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REGULARIZING EFFECTS CONCERNING ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS
WITH A SUPERLINEAR GRADIENT TERM

MARTA LATORRE, MARTINA MAGLIOCCA AND SERGIO SEGURA DE LEON

ABSTRACT. We consider the homogeneous Dirichlet problem for an elliptic equation driven by a linear oper-
ator with discontinuous coefficients and having a subquadratic gradient term. This gradient term behaves as
g(u)|Vul|?, where 1 < g < 2 and g¢(s) is a continuous function. Data belong to L™ () with 1 <m < % as well
as measure data instead of L!-data, so that unbounded solutions are expected. Our aim is, given 1 < m < %
and 1 < ¢ < 2, to find the suitable behaviour of g close to infinity which leads to existence for our problem. We
show that the presence of g has a regularizing effect in the existence and summability of the solution. Moreover,
our results adjust with continuity with known results when either g(s) is constant or ¢ = 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned to an elliptic problem, in an open bounded set Q C RY, whose model is:
—Au = g(u) |Vul|? + f(z) in Q,
{ u=0 on 0N},
where
H1l. g : R — (0,400) is a continuous positive function;

H2. 1 <qg<2
H3. f € L™(Q) such that m > 1. Eventually, we will also consider measures instead of f € L'((2).

Our aim is, given ¢ and m, to find the suitable behaviour of ¢ close to infinity which leads to existence for
problem (??). We may measure the behaviour of g through the exponent a such that the limit lim|y_, |s|*g(s)
is positive and finite. For the sake of simplicity, we will assume that g is continuous and satisfies g(s) < # ,
with «,v > 0. So, we look for the possible exponents « for which we can obtain existence of solution to this
problem.

Solutions to (??) are considered in a weak sense (i.e., having finite energy) when m > % Nevertheless,
this notion has no meaning when m is closer to 1. In these cases the notion of weak solution must be replaced
with the notion of entropy solution or that of renormalized one. Entropy solutions were introduced in [?] for
L'-data and in [?] for measure data which are absolutely continuous with respect to the capacity. On the other
hand, renormalized solutions were handled in [?, ?]. Since both notions are equivalent, in the present paper
renormalized solution is the chosen notion and only the renormalized formulation will be used in what follows.

1.1. Background. Problems related to (??) have been widely studied in recent years. Recall that, when
0 < ¢ < 1 and data belong to the dual space H!(2), it can be solved applying the theory of pseudomonotone
operators (see, for instance, [?]). Likewise, this theory also applies when ¢ = 1 and the norm of the source f is
small enough to get coerciveness. Without assuming any smallness condition, an existence result holds true as
proved by Bottaro and Marina in [?] for linear equations, and by Del Vecchio and Porzio in [?] in a nonlinear
framework.

The other growth limit, ¢ = 2, deserves some remarks. With additional hypotheses, equations having gradient
terms with quadratic growth have been studied in a series of papers in the 80’s, mainly by Boccardo, Murat
and Puel. For gradient terms satisfying a sign condition, we refer to [?, ?, ?], while for existence of bounded
solutions, to [?, ?]. The first attempt to study equations with a gradient term having natural growth (without
the sign condition or an additional zero order term), was carried out by Ferone and Murat in [?] (see also [?, ?]
for extensions). They consider the case g(s) constant and prove a sharp smallness condition on f € L% ()

which leads to an existence result. More precisely, it was proved that if ||f ||L ¥ @) is small, then there exists

a solution u which also satisfies the further regularity (65 lul — 1) € H}(Q), for § less than a constant which

only depends on || f HL ¥y the coerciveness of the principal term and the best constant in Sobolev’s inequality.

More general data in this quadratic growth were considered in [?, ?], under the assumption g € L'(R): Tt is
studied existence for all L'-data (in [?]) and for all Radon measures (in [?]). The assumption g € L!(R) turns
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out to be optimal (see [?, Proposition 5.1]). The exhaustive analysis of the necessary growth condition on g to
obtain a solution for every datum f € L™ (), where m > 1, was made by Porretta and Segura de Ledn in [?].
The main result of [?], when it is applied to an equation governed by a linear operator, states:
Q1. Given any f € L™(Q) with m > %: there exists a solution to problem (??), with ¢ = 2, under the
assumption |9Hi>noo g(s) = 0; this solution is bounded when m > %

\
Q2. Given any f € L™(Q) with 1\2,—52 <m< %: if g(s) < %, with v < ]\%T;n?

to problem (?7?), with ¢ = 2, which belongs to H}(2) N L¥%m Q).

Q3. Given any f € L™(Q) with 1 <m < ]\2,712: if g(s) < %, with v < %T{W?, then there exists an entropy

solution to problem (?7), with ¢ = 2, which belongs to Wol’m* Q).
One of the main objectives of the present paper is to extend these results to the case 1 < ¢ < 2. Some
consequences of the quadratic case for our problem are:

, then there exists a solution

Cl. If lirjlzl g(s) = 0, then there exists a solution for every f € L™(Q), with m > % (see Proposition ??
S—T 00

below).
C2. Ifg e Li (R), then there exists a solution for every f € L'(Q) (see Remark ?? below).

In the subquadratic setting (i.e., 1 < ¢ < 2) and for g(s) constant, the general theory was developed by
Grenon, Murat and Porretta in [?] (for the range 14+ % < ¢ < 2) and [?] (with full generality). Their aim
is to find the “optimal” exponent m, which depends on ¢, such that there exists a solution for data in L™ ()
satisfying a smallness condition. Moreover, Alvino, Ferone and Mercaldo showed in [?] the sharp condition on
datum f which guarantee the existence of solution. It was proved in [?] that:

SLLIF1+ % <qg<2m> w and || f||,, is small enough, then there exists a solution u € HE () to

m(N—2)

problem (??), with g(s) constant, which satisfies the further regularity |u|” € HZ(Q), with o = SN o)

The extension studied in [?] leads to:

2. If 5 <g< 1+ 3%, m > w and || f|lm is small enough, then there exists a renormalized

solution to problem (??), with g(s) constant, which satisfies the regularity (1+ |u|)?'u € H(Q), with

o= %, and |Vu| € LN=D(Q).

S3. If g = % and || f| zm(q) is small enough for certain m > 1, then there exists a renormalized solution

to problem (??), with g(s) constant, satisfying the regularity (1+ |u|)?tu € H}(Q), with o = %,

and |Vu| € L™ (Q).

S4. Ifl1 < g < %, m > 1 and || f||1 is small enough, then there exists a renormalized solution to problem

(?7), with g(s) constant, which satisfies |u| € M%(Q) and |Vul € M~ (Q). Here, M9(£2) stands for
the Marcinkiewicz space (see Subsection ?? below). Actually, sources more general than L'-functions
are handled, namely, finite Radon measures.

The final picture looks as follows:

LJ
1 N 14+ 2 2 ' q

N-1

The right zone indicates solutions of finite energy, the left zone shows the points ¢ where measure data can
be considered while the central zone is where they obtain renormalized solutions with L™-data.
We point out that, in [?], the authors obtain existence for every datum with a zero order term, which has

a regularizing effect. In some sense, the singular term 'm‘j’, where o > 0, induces a similar effect, so that we
expect better estimates than those in the case & = 0 (see Remark ?7?). Note, nevertheless, that the term ‘E‘ﬂq

behaves in a superlinear way with respect to the gradient power when o < ¢ — 1 (see Subsection ?7).
Finally, we remark that a problem similar to (??) has recently been studied in [?, Proposition 3.4].

1.2. Our results. As we have mentioned, given ¢ and m, our goal is to look for the best exponent «a to get
existence for our problem. The identity we find is

N(g-1) -
a:(qN_—)mmq form>1 1<qg<2. (1.2)
This value of « is intuitively deduced in Subsection ??7. We remark that, when o = 0, it yields m = %_1)
recovering the threshold occurring in S1. and S2. above. In general, m = m(q, «) is given by
N(g—1-a)
=—=. 1.3
mn q — 2« (13)

According to the value of m and the connection between « and ¢, there are two different types of results:



(1) As in Q2. or S1., if m > 22X then we get finite energy solutions. Otherwise, renormalized ones are

N+3
obtained. We also note that there are points (g, @) € [1,2] x [0, 1] satisfying
N(g—1—
Ng-1-a)
q— 2«

In this area, talking about Lebesgue spaces looses sense. This means that measure data are allowed.

(2) In full agreement with the above picture, we have to deal with three zones. If ¢ > 1+ «, we are
within the superlinear framework. In this setting, we may only expect existence of solutions for sources
satisfying a smallness condition. The limit case ¢ = 1+ « corresponds to a linear gradient term in which
we get existence when this term is small enough. Furthermore, the sublinear case ¢ < 1 + « guaranties
existence of solutions for all data and all gradient terms. The informal deduction of this classification
will be shown in Subsection ?77.

We state our main results in Theorem 7?7 and Theorem ?7? below, where all possible situations are considered.
Roughly speaking, we may illustrate the relation between «, ¢, m in the following picture.

«
1
4
;
;
L.
77 :
L7 Existence for all data
L27
200 .
155 Existence for small measure data
L2000
2o i m 20
1,557 Existence for small L™—data, 1 < m < 13
2520007 sy
70000007 15507 . m 2N N
12255057, 7722 Existence for small L™—data, 355 <m < 5
Loi0000000
L25000000007
0
1 _N_ 14+ 2 2 q
N—-1 N

We explicitly point out that, as « increases, the different zones drift to the right, so that the function g
induces a regularizing effect. Moreover, the sublinear zone 0 < a < g — 1 appears, which entails existence for
every datum. The bigger value of «, the wider is this new zone.

This scheme adapts perfectly to what is expected since there is continuity with respect to known results.
In fact, the g—axis coincides with the picture of results in [?], while the line ¢ = 2 depicts the results in [?].
Furthermore, the bound %T{nll), occurring in Q2. above, is the limit as ¢ — 2 of the related bounds obtained
for ¢ < 2 (see Remark ?? below); a similar observation applies to Q3.

In order to achieve these bounds in the renormalized framework, we need to fine-tune our estimates as much
as possible. So, we have to introduce a special way of applying known inequalities (see Lemma ?7). In this way
we managed not to lose information when making our estimates.

To prove our results we use approximation techniques based on

1. estimates of a suitable power of the solutions;

2. the strong convergence in L' of the gradient term.
Our estimates are obtained with variants of the method introduced by Grenon, Murat and Porretta in which
certain powers of Gi(u) = (Ju| — k)™ sign(u) are taken as test functions. The greatest difficulty arises when
studying problem (??) with a measure datum p. In this case one should take T;(Gg(u)) as a test function
getting

/ VT,(Gr(w)? de < [ / 90| Vul? dz + [l an,
Q {lu|>k}

An appeal to a lemma on Marcinkiewicz spaces (see [?, Lemma 4.2]) leads to

VG| , <c

N—-1

/ g<u>|w|qdz+|u||Mb] .
{lu|>k}

Having in mind that values ¢ > % are allowed, an estimate cannot be expected from this inequality. To
overcome this trouble, we take T} (|G (u)|?) sign(u) as a test function, with the power @ close to 0, and then, a

suitable generalization of the above lemma (see Lemma ?? below) will be applied.

1.3. Plan of the paper. The plan of the paper is the following. Section 2 is devoted to introduce the
assumptions and state the main results (see Theorem ?? and Theorem ?7? below). We also include here our
starting point (see Proposition ??), which is a simple consequence of the results of [?]. Section 3 deals with
a priori estimates, while the convergence of approximate solutions is proved in Section 4. We point out that



not only the superlinear case is seen, since we also deal with the linear case (in which existence for each data
is achieved under a hypothesis of smallness on the gradient term) and even some sublinear cases that, as far
as we know, have not already been handled. In this Section 4 the limit line ¢ = W, which does not fit
into the general scheme, is also studied. In Section 5 we end up analyzing what happens when data enjoy more

summability than that strictly necessary to obtain existence.

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

2.1. Notation. Throughout this paper, Q stands for a bounded open subset of RV, with N > 2. The Lebesgue
measure of a set E C Q will be denoted by |E|. The symbols L*(£2) denote the usual Lebesgue spaces and
WO1 *(Q) the usual Sobolev spaces of measurable functions having weak gradient in L*(Q;R"™) and zero trace

on 9Q. We will also use the notation H}(Q) instead of W§’2(Q). Let 1 < p < N, in the sequel p* = NN—E),
Np

Px = NpoNip and .S, stands for the constant in Sobolev inequality in WO1 P(Q), that is,

X 1/p" 1/p
U |u|P d:c} <8, U |Vu|pd:1:] , forallue W, ().
Q Q

We recall that this constant just depend on N and p, and this dependence is continuous on p. On the other
hand, Cz}: F stands for the constant in the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality in I/VO1 P(Q), so that

1/p 1/p
U |u|pdz] <chr [/ Vu|pd1} , forallu € Wy P(Q).
Q Q

This constant depends on 2 and p.
Two auxiliary real functions will be used throughout this paper. For every k > 0, we define Ty, : R — R and
G : R—=Ras

s if |s| <k,
if |s| > k;
Gr(s) = s —Ti(s) = (|s| — k)™ sign(s).

2.2. Assumptions. We will deal with the problem

{ —div[A(z) - Vu] = H(z,u, Vu) + f(z) in Q, 2.1)
u=20 on 0f),
and we assume the following statements.
(1) A(x) is an N x N symmetric matrix which satisfies
NP < [A(z) - €] - € < Al¢]? (2.2)

for almost all z € Q and ¢ € RY, and certain positive constants A and \.
(2) There exist a positive continuous function g : R — (0,400) and 1 < ¢ < 2 such that

[H (2, t, )] < g(t)[¢]* (2.3)

for almost all z € Q, t € R and ¢ € RY.
(3) The datum f belongs to L™(Q), with 1 < m < £. When m = 1, instead of considering an L'-function,
we will choose a Radon measure (see problem (77)).

As far as the function g is concerned, we assume that there exist constants v, a > 0 satisfying

g(t) < L

< W (2.4)

for all t € R.

Remark 2.1. (i) Throughout this paper, the linearity of the principal part plays no role. We point out that
our results also hold for equations driven by more general operators such as those of the Leray—Lions type
with linear growth.

(ii) We stress that condition (??) have to be seen as a condition at infinity, that is, what is essential is
lim g(s)lsl” = 7.

|s|—o0

We are assuming (??) for the sake of simplicity.



In what follows, we also consider the parameter

m(N —-2) . No
= ——= .e. = 2.5
N_2m = ¢ N+20—2 (2:5)
Observe that it implies
(0 — 1)m/ = %2* . (2.6)

It is straightforward that

1) 1<0< o0
2) o =1if and only if m = 1.

. . 2N
3) 1<o<2ifand only if 1 <m < F45.
)

: ¢ 2N N
UZQlfandonlylfN—HSm<5.

(
(
(
(4

2.3. Notions of solution. According to the summability of the datum, we will find solutions to problem (?7?)
with finite energy or renormalized solutions. Definitions follow.

Definition 2.2. We will say that a function uw € HE(Q) is a weak solution to problem (??) if H(x,u,Vu) €
LY(Q) and

/[A(x) -Vu]-Vepdr = / H(z,u, Vu)p dx +/ fx)pdx (2.7)
Q Q Q
holds for all p € HE(Q) N L>®(Q).

We remark that, as a consequence of Sobolev’s inequality, formulation (??) has sense only when m > ]\2,—52,

that is, ¢ > 2. When m < I\Qf—fQ (so that o < 2), a different formulation must be required. The functional

setting for the renormalized formulation lies on the space 761’2(9) of almost everywhere finite functions such
that Ty (u) € H}(Q) for all k > 0. Functions in this space have a generalized gradient which (grosso modo) is
defined by

VTk(u) = (VU)X{luKk} for all £ > 0,
(see [?] or [?]).

Definition 2.3. A function u : Q — R is a renormalized solution to problem (??) having datum f € L™ (),

with 1 <m < ]\2,—12, if it satisfies

(1) ue Ty *(Q);
(2) Vu € L'(Q;RN);
(3) H(z,u,Vu) € L'(2);

and
/ S'(w)plA(z) - Vu] - Vudz +/ S(u)[A(z) - Vu] - Ve dz
) Q

:/H(:v,u,Vu)S(u)godw—i—/f(x)S’(u)cpd:E (2.8)
Q Q

holds for any Lipschitz function S : R — R with compact support and for any o € H*(Q) N L>(Q) such that
S(u)p € HE ().

Remark 2.4. Note that Definition 7?7 does not require any asymptotic condition on the energy term such as

1
lim f/ |Vul|? dz = 0. (2.9)
{n<|ul<2n}

n—o00 N,

Indeed, we will prove (in different steps) that

Rl.Ifl<o<2(ie. 1<m< ]\2[—_];[2), then solutions enjoy a certain Sobolev regularity which implies (?7).
R2. If 0 =1 (i.e. m = 1), then condition (??) must be required to solutions.
It is not difficult to check R1 if we assume condition [(1+ |u[)? — 1] € H} () with 1 < ¢ < 2. Then
[Vul® 1
——— € L (Q).
e <
Thus,
1 1
f/ |Vul*de < —
 J{n<ul<2n} ne

and condition (?7?) holds.

2 C
22—“/ Vel | < C o
{n<luj<zny (14 [ul) n



Up to now, we have taken m = N(q:i;;a) with m > 1. Nonetheless, this ratio can be strictly smaller than 1.

Then we take measure data and so consider problem
{ —div[A(z) - Vu] = H(z,u, Vu) +p  in Q,

(2.10)
u=20 on 0},

being p € M(Q2) a bounded Radon measure, instead of problem (?7).

As far as bounded Radon measures are concerned, we recall that every p € M;(€2) can be decomposed, in a
unique way, as the sum pu = g + ps, where pg € L'(Q) + H~1() is the absolutely continuous (with respect to
the capacity) part and p; is the singular one and it is concentrated on a set of null capacity. Further comments
on measures data and the notion of capacity can be found in [?, Section 2], [?, Section 2].

Definition 2.5. A function u :  — R is a renormalized solution to problem (77?) if it satisfies

(1) we Ty *(Q);
(2) Vu € L' (Q;RY);
(3) H(x,u,Vu) € L*(Q);
and
/ S"(u)p[A(z) - Vu] - Vudx +/ S(u)[A(z) - Vu] - Vo dx
) Q

:/H(x,u,Vu)S(u)godx—i—/S(u)goduo (2.11)
Q Q

holds for any Lipschitz function S : R — R with compact support and for any ¢ € H*(2) N L>(Y) such that
S(u)p € H} (), and

lim l/ w[A(z) - Vu] - Vudz = / odut, (2.12)
oo N Jin<u<2n} Q
1
lim f/ Y[A(z) - Vu] - Vudz = / wduy , (2.13)
n=oO N Ji_op<u<—n} Q

for every v € Cy(2), i.e. p continuous and bounded in 2, and being ut and p; the positive and negative parts
of ps, respectively.

Remark 2.6. Both in Definition ?? and Definition 7?7, we will need to use test functions for which function
S has not compact support although S’ has. Most of them can be considered by a standard argument in the
renormalized setting (see [?] for more details). This procedure consists of two steps, which we next apply to the
main example S(s) = Ti(s) in the case f € L™(Q) with m > 1.

(1) Take S(s) =Tr(s)9n(s), ¢ =1 in (?77?) with

1 ls| < h,
2h —

Dp(s) = - LI |s| < 2h,
0 |s| > 2h.

Observe that 9, (-) is compactly supported and converges to 1 as h — oco. In this way, (??) becomes
1
/ Ip(uw)[A(z) - Vu] - VI (u) dz — 7/ [Ty (w)| [A(z) - Vu] - Vudx
{lul<k} {h<|u|<2h}

:/H(x,u,Vu)Tk(u)ﬂh(u) d:ch/ FTe(w) 9y (u) de .
Q Q

(2) Check that letting h go to oo is allowed in each term (in the second term, where ¥} (u) appears, just apply
condition (?7?). It turns out that

/Q[A(x) -Vu] - VT (u) de = /QH(m,u, Vu)Ty(u) de + /Q fTi(u) dex.

Analogous comments can be done when measure data are considered, taking the same test functions in (?7?)
and using (??)—(??) instead of (?7), we get

/ [A(z) - Vu] - VT (u) de = / H(z,u, Vu)Ty(u) dx + / FT(u) dpo + kps(S2) .
Q ) Q

Throughout this paper, we will consider such general test functions without further comments.



2.4. Main results. As we have seen in the Introduction, we get two different types of results: one in the
superlinear setting and the other in the linear case. To justify this classification, we refer to the next Subsection.
On the other hand, in both situations we should have in mind that, depending on the data, we will obtain finite
energy solutions or renormalized ones.

The results of this paper can be summarized in the following statements.

Theorem 2.7 (Existence results in the superlinear case). Using the above notation, assume that || f]|
small enough.

(1) If 5 <m < 5 and W < a < q— 1, then there exists a weak solution to problem (?7)

satisfying H(z,u, Vu)u € LY(Q), H(z,u, Vu) € L%(Q) and the further regularity |u|?z € HZ ().

(2) Ifl1<m< 1\2,—% and W < a < g—1, then there exists a renormalized solution to (?7) satisfying
(14 |u))2~tu € HY(Q) and H(x,u,Vu) € L™(Q).

(3) If m>1and o = %, then there exists a renormalized solution to (77) satisfying (1+ |u|)? ~1u €
HL(Q).

L™ () 18

Furthermore, assuming a source p € My(Q) with ||p]|am, small enough, if % < a < q-—1, then there

exists a renormalized solution to (77).

Theorem 2.8 (Existence results in the linear case). With the same notation as above, assume that « = q— 1
and vy is small enough.

(1) If ]\2,752 <m < &, then there exists a weak solution to problem (?7) which also satisfies H(z,u, Vu)u €
LYQ), H(z,u,Vu) € La(Q) and the further regularity |u|”/? € H}(Q).

(2)If1 <m< 1\27712, then there exists a renormalized solution to (??) satisfying the reqularity (1 +
lu|)2 1w € HY(Q) and H(z,u, Vu) € L™(L).

Furthermore, for every p € My(QQ) there exists a renormalized solution to (77).

2.5. Connection among parameters. The aim of this Subsection is to show the connection among all pa-
rameters of our problem which lead to existence of solution. The key argument is to find the best power ¢ such
that u? can be taken as a test function.

We begin estimating the gradient term and seeing the connection between g and «. In order to simplify the
incoming explanation, we consider the problem

— Au = _F in Q,
(14 u)~ (2.14)
u=20 on 0f),

where & > 0 and 0 < F € L™(Q) with 7 < &. Note that u > 0 by the classical maximum principle.
Basically, our aim is to prove a gradient estimate of the type

IVulllzr @) < cllFllg- g,

for certain values b < 2, ¢ > 0. Once this step is concluded, we set F' = |Vul?, i.e.

Vel oy < ell Vel %
Li@) = L5 ()’
so we will deduce that
-
e we close the estimate choosing Tq =1
e we are within the superlinear setting if and only if % > 1.

We take (1 +u)°~! — 1 as test function in (??) for some . Then, defining v = (1 + u)?, we obtain

/ |Vo|? do < c/ Fos@=1=0) dqg (2.15)
Q Q
Since Holder’s inequality with (7,7’) implies
2(c—1-a) Z2(o—-1-a)
| ro do <Pl @75 (2.16)
we require
No 2,
= = ie. — —1- =2%. 2.17
T =1(0, ) RS ie O_T(O’ ) (2.17)



We estimate (??) by applying Young’s inequality with ( o 237 2*> = (22’;/, TJ(VAS?) Then, invoking Sobolev’s
embedding too, we obtain
T(N—2)

2(o—1-a PEs
Qvar( 1= )dx<f||vHH19)+c||FHLﬁ’(Q).

Note that, having 7 < &, this step makes sense. We gather (??)-(??) and deduce
T(N—2)
N-—-27
0131 ) < CllFITEG - (2.18)
Now, let 0 < b < 2 and take into account |||Vu|®||11(q). We omit the case b = 2 since it can be dealt in the

same way without passing to the change of variable v = (1 +u)2. Then, by Holder’s inequality with (b, 5 b)
we have that

b
/|wbd:¢:/ |Vv§bdm§0</ |Vv|2dx) </ vifb@—a)dx) . (2.19)
Q Q Q Q

No . 2 b *

Note that b < 2 if 0 < 2. Thanks to Sobolev’s embedding, the inequality in (??) becomes

We thus require

p2=c 2b
11Vl L2y < ellollb ool 27 < eSalloll 7y q, -

Recalling (??) too and taking F' = |Vul|?, we finally get

T(N—=2) b T(N—2) bg

T(N-2) g
VPl < eIFITG © < el FIZG * < lvul T,

Then

e we close the estimate taking 1 = ? Thus, z =7 =

, q Miﬁ (by (??)) from where we deduce

taking into account (?7)
(N-2)(g—1-q)

= 2.21
o = (2.21)

and so

b _N(g—1-a)

q q(1 — )

e We are within the superlinear setting if and only if
T(N-2)¢q _ 4
N-21 ¢ 1l+4a«

T =

>1 ie. g¢g>1+4a.

Since we want to keep us in a superlinear but still subquadratic setting, we will consider
l+a<qg<?2,

which implies that 0 < a < 1. In other words, if & > 1, then we are no longer in a superlinear gradient setting.
The linear one appears when ¢ = 1 4+ «, while we are in the sublinear setting when ¢ < 1 + a.

We now want to determine the relation between the gradient growth parameter g, the power growth parameter
a and the data assumptions f € L™(Q2). To this end, we focus on the source term f and consider the simple
problem

{ — Au = f(x) in Q, (2.22)

u=20 on 0f),

where 0 < f € L™(Q) with m < &. Now, if we take again ((1+u)°~! — 1), with o < 2 defined in (??), as test
function in (??) and reason as before, then we find that we need

No , o)
=— 7 e =27
m(o) Nio,—3 e m'(c—1) 5
Gathering this identity with (??), we have
moNeg-1-o . Ng-1)-mg
qg—2a 7 N —2m

Therefore, we have informally deduced the need of conditions (??), (??) and (?7?), respectively.



2.6. Our starting point. We begin with the following result which provides us of solution to approximating
problems in Section 4. It follows from the results of [?].

Proposition 2.9. Consider two continuous functions gi,go : R — (0,+00) such that g1 € L*/9(R) and
lim g¢2(s) =0, and set g = g1 + ga.

s—Foo
(1) If f € L™(Q), with m > N/2, then there exists a solution to (??) belonging to H(2) N L>(1).
(2) If f € LN/2(Q), then there exists a solution to (??) which belongs to HY () N L7 (Q) for all 1 < r < oc.

Proof. Note that the expression G(u) = [;' g1(s 5)?/4ds defines a real bounded function (due to g; € L¥?(R)).

Now consider ¢ a LlpSChltZ*COI’ltIHUOUS and increasing real function such that ¢(0) = 0. Taking et p(u) as

test function, A as in (??), in (??), it follows from (?7?), (??) and Young’s inequality that

)\/ ol |Vu|2dx+/|<p g1 ()29 S Va2 do
IG(u)\
S/H(x,u,Vu)e Y dx—|—/|f o(u) dz
Q
16 g |G<u)\
< [ mwpwe [ mee S uptde+ [ (@) o do
G 1G(w) |
<2 [ mwete do+§ [ g (e

X |Vu|2dx
L2 /Q () 5" /Q (@) S o (u) d

Simplifying, we deduce
|G (uw)] ’ 2 q 2/(1 G G
A ¢ (W)|Vul"dr < 3 ng(U) lp(u)le dx + A lf @)+ (2—q)e

Denoting h(z) = C'[|f(z)| + (2 — q)], being C an upper bound of et (recall that G is a bounded function),
we have h € L™ (), here m > N/2. Then

’ 2 q 2/q 2
3 [ Ivup s < 30 [ g elITuP da+ [ halew)]do.

for every Lipschitz—continuous and increasing real function ¢ such that ¢(0) = 0. Having in mind that
lim, 100 g2(5)%/7 = 0, an appeal to the proofs of [?, Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2] shows that this estimate
leads to existence for any h € L™(§2) and consequently for every f € L™(Q2). B

(u)|dx .

Remark 2.10. A straightforward consequence of the previous result is the existence of solutions for every
a > 0 when m > N/2. This is the reason to assuming m < %

Remark 2.11. The argument of the above result can also be applied to L'-functions deducing existence
of solution for any f € L'(2) when g € L%(R) (see [?], and [?] for its extension to measure data) and as
consequence it is satisfied if « > ¢/2 . Nevertheless, this bound is not optimal since we will see that this fact
holds for every a > ¢ —1 (note that ¢ —1 < ¢/2if 1 < ¢ < 2). This gap will be studied in Theorem ?? below.

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

Following [?, ?], the basic idea to get a priori estimates is to choose |G (u)|”~! sign(u) as test function in

problem (??). Hence, we will consider three cases according to the value of the exponent ¢ — 1. Roughly
speaking, the easiest case is when N—fQ < m < & (that is ¢ > 2) since then |Gy (u)|”~! sign(u) can be
directly taken as test function. In the case 1 < m < 1\2,—12 (that is 1 < o < 2), we have to replace it with
(e + |Gr(uw)])°~* —e°7!] sign(u) since now the exponent does not define a Lipschitz—continuous function of
Gr(u). (Actually, we cannot take this function in the renormalized formulation, however we may follow the
steps of Remark ?? to approximate [(¢ + |Gy (u)])° " — e°~!] sign(u) and lead to a similar estimate.) The last

case is m = 1 when the exponent vanishes and the test function must be bounded.
3.1. Finite energy solutions.

Proposition 3.1. Let f € L™ () with ]\2,52 <m< & and let a = W, Assume (77), (?7), (??) and

that w is a solution to problem (?7) in the sense of Deﬁmtzon ?? such that |u|2 € H(Q). (Observe that it
; — (N=2)(g=1-0) — Nlg=1-o)

yields o = 5 and m = —1=5--".)

Then, if || fllLm () is small enough, every such solution u satisfies the following estimate:

/ |72 Vul? dz < M,
Q

10



where M is a positive constant which only depends on N, q, m, X, v and || f|| L= q)-

Proof. Let k > 0. We start taking the test function |Gy (u)| ! sign(u) in problem (??). Then, by (??), we
obtain

[ 1A@)- 91 V(1Gu)7 sign(u)
< / g(u) |G ()|~ sign(u)|Vu|? de +/ f1Gr(u)|” ! sign(u)dz. (3.1)
) )
On the left hand side, thanks to (?7?), we get
/ [A(z) - Vu] - V(|G (u)|7~* sign(u)) > )\/ Vu - V[|Gr(u)|” " sign(u)] dz
Q Q
_ _ o—2 2 . _ 40 —1) 212
=Xe=1) [ 61w 2 VG dr = A2 [ 916w P e
Recalling also (??), inequality (??) becomes
WD [ 191G wIFE < [ o) Gr @l sign()] Vul?do + [ 71Gu(w)]* signu) ds

G o—1
/| k()] |Vu|qd1:+/|f||Gk(u)|"71d3§:Il—|—Ig. (3.2)
Q

|ul
We start by performing some simple computations on the gradient term I7.

o—1 o—1
I —'y/ [Ge(w”™ |Vu|qdac§'y/ M|Vu|qu
o fule (ul>ky  |Gr(u)|™

- —a‘Gk(u”(%_l)q
=1 [ G VG W) da
{ul>k} |G (u)|(Z2—1e

24 o o
=7 / |Gr(w)|7~ 1D V|G ()| B de,
ok Q

where we have used that 0 < « and that |Gg(u)| < |u| hold; we remark that no singularity appears since we are
integrating on the set {|u| > k}. Then, applying Holder’s inequality, we deduce

2—gq q
2q - 2 - 2
L < 1= (/Q G (w)[le~ 1o (5 -Dal%g dz) (/ﬂ |V|Gk(u)2|2dx> . (3.3)

Now, we will apply Sobolev’s inequality. Indeed, since o = w the power of G (u) in the first factor

in (?7?) changes to
o 2 o
—1-a-(2-1)q| 57— =22 3.4

Therefore, it follows that

2 " = o
n<aZ ([ iewis ar) T el
Sv; 53 \Vle )| * da G (u)|? (e
29 o250 o q+2” 29 ov2-9 o 28=4
=7 I|Gr(u)|2 II?p(Q —7;52 NG g q) -

On the other hand, we use Holder’s inequality on I3 to get

_ o—1 m B (o—1)m’ #
= [ 116 dx<</g|f dx) (/Q|Gk<u>| dx) |

Therefore, having in mind (?7),

L < 1l ( /Q G(w) 5 dx) " < Wl (s% / |V|Gk<u>|%|2dx)

go=1
— Il S2 ™ 1G(w)|% lergto -

2" 1
2 m!

11



Thus, inequality (??) becomes

g o291
CilllGr(w)] % 373 0y < ¥C2llIGi(u )|2||H1(Q) + G| fllm@ G ()2 [atq) »

for some positive constants C; only depending on N, ¢, A and m (this one through o, by (??)). This is equivalent
to

o 2 o 2N=g 2721
CIGEE Iy o) 1O NG @ E Ty 7 < Callfllzmeey

If we denote Yy = |||Gk(u)|? qug(ﬂ) and define the function

Fly) = Ciys —qCoy™=2""7 | y >0,
we have obtained
F(Yy) < Csllflzm@ Yk >0. (3.5)
Note that the continuous function F'(y) satisfies F'(0) = 0, limy_, y o F'(y) = —o0, it is increasing until reaching

certain y* and then it is decreasing, so that it has a maximun M* at y*, i.e., M* = F(y*) = max, F(y). We
explicitly remark that M* depends on « as well as on ¢, IV, A and m. Choosing constant

if we require || f||Lm (o) < K, then the equation F(y) = Cs|| f|[zm ) < M* has two roots:
Y~ and YT, with Y <y*<Y™T.

It follows from |u|2 € HZ (), that function k + Y} is continuous and goes to 0 when k — oco. This fact implies
Y, <Y~ for all k> 0, and so

2
< / Gi(w)|” 2| VG ()2 d = / IV|Gu(u)[52dz < Y~ |
Q Q

4
for all k£ > 0. Therefore, / [ul” 2| Vu|? dz < —Y . .
Q g

Remark 3.2. We explicitly point out that our choice m = % and our assumption a > 0 implies
N(g—1 - . .

m < L, so that the range for parameter m is actually j\zf—fz <m< Na=1) = A simple consequence is

q

2

that then ¢ > a2 + 1+ N, which, in particular, yields ¢ > 1 + N

N —
Ifg<a N +1+ N then we are allowed to consider data with a lower summability with respect to the
case o = 0.
Remark 3.3. The proof of Proposition ?? for the case W < a < ¢ — 1 is similar to that of the limit

case. The only differences begin in (??) since now

= [a—l—a—(%—1)q}2i_q<§2*

Therefore, Holder’s inequality must be applied once again in (?7):

—‘1

24 -
h<aZ ([ 1l an) " IGH0 Iy,

B(2—q)

27 0|05 g2 ) £
<9[0 ([ @) de) T IGWIE 1
g Q 0

B(2—a)
2

2 qle-aG-2) (g2 HE ’ i
SRSy [ VIGk ()2 de NG 5 q)

20 pe-q) 18 B
e R el [NOVE

Hl(Q

From this point on, we can follow the same proof, we just note that now the constants also depend on a and

€.

12



Remark 3.4. A relevant case occurs when « attains its limit value « = ¢ — 1. Then 8 = ¢ and so we have
2 2—gq a
I < 7 S N |G () F |3 -
A more accurate estimate follows from the POIHC&I‘G*FI‘ledI‘IChS inequality. It yields
I < 2 (CF P G| P -

As a consequence, inequality (??) becomes

4(c — 1) 2 g o 220
A=——IlGr ()| % 171 ) _7 (0 2GR () 2 (17 ) 1 f @S ™ | Grlu W e
and an estimate for every f € L™(Q) holds if
24 4(c—1)

7(C§F)2_q < A <O,2

Hence, we have arrived at the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Let f € L™(Q) with 25 <m < & and let a = q — 1. Assume (?7), (?7), (??) and that u

N+2
is a solution to problem (77?) in the sense of Deﬁmtwn ?? such that |u|? € H}(Q).
If
2—q
T<A (J - 1) )

o7 H(CFT

then such a solution u satisfies the following estimate:

/ 72|Vl d < M,

for every || f||Lm (), where M is a positive constant which only depends on N, q, m, Q, X and 7.
) N(im-1) . » . »
Remark 3.6. Noting that 0 — 1 = N om0 it follows that the condition we have found in Proposition 77
—2m
can be written as N D )
m—
<NCPi—— L f C=—==.
K N —2m o JCQPF

We point out that letting ¢ go to 2, we obtain the same critical value appearing in [?].

3.2. Renormalized solutions with L™(Q) data. In order to show that the parameters involved in all the
cases are adjusted with continuity, the following result is necessary, it allows us to estimate sharply.

Lemma 3.7. Let v be a nonnegative function belonging to WyP(Q) and consider ¢.(v) = (¢ + v)¥ fore > 0

and 0 <v < 1. Then
« 1/p* /p
(/(p’e’ dx) /\V(pe\pdx ,

where A is a positive real function such that limg_,q A( )

Proof. First note that p. € WHP(Q) since ¢ is defined through a Lipschitz—continuous real function. Now,
extend . to be ¢ in RV\Q. We denote by B, the ball centered at the origin with radius 7. Fix 0 < r < R in
such a way that Q C B, and consider the cut—off function € W1 (R¥) with 0 < 1 < 1 defined as

n(x) =1 x € By

n(x) =0 r & Br;

IVn(z)| = 5= = € Br\B,.
It follows from p.n € WLP(RY), that

(/RN(%n)”* dx)l/p* < Sp</RN IV (o) |? dm)””_

¢

As a consequence,

(fo o)™ = (s )™ < (] oo sn)”
s
S

IN

R

1/p 1/p
| wearas) " =s,( [ ervaraes [ Ve i)
Br\B Q

& Bp\B Ve rdr) "
m| R\ r|+/ﬂ| Pe| 17) )

as desired. ®

13



Remark 3.8. We explicitly point out that a similar result holds for the Poincaré—Friedrichs inequality with
CPF instead of S,

Proposition 3.9. Let f € L™(Q) with 1 < m < 2% and let o = YUm9 - fogume (77), (27), (22) and

N+32 N—2m
that u is a renormalized solution to problem (?7) in the sense of Definition 77 such that (1+|u|)® ~1u € H ().

(Observe that then o = W and m = %J

Then, if || fllLm () is small enough, every such a solution u satisfies the following estimate:
/(1 )72Vl de < M,
Q

where M is a positive constant which only depends on N, q, m, v, X and || f|| =)

Proof. Let k > 0 and fix € such that 0 < ¢ < min{1,k}. We recall Remark ?? and take the test function
Sk (w)p, with

Tn(Gk(u)) 9 1 1 1
Suat) = | (e + 1) dt = = [(e + ITa(@ul)) ™ — 7] sign(w), and  p=1,
i -

and so, by the growth condition (?7),
/ A(z) - Vu] - VS, () dar < / 9(u) | S ()| |Vl d + / 11 ()] do
Q Q Q

[ g lSustu] (Fulrdz+ [ 17]1S,uw)]de.
{lul>k} Q
since Sy, (u) vanishes in the set {|u| < k}. On the left hand side we get

/Q [A(2) - Vu] - VSpp(u) do = /Q (e + [T (Gu(u)])72[A(z) - Vai] - VT (G (w)) da

>0 [ V(e + T(Gul))E[ da

by (77).
Therefore, we obtain

4 [ed
)\—2/ V(e + |Tn(Gr(w)) 3| da < /
g Q {
and letting n — oo (which is licit thanks to the §-power regularity), we have

4
AT)/ |V90]§(u)|2d$§/ g(u)|5k(u)||Vu\qd:c+/ |f11Sk(u)|dx = Iy + 12, (3.6)
o= Ja {lu|>k} Q

9(1) S ()] |Vl d + / 1115 (a0)| de,

lu|>k}

where we have denoted )
S(u) = —— (e + |Gr(w))7,

and
¢l (u) = (e + |Gr(u)))% .
We start making some computations on I.

S
I S’Y/ EAC k(g)‘|Vu|qda:
{lu|>k} |ul

o—1
[ G g,
{lul>k}

oc—1

< T e G VG ) o
0= L J{ul>k}

owed to o > 0 and the fact that the inequality € 4+ |G (u)| < |u| holds in {|u| > k}. Thus,

v 2q/ —1-— 1 o
I < I o @ s qd
1S —=— Q(e+le(u)l) (€+|Gk(u)|)(%_l)q|V(5+|Gk(u)|) |9 da
24 o
= —/(e+|Gk(u)|)“*1*a*<r1>Q|w§(u)|qdz.
oc—107 Jq

Moreover, applying Holder’s inequality we arrive at

2—g

q - 2 2
L < 7 (/ (e + |Gk(u)|)[o_1_a_(7_l)q]ﬂ dx)
Q

oc—101

(f |Vso’;<u>|2das)g . (3.7)

14



5= N=2)(g-1-0a)

Since we have choosen 5q

, the power of (e + |Gy (u)|) in the first integrand is actually

o 2 o
. —(7—1)}7272*.
{U 73 U472

Therefore, inequality (??) becomes

—q

10"1 (/ “ps |2 d.’L‘) HVSDE( )HqLZ(Q)

Thanks to Lemma 7?7, we may perform the following manipulations:

I

2% 2—q
3 "3

( [etrarsa0) " Ivekwite

Yy 2q 27
—8.
o—1g172

= TS (19 e + AC)

a

I

IN

*2—q
©

I\J‘M

IV (W)l q

v 29 av2e SRR
=5 7 (IVeE )0 + A))

T o—1019

On the other hand, we use Holder’s inequality in Is to get

1

o (/Qlf"‘dwy (/Q(H G dw) "

Therefore, on account of (??) and applying Lemma ?7? again,

I = (e + |Gr(w)))7™

1

1 ey \7™ 1 C o\
ey ([ 416D T ) = e ([ o0 o)

*

1 2% 5
< il ([ et P e+ ()
g Q

Thus, inequality (?7?) becomes

I

IN

4 ’}/ 2
A9k @) ey < T+ T < =285 (Vb () 33(0) + A(2))

+ ;ufnmms? (IVeE )20 + AE)) ™

If k satisfies Gi(u) = 0, then Hgo’g(u)HHé(Q) = 0 and we are done. So, we will assume that Gi(u) # 0 and
consequently lim._q ||¢* (W)l 3 () # 0. Then, we rearrange the terms of (?7), obtaining

v 24
_10'q

2+‘1

4 o
A IV < Vet ) e

o*

+ B(e )+L||f|\m(g o <1+||VA(€)> ’ . (3.9)

‘P’g (u) ||2L2 Q)

where
B < 4q
B 12 s (IVeE @220 + Ae)) © V@)
€)= —
1092 z
o-lo 1905 @)l F g
defines a positive function which satisfies lim._,o B(¢) = 0. Denoting Y, = H|Gk(u)|%||§[1(m and Vi . =
0

HV@’;(U)H%Q(Q), inequality (??) changes to

12" 2" 2-q, g 2% Ae) o
ChY, ™ —~CYy, 2 * 7 < B C m 14+ =
Wi ™ 1O =Pl “”( N

where each C; denotes a positive constant depending on ¢, N, A and m.

Now, we consider again the function

_2* 27 q_ 2*
F(y) = Clyl 2m/ —fyCQy 2 +i—o ,



2% 1 2* 2—q q 2* _ N—qo-—1 . . * . . % -
(note that 1 — == = = and 5 =2+ 1 — = = ==19=2) which has a maximun M* achieved at certain y*, i.e.
2m o 2 q 2 2m N-2 o ’ ’

M* = F(y*) = max, F(y). Choosing constant

and requiring || f| = (o) < K, there exists g9 € (0,1) such that

o*

A(e)
F(Yio) < M. = B(e) + G|l fllpmoy (14— ) <
(Yie) (e) 50 fllz (Q)( Vgo’g(u)%%n))

for all 0 < e < g, and so the equation F(y) = M. has two roots:

Y, and Y7, with Y. <y*<Y..

€

Observe that the continuity of F' leads to the continuity of the function e — Y.
From our hypothesis (1 + |u|)2 ~'u € H} (), we have that function k — Y} . is continuous and goes to 0 when
k — oo. Hence, F(Yy,.) < M* implies Y, . < Y.~ for all k£ > ¢ and, as a consequence,

7 0 IG ) VG E e < T [ 6+ 6L VG da

=A|v<e+\ck<u>|>%\2dxs<Y;>2,

for all & > €. We point out that equation F(y) = C3||f||Lm () has two roots which will be denoted by ¥~ and
YT, withY™ <Y <y* <Y." <Y™*. Due to the continuity of function F' and since lim._,o M. = Cs|| f|
it follows that lim._,o Y,” = Y. Hence,

L™ ()

4
[+ 1Guw) V6w do < (v )2
Q
for all £ > 0 from where the desired estimate follows. ®
(g—1)—m

Remark 3.10. As in Remark 77, we may extend the above result to the range N N —am 1 <a<qg—1witha
constant depending also on « and |9

In the same spirit than Proposition 7?7, a consequence of Proposition 77 in the limit case « = ¢ — 1 can be
obtained. We also point out that when ¢ tends to 2, it yields the same critical value found in [?].

Proposition 3.11. Let f € L™(Q) with 1 < m < ]3—4]\_’2 and let a = g —1. Assume (?7), (2?), (?7?) and that u
5

is a renormalized solution to problem (??) in the sense of Definition 7?7 such that (1 + |u|)? ~tu € H}(Q).

If

224

then such solution u satisfies the following estimate:

v<A o—1),

/(1 + u|)7 3| Vul|? de < M,
Q

where M is a positive constant which only depends on N, q, m, Q, A, || f|lzmq) and ~.

Proof. We may follow the same argument of the proof of Proposition ?? until we reach the inequality (?7?),

which now is
n< 22 ([Eeriawna) ([ [wikuPd
“o—1019 Q Q :

Thus, the Poincaré—Friedrichs inequality yields

ne R |w;<u>|2dx+,4(5>>2"( [ et as)

g9
2

a
2

o—1014
and so (??) becomes

4 v 29 _
A;HV‘P’;(U)”QL"‘(Q) < m;(CQPF)Q ¢ (||V@§(U)||%2(Q) + A(E))

o*

1 fn—*, k 2 2m/’
+ 1l S5 (IVRE W) 320y + A) ™
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Therefore, the condition ﬁi—z(CfF)z’q < A% implies a uniform estimate of V¥ (u) in L*(€;RY). We then
infer the estimate

/(1 + Ju|)7 2| Vul? de < M.

Q

|

3.3. Renormalized solutions with measure data. We recall here the definition and a few properties of
Marcinkiewicz spaces we are going to employ when dealing with the measure setting.

Let 0 < ¢ < oo. Then, the Marcinkiewicz space M¢ () is defined as the set of measurable functions u : Q — R
such that

1
[u]e =sup {k‘|{z € Q : |u(z)| > k}}° < oo.
k>0
Furthermore, the following continuous embeddings hold
LE(Q) < M(Q) < L¢9(Q)
for every w > 0 such that ( —w > 1. More precisely,

¢ = .
P o I i (3.10)
holds for all f € M¢(2). We point out that the constant in the embedding depends on ¢, w and ||, and it

blows up just when w tends to 0.

Lemma 3.12. Let Q C RY be a bounded open set. Let1 <p < N and 0 < r < p. Consideru : Q@ - R a
measurable and a.e. finite function satisfying

Ty(u) € WoP(Q),  forall£>0.
Assume that there exists M > 0 such that

/ |VTp(u)|P < 0"M, forall?>0.
Q
Then
[U]N%(p—'r) < C(1 (N,p, ,r,)Ml/(p—r) ) (311)
[IVul] s ppy < Co(N,p,r) MV P77 (3.12)
Proof. Applying Sobolev’s inequality (and denoting by .S), the Sobolev constant), we obtain

" « */
T _ S5 (o VT P)" ™
2 o

Hlul > 3 < {|Te(u)| > £} S/Q
< Sg*MNL—pg—NL—p(p—T)’

from where (?7?) follows.
To see (?7), perform the following manipulations:

{IVul > 5} < {IVTe(w)| > 5} + [{lul > £}
p * N N
g/ m+5§ M5~ ~5—5 @)
o J°

oM
<

+SE M N )

Since the minimum is obtained for

we deduce that

wherewith (?7) holds. m

Remark 3.13. For further references, it is convenient to explicit the above constant Co(N,p,r). It is easy to
check that o
CQ(N7p7 7’) = C(N,pv 7“) Np=r)

and
r(N—p) N(p—r)

C(N,p,r) = (N(PT)><N> . (M)W A g
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We point out that
lim C'(N,p,7)=1.
r—0

Theorem 3.14. Assume (??), (?7?), (7). Let p € My(Q) and Y900 < o < g — 1. If ||l my ) s small

enough, then every renormalized solution to problem (?7?) in the sense of Definition 7?7 satisfies
/ \VT;(u)*de < Mj, forallj>0, (3.13)
Q

and
/ g(w)|Vul? dz < Co,
Q

where M and Cy are positive constants which only depends on N, q, v, a, X and || || pm, (). Moreover, for each
k > 0, the following estimate holds

| gtwivurds <,
{lul>k}

where Cy, is a constant which only depends on the above parameters of the problem and it satisfies
lim Ck =0.

k— o0
Proof. Most of the proof consists of estimating the gradient term in L'().
The case we are considering does not states any g-class as in the previous results (see, however, Remark 77
below). We thus want to “recreate” an analogous tool.

We choose
o — 2gN — sq — 2aN + 2as — Ns
s(N —q) ’
with s such that
cs< Nla=a)
1 N+q—2a’

in order to have # > 0. Note that this condition is not restrictive since ¢ > a + 1 > 2a.
We now analyze the connection among all these parameters. Observe that 0 < 1 — 27" holds because of the
restriction a < £, and ¢ < s implies

0<1-— 2—(1
q
N(g—1) —
On the other hand, it follows from 7(%\[ _)2 g < « that
N(2—s)
0<fl< ——=. 3.14
s(N —2) (3:14)

Let 0 < 7,k and let ¢ > 0 satisfy e < k. We start by taking v (u) = T;((e + |Gr(u)])? — €%) as test function
in problem (?7). Notice that ¢ (u) vanishes on the set {|u| < k}. Then, thanks to (?7?),

/[A(z) V] - Vip(u) de < j/ 9(w)|Vul? dz + j]|12]| pty (62) - (3.15)
Q {lul>k}
On the left hand side we get

/Q[A(a:) V] - V() dz = / [A(z) - Vu] - VT (e + |Gr()]) = £°) da

Q

= 9/ (e+ |Gk(u)|)9*1[A(ac) -Vu] - VGi(u) dz
{(e+IGr(w))? —ef <5}

> 9/ (e + |Go(w)) Y [A() - V] - VG () dar
{(e+IGr(uw)])? <4}

>\ . e+ |Ge))?HVGE(u) | da
{e+1Gr(w)|<j¥ }

— )\ (e + |Gr(w))) = [VCi(u)]]” da

$1_ o
{(€+|Gk(u)\) <j 20}
M‘Q

=307 |97, o e+ 1Gu(w))

due to (?7).
Thus, invoking (??) too, (??) becomes
40

A VT 011 (e + |Gr(u %degj/ g(w)|Vul? dz + j|| gl am,
G TR 19T € 1) o S0V Sl
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) 1 .
<J {’Y/{|u>k} WWUV] dr + ||:LL||Mb(Q)} = + |l amy ) >

1
where I = 7/ W|VU|q dz. Moreover, writing ¢ = jez% and r = % (ie., 0 = 557), we get
{lul>k} 1
40 241 9 T
A3 [ IVTi(e + [Gr(w)]) = |7 de < 7T + [|pl| mpe) - (3.16)
O+1)2 Jo
N(2 - N(2 -
We note that it follows from 6 < 8(5\];; (see (77)) that s < H
We go on by performing some simple computations on the gradient term I.
1
I:A// —Q|Vu|qu§'y/ (e + |Gr(w)])"*|VGE(u)|? dz
(Jul>k} |ul {Jul>k}

6—1

L+ G
= Gr(u)|)™ ——|VGr(u)|?dx
v, E G S VG )

24 0—1 041
=7y— e+ |Gp(w)]))™ " 2 YV (e + |Gr(uw)]) = |Ydx,

T L+ G T e + Gulw))

where we have used that 0 < a and that € + |G (u)| < |u| holds; we remark that no singularity appears since
we are integrating on the set {|u| > k}. Then, applying Hélder’s inequality with (3, qu , we deduce
24 [,a,u e = o+1 o i
<9 ([Er G205 ) ([ Ve G F ) . @)
(0 +1)7 \ g Q

The next step is to estimate I in terms of the function

P (u) = (e + |Gr(u))) =

To this end, we will apply Sobolev’s inequality taking into account Lemma ?7. Indeed, the definition of 6
implies that the power of (e 4+ |G (u)|) in the first integrand in (??) changes to

{1—9 } s 0+1

—qg-a

5 s*. (3.18)

s—q_ 2

Therefore, estimate (?7) becomes

2 Ogﬁs* E k q
I< ’YW (/Q(E + |Gr(u)]) dx) Ve (W Ts (3.19)
q *s—q s™ 55_2‘7
Lare k s k q
<Y (M@meﬂm+A@0 IVeE @)% g -

Going back to inequality (??), we deduce

/ VT ()
Q

<0 [y i) IVl +4©)) IV + Colr 9o |
being
6412715 6+ 1)
C’l(r,s):( 22_)q 0 and Cy(r,s) = ( 49}\) (3.20)

Note that C;(r, s), i = 1, 2, continuously depend on 7 and s (besides depending on N, A and ¢). Using Lemma
77?7 it yields

IVeE@| 4oy

N—r

* S—q 2—7r

S 2
is<m+A(e)) IVEE@IIL. o) + Colr ) lilater |

< CO(Tv S)

vcl<r,s><|w’:<u>|

for some ¢g(r, s) continuously depending on r and s, besides N.
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Now recall we have taken s < N(2 T)
ously depending on r and s, Jomtly Wlth N and |Q], such that

IV @)llze(@) < Colr, ) [IVeE @] yasy -

, so that for each (r,s) there exists a positive constant Co(r, s) continu-

Indeed, by (??), we have

(2=r)—s(N—r)

_ ([ N@-n  \F e
Cotrs) = (o o=y ) 1ol

N(2 T) , which is impossible once « is fixed. Hence,

Note that Cy(r, s) only blows up when s —
) < Co(r, s) [|V<p8 (u)\] N@-r)

0
s*%}z
< (1) Cofr3) [ Ca(r,0) (IVE @I+ AG)) 7 IFEWE 0 + Catrod il
< 47 Cy(r,5) (nw’;(mnzs(m +4() 19 @I Z70, + Calr )l
<477 C Tk )| T 4 o B
< 7 Gy, ) IV @) 0T + Calr )l Sy + BEE)
where
©) T I T I @I

B(e) = /7 Ci(r, ) (nw’;(u) ;

satisfies lim._,o B(¢) = 0. Now, denoting Yy . = [|[V¢¥ ()| 1= (), we have
v, =0 (" 2594q) 525 =
e =T ()Y, < Culr, ) Il + BEE).
We explicitly note that the power of Y}, . does not depend on either r or s. Indeed, it is straightforward
L5—q 1 s(N—¢g) 1
(S 5 —|—q) 2—r N-s5 2-—7

and our definitions of 6 and r yield
2qN — sq — 2aN + 2as — Ns

r 0 2gN — sq — 2alN 4+ 2as — Ns q
= = al r =
2-r s(N —q) (N —s)(q —20) ’
so that
s(N—gq) 1 2qN — sq — 2aN + 2as — Ns
= =q—a.
N-s 2—r r(N —s) ¢
We define the family of functions (r > 0 and ¢ < s < ?v]\i(g:foz)
e y>0,

1

Frs(y) =y — 777 Cs(r,s)y’™ ",
each one satisfying the same properties of that considered in the previous theorems and having a maximum
at the point y* .. We remark that we are not able to take limits when r -+ 0 < 60 — 0 & s — ?\,Ajr(g:;z

MT*S i . S *
since in this case the constants C3 and C4 blow up. Choose p such that

*
T,8

< )
HNHM,J(Q 04(7,’ 8)
N(a— a) From now on, we fix such parameters r and s. Since lim._,o B(g) = 0

forsomer>0andq<s< Nra—
(note that B(e) also depends on r and s), it follows that there exists 9 > 0 such that

< Mg,

M; := Cy(r, S)||NHM @ T B

forall 0 < e < eg.
Observe that the equation F;. s(y) = M, has two roots:
Wlth (}/e_)T,S < y:,s

(Y )rs and (Y")s
and the continuity of F, ; leads to the continuity of the function ¢ — (Y7), 5.
Since the function k +— Y . is also continuous and goes to 0 when k — oo, it follows from F(Y} ) < M* that

< (Y )rs,

)r.s for all k > e. As a consequence,

Yk,s S (szi
IV (u)]

Ls(Q2) < (Y )rsy
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and so

(9“) / 1Vul’ dx§(9“> / VG 4y < (v,
2 (ul>k} |u| "= 2 Q (e + |Gr(u)]) =

for all k£ > ¢ such that € < 1. Letting € — 0, we obtain

/{l | k}|V|u|”%|deg (Y s s (3.21)
u|>

1

for all K > 0. Here (Y ), stands for the smaller root of equation F, s(y) = C4(7",5)||uH/2\7:(Q). It is then
straightforward that
641
lim [V|u| = |°dx =0. (3.22)
koo Jjul>k)
Taking into account (??) and (?7?), it yields
1
/ g(u)|Vulfdz <~ / T |Vul? dx
{Jul>k} {ul>ky |ul

2‘1 SS*
e P -
=70+ 1)

* s—q

52

b +4©) IV

s—q
s

(Ivetw)

and so, letting € — 0,

[ stwivarde < S(/ V| d )+ c
g(w)|Vu|?dr <~ M U x = C}.
{Jul>k} (0 + 1)1 {Jul>k}

This is the key estimate we are looking for. Now it is enough to choose Cy = limy_,0 C) (on account of the
estimate (?7?)) and to realise that limy_, o, Cx = 0 (see (77)).
It just remains to check that (??) holds. We take T)j(u) as test function in problem (??). It follows that

A /Q VT, () dr < jy /Q (W Vul? de + 1l ansey < 3(Co + lillanser)

and we are done. H

Remark 3.15. In contrast to what happens in Proposition 77 and Proposition 77, in Theorem 7?7 we do not
provide any regularity condition on the solution. It is worth finding the regularity that results in our problem
with measure datum. We point out that it is inadvisable to use (??) because the values of 0 and s do not
necessarily supply optimal regularity, besides they are not fully determined.

In problems with measure data, the regularity one obtains is

|Vul? M

————dr < — Vp >0,

/Q e ™ =% 7

here M is the same constant stated in (?7?). This inequality is easily deduced by taking
1

Su)={1— ————] si

0= (1- ) s

as test function (in the sense of Remark 77).
We now turn to analyze the limit case « = g — 1.

Proposition 3.16. Let € My(Q2) and let « = ¢ — 1. Assume (??), (2?), (??) and that u is a renormalized
solution to problem (?7?) in the sense of Definition 7.
If there exists ¢ < s < 2 satisfying

9_ )2
v < A ( S) 2-5s
Nst—lco(s)(CPF)s—a|Q) %
where N % N —ﬁ N(2—s)
s o S o a
_ ~ Ns  Ns SN-2Fs 3.23
co(s) <(N2)(25)) +((N2)(23)> 2 ) (3.23)

then every such solution u satisfies the following estimate:
/ VT (uw)|* doe < Mk,
Q

and
/ g(w)|Vul?dz < Cy,
{lu|>k}
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for every k > 0, where M and C}, are positive constants which only depend on N, q, s, X, Q, ||pl| s, () and v,
and limy,_, o Cy = 0.

Proof. Since we follow a similar argument that that of the previous proof, we just sketch the proof. Take s
such that ¢ < s < 2 and if we definer =2 —sand § = (2 —3s)/s (i.e. r=20/(0+ 1)), then 0 < 0 < (s —q)/q.
Fix j > 0 and 0 < € < k, and take again the test function ¢ (u) = Tj((e + |Gr(u)|)? — €°) in problem (?7).
Arguing as in the previous proof we also obtain (??) and (??). Nevertheless, we now have

{1—9 } s 0+1

—q—q+1
2qq+ s—q 28

instead of (?7), and so (??) becomes

q

ddx L v %s X s X )
/{|u>k}9(u)|Vu| d S’Y(0+1)q (/Q(s—i-Gk( ) d > IVk (u)]

Applying the Poincaré—Friedrichs inequality (recall Lemma ?? and Remark ?7?) we deduce that
2a
9(w) [ Vultdz < 5 (CFF) (| Vb ()]
/{|u>k} (0+1)4 )
and then (?7?) leads to
| VT )P da

0+ 1)2-¢ .
e (O

q
L*(@)

s—q
s

Lo HAE) T IV, (3:24)

e 0+ 1)*

s ST
<t |y o +40) ||w';<u>||qs<m+Mnuum@] -

Therefore, recalling that 2 — r = s, Lemma 77 gives

[vek] .

N—2+s

—4

< aofs) (#"A;?qq(cfﬁsQ(||w’;<u>|zs(m+A<s>) 9k

0+ 1)?
%S(Q) + WHP’”MI;(Q) .

Taking on account Remark 77, we deduce that cy(s) is given by (??). Now observe that s < iVQi_S and so,
having in mind (??), there exists a constant Cy(s) > 0 such that

IV @)llze@) < Cols)|IVeE@)] .

N—-2+s
and Cy(s) tends to +o0o as s — 2; indeed,

1

N \* _2-s
Cole) = (52 ) 1017

Hence,

1Yk @l @) < cos)Cols)* [V @] u,

. (B+1)2e " . K
< ao(s)Co(s)'y D ey (|w’;<u>| e+ A(s)) IV @ 0
S(O0+1)?
+eof)Cols) o
Thus, recalling that § = (2 — s)/s, we have obtained an estimate for
041 1
pu) = (L +fu)) = =1 =(1+u)s -1
in W, 5(Q) if
2— 2 —s)?
v <A (2-59) ) (2-5) .

s17H(CPF)s=acy(s)Co(s)*  ~ Nsa—ley(s)(CPF)s—4|Q|*w
Going back to (?7), letting € go to 0 and denoting " (u) = (1 + |Gy (u)|)LJ51, we obtain

/ g(u)|Vu|de <~
{Jul>k}

q q—s

2 2 o1
CPFYs=4||Vk (u) |5 oy < 7 (CFF S—Q/ Viu| = |*dz,
(9+1)q( )V (W) 75 ) (9+1)q_s( ) {Wk}l lul =" |

wherewith f{‘u|>k} g(u)|Vu|ldz < Cy, for certain Cj such that limg_, Ci = 0.

Finally, since the gradient term is bounded in L!(Q2), it follows that the remaining estimate holds. m
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Remark 3.17. It is worth remarking what happens when s — 2 (i.e. § — 0). Observe that it is not possible

to choose any 6 € (O, 2%‘1), so that the above proof does not apply. Furthermore, since lim,_ 5 co(s) = 1, it

follows that

. (25

lim 7=

572 Nst=leo(s)(CFF)s~|Q°~
Thus, no estimate is obtained for the equation

2

when f € L'(2) and v > 0. This is in total agreement with [?, Proposition 5.1].

—Au =

3.4. The sublinear case with measure data. When a > ¢ — 1, our problem lies in the sublinear setting.

Then we expect existence of a solution for each datum that is a finite Radon measure. To our knowledge, the

range ¢ — 1 < a < £ is not covered in previous papers, so that it will next be studied. We remark that the

above proof can be extended to « satisfying ¢ — 1 < a < £ by choosing qua < s < 2. Nevertheless, it does not
work for o = Z. Hence, we will use very different test functions in the proof of the following result, which does
not apply Lemma 77.

Proposition 3.18. Let u € My(Q2). Assume (?7?), (7?), (??) and that u is a renormalized solution to problem
(??) in the sense of Definition ?7.
If q—1<a <, then every such solution u satisfies the following estimates:

/ VT (u)? de < Mk,
Q

and
/ g(uw)|Vu|tdz < Cy,
{lul>k}
for every k > 0, where M and C}, are positive constants only depending on the parameters of our problem, and
limk_wo Ok =0.

Proof. We take )

k
= ]_ _— —
S =L T Gy
as test function in (?7?); here k > 1 and 6 is a positive parameter to be chosen. Then
[Vul?

A0 —— s
flu>ky (1 +[Gr(w)]) 0

do < / ()|l d + 1]ty e (3.25)
{lu|>k}

< | A P
>~ T N 7 NN Mp(Q) -
(usry (L [Grw)])e o)

In order to estimate the right hand side, we apply Holder’s inequality with exponents ( )5 q) getting

= & T = |VU| U (1_;,_9),_(1 "
! /{lulm @ [Gr(le /{M 1+ (Ge(uyreop Ok !

|Vul? : / (146) 74 —a 52— =
< — —  _ _dx 1+ |Gr(u 75 da .
</{u|>k} (1+ |G (u)])++? {\u|>k}( Ge(w])

< 1 — 60 wherewith g := 1=0)2-q) 1

Now 6 is chosen to satisfy 0 < § < 1+ a — g, so that (14 6)5%-

042 q (146)g—2c
Holder’s inequality, now with exponents (3, 8'), and the Pomcare Friedrichs inequality lead to
q 2-gq
VG (u)? )2 (/ 1-072 2
1< /—dx [1+Gu 2}dm Q|27
(L st o LT 1GWD “
a 2—q
g 2-q

29 2-q VG (u 1-02
<0 e ([ el ) ([ [va+ G

<o (150) " cernyw ([ lSaiie) (| i 40)

Going back to (??) we obtain

|Vul?
110 dx < ||/‘L||Mb(ﬂ)

A0 —
(lui>ky (1 +[Gr(u)])
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and it follows from £ + 22;6‘1 < 1 that there exists M; > 0 satisfying
VG (u)]?
_WVERWL < My forall k> 1,
T Tty 4 < M

where M; only depends on A, ¢, 7, a,  and ||| o, (). As a consequence of the above procedure, we also find
Ms > 0, depending on the same parameters, such that

VG (u)]?
——dx < M- forall k > 1.
/Q (1 + [Gr(u)]) ?

A further estimate can be obtained observing that

U ul? dx % T : " (146) 52 —ag? N e
/{u|>k} gu)lVultde <7 </{u|>k} (14 |Gg(u)])1+o d > (/{u|>k}(l+|Gk( ) d >
Sv(/g (1+\Gk(u)|)1+9d ) (/Q {(1+|Gk( ) ] d ) {|u| > kY|

< My|{fu| > k}| 3 = Cy,

that holds, at least, for every k > 1.
Taking T} (u), for some k > 1 fixed, as test function in (?7?), we derive

A / VT (w)|? dz < / Vult]u =0 de + & / 9(w)|Vaul? d + Kl ey
Q {lu|<k} {lu|>k}

< kAo /Q VT3 ()| do + kCi + Kllull gy o

gvkl’%/ VT (w)|* dz + KCr + bl 1l a2 -
Q

Then Young’s inequality implies an estimate of Ty (u) in HE(Q) for every k > 1 (and so for every k > 0). We
finally deduce an estimate of the gradient term in L!(Q2). Indeed, fix k > 1, denote gy = sup|s <k [9(s)| and
split the gradient term as follows

/ 9(w)|Vul? dz = / g(w)|Vul? dz + / 9(w)|Vul? dz
Q {lu|<k} {lu|>k}

< gk/ |VTE(u)|? dx + C, .
Q

Once the gradient term is estimated in L(£2), the remaining estimate is easy. B

4. COMPACTNESS AND CONVERGENCE RESULTS
Let us consider the approximating problems
—div [A(z) - Vuy,) = H(z, un, Vuyp) + fo(z)  in Q,
Uy =0 on 0f), (0

with f,, = T,,(f). Proposition ?? implies that there exists at least a solution wu,, € L°(Q) N H}(Q) such that
/ [A(z) - Vuy,)] - Vedr = / H(z,upn, Vup)pdz + / To(f(x))pdx Vi € L>®(Q) N HY(Q). (4.2)
Q Q Q

We also handle measure data in Subsection ?? but considering different approximating problems for (?7).
This Section is devoted to check that, up to subsequences, {u, }, converges to a solution to problem (?7).

4.1. The case of solutions with finite energy.

Proposition 4.1. Let f € L™(Q) with ﬁ—% <m< %, o= N(?V__l%;lmq, o= (%:gzgl and {un}, be a sequence
of solutions of (?77). Assume also (?7), (??7) and (?7?). Then

{Jun|%}n is uniformly bounded in HE(RQ), (4.3)
{un}yn is uniformly bounded in HJ(Q), (4.4)

and
{H (2, U, Vi )un }n is uniformly bounded in L' (). (4.5)
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Furthermore, up to subsequences, there exists a function u such that
u, —u in Hy(Q), (4.6)
and
Up — U a.e. in €. (4.7)

Proof. We apply Proposition ?? to (??) and deduce (?7).
Taking ¢ = u, in (??) and recalling (??), (??) and (?7?), we get

N / VP de < ~ / Va2 d + / Flln] e
Q Q Q

2 2 ) and (m,m’), respectively, on the integrals on the right hand

We apply Hélder’s inequality with indices (5, P

side obtaining

2—gq
2(1—a)

2
Nty < Vs ( [t da:) 1zt v

2—gq
q 2(1—a) 2
< 7””””1{3(9) A |un| 2= da +1Q

2_
4 2(1—a) = 11
S’YHU”HH(%(Q) Q|un| 2—q dx + So|Qm 27 || ]

1

’"L,

_ 1
| fllom @ lunll L2 (o)

@ llunllm )

thanks, also, to Lebesgue spaces inclusion (indeed m’ < 2* by assumptions) and to Sobolev’s embedding. Then,
2

twice applications of Young’s inequality with (%, ﬁ) and (2,2) yield to

2
2—q—¢ 2—q 7T 2(1-a) S35 o2z
M) bl < 5L [l 5 o 22100 (4.9

We now take advantage of the power regularity in (??), namely: {u,}, is bounded in LQ*TU(Q) Observe that

(N-m)@2-q) _ Nm2-q)

1— =
“ N-—2m —2(N-2m)’

2N

SR Hence,

owed to m >
2(1 — ) < Nm 2%
2—-¢q ~N-2m 2
so that the right hand side of (??) is uniformly bounded in n and this means that (??) holds. In particular we
deduce (?7?) and (??) too.
As far as the L'-bound (?7?) is concerned, it is also a consequence of the inequality

2—¢q
_ 2(1—a) 2
’Y/Q\VUn|q|Un|1 O‘de’YHUnH%rg(Q) </Q |ty | 21 dw)

which we already know being bounded. ®

Proposition 4.2. Let f € L™(Q) with 2 <m < &, a = Y419 4n (4,.},, be a sequence of solutions

N+2 27 N—2m
of (??). Assume also (??), (??) and (?7?). Then,
H(x,un, Vu,)  is equi-integrable in L' (). (4.9)

Moreover, up to subsequences, we have

Vu, = Vu a.e. in . (4.10)
In particular
H(z,upn, Vuyn) = H(z,u, Vu) in L'(Q). (4.11)
Furthermore,
H(z,u, Vu)u € L'(Q) (4.12)
and

H(x,u, Vu) € L*().
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Proof. We begin by showing that the sequence {H (x, t,, Vi) }y is uniformly bounded in Li (Q). In fact,

/ H (2, 1y, V)| da gga%/ \Vun|2dx+7§/ Vundz < (i3 +43) C,
Q {lun|<1} {lun|>1}

where g1 = {‘mlix} lg(s)] < oo, being g(-) a continuous function and for some positive constant C' depending on
s|<1
n (thanks to (??)). Therefore, (?7) follows.

As far as the proof of (??) is concerned, we want to apply [?, Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.2]. To this aim, we
need (??), (?7) as well as the L'-estimate of {H (x,u,, Vuy) }n-

Having (??), (??) and (??), we are allowed to apply Vitali’s Theorem and conclude with (??). Finally (?7?)
follows from Fatou’s Lemma and the a.e. convergences (?77) and (77). B

Theorem 4.3. Let f € L™ () with 1\2,52 <m< ¥ and a = W, Assume (27), (??) and (??). Then,

there exists at least a solution u € H}(Q) of (7?) in the sense of Definition 77 such that H (x,u, Vu) € L*/1(Q),
H(z,u, Vu)u € L*(Q) and

/ lul” 2| Vu|? de < M, (4.13)
Q

that is, |u|? € HL(Q).

Proof. 'We can take the limit in n — oo in the approximating formulation (??) thanks to (??)—(?7), recovering

(??). The regularity (??) follows from (?7). ®

Remark 4.4. Having in mind Remark ??, we have a similar a priori estimate when
N(g—1) —mgq
N —2m
Thus, we may follow the proofs of Propositions 7?7 and 7?7 with this new exponent a. We point out that we
only need to check that

<a<qg—1.

2(l—«a) 2%
— <
2—q — 2
which obviously holds with a bigger a. Therefore, the above existence result applies as well.
The limit case a = ¢ — 1 also holds taking into account the a priori estimate stated in Proposition 77.

4.2. The case of renormalized solutions.

Proposition 4.5. Let f € L™(Q) with 1 < m < N+2, o= W and {un}, be a sequence of solutions of
(??). Assume also (77), (??) and (??). Then, up to subsequences, there exists a function u such that
Up —> U a.e. in . (4.14)
Proof. We claim that the uniform bound
/9(1 + |un ) 2V, |? de < M (4.15)

holds. Indeed, Proposition ?? applies with the same test function evaluated in w,,.
Now, set 1 < r < 2 to be determined. Then, the above inequality allows us to estimate

/ ol is< ([ (”'“"')UQ'V“”'de>g</ﬂ<1+|un|> dx)

Requiring ( = r* (that is T(Q T”) = 22%), we obtain r = Nﬁ;’% > 1 since 1 < o < 2. Note that
r=m" = N(qlflao‘) which, for o = 07 becomes the exponent of the gradient regularity in [?]. Since {uy} is

bounded in W, " (), an appeal to the compact embedding allows us to conclude (??). m

Proposition 4.6. Let f € L™(Q) with 1 < m < N+2, o= W and {un}, be a sequence of solutions of

(??). Assume also (77), (??) and (?7). Then,
H(x,un, Vuy,) is bounded in L™(Q), (4.16)

and
H(x,un, Vu,)  is equi-integrable in L' (). (4.17)
Furthermore, up to subsequences, we have

Vu, = Vu a.e. in ), (4.18)
H(z,upn, Vuy) — H(z,u, Vu) in L'(Q), (4.19)
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and, for all j > 0.
Tj(un) — Tj(u) strongly in Hy(9Q). (4.20)

Proof. Let us begin with the proof of (??). Again, due to the assumption (??) on H(z,t,£) and to the
regularity of f, we focus only on the gradient term. Observe that, for some 7y > =, it holds that

b Vg | (1 + Jug )7
/ 19 [V |*|” e < 0 /  da
Q (14 [un]) b (1 + Juy|) 5

bg—2

9 _9 %b ba(2—0) _ 2ab 2
<7 [Vun|*(1 + |u, )7~ dz (14 |up|) 2P ~2-ba dx (4.21)
Q Q

thanks to Holder’s inequality with (%, Qf—bq> We impose

bg(2—0)  2ab o7

2 —bq 2—bg 2
and by (?7?), the integral (??) is bounded. Now, thanks also to the definitions of o = o(¢, @) and m = m(q, @),
we deduce

No N(g—-1-a)
b= = =m > 1.
g(N—-2+0)—a(N-2) q—2a "

Once we have obtained (??), then (??) follows by observing that

# ([ latwrvu e i)
Q

If, in particular, we take E = 2, then we have proved that the right hand side of (??) is uniformly bounded
in L'(Q) and this fact yields to (??) thanks to [?] (see also [?, Theorem 2.1]). Note that the limit function u
satisfies |Vu| € L"(2) with the same r as in Proposition ?7?.

3=

[ o) Va7 do < |
E

for every £ C Q.

Having (??), (?7) and (?7?), we are allowed to apply Vitali’s Theorem and conclude with (?7).

The uniform boundedness in (??) implies that Tj(uy) is uniformly bounded in H} (). We deduce the
compactness of Tj(uy,) in H} () from the compactness of the right hand side in L1(2) (see [?] or [?]). ®

Theorem 4.7. Let f € L™(Q) with 1 < m < 255 and let o = W. Assume (?7), (27) and (??) as well.

Then, there exists at least a solution u of (?7?) in the sense of Definition ?? such that H(x,u,Vu) € L™(Q)
and

[ vl do < . (1.22)
Q
that is, (1 + |u])%~'u € H{(Q).

Proof. Consider in (?7) a test function of the kind S(u, )¢, where o € HY(Q) N L>®() and S: R — R is a
Lipschitz function having compact support, say supp(S(u,)) C [, j], and such that S(u)p € H}(Q). Then

/ [A(x) - Vup] - V(S(up)p) dz = / H(z,un, Vuy)S (un)p dx +/ T (f)S(un)p dx.
Q Q Q

Due to the support assumption on S(uy), the above equation only takes into account Tj(u,, ), and so we rewrite
the approximating formulation as

/ [A(2) - VT ()] - Vo S () di + / A(x) - VT ()] - VT (1) S (1) p
Q Q

— [ Hu Vu)Stun)ede + [ To(HS()ed
Q Q

The convergence of the right hand side follows from (?7?) and (??). Furthermore

JA@ - VT )] - Ve S(an)de > [ (@) VI ) Vi Su)do = [ [AGe) - V] T S(u) da
Q Q Q
and

/ [A) - VT ()] - VT (1) () ip dz — / A(x) - VT ()] - VT, () () p da
Q Q

= /Q[A(:c) - Vu] - VuS' (u)p dx
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thanks to (?7?) and (?7?).
We point out that (??) and Fatou’s lemma imply that H(z,u, Vu) € L™(£2) holds.
The regularity (??) directly follows from Proposition ?? applied on (?7). B

Remark 4.8. As in Remark 7?7, we may consider exponents satisfying

N(g—1)—mgqg

—1.
N —om <a<gqg

Indeed, it is enough to have in mind Remark 7?7 and follow the proofs of Propositions 7?7 and ?7 as well as
Theorem 7?7 with this new exponent a. We point out that now we have to check that
bq(2 — o) 2ab o

_ < 9*_
2 —bq 2—bg — 2

which obviously holds with a bigger exponent b. Therefore, the above existence result applies as well.
The limit case o = ¢ — 1 also holds taking into account the a priori estimate stated in Proposition ?7.

4.3. The limit case. We have already analyzed the situation when g > w with data f € L™(Q)

(m > 1). It remains to study the limit case ¢ = W, where existence of a renormalized solution with

L'-data should be expected. Nevertheless, this is not so as a variant of [?, Example 4.1] shows.
Example 4.9. Let ¢ = w, and consider a nonnegative f € L*(2) and a continuous function g : R —
(0, +00) satisfying g(s) = s~ for s > ko > 0.
Assume that there exists a renormalized solution u to problem
—Au=g(u) |Vu|?+ f(z) inQ,
u=0 on OS2,

which is obviously nonnegative. Then g(u)|Vul? € LY(Q), so that g(k+Gr(w)) [VGi(u)|? € LY(Q) for all k > 0.
Fizing k > ko, we deduce that

‘V((k +Gr(w) E - k) ]q e LN(9Q),
that is,
(k+Grw)'™ 7 — k"% e W Q).

Hence, the Sobolev embedding implies (k + Gy(u))' ™% € LNL—(IQ(Q) and consequently it follows from 0 < u <

k+ Gulu) that u € L ¥552(Q), where ¢ = Y4202 Opserving that

Ng@—a) N
N—-qg N-2’

it yields u € L%(Q) To get a contradiction, we just need to compare with the unique renormalized solution of

—Av=f(z) inQ,
v=20 on 082,

which satisfies 0 < v < wu and sov € IRe (Q), but this summability does not hold for a general L*-data.

We may expect existence of solution to problem (??) when we take ¢ = W and the datum belongs
to the Orlicz space L'((log L)™). However, since we are focus in the setting of Lebesgue spaces, we must
assume data f € L™(Q) (with m > 1) to deal with this limit case. Observe that it is enough to consider

l<m< W due to embeddings in Lebesgue spaces. In this situation we have existence for a problem with

exponent o = W. Owed to Remark ??, then we obtain an existence result for
N(g—1)— N(g—1)—
a=NMe-D=-q Ng-l)-mg_ -
N —2 N —2m

Therefore, we have proved the following result.

Theorem 4.10. Let f € L™(2) with m > 1 and let 0 = ”}é]_\;s) Take o = % and assume (77), (77)

and (7?). Then, there exists at least a solution u of (??) in the sense of Definition 7?7 such that (1+|u|)® ~1u €
HG ().

28



4.4. The case of measure data. We now discuss the case with measure data. Since we reason, as we have
done before, through approximation techniques, we make some comments on the approximating problem we
are going to consider.
Given pu € My(Q), we choose a sequence {fi, }, in L () which approximates u as in [?, Section 3] and satisfies
[bnllr @) < llllmy @)
Now consider the following approximating problems of (?7?):
—div [A(z) - Vu,] = H(z,upn, Vuy) + i, in Q,
U, =0 on 0.

We already know that there exists solutions u,, € Hg ()N L>®(2) to problem (??). We recall that the definition
of the sequence {u,}, in [?, Section 3] is made in such a way that the following result holds.

(4.23)

Proposition 4.11. Using the same notation as above, consider a Lipschitz—continuous function S : R — R such
that S has compact support and denote by S(+00) and S(—o0) the limits of S(t) at +00 and —oo, respectively.
Take o € WLT(Q) N L>®(2), with r > N, such that S(u)p € HE(Q).

If, for some function u,

Up () = u(x) a.e. in
Vun(x) = Vu(zx) a.e. in )
Ti(upn) — Tk (u) weakly in Hy(Q) for allk >0

Uy — U strongly in WOLS(Q) foralll <s< N_o1

then

n—o0

tin, [ Stun)onn do = [ Stuoduo+S(+00) [ wdut = S(-o0) [ pdu;
Q Q Q Q

Proposition 4.12. Let p € My(Q2) have a norm small enough. Let % <a<q—1and {up}t, be a
sequence of solutions of (7?). Assume also (??), (??) and (??). Then, the a.e. convergences (??) and (?7),
the equi—integrability (??) and the strong convergences (77?), (?7) and

U, —uin Wy () (4.24)
N
foralll§s<m.
Proof. Theorem ?? implies that

/ \VTx(u,)|> de < Mk, for all k>0, (4.25)
Q

and then, using Lemma 77 we get
M~
N-1

Hence, the sequence {u,} is bounded in Wy*(Q) for all 1 < s < 2+ and there exist u € W, *() and a

subsequence (not relabelled) such that

u, — u  weakly in W,*(Q), (4.26)
u, > u in L°(Q),
Up —u  a.e. in Q. (4.27)

Moreover, condition (??) also implies that
VT () — VTg(u) weakly in L2(Q;RY). (4.28)
To prove the equi-integrability of the right hand side we use that

/ g(un)|Vuy|?de < Cy, forall k >0, (4.29)
{lul>k}
with limg_ o, Cr = 0 (see Theorem ?7?). Thus, given € > 0 we may find kg > 0 such that

/ 9(un)|Vun|9dz < = forall k> ko and for all n € N.
{Jul>k} 2

Let £ C Q and let k > ko be fixed. Denoting gr = sup|; < lg(s)], the following inequalities hold:

[ stunVunfrds = [ ) T o+ [ (1) [ Vtn| d
E En{|un|<k} En{lun|>k}
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<o / VT ()| i+ / (1) [V G ()| e
E {lu|>k}

% q
<o ([ 19T Pac) B 4 2
Q
< g (ME)? B|'E 4 2,

which goes to 0 when |E| is small and so (??) is proved.
On the other hand, taking F = Q and applying [?, Lemma 1] we deduce (??). As a consequence we get

Vu, - Vu a.e. in Q,
9(un)|Vun|? = g(u)|Vul?  in L(Q).
This last convergence implies (?7?). Finally, appealing to the proof of [?, Theorem 3.4, Step 5], we deduce

(?7).

|
Theorem 4.13. Assume % <a<qg—1,(?7),(??) and (??). If u € My(2) has a norm small enough,
then there exists at least a renormalized solution to problem (?77?) in the sense of Definition 77.
Proof. We take advantage of the results contained in [?, Theorem 2.33].
Proposition ?? provides us with u € 73'*() (by (?7)), u € Wy*(Q) for all 1 < s < 5 (by (?7)) and
H(x,u,Vu) € L*(Q) (by (27)).

Now, consider a Lipschitz—continuous function S : R — R such that S’ has compact support and a ¢ €

WL (Q) N L*(Q), with r > N, such that S(u)p € H}(Q). Since S’ has compact support, it follows that there
exists j > 0 such that S"(uy,)Vu, = 8" (un)VTj(u,). As a consequence, we get

/ VS (un) [2da = / S (wn)?|V T (un) P < ||5’|\oo/ VT (1) P < o
Q Q Q
and so
S (up)VTj(up) = S (w)VTj(u)  weakly in L2(Q;RY). (4.30)
Taking S(uy)e as test function in problem (?7), we have

/ ©S (un)[A(x) - Vuy] - Vu, dz + / S(un)[A(z) - Vuy] - Vo dx
Q Q

= / S(un)oH (x, un, Vuy,) de + / S(un)ppn dr . (4.31)
Q Q
The first term on the left hand side can be written as
/ o5 (un)[A(@) - V] - Viip dr = / oS (un)[A(2) - VT (un)] - VT () da
Q Q

Hence, the strong convergence of A(z) - VT};(uy) to A(x) - VTj(u) in L2(Q;RY) (due to (??)) and the weak
convergence of S’ (u,)VTj(u,) to S"(u)VT;(u) (by (??)) imply the convergence of this first term to

/ oS (W)[A(z) - VT, (w)] - VT (u) da = / o8 (W)[A(z) - V] - Vuda
Q Q

The convergence of the second term follows from (??), the boundedness of function S and (?7?).

As far as the right hand side of (?7) is concerned, the convergence in the first term yields as a consequence
of S(un)—=S(u) in L>®(Q) and (??). We deal with the second term applying Proposition ??. Therefore, we can
pass to limit in (??) obtaining

/ »S'(u)[A(z) - Vu] - Vudx +/ S(u)[A(z) - Vu] - Ve dz
Q Q

= [ Stwete.u Vuyde+ [ Spduo+S(+o0) [ pdut = S(-o0) [ pan

Since we have proved one of the equivalent definitions of renormalized solution stated in [?], we are done.
|

Applying Proposition ?? and Proposition ?? in Proposition ??, instead of Theorem 7?7, it leads to Theorem
7?7 and Theorem 7?7, respectively.

Theorem 4.14. Let u € Myp(Q) and a« = q — 1. Assume (?7), (??) and (??), and ~ is small enough. Then,
there exists at least a renormalized solution to problem (?7) in the sense of Definition ?7.

Theorem 4.15. Let 1 € My(Q) and g —1 < a < 2. Assume also (7?), (??) and (??). Then, there exists at
least a renormalized solution to problem (?77?) in the sense of Definition ?7.

30



5. RESULTS ON FURTHER REGULARITY

Throughout this paper, we have shown that the features of our problem can be shortened in the parameters
g and « and illustrated by a (g, a)-plane (recall pictures in the introduction). In this way, the linear setting
corresponds to the line & = g — 1, whereas the superlinear one coincides with a triangle whose sides are that
line, @« = 0 and ¢ = 2. In this triangle, points may be grouped according to the suitable summability of sources.
Thus, between lines « = ¢—1 and o = %q — %, we may take measure data. In the remaining triangle the

best line that enables data f € L™ () is given by

_ N-m N Lo N
“N_om? NZa2m’ m=r5-

The existence result also works if we have a bigger o (as was emphasized several times) or if a smaller ¢ is
considered. On the other hand, fixed ¢ and «, if we have more regular data, then existence is guaranteed by
embeddings between Lebesgue spaces. In this case, however, the solution should be more regular as well.

In this Section, we propose an analogous of the bootstrapping results contained in [?] in the case of being g
constant in (?7), that is, when g(s) = v for all s € R. It is worth comparing the results between the cases [?,
g(s) =] and g(s) < # below. In the constant case it is proved

R1. u € L>®(Q)if f € L*(), s > & (see [?, Theorems 3.8 & 4.9 points (i) & Theorem 5.8]), while solutions
to (??) are bounded even for f € L"(Q) with § < s < r;

R2. u e LYQ), d < oo, if f € L'z (Q) (see [?, Theorems 3.8 & 4.9 points (ii) & Theorem 5.8]) while, if (?7?)
is in force, then the same holds for greater values of g;

R3. |ulz € HYQ)if f e L"(Q), 2* <7 < & (see [?, Theorems 3.8 & 4.9 points (iii) & Theorem 5.8]), while
solutions to (??) with f € L*(Q2) and (eventually) 2* < s <r < & verify |u|2 € H(Q) for 7 > t;

R4. (1+ |u)2~u € HY(Q) if f e L™(Q), W < r < 2* (see [?, Theorems 4.9 point (iv) & Theorem 5.§]
), while solutions to (??) with f € L*(Q) (eventually) for W <s < W < r < 2% verify
(1+ |u|)2~tu € H}(Q) for T > t.

In our case, both R1 and R2 directly follow from Proposition ??. So we will focus on R3 and R4. Notice
that the assumption (??) (which generalise the constant case) in (??) allows us to get the same results of the
Theorems quoted above for lower data regularity/greater values of ¢ with respect to [?]. Indeed the values s in
Theorems ??7 and 7?7 can be taken

(%

N(g—1— —
(q—1 a)<S<N(q D)
q—2a q

5.1. The case W > 2.

Theorem 5.1. Let f € L*(Q) with s > m = Y=1=9) 44 o224+ 2 41 <qg<2 (ie. m>2, and

q—2«
o= "]L\g;é) = (N72)2(_q;17a) >2). Assume also (?7), (??) and (??). Then, solutions u to (??) in the sense of
Definition 77, verifying (7?) and 2* < s < & satisfy [u|? € H}(Q), u € L2 7(Q) and
el S(N — 2)
[[|ul> ||H§(Q) + [lul L) <M for T = N _92s (5.1)

The constant M depends on q, m, N, A, v, «, || and on || f|

L5 () ”uHLl(Q)'

_ m(N=2) _.
Note that 7 > 0 = 3= since s > m.

Proof. We take ¢, (u) = ®,(Gk(u)) in (??) with
By (w) = / () 2dz, >0
0

Then, the assumptions (?7), (?7?), (??) lead us to

A / VG () 2T, (G ()2 dx

Sv/ﬂ VG () ]7]®n (G

Jul*

D gy 4 /Q FI1®n(Gr(w)|dz.  (5.2)

Observe that

T T

(B ()] < [T ()25 /Ow I1,(6) -9 de < [T (w) (5 ) (/w T df) et
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by Holder’s inequality with indices (Q—iq, q%l
hand side of (??) as

- [ [VCHOIEGut

ule
|Gk (u)]
w)|?|T, w)e(G-1) L (&)|E 1
(IV G (w) 91T, (G ) )(/ T.(6) dg)

</
Q
o* N

We now apply Holder’s inequality with three indices (%, = —) in the right hand side above, so we get

). This fact allows us to estimate the first integral on the right

2—q

|Gk(u)q_1_a] dz .

2—q’ 2—q

* 5%

1< ( /| vc:kw)|2|Tn<Gk<u>>T2dsc)g /| ( / 'Gk(u)m(m%ldf)g dx

2

N(g—1—a) Nq
G T z=a )
< ([ 16w :)
i () T ? 2;*(1 2—q 254
/ (/ |Tn<f>|“d€> do | <5,° ( / |vak<u>|2|Tn<Gk<u>>|f2dm>
Q 0 Q

N(qQ%lq*a) = 2*Z (which is due to the definition of o), we rewrite

res ([IvewrmGira) ([ e

A
2

Then, since

by Sobolev’s embedding and

1:7‘1
g dx) . (5.3)
Take ky such that

2—q . 2*
S 7 MG@IEIE ) <5 Yk ko,

so that combining (??)—(??) we obtain
A _
2 /Q VG WP Guw) 2 do < [ |71, (Gu(u))] da

for k > k.
Defining b, (w) = [, |T(2)|2 7! dz, we are left with the study of

g | VeGP de < [ 1719, Guluplda,

and our current aim becomes finding the relation between ®,,(-) and ,(-), in order to obtain an inequality
only involving (). Using the definition of v, and considering the sets {|w| < n} and {|w| > n}, we get the
inequality [¢,(w)| > 2|T,(w)|2 ~'|w|. And then, since function |T},(z)|”~? is non-decreasing, we deduce

Baw)] < [Tl < (T2l () T = [Tl

Hence,

=1

@ (w)| < clhn (w)|*
for some constant ¢, which does not depend on n. This estimate and Holder’s inequality with (s, s’) provide us
with

% /Q |Vin (Gi(w))[? d < ¢ /Q I (G da

v ([ Wn(GatanP = )" 6

Now, by Sobolev’s embedding and since the definition of 7 implies 2s' 7= 1

2—22 ([ 1ontcnan d)

We point out that 2 — 232 = 2 (77) getting u € L* 2 ().
We are now allowed to con81der the limit n — oo in (?7?), deducing |u|? € H(Q2). m

= 2%, we obtain

1
25+
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Remark 5.2. The dependence of M in (??) on ||u[|1(q) follows from the following fact.

Let us come back to (??). Recalling that the integral in the right hand side of (??) is evaluated over {|u| > k}
and proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 77, we get the same results with Cs/||f[X{ju|>k}[lzm () instead of
Cs|[ fllLm (o). Thus, we rewrite (??) as

F(Yi) < CslllfIxgrusiyllem Yk >0.
Observe that Holder’s inequality gives

n

(HULI(Q))”"
@\

and this value will be less than M™ for k large enough. This fact implies that the constants M in Proposition
?? depend (in this case) on ||ul[z1(q) too.

LmQ) < Cs

Calll fIX{jui>k3 2

5.2. The case 1 < w < 9.

Theorem 5.3. LetfeLS() zths>m—%andl+ﬁ+arz<q<a 24+ 2 41 (i
L<m <2 and1 <o = ( = = 2)(qq 1-0) 2). Then, solutions u to (??) in the sense of Definition
77, verifying (??) and

(i) 2. < s < & satisfy |u|z € HY(Q), u € L* 5(Q) and

s(N —2)
N —2s
(i) m < s < 2, satisfy (1 + |u)2~'u € HY(), |Vu| € L* () and

ul® |z 0y + lull o5 o) <M for 7= >2>0;

s(N —2)
N —2s

L5 () HUHLl(Q)

1+ JuD 2 ull g o) + IIVulllpor @) < M for = € (0,2). (5.6)

The constants M above depend on ¢, s, N, A, v, a, |Q] and on || f]|

Here, cases (i) and (i7) differ in how the interval (o, 00) is split by the parameter 7 as 7 > 2(> o) and
o < T < 2, respectively.
Proof. First consider a function ® € W>°(R) satisfying

0 < @' (w) < L1+ |w|)7 2, L>0, (5.7)
and e .
|®(w)| < C(P'(w))? /0 (@' (2) 7 dz, C>0. (5.8)
We remark that Holder’s inequality yields
el - gl 1
B < C@ @) [ (@) ds < @) [ | @ dz] wft. (5.9)

We take ®(G(u)) as test function. Note that the condition (??) is needed in order to make the test function
admissible. Recalling (??), (??) and (?7), we have

A/ '(Gr(w))| VG (u)* dz < / 9(Gr(w)[VGr(u)|* (G (u)) dx +/ [Fl| (G (u))| da . (5.10)
Q Q Q
We use (??) and Holder’s inequality with indices (%, 22— o q) to estimate the integral involving the gradient
term in the right hand side as
VG (u)]?
[ swiveieeG i< [ T oGy 0)ar

|Gr(u)] . 2-q
<0 [ VG @ (Gl (/0 (¢'(z))2dz> Grlw)™1 " da

2—gq

/Q(/Olck(u)@/(z))édzf* " .

2—q
2—g

(o)’
<ovsy ([ |vck<u>|2<1>’<ak<u>>dx) ([ 1G> a)
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thanks to Sobolev’s embedding too. Now we choose kg such that

2*(?\;4) A
e S5 Yk ko

¥OS5 |Gk (w)|% |

Going back to (??), we have found that
5 [ IVGLPE (Guw) do < [ 1f10(G ()] da. (511)
If 7 > 2, we argue as in Theorem ?7?. Instead, if 7 < 2, we set
B(w) = /Owa 1) 21+ [T(2))7 da.

It is straightforward that ® satisfies (??7). We are showing that (?7?) holds as well. To this end, we study the
limits at 0 and at +oc:

. [@(w) 2@ +2q-1)
w0 (@r(w))# 5" (@(2)) 5 d 2r—1)
lim @ (w)] _o2-9+2(-1)
W (@ ()" (@1()) " ds 2o —1)

Hence, (?7?) follows. We also consider

vy = [0 DT 16D T s

with 7 = % >0 = T'}V(Ti;? (i.e. 72* = (27 — 1)s’ as in Theorem ?7).

We are now considering the function
@ (w)]
T—1
W (w)>=
to check that it is bounded. It is easy to see that this quotient defines an even function which is increasing in
{0 <w < n} and decreasing in {w > n}. Since

fow(1+z)7_2dz _ (7’)27:1 1

[f0”(1+z)%2dzril 2 Tl

lim
w— 00

: (5.12)

it follows that
[B(w)] < ef¥(w) P
for certain constant ¢ not depending on n. Observe that the choice of the exponent involving 7 in (?7) is
justified to argue as in Theorem ??. Indeed, an analogous inequality as (?7?) can be recovered reasoning in a
similar way.
We just remark that the regularity (1 + |u|)Z~'u € H}(Q) in point (ii) implies that

/|vu|s* de < </ |Vu|2(1+|u|)72dx) (/(1+|u)2*; d:z:> ,
Q Q Q

o (??) follows. m
Remark 5.4. An analogous of Remark 7?7 holds in this case.

5.3. The case W < 1. In this Subsection, we consider the case m =1 =o.

Theorem 5.5. Let f € L*(Q) with s > 1 and% <a<qg-—1(ie. a+1<qg<l+ 5 +al=2)

Assume also (7?), (7?), (??) and that u is a solution u to (?7) in the sense of Definition ??7. Then

(i) 2. < s <& satisfy [u|? € H}(Q), u € L? 3(Q) and

T S(N_ 2)
H|“|2||H3(Q)"‘HU”LT‘%(Q) <M for T = N _2s > 2;
(i) 1< s <2, then (1+ |u|)?  u € H}(Q), |Vu| € L*"(Q) and
r_ s(N —2
(1 + ul)2 1U||H5(Q) +IVulll e (@) < M for T = ](VfQS) €(1,2).

The constants M above depend on ¢, s, N, A, v, a, |Q] and on || f]|

L5 () HUHLI(Q).
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Proof. The proof follows the same argument of Theorem 77, although some changes in the case 1 < 7 < 2
must be done. Indeed, we first choose 0 < p < 1 and consider the function given by

Y (1+T T=1tp
o) = [T
o (L[
which is a bounded function and so can be taken as test function (in the sense of Remark ??). It can be checked
as in Theorem ?7? that it also satisfies condition (??). Arguing as above, we arrive at the inequality

[ stV oG s <

2—gq

Cy (/Q |VGk(U)|2<I>’(Gk(u))dm) (/QIGk(unN(%fq‘”dm)N

Next, we use the fact that
Nig—-1—-a) 2*
2—q 2
and take into account Remark ??. So, an inequality similar to (??) may be deduced.
On the other hand, we set

Y (Lt |Ta(2))
\Ij(w) :/ 1tp
0 (T+1]z)2
Contrary to what happens in the above theorem, now the function
@ (w)|
T—1
W (w)[>=

is increasing in the whole interval [0, +00). Nevertheless, it is not difficult to find a bound:
T— T— r— T i
e+ <(Z)2 flT—1+p[ 22 rT
ekt § - ekt § _ z _
(@7 [aemE T N2 e e

T

and it does not depend on n. Hence, the analogous of (??) follows because 25’2;1 =21
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