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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we study a class of nonlocal multi-phase variable exponent problems
within the framework of a newly introduced Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space. We
consider two problems, each distinguished by the type of nonlinearity it includes.
To establish the existence of at least one nontrivial solution for each problem, we
employ two different monotone operator methods.
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1. Introduction

In this article, we study the following nonlocal multi-phase variable exponent problem

u = 0 on 012,
(P)

{ —M (o7 (w)div(|VuP@ 2Ty 4 py ()| Vu| 1@ 2V + po(z)|Vu"®=2Vu) = fin Q,

with

e e e
ortu) = [ (Lp('x) +m<x>—'vq('x) +u2<x>—'vr('x) )daz,

where Q is a bounded domain in R (N > 2) with Lipschitz boundary;

f € WOI’T(Q)*; M is a C'-continuous nondecreasing function; p,q,7 € C.(Q)
with 1 < p(z) < q(z) <r(z); and 0 < p1(+), pa() € L=(Q).

The operator

div(|VulP@2Vu + p1 (2)|[ V| "@ 72V + po(2)| V)| @ 2Vw) (1)
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governs anisotropic and heterogeneous diffusion and is associated with the energy
functional

!Vu\p |Vul) V") 1T
u—>/< () ——— ) +M2(9U)7r(x) >dm, ue W, (Q). (2)

This operator is referred to as a “multi-phase” operator because it encapsulates
three distinct types of elliptic behavior within a unified framework. Such a structure
allows the model to describe phenomena where materials or processes exhibit varying
properties in different regions—for instance, materials that are harder in some areas
and softer in others.

The energy functional given in (2)) was first introduced in [1] for constant expo-
nents, where the authors established regularity results for multi-phase variational
problems. Later, |2] investigated Dirichlet problems driven by multi-phase operators
with variable exponents, providing a priori upper bounds for weak solutions. More
recently, [3] examined multi-phase operators with variable exponents, analyzing the
associated Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev spaces, extending Sobolev embedding results,
and establishing essential regularity properties. Additionally, they demonstrated
existence and uniqueness results for Dirichlet problems involving gradient-dependent
nonlinearity and derived local regularity estimates.

To provide historical context, we also discuss the development of double-phase op-
erators associated with the energy functional

ZH/ ('V“|p ()'wq) .. )

This type of functional was introduced in [4], and since then, numerous studies have
explored its properties and applications (see, e.g., |[53410]). The significance of this
model extends across multiple disciplines, underscoring its broad applicability.

While preparing this article, we could only find the paper [11] where a Kirchhoff-
type (i.e. nonlocal) problem involving a multi-phase operator with variable exponents
is studied. In this paper, the author investigate a Kirchhoff-type problem involving
a multi-phase operator with three variable exponents. The problem features a right-
hand side comprising a Carathéodory perturbation, which is defined locally, along
with a Kirchhoff term. By employing a generalized version of the symmetric mountain
pass theorem and leveraging recent a priori upper bounds for multi-phase problems,
the author establishes the existence of sequence of nontrivial solutions which con-
verges to zero in the corresponding Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space as well as in L™ ().

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we first provide some background
for the theory of variable Sobolev spaces I/VO1 P (m)(Q) and the Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev
space VVO1 ’H(Q), and then obtain a crucial auxiliary result. In Section 3, we set up the

first problem where we work with a general nonlinearity f € VVO1 ’T(Q)*, and obtain
the existence and uniqueness result for (). In Section 4, we study the second problem
where we specify the nonlinearity f as f = f(x,u, Vu), and obtain an existence result

for (P)).



2. Mathematical Background and Auxiliary Results

We start with some basic concepts of variable Lebesgue-Sobolev spaces. For more
details, and the proof of the following propositions, we refer the reader to [12-16].

Cy(Q)={heC(Q), h(z)>1foral zeQ}.
For h € C(Q) denote

h™ :=minh(z) < h(z) < h" := maxh(z) < oco.
e z€Q

For any h € Cy (ﬁ), we define the variable exponent Lebesgue space by
Lh(w)(Q) = {u |u:Q—Ris measurable,/ \u(m)]h(x)daﬁ < oo} .
Q

Then, L"%)(Q) endowed with the norm

h(zx)
‘u’h(gg):inf )\>O:/ dr <15,
Q

becomes a Banach space. The convex functional p : L#) () — R defined by

u(w)
A

mo:Lm@W@m,

is called modular on LM®)(Q).

(1) |ulp@) < 1(: 1> 1) p(u) < 1(— 1> 1);
(@) Julp) > 1 = Jull,y < plu) < |U|h+);
[ulp@) <1 = \u!ZZ p(u) < lull,
(vit) ILm |Un, — ulpe) =0 = hm p(u — u) =0¢& ILm p(uy) = p(u)

Proposition 2.2. Let hi(x) and ha(x) be measurable functions such that hy € L™ ()
and 1 < hi(2)ha(z) < 0o for a.e. x € Q. Let u € L") (Q), u # 0. Then

. h;r 1(Z h;
(@) Juln, @ha@) €1 == luly) @yho@) < ‘|“|h @ ha(a) < [l @)ha(a)

g hi
(i2) |tlp, @)hop@) =1 = |u|h1(x)h2 = ‘| ¢ ‘hQ(x) < Ul @yha o)
(#i1) In particular, if hi(x) = h is constant then

[
hhz ($)

h2 ({L’)

The variable exponent Sobolev space W%)(Q) is defined by

W (Q) = {u € IPW(Q) : |Vu| € L"@ (@)},



with the norm
||uH1 h(z) - |u|h + |vu|h(x)a

for all u € WHH@) ().

Proposition 2.3. If1 < h™ < hT < oo, then the spaces L") (Q) and W) (Q) are
separable and reflexive Banach spaces.

The space Wol’h(x)(Q) is defined as COOO(Q)”'”LW) = Wol’h(x)(Q), and hence, it is the
smallest closed set that contains C5°(€2). Therefore, VVO1 ’h(w)(Q) is also a separable and

reflexive Banach space due to the inclusion VV1 h(x)(Q) c Whi@)(Q).
Note that as a consequence of Poincaré mequahty7 lull1,h(z) and [Vulp,) are equivalent

norms on I/VO1 ’h(w)(Q) Therefore, for any u € W1 h(x)(Q) we can define an equivalent
norm ||u|| such that

[ul] == [Vulpe)

Proposition 2.4. Let m € C(Q). If 1 < m(x) < h*(z) for all z € Q, then the
embeddings W) (Q) — L™®)(Q) and W1 h(x)(Q) — L™@)(Q) are compact and

_Nh(z)
continuous, where h*(z) = { N—h(z) lf hz) <
—|—oo if h(z) > N

In the sequel, we introduce the multi-phase operator, the Musielak—Orlicz space,

and the Musielak—Orlicz Sobolev space, respectively.
We make the following assumptions.

(Hy) pjrq,r,s(e)0+(§) with p(z) < N; 1 <p~ <p(z) < q(z) < r(z) < s(z) < p*(z);
sT < p*(x).
(Hs) p1(+), po(-) € L>®(82) such that ui(z) > 0 and us(z) > 0 for all z € Q.

Under the assumptions (H;) and (Hz), we define the nonlinear function 7 : Q X
[0, 00] — [0, 00], i.e. the multi-phase operator, by

T(a,t) = 2@ 4 iy (2)t7®) 4 1o (2)" @ for all (z,t) € Q x [0, 0]

Then the corresponding modular py(-) is given by
= [ Tatudz = [ ()P + @)@ + pao)ua) ) de.

The Musielak-Orlicz space LT (), is defined by
LT(Q) = {u: Q = R measurable; pr(u) < 400},

endowed with the Luxemburg norm

ullr = inf{C >0:pr (%) < 1} .
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Analogous to Proposition 2] there are similar relationship between the modular p(-)
and the norm || - |7, see |3, Proposition 3.2] for a detailed proof.

Proposition 2.5. Assume (Hy) hold, and u € L™(2). Then
(1) Ifu#0, then |[ull;r = ¢ pr(g) =1,

(i) Jlully <1 (resp. >1,=1) < pr(¥) <1 (resp. >1,=1),

(iid) If llullr <1 = [lully < pr(u) < [ullf

(i) If lullr > 1= |lully < pr(u) < [lul7

v) [[ullr = 0« pr(u) =0,

(vi) |lullr = 400 < pr(u) = +o0,
)
)

(vii) fullr =1 p7(u) = 1,
(vidd) If uy — w in LT (Q), then pr(uy) — pr(u).

The Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space W7 (Q) is defined by
whT(Q) = {u e LT(Q) : [Vu| € LH(Q)},
and equipped with the norm

[uller == [Vullr + [[ullT,

where [|Vullz = [ [Vul || 7.
The space WOI’T(Q) is defined as C’OO(Q)” T _ I/V1 T(Q) Notice that L7 (Q), W7 (Q)

and VVO1 ’T(Q) are uniformly convex and reflexive Banach spaces, and the following
embeddings hold [3, Propositions 3.1, 3.3].

Proposition 2.6. Let (Hl) and (Ha) be satisfied. Then the following embeddings hold:
), W

(i) LT(Q) = LM)(Q
ous for all h € C(Q

(i5) WHT(Q) — L)
with 1 < h(z) <

T(Q) = WhhO(Q), Wol’T(Q) — WO’ (')(Q) are continu-
) with 1 < h(x) < p(x) for all x € .
(Q) and WOI’T(Q) — LM)(Q) are compact for all h € C(Q)
p*(x) for all x € Q.

As a conclusion of Proposition 2.6k
We have the continuous embedding I/VO1 T(Q) < L")(Q), and there is a constant cr
such that

[ullney < erllulliro-

As well, WO1 M (Q) is compactly embedded in L*(9).
Thus, VVO1 T(Q) can be equipped with the equivalent norm

ull1,7,0 == [[VullT.

We lastly introduce the seminormed spaces

LZ(I')(Q) = {u : © — R measurable; / p1 ()| u|1® da < —i—oo} ,
Q



and
L;(Q)(Q) = {u : @ — R measurable; / pio ()| u|" @ da < —i—oo} )
Q

which are endow with the seminorms

q(x)
|ulg()un = inf {Cl >0: / pa () <‘gﬂ> dr < 1} )
Q 1

and

[ul =inf< ¢ >0: / (x) <M>T(l‘) dr <1
T‘(')?MQ 2 : Q’u2 S —_ ?

respectively. We have L7 (Q) — LZ(I')(Q) and L7(Q) — LZ(')(Q) continuously [3,
Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 2.7. For the convex functional

ulP@ e ulr@
ertw = [ (5= @S ) B2 Y

we have the following [3]:

(1) or € CI(WOLT(Q),R) with the derivative
(o7 (w), ) =/(|Vu|p(m)2VU+M1($)|VU|q(m)2VU+M2($)|VU|T(:”)QVU)'VSDdﬂJ,
Q
for all u,p € WOI’T(Q), where (-,-) is the dual pairing between WOI’T(Q) and its

dual Wy T (Q)*;
(ii) oY satisfies the (Sy)-property, i.e.

Up — U N Wol’T(Q) (4)
and
lim sup{0’-(un ), un —u) <0 (5)
n—oo
imply
Up — U N Wol’T(Q). (6)

Remark 1. Notice that by Propositions[2Z5land the equivalency of the norms ||u||170
and [|Vul|7, we have the relations:

1 - 1 1 1 + .
Sl 7o < 2 pr(Vu) < or(u) < ——pr(Vu) € —[ullro i Julh70 > 1. (7



1 1 1 1o
Fllulliro = —pr(Vu) < o7(u) < Z7PT(VU) < FH“H’LT,O if lull1,70 <1 (8)

0 < {7 (u),u) = pr(Vu), 9)

0 < p~ pr(Vu) < (0 (Vu), Vu) < rtpr(Vu). (10)

The following result is obtained by the author in his recently submitted paper,
which is still under review. However, since it plays a crucial part to obtain the main
regularity results of the present paper, we provide its proof for the convenience of the
reader.

Proposition 2.8. Let 2,y € RY and let |- | be the Buclidean norm in RN. Then for
any 1 < p < oo and the real parameters a,b > 0 it holds

lalaP2z = blyP2y| < (a+|a = b)) [[«}" 2 — |yP~y| + |a - b]. (11)

Proof. 1If a = b, then there is nothing to do. So, we assume that a # b.
Put

’ |z[P=2z — |y[P~2y|

Notice that A is invariant by any orthogonal transformation T'; that is, A(Tx,Ty) =
A(z,y) for all z,y € R, Thus, using this argument and the homogeneity of A, we can
let = |z|e; and assume that = = e;. Thus, it is enough to work with the function

lae; — bly|P~2y|
Aler,y) = : (13)
ler — [y|P~2y|
First we get
_ b _ _ b _
laer — bly|P~%y| = aler — ~lyl? 2yl = al(er — |y[P~2y) + (1 - 5) ly[P~2y

< aler — [ylP 2yl + |a — b]|ly[P~y|

<aler — |y[P 2y + a — 0] (lex — [y[P" >yl + |ea])

<aler — |y[Py| + la — bller — [y[*"*y| + a — b|

< ler — [ylP %yl (a +|a—b]) + |a —b]. (14)

Then using this in ([I3]) we obtain

e — ylPP~?yl (a +|a — b)) + |a — b]

ey = ler — [yP~2y]
la — bl
<a+|a—0bl+ =] (15)
from which (II]) follows. O



3. The first problem

Definition 3.1. A function u € VVO1 T(Q) is called a weak solution to problem (P) if
for all test function ¢ € VVO1 ’T(Q) it holds

AA<QT<u»<99<u>,¢>::Jé,fwdx. (16)

Let us define the functional G : WOI’H(Q) — R as

P

o (u)
mm:wmﬂw:A M(s)ds. (17)

Therefore, we can define the operator H : WOI’T(Q) — WOI’T(Q)* by

(H(u), ) = (f, ), for all u,p € Wy (Q), (18)

where H(u) = G'(u). As it is well-know from the theory of monotone operators [17],
due to (I6) and (I8), one way to show that u € W, "7(€) is a solution to problem (D)
for all test functions ¢ € VVO1 T(Q) is to solve the operator equation

Hu = f. (19)

We employ the following well-known result from nonlinear monotone operator the-
ory (see, e.g., [17] for further details).

Lemma 3.2. [18/19] Let X be a reflexive real Banach space. Let A : X — X* be an
(nonlinear) operator satisfying the following:

(i) A is coercive.
(ii) A is hemicontinuous; that is, A is directionally weakly continuous, iff the function

®(0) = (A(u + bw), v)

is continuous in 6 on [0,1] for every u,w,v € X.
(7it) A is monotone on the space X; that is, for all u,v € X we have

(A(u) — A(v),u—v)>0. (20)
Then equation
Au=g (21)

has at least one nontrivial solution u € X for every g € X*. If, moreover, the inequality
(20) is strict for all u,v € X , u # v, then the equation (21)) has precisely one solution
u € X for every g € X*.

The following is the first main result.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the hypotheses (Hy) — (Hz) are satisfied. Additionally,
assume that the function M satisfies the following:



(M) M :(0,00) — [mg,00) is a C'-continuous nondecreasing function such that
mo < M(t) < st (22)

where mg, K,y are positive real parameters with v > 1.

Then for given any [ € W(}’T(Q)*, the operator equation (I9) has a unique nontrivial
solution u € Wol’T(Q) which in turn becomes a nontrivial weak solution to problem

@Y.

Lemma 3.4. H s coercive.

Proof. Using (M) and Remark [ it reads
m —
(H(w),u) = M(er(u)pr(Vu) = ~2lullf 7. (23)

Hence, W — 400 as |lul|1,7,0 = oo since p~ > 1, which implies that H is coercive.
- O

Lemma 3.5. H is hemicontinuous.
Proof. Next, we show that operator H is hemicontinuous. Then
[@(01) — @(02)] = [(H(u+ b1v) — H(u+ 02v), )|

< / ‘Mgl IV (w4 610)P@) 72T (u + 010) — M, |V (1 + 020) [P 72V (u + 050) ||V p|da:
Q

+/QM1($)
+/QM2($)

where we let My, = M(o7(u + 61v)) and My, = M(o7(u + O2v)) for the sake of
simplicity. Using Proposition 28 it reads

Mo, 19 (u -+ 0101729 (u + 010) — Mo, [V (u + 050)"O) 29 (u + 0,0) || Vg da

Mg, |V (u 4+ 010)]" P72V (u + 010) — Me, |V (1 + 020) "2V (u + 60) || V| da.
(24)

[©(61) — ©(62)]

< [ {19+ 002V o+ 610) = [+ 620) P20+ 0

x (K§ + Ma,) + Kgf} IV|dz

- /Q p1 () {HV(u + 010) 1@ 72V (0 + 010) — |(u 4 020)| 772V (u + O90)|
x (K& + Ma,) + Kgf} IV |dz

- /Qm(m) {HV(u +010)[" @72V (1 4 610) — |(u + 020) "2V (u + 6v))]

X (g + Mo,) + Kf2 } [Vildo



< (g M) [ 19+ 00) P20+ 610) — [V + 010) P29 4+ 600)] Voo
Q

+ (Ky? + My,) / 111 (2)||V (1 + 010)| "2V, — [V (u+ 610) 1@ 72V (u + 610)||Vo|da
Q

g+ M) [ pala) [V + 010) 2y~ [+ 00) )29+ 600)] [Tl
Q

+ 3K} / \Vl|dz, (25)
Q

where Kgf = [My, — Ma,]|.

Recall the following inequality [20]: for any 1 < m < oo, there is a constant ¢, > 0
such that

(Ja™ 2a — [b™2b) < cpla —bl(Ja] + [B)™ 2, Va,b € RV, (26)
Therefore,
[@(61) — 2(62)]
< 27" Y0) — O,|(KD: + Mo,) /Q <|V(u + 010) @2 4 |V (u + sz)lp(x”) V|| V|da
42771101 = B (K52 + M) [ i) (|9 010) 792 4 ¥+ 000) %)) [Vl Vgl
4277001 = Bl(KG: + M) [ o) (|9t 00) "2 4 V(- 600)" )2 [Vl Vgl

+3ng/ \V|da. (27)
Q

Note that since 61,62 € [0,1], we have |V(u + 01v)| < |Vu| + |Vu|, |V(u + 02v)] <
|Vu| + |Vu|, and the fact |Vv| < |Vu| + |Vv|. Therefore, applying these and letting
|Vu| + |[Vv| = € in the lines above, and using the Holder inequality, Proposition 2.2,
and the necessary embeddings from Proposition leads to

[©(61) — ©(62)]

< 9" 10, — 0u) (K2 + M) /Q P2Vl da
12710y — 6o (K2 + M) / 10 (2) €902 €| T ol da
(9]

216y — o] (KE + My,) /Q o ()€ D2 €[V pldar + 3K /Q Veldz
< 27|01 — 6a| (Ky? + My,)

+_ +_ rt—
X <‘§’£(x)1’v‘10’p(x) + ’Ml‘oo‘ﬂg(x)llv@’q(x) + ’MQ\OO\QT(;)”VPM(@ + 3)

+ 0 +_1 +_1 +_
< 270y — 03l (K g2 + Mo,) (€170 + rualoo €19 70 + aloo €T 7 +3) pllnro
(28)

Notice that by (M) and Proposition 2.7l we have
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Kgf = |My, — Myp,| = 0, and My, — My, € [mgy,o0) as 01 — 6.
Therefore, |0 — 92|(Kgf + My,) — 0 as 6; — 6. In conclusion, we have

|(I)(91) — @(92)| = |(7—[(u + 912}) — ’H(u + 92U),Q0>| — 0 as 61 — 0o,

which implies that #H is hemicontinuous. O
Lemma 3.6. H is strictly monotone.

Proof. Now, we show that H is strictly monotone. To do so, we argue similarly to
[21]. Let u,v € VVO1 T(Q) with u # v. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
or(u) > or(v). Then, M(o7(u)) > M(o7(v)) due to (M) and Proposition 271
Noticing that Vu - Vv < 27Y(|Vul? 4 |Vv|?), we obtain
(7 (u),u —v)
= / (IVulP@ =2V + 1 ()| Vul "2V + pg(2)|[Vu"®=2Vu) - V(u — v)da
Q
= [ {I9aP® 4 i @ Tul) + ) Tl
Q
(VP D2 4 1 (2)|[ V] 172 4 g (2) [ Va" @) Ve - Vv} dz

> 27 [ (VP2 4 @) Va2 4 a0 Va2Vl - [ToPde, (29)
Q
and similarly

(o7(v),v —u)
= /(|Vv|p(x)_2Vv + 101 (2) [V 1D 72Ty 4 g () [ Vo @ 72V0) - V(v — u)da
Q

= [ {9 @Il + ool 7ol
—([VoP@2 4y (2) [Vl 1O 2 1 () [V @2 Ty Vv} dz

>27! / (V0?72 4 iy () [Vl 1972 4 o (2) [ Vo 72) (Vo2 — [Vul?)dz, - (30)
Q

Next, we partition Q into Q> = {z € Q : [Vu| > |Vv|} and Qc = {z € Q : |[Vu| <
|Vul}.

11



Hence, using (29), (B0) and (M), we can write
I (u) : = M(o7(u)(eh(u), u — v)
= Mier(u) [ {I9u®) + (@ Fuft® + pa(a) 9]

(VAP 4 i @Vl + () V) V- Vo da

M
> 28 [ (Tup )Vl o)Vl )V Vo
Q>
M v z)— x)— r(x)—
= PO [ (a2 (@) [Tl 4 ) Tl )T~ Vo
| Mler(®) [

/ {(WUI”(”““)’2 + 1 (2) [Vl 172 4 g () [Vl )72)

>

2
~(IVol"72 4 g () [ Vo] 1972 + M2($)|VU|T($)_2)} (IVul* = [Vo]?)do

> %/ {(‘VUIP(:):)*Q +,u1($)’vu‘Q(m)*2 _i_uz(x)‘vu’r(x)f%
Q>

—(IVoP@72 4 iy (2)| V0| 1972 M2($)|Vvlr(m)72)} (IVul* = |Vo]*)da
>0, (31)
and in a similar fashion
I-(v) - = Mor(0)){5y(v), v — )
= Mler()) [ {I96P®) 4 (@) Vol + o) T
~(Vol 72 4y (2) [ V0|2 iy (@) [T D) V- T} de
> 70 [ {UTaP 2 4 aon Vel o T2
Q<
—(IVolP 72 4 iy ()| V0|12 4 Mz(x)\vv\r(m)fz)} (IVul* = [Vo*)do
> 0. (32)
Note that
(H(u) —H(v),u —v) = (H(u),u —v) + (H(v),v —u) = I>(u) + I (v) > 0. (33)
However, we must discard the case of (H(u) — H(v),u —v) = 0 since this would
eventually imply that 0y,u = 0,,v for i = 1,2,..., N, which would contradict the
assumption that v # v in WO1 T(Q) Thus,

(H(u) — H(v),u —v) > 0. (34)

O
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Proof of Theorem [3.3. Thanks to Lemmas [B.4H3.6] the operator equation (I9) has
a unique nontrivial solution u € VVO1 ’T(Q)7 which is a nontrivial weak solution to
problem (). O

4. The second problem

In this section we specify the nonlinearity as f = f(x,u, Vu) and show that the
problem (P)) has a nontrivial weak solution in W7 ().

Definition 4.1. A function u € VVO1 T(Q) is called a weak solution to problem (P) if
for all test function ¢ € VVO1 ’T(Q) it holds

Mer()(erlu).o) = [ f(o.u Vu)pds. (35)
Q
Let us define the operator F : Wol’H(Q) — Wol’T(Q)* as
(F(u), ) = / f(z,u, Vu)pdz. (36)
Q

Therefore, we can define the operator A : WOI’T(Q) — W(}’T(Q)* by
(), 0) i= (), 0) — (Flu), ), for all u,p € Wi (@), (37)
As with the first problem, we shall solve the operator equation
Au=Hu— Fu =0, (38)
to obtain a nontrivial weak solution to problem ().

For the nonlinearity f, we assume:

(f1) f: QxR xRN — R is a Carathéodory function such that f(-,0,0) # 0.
(f2) There exists g € L ®)(Q) and constants a1, as > 0 satisfying

s(x)—1

|f($,t,’l’})| < g(CC) + a1|t|s(z)’1 + a2|77|p(x) s(@)

for all (¢,17) € R x RY and for a.a. x € , where s € C+(Q) such that s'(z) :=

5(81(3121 and s(x) < p*(z).

(f3) There exist h € L¥@)(Q), B € LT o= () and §1 € L7+ (Q) satisfying

. flz,t,n)
lim sup — <A
Inl oo () + Br()[t]” 1 + Bo(z) @)1

for all (t,17) € R x RY and for a.a. = € Q, where o € C (Q) such that ot < p~,
and A > 0 is a parameter.
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Example 4.2. Let’s define the function f QxR xRN - R as follows:
fl.t,m) = g@) sin(t + 1) + @ [t~ e 4 @ |nP ) (1 + ),
where § € LS*(’“)(Q), a1,ao > 0 are positive constants. Then f satisfies hypotheses
(f1) = (f3).
We employ the following result (see, e.g., [17,22]).

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a reflexive real Banach space. Let A : X — X* be a pseu-
domonotone, bounded, and coercive operator, and B € X*. Then, a solution of the
equation Au = B exists.

The following is the second main result.

Theorem 4.4. Assume the assumptions (M) and (f1)-(f3) are satisfied. Then the
operator equation ([38) has at least one nontrivial solution u € Wol’T(Q) which in turn
becomes a nontrivial weak solution to problem (Pl).

Lemma 4.5. A is coercive.

Proof. Since the coercivity of H is shown in Lemma [3.4] we proceed with F.
Without loosing generality, we may assume that |Vu| > kg for some constant kg > 1,
and hence ||ul[1,7,0 > 1. Indeed, if we recall that ||ul|1 70 = |||Vul||7, and take into
account the monotonicity of convex modular p7 and Remark [Il we can conclude that
lulli7.0 > (pr(Vu))/™" > 1. Therefore, from (f3), we have

£ u, V)l < A (Jh]+ |81l [ul™ " + ]| Vul*@7) (39)

Using Hélder inequality (see [23, Proposition 2.3]), Proposition and invoking the
necessary embeddings, we get

G@MOSLAOWM+WMWI1M+meMM1MDM

<A (Il + 1811l s ol o

el o (VU o Julyr))

gA@ﬂwmw+@mmmwmﬂwmm) (40)
and hence
(F(u), u) +t_1 -1
<A (erlluls g + ellulls ) +cs) (41)
fullio LT LT

From Lemma 3.4 we have

-%%%g_ LM (42)
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Then from (41]) and [@2), we have

(Aw), w)  (H(w),w)  (F(u),u)
ullro = lullro  lulliro
mo -1 +_ -—
> D2 ulll 7 = A (eullull$hg + eallullsig +ca) (43)
hence
m AW (44)
lull 7000 [|2ll1,70

O

Lemma 4.6. H is continuous and bounded.

Proof. Recall that (H(u), ) = M(o7(u))((u), ¢). By (M), M is continuous. Ad-

ditionally, from |3, Propositions 4.4-4.5], o1 € Cl(W T(Q),R) with the Gateaux
derivative of ¢/;. Therefore, as a composition function, M(o7(-)) is continuous. Now,

we will show that H is continuous. To this end, for a sequence (uy,) C WO1 T(Q) assume
that u, — u € WO1 T(Q) Then using Proposition 2.8 we have

[(H(un) —H(u),v)|
w, | Vi [P@) =20, — M, |VuP®) =2V |Vo|dz
/ M |V, |12V, — M| Vu|"®) 2T u||Vo|ds
/ My [V, |"® 2V, — M, |Vu"®2Vu||Vo|ds

/ V=2V, — [ Va2V x (KD, 4+ My,,) + K } [Volda
/ ||vu 1@ 2Ty, — [Vt 72Vy| x (KX + M,,) + K;;} |Vol|dz
+ /Q 1o (2) {Hvunw—?vun — VUl O] x (K M)+ K} [Velde
< (KY 4+ M,,) /Q [V, P2V, — |VulP® 2 Vu||Volde + K2 /Q |V|da
+(KY + Mun)/ﬂul(x)HVun\q(m)2Vun — |Vu|1@) 2Ty Volde + KY /Q \Vo|da

+ (K + Mun)/ 112(2) || Vun |"® 2V, — |Vu|" @ =2Vu||Vo|dz + KX / \Voldz,
Q Q
(45)

where we let M,, = M(o7(un)), My = M(o7(w)), and K} = |[M,, — M,|. Now,
if we apply Hoélder’s inequality and consider the embeddings L7 () — LZ(I:B)(Q),
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LT(Q) — Lz(f)(Q), and Propositions and [2.0] it reads
[(H(un) —H(u),v)|

< (KE 4+ My)[|[ V[P 72V, — [VuP=27y| V0l () + K 2V )
) p(x)

p(z)—1
F (K™ + M) | (2) 5 (|| =2V, — [Vul1@200) | [y (2) 7 [Vl
q(x)
q(z)—1
+ K |9/[Volp
F(KY + M) pa(2) 0 [V @2V, — [V @200 |pa(2) 7 Vo],
r(z)
r(z)—1
and therefore
1H () — H(w) [y 7 () = sup |(H(up) — H(u),0)| = 0. (47)

veWy T (Q),[[vll7.0<1
) ) 1.7
Hence, H is continuous on W' (£2).
Note that the result ([@7) follows from the following reasoning:
Since u, — u in WOI’T(Q), the embeddings

LT(Q) < LI(Q), LT (Q) < LI (Q), Wy T (Q) < LT(Q), and W7 () — LPE)(Q)

ensure that

lim / Vi P@ s = / V) da, (48)
lim /,ul(x)|Vun|q(x)dx:/,ul(x)|Vu|q(m)dx, (49)

and
lim ,ug(ﬂ:)|Vun|r(x)dx:/,ug(x)|Vu|7"($)dx. (50)

By Vitali’s Theorem (see |24, Theorem 4.5.4] or [25, Theorem 8|), equations (48])-
(B0) imply that [Vu,| — [Vul, p1(z) @@ [Vu,| — pi(z) @@ |Vul, and po(z) @ [Vu,| —
p2(2) 7= |Vu| in measure in . Moreover, the sequences {|Vu,|[P®}, {1 (2)|Vau, |1®)},
and {2 (z)|Vu,|"®} are uniformly integrable over . Now, consider the inequalities

p(x pt
||V, P& 2V, — |vu|p<f>*2vu|—p<£)ll < 201 |V, [P@) 4+ [VulP®), (51)
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and

qlx fl+
(@) V2, — [Vl TO 200l < 2755y (@) (V1) + [ uft),
(52)
and

_r(@) ot
2(@)| [V P2V, — [Vl @2V T < 277 L ia(2) (Vg ") 4 [Vl 7).

(53)
As a consequence, the families
{HVun\p(z)2Vun — | Vu[P®) =2y mo }7 (54)
{”1($)!\Wn!q(”_zwn — |Vl 2 it } (55)
and
{”2($)!\Wn!r(x)2wn — |Vl )2 } (56)

are uniformly integrable over ). Applying Vitali’s Theorem again, we deduce that
(VulP@ =2V, p1(2)|Vu|?® =2V and po(z)|Vu|"(®) =2V are integrable, and

‘HVun\p(”C)_QVun - \Vu]p(x)_ZVu]‘ -0, (57)
pzjr()i)l
pi(x) e ||V, |90 =2V 0, — [Vu|1®) =27y — 0, (58)
q(qr()xll
and
12(2) " ||V "2V, — (V| @274 0. (59)
r(z)
r(z)—1

Finally, by assumption (M) and Proposition 2.7] we have
Ky =|M,, —My| =0, and M,,, = M, € [mg,00) as n — oo. Therefore, the result

[@7) follows.

Now, we verify that #H is bounded. We argue similarly to |3, Propositions 4.5].
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Letting u, v € WOI’T(Q) \ {0}, using (M), Remark [[land Young’s inequality, we obtain

1 1 v
in Hu), ——
{||vv||z; Vol - 1}< ) ”VUHT>

_ Vu PO vy
< kplt v A
= Ko7 (V“)/Q< Vallr| Vel
w-1| Ve [9®71 1 |V
q(x) q(x)
B [ e A L
@) Vo
r(a: ( d
ale) o loy HWHT> "
+— 1| Vu p(z) 1 Vo p(z)
< v—1 p - vv
< Rer (V“)/Q< AR
Lm@)et -] Vu (@) v |
 |Tvalr IVolr
@t =D Vu [ @) vo O
= |Ivally Vollr

<k (Vu)<r+_1 < Yu >+i < Vv ))
z - T\ Valr) T T \IVelr

< - |IVu (v— 1)77 60
p= H 7 (60)

where 7 = max{r*,p~}. Therefore,

(H(uw),v) _

Hlgray = swp S < "l max{[ Vel [l
(61)
which concludes that H is bounded. O
Lemma 4.7. F is continuous and bounded.
Proof. Define the operator By : Wol’T(Q) — L¥@)(Q) by
B¢(u) = f(x,u, Vu). (62)

First we show that B; is bounded in L*'®)(Q). Then, for any u satisfying ||ul170 <
1, employing assumption (fs) along with the embeddings L7 (Q) — L*®)(Q) and
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WOI’T(Q) < L7T(f2), we obtain

/\Bf(u)\s/(“”)dx:/ ]f(w,u,Vu)]sl($)dm
Q Q
s(z)—1

: / 19() + ar a1 4 0| Va5 @) g
Q

< [ (o)l @+ 1a® + V@) do
Q

< c/Q <\g(m)!&(z) + @ 4 (V@ 4 ()| Vu]a®) +M2(x)‘vu,r(x))) g

< cllull.ro. (63)

Now, let u,, — v in Wol’T(Q). Thus, we have Vu,, — Vu in L@ (Q)N. This ensures
the existence of a subsequence, still denoted by (u,), and functions w;(z) € L*®)(Q)
and wy(x) € L*@(Q)N satisfying:

o uy(z) = u(z) and Vu,(x) - Vu(zr) almost everywhere in €,
o |uy(z)| < wi(x) and |Vu,(x)| < |wa(z)| almost everywhere in Q for all n.

By assumption (f1), the function f is continuous in its second and third arguments,
leading to

f(z,un(x), Vup(z)) = f(z,u(z), Vu(x)) a.e. in Q as n — oo. (64)
Moreover, utilizing the previous bounds and assumption (f3), we obtain

s(x)—1

£ (2,1 (), Vitn (2))] < g(x) + a1|wr ()@ + aglwa (@) PD 5. (65)

By Hoélder’s inequality and Proposition 2.2] we establish

[ ank @ do < cllan P o (1) < chrli (66)
9] s(z)—1

and

s(x)—1 s(@)—1 +
/ a2|w2|p(x) s@ dx < C||W2|p(m) $0 | @) |1|s(m) < C|W2|z($)' (67)
Q s(w)—1

Since the embeddings L7 () < L**)(Q), Wol’T(Q) — Wol’p(x)(ﬂ), and Wol’T(Q) —
LT(Q) ensure that the right-hand side of (GOl is integrable, we apply the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem (see, e.g., [25]) together with (64) to conclude that

f (2, tn, Vu,) — f(z,u, Vu) in L1(Q). (68)
Thus, we obtain
lim / 1B (un) — By(u)]¥ @ dx =0, (69)
n—oo Q
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which, by Proposition 1], implies that B is continuous in L¥®)(Q). Finally, since
the embedding operator i* : L% (*)(Q) — W(}’T(Q)* is continuous, defining F = i* o By
gives F : VVO1 T(Q) — WO1 T(Q)* as a continuous and bounded operator. O

Lemma 4.8. A is pseudomonotone, i.e. for a sequence (uy) C WOI’T(Q),

up —u € Wyl () (70)
and
lim sup(A(uy,), un —u) <0 (71)
n—oo
imply
lm inf (A(un ), tn —v) > (A(u),u—v), Yoe W' (Q). (72)

n—o0

Proof. As a consequence of Lemmas and 7 A is continuous and bounded. Since
A is bounded, we use an equivalent definition of pseudomonotonicity (see, e.g.,[26])
as follows:

Up — U E W&’T(Q) and lim sup(A(up ), un —u) <0

imply
A(up) — A(u) and (A(uy), un) = (A(u),u).

To this end, let (u,) C W27 () with

Up — U E Wol’T(Q) and lim sup(A(uy,), up, —u) < 0. (73)
n—o0
By the weak convergence of (uy) in WOI’T(Q), (up) is || - |l1,7,0-bounded. Thus, con-

sidering the compact embedding WO1 T(Q) < L*@)(Q), and the boundedness of B 7y it
reads

‘/Qf(x,un,Vun)(un —u)dx

< C|Bf(un)|% |Un — uls(a)

< esup [By (un)]sw-1 [ty — sz — 0 asn — oo,
neN @

(74)
which means

lim [ f(z,upn, Vuy)(u, —u)dz = 0. (75)

n—oo Q
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Furthermore, by taking the limit in the weak formulation of (B5]) while substituting u
with u, and ¢ with w, — u, and considering (M), we arrive at

lim sup(H (uy ), up, — u) = limsup{A(uy,), u, —u) < 0. (76)

n—00 n—00
This, by Proposition 2.7, means that H satisfies the (S )-property. Moreover, by ([73])
and (@), it reads u, — u in I/VO1 T(Q) Finally, considering that A is continuous and

bounded, we obtain A(u,) — A(u) in Wol’T(Q)*, from which we conclude that A is
pseudomonotone. O

Proof of Theorem [{.4). Since A is a pseudomonotone, bounded, and coercive op-
erator, it is surjective. This result ensures the existence of a function u € VVO1 T(Q)
such that Au = Hu — Fu = 0. On the other hand, by the definition of A and the
assumptions (M), (f1), u is a nontrivial weak solution of problem ([P)). O
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