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boundary conditions
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Abstract

In this paper, a new framework for studying the existence of generalized

or strongly generalized solutions to a wide class of inclusion systems involving

double-phase, possibly competing differential operators, convection, and mixed

boundary conditions is introduced. The technical approach exploits Galerkin’s

method and a surjective theorem for multifunctions in finite dimensional spaces.
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1 Introduction

In 2020, Liu and alt. [7] introduced a new class of partial differential inclusions, where
the driving operator is competing, i.e., it exhibits the difference between two elliptic
terms, as a p-Laplacian and a q-Laplacian. This destroys any ellipticity or monotonic-
ity structure, so traditional tools (like nonlinear regularity theory, comparison princi-
ples, etc.) don’t work. The reaction is multi-valued but not convective, while solutions
(in a suitable sense) are obtained via Galerkin’s method and Ekeland’s variational
principle. The same year, D. Motreanu, in [8], studied the case when (single-valued)
right-hand sides depend on the gradient of solutions, which clearly forbids variational
methods. Since then, some further papers on related topics have been published. Let
us mention [4] for convective systems, [5] treating the full fractional case, [10, 11] de-
voted to hemi-variational inequalites, and [2] for operators with gradient depending
weight.
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As far as we know, except a few papers (see, e.g., [9, 13] and the references therein),
the nowadays literature is mainly focused on Dirichlet boundary-value problems with-
out degenerate effects. However, when studying mechanical contact problems between
different materials, constitutive laws are usually formulated through differential in-
clusions, rather than equations, and elastic operators might be described by double-
or multi-phase maps; cf. [16]. Therefore, the question whether the previous technical
approaches are adaptable to solve inclusion systems with double-phase, competing
differential operators, convection, and mixed boundary conditions naturally arises.

The main purpose of this work is to provide a positive answer. In fact, let Ω be a
bounded domain in R

N , N ≥ 2, having a Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω, which splits into two
non-trivial parts ∂Ω1 and ∂Ω2, with ∂Ω2 of positive (N − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. We will always assume that

H(0) pi, qi ∈ (1, N) and µi ∈ L∞(Ω)+, with i = 1, 2, 3, 4, satisfy

p2j−1 > p2j , q2j−1 > q2j , µ2j−1(z) ≥ µ2j(z) a.e. in Ω,

where j = 1, 2.

Consider the modular function Gi : Ω× [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) given by

Gi(z, s) := |s|pi + µi(z)|s|
qi ∀ (z, s) ∈ Ω× R, (1.1)

and define

Dpi,qi,µi
w := div

(

|∇w|pi−2∇w + µi(z)|∇w(z)|
qi−2∇w

)

, w ∈ W 1,Gi(Ω);

see Section 2 for details. The following inclusion systems, that involve double-phase,
possibly competing differential operators, convection, and mixed boundary conditions:







−Dp1,q1,µ1u+ αDp2,q2,µ2u ∈ h1(z, u, v,∇u,∇v) in Ω,
w = 0 on ∂Ω1,

− ∂u
∂n1,2

∈ g1(z, u, v) on ∂Ω2,
(1.2)







−Dp3,q3,µ3v + βDp4,q4,µ4v ∈ h2(z, u, v,∇u,∇v) in Ω,
v = 0 on ∂Ω1,

− ∂v
∂n3,4

∈ g2(z, u, v) on ∂Ω2,
(1.3)

will be investigated. Here, α, β ∈ R, hj : Ω× R
2 × R

2N → 2R and gj : Ω× R
2 → 2R,

j = 1, 2, are convex compact-valued multifunctions, while

∂u

∂n1,2
:=

[

|∇u|p1−2∇u+ µ1|∇u|
q1−2∇u− α(|∇u|p2−2∇u+ µ2|∇u|

q2−2∇u)
]

· ν,

∂v

∂n3,4
:=

[

|∇v|p3−2∇v + µ3|∇v|
q3−2∇v − β(|∇v|p4−2∇v + µ4|∇v|

q4−2∇v)
]

· ν,

with ν being the outward unit normal vector to ∂Ω. Under suitable assumptions (cf.
H(h) and H(g) below) we will prove that (1.2)–(1.3) posses a generalized or strong

generalized solution (u, v) ∈ W 1,G1(Ω)×W 1,G2(Ω), which reduces to a weak one once
competing effects disappear, namely max{α, β} < 0.
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2 Preliminaries and functional framework

Let X, Y be two nonempty sets. A multifunction Φ : X → 2Y is a map from X into
the family of all nonempty subsets of Y . A function ϕ : X → Y is called a selection
of Φ when ϕ(x) ∈ Φ(x) for every x ∈ X . Given B ⊆ Y , put

Φ−(B) := {x | x ∈ X and Φ(x) ∩B 6= ∅}.

If X, Y are topological spaces and Φ−(B) turns out closed in X for all closed set
B ⊆ Y then we say that Φ is upper semi-continuous. Suppose (X,F) is a measurable
space and Y is a topological space. The multifunction Φ is called measurable when
Φ−(B) ∈ F for every open set B ⊆ Y .

The result below will be repeatedly useful. It is stated in [1, p. 215].

Proposition 1. Let F : Ω× R → 2R be a closed-valued multifunction such that

• z 7→ F (z, s) is measurable for all s ∈ R,

• s 7→ F (z, s) is upper semi-continuous for a.e. z ∈ Ω,

and let u : Ω → R be measurable. Then the multifunction z 7→ F (z, u(z)) admits a

measurable selection.

Now, let (X, ‖ · ‖) be a real normed space with topological dual X∗ and duality
brackets 〈·, ·〉. Given a nonempty set A ⊆ X , define |A| := supx∈A ‖x‖. We say that
ϕ : X → X∗ enjoys the (S+)-property when

xn ⇀ x in X , lim sup
n→+∞

〈A(xn), xn − x〉 ≤ 0 =⇒ xn → x in X .

A multifunction Φ : X → 2X
∗

is called coercive provided

lim
‖x‖→∞

inf{〈x∗, x〉 | x ∈ X, x∗ ∈ Φ(x)}

‖x‖
= +∞ .

The following result is a direct consequence of [6, Proposition 3.2.33].

Theorem 2. Let X be a finite-dimensional normed space and let Φ : X → 2X
∗

be a convex compact-valued multifunction. Suppose Φ is upper semi-continuous and

coercive. Then there exists x̂ ∈ X satisfying Φ(x̂) ∋ 0.

Henceforth, p′ indicates the conjugate exponent of p ≥ 1 while

‖u‖p :=











(∫

Ω
|v(z)|qdz

)1/p
if 1 ≤ p < +∞,

ess sup
z∈Ω

|u(z)| when p = +∞,

Moreover, if p < N then

p∗ :=
Np

N − p
and p∗ :=

(N − 1)p

N − p
.
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Let Gi be defined by (1.1). On the Musielak-Orlicz Lebesgue space

LGi(Ω) :=

{

w | w : Ω → R is measurable and

∫

Ω

Gi(z, w(z)) dz < +∞

}

we will consider the Luxemburg norm

‖w‖Gi
:= inf

{

ζ > 0 |

∫

Ω

Gi

(

z,
w(z)

ζ

)

dz ≤ 1

}

, w ∈ LGi(Ω).

The associated Musielak-Orlicz Sobolev space is

W 1,Gi(Ω) :=
{

w ∈ LGi(Ω) | |∇w| ∈ LGi(Ω)
}

,

equipped with the norm

‖w‖1,Gi
:= ‖∇w‖Gi

+ ‖w‖Gi
, w ∈ W 1,Gi(Ω).

It is known [12] that both LGi(Ω) and W 1,Gi(Ω) turn out complete, separable, and
reflexive. Put

U := {u ∈ W 1,G1(Ω) | u = 0 on ∂Ω1}, V := {v ∈ W 1,G3(Ω) | v = 0 on ∂Ω1},

as well as
‖u‖U := ‖∇u‖G1 ∀ u ∈ U, ‖v‖V := ‖∇v‖G3 ∀ v ∈ V.

By [15, Lemma 4], both (U, ‖·‖U) and (V, ‖·‖V ) are separable reflexive Banach spaces.
The symbols 〈·, ·〉1, 〈·, ·〉2, and 〈·, ·〉3 indicate the duality brackets of U , V , and U×V ,
respectively, while λj, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, denote the smallest positive constants such that

‖u‖p1 ≤ λ1‖u‖U and ‖u‖Lp1(∂Ω2) ≤ λ2‖u‖U ∀ u ∈ U,

‖v‖p3 ≤ λ3‖v‖V and ‖v‖Lp4(∂Ω2) ≤ λ4‖v‖V ∀ v ∈ V.
(2.1)

We associate with the driving operator in (1.2) the map D1 : U → U∗ given by

〈D1u, ϕ〉1 :=

∫

Ω

(|∇u|p1−2∇u+ µ1|∇u|
q1−2∇u) · ∇ϕdz

− α

∫

Ω

(|∇u|p2−2∇u+ µ2|∇u|
q2−2∇u) · ∇ϕdz, u, ϕ ∈ U.

(2.2)

Likewise, for (1.3) one considers the function D2 : V → V ∗ defined by

〈D2v, ψ〉2 :=

∫

Ω

(|∇v(z)|p3−2∇v + µ3|∇v|
q3−2∇v) · ∇ψ dz

− β

∫

Ω

(|∇v|p4−2∇v + µ4|∇v|
q4−2∇v) · ∇ψ dz, v, ψ ∈ V.

(2.3)

Finally, to shorten notation, set, for every (u, v) ∈ U × V ,

D(u, v) := (D1u,D2v), (2.4)
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Sh1,h2(u, v) = {(η1, η2) ∈ L(p∗1)
′

(Ω)× L(p∗3)
′

(Ω) | ηi ∈ hi(·, u, v,∇u,∇v), i = 1, 2},

Sg1,g2(u, v) = {(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ L(p1,∗)′(∂Ω2)× L(p3,∗)′(∂Ω2) | ξi ∈ gi(·, u, v), i = 1, 2},

where, as usual, p∗j :=
Npj
N−pj

and pj,∗ :=
(N−1)pj
N−pj

, j = 1, 3.

The following notions of generalized solution and strong generalized solution to
problem (1.2)–(1.3) are adapted from those in [5, 4].

Definition 3. We say that (u, v) ∈ U × V is a generalized solution of (1.2)–(1.3) if
there exist three sequences

(un, vn) ∈ U × V, (η1n, η
2
n) ∈ Sh1,h2(un, vn), (ξ1n, ξ

2
n) ∈ Sg1,g2(un, vn)

satisfying

(i) (un, vn)
w

−→ (u, v) in U × V ,

(ii) D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n)

w
−→ 0 in U∗ × V ∗, and

(iii) lim
n→∞

〈D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (un − u, vn − v)〉3 = 0.

Definition 4. (u, v) ∈ U × V is called a strongly generalized solution to (1.2)–(1.3)
when there are sequences

(un, vn) ∈ U × V, (η1n, η
2
n) ∈ Sh1,h2(un, vn), (ξ1n, ξ

2
n) ∈ Sg1,g2(un, vn)

fulfilling (i)–(ii) of Definition 3 and, moreover,

(iii)′ lim
n→∞

〈(D(un, vn), (un − w, vn − v)〉3 = 0.

3 Existence results

The hypotheses below on the right-hand sides of (1.2)–(1.3) will be posited.

H(h) The multifunctions hi : Ω × R
2 × R

2N → 2R, i = 1, 2, take convex compact
values. Moreover,

(1) z 7→ hi(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) is measurable for all (r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) ∈ R
2 × R

2N and
(r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) 7→ hi(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) is upper semi-continuous for a.e. z ∈ Ω.

(2) There exist m1, m2 > 0, σj , θj > 0, with j = 1, 2, 3, 4, δ1 ∈ L(p∗1)
′

(Ω), and
δ2 ∈ L(p∗3)

′

(Ω) such that

σ1

p∗1
+
σ2

p∗3
≤

1

(p∗1)
′
,

σ3

p∗1
+
σ4

p∗3
≤

1

(p∗3)
′
,

θ1

p1
+
θ2

p2
≤

1

(p∗1)
′
,

θ3

p1
+
θ4

p2
≤

1

(p∗3)
′

as well as

|h1(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2)|
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≤m1(|r1|
p∗1−1 + |r2|

p∗3
(p∗1)

′ + |r1|
σ1|r2|

σ2 + |ζ1|
p1

(p∗1)
′ + |ζ2|

p3
(p∗1)

′ + |ζ1|
θ1|ζ2|

θ2) + δ1(z),

|h2(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2)|

≤m2(|r1|
p∗1

(p∗
3
)′ + |r2|

p∗3−1 + |r1|
σ3 |r2|

σ4 + |ζ1|
p1

(p∗
3
)′ + |ζ2|

p3
(p∗

3
)′ + |ζ1|

θ3 |ζ2|
θ4) + δ2(z)

for all (z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) ∈ Ω× R
2 × R

2N .

(3) There are m3, m4, m5, m6 > 0 and δ3, δ4 ∈ L1(Ω)+ satisfying

η1r1 ≤ m3(|r1|
p1 + |r2|

p3) +m4(|ζ1|
p1 + |ζ2|

p3) + δ3(z),

η2r2 ≤ m5(|r1|
p1 + |r2|

p3) +m6(|ζ1|
p1 + |ζ2|

p3) + δ4(z),

for every ηi ∈ hi(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2), i = 1, 2, (z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) ∈ Ω× R
2 × R

2N .

H(g) The multifunctions gi : ∂Ω2 × R
2 → 2R, i = 1, 2, take convex compact values.

Moreover,

(1) z 7→ gi(z, r1, r2) is measurable for all (r1, r2) ∈ R
2 and (r1, r2) 7→ gi(z, r1, r2)

is upper semi-continuous for a.e. z ∈ ∂Ω2.

(2) There exist m7, m8 > 0, σj > 0, with j = 5, 6, 7, 8, δ5 ∈ L(p∗1)
′

(∂Ω2), and
δ6 ∈ L(p∗3)

′

(∂Ω2) such that

σ5

p1,∗
+

σ6

p3,∗
≤

1

(p1,∗)′
,

σ7

p1,∗
+

σ8

p3,∗
≤

1

(p3,∗)′

as well as

|g1(z, r1, r2)| ≤ m7

(

|r1|
p1,∗−1 + |r2|

p3,∗
(p1,∗)

′ + |r1|
σ5|r2|

σ6

)

+ δ5(z),

|g2(z, r1, r2)| ≤ m8

(

|r1|
p1,∗

(p3,∗)
′

+ |r2|
p3,∗−1 + |r1|

σ7 |r2|
σ8

)

+ δ6(z)

for every (z, r1, r2) ∈ ∂Ω2 × R
2.

(3) There are m9, m10 > 0 and δ7, δ8 ∈ L1(∂Ω2)+ fulfilling

ξ1r1 ≤ m9(|r1|
p1 + |r2|

p3) + δ7(z), ξ2r2 ≤ m10(|r1|
p1 + |r2|

p3) + δ8(z),

for all ξi ∈ gi(z, r1, r2), i = 1, 2, (z, r1, r2) ∈ ∂Ω2 × R
2.

With the notation introduced in Sections 1–2, one has

Theorem 5. Let H(0), H(h), and H(g) be satisfied. If, moreover,

m4 +m6 + (m3 +m5)λ2j−1 + (m9 +m10)λ2j < 1, j = 1, 2, (3.1)

then, for every α, β ∈ R, problem (1.2)–(1.3) admits a generalized solution.
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Proof. Pick (u, v) ∈ U × V . We claim that

Sh1,h2(u, v) 6= ∅ and Sg1,g2(u, v) 6= ∅.

In fact, by H(h)(1) and Proposition 1, the multifunction h1(·, u, v,∇u,∇v) possesses
a measurable selection η1 : Ω → R. Combining H(h)(2) with Hölder’s inequality
produces

‖η1‖
(p∗1)

′

(p∗1)
′ ≤

∫

Ω

[

m1

(

|u|p
∗

1−1 + |v|
p∗3

(p∗
1
)′ + |u|σ1|v|σ2

+ |∇u|
p1

(p∗
1
)′ + |∇v|

p3
(p∗

1
)′ + |∇u|θ1|∇v|θ2

)

+ δ1

](p∗1)
′

dz (3.2)

≤ C
(

‖δ1‖
(p∗1)

′

(p∗1)
′ + ‖u‖

p∗1
p∗1
+ ‖v‖

p∗3
p∗3
+ ‖∇u‖p1p1 + ‖∇v‖p3p3

+ ‖u‖
σ1(p∗1)

′

p∗1
‖v‖

σ2(p∗1)
′

(

p∗1
σ1(p

∗

1
)′

)

′

σ2(p∗1)
′

+ ‖∇u‖θ1(p
∗

1)
′

p1
‖∇v‖

θ2(p∗1)
′

(

p1
θ1(p

∗

1
)′

)

′

θ2(p∗1)
′

)

,

namely η1 ∈ L(p∗1)
′

(Ω). Since a similar reasoning applies to h2(·, u, v,∇u,∇v), we
achieve Sh1,h2(u, v) 6= ∅. Likewise, because of H(g)(1)(2), one has Sg1,g2(u, v) 6= ∅.
Recalling that hi and gi take convex closed values, an elementary computation shows
that the multifunctions

Sh1,h2 : U × V → 2L
(p∗1)

′

(Ω)×L(p∗3)
′

(Ω), Sg1,g2 : U × V → 2L
(p1,∗)

′

(∂Ω2)×L(p3,∗)
′

(∂Ω2)

turn out convex closed-valued. Moreover, due to (3.2) and its analogues for h2, g1,
and g2,

Sh1,h2 and Sg1,g2 map bounded sets into bounded sets. (3.3)

We next claim that

Sh1,h2 and Sg1,g2 are strongly-weakly upper semi-continuous. (3.4)

To show this for Sh1,h2, fix a nonempty weakly closed set B ⊆ L(p∗1)
′

(Ω) × L(p∗3)
′

(Ω)
and choose a sequence {(un, vn)} ⊆ S−

h1,h2
(B) fulfilling (un, vn) → (u, v) in U × V .

Thus, {(un, vn)} ⊆ U × V turns out bounded. Because of (3.3), the same holds as
regards

⋃

n∈N

Sh1,h2(un, vn) ⊆ L(p∗1)
′

(Ω)× L(p∗3)
′

(Ω).

So, up to sub-sequences, there exists (η1n, η
2
n) ∈ Sh1,h2(un, vn) ∩ B, n ∈ N, such that

(η1n, η
2
n)

w
−→ (η1, η2) in L(p∗1)

′

(Ω)× L(p∗3)
′

(Ω).

One evidently has (η1, η2) ∈ B. Mazur’s principle provides a sequence {(κ1n, κ
2
n)} of

convex combinations of {(η1n, η
2
n)} satisfying

(κ1n, κ
2
n) → (η1, η2) in L(p∗1)

′

(Ω)× L(p∗3)
′

(Ω).
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Since hi is upper semi-continuous, this entails

ηi(z) ∈ hi(z, u(z), v(z),∇u(z),∇v(z)) for a.e. z ∈ Ω.

Consequently, (η1, η2) ∈ Sh1,h2(u, v)∩B, i.e., (u, v) ∈ S−
h1,h2

(B), as desired. Concerning
Sg1,g2, the argument is analogous.

Now, let D be given by (2.4). Through (2.2)–(2.3) we easily see that

D : U × V → U∗ × V ∗ turns out bounded and continuous. (3.5)

The space U × V is separable, therefore it possesses a Galerkin’s basis, namely a
sequence {En} of linear sub-spaces of U × V fulfilling:

(i1) dim(En) <∞ ∀n ∈ N;

(i2) En ⊆ En+1 ∀n ∈ N;

(i3) ∪∞
n=1En = U × V .

Pick any n ∈ N. Consider the problem: Find (u, v) ∈ En such that

D(u, v) + Sg1,g2(u, v)− Sh1,h2(u, v) ∋ 0 in E∗
n. (3.6)

By (3.3)–(3.5) the multifunction

(D + Sg1,g2 − Sh1,h2)⌊En
: En → 2E

∗

n

takes convex closed values, maps bounded sets into bounded sets, and is upper semi-
continuous. If (u, v) ∈ U×V , (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ Sg1,g2(u, v), (η1, η2) ∈ Gh1,h2(u, v) then, thanks
to H(h)(3) and H(g)(3),

〈D(u, v) + (ξ1, ξ2)− (η1, η2), (u, v)〉3 ≥ ‖∇u‖p1p1 + ‖∇v‖p3p3 − |α|‖∇u‖p2p2 − |β|‖∇v‖p4p4

+

∫

Ω

µ1|∇u|
q1dz +

∫

Ω

µ3|∇v|
q3dz − |α|

∫

Ω

µ2|∇u|
q2dz − |β|

∫

Ω

µ4|∇v|
q4dz

−

∫

Ω

[m3(|u|
p1 + |v|p3) +m4(|∇u|

p1 + |∇v|p3) + δ3] dz

−

∫

Ω

[m5(|u|
p1 + |v|p3) +m6(|∇u|

p1 + |∇v|p3) + δ4] dz

−

∫

∂Ω2

[m9(|u|
p1 + |v|p3) + δ7] dσ −

∫

∂Ω2

[m10(|u|
p1 + |v|p3) + δ8] dσ.

Recalling that p2j−1 > p2j , j = 1, 2, the Young inequality with ε produces

‖∇u‖p2p2 ≤ c(ε)‖∇u‖p1p1 + C(ε), ‖∇v‖p4p4 ≤ c(ε)‖∇v‖p3p3 + C(ε),

where c(ε) → 0+ as ε→ 0+. Likewise,
∫

Ω

µ2|∇u|
q2dz ≤ c(ε)

∫

Ω

µ1|∇u|
q1dz + C(ε),

∫

Ω

µ4|∇v|
q4dz ≤ c(ε)

∫

Ω

µ3|∇v|
q3dz + C(ε),
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because q2j−1 > q2j and µ2j−1 ≥ µ2j , j = 1, 2, by hypothesis H(0). Via (2.1) we thus
achieve

〈D(u, v) + (ξ1, ξ2)− (η1, η2), (u, v)〉3

≥ [1−m4 −m6 − (m3 +m5)λ1 − (m9 +m10)λ2 − ĉ(ε)]‖∇u‖p1p1
+ [1−m4 −m6 − (m3 +m5)λ3 − (m9 +m10)λ4 − c̃(ε)]‖∇v‖p3p3

+ [1− ĉ(ε)]

∫

Ω

µ1|∇u|
q1dz + [1− c̃(ε)]

∫

Ω

µ3|∇v|
q3dz + C1(ε)

− ‖δ3‖1 − ‖δ4‖1 − ‖δ7‖L1(∂Ω2) − ‖δ8‖L1(∂Ω2),

with ĉ(ε) := |α|c(ε), c̃(ε) := |β|c(ε), and appropriate C1(ε) > 0. Put

A(ε) := 1−m4 −m6 − (m3 +m5)λ1 − (m9 +m10)λ2 − ĉ(ε),

B(ε) := 1−m4 −m6 − (m3 +m5)λ3 − (m9 +m10)λ4 − c̃(ε).

C2(ε) := C1(ε)− ‖δ3‖1 − ‖δ4‖1 − ‖δ7‖L1(∂Ω2) − ‖δ8‖L1(∂Ω2).

In view of (3.1) one has A(ε), B(ε) > 0 provided ε > 0 is small enough. Therefore,
the previous inequality clearly entails

〈D(u, v) + (ξ1, ξ2)− (η1, η2), (u, v)〉3

≥A(ε)min{‖u‖p1U , ‖u‖
q1
U }+B(ε)min{‖v‖p3V , ‖v‖

q3
V }+ C2(ε),

(3.7)

i.e., the multifunction (D + Sg1,g2 − Sh1,h2)⌊En
turns out coercive. Now, Theorem 2

can be applied, and there exists a solution (un, vn) ∈ En to problem (3.6), whence

D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n) = 0 in E∗

n (3.8)

for suitable (ξ1n, ξ
2
n) ∈ Sg1,g2(un, vn), (η

1
n, η

2
n) ∈ Gh1,h2(un, vn). From (3.7), written with

(u, v) := (un, vn), and (3.8) it follows

0 ≥ A(ε)min{‖un‖
p1
U , ‖un‖

q1
U }+B(ε)min{‖vn‖

p3
V , ‖vn‖

q3
V }+ C2(ε) ∀n ∈ N.

So, {(wn, vn)} ⊆ U × V is bounded. By reflexivity one has (un, vn)
w

−→ (u, v) in
U ×V , taking a sub-sequence when necessary. Consequently, (i) of Definition 3 holds.
Through (3.5) and (3.8) we next infer that {(η1n, η

2
n)} ⊆ L(p∗1)

′

(Ω) × L(p∗3)
′

(Ω) and
{(ξ1n, ξ

2
n)} ⊆ L(p1,∗)′(∂Ω2) × L(p3,∗)′(∂Ω2) turn out bounded. Therefore, always up to

sub-sequences,

D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n)

w
−→ (u∗, v∗) in U∗ × V ∗. (3.9)

Now, given any (ϕ, ψ) ∈ ∪∞
n=1En, Property (i2) and (3.8) yield

〈(u∗, v∗), (ϕ, ψ)〉3 = lim
n→∞

〈D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (ϕ, ψ)〉3 = 0.

Because of (i3) this forces

(u∗, v∗) = 0 in U∗ × V ∗, (3.10)
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namely condition (ii) is true. Finally, through (3.8), (3.9), and (3.10) we arrive at

〈D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (un − u, vn − v)〉3

= −〈D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (u, v)〉3 → 0

as n→ ∞, which shows (iii) in Definition 3. Summing up, the pair (u, v) turns out a
generalized solution to (1.2)–(1.3).

The existence of strongly generalized solutions will be established under the fol-
lowing assumptions.

H(h) (2′) There exist d1, d2 > 0 σj , θj > 0, with j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 1 < κ1 < p∗1, 1 < κ2 <

p∗3, and πj ∈ L(κj)′(Ω), j = 1, 2, such that

σ1

κ1
+
σ2

κ2
≤

1

κ′1
,

σ3

κ1
+
σ4

κ2
≤

1

κ′2
,

θ1

p1
+
θ2

p2
≤

1

κ′1
,

θ3

p1
+
θ4

p2
≤

1

κ′2

as well as

|h1(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2)|

≤d1

(

|r1|
p∗1
κ′1 + |r2|

p∗3
κ′1 + |r1|

σ1 |r2|
σ2 + |ζ1|

p1
κ′1 + |ζ2|

p3
κ′1 + |ζ1|

θ1|ζ2|
θ2

)

+ π1(z),

|h2(z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2)|

≤d1

(

|r1|
p∗1
κ′
2 + |r2|

p∗3
κ′
2 + |r1|

σ3 |r2|
σ4 + |ζ1|

p1
κ′
2 + |ζ2|

p3
κ′
2 + |ζ1|

θ3|ζ2|
θ4

)

+ π2(z)

for every (z, r1, r2, ζ1, ζ2) ∈ Ω× R
2 × R

2N .

H(g) (2′) There are d3, d4 > 0, σj > 0, with j = 5, 6, 7, 8, 1 < κ3 < p1,∗, 1 < κ4 < p3,∗,

and πj ∈ Lκ′

j (∂Ω2), J = 3, 4, fulfilling

σ5

κ3
+
σ6

κ4
≤

1

κ′3
,

σ7

κ3
+
σ8

κ4
≤

1

κ′4
,

as well as

|g1(z, r1, r2)| ≤ d3

(

|r1|
p1,∗

κ′3 + |r2|
p3,∗

κ′3 + |r1|
σ5 |r2|

σ6

)

+ π3(z),

|g2(z, r1, r2)| ≤ d4

(

|r1|
p1,∗

κ′4 + |r2|
p3,∗

κ′4 + |r1|
σ7 |r2|

σ8

)

+ π4(z)

for all (z, r1, r2) ∈ ∂Ω2 × R
2.

Theorem 6. If H(0), H(h)(1)(2′)(3), H(g)(1)(2′)(3), and (3.1) are satisfied then,

for every α, β ∈ R, problem (1.2)–(1.3) admits a strong generalized solution (u, v).
Moreover, (u, v) is a weak solution once max{α, β} < 0.
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Proof. Since H(h)(2′) and H(g)(2′) are stronger that H(h)(2) and H(g)(2), respec-
tively, we can use Theorem 5, which provides (u, v) ∈ U ×V as well as three bounded
sequences

(un, vn) ∈ U × V,

(η1n, η
2
n) ∈ Sh1,h2(un, vn) ∩ (L(κ1)′(Ω)× L(κ2)′(Ω)),

(ξ1n, ξ
2
n) ∈ Sg1,g2(un, vn) ∩ (L(κ3)′(∂Ω2)× L(κ4)′(∂Ω2))

fulfilling conditions (i)–(iii) in Definition 3. From κ1 < p∗1, κ3 < p1,∗, κ2 < p∗3, and
κ4 < p3,∗ it follows that both embeddings

U × V →֒ Lκ1(Ω)× Lκ2(Ω), U × V →֒ Lκ3(∂Ω2)× Lκ4(∂Ω2)

turn out compact. Hence, up to sub-sequences,

(un, vn) → (u, v) in Lκ1(Ω)× Lκ2(Ω) and in Lκ3(∂Ω2)× Lκ4(∂Ω2).

This evidently implies

0 = lim
n→∞

〈(D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (un − u, vn − v)〉3

= lim
n→∞

〈(D(un, vn), (un − u, vn − v)〉3,
(3.11)

i.e., (iii)′ of Definition 4 also holds. Suppose now max{α, β} < 0. Then the operators
Di, i = 1, 2, enjoy the (S+)-property, as this makes the classical (p, q)-Laplacian (cf.,
e.g., [3, Proposition 2.1]). Thus, (3.11) forces

(un, vn) → (u, v) in U × V. (3.12)

By boundedness we then get

(η1n, η
2
n)

w
−→ (η1, η2) in Lκ′

1(Ω)× Lκ′

2(Ω),

(ξ1n, ξ
2
n)

w
−→ (ξ1, ξ2) in Lκ′

3(∂Ω2)× Lκ′

4(∂Ω2).
(3.13)

So, thanks to (3.4) and [14, Proposition 2.5],

(η1, η2) ∈ Sh1,h2(u, v), (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ Sg1,g2(u, v). (3.14)

Finally, because of (ii) in Definition 3, (3.12), and (3.5), for every fixed (ϕ, ψ) ∈ U×V
one has

0 = lim
n→∞

〈D(un, vn) + (ξ1n, ξ
2
n)− (η1n, η

2
n), (ϕ, ψ)〉3

=〈(D(u, v) + (ξ1, ξ2)− (η1, η2), (ϕ, ψ)〉3,

whence D(u, v) + (ξ1, ξ2) − (η1, η2) = 0 in U∗ × V ∗. Taking (3.14) into account, we
see that (u, v) is a weak solution to (1.2)–(1.3).
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