(Ω).

DM∞loc(Ω) stands for the vector fields z ∈ L∞(Ω;Rm) where div z is a member ofM(ω) for all ω ⊂⊂ Ω.

Let a function u ∈ BV(Ω) that means u ∈ L1(Ω) and whose gradient Du is a vector Radon measure characterized

by finite variation. The space BV(Ω) becomes a Banach space once it is equipped with one of the following two

norms:

‖u‖BV(Ω) :=

∫

Ω

|Du| +

∫

Ω

|u|dy, or ‖u‖BV(Ω) :=

∫

Ω

|Du| +

∫

∂Ω

|u|dHm−1.

We highlight that the functional defined as

u 7→

∫

Ω

ϕ|Du| with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1
0(Ω), and u 7→

∫

Ω

|Du| +

∫

∂Ω

|u|dHm−1,

are lower semicontinuity in L1(Ω). For more detailed information concerning the BV function we refer to [1, 36].

Anzellotti’s in [5] introduced the following distribution (z,Du) : C∞
0

(Ω)→ R as

< (z,Du), ϕ >:= −

∫

Ω

u∗ϕdiv z −

∫

Ω

uz∇ϕdy, ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω). (5)

with div z ∈ L1(Ω) and u ∈ BV(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) or z ∈ DM∞(Ω) and u ∈ BV(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω).Moreover the authors

in [23] extended the definition of (5) concerning the case in which z ∈ DM∞(Ω) and u ∈ BV(Ω)∩ L∞(Ω). Finally the

following Lemmas are shown in [11].

Lemma 1. If u is an element of BVloc(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and z belongs to ∈ DM∞loc(Ω). Hence the functional (z,Du) is a

Radon measure in Ω satisfying

| < (z,Du),Φ > | ≤ ‖Φ‖L∞(Ω)‖z‖L∞(Υ)

∫

Υ

|Du|,

for every open set Υ ⊂⊂ Ω and for all Φ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω).

Lemma 2. Assume that z belongs toDM∞loc(Ω) and u belongs to BVloc(Ω)∩ L∞(Ω), with u∗ ∈ L1(Ω, divz). Hence the

following Green’s Formula holds
∫

Ω

u∗div z +

∫

Ω

(z,Du) =

∫

∂Ω

[uz, σ]dHm−1.
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3. Weak solution for 0 ≤ f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) and p > 1

In this section, we investigate the existence of a weak solution for the problem presented in (1) involving the

Leray-Lions operators.

Let Ω be an open, bounded subset of Rm with m ≥ 2 and a smooth boundary. Let ℵ : Ω × R
m → R

m be a

Carathéodory function. For every y ∈ Ω and ∀~, ℏ ∈ Rm such that

ℵ(y, ~).~ ≥ α|~|p, α > 0, (6)

|ℵ(y, ~)| ≤ l(y) +̟|~|p−1, ̟ > 0, (7)

(ℵ(y, ~) − ℵ(y, ℏ)).(~ − ℏ) > 0, ~ , ℏ, (8)

where 1 < p < m and l ∈ Lp′ (Ω), p′ =
p

p−1
.

Let 1 < p < m, we consider the nonlinear problem



















−div (ℵ(y,∇up)) =
f

u
γ
p

in Ω,
∂up

∂σ
+ λ|up|

p−2up + |up|
s−1up =

g

u
η
p

on ∂Ω,
(9)

with f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is a nonnegative function and λ, g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω).

We present the solution concept for this case.

Definition 1. A function up ∈ W1,p(Ω) is a weak solution to (9), if
g

u
η
p
∈ L1(∂Ω), |up|

s−1up ∈ L1(∂Ω),
f

u
γ
p
∈ L1(Ω) and

it satisfies

∫

Ω

ℵ(x,∇up)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|up|
p−2upϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|up|
s−1upϕdHm−1 =

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

g

u
η
p

ϕdHm−1, (10)

for all ϕ ∈ W1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω).

This allows us to provide our first result.

Theorem 1. Consider 0 ≤ f ∈ L
m
p (Ω), let λ and g be nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω), given s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and

η > 0. Then there exists a weak solution to (9).

3.1. Approximation Scheme

In this section, to demonstrate Theorem 1, we will focus on the following approximating problem



















−div (ℵ(y,∇un)) =
fn

(|un |+
1
n

)γ
in Ω,

∂un

∂σ
+ λ|un|

p−2un + |un|
s−1un =

gn

(|un|+
1
n

)η
on ∂Ω,

(11)

with fn = Tn( f ) and gn = Tn(g).We define a weak solution un ∈ W1,p(Ω) of (11) satisfying

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−2unϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s−1unϕdHm−1

=

∫

Ω

fn

(|un| +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

gn

(|un| +
1
n
)η
ϕdHm−1, ∀ϕ ∈ W1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(∂Ω).

Let’s note that, for all that follows, the Ci, where i = 1, .., represent positive constants. Throughout the article, a

”test function” will be abbreviated as t. f..

Lemma 3. Assume that 0 ≤ f ∈ L
m
p (Ω), let λ and g be nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω), given s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and

η > 0. Then problem (11) admits a nonnegative solution un in W1,p(Ω).
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Proof. Let n ∈ N be fixed and suppose ϑ ∈ Lp(∂Ω). Now, let’s consider the following problem















−div (ℵ(y,∇w)) =
fn

(|w|+ 1
n

)γ
in Ω,

∂w
∂σ
+ λ|w|p−2w + |w|s−1w =

gn

(|ϑ|+ 1
n

)η
on ∂Ω.

(12)

The existence of a solution w ∈ W1,p(Ω) to (12) is assured by [20].

Taking w− as a t. f. in (12) we get

−

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇w)∇wdy −

∫

∂Ω

λ|w−|pdHm−1 −

∫

∂Ω

|w−|s+1dHm−1 =

∫

Ω

fnw−

(|w| + 1
n
)γ

dy +

∫

∂Ω

gnw−

(|ϑ| + 1
n
)η

dHm−1,

which gives w− = 0, hence w ≥ 0Hm−1 a. e. (almost everywhere) on ∂Ω and a. e. in Ω.

Now, we will demonstrate the existence of a fixed of the map S : Lp(∂Ω) → Lp(∂Ω) with S (ϑ) = w|∂Ω. Since

the datum
gn

(|ϑ|+ 1
n

)η
is bounded, there exists C2 > 0 independent of ϑ and w but possibly depending on n, such that

‖w‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ C2. We choose w as a t. f. in (12) and by (6), it yields

α

∫

Ω

|∇w|pdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|w|pdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|w|s+1dHm−1 ≤

∫

Ω

fnw

(|w| + 1
n
)γ

dy +

∫

∂Ω

gnw

(|ϑ| + 1
n
)η

dHm−1

≤ nγ+1

∫

Ω

|w|dy + nη+1

∫

∂Ω

|w|dHm−1.

Applying Young’s inequality we obtain

||w||
p
λ
α
,p
≤ nγ+1ε

(p−1)p

1

∫

Ω

|w|pdy + nη+1ε
(p−1)p

2

∫

∂Ω

|w|pdHm−1 + nγ+1ε
−p

1
|Ω| + nη+1ε

−p

2
Hm−1(∂Ω), (13)

where ε1 and ε2 are any positive constants. From (4) and the fact that ‖.‖ λ
α
,p and ‖.‖W1,p(Ω) are equivalent norms, we

conclude that
∫

∂Ω

wpdHm−1 ≤

(

∫

∂Ω

|w|
(m−1)p

m−p dHm−1
)

m−p

m−1
(

Hm−1(∂Ω)

)

p−1

m−1

≤ C3‖w‖
p
λ
α
,p
.

Using previous inequality, then (13) becomes

||w||
p
λ
α
,p
≤ nγ+1ε

(p−1)p

1
‖w‖

p
λ
α
,p
+ nη+1ε

(p−1)p

2
C3‖w‖

p
λ
α
,p
+ nγ+1ε

−p

1
|Ω| + nη+1ε

−p

2
Hm−1(∂Ω),

choosing ε1 satisfying nγ+1ε
(p−1)p

1
< 1

4
and ε2 such that nη+1ε

(p−1)p

2
C3 <

1
4
, we deduce that

‖w‖ λ
α
,p ≤ C4.

We know that ‖.‖ λ
α
,p and ‖.‖W1,p(Ω) are equivalent norms, then

‖w‖W1,p (Ω) ≤ C5. (14)

By (4) and (14) we have that

‖w‖Lp (∂Ω) ≤ C1||w||W1,p(Ω)(H
m−1(Ω))

p−1

p(m−1) ≤ C6,

with C6 independent of w. Therefore, the ball B in Lp(∂Ω) with radius C6 is invariant for S . Moreover by the com-

pactness of the trace embedding S (B) is relatively compact in Lp(∂Ω). We shall now prove that, on B, the function S

is continuous. Assume that the sequence of functions ϑk in the ball B converges to ϑ in Lp(∂Ω) as k approaches +∞,

and we consider S (ϑk) = wk |∂Ω such that



















−div (ℵ(y,∇wk)) =
fn

(|wk |+
1
n

)γ
in Ω,

∂wk

∂σ
+ λ|wk |

p−2wk + |wk |
s−1wk =

gn

(|ϑk |+
1
n

)η
on ∂Ω.

(15)
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We take wk as a t. f. in (15) and using (6), we get

α

∫

Ω

|∇wk |
pdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|wk |
pdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|wk |
s+1dHm−1 ≤

∫

Ω

fnwk

(|wk | +
1
n
)γ

dy +

∫

∂Ω

gnwk

(|ϑk| +
1
n
)η

dHm−1.

From Young’s inequality and (4), we deduce that

‖wk‖W1,p(Ω) ≤ C7, (16)

‖wk‖Lp(∂Ω) ≤ C8, (17)

‖wk‖Ls+1(∂Ω) ≤ C9, (18)

(19)

where C7, C8 and C9 are independent of k.

Let τ > 0, we take Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w) as t. f. in (15), we get

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇wk)∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy +

∫

∂Ω

|wk |
p−1(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|wk |
s−1(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1

=

∫

Ω

fn

(|wk | +
1
n
)γ

(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy +

∫

∂Ω

gn

(|ϑk| +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1.

By (16), (4) and Lebesgue’s Theorem, we obtain

lim
k→+∞

∫

∂Ω

|wk |
p−1(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1 = 0, (20)

lim
k→+∞

∫

∂Ω

|wk |
s−1(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1 = 0, (21)

and

lim
k→+∞

∫

∂Ω

gn

(|ϑk| +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dHm−1 = 0. (22)

Using (16) and Lebesgue’s Theorem, we have

lim
k→+∞

∫

Ω

fn

(|wk | +
1
n
)γ

(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy = 0. (23)

We see that
∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇wk).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy =

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(wk)).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy −

∫

{wk>τ}

ℵ(y,∇wk).∇Tτ(w)dy. (24)

We have that ℵ(y,∇wk) is bounded in Lp′ (Ω) and that χ{wk>τ}∇Tτ(w)→ 0 strongly in Lp(Ω). Then

lim
k→+∞

∫

{wk>τ}

ℵ(y,∇wk).∇Tτ(w)dy = 0. (25)

We can formulate that

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(wk)).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy =

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(wk)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w))).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy

+

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w)).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy. (26)

Keeping in mind that ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w)) ∈ Lp′ (Ω) and that Tτ(wk) converges to Tτ(w) weakly in W1,p(Ω), we find

lim
k→+∞

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w)).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy = 0. (27)
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By (24), (25), (26) and (27), we see

lim
k→+∞

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇wk).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy = lim
k→+∞

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(wk)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w))).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy.

Utilizing (20), (21), (22), and (23), we obtain

lim
k→+∞

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(wk)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(w))).∇(Tτ(wk) − Tτ(w))dy = 0,

which permits us to use [9, Lemma 5], enabling us to conclude

Tτ(wk)→ Tτ(w) strongly in W1,p(Ω).

This is sufficient to conclude wk = S (ϑk) → w = S (ϑ) in Lp(∂Ω). Then S is continuous on B. Due to the Schauder

fixed point Theorem, a solution un ∈ W1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(∂Ω) exists for (11).

�

Lemma 4. Suppose f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is a nonnegative function, let λ and g be nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω), given

s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and η > 0, let un be a solution to (11). Hence there exists βp > 0 independent of n such that

∀n ∈ N, un ≥ βp > 0 forHm−1 a. e. on ∂Ω.

Proof. Choosing (un − un+1)+ as a t. f. in the difference between the problems solved respectively by un and un+1,

using the facts fn ≤ fn+1 and gn ≤ gn+1, we find that

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇un) − ℵ(y,∇un+1))∇(un − un+1)+dy

+

∫

∂Ω

λ(|un|
p−1 − |un+1|

p−1)(un − un+1)+dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

(|un|
s − |un+1|

s)(un − un+1)+dHm−1

=

∫

Ω

(
fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
−

fn+1

(un+1 +
1

n+1
)γ

)(un − un+1)+dy +

∫

∂Ω

(
gn

(un +
1
n
)γ
−

gn+1

(un+1 +
1

n+1
)γ

)(un − un+1)+dHm−1

≤

∫

Ω

fn+1((un+1 +
1

n+1
)γ − (un +

1
n
)γ)

(un +
1
n
)γ(un+1 +

1
n+1

)γ
(un − un+1)+dy +

∫

∂Ω

gn+1((un+1 +
1

n+1
)η − (un +

1
n
)η)

(un +
1
n
)η(un+1 +

1
n+1

)η
(un − un+1)+dHm−1 ≤ 0.

By (8), we have

0 ≤

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇un) − ℵ(y,∇un+1))∇(un − un+1)+dy.

Moreover,

0 ≤

∫

∂Ω

λ(|un|
p−1 − |un+1|

p−1)(un − un+1)+dHm−1 and 0 ≤

∫

∂Ω

(|un|
s − |un+1|

s)(un − un+1)+dHm−1.

Therefore, (un − un+1)+ = 0, leading to un ≤ un+1 H
m−1 a. e. on ∂Ω and a. e. in Ω. We observe the existence of a

nonnegative solution ϑ ∈ C1(Ω) to

{

−div (ℵ(y,∇ϑ)) =
f1

(ϑ+1)γ
in Ω,

∂ϑ
∂σ
+ λϑp−1 + ϑs = 0 on ∂Ω.

(28)

By [35, Theorem 2] we deduce that ϑ > 0 in Ω. Subtracting (11) from (28) we get



















−div
(

ℵ(y,∇un) − ℵ(y,∇ϑ)
)

=
fn

(|un |+
1
n

)γ
−

f1
(ϑ+1)γ

in Ω,

∂(un−ϑ)

∂σ
+ λ(u

p−1
n − ϑp−1) + us

n − ϑ
s =

gn

(|un|+
1
n

)η
on ∂Ω.

(29)
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We take (ϑ − un)+ as a t. f. in problem (29), we can prove that

∀n ∈ N, un ≥ ϑ forHm−1a. e. on ∂Ω.

We know that ϑ is continuous with ϑ > 0 on ∂Ω, then

∀n ∈ N, un ≥ ϑ > min
∂Ω
ϑ = βp for Hm−1 a. e. on ∂Ω.

�

Lemma 5. Supposing that f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is a nonnegative function, let λ and g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω),

given s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and η > 0. Assume that un is a solution to problem (11). Then

‖un‖W1,p(Ω) ≤ C10, (30)

and
∫

∂Ω

|un|
s+1dHm−1 ≤ C11, (31)

with the constants C10 and C11 are independent of n. Moreover there exists a subsequence un and a function up such

that

un ⇀ up weakly in W1,p(Ω),

un → up strongly in Lq(Ω) f or any 1 ≤ q <
pm

m − p
,

un → up strongly in Lt(∂Ω) f or any 1 < t <
p(m − 1)

m − p
, (32)

|un|
s−1un ⇀ |up|

s−1up weakly in L
s+1

s (∂Ω). (33)

Proof. We take un as a t. f. in (11) and applying (6), we obtain

α

∫

Ω

|∇un|
pdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
pdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s+1dHm−1 ≤

∫

Ω

fnun

(un +
1
n
)γ

dy +

∫

∂Ω

gnun

(un +
1
n
)η

dHm−1. (34)

For the first integral in (34) on the right-hand side in the case where 0 < γ < 1, employing Hölder’s and Sobolev’s

inequalities we have

∫

Ω

fnun

(un +
1
n
)γ

dy ≤

∫

Ω

fnu
1−γ
n dy ≤ ‖ fn‖L

m
p (Ω)
|Ω|

p−1+γ

p
(

m−p

m
)
‖un‖

1−γ

L
mp

m−p (Ω)
≤ ‖ f ‖

L
m
p (Ω)
|Ω|

p−1+γ

p
(

m−p

m
)
C

1−γ
m,p ‖un‖

1−γ

W1,p(Ω)
, (35)

with Cm,p is the best constant in Sobolev’s inequality. If γ = 1, we have

∫

Ω

fnun

un +
1
n

dy ≤

∫

Ω

f dy. (36)

For the second integral on the right hand side of (34) in the case where η < 1, utilizing Hölder’s inequality and (4)

we see
∫

∂Ω

gnun

(un +
1
n
)η

dHm−1 ≤

∫

Ω

gnu
1−η
n dy ≤ ‖gn‖L∞(∂Ω)‖un‖

1−η

W1,p(Ω)

(

Hm−1(∂Ω)
)

p(m−1)−(1−η)(m−p)

p(m−1) . (37)

If η ≥ 1 we arrive at

∫

∂Ω

gnun

(un +
1
n
)η

dHm−1 ≤
‖gn‖L∞(∂Ω)

β
η−1
p

. (38)
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By (34), (35) (respectively (36)) and (37) (respectively (38)) we can write

α

∫

Ω

|∇un|
pdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
pdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s+1dHm−1 ≤ ‖ f ‖

L
m
p (Ω)
|Ω|

p−1+γ

p
(

m−p

m
)
C

1−γ
m,p ‖un‖

1−γ

W1,p(Ω)

+ ‖g‖L∞(∂Ω)‖un‖
1−η

W1,p(Ω)

(

Hm−1(∂Ω)
)

p(m−1)−(1−η)(m−p)

p(m−1) . (39)

Having in mind that ‖.‖ λ
α
,p and ‖.‖W1,p(Ω) are equivalent norms and using Young’s inequality in the right hand side of

(39) we have

‖un‖W1,p(Ω) ≤ C10.

Hence there exists a subsequence un and a function up such that

un ⇀ up weakly in W1,p(Ω),

un → up strongly in Lq(Ω) f or any 1 ≤ q <
pm

m − p
,

un → up strongly in Lt(∂Ω) f or any 1 < t <
p(m − 1)

m − p
.

Moreover we observe that

∫

∂Ω

(|un|
s)

s+1
s dHm−1 =

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s+1dHm−1 ≤ C11.

Then

|un|
s−1un ⇀ |up|

s−1up weakly in L
s+1

s (∂Ω).

�

Lemma 6. Let f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is nonnegative function, let λ and g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω), supposing that

s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and η > 0, let up be a function found in Lemma 5. Then

f

u
γ
p

∈ L1
loc(Ω).

Proof. In (9), taking ϕ ∈ W1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as t. f., we obtain

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−2unϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s−1unϕdHm−1

=

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η
ϕdHm−1. (40)

Dropping nonnegative term on the right hand side of (40), by (7) and Young’s inequality we find that

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−1ϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
sϕdHm−1

≤

∫

Ω

|l||∇ϕ|dy +
p − 1

p

∫

Ω

|∇un|
pdy +

1

p

∫

Ω

|∇ϕ|pdy +
p − 1

p

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
pdHm−1

+
1

p

∫

∂Ω

λ|ϕ|pdHm−1 +
s

s + 1

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s+1dHm−1 +

1

s + 1

∫

∂Ω

|ϕ|s+1dHm−1

≤ C12,

9



where C12 is independent of n. Fatou’s Lemma then implies

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy ≤ C12. (41)

This implies that
f

u
γ
p

∈ L1
loc(Ω).

�

Lemma 7. Let f ∈ L
m
p (Ω) is nonnegative function, let λ and g are nonnegative functions in L∞(∂Ω), supposing that

s ≥ 1, 0 < γ ≤ 1 and η > 0, let un be a solution to (11). Then Tτ(un) converge strongly to Tτ(up) in W1,p(Ω).

Proof. Taking (Tτ(un) − Tτ(up)) as a t. f. in (11), we find that

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−2un(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1

+

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s−1 un(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1 =

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy

+

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1. (42)

For the first term on the left hand side of (42), we can write

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy =

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy −

∫

{un>τ}

ℵ(y,∇un).∇Tτ(up)dy. (43)

Since ℵ(y,∇un) is bounded in Lp′ (Ω) and χ{un>τ}∇Tτ(up)→ 0 strongly in Lp(Ω), then

lim
n→+∞

∫

{un>τ}

ℵ(y,∇un).∇Tτ(up)dy = 0.

For the first term on the right hand side of (43) we can estimate

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy =

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up))).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy

+

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up)).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy. (44)

Since ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up)) ∈ Lp′ (Ω) and Tτ(un) converges to Tτ(up) weakly in W1,p(Ω), we find

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up)).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy = 0. (45)

From (44) and (45), equation (43) becomes

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy =

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up))).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy + ε3(n), (46)

with ε3(n) is real number such that lim
n→+∞

ε3(n) = 0. It follows from (32) we obtain that

lim
n→+∞

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−2un(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1 = 0, (47)
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and that

lim
n→+∞

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1 = 0. (48)

By (46), (47) and (48), equation (42) becomes
∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up))).∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy + ε4(n)

=

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy +

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1, (49)

where ε4(n) is real number satisfying lim
n→+∞

ε4(n) = 0. Regarding the initial term on the right hand side of (49) we

reach that
∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy ≤

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

u
γ
n

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy +
1

δγ

∫

{un>δ}

fn(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy. (50)

For the second term on the right hand of (50) we have that fn converge strongly to f in L1(Ω) and (Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))

converges ∗- weakly to 0 in L∞(Ω) as n→ ∞. Hence

lim
n→+∞

1

δγ

∫

{un>δ}

fn(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy = 0. (51)

For the first term on the right hand of (50) we see
∫

{un≤δ}

fn

u
γ
n

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy ≤

∫

{un≤δ}

δ1−γ f dy.

Since

χ{un≤δ}δ
1−γ f ≤ δ1−γ f .

By applying Lebesgue’s Theorem, we obtain

lim
n→+∞

∫

{un≤δ}

δ1−γ f dy =

∫

{up≤δ}

δ1−γ f dy ≤

∫

{up≤δ}

f dy.

It follows from Lemma 6 that {up = 0} ⊂ { f = 0} up to a set of zero Lebesgue measure, then

lim
δ→0+

∫

{up≤δ}

f dy =

∫

{up=0}

f dy = 0. (52)

From (50), (51) and (52) we deduce that

lim
δ→0+

lim
n→+∞

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

u
γ
n

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy ≤ 0. (53)

On the other hand we have
gn

(un +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up)) ≤ 2τ
g

β
η
p

,

Hm−1 a. e. on ∂Ω. Using Lebesgue’s Theorem so that

lim
n→+∞

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η

(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dHm−1 = 0. (54)

By (8), (49), (53) and (54) we arrive at

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω

(ℵ(y,∇Tτ(un)) − ℵ(y,∇Tτ(up)))∇(Tτ(un) − Tτ(up))dy = 0.

Then [9, Lemma 5] implies

Tτ(un)→ Tτ(up) strongly in W1,p(Ω).

�
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. We use ϕ ∈ W1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as a t. f. in (9) to get

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−2unϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s−1unϕdHm−1

=

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η
ϕdHm−1. (55)

Regarding the first term on the left-hand side of (55). From Lemma 7, we have, up to subsequences ∇un → ∇up a. e.

in Ω. From this fact and (7), which implies

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)∇ϕdy =

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇up)∇ϕdy. (56)

Consider δ > 0|δ < {t : |{up = t}| > 0}, we can write

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy =

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy +

∫

{un>δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy. (57)

Turning to the second integral on the right hand side of (57), we see that

χ{un>δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
≤

f

δγ
.

By Lebesgue’s Theorem we have

lim
n→+∞

∫

{un>δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy =

∫

{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy.

Moreover

χ{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

ϕ ≤
f

u
γ
p

ϕ ∈ L1(Ω),

applying Lebesgue’s Theorem we get

lim
δ→0

lim
n→+∞

∫

{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy =

∫

{up>0}

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy. (58)

Taking Sδ(un)ϕ as a t. f. in (9) we obtain that

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇un)Sδ(un)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|un|
p−1
Sδ(un)ϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|un|
s
Sδ(un)ϕdHm−1.

When n→ +∞, using weak convergence and Lebesgue Theorem, we reach that

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

ℵ(y,∇up)Sδ(up)∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

λ|up|
p−1
Sδ(up)ϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|up|
s
Sδ(up)ϕdHm−1,

passing to the limit as δ→ 0+, it follows that

lim
δ→0+

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy ≤

∫

{up=0}

ℵ(y,∇up)Sδ(up)∇ϕdHm−1

+

∫

{up=0}

λ|up|
p−1
Sδ(up)ϕdHm−1 +

∫

{up=0}

|up|
s
Sδ(up)ϕdHm−1 = 0,
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we deduce that

lim
n→+∞

∫

{un≤δ}

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy = 0. (59)

By (58) and (59) we have

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω

fn

(un +
1
n
)γ
ϕdy =

∫

{up>0}

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy =

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy. (60)

Since

gn

(un +
1
n
)η
≤

g

β
η
p

,

utilizing Lebesgue’s Theorem we arrive at

lim
n→+∞

∫

∂Ω

gn

(un +
1
n
)η

dHm−1 =

∫

Ω

g

u
η
p

dHm−1. (61)

Letting n tends to +∞ in (55), it follows from (33), (56), (60) and (61) we conclude that (10).

�

4. Existence and uniqueness of solution for p = 1 and 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω)

This section is devoted to solve problem

{

−∆1u =
f

uγ
in Ω,

Du
|Du|
.σ + u

|u|
+ |u|s−1u = 0 on ∂Ω,

(62)

where f is positive function in Lm(Ω), 0 < γ ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1.

4.1. Existence result

We give the following notion of weak solution to problem (62).

Definition 2. Let 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω). A function u ∈ BV(Ω) is a weak solution to the problem (62), if there exist vector

field z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω), v ∈ Ls+1(∂Ω) and ϑ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) such that

f

uγ
∈ L1

loc(Ω), (63)

||z||L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1, (64)

−div z =
f

uγ
in D′(Ω), (65)

(z,DTτ(u)) = |DTτ(u)| as measures in Ω for any τ > 0, (66)

Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω for any τ > 0, (67)

ϑ + vs + [z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω. (68)

Now we can state our theorem:

Theorem 2. Assume that 0 < γ ≤ 1, s ≥ 1 and 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω). Then there exists a solution to (62).
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In order to prove Theorem 2, we will use a sequence of Lemmas. Let 1 < p < 2, we need the following

approximation:














−∆pup =
f

u
γ
p

in Ω,
∂up

∂σ
+ |up|

p−2up + |up|
s−1up = 0 on ∂Ω.

(69)

Thanks to Theorem 1, problem (69) has a solution up ∈ W1,p(Ω).

Under the previous assumptions, we have a constant βp that depends on p and may possibly vanish as p tends to

1. Moreover, we will lack pointwise convergence of up on ∂Ω as p approaches 1. For these reasons, we set g = 0 in (1).

In this section, we are interested in the behavior as p tends to 1 in (69).

Lemma 8. Let f ∈ Lm(Ω) be nonnegative, s ≥ 1 and 0 < γ ≤ 1, let up be a solution of (69). Then there exist functions

u ∈ BV(Ω), v ∈ Ls+1(∂Ω) and ϑ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) such that, up to subsequences, satisfying

up → u strongly in Lb(Ω) 1 ≤ b <
m

m − 1
as p→ 1+, (70)

∇up

∗
⇀ Du as measures as p→ 1+, (71)

u ≥ 0 a. e. in Ω, (72)

up ⇀ v weakly in Ls+1(∂Ω) as p→ 1+, (73)

v ≥ 0 a. e. on ∂Ω, (74)

|up|
p−1up ⇀ ϑ weakly in L̺(∂Ω), ∀̺ > 1 as p→ 1+. (75)

Moreover,

‖ϑ‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ 1.

Proof. Using lower semicontinuity of the norm concerning n in (30), we get

‖up‖W1,p(Ω) ≤ C13, (76)

with C13 is independent of p.With the assistance of Young’s inequality , it seems that

‖up‖W1,1(Ω) =

∫

Ω

|∇up|dy +

∫

Ω

|up|dy ≤
1

p

∫

Ω

|∇up|
pdy +

1

p

∫

Ω

|up|
pdy + 2

p − 1

p
|Ω| ≤ C14. (77)

where C14 does not depend of p. As a result, we are able to identify a function u ∈ BV(Ω) satisfying, up to subsequence,

(70), (71) and (72). From lower semicontinuity of the norm concerning n in (31) we obtain

∫

∂Ω

|up|
s+1dHm−1 ≤ C15,

with C15 is independent of p. Therefore, there exists v ∈ Ls+1(∂Ω) satisfying, up to subsequence,

up ⇀ v weakly in Ls+1(∂Ω) as p→ 1+ and v ≥ 0 a. e. on ∂Ω.

Let ̺ > 1, we can consider 1 < p <
̺

̺−1
, by Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

‖u
p−1
p ‖L̺(∂Ω) ≤

(

∫

∂Ω

|up|
pdHm−1

)

p−1

p
(

Hm−1(∂Ω)

)
1
̺
−

p−1

p

≤ C16, (78)

where C16 does not depend on p. Thus, up to subsequence there exists ϑ̺ ∈ L̺(∂Ω) such that

|up|
p−2up ⇀ ϑ̺ weakly in L̺(∂Ω) as p→ 1+.
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It follows from a diagonal argument that there exists ϑ satisfying

|up|
p−2up ⇀ ϑ weakly in L̺(∂Ω) as p→ 1+.

Using the lower semicontinuity of the ̺-norm in (78), we get

‖ϑ‖L̺(∂Ω) ≤

(

Hm−1(∂Ω)

)
1
̺

. (79)

Taking ̺ tends to +∞ in (79), it yields

‖ϑ‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ 1. (80)

�

Lemma 9. Assume that f belongs to Lm(Ω) is positive, s ≥ 1, and 0 < γ ≤ 1. Let u be the function obtained in

Lemma 8. Then there exists a vector field z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω) satisfying

f

uγ
∈ L1

loc(Ω),

‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1,

−div z =
f

uγ
in D′(Ω),

(z,DTτ(u)) = |DTτ(u)| as measures in Ω for any τ > 0.

Proof. Step 1:
f

uγ
∈ L1

loc
(Ω).

Employing Fatou’s Lemma in (41) leads to

∫

Ω

f

uγ
ϕdy ≤ lim inf

p→1+

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy ≤ C17,

Hence
f

uγ
∈ L1

loc(Ω).

Consequently we conclude that, up to a set of zero Lebesgue measure

{u = 0} ⊂ { f = 0}.

Step 2: Existence z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω) with ‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1 and −div z =
f

uγ
holds inD′(Ω).

We will demonstrate that the sequence {|∇up|
p−2∇up}p>1 is bounded in Lξ(Ω;Rm) with ξ ≥ 1. To achieve this, fix

1 ≤ ξ < +∞ and take 1 < p <
ξ

ξ−1
. Utilizing Hölder’s inequality and (76), our conclusion is that

|||∇up|
p−2∇up||Lξ (Ω;Rm) ≤

(∫

Ω

|∇up|
p

)
1
p′

|Ω|
1
ξ
− 1

p′ ≤ (C13)p−1|Ω|
1
ξ
− 1

p′ . (81)

Hence, from (81) we find z ∈ Lξ(Ω;Rm) where

|∇up|
p−2∇up converges weakly to z in Lξ(Ω;Rm) as p→ 1+ and ξ ≥ 1. (82)

Moreover letting p as 1+ in (81), using the lower semicontinuity it produces

||z||Lξ (Ω;Rm) ≤ |Ω|
1
ξ , ∀ξ < +∞,

passing to the limit as ξ → +∞, we have ‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1.

Using 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω) as a t. f. in (69), we obtain

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇up.∇φdy =

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

φdy. (83)
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Take δ > 0 with δ < {t : |{up = t}| > 0}, we decompose the term in equation (83) as follows

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

φdy =

∫

{up≤δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy +

∫

{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy. (84)

Notice that

χ{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

≤
f

δγ
.

Using Lebesgue’s Theorem we have

lim
p→1+

∫

{up>δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy =

∫

{u>δ}

f

uγ
φdy.

We remark that

χ{u>δ}
f

uγ
≤

f

uγ
.

Once more applying Lebesgue’s Theorem we obtain

lim
δ→0+

∫

{u>δ}

f

uγ
φdy =

∫

{u>0}

f

uγ
φdy. (85)

To handle the first term on the right-hand side of (84), taking Sδ(up)φ as a t. f. in (69) with 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω), we get

∫

{up≤δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy ≤

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Sδ(up)φdy =

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇upSδ(up)∇φdy −

∫

Ω

1

δ
|∇up|

pφdy

≤

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇upSδ(up)∇φdy.

Thanks to (82) we arrive at

lim sup
p→1+

∫

{up≤δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy ≤

∫

Ω

zSδ(u)∇φdy.

We take the limit in δ→ 0+, so that

lim
δ→0+

lim sup
p→1+

∫

{up≤δ}

f

u
γ
p

φdy ≤

∫

{u=0}

z∇φdy = 0. (86)

From (85) and (86) we have

lim
p→1+

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

φdy =

∫

{u>0}

f

uγ
φdy =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
φdy. (87)

Letting p→ 1+ in (83), by (82) and (87) we reach at

∫

Ω

z∇φdy =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
φdy.

As a result (65).

From (65) we conclude that z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω).

Step 3: (z,DTτ(u)) = |DTτ(u)| as measures in Ω.

Choosing (Tτ(u) ∗ ρǫ)ϕ as a t. f. in (65) where ρǫ is a standard mollifier and ϕ belongs to C∞
0

(Ω). Thus

−

∫

Ω

(Tτ(u) ∗ ρǫ )ϕdiv z =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
(Tτ(u) ∗ ρǫ )ϕdy. (88)
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Since Tτ(u) ∗ ρǫ → Tτ(u)Hm−1− a. e. as ε→ 0+ and Tτ(u) ∗ ρǫ ≤ τ. We obtain by letting ε→ 0+ in (88) that

−

∫

Ω

Tτ(u)∗ϕdiv z =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Tτ(u)∗ϕdy.

Hence

−Tτ(u)∗div z =
f

uγ
Tτ(u)∗ in D′(Ω).

Let τ > 0, 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω), choosing Tτ(up)ϕ as a t. f. in (69), Young’s inequality imply that

∫

Ω

|∇Tτ(up)|ϕdy +

∫

Ω

Tτ(up)|∇up|
p−2∇up∇ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Tτ(up)ϕdy +
p − 1

p

∫

Ω

ϕdy. (89)

If 0 < γ ≤ 1, we see that
f

u
γ
p

Tτ(up) ≤ τ1−γ f .

Consequently, by Lebesgue’s Theorem we have

lim
p→1+

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Tτ(up)ϕdy =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Tτ(u)ϕdy. (90)

Expressions (89) and (90) yield

∫

Ω

ϕ|DTτ(u)| +

∫

Ω

Tτ(u)z∇ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Tτ(u)ϕdy = −

∫

Ω

Tτ(u)∗ϕdiv z.

Thanks to (5), we obtain
∫

Ω

ϕ|DTτ(u)| ≤

∫

Ω

ϕ(z,DTτ(u)).

Therefore

|DTτ(u)| ≤ (z,DTτ(u)) as measures in Ω.

Since ‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1 the reverse inequality is valid, namely

(z,DTτ(u)) = |DTτ(u)| as measures in Ω for any τ > 0.

�

Lemma 10. Let 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω), 0 < γ ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1. Suppose u and v are the functions in Lemma 8 and z is

mentioned in Lemma 9. Then

Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω for any τ > 0,

ϑ + vs + [z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω.

Proof. Let τ > 0, using Tτ(up) as a t. f. in (69) and applying Young’s inequality, we get

∫

Ω

|∇Tτ(up)|dy +

∫

∂Ω

Tτ(up)dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

Tτ(up)s+1dHm−1

≤

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Tτ(up)dy +
p − 1

p

∫

Ω

dy +
p − 1

p

∫

∂Ω

dHm−1. (91)

To pass to the limit in (91) as p → 1+, by utilizing the lower semicontinuity and (73) on the left-hand side, and

applying Lebesgue’s Theorem on the right-hand side, we arrive at

∫

Ω

|DTτ(u)| +

∫

∂Ω

Tτ(u)dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

Tτ(v)s+1dHm−1 ≤

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Tτ(u)dy.
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By Lemma 2 and (66), we have
∫

∂Ω

(Tτ(u) + Tτ(u)[z, σ] + Tτ(v)s+1)dHm−1 ≤ 0.

Therefore

Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] ≤ 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω for any τ > 0. (92)

Since |[Tτ(u)z, σ]| ≤ Tτ(u) we reach at

0 ≤ Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] on ∂Ω. (93)

From (92) and (93) we arrive at

Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω.

For p ∈]1, 2[, let ϕ ∈ W1,2(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as a t. f. in (69) we possess
∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇up∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

|up|
p−2upϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

us
pϕdHm−1 =

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy.

When p tends to 1+, it leads to
∫

Ω

z∇ϕdy +

∫

∂Ω

ϑϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

vsϕdHm−1 =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
ϕdy. (94)

Moreover, (94) can be generalized for all ϕ ∈ W1,1(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω).

Utilizing (65) and Lemma 2 we have
∫

∂Ω

ϕ[z, σ]dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

ϑϕdHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

vsϕdHm−1 = 0.

for every ϕ ∈ W1,1(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), additionally it is valid for all ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). Therefore

ϑ + vs + [z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω.

�

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 2)

Let up be a solution of (69), by Lemma 8 there exist functions u ∈ BV(Ω), v ∈ Ls+1(∂Ω) and ϑ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) such that

up to subsequence up converges a. e. to u in Ω as p → 1+, up converges weakly to v in Ls+1(∂Ω) as p → 1+ and

|up|
p−1up ⇀ ϑ in L̺(∂Ω), ∀̺ > 1 as p→ 1+. By Lemma 9, it can be observed that z is an element ofDM∞loc(Ω) where

‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1, as a further point the following equalities hold (63), (65) and (66). Finally Lemma 10 gives (67) and

(68).

4.2. Uniqueness of the Solution in Ω

Our main uniqueness result in this case is the following.

Theorem 3. Assume 0 < f ∈ Lm(Ω), 0 < γ ≤ 1, and s ≥ 1. If u1 and u2 are two solutions of problem (62), then

u1 = u2 a. e. in Ω.

Proof. Suppose that ui (i=1,2) are two solutions of problem (62) such that zi ∈ DM
∞
loc(Ω), ‖zi‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1 and

−div zi =
f

u
γ

i

in D′(Ω), (95)

(zi,DTτ(ui)) = |DTτ(ui)| as measures in Ω for any τ > 0, (96)

Tτ(ui) + Tτ(vi)
s+1 + Tτ(ui)[zi, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω for any τ > 0, (97)

ϑi + vs
i + [zi, σ] = 0 Hm−1 − a. e. on ∂Ω. (98)

(99)
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Let τ > 0, taking the t. f. (Tτ(u1) − Tτ(u2)) in the difference of the weak formulation (95) solved by u1 and u2, we

obtain
∫

Ω

|DTτ(u1)| −

∫

Ω

(z2,DTτ(u1)) +

∫

Ω

|DTτ(u2)| −

∫

Ω

(z1,DTτ(u2))

−

∫

∂Ω

[Tτ(u1)z1, σ]dHm−1 −

∫

∂Ω

[Tτ(u2)z2, σ]dHm−1 +

∫

∂Ω

[Tτ(u2)z1, σ]dHm−1

+

∫

∂Ω

[Tτ(u1)z2, σ]dHm−1 =

∫

Ω

(

f

u
γ

1

−
f

u
γ

2

)

(Tτ(u1) − Tτ(u2))dy.

From (97), it follows that

∫

Ω

|DTτ(u1)| −

∫

Ω

(z2,DTτ(u1)) +

∫

Ω

|DTτ(u2)| −

∫

Ω

(z1,DTτ(u2))

+

∫

∂Ω

(

Tτ(u1) + Tτ(v1)s+1 − Tτ(u1)[z2, σ]

)

dHm−1

+

∫

∂Ω

(

Tτ(u2) + Tτ(v2)s+1 − Tτ(u2)[z1, σ]

)

dHm−1

=

∫

Ω

(

f

u
γ

1

−
f

u
γ

2

)

(Tτ(u1) − Tτ(u2))dy =

∫

Ω

1

(u1u2)γ
f

(

u
γ

2
− u
γ

1

)(

Tτ(u1) − Tτ(u2)

)

dy ≤ 0.

Using that |Tτ(u j)[zi, σ]| ≤ Tτ(u j) for i, j = 1, 2 we find that

∫

∂Ω

(

Tτ(u1) + Tτ(v1)s+1 − Tτ(u1)[z2, σ]

)

dHm−1 ≥ 0, (100)

and that
∫

∂Ω

(

Tτ(u2) + Tτ(v2)s+1 − Tτ(u2)[z1, σ]

)

dHm−1 ≥ 0. (101)

Since

∫

Ω

(

|DTτ(u1)| − (z2,DTτ(u1))

)

≥ 0,

∫

Ω

(

|DTτ(u2)| − (z1,DTτ(u2))

)

≥ 0, employing (100) and (101) we have

∫

Ω

1

(u1u2)γ
f

(

u
γ

2
− u
γ

1

)(

Tτ(u1) − Tτ(u2)

)

dy = 0.

Therefore Tτ(u1) = Tτ(u2) a. e. in Ω for every τ > 0. In particular

u1 = u2 a. e. in Ω.

�

5. Solutions for 0 ≤ f ∈ Lm(Ω)

In this section, let us consider the following problem

{

−∆1u =
f

uγ
in Ω,

Du
|Du|
.σ + u

|u|
+ |u|s−1u = 0 on ∂Ω,

(102)

where f being nonnegative function in Lm(Ω), 0 < γ ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1.

Now, we introduce the definition of solution to (102).
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Definition 3. Assume f is a nonnegative function in Lm(Ω). We define u an element of BV(Ω) as a weak solution to

problem (12), if there exist v ∈ Ls+1(∂Ω), ϑ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) and z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω) with ‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1 such that

f

uγ
∈ L1

loc(Ω),

χ{0<u} ∈ BVloc(Ω), (103)

−χ∗{0<u}div z =
f

uγ
inD′(Ω), (104)

(z,DTτ(u)) = |DTτ(u)| as measures in Ω for any τ > 0, (105)

Tτ(u) + Tτ(v)s+1 + Tτ(u)[z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 a. e. on ∂Ω for any τ > 0, (106)

ϑ + vs + [z, σ] = 0 Hm−1 a. e. on ∂Ω. (107)

Our main existence result is stated as follows.

Theorem 4. Let 0 ≤ f ∈ Lm(Ω), 0 < γ ≤ 1 and s ≥ 1. Then there exists a solution u to problem (62).

Proof. Let up be a solution to (69), by Lemma 8 there exist functions u belongs to BV(Ω), ϑ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) and v ∈

Ls+1(∂Ω) satisfying, up to subsequences that up converges strongly to u in L1(Ω) as p → 1+ and up ⇀ v weakly

in Ls+1(∂Ω). Additionally, reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 9 that there exists a vector field z ∈ L∞(Ω,Rm) with

‖z‖L∞(Ω)m ≤ 1 such that (105) hold. On the other hand choosing ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω) as a t. f. in (69), it yields

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇up∇ϕdy =

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

ϕdy.

From Fatou’s Lemma we have
∫

Ω

f

uγ
ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

z∇ϕdy = −

∫

Ω

ϕdiv z, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω). (108)

Then z ∈ DM∞loc(Ω) and
f

uγ
∈ L1

loc
(Ω).Moreover similarly to the proof of Lemma 10, it can be demonstrated that (106)

and that (107) holds.

Now, we still have to prove (103) and (104), we use Gδ(up)ϕ with ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω) as a t. f. in (69), with the support of

Young’s inequality, it appears that
∫

Ω

|∇Gδ(up)|ϕdy +

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇upGδ(up)∇ϕdy ≤

p − 1

p

∫

Ω

G′δ(up)ϕdy +

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Gδ(up)ϕdy. (109)

We remark that Gδ(up) is bounded in BV(Ω) regarding p, we apply lower semicontinuity, it is evident that

∫

Ω

ϕ|DGδ(u)| ≤ lim
p→1+

∫

Ω

|∇Gδ(up)|ϕdy (110)

Since Gδ(up)
∗
⇀ Gδ(u) in L∞(Ω) as p→ 1+, together with (82), one observes that

lim
p→1+

∫

Ω

|∇up|
p−2∇upGδ(up)∇ϕdy =

∫

Ω

zGδ(u)∇ϕdy. (111)

With the help of Lebesgue’s Theorem, it appears that

lim
p→1+

∫

Ω

f

u
γ
p

Gδ(up)ϕdy =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Gδ(u)ϕdy (112)

Passing to the limit as p→ 1+ in (109), by (110), (111) and (112). Then
∫

Ω

ϕ|DGδ(u)| +

∫

Ω

zGδ(u)∇ϕdy ≤

∫

Ω

f

uγ
Gδ(u)ϕdy. (113)
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Since
f

uγ
∈ L1

loc
(Ω), Gδ(u) ≤ 1 and z is a member of DM∞loc(Ω), we deduce that Gδ(u) is bounded in BVloc(Ω)

concerning δ. Taking the limit as δ → 0+ in (113), by applying lower semicontinuity to the first term on the left-hand

side and using Lebesgue’s Theorem for the remaining terms, we find that

∫

Ω

ϕ|Dχ{0<u}| +

∫

Ω

z∇ϕχ{0<u}dy ≤

∫

Ω

f

uγ
ϕχ{0<u}dy. (114)

Hence

χ{0<u} ∈ BVloc(Ω).

Notice that

−χ∗{0<u}div z = −div (zχ{0<u}) + (z,Dχ{0<u}). (115)

Putting together {u = 0} ⊂ { f = 0} and (115), then (114) becomes

−

∫

Ω

χ∗{0<u}ϕdiv z ≤

∫

Ω

f

uγ
χ{0<u}ϕdy =

∫

Ω

f

uγ
ϕdy. (116)

We take (χ{0<u} ∗ ρǫ )ϕ as a t. f. in (108) with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Ω) and ρǫ is a mollifier we arrive at

∫

Ω

f

uγ
(χ{0<u} ∗ ρǫ )ϕdy ≤ −

∫

Ω

(χ{0<u} ∗ ρǫ )ϕdiv z.

Passing to the limit ǫ → 0+ in previous inequality, on the left hand side we use Fatou’s Lemma and apply Lebesgue

Theorem on the right hand side. Then

χ{0<u}

f

uγ
=

f

uγ
≤ −χ∗{0<u}div z in D′(Ω). (117)

In accordance with (116) and (117) we obtain

− χ∗{0<u}div z =
f

uγ
in D′(Ω).

�
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[17] Kovařı́k, H. and Pankrashkin, K. : On the p−Laplacian with Robin boundary conditions and boundary trace theorems, Calc. Var. Partial

Differential Equations 2 (56) 1-29 (2017).

[18] Latorre, M., Oliva, F., Petitta, F. and Segura de León, S.: The Dirichlet problem for the 1−Laplacian with a general singular term and

L1-data, Nonlinearity. 34, 3, 1791-1816 (2021).

[19] Lee, J. S., Jurkevich, L., Dewaele, P., Wambacq, P., & Oosterlinck, A.: Speckle filtering of synthetic aperture radar images: A review.

Remote sensing reviews, 8(4), 313-340, (1994).

[20] Leray, J., Lions, J. L.: QuelQues résultats de Vis̆ik sur les problémes elliptiques nonlinéaires par les méthodes de Minty-Browder, Bull. Soc.
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