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EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS FOR 1−LAPLACIAN PROBLEMS WITH SINGULAR

FIRST ORDER TERMS

FRANCESCO BALDUCCI

Abstract. We prove existence of solutions to the following problem
{

−∆1u + g(u)|Du| = h(u)f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where Ω ⊂ R
N , with N ≥ 2, is an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary, g is a continuous and

positive function which possibly blows up at the origin and bounded at infinity and h is a continuous and

nonnegative function bounded at infinity (possibly blowing up at the origin) and finally 0 ≤ f ∈ LN (Ω).
As a by-product, this paper extends the results found where g is a continuous and bounded function.
We investigate the interplay between g and h in order to have existence of solutions.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we study the following nonlinear elliptic Dirichlet problem which is
{

−∆1u+ g(u)|Du| = h(u)f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R
N with N ≥ 2 is an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary, ∆1u := div

(

Du
|Du|

)

is the

1−laplacian operator and g is a positive and continuous function on [0,∞) which possibly blows up at the
origin and is bounded at infinity. Finally, 0 ≤ f ∈ LN(Ω) and h is a continuous and nonnegative function
on [0,∞) that is allowed to blow up at the origin and bounded at infinity. We highlight that the case of
continuous, bounded and nonmonotone functions g, h is covered by the above assumptions and by [5].

This type of problems has also been studied as a model for the level set formulation as explain in [16] for the
inverse mean curvature flow, as done initially in [18], in order to prove the well-known Penrose inequality for
a single black hole.

Our aim is proving the existence of finite energy solutions of (1.1); i.e. a function u ∈ BV (Ω), which is the
space where such problems are naturally built-in in case of smooth nonlinear terms and data.

Problems involving natural growth gradient terms are widely studied in the literature in the case of p-growth,
namely

{

−∆pu+ g(u)|∇u|p = h(u)f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω.
(1.2)
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2 F. BALDUCCI

In this case, despite the irregularity of the datum f ∈ L1(Ω), the existence of a finite-energy solution in W
1,p
0 (Ω)

is ensured by the presence of the regularizing gradient term, as shown in [6, 7].

We want to explore the interplay between the first order and possibly singular absorption term involving g and
the zero order and possibly singular nonlinearity h in presence of a datum f ∈ LN(Ω) and the game between
the explosion range of g and h at the origin. The problem (1.2) was already studied in the case of the laplacian
operator (i.e. p = 2) in [4] with g(s) ∼ s−θ with θ > 0 near the origin and h ≡ 1 where the condition for the
existence result of finite energy solutions is θ < 2; later the result was extended to p−laplacian case provided
θ < p in [22].

Let us briefly discuss the literature concerning the existence of solution for the 1−laplacian operator, one
usually solves the corresponding problem with the operator p−laplacian, finds uniform estimates in p, and
then lets p tend to 1.
In order to give sense to the 1−laplacian operator in [2] the authors used the Anzellotti theory of pairings
(z,Du) of L∞−divergence−measure vector fields z and the gradient of a BV function u; the vector field
z ∈ DM∞(Ω) (see Section 2 for more details) is such that ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1 and (z,Du) = |Du|, in this way z

plays the role of the singular quotient Du
|Du|

. Furthermore, the datum on the boundary is not attained in the

classical sense, as it involves the trace of the vector field z on the boundary ∂Ω (for more details, see Remark
3.2).

If g ≡ 0 and h ≡ 1, it is well known that u ≡ 0 if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < S−1
1 , where S1 is the constant defined in Theorem

2.1 (for more details see [10]); instead in [19] the authors proved that u ≡ ∞ in a subset of the domain with
positive Lebesgue measure if ‖f‖LN (Ω) > S−1

1 .

The case with g ≡ 0 and h(s) ∼ s−γ with γ > 0 near the origin is discussed in [12]. The solution of this

problem exists when ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1 and in particular it is shown that u > 0 a.e. if h(0) = ∞.

The case with h ≡ 1 and g is a nonnegative and continuous function is analyzed in [17]. The presence of
a gradient term introduced some regularizing effects such as there is no jump part in Du and no smallness
condition for the norm of ‖f‖LN (Ω) is needed in order to obtain existence of solutions. Finally, the data is

pointwise assumed HN−1 on the boundary.

In conclusion, in [5] we can see all the regularizing effects described previously due to the presence of the
functions g and h, we highlight that there exists a solution in BV (Ω) because γ ≤ 1 and the datum is
pointwise assumed on the boundary because g is a continuous, positive and bounded function.

Our aim is generalizing the condition on θ when g(s) ∼ s−θ near the origin with the presence of a singular
zero−order term on the right-side in the context of 1−laplacian operator; the conditions found on θ and γ

generalize the ones found in [4, 22], in fact we assume that 0 ≤ θ < 1 to gain the integrability of the function
g near the origin and θ+ γ ≤ 1, moreover there is no smallness assumption on ‖f‖LN (Ω) for the existence of a

finite energy solution u ∈ BV (Ω) (for further details on the significance of these hypotheses, refer Remark 3.4
).

Let us summarize the contents present of this paper. In Section 2 we introduce the notation and we give
preparatory tools. In Section 3 we present the main assumptions and results. Finally, in Section 4, we discuss
the case of a nonnegative f ∈ LN (Ω).

2. Notation and preparatory tools

In this paper, we denote by Ω ⊂ R
N , with N ≥ 2, an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. We indicate

with |E| the N−dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set E, whereas HN−1(∂E) means the (N−1)−dimensional
Hausdorff measure.
M(Ω) is the space of Radon measures with finite total variation over Ω. Mloc(Ω) is its local counterpart, i.e.
the space of Radon measures with locally finite total variation on Ω.

Let us introduce the truncation functions, fixed k > 0:

Tk(s) :=











−k if s < −k,

s if |s| ≤ k,

k if s > k,

(2.1)

and Gk : R → R is

Gk(s) := s− Tk(s). (2.2)

Furthermore, for a fixed δ > 0, we define another type of truncation function Vδ : [0,∞) → [0, 1]

Vδ(s) :=











1 0 ≤ s ≤ δ,
2δ−s

δ
δ < s < 2δ,

0 s ≥ 2δ.

(2.3)
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In the entire paper, we use the following notation
ˆ

Ω

f :=

ˆ

Ω

f(x) dx.

Moreover, we denote by C0
b (Ω) the space of continuous and bounded real functions.

Finally, by C we mean several positive constants whose value change from line to line or on the same line whose
value does not depend on the indexes of introduced sequence, but it only depends on the data. In particular,
we will not relabel an extracted subsequence.

2.1. Essential properties of BV functions. The set of bounded variation functions is

BV (Ω) := {u ∈ L
1(Ω) : Du ∈ M(Ω)N},

where Du is the distributional gradient. BV (Ω) is a Banach space endowed with the norm

‖|u|‖BV (Ω) := ‖u‖L1(Ω) +

ˆ

Ω

|Du|,

where |Du| is the total variation of the vector measure Du. However in the paper we use the following equivalent
norm

‖u‖BV (Ω) :=

ˆ

∂Ω

|u| dHN−1 +

ˆ

Ω

|Du| .

Furthermore we recall the following embedding Theorem.

Theorem 2.1. The embeddings BV (Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω) are compact for every 1 ≤ p < N
N−1

. The embedding

BV (Ω) →֒ L
N

N−1 (Ω) is continuous and S1 is the best constant of this embedding, i.e. for every u ∈ BV (Ω), it
holds

‖u‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

≤ S1‖u‖BV (Ω). (2.4)

Let us state the compactness result for BV−functions ([1, Theorem 3.23]).

Theorem 2.2. Consider a sequence of functions un uniformly bounded with respect to n ∈ N in ‖ · ‖BV (Ω).

Then there exists u ∈ BV (Ω) such that un → u strongly in L1(Ω) and Dun ⇀ Du *−weakly in M(Ω).

Now we state another important result for BV−functions (see for instance [1, Proposition 3.6]).

Lemma 2.3. Let consider a sequence un ∈ BV (Ω) such that un → u strongly in L1(Ω) with u ∈ BV (Ω).
Then

ˆ

Ω

|Du|ϕ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

|Dun|ϕ for all 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
1
c (Ω).

For a function u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), we denote with Lu the set of its Lebesgue points, with Su = Ω\Lu and with Ju the

jump set. In particular if u ∈ BV (Ω) the set Su \ Ju is HN−1−negligible, hence u is well defined HN−1−a.e.
In this case u can be identified with the precise representative u∗ which is

u
∗(x) :=

{

ũ(x) if x ∈ Lu,
u+(x)+u−(x)

2
if x ∈ Ju,

where ũ is the Lebesgue’s representative of u, u+ and u− are the approximate limits of u.
When Dju = 0, it means that HN−1(Ju) = 0 or, equivalently, that Du = D̃u where D̃u is the absolutely
continuous part of Du with respect to the Lebesgue measure. As a consequence, we will denote the precise
representative with u instead of u∗, without ambiguity, when we integrate against a measure absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to HN−1.

Finally, let us remember an important property for BV - functions (for more details see [23, Theorem 5.14.4])
which ensures that they are finite HN−1- a.e. x ∈ Ω.

Lemma 2.4. Let u ∈ BV (Ω), then it holds

lim
r→0

1

|Br(x0)|

ˆ

Br(x0)

u(x) = u(x0), (2.5)

for HN−1-a.e. x0 ∈ Ω, where Br(x0) := {x ∈ Ω : |x− x0| < r}.

For more details on BV−functions see [1, Chapter 3].
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2.2. The Anzellotti-Chen-Frid theory. Let us present the L∞−divergence−measure vector fields theory
discussed, for the first time, in [3] and [9]. We introduce the space

DM∞(Ω) := {z ∈ L
∞(Ω)N : div z ∈ M(Ω)},

and its local version DM∞
loc(Ω) which is the set of bounded vector fields with divergence in Mloc(Ω). First we

remember that for z ∈ DM∞(Ω) the distributional divergence div z is absolutely continuous with respect to
HN−1.

In [3] Anzellotti introduced the distribution (z,Dv) : C1
c (Ω) → R such that

〈(z,Dv), ϕ〉 := −

ˆ

Ω

v
∗
ϕdiv z −

ˆ

Ω

vz · ∇ϕ, (2.6)

where z ∈ DM∞(Ω) and v ∈ BV (Ω)∩C0
b (Ω). Subsequently, different authors extended the previous definition

of pairing to vector fields in z ∈ DM∞(Ω) and functions in v ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), since v∗ ∈ L∞(Ω,div z) (see
for instance [8, 20]). Furthermore formula (2.6) is well posed if z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω) and v ∈ BVloc(Ω)∩L1
loc(Ω,div z),

as proven in [13]; the authors showed that

|〈(z,Dv), ϕ〉| ≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(A)‖z‖L∞(A)N

ˆ

A

|Dv| ,

for all open sets A ⊂⊂ Ω and for all ϕ ∈ C1
c (A). Moreover, it holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

B

(z,Dv)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

ˆ

B

|(z,Dv)| ≤ ||z||L∞(A)N

ˆ

B

|Dv| , (2.7)

for all Borel sets B and for all open sets A such that B ⊂ A ⊂ Ω, which means that the measure (z,Dv) is
absolutely continuous with respect to |Dv|.

Further, under the same assumptions for z and v we indicate by λ(z,Dv, x) the Radon-Nikodým derivative of
(z,Dv) with respect to |Dv|, hence we can affirm that

(z,Dv) = λ(z,Dv, x)|Dv| as measures in Ω.

Let us highlight that, if z ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω) and v ∈ BVloc(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω)

div(vz) = (z,Dv) + v
∗ div z as measures in Ω, (2.8)

where we underline that, as a consequence, vz ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω).

In [3] it is shown that every z ∈ DM∞(Ω) has a weak trace on ∂Ω of its normal component denoted as [z, ν],
where ν(x) is the outward normal unit vector defined for HN−1−a.e. x ∈ ∂Ω. Also we recall that

‖[z, ν]‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ,

and if we take v ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), it holds

v[z, ν] = [vz, ν] HN−1−a.e. on ∂Ω, (2.9)

as proved in [8].

Now we are able to state the generalized Gauss-Green formula for L∞−divergence−measure vector fields which
in the form we present is proved in [13].

Lemma 2.5. Let z ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω) and v ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) such that v∗ ∈ L1(Ω,div z). Then vz ∈ DM∞(Ω)

and the following formula holds:
ˆ

Ω

v
∗ d div z +

ˆ

Ω

(z,Dv) =

ˆ

∂Ω

[vz, ν] dHN−1
. (2.10)

For our scope, we also need the following definition of pairing measures, as defined in [18]. Let us consider
β : R → R a locally Lipschitz function and let v ∈ BVloc(Ω). Let us define

β(v)# :=











1

v+ − v−

ˆ v+

v−

β(s) ds if x ∈ Jv ,

β(v) otherwise.

We emphasize that β(v)# coincides with β(v)∗ on the jump set of the function v if and only if β(s) = s.
Let z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω) and v ∈ BVloc(Ω) satisfy β(v) ∈ BVloc(Ω) ∩ L∞
loc(Ω). We introduce the distribution

(

z,Dβ(v)#
)

: C1
c (Ω) → R such that

〈(z,Dβ(v)#), ϕ〉 := −

ˆ

Ω

β(v)#ϕ div z −

ˆ

Ω

β(v)z · ∇ϕ. (2.11)
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Such pairing constitutes a well-defined measure (refer to, for instance, [18, Lemma 2.5]), which is absolutely
continuous with respect to HN−1 and

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

B

(z,Dβ(v)#)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

ˆ

B

|(z,Dβ(v)#)| ≤ ‖z‖L∞(A)N

ˆ

B

|Dβ(v)|, (2.12)

for all Borel sets B and for all open sets A such that B ⊂ A ⊂ Ω.

Let us finally state the chain rule formula as given in [1, Theorem 3.99].

Lemma 2.6. Let v ∈ BV (Ω) and let Φ : R → R be a Lipschitz function. Then w = Φ(v) ∈ BV (Ω) and

Dw = Φ′(v)#Dv. (2.13)

In particular, if Djv = 0, then

D̃w = Φ′(v)D̃v. (2.14)

Now let us assert two properties of the pairing defined in (2.6) for bounded variation functions without jump
part (see for instance [15, Lemma 2.6]).

Lemma 2.7. Let z ∈ DM∞(Ω) and u, v ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) such that Dju = Djv = 0. Then

(z,D(uv)) = u(z,Dv) + v(z,Du) = (uz,Dv) + (vz,Du). (2.15)

We conclude this section with a lemma which is an improvement of the one in [21]; it is a regularity result for
a vector field in z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω).

Lemma 2.8. Let 0 ≤ f̃ ∈ L1
loc(Ω), let σ ∈ M(Ω) a measure absolutely continuous with respect to HN−1 and

let z ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω) such that

−div z + σ = f̃ in D′(Ω), (2.16)

then

div z ∈ M(Ω). (2.17)

Proof. We choose 0 ≤ v ∈ W
1,1
0 (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and we let ϕn ∈ C1

c (Ω) be a sequence of nonnegative

functions converging to v strongly in W
1,1
0 (Ω). Picking out ϕn as a test function in (2.16), we obtain
ˆ

Ω

z · ∇ϕn +

ˆ

Ω

ϕnσ =

ˆ

Ω

f̃ϕn.

Our aim is taking the limit as n tends to infinity in the previous equality.
For the first term on the left-hand side, it is sufficient observing that z ∈ L∞(Ω)N and ϕn → v strongly in

W
1,1
0 (Ω).

In the second one, we pass to the limit through the Lebesgue Theorem because ϕn → v σ−a. e., since σ ∈ M(Ω)

is absolutely continuous with respect to HN−1 and ϕn → v strongly in W
1,1
0 (Ω).

For the right-hand side using the Fatou Lemma, we gain
ˆ

Ω

f̃v ≤

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇v +

ˆ

Ω

vσ. (2.18)

Now we take ṽ ∈ W 1,1(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and by virtue of a Gagliardo Lemma (see [3, Lemma 5.5]), there
exists wn ∈ W 1,1(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) such that

• wn|∂Ω = ṽ|∂Ω,
• ‖wn‖L∞(Ω) ≤ ‖ṽ‖L∞(∂Ω),

•
´

Ω
|∇wn| ≤

´

∂Ω
ṽ dHN−1 + 1

n
,

• wn → 0 a.e. in Ω.

Taking |ṽ − wn| ∈ W
1,1
0 (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as a test function in (2.18), we get
ˆ

Ω

f̃ |ṽ − wn| ≤

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇|ṽ − wn|+

ˆ

Ω

|ṽ − wn|σ

≤‖z‖L∞(Ω)N

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇ṽ|+

ˆ

Ω

|∇wn|

)

+ 2|σ|(Ω)‖ṽ‖L∞(Ω)

≤‖z‖L∞(Ω)N

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇ṽ|+

ˆ

∂Ω

ṽ dHN−1 +
1

n

)

+ 2|σ|(Ω)‖ṽ‖L∞(Ω).

Taking limit as n tends to infinity, from the Fatou Lemma, we have
ˆ

Ω

f̃ ṽ ≤ ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇ṽ|+

ˆ

∂Ω

ṽ dHN−1

)

+ 2|σ|(Ω)‖ṽ‖L∞(Ω). (2.19)

Then, fixing ṽ ≡ 1 in (2.19), one gets that f̃ ∈ L1(Ω). Therefore this implies (2.17). �
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Remark 2.9. As a direct consequence of Lemma 2.8, we can extend the space of test function to BV (Ω) ∩
L∞(Ω) for the equation (2.16), it can show through a density argument, it holds

ˆ

Ω

(z,Dv)−

ˆ

∂Ω

v[z, ν]dHN−1 +

ˆ

Ω

v
∗
σ =

ˆ

Ω

f̃ v for all v ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L
∞(Ω).

3. Main assumptions and results for f > 0

In this section we deal with existence of solutions to
{

−∆1u+ g(u)|Du| = h(u)f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(3.1)

where Ω ⊂ R
N , with N ≥ 2, is an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary, ∆1u := div

(

Du
|Du|

)

is the

1−laplacian operator. Firstly, we study the case with 0 < f ∈ LN (Ω).

The function g : [0,∞) → (0,∞] is continuous and such that

∃0 ≤ θ < 1, c1, s1 > 0 : g(s) ≤
c1

sθ
for all s ≤ s1, (3.2)

and

lim inf
s→∞

g(s) > 0. (3.3)

Moreover h : [0,∞) → [0,∞] is a continuous function such that h(0) > 0 and

∃0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, c2, s2 > 0 : h(s) ≤
c2

sγ
for all s ≤ s2, (3.4)

and we require

h, g ∈ C
0
b ([δ,∞)),∀δ > 0. (3.5)

Furthermore we introduce the function Γ : R → R

Γ(s) :=

ˆ s

0

g(σ) dσ. (3.6)

We set the following quantities which are also useful in the next proofs

gk(∞) := sup
s∈[k,∞)

g(s) and g(∞) := lim sup
s→∞

g(s) < ∞,

hk(∞) := sup
s∈[k,∞)

h(s) and h(∞) := lim sup
s→∞

h(s) < ∞.

Let us highlight that the classical case g, h ≡ 1 is covered by the above assumptions as γ, θ could be zero.

Now we precise how the concept of distributional solution for problem (3.1) is intended.

Definition 3.1. Let 0 < f ∈ LN (Ω). A nonnegative u ∈ BV (Ω) is a distributional solution to (3.1) if Dju = 0,
g(u) ∈ L1

loc(Ω, |Du|) and h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and if there exists a vector field z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω), with ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1
such that

− div z + g(u)|Du| = h(u)f as measures in Ω, (3.7)

(z,DTk(u)) = |DTk(u)| in D′(Ω) for any k > 0, (3.8)

and

u(x) = 0 for HN−1−a.e. x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.9)

Remark 3.2. Let us briefly discuss Definition 3.1. Firstly, formulas (3.7) and (3.8) represent the weak manner
in which z plays the role of as the singular quotient Du

|Du|
.

Furthermore, (3.9) underscores that the boundary condition is assumed to hold pointwise. This is intrinsically
linked to the presence of the gradient term, as will be examined later. It is now widely recognized that solutions
to 1-Laplace Dirichlet problems typically do not satisfy the pointwise enforcement of boundary conditions when
g ≡ 0 (see, for instance, [12, 17, 21]). In such cases, the weaker condition

u ([z, ν] + sgn(u)) = 0 HN−1-a.e. on ∂Ω

is usually imposed. This condition essentially asserts that either u has a zero trace, or the weak trace of the
normal component of z attains the minimal possible slope at the boundary.

Finally, we highlight that if h(0) = ∞, since h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω), it follows that {u = 0} ⊆ {f = 0}. Therefore,

given f > 0, we deduce that u > 0.

At this point we state the main result of this section.
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Theorem 3.3. Let g be positive and satisfy (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5), let h satisfy (3.4) and (3.5) such that
0 ≤ θ < 1, 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, and θ + γ ≤ 1 and let 0 < f ∈ LN (Ω). Then there exists a solution to problem (3.1) in
the sense of Definition 3.1.
Moreover if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, then u ∈ L∞(Ω).

Remark 3.4. Let us spend few words on the statements of Theorem 3.3.

Initially, the condition (3.3) is necessary for the existence of the function u (for more details see Lemma 3.5).

We emphasize that the assumption regarding the exponent θ is necessary for the integrability of the function g.
In contrast, the statement concerning γ is natural for solution to be globally in BV (Ω), in fact when g ≡ 0 and
γ > 1 the solutions are only locally in BV (Ω) (for more details see [12]). Additionally, the condition θ+ γ ≤ 1
and f ∈ LN (Ω) are crucial to have Γ(u) ∈ BV (Ω) (see Lemma 3.5), where Γ is the function defined in (3.6).

We underline that the positivity of the function g is necessary for Γ to be increasing, which is essential to prove
that Dju = 0.

Finally, if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, we can show that u ∈ L∞(Ω) through a Stampacchia’s method, as a
consequence fixing k > ‖u‖L∞(Ω), (3.8) becomes

(z,Du) = |Du| as measures in Ω.

3.1. Approximation scheme and existence of a limit function. We find a solution of the problem (3.1)
by approximation, let us consider

{

−∆1un + gn(un)|Dun| = h(un)f in Ω,

un = 0 on ∂Ω,
(3.10)

where gn(s) := Tn(g(s)) for any s ∈ [0,∞), n ∈ N and Tn is the truncation function defined in (2.1).

It follows from [5, Theorem 4.4] that there exists a solution to (3.10), i.e. there exists zn ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω) with

‖zn‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1 and a nonnegative function un ∈ BV (Ω) such that Djun = 0, gn(un) ∈ L1(Ω, |Dun|) and

h(un)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) such that

−div zn + gn(un)|Dun| = h(un)f as measures in Ω, (3.11)

(zn, DTk(un)) = |DTk(un)| as measures in Ω, for any k > 0, (3.12)

and

un(x) = 0 for HN−1−a.e. x ∈ ∂Ω. (3.13)

Now we estimate un and Γn(un) in BV (Ω), where, for every n ∈ N, Γn : R → R is such that

Γn(s) :=

ˆ s

0

gn(σ) dσ.

Lemma 3.5. Let g be positive and satisfying (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5). Let h satisfy (3.4) and (3.5) such that
0 ≤ θ < 1, 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and θ + γ ≤ 1, and let 0 < f ∈ LN (Ω). Finally let un be a solution to (3.10).
Then un, Γn(un) are uniformly bounded with respect to n in BV (Ω), there exists C1, C2 > 0 independent of
n ∈ N such that

‖un‖BV (Ω) ≤ C1, (3.14)

and

‖Γn(un)‖BV (Ω) ≤ C2, (3.15)

and h(un)f is uniformly bounded with respect to n ∈ N in L1(ω), for every ω ⊂⊂ Ω.
Moreover if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, then un is uniformly bounded in L∞(Ω).

Proof. We first show that un is bounded in BV (Ω) with respect to n ∈ N. Without losing generality, we can
assume that s1 = s2 = s and c1 = c2 = c, where s1, s2, c1, c2 are the constants introduced in (3.2) and (3.4).

We choose T1(un) ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as a test function in (3.11) which is an admissible choice thanks to
Remark 2.9.
Initially we note that

−

ˆ

Ω

div zn T1(un)
(2.10),(3.13)

=

ˆ

Ω

(zn, DT1(un))
(3.12)
=

ˆ

Ω

|DT1(un)|
(2.14)
=

ˆ

{un≤1}

|Dun|, (3.16)

which is possible because un is nonnegative. For the integral on the right-hand side, we deduce
ˆ

Ω

h(un)fT1(un)
(3.4)

≤

ˆ

{un≤s}

c

u
γ
n

fun +

ˆ

{un>s}

h(un)f
(3.5)

≤
(

cs
1−γ + hs(∞)

)

‖f‖L1(Ω), (3.17)
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where we highlight that the right-hand side is a constant independent of n ∈ N. Putting together (3.16) and
(3.17) in (3.11) with T1(un) as a test function , we gain

ˆ

{un≤1}

|Dun|+

ˆ

{un≤1}

gn(un)|Dun|un +

ˆ

{un>1}

gn(un)|Dun| ≤ C. (3.18)

At this point we stress that as a consequence of (3.3), we can assure that there exists η > 0 such that

inf
s∈(1,∞)

g(s) > η > 0,

so applying (3.5) in (3.18), we can affirm that

min

{

1, inf
s∈(1,∞)

g(s)

}

(

ˆ

{un≤1}

|Dun|+

ˆ

{un>1}

|Dun|

)

≤ C,

hence, we have proven (3.14).

Now we focus on proving that Γn(un) is uniformly bounded with respect to n ∈ N in BV (Ω). First of all, we
want to show

(zn, DΓn(Tk(un))) = |DΓn(Tk(un))| as measures in Ω. (3.19)

From the definition of λ(zn,Γn(Tk(un)), x) we know that

(zn, DΓn(Tk(un))) = λ(zn,Γn(Tk(un)), x)|DΓn(Tk(un))| as measures in Ω,

by [11, Proposition 4.5 (iii)] for every k > 0, we gain

λ(zn, DΓn(Tk(un)), x) = λ(zn, DTk(un), x) = 1 |DΓn(Tk(un)))|−a.e.,

where we recall that λ(zn, DTk(un), x) = 1 |DTk(un)|−a.e. from (3.12), hence we get (3.19).
Subsequently, we take Γn(Tk(un)) ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) with k > s as a test function in the equation (3.11),
which is an admissible choice by Remark 2.9, first we show that

−

ˆ

Ω

div zn Γn(Tk(un))
(2.10),(3.13)

=

ˆ

Ω

(zn, DΓn(Tk(un)))
(3.19)
=

ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(Tk(un))|. (3.20)

Hence putting (3.20) in (3.11) with Γn(Tk(un)) as a test function , we have
ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(Tk(un))| ≤

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fΓn(Tk(un)) ≤
c2

1− θ

ˆ

{un≤s}

u
1−θ−γ
n f

+ hs(∞)gs(∞)‖f‖LN (Ω)‖un‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

(2.4)

≤
c2s1−θ−γ

1− θ
‖f‖L1(Ω)

+ S1hs(∞)gs(∞)‖un‖BV (Ω)‖f‖LN (Ω)

(3.14)

≤ C‖f‖LN (Ω),

where we have used (3.2), (3.4), (3.5) and Hölder’s inequality.
We point out that the previous integral is uniformly bounded with respect to n ∈ N and k > s, since 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1,
0 ≤ θ < 1 and θ + γ ≤ 1, hence through Lemma 2.3, one can take k → ∞ yielding to

ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(un)| ≤ C‖f‖LN (Ω),

therefore we get (3.15) (recall that un = 0HN−1−a.e. on ∂Ω which is guaranteed in (3.13)).

Now we show that h(un)f is uniformly bounded with respect to n ∈ N in L1(ω) for every ω ⊂⊂ Ω. We choose
0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω) such that ϕ ≡ 1 in ω as a test function in (3.11); then it follows from (3.15) that
ˆ

ω

h(un)fϕ ≤

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(un)|ϕ ≤ ‖∇ϕ‖L1(Ω)N + C‖f‖LN (Ω)‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω), (3.21)

where we also used that ‖zn‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1.

Finally let us demonstrate that un is uniformly bounded with respect to n in L∞(Ω); we stress that the
condition on the smallness of norm ‖f‖LN (Ω) is crucial for this estimate.

Let us take Gk(Tr(un)) ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) where Gk is the function defined (2.2) with r > k > s as a test
function in (3.11); it is an admissible choice due to Remark 2.9, we obtain

ˆ

Ω

(zn, DGk(Tr(un))) ≤

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fGk(un) ≤ hk(∞) ‖f‖LN (Ω)‖Gk(un)‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

, (3.22)

where we also used (2.10) and (3.13). Through [11, Proposition 4.5 (iii)], we deduce that

λ(zn, DGk(Tr(un)), x) = λ(zn, DTr(un), x) = 1 |DGk(Tr(un))|−a.e.

since Gk is a non-decreasing function, hence we can affirm that

(zn, DGk(Tr(un))) = |DGk(Tr(un))| as measures in Ω, (3.23)
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because |DGk(Tr(un))| is an absolutely continuous measure with respect to |DTr(un)|.
Gathering (3.23) into (3.22), it yields

ˆ

{k≤un≤r}

|Dun| =

ˆ

Ω

|DGk(Tr(un))| ≤ hk(∞)‖f‖LN (Ω)‖Gk(un)‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

,

where we have applied Lemma 2.6, since Gk, Tr are Lipschitz functions and Djun = 0. Due to the Lebesgue
Theorem and Theorem 2.1, taking r at infinity, we have

S−1
1 ‖Gk(un)‖

L
N

N−1 (Ω)
≤ hk(∞)‖f‖LN (Ω)‖Gk(un)‖

L
N

N−1 (Ω)
.

Under the assumption that ‖f‖LN (Ω)S1h(∞) < 1, we can pick k ∈ N sufficiently large such that S−1
1 −

‖f‖LN (Ω)hk(∞) > C > 0 for a constant C which is independent of n ∈ N. Therefore, we get

‖Gk(un)‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

≤ 0,

which means that
‖un‖L∞(Ω) ≤ k,

where k > 0 is a constant independent of n ∈ N. �

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.5, there exists a nonnegative u ∈ BV (Ω) such that un

converges to u (up to subsequence) in Lq(Ω) for every q < N
N−1

and Dun converges to Du *−weakly as
measures.
Moreover Γ(u) ∈ BV (Ω) and Γn(un) converges to Γ(u) (up to subsequence) in Lq(Ω) for every q < N

N−1
and

DΓn(un) converges to DΓ(u) *−weakly as measures.
Finally if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, then u is also bounded.

3.2. Identification of the vector field z. Now we show the existence of the vector field z.

Lemma 3.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.5, it holds h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and there exists z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω)
such that

−div
(

ze−Γ(u)
)

= h(u)fe−Γ(u) as measures in Ω, (3.24)

and
−div z + |DΓ(u)| ≤ h(u)f as measures in Ω, (3.25)

Moreover u > 0 a.e. in Ω and Dju = 0.

Proof. Let us observe that h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) simply follows from (3.21) after an application of the Fatou Lemma.

Firstly we consider zn ∈ DM∞(Ω), the vector field which plays the role of Dun

|Dun|
. We remember that zn is

uniformly bounded with respect to n in L∞(Ω)N , since ‖zn‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1.

Therefore this is sufficient to deduce the existence of z ∈ L∞(Ω)N such that, up to subsequences, zn con-
verges *−weakly in L∞(Ω)N to z, as n tends to infinity; in particular by weak lower semi-continuity, it holds
‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1.

Let us focus on (3.24). It follows from [5, Proposition 4.3] that

− div
(

zne
−Γn(un)

)

= h(un)fe
−Γn(un) as measures in Ω, (3.26)

as a consequence, (3.24) is shown once we have taken n to infinity in (3.26).
We pick 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω) as a test function in (3.26), for the left-hand side we have

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ e−Γn(un) =

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇ϕ e−Γ(u)
, (3.27)

which simply follows since zn ⇀ z *−weakly in L∞(Ω)N and e−Γn(un) → e−Γ(u) strongly in L1(Ω) through
the Lebesgue Theorem. Now it remains to show that

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(u)fe−Γ(u)
ϕ. (3.28)

We distinguish two cases: if h is finite at the origin then the passage to limit is a simple consequence of the
Lebesgue Theorem. Hence, without losing generality, we assume h(0) = ∞.
We split the integral as follows

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ =

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ+

ˆ

{un>δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ, (3.29)

where δ 6∈ {η : |{u = η}| > 0} which is at most a countable set.
We highlight that u > 0 almost everywhere in Ω since h(0) = ∞ and h(u)f ∈ L1

loc(Ω), hence {u = 0} ⊆ {f = 0}
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which is Lebesgue negligible because f > 0 a.e.
Applying twice the Lebesgue Theorem on the second term of right-hand side of (3.29),we gain

lim
δ→0

lim
n→∞

ˆ

{un>δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ = lim
δ→0

ˆ

{u>δ}

h(u)fe−Γ(u)
ϕ

u>0
=

ˆ

Ω

h(u)fe−Γ(u)
ϕ, (3.30)

since

χ{un>δ}h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ ≤ hδ(∞)fϕ ∈ L
1(Ω),

and

χ{u>δ}h(u)fe
−Γ(u)

ϕ ≤ h(u)fϕ ∈ L
1(Ω).

Now we prove

lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ = 0, (3.31)

which yields (3.28) in virtue of (3.30).

We fix Vδ(un)e
−Γn(un)ϕ ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω) and Vδ is the truncation function defined

in (2.3) as a test function in (3.11). It is an admissible choice since e−Γn(un), Vδ(un) ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and
BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) is an algebra (see for instance [1, Remark 3.10]). We obtain

ˆ

Ω

(zn, DVδ(un))e
−Γn(un)

ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

(

zn, De−Γn(un)
)

Vδ(un)ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ e−Γn(un)
Vδ(un)

+

ˆ

Ω

gn(un)|Dun|e
−Γn(un)

Vδ(un)ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

Vδ(un)ϕ,

(3.32)

where we also use (2.10), (2.15) and (3.13).
We underline that for a solution un of the problem (3.10) found in [5, Theorem 4.4] by virtue of [5, Lemma
4.7], it holds

(

zn, D
(

−e−Γn(un)
))

= |De−Γn(un)| as measures in Ω.

As direct consequence of the previous equality and the fact that Djun = 0, it yields
ˆ

Ω

(

zn, De−Γn(un)
)

Vδ(un)ϕ = −

ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(un)|e
−Γn(un)

Vδ(un)ϕ. (3.33)

Moreover by (3.12) and Djun = 0, we get
ˆ

Ω

(zn, DVδ(un))e
−Γn(un)

ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

V
′
δ (un) (zn, DT2δ(un)) e

−Γn(un)
ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

V
′
δ (un)|DT2δ(un)|e

−Γn(un)
ϕ ≤ 0,

(3.34)
where we also use Lemma 2.6 and (2.10).
Putting (3.33) and (3.34) in (3.32), we have

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ ≤

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ e−Γn(un)
Vδ(un).

Through the *−weak convergence of zn ⇀ z in L∞(Ω)N and the Lebesgue Theorem, it follows that

lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ ≤ lim
δ→0

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕe−Γn(un)
Vδ(un) ≤

ˆ

{u=0}

z · ∇ϕe−Γ(u) u>0
= 0,

which demonstrates (3.31). Moreover putting together (3.27) and (3.28), it yields (3.24).

Now we show (3.25), it is enough to take limit as n tends to infinity in (3.11). Firstly we analyze the left-hand
side, the first integral take limit due to the *−weak convergence of the vector field zn. For the second one, we
have

ˆ

Ω

|DΓ(u)|ϕ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

|DΓn(un)|ϕ, for all 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
1
c (Ω),

due to Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 2.3.
For the right-hand side we reason analogously as in the proof of (3.28), indeed we have that (δ < 1)

lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fϕ ≤ lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

e−Γ(1)

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fe
−Γn(un)

ϕ = 0, (3.35)

this concludes the proof of (3.25).
As consequence of (3.25), it gives that z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω).
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Finally, we prove Dju = 0. We highlight that JΓ(u) = Ju because Γ is an increasing function since g is positive,

in particular we use the pairing introduced in (2.11) with β(s) = −e−s and v = Γ(u), we obtain
(

e−Γ(u)
)#

|DΓ(u)|
(3.25)

≤ e−Γ(u)
h(u)f +

(

e−Γ(u)
)#

div z
(3.24)
= −div

(

ze−Γ(u)
)

+
(

e−Γ(u)
)#

div z

(2.6)
=

(

z,D
(

−e−Γ(u)
)#
)

(2.7)

≤
∣

∣

∣
D
(

−e−Γ(u)
)
∣

∣

∣
=
(

e−Γ(u)
)#

|DΓ(u)| in D′(Ω),

(3.36)

where the last equality is a consequence of Lemma 2.6. Therefore, the previous implies
(

z,D
(

−e−Γ(u)
)#
)

=
∣

∣

∣
D
(

−e−Γ(u)
)∣

∣

∣
as measures in Ω.

As a direct consequence of the previous equality we can deduce that DjΓ(u) = 0 through [5, Lemma 2.3] with
α(s) = s, β(s) = −e−s, w = Γ(u) and (3.25).
Especially, we can affirm also that Dju = 0, because Γ is increasing since g is positive. �

3.3. Proof of the main existence result. Let us prove Theorem 3.3 as a consequence of the previous
Lemmas.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let us consider un a solution of the problem (3.10) given in [5, Theorem 4.4].
From Corollary 3.6, one has that there exists u ∈ BV (Ω) such that, up to subsequence, un converges almost
everywhere in Ω at u as n tends to infinity. Moreover in Lemma 3.7 we found that h(u)f ∈ L1

loc(Ω) and
Dju = 0. In addition, in the same lemma, we proved the existence of a vector field z ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω) such that
‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1.

To complete the proof, we verify that u and z satisfy (3.7), (3.8), (3.9) and g(u) ∈ L1
loc(Ω, |Du|).

Let us focus on proving (3.7), in (3.36) all the inequalities become equalities, consequently we conclude that

e−Γ(u) (− div z + |DΓ(u)|) = e−Γ(u)
h(u)f in D′(Ω),

recalling that e−Γ(u) > 0 HN−1-a.e. x ∈ Ω thanks to (2.5) because Γ(u) ∈ BV (Ω), as proven in Corollary 3.6,
we can deduce

− div z + |DΓ(u)| = h(u)f in D′(Ω). (3.37)

Now using [14, Lemma 2.4], we can affirm that

χ{u>0}|DΓ(u)| = g(u)χ{u>0}|Du| as measures in Ω,

by Lemma 3.7 and [14, Remark 2.5], we deduce

|DΓ(u)| = g(u)|Du| as measures in Ω, (3.38)

which implies that g(u) ∈ L1(Ω, |Du|).
Putting together (3.37) and (3.38), we can conclude that holds (3.7). We highlight that z ∈ DM∞(Ω) since it
holds Lemma 2.8.

Our next goal is proving (3.8). We take Tk(un)ϕ ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) as a test function in (3.11) with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈
C1

c (Ω), which is an admissible choice as stated in Remark 2.9, we have
ˆ

Ω

|DTk(un)|ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕTk(un) +

ˆ

Ω

gn(un)|Dun|Tk(un)ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fTk(un)ϕ, (3.39)

where we use (2.8) and (3.12).
To reach our objective, we take limit as n tends to infinity in (3.39). We name

Γ̃n(s) :=

ˆ s

0

Tk(σ)gn(σ) dσ,

hence the first and the third integral on left hand side of (3.39), pass to limit as n → ∞ by Lemma 2.3 (we

underline that Tk(un) → Tk(u) and Γ̃n(un) → Γ̃(u) strongly in L1(Ω) as a consequence of Corollary 3.6),
instead the second integral take limit as n → ∞ because zn ⇀ z ∗-weakly in L∞(Ω)N as stated in Lemma 3.7
and Tk(un) → Tk(u) strongly in L1(Ω) as proven in Corollary 3.6.
Finally, for the right hand side we reason analogously as in the proof of (3.28), indeed we have that (δ < 1)

lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fTk(un)ϕ ≤ k lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fϕ
(3.35)
= 0.

Hence, (3.39) becomes
ˆ

Ω

|DTk(u)|ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇ϕTk(u) +

ˆ

Ω

g(u)|Du|Tk(u)ϕ ≤

ˆ

Ω

h(u)fTk(u)ϕ, (3.40)

where we use
|DΓ̃(u)| = g(u)|Du|Tk(u) as measures in Ω,
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as a consequence of [14, Remark 2.5], |{u = 0}| = 0 and Dju = 0.
Recall Remark 2.9, we can expand the space of test function of (3.7) to BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), hence from (3.40),
we can deduce that

ˆ

Ω

|DTk(u)|ϕ ≤ −

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇ϕTk(u)−

ˆ

Ω

Tk(u)ϕ div z
(2.6)
=

ˆ

Ω

(z,DTk(u))ϕ,

which means

|DTk(u)| ≤ (z,DTk(u)) as measures in Ω, for any k > 0,

and, being the reverse inequality trivial, this proves (3.8).

Now it remains to show (3.9). In [5, Lemma 4.9] it is proven, for every k > 0, that
ˆ

∂Ω

([Tk(un)zn, ν] + Tk(un)) dH
N−1 +

ˆ

∂Ω

Γ̃n(un) dH
N−1 = 0. (3.41)

In particular, it follows from (2.9) and ‖zn‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1 that

|[Tk(un)zn, ν]| ≤ Tk(un) on ∂Ω. (3.42)

Therefore gathering (3.42) into (3.41), one yields
ˆ

∂Ω

Γ̃n(un) dH
N−1 = 0,

using the Fatou Lemma we gain
ˆ

∂Ω

Γ̃(u) dHN−1 ≤ 0,

so Γ̃(u) = 0 HN−1−a.e. on ∂Ω, as consequence it gives (3.9).

Finally if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, from Corollary 3.6, we can deduce that u ∈ L∞(Ω). This concludes the
proof. �

4. The case of a nonnegative f ∈ LN (Ω)

In this section we extend to the case of a nonnegative datum f ∈ LN (Ω). Let consider
{

−∆1u+ g(u)|Du| = h(u)f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(4.1)

with g, h satisfying (3.2) - (3.5); in particular we assume that h(0) = ∞.

In this case, as the solution is not expected to be positive, the notion of solution needs to be suitably adapted.

Definition 4.1. Let 0 ≤ f ∈ LN(Ω). A nonnegative u ∈ BV (Ω) is a solution to the problem (4.1) if
χ{u>0} ∈ BVloc(Ω), D

ju = 0, χ{u>0}g(u) ∈ L1
loc(Ω, |Du|), h(u)f ∈ L1

loc(Ω), and there exists z ∈ DM∞
loc(Ω)

with ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1 such that

−χ
∗
{u>0} div z + χ{u>0}g(u)|Du| = h(u)f as measures in Ω, (4.2)

(z,DTk(u)) = |DTk(u)| in D′(Ω) for any k > 0, (4.3)

and

u(x) = 0 for HN−1−a.e. in ∂Ω. (4.4)

Remark 4.2. Let us highlight the main difference with respect to Definition 3.1, i.e. the presence of the
characteristic function χ{u>0} in (4.2), because we cannot deduce that u > 0 a.e. in Ω from h(u)f ∈ L1

loc(Ω)
because the set {f = 0} is not Lebesgue negligible.

Theorem 4.3. Let g be positive and satisfying (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5). Let h satisfy (3.4) and (3.5) such that
0 ≤ θ < 1, 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and θ + γ ≤ 1 and let 0 ≤ f ∈ LN (Ω). Then there exists a solution to the problem (4.1)
in the sense of Definition 4.1.
Moreover if ‖f‖LN (Ω) < (S1h(∞))−1, then u ∈ L∞(Ω).

Proof. We only emphasize the few differences with the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Let us introduce the following approximation scheme
{

−∆1un + g(un)|Dun| = h(un)fn in Ω,

un = 0 on ∂Ω,
(4.5)

where fn(x) := max{ 1
n
, f(x)} for all x ∈ Ω. Thanks to Theorem 3.3 there exists zn ∈ DM∞

loc(Ω) and a positive

un ∈ BV (Ω) such that Djun = 0, g(un) ∈ L1(Ω, |Dun|), h(un)fn ∈ L1
loc(Ω) such that

−div zn + g(un)|Dun| = h(un)fn as measures in Ω,
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(zn, DTk(un)) = |DTk(un)| in D′(Ω) and for any k > 0,

and

un = 0 HN−1−a.e. on ∂Ω.

Initially, we want to prove (4.2), we repeat the same arguments of Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.6, it is possible
because we can extend the space of test functions to BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) thanks to Remark 2.9.

After, we take limit as n tends to infinity in the equation (3.24), which is

− div
(

zne
−Γ(un)

)

= h(un)fne
−Γ(un) in D′(Ω).

The first term passes to the limit by the Lebesgue Theorem. For the second term we split the integral into two
parts

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fne
−Γ(un)

ϕ =

ˆ

{un>δ}

h(un)fne
−Γ(un)

ϕ+

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fne
−Γ(un)

ϕ,

with δ 6∈ {η : |{u = η}| > 0} which is at most a countable set and 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω).

The first quantity passes to the limit as n tends to infinity and after as δ tends to 0 applying twice the Lebesgue
Theorem, thus we gain

lim
δ→0

lim
n→∞

ˆ

{un>δ}

h(un)fne
−Γ(un)

ϕ =

ˆ

{u>0}

h(u)fe−Γ(u)
ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(u)fe−Γ(u)
ϕ, (4.6)

where the last equality is guaranteed by the fact that h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω), hence {u = 0} ⊆ {f = 0}. Instead for

the second integral, it holds

0 ≤

ˆ

{un≤δ}

h(un)fne
−Γ(u)

ϕ for every n ∈ N, δ > 0. (4.7)

Hence putting together (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain

− div
(

ze−Γ(u)
)

≥ h(u)fe−Γ(u) as measures in Ω. (4.8)

Now we take (1− Vδ(un))ϕ ∈ BV (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω) as a test function in (4.5), it yields

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ (1− Vδ(un)) +

ˆ

Ω

(zn, D(1− Vδ(un)))ϕ+

ˆ

Ω

|DΓ(un)| (1− Vδ(un))ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fn (1− Vδ(un))ϕ,

where we want to pass to limit as n tends to infinity and δ tends to 0.
The first integral on the left-hand side passes to limit because zn ⇀ z *−weakly in L∞(Ω)N and 1−Vδ(un) →
χ{u>0} strongly in L1(Ω) by the Lebesgue Theorem, hence we gain

lim
δ→0

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

zn · ∇ϕ (1− Vδ(un)) =

ˆ

Ω

z · ∇ϕχ{u>0}. (4.9)

For the second integral on the left-hand side, we recall that

(zn, D(1− Vδ(un))) = (zn, D(1− Vδ(T2δ(un)))) as measures in Ω,

using [15, Lemma 2.3] we get

(zn, D(1− Vδ(T2δ(un)))) = |D (1− Vδ(T2δ(un)))| = |D(1− Vδ(un))|,

therefore applying twice Lemma 2.3, we can affirm
ˆ

Ω

|Dχ{u>0}|ϕ ≤ lim inf
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

|D(1− Vδ(un))|ϕ, (4.10)

which implies that χ{u>0} ∈ BVloc(Ω) because un are uniformly bounded in BV (Ω) with respect to n ∈ N.

Now we analyze the third integral on the left-hand side. Firstly we introduce the function Γ̂δ : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
such that

Γ̂δ(s) :=

ˆ s

0

g(t)(1− Vδ(t)) dt,

hence using twice Lemma 2.3, it yields
ˆ

Ω

|DΓ(u)|ϕ ≤ lim inf
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

|DΓ̂δ(un)|ϕ, (4.11)

because we highlight that
ˆ s

0

g(t)χ(0,∞)(t) dt =

ˆ s

0

g(t) dt.

Finally, the integral on the right-hand side passes to the limit through the Lebesgue Theorem, it holds

lim
δ→0

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

h(un)fn (1− Vδ(un))ϕ =

ˆ

Ω

h(u)fϕ, (4.12)
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where we remember that h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and {u = 0} ⊆ {f = 0}.

Putting together (4.9), (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12), we can conclude that

−div
(

χ{u>0}z
)

+
∣

∣Dχ{u>0}

∣

∣+ |DΓ(u)| ≤ h(u)f as measures in Ω. (4.13)

Since ‖z‖L∞(Ω)N ≤ 1, we observe that

−χ
∗
{u>0} div z

(2.8)
= −div

(

χ{u>0}z
)

+
(

z,Dχ{u>0}

)

≤ − div
(

χ{u>0}z
)

+ |Dχ{u>0}| as measures in Ω, (4.14)

as a consequence putting (4.14) into (4.13), we can affirm that

−χ
∗
{u>0} div z + |DΓ(u)| ≤ h(u)f as measures in Ω. (4.15)

Now we show that Dju = 0. We observe that

(e−Γ(u))#χ
∗
{u>0}|DΓ(u)|

(4.15)

≤ e−Γ(u)
h(u)fχ{u>0} + (e−Γ(u))#χ

∗
{u>0} div z

(4.8)

≤ − div
(

ze−Γ(u)
)

χ
∗
{u>0} + (e−Γ(u))#χ

∗
{u>0} div z

(2.11)
= χ

∗
{u>0}

(

z,D
(

−e−Γ(u)
)#
)

(2.12)

≤ χ
∗
{u>0}|De−Γ(u)|

(2.13)
= (e−Γ(u))#χ

∗
{u>0}|DΓ(u)|,

which means that

χ
∗
{u>0}

(

z,D(−e−Γ(u))#
)

= χ
∗
{u>0}|De−Γ(u)| as measures in Ω. (4.16)

Now we use a variation of [5, Lemma 2.3]: we observe that χ∗
{u>0} > 0 HN−1−a.e. on JΓ(u), hence from (4.16)

and (4.15) we can deduce that Dju = 0, where we highlight that {u = 0} ⊆ {f = 0} because h(u)f ∈ L1
loc(Ω)

and Γ(u) = 0 where u = 0. From now on, we repeat step-by-step the same arguments of Theorem 3.3, formulas
(??) involving χ∗

{u>0}, hence it holds

−χ
∗
{u>0} div z + |DΓ(u)| = h(u)f as measures in Ω,

thus applying [14, Lemma 2.4] we deduce (4.2).

Finally, we observe that (4.3) and (4.4) follow as in Theorem 3.3 and this concludes the proof. �
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