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Abstract. In this paper, we study a new class of fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic equations with a
so-called harmonic map-like structure, whose model case is given by

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)± b(x)|Du| ± β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩ ± c(x)u = f(x) in Ω,

where Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded C1,1 domain, M± are the Pucci extremal operators, β(s) = sk for some
k ∈ N odd, b ∈ Lq

+(Ω), c, f ∈ Lp(Ω), and n ≤ p ≤ q, q > n.
We obtain existence results under a smallness regime on the coefficients, along with some classical

results such as the Aleksandrov–Bakelman–Pucci estimate and the comparison principle, as well as a
priori bounds for the respective Dirichlet problem in the noncoercive case. We also establish multiplicity
results and qualitative behavior, which seem to be new in the case of the Laplacian operator.

1. Introduction

Harmonic maps are nonlinear extensions of harmonic functions, arising as critical points of energy
functionals restricted to manifolds, which naturally lead to systems of equations involving quadratic
gradient terms. Such maps arise in physical models such as liquid crystals [11, 15, 16] and superfluids [7],
and may be applied, for instance, to describe the orientation of cardiac fibers [5]. On the other hand,
their natural motivation comes from geometric analysis (see [22] for a survey on the matter), and from
the mathematical point of view, many problems concerning solvability, regularity, and multiplicity of
solutions remain open to this day – see the list of problems proposed by Brezis in [12].

In this paper, we study a new class of fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic equations, which we call
harmonic map-like structure, whose model case is given in the scalar regime by

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)± b(x)|Du| ± β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩ ± c(x)u = f(x), (M±
β )

where Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded C1,1 domain, M± are the Pucci extremal operators, b ∈ Lq+(Ω), c, f ∈ Lp(Ω),
with n ≤ p ≤ q. Here, β will be a function satisfying

β : R → R is an odd, locally Lipschitz continuous and nondecreasing
function such that β(s)s ≥ 0 for all s ∈ R and lim

s→+∞
β(s) = +∞, (Hβ)

where the model β satisfying (Hβ) to bear in mind is β(s) = sk with k ∈ N odd.
Quasilinear equations with a β(u)|Du|2 nonlinearity have been studied in several settings. Firstly, the

case β ≡ 1 has been vastly studied since the early 80s (see e.g., [4, 8, 9, 18, 19, 23, 24, 32, 39], and the
references therein), and has become increasingly relevant in recent years, as equations with quadratic
growth in the gradient arise naturally in various areas, such as large deviations theory [10, 35, 37],
stochastic control [25], and game theory [14]. For results on the case β ̸≡ constant, which is the interest
of this work, we refer to [34] for local estimates of large solutions, [1] for existence and multiplicity of
solutions of

−∆u = β(u)|Du|2 + λf(x), (1.1)

and to [21], for an extension of these results to the p-Laplacian.
Let us state our main results in what follows. Our first theorem explores the existence of strong

W 2,p(Ω) solutions of (M±
β ) in a more general framework where the gradient growth is superlinear, and

the function β is assumed only to be continuous with polynomial growth.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn a bounded domain, ∂Ω ∈ C1,1, n < p ≤ q1, m > 1, f ∈ Lp(Ω), b ∈ Lq1(Ω),
c ∈ Lq(Ω), ψ ∈W 2,p(Ω) and β : R → R a continuous function such that |β(s)| ≤ Cβ |s|k for some k ∈ N.
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Assume that one of the following conditions holds:
(i) q = ∞, n < p,

(ii) n < p ≤ q ≤ m

m− 1
p <∞,

(iii) n < p ≤ q and q ≥ m

m− 1
p,

(1.2)

and let 
r = pm for (i) and (iii),
r = ∞ for (ii);with p = q,

r =
pq

q − p
for (ii);with p < q.

(1.3)

Then there exists ε1 > 0 such that, if

∥c∥Lq(Ω) <
ε

1
m+k

1

C1|Ω|
q−p
pq

, (1.4)

and
∥µ∥∞CβCk1 (∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω))

m+k−1 < ε1, (1.5)
where C1 is the constant associated with the continuous W 1,r(Ω) ↪→ C(Ω) embedding, there exists a strong
solution u ∈W 2,p(Ω) of{

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)± b(x)|Du| ± µ(x)β(u)|Du|m + c(x)u = f in Ω,

u = ψ on ∂Ω,
(1.6)

which satisfies
∥u∥W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ĉ

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω)

)
, (1.7)

for some Ĉ = Ĉ(n, λ,Λ, p, q, q1,m, β, ∥b∥q1 , ∥c∥Lq(Ω),Ω) > 0.

This result recovers a coercivity-type bound on ∥c∥Lq(Ω), in line with the results obtained by Sirakov
in [39]. It further extends the existence results for equations with superlinear gradient terms derived
by Koike and Święch in [28], even for the case β ≡ 1, by including in the equation the zero-order term
c(x)u. In addition, it covers the noncoercive-like case of [1, Proposition 3.1], whenever c is small. As an
application, we show how this existence result implies an ABP-type estimate and a comparison principle
for the new class of fully nonlinear operators, cf. Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 ahead.

Next, we consider the following one-parameter problem:{
−F (x, u,Du,D2u) = λc(x)u+ β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩+ h(x) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(Pλ)

where Ω is a bounded domain in Rn, λ ∈ R, n ≥ 1, c, h ∈ Lp(Ω), and β(s) = sk with k ∈ N odd.
We assume that the matrix M satisfies the non-degeneracy condition

µ1I ≤M(x) ≤ µ2I a.e. in Ω (M)

for some µ1, µ2 > 0, and that F is a uniformly elliptic operator with the following structure:
M−(X − Y )− b(x)|p− q| − d(x)ω

(
(r − s)+

)
≤ F (x, r, p,X)− F (x, s, q, Y )

≤ M+(X − Y ) + b(x)|p− q|+ d(x)ω((r − s)+)
(SC)

F (·, 0, 0, 0) ≡ 0, b, d, c, h ∈ Lp(Ω), p > n, b, d ≥ 0, ω a modulus of continuity.
Here, M± are Pucci’s operators with ellipticity constants 0 < λP ≤ ΛP . We also consider

L±[u] := M±(D2u)± b(x)|Du|, b ∈ Lp+(Ω).

For ease of notation, we included in (SC) the unboundedness condition over the coefficients. On the other
hand, we make the convention that c is a bounded function when using the following stronger assumption

M−(X − Y )− b(x)|p− q| ≤ F (x, r, p,X)− F (x, s, q, Y )

≤ M+(X − Y ) + b(x)|p− q| a.e. x ∈ Ω (SC0)

F (·, 0, 0, 0) ≡ 0, b, h ∈ Lp(Ω), c ∈ L∞(Ω), c, b ≥ 0.

Let us consider the problem (P0) which is (Pλ) with λ = 0, where F satisfies (SC), and we assume that

(P0) has a strong solution u0. (H0)
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Further, setting F [u] := F (x, u,Du,D2u), we assume that for each f ∈ Lp(Ω),

there exists a unique Lp-viscosity solution of

{
−F [u] = f(x) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω.
(H1)

Our main results on the a priori bounds for (Pλ) read as follows. The first one provides an a priori
lower bound for any solution of (Pλ), showing that the negative part is uniformly controlled. The second
result establishes uniform upper bounds for positive solutions of problem (Pλ).

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω ∈ C1,1 be a bounded domain. Suppose that β(s) = sk with k ∈ N odd, (SC0) and
(Hβ) hold, and let Λ2 > 0. Then, every Lp-viscosity super solution of (Pλ) satisfies

∥u−∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C ∀ λ ∈ [0,Λ2],

where C = C(n, p, µ1,Λ2, ∥b∥Lp(Ω), ∥c∥L∞(Ω), ∥h−∥Lp(Ω), λP ,ΛP ,Ω).

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ∈ C1,1 be a bounded domain. Suppose (SC0), (H0) hold, let β(s) = sk for some
k ∈ N odd, and Λ1,Λ2 with 0 < Λ1 < Λ2. Then there exists δ0 = δ0(u0, β) such that, if µ2 < δ0, then
every positive Lp-viscosity solution u of (Pλ) satisfies

∥u∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C, for all λ ∈ [Λ1,Λ2],

where C depends on n, p, µ1,Ω,Λ1,Λ2, ∥b∥Lq(Ω), ∥c∥L∞(Ω), ∥h∥Lp(Ω), ∥u0∥L∞(Ω), λP ,ΛP ,Ω, and on the set
G := {x ∈ Ω | c(x) = 0}.

In the case of the Laplacian operator (λP = ΛP = 1), we consider the one-parameter problem:{
−∆u− b(x)|Du| = λc(x)u+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(P′

λ)

in the sense of weak solutions with u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), in the following framework:{

Ω ⊂ Rn, n ≥ 3 is a bounded domain with ∂Ω ∈ C1,1, c, h ∈ Lp(Ω),

b ∈ Lq+(Ω) with n < p ≤ q, c ≩ 0, β as in (Hβ), and µ > 0,
(H)

or more strongly, 
Ω ⊂ Rn, n ≥ 3 is a bounded domain with ∂Ω ∈ C1,1,

c ∈ L∞(Ω), h ∈ Lp(Ω), b ∈ Lq+(Ω), with n < p ≤ q,

c ≩ 0, µ > 0, and β(s) = sk with k ∈ N odd.
(HS)

Note that (HS) provides a model case β(s) = sk which automatically satisfies (Hβ).
Let us also consider the problem (P ′

0) (which is (P′
λ) with λ = 0), and a hypothesis on its solvability:

(P ′
0) has a weak solution u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). (H′
0)

When β(s) = sk, the existence condition in (H′
0) is satisfied by Theorem 1.1, as far as

µ ∥h∥k+1
Lp(Ω) < ε,

where ε = 1
(2C̃D)k+2Ck

1

, with C1, C̃, and D given in Remark 3.1, see also [1, Proposition 3.1].

Notice that solutions in H1
0 (Ω) of (P ′

0) are not expected to be unique in general, by the multiplicity
result in [1, Corollary 3.6] for small h (which amounts to λf(x) in [1]) and M(x) ≡ I. Observe that
this contrasts with the case of decreasing β in which comparison always holds, cf. [3, Lemma 2.2], and
therefore the uniqueness of solutions is expected.

Under our assumption (H), though, any weak solution of (P ′
0) belonging to H1

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) actually
lies in W 2,p(Ω) by our regularity result, cf. Lemma 4.10. Within this higher regularity class and for small
values of M(x), our comparison principle applies (see Remark 4.12), and therefore the solution u0 of (P ′

0)
is unique.

The following theorem gives a global existence and multiplicity result for problem (P′
λ) with λ > 0.

Theorem 1.4. Assume (H′
0), (H) and set Σ = {(λ, u) ∈ R× C(Ω) : u solves (P′

λ)}. Then, there exists
a continuum of solutions C ⊂ Σ such that C ∩ (−∞, 0]× C(Ω) and C ∩ [0,+∞)× C(Ω) are unbounded.

Assume (HS), and (H′
0) with u0 ≥ 0, cu0 ≩ 0, then there exists a δ⋆ > 0 such that, if µ < δ⋆, then

every nonnegative solution of (P′
λ) with λ > 0 satisfies u≫ u0. Moreover, there is λ ∈ (0,+∞) so that

(i) for every λ ∈ (0, λ), problem (P′
λ) has at least two solutions with

• 0 ≤ u0 ≪ uλ,1 ≪ uλ,2;
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• if λ1 < λ2, we have uλ1,1 ≪ uλ2,1;
• maxuλ,2 → +∞ and uλ,1 → u0 in C1

0 (Ω) as λ→ 0;
(ii) problem (Pλ) has at least one nonnegative solution u;
(iii) for every λ > λ, problem (Pλ) has no nonnegative solution.

Theorem 1.4 seems to be new in the Laplacian setting. In fact, to the best of our knowledge, no previous
works have addressed the question of multiplicity for equation (P′

λ) in what concerns the noncoercive case
λ > 0. In particular, our result complements the results for λ = 0 established by Abdellaoui, Dall’Aglio
and Peral in [1], by unveiling the optimal noncoercive parameter for which the multiplicity phenomena
occurs under small harmonic-map structure. On the other hand, this result can be regarded as a natural
extension of the case β ≡ 1 in [18, 32].

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Prof. Nikola Kamburov for his careful review of
the thesis that originated this manuscript and helpful discussions.

The authors were supported by Centro de Modelamiento Matemático (CMM) BASAL fund FB210005
for center of excellence from ANID-Chile. R. Ziegele was also supported by ANID Fondecyt 1250156.
G. Nornberg was also supported by ANID Fondecyt grant 1220776, by Programa Regional MATHAM-
SUD230019, and by Programa de Cooperación Científica ECOS-ANID 240024.

2. Auxiliary results

In this section, we explore a change of variables which helps us to deal with the harmonic-map terms
β(u)|Du|2, in light of the framework developed for quasilinear equations in [1, 21, 34].

2.1. Variable change: Fully nonlinear setting. One of the contributions of this work is the introduc-
tion of an integral change of variables in the context of our new class of fully nonlinear PDEs, in the
spirit of [1] for the Laplacian operator, see also [33] for a similar class involving Pucci operators. This
transformation generalizes the exponential change of variables used to deal with pure quadratic gradient
terms in the viscosity sense (see [39], also [38, Lemma 2.20]).

Proposition 2.1. (Integro-exponential variable change) Let p ≥ n, β as in (Hβ) and u ∈ W 2,p
loc (Ω) a

nonnegative function. For m > 0 we define:

v = ψ(u) :=

∫ u

0

em
∫ s
0
β(t)dtds, w = Ψ(u) :=

∫ u

0

e−m
∫ s
0
β(t)dtds.

Then, a.e. in Ω we have Dv = ψ′(ψ−1(v))Du, Dw = Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))Du, and

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u) +mβ(u)λ|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2v)

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u) +mβ(u)Λ|Du|2, (2.1)

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)−mβ(u)Λ|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2w)

Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u)−mβ(u)λ|Du|2. (2.2)

Furthermore, the same inequalities hold in the Lp-viscosity sense if u is continuous. For example, if
u ∈ C(Ω) is a nonnegative Lp-viscosity solution of

M+
λ,Λ(D

2u) + b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + c(x)u ≥ f(x) in Ω (2.3)

where b ∈ Lq+(Ω), c, f ∈ Lp(Ω) and n ≤ p ≤ q, then v = ψ(u) with m = µ
λ (resp. m = µ

Λ ), is an
Lp-viscosity solution of

M+
λ,Λ(D

2v) + b(x)|Dv| − g(v)f(x) + c(x)(g(v) + 1)ψ−1(v) ≥ f(x) in Ω (2.4)

where g(v) = ψ′(ψ−1(v))− 1 is a positive, nondecreasing, and convex function satisfying g(v) ≥ cv − 1
for some constant c > 0 and all v ≥ 0, and

g(v) = m

∫ v

0

β(ψ−1(t))dt. (2.5)

Proof. First, let us establish the basic properties of g(v) = ψ′(ψ−1(v)) − 1. It is immediate that g is
nonnegative, since ψ′(ψ−1(v)) ≥ 1, with equality attained only at v = 0. Differentiating, we obtain

g′(v) =
(
ψ′(ψ−1(v))− 1

)′
= mβ(ψ−1(v)).

From this expression it follows that g′(v) > 0 for all v ≥ 0, and further that g is convex, as both β and
ψ−1 are increasing functions.
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Next, to prove that g(v) ≥ cv − 1, we claim that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

ψ′
1(ψ

−1
1 (v1)) ≥ Cv1.

To prove it, we define F (v1) :=
ψ′

1(ψ
−1
1 (v1))
v1

. The function F is continuous on (0,∞), and moreover

lim
v1→0+

F (v1) = +∞, lim
v1→+∞

F (v1) = +∞.

Hence, by continuity, F attains a minimum on (0,∞). Setting C := minv1>0 F (v1) > 0, we obtain for
every v1 > 0 that

ψ′
1(ψ

−1
1 (v1)) = F (v1) v1 ≥ Cv1,

proving the claim. Thus, since g(v) = ψ′(ψ−1(v))− 1, we conclude that g(v) ≥ Cv − 1. Finally, identity
(2.5) follows from g(0) = 0 and g′(v) = mβ

(
ψ−1(v)

)
, by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus.

To prove (2.1) and (2.2), we proceed by direct computations. Indeed, since ψ′(u) = em
∫ u
0
β(t) dt,

ψ′′(u) = mβ(u)em
∫ u
0
β(t) dt = mβ(u)ψ′(u),

and so, Dv = ψ′(u)Du, D2v = mβ(u)ψ′(u)Du⊗Du+ ψ′(u)D2u. Consequently,

M±
λ,Λ(D

2v) = ψ′(u)M±
λ,Λ(mβ(u)Du⊗Du+D2u) (since ψ′(u) > 0).

Then, using basic properties of Pucci operators (see for instance [39, Lemma 2.1]) and the fact that
spec(Du⊗Du) = {0, . . . , |Du|2}, for u nonnegative and β satisfying (Hβ) we obtain that,

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u) + λmβ(u)|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2v)

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u) + Λmβ(u)|Du|2.

Meanwhile, for u nonpositive with β satisfying (Hβ),

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u) + Λmβ(u)|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2v)

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u) + λmβ(u)|Du|2. (2.6)

Analogously, Ψ′(u) = e−m
∫ u
0
β(t)dt, Ψ′′(u) = −mβ(u)Ψ′(u), and soDw = Ψ′(u)Du, D2w = −mβ(u)Ψ′(u)Du⊗

Du+Ψ′(u)D2u, and

M±(D2w) = Ψ′(u)M±(−mβ(u)Du⊗Du+D2u) (since Ψ′(u) > 0),

and, via similar calculations, we obtain that if u is nonnegative and β satisfies (Hβ), then

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)−mβ(u)Λ|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2w)

Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u)−mβ(u)λ|Du|2, (2.7)

while for u nonpositive with β satisfying (Hβ),

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)−mβ(u)λ|Du|2 ≤
M±

λ,Λ(D
2w)

Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))
≤ M±

λ,Λ(D
2u)−mβ(u)Λ|Du|2. (2.8)

Now, let u ∈ C(Ω) be a positive Lp-viscosity solution of (2.3). For simplicity, we will consider m = 1.
Also, let φ ∈W 2,p

loc (Ω) such that v−φ attains a local maximum in x0 ∈ Ω, namely v ≤ φ and v(x0) = φ(x0).
Let ε > 0 and Ω′ a subdomain such that x0 ∈ Ω′ and Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω. Set a = ∥u∥L∞(Ω′).

Define ϕ = ψ−1(φ) ∈W 2,p
loc (Ω) (hence Dϕ = Dφ

ψ′(ψ−1(φ)) ). Then, by construction, u ≤ ϕ and u− ϕ attains
a maximum in x0. By using (2.1) with the pair φ, ϕ, we get

M+
λ,Λ(D

2φ)

ψ′(ψ−1(φ))
≥ M+

λ,Λ(D
2ϕ) + β(ϕ)|Dϕ|2 ≥ M+

λ,Λ(D
2ϕ) + β(u)|Dϕ|2.

Exploiting the fact that u is a subsolution of (2.3) we get

M+
λ,Λ(D

2φ)

ψ′(ψ−1(φ))
≥ M+

λ,Λ(D
2ϕ) + β(u)|Dϕ|2 ≥ f(x)− b(x)|Dϕ| − c(x)u− ε̃ a.e. O (2.9)

where ε̃ = ε
ψ′(a)+1 and O ⊂ Ω′ is an open set of positive measure.

Now let δ ∈ (0, 1). Since (v − φ)(x0) = 0, φ ∈W 2,p(O) ⊂ C(O) (since p ≥ n) and ψ is a continuous
strictly increasing function, with ψ′ and ψ−1 being also continuous, thus

v ≤ φ ⇐⇒ ψ′(ψ−1(v)) ≤ ψ′(ψ−1(φ)) ∈ C(O),

and there exists an Oδ ⊂ O such that,

ψ′(ψ−1(v)) ≤ ψ′(ψ−1(φ)) ≤ ψ′(ψ−1(v)) + δ in Oδ.
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Then, from (2.9) we obtain

M+
λ,Λ(D

2φ) + b(x)|Dϕ|ψ′(ψ−1(φ))︸ ︷︷ ︸
= b(x)|Dφ|

≥f(x)ψ′(ψ−1(φ))− c(x)uψ′(ψ−1(φ))− ε̃ψ′(ψ−1(φ)),

≥f(x)ψ′(ψ−1(φ))− c(x)u (ψ′(u) + δ)− ε̃ (ψ′(u) + δ) .

By rearranging the terms, we have

M+
λ,Λ(D

2φ) + b(x)|Dφ| ≥ f+ψ′(u)− f− (ψ′(u) + δ)

+
(
c+u− + c−u+

)
ψ′(u)−

(
c+u+ + c−u−

)
(ψ′(u) + δ)− ε a.e. Oδ,

i.e., we have shown that v is a subsolution in the Lp-viscosity sense of

M+
λ,Λ(D

2v) + b(x)|Dv| ≥ f(x) (g(v) + 1)− c(x)u (g(v) + 1)−
(
f− + c+u+ + c−u−

)
δ a.e. in Ω,

for every δ ∈ (0, 1). The desired conclusion follows by standard stability of viscosity solutions, by letting
δ → 0 and so ∥fδ∥Lp(B) → 0, for any B ⊂⊂ Ω, where fδ := (f− + c+u+ + c−u−)δ. The remaining
inequalities in the Lp-viscosity sense are proven in a similar way. □

Remark 2.2. We can obtain Proposition 2.1 without a sign condition on u, but assuming that β satisfies
the following variant of hypothesis (Hβ), which is given by

β : R → R+ is locally Lipschitz, and so that lim
x→+∞

β(x) = +∞. (H′
β)

The model β̃ satisfying (H′
β) is given by β̃(s) = max{0, β(s)}, where β satisfies (Hβ). In this case, the

inequalities that hold in Proposition 2.1 are those for nonnegative solutions.

2.2. Variable change: The Laplacian setting. First, as a direct consequence of the previous proposi-
tion for the Laplacian operator, a variable change which comprises equalities instead of inequalities is
reached, with no sign condition on the solutions.

Corollary 2.3. If λ = Λ = 1, Proposition 2.1 yields
∆v

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
= ∆u+mβ(u)|Du|2, ∆w

Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))
= ∆u−mβ(u)|Du|2,

in the viscosity sense, with no sign condition required on u.

Next, we consider the case of weak solutions, in the H1
0 (Ω) sense, used in [1, 21, 34]. We provide a

proof in what follows that extends [24, Lemma 3] to our case, for completeness.

Proposition 2.4. Let b ∈ Lq+(Ω), and c, f ∈ Lp(Ω), with n < p ≤ q. Then u ∈ H1
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω) is a weak

solution of
∆u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + c(x)u = f(x) in Ω, (2.10)

if and only if v = ψ(u) ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) with m = µ is a weak solution of

∆v + b(x)|Dv| − g(v)f(x) + c(x)
(
(g(v) + 1)ψ−1(v)

)
= f(x) in Ω, (2.11)

where g(v) = ψ′(ψ−1(v))− 1 is a nonnegative even function satisfying g(0) = 0. Moreover, g is decreasing
on (−∞, 0), increasing on (0,+∞), and convex in R.

Proof. Let u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) be a weak solution of (2.10). This means that∫

Ω

[−Du ·Dφ+ b(x)|Du|φ+ β(u)µ|Du|2φ+ c(x)uφ] =

∫
Ω

fφ for any φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) (2.12)

Setting
φ := ϕψ′(ψ−1(v)) = ϕ(g(v) + 1),

with ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), we have φ ∈ H1

0 (Ω), since both ψ and ψ−1 are C2(R) functions, and v = ψ(u) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)

(since u ∈ L∞(Ω), thus we have that ψ(u) ∈ L∞(Ω) and consequently Dv = ψ′(u)Du ∈ L2(Ω)). Hence,
we can use φ as a test function in (2.12). By the definition of φ, as well as Du = Dv

ψ′(ψ−1(v)) , and
|Du|φ = |Dv|ϕ, we get∫

Ω

[
−Dv ·D

(
ϕψ′(ψ−1(v)))

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
+ b(x)|Dv|ϕ+ β(ψ−1(v))µ

|Dv|2

(ψ′(ψ−1(v)))
ϕ+ c(x)ψ−1(v)ϕ(ψ′(ψ−1(v))

]

=

∫
Ω

fϕψ′(ψ−1(v)).

(2.13)
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Now, we observe that

D
(
ϕψ′(ψ−1(v))) = Dϕψ′(ψ−1(v)) + ϕ

µβ(ψ−1(v))ψ′(ψ−1(v))

ψ′(ψ−1(v))
Dv = Dϕψ′(ψ−1(v)) + ϕµβ(ψ−1(v))Dv.

By using the latter into (2.13), yields∫
Ω

[
−Dv ·Dϕ+ b(x)|Dv|ϕ+ c(x)ψ−1(v)(g(v) + 1)ϕ

]
=

∫
Ω

f(g(v) + 1)ϕ, (2.14)

which implies that v is a weak solution of (2.11).
The other direction is proven similarly, by considering the test function φ = ϕ

ψ′(u) . Concerning the
properties of g, its evenness comes from the fact that ψ′ is an even function (since β is odd) and ψ−1

is odd. Hence ψ′(ψ−1(−v)) = ψ′(−ψ−1(v)) = ψ′(ψ−1(v)). Moreover, it is trivially nonnegative since
ψ′(ψ−1(v)) ≥ 1, attaining equality only at v = 0. Finally, computing g′ as in the proof of Proposition 2.1,
we see that g′(v) = β(ψ−1(v)), from where it is easy to see that g′ < 0 in R−, g′ > 0 in R+ and that it is
convex, since β and ψ−1 are nondecreasing. □

3. Fully nonlinear theory

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will only show the result for M+
λ,Λ, since for M−

λ,Λ is analogous. For
simplicity, we take µ ≡ 1. Note that, in each of the cases of (1.3), if u ∈W 1,r(Ω), then β(u)|Du|m ∈ Lp(Ω).
Similarly, if c ∈ Lq(Ω), then c(x)u ∈ Lq(Ω) ⊂ Lp(Ω). Moreover, the embedding of W 2,p(Ω) into W 1,r(Ω)
is compact. Thanks to [28, Proposition 2.4], we can define the mapping T : W 1,r(Ω) → W 2,p(Ω) such
that for every v ∈W 1,r(Ω), it maps it to the unique strong solution u = Tv of{

M+
λ,Λ(D

2u) + b(x)|Du| = f(x)− β(v(x))|Dv(x)|m − c(x)v(x) in Ω,

u = ψ on ∂Ω.

It follows from [28, Proposition 2.4] that

∥Tv∥∞ ≤∥ψ∥L∞(∂Ω) + C
(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥β(v)|Dv|m∥Lp(Ω) + ∥cv∥Lp(Ω)

)
≤∥ψ∥L∞(∂Ω) + C

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(∥v∥C(Ω))∥Dv∥

m
Lr(Ω) + |Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥v∥C(Ω)

) (3.1)

and

∥Tv∥W 2,p(Ω) ≤ C̃
(
∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + ∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(∥v∥C(Ω))∥Dv∥

m
Lr(Ω) + |Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥v∥C(Ω)

)
. (3.2)

We will use the Schauder Fixed Point Theorem to prove the existence of a strong solution of (1.6). To do
so, we have to prove that T is continuous in W 1,r(Ω) and that for some R > 0, T (BR) is a precompact
subset of BR, where BR := {v ∈W 1,r(Ω) : ∥v∥W 1,r(Ω) ≤ R}.

Continuity of T : Let vk → v in W 1,r(Ω) as k → ∞. We define, for every k, uk = Tvk. By (3.2) we get

∥Tvk∥W 2,p(Ω) ≤ C̃
(
∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + ∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(∥v∥C(Ω))∥Dvk∥

m
Lr(Ω) + |Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥vk∥C(Ω)

)
≤ C̃

(
∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + ∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(∥vk∥C(Ω))∥vk∥

m
W 1,r(Ω) + |Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥vk∥C(Ω)

)
≤ C̃

(
∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + ∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(C1∥vk∥W 1,r(Ω))∥vk∥mW 1,r(Ω) + C1|Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥vk∥W 1,r(Ω)

)
≤ K for some constant K > 0,

by using the fact that |β(s)| ≤ Cβ |s|k and that W 1,r(Ω) is continuously embedded into C(Ω) by Morrey’s
inequality (see, for instance, [20, Theorem 7.26(ii)]) since r > n. So, this implies that Tvk ⇀ u in W 2,p(Ω)
for some u ∈ W 2,p(Ω). Hence, by Rellich-Kondrachov theorem (e.g., [2, Theorem 6.3]), Tvk → u in
W 1,r(Ω) since W 2,p(Ω) ⊂⊂W 1,r(Ω) for any of the three cases of r in (1.3).

Moreover, setting gk(x) = f(x)−β(vk(x))|Dvk(x)|m− c(x)vk(x) and g(x) = f(x)−β(v(x))|Dv(x)|m−
c(x)v(x), we have

∥gk − g∥Lp(Ω) ≤ ∥β(vk)|Dvk|m − β(v)|Dv|m + c (vk − v))∥Lp(Ω)

≤ ∥β(vk) (|Dvk|m − |Dv|m) + |Dv|m (β(vk)− β(v)) ∥Lp(Ω) + ∥c(v − vk)∥Lp(Ω)

≤ ∥β(vk) (|Dvk|m − |Dv|m) ∥Lp(Ω) + ∥|Dv|m (β(vk)− β(v)) ∥Lp(Ω) + ∥c(v − vk)∥Lp(Ω)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.
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Now it remains to prove that I1 → 0, I2 → 0 and I3 → 0. For I1, and for any of the three cases of r in
(1.3), the following holds

I1 ≤ ∥β(vk)
(
|Dvk| − |Dv|

)(
|Dvk|m−1 + |Dv|m−1

)
∥Lp(Ω)

≤ C ∥Dvk −Dv∥Lr(Ω) −→ 0 as k → ∞,

for some real constant C > 0.
Then, for I2 we get

I2 ≤ ∥Dv∥mLr(Ω)∥β(vk)− β(v)∥Lr(Ω) −→ 0 as k → ∞.

Finally, for I3, for any r as in (1.3), it holds

I3 ≤ |Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥vk − v∥Lr(Ω)

≤ |Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥vk − v∥W 1,r(Ω) −→ 0 as k → ∞.

Therefore ∥gk− g∥Lp(Ω) → 0 as k goes to infinity, which implies by the maximum principle ([27, Propo-
sition 2.8]) that Tvk → Tv in C(Ω) and for uniqueness of the limit, we have Tv = u, thus concluding
that T is continuous in W 1,r(Ω).

T : BR → BR for some R > 0: Let ∥v∥W 1,r(Ω) ≤ R. By the Sobolev embeddings and [28, Proposition
2.4], we have

∥Tv∥W 1,r(Ω) ≤ D∥Tv∥W 2,p(Ω)

≤ DC̃
(
∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + ∥f∥Lp(Ω) + β(∥v∥C(Ω))∥Dv∥

m
Lr(Ω) + |Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥v∥C(Ω)

)
≤ DC̃

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + β(∥v∥C(Ω))R

m + C1|Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)∥v∥W 1,r(Ω)

)
≤ DC̃

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + β(C1∥v∥W 1,r(Ω))R

m + C1|Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)R

)
≤ DC̃

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + β(C1R)R

m + C1|Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)R

)
≤ DC̃

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω) + CβC

k
1R

m+k + C1|Ω|
q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)R

)
.

Set R = α(∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W 2,p(Ω)), where α = 3DC̃. Then, ∥Tv∥W 1,r(Ω) is controlled by

≤
α
(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W2,p(Ω)

)
3

(
1 + αm+kCβC

k
1

(
∥f∥Lp(Ω) + ∥ψ∥W2,p(Ω)

)m+k−1
+ αC1|Ω|

q−p
pq ∥c∥Lq(Ω)

)
.

Hence, if (1.4) and (1.5) are satisfied for ε1 ≤ (3DC̃)−(m+k), then T (BR) ⊆ BR.

On the other hand, (3.2) ensures that T (BR) is precompact in W 1,r(Ω). Therefore, by the Schauder
Fixed Point Theorem, we conclude that T : BR → BR has a fixed point which is, as established before, a
strong solution of (1.6). Finally, it is easy to see that estimates (3.1) and (3.2), together with (1.5), yield
the estimate (1.7) for some constant Ĉ. □

Remark 3.1. One can take ε1 = (3C̃D)−(m+k) > 0, where C̃ is the constant given in [28, Proposition
2.4] and D denotes the constant associated with the Sobolev embedding W 2,p(Ω) ↪→W 1,r(Ω).

3.2. ABP and comparison principle. Here we present our ABP-type estimate for

M±
λ,Λ(D

2u)± b(x)|Du| ± µ(x)β(u)|Du|m ± c(x)u = f(x) in Ω, (3.3)

in light of the techniques used in [28, Theorem 3.3].

Proposition 3.2 (ABP). Let n < p ≤ q1, and let one of (1.2) hold. Let ε1, and β be from Theorem 1.1
for Ω ⊂ Rn, and set r as in (1.3). If u ∈ C(Ω) is an Lp-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of

M+
λ,Λ(D

2u) + b(x)|Du|+ µ(x)β(u)|Du|m + c(x)u ≥ −f(x) in Ω+

(resp., M−
λ,Λ(D

2u)− b(x)|Du| − µ(x)β(u)|Du|m + c(x)u ≤ f(x) in Ω−

and if c ∈ Lp(Ω) satisfy the smallness condition (1.4), and b ∈ Lq1+ (Ω), f ∈ Lp+(Ω) satisfy

∥µ∥∞β(∥u∥∞)(2∥f∥p)m−1 < ε1 (3.4)
then there exists a constant C = C(n, λ,Λ, p, q, q1,m, β, ∥b∥q1 , ∥c∥Lq(Ω), ∥u∥∞) such that

max
Ω

u ≤ max
∂Ω

u+ C∥f∥Lp(Ω+) (3.5)
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(resp., max
Ω

(−u) ≤ max
∂Ω

(−u) + C∥f∥Lp(Ω−)). (3.6)

Proof. The idea is to apply Theorem 1.1. To do so, it suffices to notice that, if δ > 0 is such that
∥µ∥∞β(∥u∥∞) 2m−1(∥f∥p + δ)m−1 < ε1, we find a strong solution vδ ∈W 2,p(Ω) of{

M−
λ,Λ(D

2vδ)− b(x)|Dvδ| − 2m−1µ(x)χΩ+(x)β(u)|Dvδ|m + c(x)vδ = f(x)χΩ+(x) + δ in Ω,

vδ = 0 on ∂Ω.
(3.7)

Since ∥fχΩ+ + δ∥p ≤ ∥f∥Lp(Ω+) + |Ω|
1
p δ ≤ ∥f∥Lp(Ω+) + (diam(Ω))

n
p δ, estimate (3.2) together with the

embedding W 2,p(Ω) ↪→ C(Ω) gives

∥vδ∥∞ ≤ Ĉ(∥f∥Lp(Ω+) + (diam(Ω))
n
p δ) (3.8)

for some Ĉ = Ĉ(n, λ,Λ, p, q, q1,m, k, ∥b∥q1 , ∥c∥Lq(Ω), ∥u∥∞) > 0. Setting w := u+ vδ, we add (3.7) and
the equation satisfied by u restricted to Ω+ to get, formally,

M+
λ,Λ(D

2w) + b̃(x)|Dw|+ 2m−1∥µ∥∞A|Dw|m + c(x)w

≥ M+
λ,Λ(D

2u) +M−
λ,Λ(D

2vδ) + b(x)(|Du| − |Dvδ|) + µ(x)β(u)|Du|m − µ(x)2m−1β(u)|Dvδ|m

+ c(x)(u+ vδ) ≥ δ in Ω+,

where A = mβ(∥u∥L∞(Ω)) and b̃ = b+ 2m+1A∥Dvδ∥m−1
∞ .

Now, even though u is not a strong solution, we can make the argument rigorous by applying test
functions to the equation satisfied by u in order to get that w is an Lp-viscosity solution of

M+
λ,Λ(D

2w) + b̃(x)|Dw|+ 2m−1∥µ∥∞A|Dw|m + c(x)w ≥ δ in Ω+. (3.9)

Therefore, by the definition of viscosity solution, we have

max
Ω+

w = max
∂Ω+

w,

which, together with estimation (3.8) gives

max
Ω

u = max
Ω+

u ≤ max
∂Ω+

w ≤ max
∂Ω+

u+max
∂Ω+

vδ ≤ max
∂Ω

u+ ∥vδ∥L∞(Ω)

≤ max
∂Ω

u+ Ĉ
(
∥f∥Lp(Ω+) + (diam(Ω))

n
p δ
)
,

thus concluding the proof by letting δ → 0. □

More generally, at the end of this section, let us consider operators F : Ω × R× Rn × Sn → R that
satisfy the following so-called harmonic map-like structure:

M−
λ,Λ(X − Y )− b(x)|p− q| − µ|q|2 |β(r)− β(s)| − µβ(r)(|p|+ |q|)|p− q| − c(x)ω

(
(r − s)+

)
≤ F (x, r, p,X)− F (x, s, q, Y )

≤ M+
λ,Λ(X − Y ) + b(x)|p− q|+ µ|q|2 |β(r)− β(s)|+ µβ(r)(|p|+ |q|)|p− q|+ c(x)ω((r − s)+),

(SCβ)

where β : R → R is an odd, continuous, locally Lipschitz function that is nondecreasing and such that
β(s)s ≥ 0 for all s ∈ R, and all the coefficients are unbounded.

Proposition 3.3 (Comparison Principle). Assume F satisfies (SC), f ∈ Lp(Ω), β as in (Hβ) or (H′
β)

with |β(s)| ≤ Cβ |s|k for some k ∈ N odd, M ∈ L∞(Ω) with µ1I ≤ M(x) ≤ µ2I a.e. in Ω, 0 < µ1 ≤ µ2,
and Ω a bounded domain. If u ∈ C(Ω) is an Lp-viscosity supersolution of{−F [u] = β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩+ f(x) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(3.10)

then, for any α ∈ C1(Ω) ∩W 2,p
loc (Ω) strong subsolution of (3.10), there exists a δ0 = δ0(∥α∥C1(Ω), β) such

that if µ2 < δ0, then we have α ≤ u in Ω.
Similarly, if u ∈ C(Ω) is an Lp-viscosity subsolution of (3.10), then for any γ ∈ C1(Ω) ∩W 2,p

loc (Ω)
strong supersolution of (3.10) there exists δ1 = δ1(∥γ∥C1(Ω), β) such that, if the same smallness condition
holds, we have u ≤ γ in Ω.

Proof. Set v := u − α in Ω. Reasoning by contradiction, we assume minΩ v = v(x0) < 0. As v ≥ 0 on
∂Ω, we get that x0 ∈ Ω. Set Ω̃ := {x ∈ Ω | v(x) < 0}, which is an open nonempty set since x0 ∈ Ω̃. Let
φ ∈W 2,p

loc (Ω̃) and x̃ ∈ Ω̃ be such that v − φ has a minimum at x̃. This is equivalent to saying u− (α+ φ)

has a minimum at x̃, and by the fact that α+ φ ∈W 2,p
loc (Ω̃) together with the definition of u being an
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Lp-viscosity supersolution of (3.10), we know that for every ε > 0, there exists a certain radius r > 0

such that, for a.e. x ∈ Br(x̃) ∩ Ω̃,

−F (x, u,D(α+ φ), D2(α+ φ))− β(u)⟨M(x)D(α+ φ), D(α+ φ)⟩ − f(x) ≥ −ε
and −F (x, α,Dα,D2α)−β(α)⟨M(x)Dα,Dα⟩− f(x) ≤ 0 from the definition of α as a strong subsolution
of (3.10). Now, by subtracting both and using (SC), we get in Ω̃,

ε ≥ F (x, u,D(α+ φ), D2(α+ φ))− F (x, α,Dα,D2α) + β(u)⟨M(x)D(α+ φ), D(α+ φ)⟩
− β(α)⟨M(x)Dα,Dα⟩ − c(x)ω((u− α)+)

≥ M−
λ,Λ(D

2φ)− b(x)|Dφ|+ (β(u)− β(α)) ⟨M(x)Dα,Dα⟩+ β(u) {2⟨M(x)Dα,Dφ⟩+ ⟨M(x)Dφ,Dφ⟩}
≥ M−

λ,Λ(D
2φ)− b(x)|Dφ|+ (β(u)− β(α)) ⟨M(x)Dα,Dα⟩ − 2δµ2|Dα||Dφ|+ µ1β(u)|Dφ|2

≥ M−
λ,Λ(D

2φ)− b(x)|Dφ| − Cα⟨M(x)Dα,Dα⟩|u− α| − 2δµ2|Dα||Dφ|
+ µ1(β(v + α)− β(v))|Dφ|2 + µ1β(v)|Dφ|2

≥ M−
λ,Λ(D

2φ)− b(x)|Dφ|+ µ2|Dα|2Cαv − 2δµ2|Dα||Dφ| − µ1(δ + Cα|α|)|Dφ|2

where δ = |β(2∥α∥L∞(Ω))| and Cα is a constant associated with the locally Lipschitz condition of
β in the set Bα := {s ∈ R | |s| ≤ ∥α∥L∞(Ω)}. Then, defining b̃ = b + 2δµ2|Dα| ∈ Lp+(Ω̃), and
c̃(x) = µ2|Dα|2Cα ∈ Lp+(Ω̃), we get that v is an Lp-viscosity supersolution of{

M−
λ,Λ(D

2v)− b̃(x)|Dv| − µ̃|Dv|2 + c̃(x)v ≤ 0 in Ω̃

v ≥ 0 on ∂Ω̃ ⊂ ∂Ω ∪ {v = 0}
where µ̃ = µ1(δ +Cα|α|). Thus, assuming that c̃ satisfies the smallness condition required cf. (1.4) which
in turn is ensured by the smallness assumption on µ2, using ABP (Proposition 3.2) with f = 0 gives us
v ≥ 0 in Ω̃, contradicting the very definition of Ω̃, hence concluding the proof. □

Finally, we state the following proposition, which shows that every strong solution of F = f is also an
Lp-viscosity solution. As a consequence, Theorem 1.1 provides an initial existence result for Lp-viscosity
solutions of the extremal problem (M±

β ).

Proposition 3.4. Assume F satisfies (SCβ), n < p ≤ q, and f ∈ Lp(Ω). Then, if u ∈ W 2,p
loc (Ω) is

a strong subsolution (resp. supersolution) of F (x, u,Du,D2u) = f(x) in Ω, then it is an Lp-viscosity
sub(super) solution of this equation.

Proof. We will only prove it for subsolutions, since the proof for supersolutions is analogous. Reasoning
by contradiction, i.e., that u is not an Lp-viscosity subsolution of F = f in Ω, there exists θ, r0 > 0 and
x ∈ Ω, ϕ ∈W 2,p(Br0(x)) such that 0 = (u− ϕ)(x) ≥ (u− ϕ)(y) for every y ∈ Br0(x) ⊂⊂ Ω and

F (y, u(y), Dϕ(y), D2ϕ(y))− f(y) ≤ −2θ a.e. in Br0(x).

Moreover, since u is a strong subsolution, we have that

F (y, u,Du,D2u) ≥ f(y) a.e. in Br0(x),

hence, combining the two, we get

F (y, u(y), Dϕ(y), D2ϕ(y))− F (y, u(y), Du(y), D2u(y)) ≤ −2θ.

Now, using (SCβ) and setting v = u− ϕ,

−2θ ≥ M−
λ,Λ(−D

2v(y))− b(x)|Dv(y)| − µ|Du(y)|2|β(u)− β(u)| − µβ(u(y))(|Du(y)|+ |Dϕ(y)|)|Dv(y)|
i.e.,

M+
λ,Λ(D

2v(y)) + b(x)|Dv(y)|+ µβ(u(y))(|Du(y)|+ |Dϕ(y)|)|Dv(y)| ≥ 2θ a.e. in Br0(x).

Now, setting γ(y) = |β(u(y))|(|Du(y)| + |Dϕ(y)|) and vε(y) = v(y) − ε|y − x|2 for ε > 0 as in [29,
Theorem 3.1], we have that vε achieves the strict maximum over Br0(x) at x (since v(y) ≤ 0) and that,
for 0 < ε ≤ θ/(2nΛ) (where Λ is the ellipticity constant of M±

λ,Λ) we have

M+
λ,Λ(D

2vε) + γ(y)|Dvε| ≥ −2rεγ(y) + θ a.e. in Br(x), for all r ≤ r0.

By u, ϕ ∈ W 2,p(Br) ⊂ W 2,p(Br0), we have that γ ∈ Lp+(Br) with n < p ≤ q. Therefore, we can apply
ABP (Proposition 3.2 with µ(x) ≡ 0) to get

0 = sup
Br(x)

vε ≤ sup
∂Br(x)

vε + Cεr2−n/p∥γ∥Lp(Br(x)),
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and since v(y) ≤ 0 in Br(x), we finally get that sup∂Br(x) vε ≤ −εr2, thus

0 = sup
Br(x)

vε ≤ −εr2 + Cεr2−n/p∥γ∥Lp(Br(x))

which, by taking r > 0 sufficiently small, leads to the desired contradiction. □

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Firstly, notice that if u is solution of (Pλ), then −u and 0 are Lp-viscosity
subsolutions of

−F̃ (x,U,DU,D2U) ≤ λc(x)U + µ2β̃(U)|DU |2 + h−(x), (3.11)

where F̃ (x, r, p,X) = −F (x,−r,−p,−X) and β̃(x) = max(0, β(x)) is a function that satisfies (H′
β), see

Remark 2.2. Indeed, on the one hand, if U = 0, then by (SC) we have that

−F̃ (x, 0, 0, 0) = 0 ≤ h−(x)

which is always true. On the other hand, if U = −u, then

F̃ (x,−u,−Du,−D2u) = −F (x, u,Du,D2u) = λc(x)u+ β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩+ h+(x)− h−(x),

and rewriting this in terms of U we obtain

F̃ (x,U,DU,D2U) ≥ −λc(x)U − β(U)⟨M(x)DU,DU⟩ − h−(x) (by the oddness of β)

≥ −λc(x)U − β̃(U)µ2|DU |2 − h−(x),

therefore,
−F̃ (x,U,DU,D2U) ≤ λc(x)U + β̃(U)µ2|DU |2 + h−(x)

i.e., U = −u is subsolution of (3.11). Next, using that F satisfies (SC0), −u and 0 are also Lp-viscosity
subsolutions of{

M+(D2U) + b(x)|DU |+ µ2β̃(U)|DU |2 ≥ −λc(x)U − h−(x) in Ω

U ≤ 0 on ∂Ω.
(3.12)

Then U := u− = max{0,−u} is a subsolution of both problems (3.12), (3.11). Furthermore, U ≥ 0 in Ω
and U = 0 on ∂Ω since u|∂Ω = 0. Next, we apply the change of variable

w = Ψ(U) :=

∫ U

0

e−m
∫ t
0
β̃(s)dsdt =

∫ U

0

e−
m

k+1 t
k+1

dt, with m =
µ2

λP

and from Proposition 2.1, we know that w is an Lp-viscosity solution of{
−L+

1 [w] ≤ h−(x) + λc(x)(1−G(w))Ψ−1(w) in Ω

w = 0 on ∂Ω,
(3.13)

where L+
1 [w] = L+[w] − h−(x)G(w) and G(w) = 1 − Ψ′(Ψ−1(w)) = m

∫ w
0
β(Ψ−1(t))dt is a positive

nondecreasing function. Notice that L+
1 is a coercive operator, since G(w) is bounded by a positive

constant.
Also, concerning w = Ψ(v) we have

0 ≤ w =

∫ v

0

e−
m

k+1 t
k+1

dt

≤
∫ ∞

0

e−
m

k+1 t
k+1

dt

=
1

k + 1

(
k + 1

m

) 1
k+1
∫ ∞

0

e−zz−
k

k+1 dz

= Γ

(
1

k + 1

)
1

k + 1

(
k + 1

m

) 1
k+1

=: Cβ ,

where in the third inequality we used the change of variable z = m
k+1 t

k+1, and the definition of the
Gamma function Γ(s) =

∫∞
0
ts−1e−tdt. Thus we have that

0 ≤ w ≤ Cβ a.e. in Ω. (3.14)

Now, we set w1 =
∫ u−

1

0
e−

m
k+1 t

k+1

dt where u1 is a fixed Lp-viscosity supersolution of (Pλ). Then, due
to (3.14), we have that w1 ∈ [0, Cβ ] and that w1 is an Lp-viscosity solution of (3.13). Now, we define
w = supv∈A v, where

A := {w : w is a Lp-viscosity solution of (3.13), 0 ≤ w ≤ Cβ} .
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Clearly, A ≠ ∅ since w1 ∈ A and w1 ≤ w ≤ Cβ . Moreover, as a supremum of Lp-viscosity solutions (locally
bounded), w is an Lp-viscosity solution of the first inequality of (3.13) (as a variant of Perron’s method
arguments in [26], see also [31] for equations with superlinear gradient growth), and by construction,
w = 0 on ∂Ω.

As stated before L+
1 is a coercive operator, and the function

f(x) := fλ(x,w(x)) = h−(x) + λc(x) (1−G(w))Ψ−1(w) ∈ Lp+(Ω),

satisfies
∥f+∥Lp(Ω) ≤ ∥h−∥Lp(Ω) + Λ2∥c∥Lp(Ω)C0,

as long as we have (1−G(w))Ψ−1(w) = Ψ′(Ψ−1(w))Ψ−1(w) ≤ C0 for w ∈ [0, Cβ). To verify the latter,
we note that such a claim is equivalent to saying that Ψ′(z)z ≤ C0 for z ∈ [0,+∞). Now, note that

Θ(z) := Ψ′(z)z = e−
m

k+1 z
k+1

z ≩ 0 in [0,+∞)

is a continuous non-negative function in [0,+∞) with Θ(0) = 0, and limz→+∞ Θ(z) = 0, thus Θ(z) is
bounded. Hence, we get the desired result (1−G(w))Ψ−1(w) ≤ C0 a.e. in Ω, concluding the claim.

Therefore, by the proof of the boundary Lipschitz bound in [40, Theorem 2.3],

w(x) ≤ C∥f+∥Lp(Ω)dist(x, ∂Ω) → 0 as x→ ∂Ω.

Thus w ̸≡ Cβ . Note that it may be equal to Cβ at some interior points.

Now, arguing by contradiction, if there were a sequence of supersolutions uk of (Pλ) in Ω with
unbounded negative parts, then there would exist a subsequence such that

u−k (xk) = ∥u−k ∥L∞(Ω) −−−−→
k→∞

+∞, xk ∈ Ω, xk −−−−→
k→∞

x0 ∈ Ω

for some x0 ∈ Ω with xk ∈ Ω for large k, since uk ≥ 0 on ∂Ω. Then we define

0 ≤ wk(xk) =

∫ u−
k (xk)

0

e−
m

k+1 t
k+1

dt ≤ Cβ .

and since uk(xk) −−−−→
k→∞

∞, up to a subsequence and the change of variable z = m
k+1 t

k+1 we obtain

wk(xk) −−−−→
k→∞

Cβ . (3.15)

Moreover, by definition of w we have wk ≤ w ≤ Cβ a.e. in Ω, hence, by (3.15) we get that, for every
ε > 0, there exists some k0 ∈ N such that

Cβ − ε ≤ wk(xk) ≤ w(xk) ≤ Cβ , for all k ≥ k0

thus limk→∞ w(xk) = Cβ and also

w(x0) ≥ lim
xk→x0

w(xk) = lim
k→∞

w(xk) = Cβ

which implies that x0 ∈ Ω, since we know by construction that w = 0 on ∂Ω, and so w(x0) = Cβ . Now,
applying the change of variables z = 1− 1

Cβ
w (note that z ≥ 0, since w ≤ Cβ), then z is a solution of{

−L−
1 [z] ≥ − 1

Cβ
λc(x) (1−G ({1− z}Cβ))Ψ−1 ({1− z}Cβ) in Ω

z ≩ 0 in Ω, z(x0) = 0,

where L−
1 := L− − 1

Cβ
h−(x)(1−G({1− ·}Cβ) is a coercive operator, since

1

Cβ
h−(x)

(
1−G({1− ·}Cβ)

)
≥ 0,

and 0 ≤ 1−G(·) ≤ 1.
We now claim that this contradicts the following Vásquez-type strong maximum principle from [41]:

Lemma 3.5 ([41, Theorem 1.1]). Set L−
1 := M−(D2u)− b(x)|Du| − c(x)u with b ∈ Lq+(Ω), c ∈ Lp+(Ω),

n < p ≤ q. Let f ∈ C([0,+∞) be a continuous function such that f(0) = 0 and that

lim sup
s→0+

f(s)

s(ln(s))2
< +∞.
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Then, if u is an Lp-viscosity supersolution of{
L−
1 [u] ≤ f(u) in Ω

u ≥ 0 in Ω

such that ess infB u = 0 for some B ⊂⊂ Ω, then u ≡ 0 in Ω.

To prove the claim, it suffices to prove that the following holds:

lim
s→0+

Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ)
s(ln(s))2

= 0,

and that
lim
s→0+

Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ) = 0,

once this proves that f(s) := Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ) satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5.
Indeed, since Cβ = limt→+∞ Ψ(t), we have that

Cβ −Ψ(t) =

∫ ∞

t

e−m
∫ s
0
β(z)dzds =

∫ ∞

t

e−m
sk+1

k+1 ds.

Now, set ts = Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ) (note that ts → +∞ when s→ 0). Evaluating in t = ts we obtain

Cβ −Ψ(ts) = Cβs =

∫ ∞

ts

e−m
sk+1

k+1 ds. (3.16)

Now, by asymptotic estimation for integrals (see, for instance, [6, Section 6.3 “Integration by parts”]), we
get, after integrating by parts, that

∫ ∞

ts

(
− 1

mzk

)(
−mzke−m

zk+1

k+1 dz

)
=
e
−m

tk+1
s

k+1

mtks
(1 +O(t−(k+1)

s )) ∼ e
−mtk+1

s

k+1

mtks
,

as s→ 0+. This can be interpreted as the mass of the integral concentrating around ts, since the integrand
decays very rapidly. Therefore, combining this with (3.16) we obtain

Ψ′(ts) = e
−mtk+1

s
k+1 ∼ Cβ t

k
s s.

Now, multiplying by ts on both sides, we obtain

Ψ′(ts)ts ∼ Cβ t
k+1
s s, (3.17)

and taking logarithm,

−m tk+1
s

k + 1
∼ k ln(ts)︸ ︷︷ ︸

o(tk+1
s )

− ln(Cβ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(1)

− ln(s), since lim
t→∞

ln(t)

tk+1
= 0,

which implies that tk+1
s ∼ (k+1)

m ln(s). Next, using this together with (3.17) yields,

Ψ′(ts)ts
s(ln(s))2

∼ Cβ t
k+1
s �s

�s(ln(s))
2
∼ (k + 1)

m

1

ln(s)
, s≪ 1.

Hence, for sufficiently small s we have that

Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ)
s(ln(s))2

≤M
(k + 1)

m

1

| ln(s)|
,

for some M > 0. Therefore,

lim
s→0+

Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ)
s(ln(s))2

≤ lim
s→0+

M
(k + 1)

m

1

| ln(s)|
= 0,

thus concluding the first part of the claim. Now, for the second limit, it suffices to see that

lim
s→0+

Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ) = lim
z→+∞

e−m
zk+1

k+1 z = 0,

hence, proving the second part of the claim and yielding the desired contradiction. □

Remark 3.6. This claim implies that f(s) = Ψ′(Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ))Ψ−1({1− s}Cβ) is not integrable at 0,
which justifies the use of a Vásquez-type SMP.
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We begin the proof by fixing Λ1,Λ2 such that 0 < Λ1 < Λ2.

Reasoning by contradiction, we suppose that the solutions of (Pλ) are not bounded from above in
[Λ1,Λ2], i.e., there exists a sequence uk of nonnegative Lp-viscosity solutions of (Pλ) such that

u+k (xk)
k→∞−−−−→ +∞, xk ∈ Ω, xk → x0 ∈ Ω

where xk = argmaxx∈Ω|uk(x)|, i.e., ∥uk∥L∞(Ω) = |uk(xk)|. Here, ∥uk∥L∞(Ω) = u+k (xk) + u−k (xk), and we
know that u−k ≡ 0.

Claim 3.7. Up to changing the blow-up point x0, we can suppose that there is a ball around x0 in which
c is not identically zero.

Proof. Let G be a maximal domain where c ≡ 0. Evidently, there is no need for such argument if
|{c = 0}| = 0 or even if c ≩ 0 in a neighbourhood of x0. Suppose, then, that x0 is an interior point of G,
and so xk ∈ G for large enough k (up to considering a half ball in G if x0 ∈ ∂Ω, after straightening the
boundary via a diffeomorphism). Notice that both uk and u0 satisfy the same equation

−F (x, u,Du,D2u) = β(u)⟨M(x)Du,Du⟩+ h(x) in G (3.18)

for each k ∈ N. Moreover, due to (SC0) and (Hβ), we have that F (x, r, p,X) ≤ F (x, r − a, p,X) for any
a ∈ R+. Therefore,

vk := uk − sup
∂G

uk, v0 := u0 − inf
∂G

u0

where u0 is the solution of (P0) given by (H0), are respectively, supersolution and subsolution of (3.18).
Also, by construction, we have that v0 ≥ 0 ≥ vk on ∂G, so v0 and vk are respectively Lp-viscosity sub
and supersolution of (P0) in G, with v0 strong. Thus, we apply Proposition 3.3 to obtain that v0 ≥ vk in
G and also, noting that

vk ≤ v0 ⇐⇒ uk ≤ sup
∂G

uk + 2∥u0∥L∞(Ω) in G

we get
sup
∂G

uk ≥ uk − 2∥u0∥L∞(Ω) in G.

Then, evaluating at xk ∈ G we have

sup
∂G

uk ≥ uk(xk)− 2∥u0∥L∞(Ω)
k→+∞−−−−−→ +∞ ,

which means that we have a blow-up also at the boundary of G, i.e., that there exists a sequence yk ∈ ∂G
with u+k (yk) → +∞ and yk → y0 ∈ ∂G, as k goes to infinity. Next, since G is maximal, we have that
∂G ⊂ ∂Ω∪ ∂({c = 0}), but uk = 0 on ∂Ω due to being solution of (Pλ). Hence, we can take a ball Br(y0)
centered at y0 (or once again, up to applying a diffeomorphism, a half ball if y0 ∈ ∂Ω) which, by enlarging
r if necessary, becomes a neighbourhood that intersects the set {c > 0}. In other words, Br(y0) is a set
such that c ≩ 0. Thus, up to changing xk and x0 by yk and y0, we can suppose that c ≩ 0 in Br(x0), or
in a half ball if x0 ∈ ∂Ω, after the usual straightening of the boundary around x0. □

Now, suppose that we are in the more difficult case, i.e., the one of the half ball. For simplicity, we say
(up to rescaling) that c ≩ 0 in B+

1 = B+
1 (x0), with our equation being defined in B+

2 (x0) ⊂ Ω.
From now on, we make the convention that, from line to line, the constant C that we will be using

may change and it depends on n, p, λP ,ΛP ,Λ1,Λ2, µ1, ∥b∥Lp(Ω), ∥h∥Lp(Ω), and ∥c∥Lp(Ω).
Note that (SC0) implies that for every Lp-viscosity solution u of (Pλ), the function u is a nonnegative

Lp-viscosity solution of

M−(D2u)− b(x)|Du| ≤ F (x, u,Du,D2u) ≤ −λc(x)u− β(u)µ1|Du|2 + h−(x),

by using the fact that β(u) ≥ 0 for u ≥ 0. Therefore, u is an Lp-viscosity supersolution of

M−(D2u)− b(x)|Du| ≤ −λc(x)u− β(u)µ1|Du|+ h−(x).

Then, by Proposition 2.1, the function

v1 := ψ1(u) =

∫ u

0

em1

∫ t
0
β(s)dsdt, where m1 =

µ1

ΛP

is a nonnegative Lp-viscosity supersolution of

L−[v1] ≤ f1(x) in B+
2 (3.19)

where L−
1 [v1] := M−(D2v1)− b(x)|Dv1| −m1h

−(x)g(v1), with g(v1) = ψ′
1(ψ

−1
1 (v1))− 1, and

f1(x) := −λc(x)(g1(v1) + 1)ψ−1
1 (v1) + h−(x) ∈ Lp(Ω)
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since v1 ∈ L∞(Ω) and ψ1, ψ′
1, ψ

−1
1 are continuous functions. Notice that, in the set B+

2 ∩{f1 ≥ 0}, we have
0 ≤ λc(x)(g1(v1) + 1)ψ−1

1 (v1) ≤ h−(x) and f+1 = |f1| ≤
∣∣λc(x)(g1(v1) + 1)ψ−1

1 (v1)
∣∣+ h−(x) ≤ 2h−(x),

therefore
∥f+1 ∥Lp(B+

2 ) ≤ 2∥h−∥Lp(B+
2 ) ≤ C. (3.20)

Next, using [40, Theorem 1.1] (BQSMP, case p = q > n) applied to (3.19) we obtain c0, C0 positive
constants, and ε ≤ 1, depending on n, λ,Λ,ΛP , p and ∥b∥Lp(Ω), such that

I := inf
B+

1

v1
xn

≥ c0

(∫
B+

3/2

(f−1 )ε

)1/ε

− C0∥f+1 ∥Lp(B+
2 )

= c0

(∫
B+

3/2

{(
λc(x)(g1(v1) + 1)ψ−1

1 (v1)− h−(x)
)+}ε)1/ε

− C

≥ c0

(∫
B+

3/2

{(
λc(x)(c1v1)ψ

−1
1 (v1)− h−(x)

)+}ε)1/ε

− C (since g1(s) ≥ c1s− 1)

≥ c0 inf
B+

1

v1
xn

(∫
B+

1

{(
λc(x)c1ψ

−1
1 (v1)xn − h−(x)

I
xn

)+
}ε)1/ε

− C.

Next, using the fact that v1(x) ≥ xnI for all x ∈ B+
1 we get that

I ≥ c0I

(∫
B+

1

{(
λc(x)c1xnψ

−1
1 (Ixn)−

h−(x)

I

)+
}ε)1/ε

− C.

Then, from the latter we deduce:

I

1− c0

(∫
B+

1

((
λc1c(x)xnψ

−1
1 (Ixn)−

h−(x)

I

)+
)ε)1/ε

 ≥ −C

thus,

I

c0
(∫

B+
1

((
λc1xnc(x)ψ

−1
1 (Ixn)−

h−(x)

I

)+
)ε)1/ε

− 1

 ≤ C̃, (3.21)

which we claim that is possible only if I ≤ C, with a constant C that does not depend on v1, nor on
λ ∈ [Λ1,Λ2]. Indeed, if this were not the case, we can obtain a sequence of supersolutions vk1 of

L−
1 [v

k
1 ] ≤ fk1 (x) in B+

2

such that Ik := infB+
1

vk1
xn

→ +∞ when k goes to infinity and (3.21) holding with I replaced by Ik. Hence,

up to a subsequence (and renumbering if necessary), we can assume that Ik ≥ k2 and C̃
k2 ≤ 1 for all

k ≥ k0. From here, it follows that

∫
B+

1

((
λc1c(x)xnψ

−1
1 (Ikxn)−

h−(x)

Ik

)+
)ε

≤ c−ε0

(
1 +

C̃

k2

)ε
≤ C,

then, using that λ ≥ Λ1 and that Ik ≥ k2, we get

∫
B+

1 ∩{xn≥1/k}

((
Λ1c1c(x)xn − h−(x)

k2ψ−1
1 (k)

)+
)ε

≤ C

k2 ψ−1
1 (k)

. (3.22)

Since ψ−1
1 is increasing, passing the limits as k → +∞ we get∫

B+
1

(xnc1Λ1c(x))
εdx ≤ 0 ⇒

∫
B+

1

(xnc(x))
εdx = 0,

since Λ1 > 0. This contradicts that c(x) ≩ 0 in B+
1 . In order to justify the limit in (3.22), we can use the

dominated convergence theorem to conclude this. Note that, for ε = 1 we can use the theorem directly,
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due to (3.20). On the other hand, for ε ∈ (0, 1) we use Young’s inequality to estimate((
λc1c(x)−

h−(x)

k2ψ−1
1 (k)

)+
)ε

≤

(
λc1c(x)− h−(x)

k2ψ−1
1 (k)

)+
1
ε

+
1
1

1−ε
= ε

(
λc1c(x)−

h−(x)

k2ψ−1
1 (k)

)+

+ 1− ε

≤
(
λc1c(x)−

h−(x)

k2ψ−1
1 (k)

)+

+ 1,

ensuring the desired convergence, and leading to the aforementioned contradiction. So, we have proven
the claim I ≤ C.

Therefore, by [40, Theorem 1.2] (BWHI) applied to (3.19), we get that there exists other positive
constants ε, c0, C0 depending on n, λp,Λp, p and ∥b∥Lp(Ω) such that(∫

B+
3/2

vε1

)1/ε

≤ c0

(∫
B+

3/2

(
v1
xn

)ε)1/ε

≤ inf
B+

1

v1
xn

+ C0∥f+1 ∥Lp(B+
2 ) ≤ C. (3.23)

Now, going back to u, by (Pλ) and (SC0) we get that u is an Lp-viscosity subsolution of

M+(D2u) + b(x)|Du| ≥ F (x, u,Du,D2u) ≥ −λc(x)u− β(u)µ2|Du|2 − h+(x).

Next, we know from Proposition 2.1 that v2 := ψ2(u) =
∫ u
0
em2

∫ t
0
β(s)dsdt, with m2 = µ2

λP
is an

Lp-viscosity subsolution of

M+(Dv2) + b(x)|Dv2|+ λc(x)(1 + g2(v2))ψ
−1
2 (v2) ≥ −h+(x)(1 + g2(v2)) (3.24)

which, by rearranging the terms, is equivalent to

M+(Dv2) + b(x)|Dv2|+ ν(x)v2 ≥ −h+(x) (3.25)

where ν(x) = λc(x)
ψ′

2(ψ
−1
2 (v2))
v2

ψ−1
2 (v2) + h+(x)

ψ′
2(ψ

−1
2 (v2))−1
v2

. Hence, v2 is an Lp-viscosity solution of{
M+(Dv2) + b(x)|Dv2|+ ν(x)v2 ≥ −h+(x) in B+

2 ,

v2 = 0 in B0
2 .

(3.26)

Claim 3.8. For any s > 0, there exists a constant Cs such that

λc(x)
ψ′
2(ψ

−1
2 (v2))

v2
ψ−1
2 (v2) + h+(x)

ψ′
2(ψ

−1
2 (v2))− 1

v2
≤ Cs

(
c(x) + h+(x)

)
(1 + vs2) (3.27)

Proof. Define the auxiliary functions

a(v2) :=
ψ′
2(ψ

−1
2 (v2))

v2
ψ−1
2 (v2), and b(v2) :=

ψ′
2(ψ

−1
2 (v2))− 1

v2
.

We aim to show that both a(v2) and b(v2) grow at most polynomially in v2, so that inequality (3.27)
holds. Let us study the behavior of a, b as v2 → 0 and v2 → +∞:

Asymptotic behavior as v2 → 0: Let w := ψ−1
2 (v2), so that w → 0 as v2 → 0. Then, using L’hôpital

rule is easy to see that

lim
v2→0

a(v2) = lim
w→0

ψ′
2(w)w

ψ2(w)
= 1.

Similarly,

lim
v2→0

b(v2) = lim
w→0

ψ′
2(w)− 1

ψ2(w)
= m2β(0) = 0.

Hence, both a(v2) and b(v2) remain bounded as v2 → 0.

Asymptotic behavior as v2 → ∞: Let us recall that

ψ2(w) =

∫ w

0

em2

∫ t
0
β(s) dsdt =

∫ w

0

1

m2β(t)

(
m2β(t)e

m2

∫ t
0
β(s)ds

)
dt.

Then, using standard asymptotic estimates for integrals of exponential type again, after integrating by
parts, we conclude for large enough w that,

ψ2(w) ∼
em2

∫ w
0
β(s)ds

m2β(w)
=
em2

wk+1

k+1

m2wk
=
ψ′
2(w)

m2wk
. (3.28)
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Therefore,

a(v2) =
ψ′
2(w)w

ψ2(w)
∼ m2w

k+1, b(v2) =
ψ′
2(w)− 1

ψ2(w)
∼ m2w

k. (3.29)

Now, taking logarithm in (3.28) and recalling that v2 = ψ2(w), we find

ln v2 ∼ m2w
k+1

k + 1
− ln(m2w

k) =
m2w

k+1

k + 1
+ o(wk+1) for large w,

which implies
w = ψ−1

2 (v2) ∼ (ln v2)
1

k+1 . (3.30)
Combining (3.29) and (3.30) into our estimates gives

a(v2) ∼ m2 ln v2, b(v2) ∼ m2(ln v2)
k

k+1 ≤ m2 ln v2.

Whence, there exist constants C1, C2 > 0 such that for v2 ≫ 1,

a(v2) ≤ C1 ln(1 + v2), b(v2) ≤ C2 ln(1 + v2).

Finally, since for every s > 0 there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that ln(1 + v2) ≤ Cs(1 + vs2), we
conclude that a(v2), b(v2) ≤ O(1 + vs2) as v2 → ∞. To extend this to all v2 ≥ 0, let M > 0 be such that
the asymptotics above hold for all v2 ≥M , and define

C1,s := max

{
sup

v2∈[0,M ]

a(v2), C1Cs

}
, C2,s := max

{
sup

v2∈[0,M ]

b(v2), C2Cs

}
.

Then for all v2 ≥ 0, we have

a(v2) ≤ C1,s(1 + vs2), b(v2) ≤ C2,s(1 + vs2),

which implies inequality (3.27). □

Next, from the definition of v2, we have

v2 =

∫ ψ−1
1 (v1)

0

(ψ′
1(t))

m2
m1 dt.

Since ψ′
1 is increasing and m2

m1
> 1, we estimate

v2 ≤ ψ−1
1 (v1)

(
ψ′
1(ψ

−1
1 (v1))

)m2
m1 = ψ−1

1 (v1) (1 + g1(v1))
m2
m1

= ψ−1
1 (v1)

(
1 +m1

∫ v1

0

(
ψ−1
1 (t)

)k
dt

)m2
m1

(by (2.5))

≤ ψ−1
1 (v1)

(
1 +m1v1

(
ψ−1
1 (v1)

)k)m2
m1

=
((
ψ−1
1 (v1)

)m1
m2 +m1v1

(
ψ−1
1 (v1)

)k+m1
m2

)m2
m1

.

Now, using the same asymptotic estimates as in Claim 3.8, we have

ψ−1
1 (v1) ∼ (ln v1)

1
k+1 as v1 → ∞.

Hence, for large v1,

v2 ≤ C
(
(ln(1 + v1))

1
k+1 ·

m1
m2 +m1v1(ln(1 + v1))

k
k+1+

m1
m2

· 1
k+1

)m2
m1

,

and since the second term dominates asymptotically, we conclude

v2 ≤ O
(
(v1 ln(1 + v1))

m2
m1

)
.

As a consequence, for every z > 1, there exists a constant Cz > 0 such that v
m1
m2
2 ≤ Cz(1 + vz1). We use

this to bound ∥ν∥Lp1 (B+
2 ) with p1 = p+n

2 and 1
p1

= 1
p +

1
p2

. First,

∥ν∥Lp1 (B+
2 ) ≤ ∥c+ h+∥Lp(Ω)∥Cs(1 + vs2)∥Lp2 (B+

2 )

≤ Cs∥c+ h+∥Lp(Ω) + Cs∥c+ h+∥Lp(Ω)∥vs2∥Lp2 (B+
2 ).

Using the previous bound on v2, we obtain

∥vs2∥Lp2 (B+
2 ) ≤ ∥(Cz(1 + vz1))

m2
m1

s∥Lp2 (B+
2 ).
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Now, choosing s = εm1

m2zp2
, for any z > 1, we get

∥∥∥(Cz(1 + vz1))
m2
m1

s
∥∥∥
Lp2 (B+

2 )
=

(∫
B+

2

(Cz(1 + vz1))
ε/z

)1/p2

≤ Cε

(
C +

∫
B+

2

vε1

)1/p2

≤ C. (3.31)

Therefore,
∥ν∥Lp1 (B+

2 ) ≤ Cn,p(∥c∥Lp(Ω) + ∥h+∥Lp(Ω)) + C.

Having obtained this uniform bound on ν, we can now apply [38, Theorem 2.1] (BLMP, in the case
p = q > n) to equation (3.26) for v2, using r = εm1

2m2
as in (3.31) (with z = 2), to deduce

v+2 = v2 ≤ C


(∫

B+
3/2

vr2

)1/r

+ ∥h+∥Lp(Ω)

 ≤ C,

i.e., u = ψ−1
2 (v2) is uniformly bounded in B+

1 , for every Lp-viscosity solution of (Pλ), λ ∈ [Λ1,Λ2]. □

4. Multiplicity results

This section is devoted to the derivation of a priori estimates and multiplicity results for the one-
parameter quasilinear problem (P′

λ) (as defined in the introduction) driven by the Laplacian operator.
For this problem we establish new a priori estimates, thus extending the results obtained in Theorem

1.3. Subsequently, we conduct a multiplicity analysis of solutions, generalizing the results obtained in [18]
for natural growth in the gradient, but adapted to a harmonic map-type structure like ours.

We recall problem (P ′
0) given by{

−∆u− b(x)|Du| = µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω.
(P ′

0)

4.1. Preliminaries. Before going to the proof of Theorem 1.4, we must reckon some preliminary results
and definitions needed over the section, in light of [17]. First, let us consider a class of equations which
entails (P′

λ): {
−∆u = f(x, u,∇u), in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,
(4.1)

where f is an Lp-Carathéodory function with p > n, whose solutions are in W 2,p
0 (Ω).

It is easily verifiable that, if (H) or (HS) holds, the function f(x, u,Du) := h(x) + c(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+
µβ(u)|Du|2 is an Lp-Carathéodory function.

We now introduce a strong ordering relation on C(Ω) that will be needed for some arguments using
degree theory. In order to do so, we define φ1 > 0 as the first eigenfunction of

−∆φ1 = γ1c(x)φ1, φ1 ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

With this, we can define the ordering relation appearing in Theorem 1.4:

Definition 4.1 ([18, Definition 1.2]). Let u, v ∈ C(Ω). We say that:

u≪ v in case there exists ε > 0 such that, for all x ∈ Ω, v(x)− u(x) ≥ εφ1(x).

Here, u, v ∈ C1(Ω), u ≪ v is equivalent to: for all x ∈ Ω, u(x) < v(x) and, for x ∈ ∂Ω, either
u(x) < v(x) or u(x) = v(x) and ∂u

∂ν (x) >
∂v
∂ν (x), where ν is the outward unit normal. Also, the set

{w ∈ C1
0 (Ω) |u≪ w ≪ v} is open in C1

0 (Ω) := {w ∈ C1(Ω) : w|∂Ω = 0}.
Next, we define a suitable notion of sub and super solutions for problem (4.1).

Definition 4.2 (Regular sub and supersolutions [18, Definition 2.1]). We will call regular subsolution
(respectively a regular supersolution) of (4.1) as a strong subsolution of the equation in (4.1) satisfying
the inequality ≤ (resp. ≥) on the boundary, that is, α (resp. γ) in W 2,p(Ω) such that{

−∆α(x) ≤ f(x, α(x),∇α(x)) a.e. x ∈ Ω,

α(x) ≤ 0 for all x ∈ ∂Ω.

(
resp.

{
−∆γ(x) ≥ f(x, γ(x), Dγ(x)) a.e. x ∈ Ω,

γ(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ ∂Ω.

)
Definition 4.3 (Sub and supersolutions, [18, Definition 2.2]). We define as a subsolution α of (4.1)
a function of the form α := max{αi | 1 ≤ i ≤ k} where α1, . . . , αk are regular subsolutions of (4.1).
Similarly, a supersolution, β of (4.1) is a function of the form β = min{βj | 1 ≤ j ≤ l} where β1, . . . , βl
are regular supersolutions of (4.1).
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Notice that problem (4.1) can be studied as a fixed point problem, since on one hand, the operator

L :W 2,p
0 (Ω) → Lp(Ω) ; u 7→ f(·, u(·), Du(·)) (4.2)

is a linear homeomorphism, and on the other hand, since f is an Lp-Carathéodory function, the operator

N : C1
0 (Ω) → Lp(Ω) ; u 7→ f(·, u(·), Du(·))

is well-defined, continuous, and maps bounded sets into bounded sets. Moreover, since p > n, W 2,p(Ω) ⊂⊂
C1

0 (Ω) and therefore, the operator M : C1
0 (Ω) → C1

0 (Ω) defined by M(u) = L−1Nu is completely
continuous. Hence, finding a solution of (4.1) is equivalent to finding u so that u = Mu.

As we are interested in the dependence on the λ parameter, we will be referring to Mλ as the operator
related to (P′

λ), and to M0 as the one related to (P ′
0).

Definition 4.4 (Strict sub/super solutions, [18, Definition 2.3]). A subsolution α of (4.1) is said to be
strict if every solution u of (4.1) with α ≤ u on Ω is such that α≪ u. Similarly, a strict supersolution γ
of (4.1) is a supersolution such that every solution u with u ≤ γ satisfies u≪ γ.

With these definitions, we recall the following theorem from [18], which will be instrumental in proving
the existence and characterizations of solutions of (4.1) through a sub/super solutions approach.

Theorem 4.5 ([18, Theorem 2.1]). Let Ω be a bounded domain in Rn with boundary ∂Ω of class C1,1

and f be an Lp-Carathéodory function with p > n. Assume that there exists a subsolution α and an
supersolution γ of (4.1) such that α ≤ γ. Denote α := max{αi | 1 ≤ i ≤ k} where α1, . . . , αk are regular
subsolutions of (4.1) and γ = min{γj | 1 ≤ j ≤ l} where γ1, . . . , γl are regular supersolutions of (4.1).

If there exists K > 0 and h ∈ Lp(Ω) such that for a.e. x ∈ Ω, all u ∈ [min{αi | 1 ≤ i ≤ k},max{γj |
1 ≤ j ≤ l}] and all ξ ∈ Rn, |f(x, u, ξ)| ≤ h(x) +K|ξ|2, then problem (4.1) has at least one solution u
satisfying α ≤ u ≤ γ.

Moreover, problem (4.1) has a minimal solution umin and a maximal solution umax in the sense that,
umin and umax are solutions of (4.1) with α ≤ umin ≤ umax ≤ γ and every solution u of (4.1) with
α ≤ u ≤ γ satisfies umin ≤ u ≤ umax.

If, in addition, α and γ are strict and satisfy α≪ γ, then there exists R > 0 such that deg(I−M,S) = 1,
where S = {u ∈ C1

0 (Ω) | α≪ u≪ γ, ∥u∥C1 < R}.

Remark 4.6 ([18, Remark 2.2]). If α and γ are respectively strict sub and supersolutions of (4.1) with
α ≤ γ, then α≪ γ.

Moreover, we recall a well-known result that helps when dealing with quadratic gradient terms.

Lemma 4.7 (Nagumo’s lemma [18, Lemma 2.4]). Let p > n, h ∈ Lp(Ω), K > 0, R > 0. Then there
exists C > 0 such that, for all u ∈W 2,p(Ω) satisfying

|∆u| ≤ h(x) +K|∇u|2, a.e. in Ω,

with u = 0 on ∂Ω and ∥u∥∞ ≤ R, we have ∥u∥W 2,p ≤ C.

Finally, we prove the following lemma, which will be instrumental to obtaining the existence of multiple
solutions in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 4.8. Assume (HS) holds. Then, for every λ ≥ 0, and every supersolution γ of (P′
λ), there exists

a strict subsolution vλ of (P′
λ) such that vλ ≤ γ.

Proof. First, we fix γ supersolution of (P′
λ). We denote C1 > 0 be given by Theorem 1.2 such that, for

every supersolution γ of

−∆u = λc(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 − h−(x)− 1 in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(4.3)

we have γ > −C1. Moreover, note that every supersolution of (P′
λ) is also a supersolution of (4.3). Now,

let k > C1 and consider αk the solution of
−∆v = −λc(x)k − µβ(k)A2 − h−(x)− 1 in Ω

v = 0 on ∂Ω,
(4.4)

where A := max{ ∥Dγj∥C(Ω) | 1 ≤ j ≤ l }. Since −λkc(x) − h−(x) − µβ(k)A2 − 1 < 0, we have that
αk ≪ 0 by the strong maximum principle (see, for instance, [42, Theorem 3.27]). Moreover, using elliptic
estimates and the embedding W 2,p(Ω) ↪→ C1(Ω), we get that

∥Dαk∥C(Ω) = O(k + β(k)), for large k. (4.5)
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Now, we claim that γ satisfies γ ≥ αk. Indeed, since γ = min{γj | 1 ≤ j ≤ l} where γ1, . . . , γl are
regular supersolutions of (P′

λ), it suffices to notice that, setting w = γj − αk for some 1 ≤ j ≤ l we have

−∆w ≥ λc(x)(γj + k) + µ
[
β(γj)|Dγj |2 + β(k)A2︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

]
+ b(x)|Dγj | ≥ 0 in Ω

with w = 0 on ∂Ω, which, by the maximum principle, gives us w ≥ 0, i.e., γj ≥ αk, proving the claim.
Now, consider the truncated problem

−∆v = λc(x)Tk(v) + µβ(Tk(v))|Dv|2 + b(x)|Dv| − h−(x)− 1 in Ω (4.6)

with v = 0 on ∂Ω, where

Tk(v) =

{
−k, if v ≤ −k,
v, if v > −k.

We claim that αk and γ are sub and supersolutions of (4.6). In fact, for γ the verification is immediate:
since γ ≥ −C1 > −k and γ is already an supersolution of (4.3), it follows that γ is also an supersolution
of (4.6). For αk, we know that it would be a subsolution if

−∆αk ≤ λc(x)Tk(αk) + µβ(Tk(αk))|Dαk|2 + b(x)|Dαk| − h−(x)− 1

which is equivalent (up to replacing −∆αk with the RHS of (4.4)) to

−λc(x)k − β(k)µA2 ≤ λc(x)Tk(αk) + µβ(Tk(αk))|Dαk|2 + b(x)|Dαk|. (4.7)

Now, as αk ≪ 0, for large enough k, we have αk ≤ −k and therefore Tk(αk) = −k. Using this, it yields

−µβ(k)k ≤ −µβ(k)|Dαk|2 + b(x)|Dαk|.

From here, using (4.5), we can conclude that (4.7) holds for large k. Hence, αk is indeed a subsolution.
Therefore, by Theorem 4.5, this problem (4.6) has a minimal solution vk with αk ≤ vk ≤ γ.

Claim 4.9. vk is a strict subsolution of (P′
λ).

To prove the claim, we first show that vk is a subsolution.
Since vk is a supersolution of (4.3), we have vk ≥ −C1 > −k and that it satisfies

−∆v = λc(x)v + µβ(v)|Dv|2 + b(x)|Dv| − h−(x)− 1 in Ω

v = 0 on ∂Ω.

This implies that vk is a subsolution of (P′
λ). Finally, to verify it is strict, let u be a solution of (P′

λ)
with u ≥ vk. Then w = u− vk satisfies

−∆w = λc(x)w + µ(β(u)|Du|2 − β(vk)|Dvk|2) + b(x)|Dw| − h−(x)− 1 + h(x) in Ω

w = 0 on ∂Ω,

which, by using that h(x) = h+(x)− h−(x), we have

µ(β(u)|Du|2 − β(vk)|Dvk|2) = µ(β(u)− β(vk))|Du|2 + µβ(u)(|Du|2 − |Dvk|2),
≥ µβ(u)(|Du|+ |Dvk|)|Dw|,

and after defining b̃(x) = b(x) + µβ(u)(|Du|+ |Dvk|), becomes

−∆w − b̃(x)|Dw| ≥ λc(x)w + h+(x) + 1 ≥ 1 in Ω

with w = 0 on ∂Ω. From here, using once again the strong maximum principle [42, Theorem 3.27], we
obtain w ≫ 0, which is equivalent to u≫ vk. In other words, we proved that vk is a strict subsolution of
(P′

λ), concluding the proof. □

4.2. Regularity and a priori bounds. We dedicate this section to the development of a priori bounds
for the problem (P′

λ). With this goal, we begin this section with a fundamental regularity result.

Lemma 4.10. Let (H) hold and u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) be a weak solution of

−∆u− b(x)|Du| = c(x)u+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x), (4.8)

then u ∈W 2,p(Ω).
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Proof. Set v = ψ1(u) :=
∫ u
0
em

∫ t
0
β(s)dsdt with m = 1

µ . By Proposition 2.4, we know that v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩

L∞(Ω) is a weak solution of

−∆v − b(x)|Dv| = c(x)(1 + g(v))ψ−1(v) + h(x)(1 + g(v)).

Setting
h̃(x) = c(x)(1 + g(v))ψ−1(v) + h(x)(1 + g(v)),

we claim that h̃ ∈ Lp(Ω). Indeed, since ψ−1(v) = u ∈ L∞(Ω), we have 1 + g(v) = ψ′(ψ−1(v)) ∈ L∞(Ω).
Hence,

∥h̃∥Lp(Ω) ≤ ∥c∥Lp(Ω)∥ψ′(ψ−1(v))∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ−1(v)∥L∞(Ω) + ∥ψ′(ψ−1(v))∥L∞(Ω)∥h∥Lp(Ω) < +∞.

Notice that v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) and n < p ≤ q, allow us to use global C1,α regularity estimates of weak solutions

(see [30, Chap. 3, Theorem 15.1] for Lv := ∆v + b(x)|Dv|) to get

∥v∥C1(Ω) ≤ C∥h̃∥Lp(Ω).

Now, given that Dv = ψ′(u)Du ∈ C(Ω) we conclude that Du ∈ C(Ω) and also |Du|2 ∈ L∞(Ω). Finally,
u becomes a weak solution of −∆u = H̃(x) in Ω, with H̃(x) := b(x)|Du|+ c(x)u+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) ∈
Lp(Ω). Then, standard W 2,p regularity estimates for weak solutions give that u ∈W 2,p(Ω). □

As a direct consequence of this result, we obtain a connection between weak solutions of (4.8), strong
solutions, and Lp-viscosity solutions, which is summarized in the following corollary.

Corollary 4.11. Assuming (H) holds, any solution u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) of

−∆u− b(x)|Du| = c(x)u+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x)

is also an Lp-viscosity solution.

Proof. Indeed, from Lemma 4.10 we know that u ∈W 2,p(Ω), i.e., u is a strong solution. Therefore, by
Proposition 3.4 we get that u is an Lp-viscosity solution, yielding the desired result. □

Remark 4.12. Let (H) hold. By Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.10 and Corollary 4.11, we conclude that if α
is a subsolution of (P ′

0) and γ a supersolution of (P ′
0), then there exists δ⋆ > 0 such that if µ < δ⋆, then

α ≤ γ. The same holds under (HS).

We now present the a priori bounds for solutions of (P′
λ) independent of the sign of the solutions. This

theorem can be seen as an extension of Theorem 1.3, without the nonnegative condition of the solutions.

Theorem 4.13. Let Ω ∈ C1,1 be a bounded domain. Suppose (HS), (H′
0) hold and let Λ1,Λ2 with

0 < Λ1 < Λ2. Then, there exists δ0 = δ0(u0, β) such that, if µ < δ0, then every Lp-viscosity solution u of
(P′

λ) satisfies
∥u∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C, for all λ ∈ [Λ1,Λ2],

where C = C(n, p, µ,Ω,Λ1,Λ2, ∥b∥Lq(Ω), ∥c∥L∞(Ω), ∥h∥Lp(Ω), ∥u0∥L∞(Ω),Ω, {x ∈ Ω | c(x) = 0}).

Proof. We begin by fixing Λ1,Λ2 such that 0 < Λ1 < Λ2. From Theorem 1.2, there exists C1 > 0 such
that

u− ≤ C1 for every u supersolution of (P′
λ), for all λ ∈ [0,Λ2].

Reasoning by contradiction, we suppose that the solutions of (P′
λ) are not bounded from above in [Λ1,Λ2].

I.e. there exists a sequence uk of Lp-viscosity solutions of (P′
λ) such that

u+k (xk)
k→∞−−−−→ +∞, xk ∈ Ω, xk → x0 ∈ Ω

where xk = argmaxx∈Ω|uk(x)|, i.e., ∥uk∥L∞(Ω) = |uk(xk)|. Here, ∥uk∥L∞(Ω) = u+k (xk) + u−k (xk), and we
know that u−k (xk) ∈ [0, C1]. Now, as in Claim 3.7, we conclude that, up to changing the blow-up point
x0, we may suppose that there is a ball around x0 in which c is not identically zero.

Now, suppose that we are in the case of the half ball, and namely c ≩ 0 in B+
1 = B+

1 (x0), with our
equation being defined in B+

2 (x0) ⊂ Ω. Now, note that u is an Lp-viscosity solution of

∆u+ b(x)|Du| = −λc(x)u− µβ(u)|Du|2 + h−(x).

Then, by Corollary 2.3, the function

v1 = ψ1(u) =

∫ u

0

em
∫ t
0
β(s)dsdt, with m =

1

µ

is an Lp-viscosity solution of
L−[v1] = f1(x) in B+

2
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where L−[v1] := ∆v1 − b(x)|Dv1| − h−(x)g(v1), with g(v1) = ψ′(ψ−1
1 (v1))− 1, and

f1(x) := −λc(x)(g1(v1) + 1)ψ−1
1 (v1) + h−(x) ∈ Lp(Ω)

since v1 ∈ L∞(Ω) and ψ1, ψ
−1
1 ∈ C2(R).

Claim 4.14. There exists a constant C > 0 such that ψ′
1(ψ

−1
1 (v1)) ≥ Cv1.

Proof. We distinguish two cases, accordingly to the sign of v1.
As a first case, suppose v1 ∈ [ψ1(−C1), 0]. Since ψ1(−C1) < 0, we have ψ′

1(ψ
−1
1 (v1)) ≥ 0 ≥ Cv1, so

the inequality holds trivially for any C > 0. Otherwise, we refer to the proof of the properties of g in
Proposition 2.1, which, combined with the first case, yields the claim. □

Now, setting L−
1 [v1] := ∆v1 − b(x)|Dv1| − Ch−(x)v1, we have that v1 is an Lp-viscosity solution of

L−
1 [v1] = f1(x) in B+

2 ,

and from here, the remainder of the proof proceeds exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, only changing
that, in this case, v1 can be sign-changing. Since v1 is bounded from below and we just proved that the
inequality g(v1) ≥ Cv1 − 1 holds, we get the asymptotics proved in the proof of Theorem 1.3. □

We now present a non-existence result that will be useful in what follows. This result can also be seen
as an immediate extension of [18, Lemma 3.6] to our equation structure.

Lemma 4.15. Assuming (HS), for every Λ2 > 0, there exists A1 > 0, independent of λ ∈ [0,Λ2], such
that the problem

−∆u = λc(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) + ac(x), u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) (4.9)

has no solution for a ≥ A1.

Proof. We will divide the proof in three cases: u being a sign-changing solution, i.e., Ω+ := {x ∈ Ω |u(x) >
0} and Ω− := {x ∈ Ω |u(x) ≤ 0} both nonempty, u being nonnegative and u being nonpositive.

Case 1: u is sign-changing.
Let u+ := max{u, 0} ∈ H1

0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) be a test function in (4.9). This yields∫
Ω

|Du+|2 =

∫
Ω

[
λc(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) + ac(x)

]
u+. (4.10)

Now, using Poincaré inequality and the fact that, by Theorem 4.13, there exists K > 0 independent of λ
such that ∥u∥L∞(Ω) ≤ K, we obtain

CpK|Ω| ≥ Cp∥u+∥2L2(Ω) ≥
∫
Ω

|Du+|2,

Defining C := CpK |Ω|, and noting that uu+ = (u+)2, Du ·Du+ = |Du+|2, it follows that every term on
the right-hand side of (4.10), except for the integral

∫
Ω
hu+, is nonnegative. Therefore, we obtain

C ≥ a

∫
Ω

cu+ +

∫
Ω

hu+ + µ

∫
Ω

β(u)|Du+|2u+ +

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du+|u+ + λ

∫
Ω

c(u+)2,

≥ a

∫
cu+ −

∫
Ω

|h|u+ − µ

∫
Ω

β(u+)|Du+|2u+ −
∫
Ω

b(x)|Du+|u+,

≥ a

∫
cu+ −K∥h∥Lp(Ω) − µβ(K)K∥Du+∥2L2(Ω) −K∥b∥L2(Ω)∥Du+∥L2(Ω)

≥ a

∫
cu+ −K∥h∥Lp(Ω) − µβ(K)C − ∥b∥Lq(Ω)C,

which, due to u+ being uniformly bounded, yields a contradiction for large enough a.
Case 2: u is nonnegative.
It is essentially the same idea as Case 1, just that instead of u+ as a test function, we use u.
Case 3: u is nonpositive.
Reasoning as in the Case 1, let u− := max{0,−u} be a test function in (4.9),∫

Ω

|Du−|2 =

∫
Ω

[
λc(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) + ac(x)

]
u−.

Next, we use Theorem 1.2 to obtain C1 > 0 such that ∥u−∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C1, and Poincaré inequality to
obtain

C := CpC1|Ω| ≥ Cp∥u−∥2L2(Ω) ≥
∫
Ω

|Du−|2.
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Now, by similar reasoning as in Case 1, it follows that

C ≥ a

∫
Ω

cu− +

∫
Ω

hu− + µ

∫
Ω

β(u)|Du−|2u− +

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du−|u− + λ

∫
Ω

c(u−)2,

≥ a

∫
Ω

cu− −
∫
Ω

|h|u− − µβ(C1)C1

∫
Ω

|Du−|2 − C1

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du−|,

≥ a

∫
Ω

cu− − ∥h∥Lp(Ω)C1 − µβ(C1)C1 − ∥b∥L2(Ω)C,

which, since u− is uniformly bounded, yields a contradiction for large enough a, finishing the proof. □

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We start by proving the existence of a continuum.
Let γ be the solution provided by Theorem 1.1 to the problem

−∆γ − b(x)|Dγ| = |β(γ)| |Dγ|2 + h(x) + 1 in Ω,

γ = 1 on ∂Ω.

It is easy to verify that γ is a supersolution of (P ′
0), and that u0 ≪ γ. Moreover, by Lemma 4.8, there

exists a strict subsolution α of (P ′
0) such that α ≤ γ. Since α ≤ 0 on ∂Ω, we conclude that α≪ γ. Hence,

by Theorem 4.5, there exists R > 0 such that

deg(I −M0,S) = 1, where S := {u ∈ C1
0 (Ω) | α≪ u≪ γ , ∥u∥C1(Ω) ≤ R }.

Now, by Remark 4.12, we know that u0 is the unique solution of (P ′
0). Therefore, as R→ 0, we obtain

i(I −M0, u0) = 1. Finally, by [36, Theorem 3.2], we conclude the existence of a continuum of solutions
satisfying the announced properties.

With these results, we can address the proof of the multiplicity result obtained for (P′
λ). For the rest

of the proof, we proceed in several steps.
Step 1: Every nonnegative supersolution of (P′

λ) satisfies u≫ u0.
If u is a nonnegative supersolution of (P′

λ), then u is a supersolution of (P ′
0) (since cu ≩ 0). By

Remark 4.12 we deduce that u ≥ u0 and hence u is not a solution of (P ′
0). Now, let w := u− u0. Note

that w ≥ 0 and it satisfies
−∆w ≥ λc(x)u+ b(x)|Dw|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 − µβ(u0)|Du0|2 in Ω,

w ≥ 0 on ∂Ω.

Now, using that β is increasing and that,

µ(β(u)|Du|2 − β(u0)|Du0|2) = µ(β(u)− β(u0))|Du|2︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

+ µβ(u0)(|Du|2 − |Du0|2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=µβ(u0)(|Du|+|Du0|)(|Du|−|Du0|)

≥ µβ(u0)(|Du0|+ |Du|)|Dw|

and defining b̃(x) = b(x) + µβ(u0)(|Du|+ |Du0|) we obtain that

−∆w − b̃(x)|Dw| ≥ λc(x)u ≥ 0 in Ω,

w ≥ 0 on ∂Ω.

Since w ≥ 0, by the strong maximum principle [13, Theorem 3.27], we deduce that either w ≫ 0 or w ≡ 0.
If w ≡ 0, then u = u0 is a solution of (P ′

0), which contradicts what we deduced before. Therefore w ≫ 0,
i.e., u≫ u0.

Step 2: Problem (P′
λ) has no nonnegative solution for λ large.

Let φ1 > 0 be the first eigenfunction of

−∆φ1 = γ1c(x)φ1, φ1 ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

If (P′
λ) has a nonnegative solution, multiplying (P′

λ) by φ1 and integrating we obtain

γ1

∫
Ω

c(x)uφ1 = −
∫
Ω

∆uφ1

= λ

∫
Ω

c(x)uφ1 +

∫
Ω

µβ(u)|Du|2φ1 +

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du|φ1 +

∫
Ω

h(x)φ1,

thus, for λ > γ1, as u ≥ u0, we have

0 ≥ (λ− γ1)

∫
Ω

c(x)uφ1 +

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du|φ1 +

∫
Ω

µβ(u)|Du|2φ1 +

∫
Ω

h(x)φ1,

≥ (λ− γ1)

∫
c(x)u0φ1 +

∫
Ω

b(x)|Du|φ1 +

∫
Ω

µβ(u0)|Du|2φ1 +

∫
Ω

h(x)φ1
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which yields a contradiction for λ large enough.
Step 3: Define λ = sup{λ | (P′

λ) has a solution uλ ≥ 0}, then λ ∈ [0,+∞) and, for all λ > λ, (P′
λ)

has no nonnegative solution. Moreover, λ > 0.
The first part is direct from the definition of λ and Step 2. Of course, λ ≥ 0 since u0 is a positive

solution of (P ′
0).

Next, to prove the positivity of λ, we fix Λ0 > 0 such that, for every λ ∈ (0,Λ0), problem (P′
λ) admits

a nontrivial solution. Now, let uc denote the strong solution of

−∆uc − b(x)|Duc| = λc(x)|uc|+ µ|β(uc)||Duc|2 + h(x) in Ω,

uc = 0 on ∂Ω,

whose existence follows from Theorem 1.1 under a suitable smallness condition on λ and µ, up to
diminishing Λ0 and δ⋆ if necessary. We emphasize that replacing λc(x)u with λc(x)|uc| does not affect
the proof of that theorem, which is why it remains applicable in this particular setting.

Since
µ|β(uc)||Duc|2 ≥ µβ(uc)|Duc|2, λc(x)|uc| ≥ 0, and λc(x)|uc| ≥ λc(x)uc,

it follows that uc is a supersolution of (P′
λ), and also a supersolution of (P ′

0).
Furthermore, because 0 ≤ λc(x)u0, the function u0 is a subsolution of (P′

λ). Since u0 is also a
subsolution of (P ′

0), Remark 4.12 yields u0 ≤ uc in Ω. Then, by Theorem 4.5, there exists a solution uλ
of (P′

λ) such that u0 ≤ uλ ≤ uc. Hence, since u0 ≥ 0, we conclude that uλ is a nonnegative solution of
(P′

λ). Therefore, because such a solution exists for all λ ∈ (0,Λ0), it follows that λ > 0.
Step 4: For all 0 < λ < λ, (P′

λ) has well ordered strict lower and upper solutions. Note that u0 is a
subsolution of (P′

λ) which is not a solution, since

−∆u0 = b(x)|Du0|+ µβ(u0)|Du0|2 + h(x)

≤ λc(x)u0 + b(x)|Du0|+ µβ(u0)|Du0|2 + h(x).

Now, by definition of λ, we can find λ̃ ∈ (λ, λ) and a nonnegative solution uλ̃ of (Pλ̃). Then, by a
similar argument as for u0 being a subsolution, uλ̃ is a supersolution of (P′

λ). Moreover, it satisfies
uλ̃ ≫ u0 by Step 1.

Let u be a solution of (P′
λ). Setting w = uλ̃ − u and reasoning as in Step 1, we obtain that w satisfies

−∆w − b̃(x)|Dw| ≥ λc(x)w ≥ 0 in Ω,

w ≥ 0 on ∂Ω,

where b̃(x) = b(x) + µβ(u)(|Duλ̃|+ |Du|). This, the maximum principle (see [42, Theorem 3.27]) implies
that w ≫ 0, hence uλ̃ ≫ u, proving the strictness of uλ̃. Analogously, we prove that u0 is a strict
subsolution of (P′

λ).
Step 5: For all λ ∈ (0, λ), (P′

λ) has at least two positive solutions with u0 ≪ uλ,1 ≪ uλ,2.
By Step 4, Theorem 4.5 and Remark 4.6, we have some R0 > 0 such that deg(I −Mλ,S) = 1 with

S = {u ∈ C1
0 (Ω) |u0 ≪ u≪ uλ̃, ∥u∥C1(Ω) < R0}

and we have the existence of a first solution uλ,1 of (P′
λ) such that u0 ≤ uλ,1 ≤ uλ̃. As in the proof of [18,

Theorem 1.4], let us choose uλ,1 as the minimal solution between u0 and uλ̃.
Now, using Lemma 4.15, there exists A1 > 0 large enough such that (4.9) has no solution for a ≥ A1.

By Theorem 4.13 and Lemma 4.7, there exists R1 > R0 > 0 such that, for any a ∈ [0, A1], every solution
of (4.9) with u ≥ u0 satisfies ∥u∥C1(Ω) < R1. Therefore, by the homotopy invariance of the topological
degree, we have
deg(I −Mλ,D) = deg(I −Mλ − L−1(A1c),D), where D := {u ∈ C1

0 (Ω) : u0 ≪ u, ∥u∥C1(Ω) < R1}.
In the case of a = A1, we know that (4.9) has no solution, hence deg(I −Mλ − L−1(A1c),D) = 0. We
then use this to apply the excision property of the degree, obtaining

deg(I −Mλ,D \ S) = deg(I −Mλ,D)− deg(I −Mλ,S) = 0− 1 = −1

This proves the existence of a second solution uλ,2 of (P′
λ) with uλ,2 ≫ u0 (since uλ,2 ∈ D). As uλ,1 is

the minimal solution between u0 and uλ̃, we have uλ,1 ≨ uλ,2 as otherwise, by Theorem 4.5, we would
have a solution u with u0 ≤ u ≤ min{uλ,1, uλ,2, uũ} that contradicts the minimality of uλ,1. We continue
by the same reasoning done in Step 1 and Step 4 to conclude that uλ,1 ≪ uλ,2.

Step 6: For λ1 < λ2, we have uλ1,1 ≪ uλ2,1.
Recall uλ,1 is the minimal solution above u0 and, just as in Step 4, uλ2,1 is a strict supersolution of

(Pλ1
) with uλ2,1 ≥ u0. We then deduce that uλ1,1 ≪ uλ2,1.
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Step 7: Problem (Pλ) has at least one solution.
Let {λn}n∈N ⊂ (0, λ) be a sequence such that λn → λ and {un}n∈N ⊂ W 2,p(Ω) be a sequence of

corresponding solutions of (Pλn
). By Theorem 4.13, there exists a constant M > 0 such that, for all

n ∈ N, ∥un∥L∞(Ω) < M and, by Lemma 4.7, we have that there exists an R > 0 such that, for all n ∈ N,
∥un∥W 2,p(Ω) < R. Hence, since W 2,p

0 (Ω) ⊂⊂ C1
0 (Ω) we have, up to a subsequence, that un → u in C1

0 (Ω).
From this strong convergence and Lemma 4.10, we observe that

−∆u = λc(x)u+ b(x)|Du|+ µβ(u)|Du|2 + h(x) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

i.e., u ∈W 2,p(Ω) is a solution of (Pλ).
Step 8: Behavior of the solutions for λ→ 0.
Let {λn}n∈N ⊂ (0, λ) be a decreasing sequence such that λn → 0. By Step 5 we know that the

corresponding solutions uλn,1 satisfy that u0 ≪ uλn,1 and by Step 6 we have that {uλn,1}n∈N is also a
decreasing sequence. Arguing as in Step 7, we have that, up to a subsequence, uλn,1 → u in C1

0 (Ω) with
u solution of (P ′

0). By the uniqueness of the solution of (P ′
0), we deduce that u = u0.

Now, for the behavior of uλ,2, let us consider the sequence of solutions {uλn,2}n∈N. If they were
bounded, then as before, we would have, up to a subsequence, that uλn,2 → u in C1

0 (Ω) with u being
a solution of (P ′

0). By Step 5 and the facts that uλn,2 ̸∈ S, uλn,2 ≫ uλn,1 and uλn,1 → u0, we know
that max{uλn,2 − u0} > ε. This would imply that u ≠ u0 and u solution of (P ′

0), which contradicts the
uniqueness of the solution of (P ′

0) as before. Hence, they cannot be bounded, i.e.,

maxuλn,2
n→+∞−−−−−→ +∞,

concluding the proof. □
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