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ON SOME SOBOLEV AND PÓLYA-SEZGÖ TYPE

INEQUALITIES WITH WEIGHTS AND APPLICATIONS

TRUNG HIEU GIANG1,2, NGUYEN MINH TRI2, AND DANG ANH TUAN3

Abstract. We are motivated by studying a boundary-value problem for a
class of semilinear degenerate elliptic equations







−∆xu− |x|2α
∂2u

∂y2
= f(x, y, u), in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,

(P)

where x = (x1, x2) ∈ R
2, Ω is a bounded smooth domain in R

3, (0, 0, 0) ∈ Ω,
and α > 0.

In this paper, we will study this problem by establishing embedding the-
orems for weighted Sobolev spaces. To this end, we need a new Pólya-Szegö
type inequality, which can be obtained by studying an isoperimetric problem
for the corresponding weighted area. Our results then extend the existing ones
in [1, 3] to the three-dimensional context.

1. Introduction

In [1], Nga, Tri, and Tuan established a Pólya–Szegö type inequality for a
weighted gradient of a function on R

2 with respect to a weighted area. Then,
they applied this inequality to prove embedding theorems for weighted Sobolev
spaces. Their results are motivated by studying the following equation





−
∂2u

∂x2
− |x|2α

∂2u

∂y2
= f(x, y, u), in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

where Ω is a bounded smooth domain in R
2, (0, 0) ∈ Ω, and α > 0. The existence

results for this equation are then given by Luyen et al. (see [3]) based on the
aforementioned weighted Sobolev inequalities.

In this paper, we aim to extend the results in [1, 3] to the three-dimensional
context. More specifically, we will establish the existence and nonexistence results
for the equations (P). The nonexistence result will be derived from a Pohozaev-
type identity, while the existence result will be studied via the associated weighted
Sobolev inequalities.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we first state and
prove our isoperimetric inequality with weights and then use it to prove our new
Pólya-Szegö type inequality. This result will be utilized to establish some Sobolev
inequalities with weights in Section 3. Here, we would like to emphasize that our
method, base on [1], are only able to give lower estimates for the best constants
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appearing in the weighted Sobolev inequalities, and calculating these constants still
remains an open question. Finally, in Section 4 we will apply the above results and
the Pohozaev-type identity to study the existence and nonexistence results for the
equations (P).

2. A Pólya-Szegö type inequality

In this section, we will state and prove a new Pólya-Szegö type inequality men-
tioned in Section 1. To this end, we first introduce some notations.

Throughout this paper, let alpha be a fixed given positive real number and n(α)
be the smallest positive integer such that n(α) ≥ α+ 1. We denote

R
3
sj :=

{
(x1, x2, y) = (r cos θ, r sin θ, y) ∈ R

3, r > 0, θ ∈
( (j − 1)π

n(α)
,
jπ

n(α)

)}
,

for each j = 1, ..., 2n(α).
Let E ⊂ R

3 be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary ∂E. The notation
denotes ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3) the outward unit normal to ∂E. We also denote

∂sjE := ∂E ∩ R
3
sj ,

for each j = 1, ..., 2n(α), and

|x| :=
√
x21 + x22, for each (x1, x2) ∈ R

2.

We have the following definitions.

Definition 1. The (2, α)-volume of E is defined by

|E|2,α =

∫

E

|x|2αdx1dx2dy.

Definition 2. The (2, α)-area of E is defined by

P2,α(E) =

∫

∂E

|x|α
√
ν21 + ν22 + |x|2αν23dH

2,

where H2 denotes the two-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a surface in R
3.

Definition 3. For each j = 1, ..., 2n(α), the (2, α, j)-area of E is defined by

P2,α,j(E) =

∫

∂sj
E

|x|α
√
ν21 + ν22 + |x|2αν23dH

2.

Notice that

P2,α(Eλ) =

∫

∂Eλ

|X |α
√
µ2
1 + µ2

2 + |X |2αµ2
3dH

2 = λ2α+2P2,α(E),

P2,α,j(Eλ) =

∫

∂sj
Eλ

|X |α
√
µ2
1 + µ2

2 + |X |2αµ2
3dH

2 = λ2α+2P2,α,j(E),

and

|Eλ|2,α =

∫

Eλ

|X |2αdX1dX2dY = λ3α+3|E|2,α,
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where Eλ = {(λx1, λx2, λ
α+1y) : (x1, x2, y) ∈ E}, µ = (µ1, µ2, µ3) is the outward

unit normal to ∂Eλ, the fractions

P2,α(E)3/2

|E|2,α
and

P2,α,j(E)3/2

|E|2,α
,

for each j = 1, ..., n(α), are invariant under the scaling (x1, x2, y) 7→ (λx1, λx2, λ
α+1y).

Our weighted isoperimetric inequality is stated as follows.

Theorem 1 (The weighted isoperimetric inequality). Let E ⊂ R
3 be a nonempty

bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary ∂E such that P2,α(E) is finite. Then the
following inequality holds for every j = 1, ..., 2n(α)

P2,α,j(Bsj )
3/2

|Bsj |2,α
≤
P2,α(E)3/2

|E|2,α
, (2.1)

where Bsj :=

{
(x1, x2, y) ∈ R

3
sj ,

|x|2α+2

(α + 1)2
+ y2 < 1

}
.

Proof. For readers’ convenience, we will divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: Assuming that there exists an integer j such that 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n(α) and
E ⊂ R

3
sj with Lipschitz boundary. We will show that

P2,α,j(Bsj )
3/2

|Bsj |2,α
≤
P2,α,j(E)3/2

|E|2,α
. (2.2)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that j = 1. We define Φ1 : R+ ×(
0,

π

n(α)

)
× R → R

3
s1 by

Φ1(r, θ, y) = (r cos θ, r sin θ, y).

It is easy to see that Φ1 is a homeomorphism. Next, we define Φ2 : R+×

(
0,

π

n(α)

)
×

R → R
3
s̃1

by

Φ2(r, θ, η) =

(
rα+1 cos(α + 1)θ

α+ 1
,
rα+1 sin(α + 1)θ

α+ 1
, η

)
,

where

R
3
s̃1 :=

{
(ξ1, ξ2, η) = (ρ cosϕ, ρ sinϕ, y) ∈ R

3, ρ > 0, ϕ ∈
(
0,

(α+ 1)π

n(α)

)}
.

It is also easy to verify that Φ2 is a homeomorphism. Hence

Ψ = Φ−1
1 ◦ Φ2

is a homeomorphism.

Next, let Ẽ = Ψ(E) and B̃s1 = Ψ(Bs1). We deduce that

B̃s1 =
{
(ξ1, ξ2, η) ∈ R

3
s̃1 , ξ

2
1 + ξ22 + η2 < 1

}
.

By some straightforward calculations, we obtain

|E|2,α =

∫

Ẽ

dξ1dξ2dη = |Ẽ|, |Bs1 |2,α =

∫

B̃s1

dξ1dξ2dη = |B̃s1 |,
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P2,α,1(E) =

∫

∂s̃1
Ẽ

dH2 =: Ps1(Ẽ), P2,α,1(Bs1) =

∫

∂s̃1
B̃s1

dH2 =: Ps1(B̃s1),

where
∂s̃1Ẽ = ∂Ẽ ∩ R

3
s̃1 , ∂s̃1B̃s1 = ∂B̃s1 ∩ R

3
s̃1 .

Now, by applying [4, Theorem 1.1], we deduce that

Ps1(Ẽ)3/2

|Ẽ|
≥
Ps1 (B̃s1)

3/2

|B̃s1 |
,

and thus (2.2) follows.
Step 2: For the open, bounded set E ⊂ R

3 with Lipschitz boundary, we set

E =

2n(α)⋃

i=1

Esi ,

where Esi := E ∩ R
3

si . It is easy to see that

2n(α)⋃

i=1

∂siE ⊂ ∂E. (2.3)

Notice that the sets Esi are respectively open, bounded subsets in R
3

si with Lipschitz
boundaries. Hence we have the inequality (2.2) for each Esi . Since 3/2 > 1, we
have that

P2,α(E)3/2 ≥

2n(α)∑

j=1

P2,α,j(Esj )
3/2.

By combining this and the inequality (2.2) for every Esi , our proof is complete. �

Next, we have the following definition.

Definition 4. Let u ∈ C∞
0 (R3;R+). The rearrangement u∗ : R

3

s1 → R+ is defined
by

u∗(x1, x2, y) = φ((|x|2α+2 + (α+ 1)2y2)1/2) = φ(r),

where r := (|x|2α+2 + (α + 1)2y2))1/2, φ : R+ → R+ and

|{u∗ > t}|2,α = |{u > t}|2,α , for all t > 0.

Remark 1. Put M = maxR3 u. It is not difficult to see that the map

λ : t 7→ |{u > t}|2,α

is nonincreasing and right-continuous. Therefore the map

t 7→ |{t < u ≤M} ∩ {∇u = 0}|2,α

is nonincreasing and the function φ is nonincreasing, right-continuous. Moreover,
the set

{t ∈ R : ∃s ∈ R, φ(s) = t, φ′(s) = 0}

has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. As in [15] the map h : [0,M ] → [0,∞) defined by

h(t) = |{t < u∗ ≤M} ∩ {∇u∗ = 0}|2,α

is nonincreasing. Moreover h′(t) = 0 a.e. on [0,M ].

We now obtain the following new Pólya–Szegö type inequality.



WEIGHTED INEQUALITIES 5

Theorem 2 (The Pólya-Szegö type inequality). Let u ∈ C∞
0 (R3;R+). Then

∫

R3
s1

|∇Gu
∗|2 dx1dx2dy ≤

∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2 dx1dx2dy,

where |∇Gu| =
(
u2x1

+ u2x2
+ |x|2αu2y

)1/2
.

We need the following lemma to prove Theorem 2.

Lemma 1. Let u ∈ C∞
0 (R3;R+). Assume that u 6≡ 0. Denote M = maxR3 u.

Then ∫

{u∗=t}

|x|2α

|∇u∗|
dH2 ≥

∫

{u=t}

|x|2α

|∇u|
dH2 for a.e. t ∈ [0,M ]. (2.4)

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [1, Lemma 1] and for this reason, it is
omitted here. �

Proof of Theorem 2. We follow the process of the proof of [1, Theorem 2]. The
case u ≡ 0 is simple. We may now assume u 6≡ 0. Let M = maxR3 u. Notice that
u ∈ C∞

0 (R3;R+). Then, by Sard’s Theorem, the set

{
t ∈ [0,M ] : ∃(x1, x2, y) ∈ R

3 s.t u(x1, x2, y) = t, ∇u(x1, x2, y) = 0
}

has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. By the definition of u∗, the set
{
t ∈ [0,M ] : ∃(x1, x2, y) ∈ R

3

s1 s.t u∗(x1, x2, y) = t, ∇u∗(x1, x2, y) = 0
}

has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. Using the co-area formula, we deduce that

∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy =

M∫

0

dt

∫

u−1(t)

|∇Gu|dµG,

and

∫

R3
s1

|∇Gu
∗|2dx1dx2dy =

M∫

0

dt

∫

u∗−1(t)

|∇Gu
∗|dµ∗

G,

where dµG = |∇Gu|
|∇u| dH

2 and dµ∗
G = |∇Gu∗|

|∇u∗| dH
2. To prove Theorem 2, we only

need to show that for t ∈ [0,M ] such that t is not a critical value of u and u∗, the
following inequality holds

∫

u∗−1(t)

|∇Gu
∗|dµ∗

G ≤

∫

u−1(t)

|∇Gu|dµG. (2.5)

Notice that

dµG =
|∇Gu|

|∇u|
dH2 =

√
ν21 + ν22 + |x|2αν23dH

2.
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From this and the Hölder inequality, we obtain

(P2,α({u > t}))
2
=

( ∫

u−1{t}

|x|αdµG

)2

≤

( ∫

u−1{t}

|∇Gu|dµG

)( ∫

u−1{t}

|x|2α

|∇Gu|
dµG

)
. (2.6)

By definition of u∗, we have

|∇Gu
∗(x1, x2, y)| = (α+ 1)|x|α|g′(r)|.

Since dµ∗
G = |∇Gu∗|

|∇u∗| dH
2 and r is constant on u∗−1{t} ∩ R

3
s1 , we deduce that

(P2,α,1({u
∗ > t}))2 =

( ∫

u∗−1{t}

|x|αdµ∗
G

)2

=

( ∫

u∗−1{t}

|∇Gu
∗|dµ∗

G

)( ∫

u∗−1{t}

|x|2α

|∇Gu∗|
dµ∗

G

)
. (2.7)

Recall that

|{u > t}|2,α = |{u∗ > t}|2,α.

Thus, Theorem 1 infers that

P2,α,1({u
∗ > t}) ≤ P2,α({u > t}). (2.8)

The inequality (2.5) then follows from Lemma 1, (2.6), (2.7), (2.8) and the fact

that dµG

|∇Gu| =
dH2

|∇u| . Our proof is complete. �

3. Sobolev-type inequalities with weights

Definition 5. Let q > 1. We define W 1,2α,q
0 (R3) as the completion of C∞

0 (R3)
with respect to the norm

‖u‖W 1,2α,q
0

=

(∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

+

(∫

R3

|x|2α|u|qdx1dx2dy

)1/q

,

where |x| =
√
x21 + x22.

For u ∈W 1,2α,q
0 (R3) \ {0}, we consider the ratio

C2α,q(u) =

(
∫
R3

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

(
∫

R3

|x|2α|u|qdx1dx2dy

)1/q
. (3.1)

By rescaling X1 = λx1, X2 = λx2, and Y = λα+1y, we have U(x, y) = u(λx, λ2y)
and ∫

R3

|∇GU |2dx1dx2dy = λ−(α+1)

∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2dX1dX2dY,
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and ∫

R3

|x|2α|U |qdx1dx2dy = λ−(3α+3)

∫

R3

|X |2|u|qdX1dX2dY,

so that

C2α,q(U) = λ
3α+3

q −α+1
2 C2α,q(u).

Hence, to have

inf
W 1,2α,q

0 (R3)\{0}
C2α,q(u) > 0

we need q = 6 to be the critical exponent. For this case, we obtain the best Sobolev
inequality as follows.

Theorem 3. The following inequality holds

(∫

R3

|x|2α|u|6dx1dx2dy

)1/6

≤ C−1
2α,6

(∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

, (3.2)

The best constant C2α,6 satisfies

C2α,6 ≥

(
2π

n(α)

)−1
3

(α+ 1)
−1
3 D2,6,3,

where D2,6,3 is a constant which will be given in Lemma 2.

To prove Theorem 3, we first need to recall here the results of [19, Lemma 2].

Lemma 2. Let m, p, q be real numbers such that

1 < p < m, q = mp/(m− p).

Let φ : R+ → R+ be a Lipschitz function and such that

∞∫

0

rm−1|φ′(r)|pdr <∞, φ(r) → 0 when r → ∞. (3.3)

Then ( ∫∞

0 rm−1|φ′(r)|p
)1/p

( ∫∞

0
rm−1|φ(r)|q

)1/q ≥ Dp,q,m

with the best constant given by

Dp,q,m = m
1
p

(
p− 1

m− 1

)− 1
p′
[
1

p′
B

(
m

p
,
m

p′

)] 1
m

,

where p′ = p/(p− 1). The equality sign in (3.3) holds with

φ(r) = (a+ brp
′

)1−m/p,

where a, b are positive constant.

We also need some calculations. Using the polar coordinates

x1 = (r sinϕ)1/(α+1) sin θ, x2 = (r sinϕ)1/(α+1) cos θ, y =
r cosϕ

α+ 1
,
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we have dx1dx2dy = r2/(α+1)

(α+1)2 (sinϕ)(1−α)/(α+1)drdθdϕ. Next, consider the case

u(x1, x2, y) = φ(r), where r = (|x|2α+2 + (α+ 1)2y2)1/2. We have

∫

R3
s1

|x|2α|u|6dx1dx2dy =
2π

n(α)(α + 1)2

∫ ∞

0

r2|φ(r)|6dr, (3.4)

and ∫

R3
s1

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy =

2π

n(α)

∫ ∞

0

r2|φ′(r)|2dr. (3.5)

Now we are able to give the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Since C∞
0 (R3) is dense in W 1,2α,6

0 (R3), we can assume that
u ∈ C∞

0 (R3). Notice that

|∇G|u|| ≤ |∇Gu|

thus we can assume u is a nonnegative function. It is easy to see that we can
approximate a nonnegative function w ∈W 1,2α,6

0 (R3) by a sequence of nonnegative
functions {wj}

∞
j=1, we only need to give the proof for u ∈ C∞

0 (R3) and u ≥ 0.
Let u∗ be respectively the rearrangement of u. The property of rearrangement

infers that
∫

R3
s1

|x|2α|u∗|6dx1dx2dy =

∫

R3

|x|2α|u|6dx1dx2dy. (3.6)

Note that u ∈ C∞
0 (R3), u ≥ 0. It follows from Theorem 2 that

∫

R3
s1

|∇Gu
∗|2dx1dx2dy ≤

∫

R3

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy. (3.7)

On the other hand, we have

u∗(x1, x2, y) = φ(r),

where r = (|x|2α+2 + (α + 1)2y2)1/2. Note that the function φ satisfies Lemma 2.
Then, from (3.4), (3.5) and Lemma 2, we deduce that

L2α,6

(∫

R3
s1

|x|2α|u∗|6dx1dx2dy

)1/6

≤

(∫

R3
s1

|∇Gu
∗|2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

, (3.8)

where

L2α,6 =

(
2π

n(α)

)−1
3

(α+ 1)
−1
3 D2,6,3 (3.9)

with D2,6,3 is given in Lemma 2. From (3.6) - (3.9), our Sobolev-type inequality
(3.2) follows. Our proof is complete. �

Remark 2. Our proof only gives an lower bound for the best constant C2α,6. The
exact value of C2α,6 still remains an open question.
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4. Applications to a class of degenerate elliptic equations

In this section, we are mainly concerned with the existence and nonexistence of
nontrivial solutions to the semilinear subelliptic Dirichlet problem




−∆xu− |x|2α

∂2u

∂y2
= f(x, y, u), in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,
(4.1)

where x = (x1, x2) ∈ R
2, Ω is a bounded smooth domain in R

3, (0, 0, 0) ∈ Ω, and
α > 0. Notice that our methods are similar to the ones that have been used in [3],
and thus many details will be omitted.

4.1. Nonexistence result. In this subsection, we will derive the nonexistence of
nontrivial solutions to the problem (4.1) for f(x1, x2, y, ξ) = |x|2α|ξ|p−1ξ, p ≥ 1.
To this end, let

F (x1, x2, y, ξ) :=

ξ∫

0

f(x1, x2, y, τ)dτ =
|x|2α

p+ 1
|ξ|p+1.

We denote by S2(Ω) the linear space of functions C1
0 (Ω) such that

∂2u

∂x21
,
∂2u

∂x22
, and |x|2α

∂2u

∂y2
(in distribution sense)

are continuous in Ω and can be continuously extended to Ω.
A function u(x1, x2, y) ∈ S2(Ω) is said to be a solution to the problem (4.1) if





−∆xu− |x|2α

∂2u

∂y2
= |x|2α|u|p−1u, in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω.

Lemma 3. Let u(x1, x2, y) ∈ S2(Ω) be a solution of (4.1). Denote by ν =
(ν1, ν2, ν3) the unit outward normal on ∂Ω. Then we have

(
3α+ 3

p+ 1
−
α+ 1

2

)∫

Ω

|x|2α|u|p+1dx1dx2dy

=

∫

∂Ω

[x1ν1 + x2ν2 + (1 + α)yν3](ν
2
1 + ν22 + ν23 |x|

2α)

(
∂u

∂ν

)2

ds. (4.2)

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of the lemma in [24], and for this reason, it
is omitted here. �

Definition 6. A domain Ω is called Gα – star-shaped with respect to the origin if
(0, 0, 0) ∈ Ω and x1ν1 + x2ν2 + (1 + α)yν3 ≥ 0 at every point of ∂Ω.

The following result is obtained directly from Lemma 3.

Theorem 4. Let Ω be Gα – star-shaped with respect to the origin and p > 5. Then
the problem (4.1) has no nontrivial solution u ∈ S2(Ω).
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4.2. Existence result. In this subsection, we will give the existence result for the
problem (4.1). We have the following definitions.

Definition 7. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
3. We denote by Lp

|x|2α(Ω) the set

of all measurable functions u : Ω → R such that
∫

Ω

|x|2α|u|pdx1dx2dy <∞.

We define the norm in Lp
|x|2α(Ω) as follows

‖u‖Lp

|x|2α
(Ω) :=

(∫

Ω

|x|2α|u|pdx1dx2dy

)1/p

,

for every u ∈ Lp
|x|2α(Ω).

Definition 8. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
3. We denote by S2

1 (Ω) the set of
all functions u ∈ L2(Ω) such that

∂u

∂x1
,
∂u

∂x2
, and |x|α

∂u

∂y
∈ L2(Ω).

We define the norm in S2
1 (Ω) as follows

‖u‖S2
1(Ω) :=

(∫

Ω

|u|2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

+

(∫

Ω

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

,

where ∇Gu :=
(

∂u
∂x1

, ∂u
∂x2

, |x|α ∂u
∂y

)
. We can also define the scalar product in S2

1 (Ω)

by

(u, v)S2
1(Ω) := (u, v)L2(Ω) + (∇Gu,∇Gv)L2(Ω).

Definition 9. The space S2
1,0(Ω) is defined as the closure of C1

0 (Ω) in the space

S2
1 (Ω).

Remark 3. By a similar argument as in the proof of [24, Theorem 6], we also have
the two norms ‖u‖S2

1(Ω) and

‖u‖S2
1,0(Ω) :=

(∫

Ω

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy

)1/2

are equivalent in S2
1,0(Ω).

We need the following embedding theorem.

Theorem 5. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
3 with smooth boundary ∂Ω such that

(0, 0, 0) ∈ Ω. Then the embedding

S2
1,0(Ω) →֒ Lq

|x|2α(Ω), where 1 ≤ q ≤ 6,

is continuous, i.e. there exists a constant Cq > 0 such that

‖u‖Lq

|x|2α
(Ω) ≤ Cq‖u‖S2

1(Ω), ∀u ∈ S2
1,0(Ω).

Moreover, the embedding

S2
1,0(Ω) →֒ Lq

|x|2α(Ω), where 1 ≤ q < 6,

is compact.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the one of [3, Theorem 3.2]. We omit
the details. �

Now we are able to study the existence result for the problem (4.1). To this end,
we first have the following definition of weak solutions to the problem (4.1).

Definition 10. A function u ∈ S2
1,0(Ω) is called a weak solution of the problem

(4.1) if the following identity
∫

Ω

∇Gu · ∇Gϕdx1dx2dy −

∫

Ω

f(x, y, u)ϕdx1dx2dy = 0

holds for every ϕ ∈ S2
1,0(Ω).

The following lemma is obtained from the Hölder inequality and Theorem 5.

Lemma 4. Assume that f : Ω×R → R is a Carathéodory function such that there
exist q ∈ (2, 6), f1(x, y) ∈ Lp1

|x|2α(Ω,R+), f2(x, y) ∈ Lp2

|x|2α(Ω,R+), where p2 > 1,

qp2/(p2 − 1) ≤ 6, and p1 >
6p2

p2(q−1)+6 such that

|f(x1, x2, y, ξ)| ≤ |x|2α(f1(x1, x2, y) + f2(x1, x2, y)|ξ|
q−1)

for a.e. (x1, x2, y) ∈ Ω, ∀ξ ∈ R .Then Ψ1(u) ∈ C1(S2
1,0(Ω),R) and

Ψ′
1(u)(v) =

∫

Ω

f(x1, x2, y, u)vdx1dx2dy

for all v ∈ S2
1,0(Ω), where

Ψ1(u) =

∫

Ω

F (x1, x2, y, u)dx1dx2dy,

and F (x1, x2, y, ξ) =
∫ ξ

0 f(x1, x2, y, τ)dτ .

Next, we assume that f : Ω× R → R is a Carathéodory function such that

(A1) f satisfies the assumption in Lemma 4 and the additional condition

p1 >
3

2
; (4.3)

(A2) there exist C ∈ [0,+∞) and ψ ∈ L1
|x|2α(Ω) such that

|f(x1, x2, y, ξ)| ≤ |x|2αψ(x1, x2, y)

for a.e. (x1, x2, y) in Ω and for every |ξ| ≤ C;
(A3) there exists a non-positive function ϕ such that

∫

Ω

|ϕ(x1, x2, y)|dx1dx2dy <∞,

and

ϕ(x1, x2, y) ≤
f(x1, x2, y, ξ)

ξ

for a.e. (x1, x2, y) ∈ Ω and for every ξ ∈ R+;
(A4) f(x1, x2, y, 0) = 0 for a.e. (x1, x2, y) in Ω and the following limit holds

uniformly for a.e. (x1, x2, y) in Ω

lim
ξ→0

f(x1, x2, y, ξ)

|x|2αξ
= 0 and lim

|ξ|→+∞

f(x1, x2, y, ξ)

|x|2αξ
= +∞;
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(A5) f(x1,x2,y,ξ)
ξ is increasing in ξ ≥ C and decreasing in ξ ≤ −C for a.e.

(x1, x2, y) in Ω.

In the following we define the energy functional Φ : S2
1,0(Ω) → R associated with

the problem (4.1) by letting

Φ(u) :=
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇Gu|
2dx1dx2dy −

∫

Ω

F (x, y, u)dx1dx2dy (4.4)

for all u ∈ S2
1,0(Ω), where F is defined as in Lemma 4. It follows from Lemma 4

and the condition (A1) that Φ is well-defined on S2
1,0(Ω) and Φ ∈ C1(S2

1,0(Ω),R)
with

〈Φ′(u), v〉 =

∫

Ω

∇Gu · ∇Gvdx1dx2dy −

∫

Ω

f(x, y, u)vdx1dx2dy,

for all v ∈ S2
1,0(Ω). Therefore, the weak solutions of the problem (4.1) are critical

points of the functional Φ.
We need to use the Mountain Pass Lemma to study the existence of critical

points of the functional Φ. First, let us recall the notion of the (C)c condition,
which is an important notion in the statement of this lemma.

Definition 11. Let X be a real Banach space with its dual space X
∗ and let

Ψ ∈ C1(X,R). For c ∈ R we say that Ψ satisfies the (C)c condition if for any
sequence {un}

∞
n=1 ⊂ X with

Ψ(un) → c and (1 + ‖un‖X)‖Ψ′(un)‖X∗ → 0,

there exists a subsequence {unk
}∞k=1 that converges strongly in X.

We will need the following version of the Mountain Pass Lemma (see also [5, 6]).

Lemma 5. Let X be a real Banach space and let Ψ ∈ C1(X ,R) satisfy the (C)c
condition for any c ∈ R, Ψ(0) = 0 and

(i) There exist constants ρ, α > 0 such that Ψ(u) ≥ α, ∀u ∈ X, ‖u‖X = ρ;
(ii) There exists an u1 ∈ X, ‖u1‖X ≥ ρ such that Ψ(u1) ≤ 0.

Then β := inf
λ∈Λ

max
0≤t≤1

Ψ(λ(t)) ≥ α is a critical value of Ψ, where

Λ := {λ ∈ C([0; 1],X) : λ(0) = 0, λ(1) = u1}.

We have the following existence theorem.

Theorem 6. Suppose that f satisfies (A1)-(A5). Then the boundary value problem
(4.1) has a nontrivial weak solution.

Proof. The proof follows the same arguments presented in the one of [3, Theorem
4.3] and for this reason, the details will be omitted here. The idea is that based on
the fact that f satisfies the conditions (A1)-(A5) and Theorem 5, one can verify that
the functional Φ satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5. Thus our proof is complete.

�
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[18] Pólya, G., Szegö, G. Isoperimetric inequalities in mathematical physics, annals of mathe-

matics studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton (1951)
[19] Talenti, G. Best constant in Sobolev inequality. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 110, 353–372 (1976)
[20] Maderna, C., Salsa, S. Sharp estimates for solutions to a certain type of singular elliptic

boundary value problems in two dimensions. Appl. Anal. 12(4), 307–321 (1981)
[21] Kogoj, A.E., Lanconelli, E. On semilinear ∆λ-Laplace equation. Nonlinear Anal. 75,

4637–4649 (2012)
[22] Tri, N.M. On Grushin’s equation. Math. Notes. 63(1), 84–93 (1998)
[23] Tri, N.M. Recent progress in the theory of semilinear equations involving degenerate elliptic

differential operators. p. 376. Publishing House for Science and Technology, Vietnam (2014)
[24] Tri, N.M. Critical Sobolev exponent for degenerate elliptic operators. Acta Math. Vietnam.

23 (1998), 83–94.
[25] Liu, S.On superlinear problems without the Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz condition. Nonlinear

Anal. 73 (2010), no. 3, 788–795.



14 T.H.GIANG, N.M.TRI, AND D.A.TUAN

Trung Hieu Giang1,2

1 Department of Mathematics, City University of Hong Kong, 83 Tat Chee Avenue,

Kowloon, Hong Kong;
2 Institute of Mathematics, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology, 18 Hoang

Quoc Viet, Cau Giay, Hanoi, Vietnam.

Email address: thgiang2-c@my.cityu.edu.hk

Nguyen Minh Tri2

2 Institute of Mathematics, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology, 18 Hoang

Quoc Viet, Cau Giay, Hanoi, Vietnam.

Email address: triminh@math.ac.vn

Dang Anh Tuan3

3 University of Sciences, Vietnam National University, 334 Nguyen Trai, Thanh Xuan,

Hanoi, Vietnam.

Email address: datuan1105@gmail.com


	1. Introduction
	2. A Pólya-Szegö type inequality
	3. Sobolev-type inequalities with weights
	4. Applications to a class of degenerate elliptic equations
	4.1. Nonexistence result
	4.2. Existence result

	Acknowledgement
	References

