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EXISTENCE AND A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR FULLY NONLINEAR PDES WITH A
HARMONIC MAP-LIKE STRUCTURE

GABRIELLE NORNBERG AND RICARDO ZIEGELE

ABSsTRACT. 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
MTA(DQu) =+ b(x)|Du| £ B(u)(M(x)Du, Du) + c(z)u = f(z) in Q,
where Q C R™ is a bounded C1:! domain, M¥ are the Pucci extremal operators, ((s) = sk for some
kENodd,bELﬂ_(Q),c,fELP(Q),andnﬁpgq,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

priort 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 [IT, [I5] [T6] 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

MiA(Dzu) + b(x)|Du| £ B(u){(M (z)Du, Du) £ c¢(z)u = f(z), (Mﬁi)

where 0 C R" is a bounded C! domain, M* are the Pucci extremal operators, b € L% (Q), ¢, f € LP(Q),
with n < p < ¢. Here, § will be a function satisfying

B : R — R is an odd, locally Lipschitz continuous and nondecreasing
function such that B(s)s > 0 for all s € R and lirJP B(s) = +o0, (Hpg)
S——+00

where the model § satisfying to bear in mind is 3(s) = s* with k € N odd.

Quasilinear equations with a 8(u)|Du|? nonlinearity have been studied in several settings. Firstly, the
case 5 =1 has been vastly studied since the early 80s (see e.g., [4, 8, [0, [I8] 191 23], 24], 32} B9], 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 [I0] 35 [37],
stochastic control [25], and game theory [I4]. For results on the case 3 # constant, which is the interest
of this work, we refer to [34] for local estimates of large solutions, [I] for existence and multiplicity of
solutions of

—Au = B(u)|Du|* + Mf(z), (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
W2P(Q) solutions of li in a more general framework where the gradient growth is superlinear, and
m

the function 8 is assumed only to be continuous with polynomial growth.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C R™ a bounded domain, 0Q € CtY, n<p<q,m>1, f € LP(Q), b€ L1 (Q),
ce Li(Q), p € W2P(Q) and B: R — R a continuous function such that |B(s)| < Csls|* for some k € N.
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Assume that one of the following conditions holds:

(i) q=o0,n<p,

. m
(i1) n<p§q§m_1p<oo, (1.2)
m
< dg>
(iii) n<p<gqandq> m—r 2
and let
r=pm for (i) and (i),
r =00 for (i); with p = q, (1.3)
=4 for (ii); with p < q.
q—p
Then there exists €1 > 0 such that, if
lellzao) < = (1.4)
1|92 P
and
il CoCT U NlLr () + [Wllwar (@)™ < e, (1.5)

where C1 is the constant associated with the continuous W17 (Q) < C(Q) embedding, there exists a strong
solution u € WP(Q) of

M5 (D?u) + b(z)|Du| £ p(x) B(w)| Dul™ + c(z)u = f  in Q,
; (1.6)
u=1  on J9,
which satisfies R
lullwzr@) < C (I1f o) + [¥lwar@)) . (1.7)

for some C= é(n7 A A pg,q,m, B, ||b||q17 HC”LEI(Q)a Q) > 0.

This result recovers a coercivity-type bound on ||c[|a(q), 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 Swiech in [28], even for the case 8 = 1, by including in the equation the zero-order term
¢(z)u. In addition, it covers the noncoercive-like case of [I, 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 and ahead.

Next, we consider the following one-parameter problem:

{—F(a:, u, Du, D*u) = Ae(x)u + B(u) (M (x)Du, Du) + h(x) in Q

u=0 on 012, (P2)

where  is a bounded domain in R”, A € R, n > 1, ¢,h € LP(2), and 5(s) = sk with k € N odd.
We assume that the matrix M satisfies the non-degeneracy condition
I < M(z) < pol ae. in Q (M)
for some g1, o > 0, and that F' is a uniformly elliptic operator with the following structure:
M™(X =Y) = b@)lp— gl = d(@)w ((r = 5)7) < Fz,r,p,X) - F(z,5,¢,Y)
< MFE(X =Y) +b(@)p — gl + d(z)w((r — 5)T)
F(-,0,0,0) =0, b,d,c,heLP(Q),p>n,bd>0,wamodulus of continuity.
Here, M¥* are Pucci’s operators with ellipticity constants 0 < A\p < Ap. We also consider
LE[u] := M*(D?u) £ b(x)|Dul, b € LE(Q).

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

MT(X =Y) = b@)lp— gl < F(z,r,p, X) — F(z,5,¢,Y)
<SMHX -Y)+b(z)p—q| ae z€Q (SCp)
F(-,0,0,0) =0, bheLP(Q),ce L), cb>0.
Let us consider the problem (FPp) which is with A = 0, where F satisfies 7 and we assume that
(Pp) has a strong solution wg. (Ho)

(SC)
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Further, setting F[u] := F(z,u, Du, D?*u), we assume that for each f € LP((2),

—Flul = f(z) inQ

u=0 on 9f. (H)

there exists a unique LP-viscosity solution of {

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

Theorem 1.2. Let Q € CY! be a bounded domain. Suppose that B(s) = s* with k € N odd, (SCq|) and
(Hgl) hold, and let Ao > 0. Then, every LP-viscosity super solution of (P,|) satisfies

HU_HL‘X’(Q) <C Ve [O’AQ]v
where C = C(n,p, p1, Mg, [|b]| v () [lel Lo s 1R e @), Aps Ap, Q).
Theorem 1.3. Let Q € CY! be a bounded domain. Suppose (SCol), hold, let B(s) = s* for some

k € N odd, and Ay, Ay with 0 < Ay < As. Then there exists do = do(ug, 8) such that, if us < dg, then
every positive LP-viscosity solution u of satisfies

ul| oo () < C, for all X € [Ay, As],
where C depends on n, p, pu1, 2, Ay, Ao, [[b]| La ), llell o (s [Pl 2 (@) [|woll Lo (@), Aps Ap, 2, and on the set
G:={zeQ]c(x)=0}.
In the case of the Laplacian operator (A\p = Ap = 1), we consider the one-parameter problem:
—Au — b(z)|Du| = Ae(x)u + pB(u)|Dul® + h(z) in Q ()
u=20 on 012, A

in the sense of weak solutions with u € H}(Q) N L>(Q), in the following framework:

Q2 CR", n >3 isabounded domain with 9Q € C11 ¢, h € LP(),
be L (Q) withn<p<gq, ¢c20, fasin 7andu>07
or more strongly,
Q CR”, n > 3is a bounded domain with 69 € C1:L,
ce L>(Q),he LP(Q),be LL(Q), withn <p <q, (HS)
¢z 0,u>0,and B(s) = s* with k € N odd.

Note that (HS) provides a model case 3(s) = s* which automatically satisfies (Hg).
Let us also consider the problem (F}) (which is (P}]) with A = 0), and a hypothesis on its solvability:

(P§) has a weak solution ug € H}(2) N L>(Q). (Hp)
When $(s) = s*, the existence condition in ([)) is satisfied by Theorem as far as
wIBIEEL <,

Notice that solutions in H} () of are not expected to be unique in general, by the multiplicity
result in [I, Corollary 3.6] for small A (which amounts to Af(z) in [I]) and M(z) = I. Observe that
this contrasts with the case of decreasing § 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 belonging to H}(Q) N L>(Q) actually
lies in W2P(Q) by our regularity result, cf. Lemma Within this higher regularity class and for small
values of M (x), our comparison principle applies (see Remark , and therefore the solution ug of
is unique.

The following theorem gives a global existence and multiplicity result for problem with A > 0.

Theorem 1.4. Assume (Hj), and set ¥ = {(\,u) € R x C(Q) : u solves (P}))}. Then, there exists
a continuum of solutions C C ¥ such that C N (—o0,0] x C(2) and C N[0, +00) x C(2) are unbounded.
Assume , and with ug > 0, cug = 0, then there exists a §* > 0 such that, if pn < 0*, then
every nonnegative solution of with X\ > 0 satisfies u > ug. Moreover, there is A € (0,+00) so that
(i) for every X € (0, ), problem has at least two solutions with
o 0 <ug Kuyg K uyp;

where € = with Cy, C, and D given in Remark , see also [T, Proposition 3.1].
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o if A < A2, we have uy, 1 <K Ux,1;

e maxuy s — +00 and ux1 — ug in CH() as X — 0;
(it) problem (Px) has at least one nonnegative solution u;
(iii) for every A\ > X, problem (Py) has no nonnegative solution.

Theorem [I.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 in what concerns the noncoercive case
A > 0. In particular, our result complements the results for A = 0 established by Abdellaoui, Dall’Aglio
and Peral in [I], 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 § =1 in [18, [32].
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2. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section, we explore a change of variables which helps us to deal with the harmonic-map terms
B(u)|Dul?, in light of the framework developed for quasilinear equations in [I}, 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 [I] 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, 8 as in (Hg|) and u € VVIQOf(Q) a
nonnegative function. For m > 0 we define:

u u
v = ’(/}(u) = / emfos B(t)dtds7 w = q](u) — / e_m f(; 5(t)dtd8'
0

0
Then, a.e. in Q we have Dv = ' (¢~ (v))Du, Dw = ¥ (¥~ (w))Du, and
+ 2
M5 A (D?u) + mB(u)A|Dul® < W < My (D?u) + mB(u)A|Dul?, (2.1)
M:I: D2
MTA( 2u) — mB(u)A|Dul* < M < ./\/lfA( 2u) — mB(u)A\| Dul?. (2.2)

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

M A (D?u) + b(2)| Dul + pB(u)| Dul? + c(x)u > f(x) in Q (2.3)

where b € LE(Q), ¢, f € LP(Q) and n < p < q, then v = ¢(u) with m = § (resp. m = &), is an
LP-viscosity solution of

M A (D) +b(x)| Do = g(v) f(2) + c(@)(g(v) + Dy~ (v) > f(2) in Q (2.4)

where g(v) = ' (1p~=1(v)) — 1 is a positive, nondecreasing, and convex function satisfying g(v) > cv — 1
for some constant ¢ > 0 and all v > 0, and

o(v) =m / "B (1) (2.5)

Proof. First, let us establish the basic properties of g(v) = ¥'(»"1(v)) — 1. It is immediate that g is
nonnegative, since 1'() =1 (v)) > 1, with equality attained only at v = 0. Differentiating, we obtain
_ / _
g'(v) = ('@ () = 1) =mB(¥~(v)).

From this expression it follows that ¢’(v) > 0 for all v > 0, and further that g is convex, as both 8 and
1~ 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

P (1 (v1)) > Coy.

) o U )
vy

To prove it, we define F(v; . The function F is continuous on (0, c0), and moreover

lim F(v1) = +o0, lim F(vy) = +oo.

v1—0t v1—>+00

Hence, by continuity, F attains a minimum on (0,00). Setting C' := min,,~o F(v1) > 0, we obtain for
every v; > 0 that

Y11 (1)) = F(v1) 1 > Coy,
proving the claim. Thus, since g(v) = ¢'(¢ "1 (v)) — 1, we conclude that g(v) > Cv — 1. Finally, identity
follows from g(0) = 0 and ¢'(v) = mB(¢"*(v)), by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus.

To prove and , we proceed by direct computations. Indeed, since ¢'(u) = e™ Jo' Bty dt
V" () = mp(w)e™ Jo PO = mp(u) ' (u),
and so, Dv = ¢'(u) Du, D?*v =mp(u) ' (u) Du® Du + ' (u) D*u. Consequently,
MTA( ) = 1/)’(U)Mf7A(m6(u)Du ® Du + D*u)  (since ' (u) > 0).

Then, using basic properties of Pucci operators (see for instance [39, Lemma 2.1]) and the fact that
spec(Du @ Du) = {0,...,|Dul?}, for u nonnegative and 3 satisfying (Hg|) we obtain that,

M5 (D?v)
ME (D?u) + AmB(u)|Du)? < =22
)\,A( ) ( )‘ | ¢/(w_1(v))
Meanwhile, for u nonpositive with 5 satisfying (Hg|),
M?\E,A(DQU)
P (=t (v)
Analogously, U/ (u) = e~ Jo' Bt w" (1) = —mB(u)¥ (u), and so Dw = V' (u)Du, D?*w = —mS(u)¥'(u)Du®
Du + V' (u)D?u, and

ME(D*w) = V' (u)ME(=mpB(u)Du @ Du+ D*u) (since ¥ (u) > 0),

and, via similar calculations, we obtain that if u is nonnegative and g satisfies (Hg|), then

< MGy (D?u) + AmB(u)| Dul>.

M5 A (D?u) + Am(u)| Dul? < < M A(D%) + Amp(u)| Dul?. (2.6)

ME (D?*w)
+ 2.\ 2 < AA < + 2.\ 2 )
M3 A (D7) —mB(u)A[Dul* < TR M3 A (D7) —mB(u)A[Dul®, (2.7)
while for u nonpositive with g satisfying (Hg),
M (D?w)
+ 2,0\ 2 AA + 2.\ 2
M>\7A( u) — mB(u)\|Dul® < (U1 (w)) < ./\/l>\7A( u) — mB(u)A|Dul”. (2.8)

Now, let u € C(£2) be a positive LP-viscosity solution of (2.3]). For simplicity, we will consider m = 1.
Also, let p € leof(Q) such that v — ¢ attains a local maximum in z¢ € €, namely v < ¢ and v(zg) = ¢(xo).
Let € > 0 and Q' a subdomain such that 2o € " and Q' CC Q. Set a = |Jul| L (/).

Define ¢ = 1)~ (p) € W2P(Q) (hence D¢ = ﬁ). Then, by construction, u < ¢ and u — ¢ attains

loc

a maximum in xg. By using (2.1)) with the pair ¢, ¢, we get

Mj\“’A(nga) + 2 2 + 2 2
T (2)) > M A(D79) + B(9)|Do|” = M 4 (D79) + B(u)|Do|”.
Exploiting the fact that u is a subsolution of we get
M+ 2
M > M A (D?¢) + B(u)|DG|* > f(x) = b(x)|Dg| - c(z)u — & ae. O (2.9)
where € = m and O C € is an open set of positive measure.

Now let § € (0,1). Since (v —¢)(zg) =0, ¢ € W2P(0) C C(O) (since p > n) and ¥ is a continuous
strictly increasing function, with ¢’ and 1 ~' being also continuous, thus

v<p = P TH) <Y TH)) € C(0),
and there exists an Os C O such that,

YW w) <Y @) <Y (W Hv) +6 in Os.
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Then, from we obtain
M A (D?@) + b(@)| Dl (% () 2 f ()9 (71 () — ela)ud’ (¥~ () — &' (471 (0)),

= b(z)| Dol

>f (@) (07 (9)) = c(@)u (¢ (u) +6) = & (' (u) +6).
By rearranging the terms, we have
M A(D?9) +b(x)|[ Dl > fH4! (u) = [~ (' (u) +6)
+ (ctu” +cut) ¢/ (u) — (ctut +cu™) (W' (u) +6) —e  ae. O,
i.e., we have shown that v is a subsolution in the LP-viscosity sense of
M;A(DQU) +b(z)|Dv| > f(z) (9(v) + 1) —c(x)u(g(v) +1) = (f~+cTut +cu")d ae inQ,

for every 6 € (0,1). The desired conclusion follows by standard stability of viscosity solutions, by letting
6 — 0 and so || fs| ey = 0, for any B CC Q, where f5 := (f~ 4+ ¢"u™ + ¢ u~)d. The remaining
inequalities in the LP-viscosity sense are proven in a similar way. O

Remark 2.2. We can obtain Proposition without a sign condition on u, but assuming that 3 satisfies
the following variant of hypothesis (Hg|), which is given by

B :R — R7 is locally Lipschitz, and so that liI+n B(x) = +o0. (HY)
Tr—r+00

The model J satisfying (Hj) is given by B(s) = max{0, 8(s)}, where 3 satisfies (Hg|). 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 A = A = 1, Proposition [2]] yields
Av Aw
V(1 (v)) (vt (w))

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

= Au + mp(u)|Dul?, = Au — mp(u)|Dul?,

Next, we consider the case of weak solutions, in the HE(£2) sense, used in [Il, 21}, 34]. We provide a
proof in what follows that extends [24, Lemma 3] to our case, for completeness.

Proposition 2.4. Let b€ LL(Q), and ¢, f € LP(Q2), withn < p < q. Then u € H{(Q)NL>®(Q) is a weak
solution of

Au + b(z)|Du| + pB(u)|Dul?® + c(zx)u = f(z) in Q, (2.10)
if and only if v =1 (u) € Hi(Q) N L*®(Q) with m = p is a weak solution of
Av +b()|Dv| = g(v) f(z) + () ((9(v) + )P~ (v) = f(z) inQ, (2.11)

where g(v) = ' (11 (v)) — 1 is a nonnegative even function satisfying g(0) = 0. Moreover, g is decreasing
on (—00,0), increasing on (0,+00), and convex in R.

Proof. Let u € HE () N L>(2) be a weak solution of (2.10)). This means that

/Q[—Du - Do 4 b(x)| Dulp + B(u)u|Dul*¢ + c(x)uyp] = /Qfgo for any ¢ € C§°(Q) (2.12)

Setting

¢ =09 (7 (v) = ¢(g(v) + 1),
with ¢ € C§°(€2), we have ¢ € H} (1), since both ¢ and ¢~ are C?(R) functions, and v = 1 (u) € H}(Q)
(since u € L>(£2), thus we have that ¢(u) € L°°(£2) and consequently Dv = ¢’(u)Du € L*(Q)). Hence,
we can use ¢ as a test function in (2.12). By the definition of ¢, as well as Du = W, and
[Dulp = |Dv|g, we get

/ —Dv-D(¢9' (¥~ (v)))
o CACRO))

| Dol
(' (=1 (v)))

+b(2)| Dol + By (v))p ¢+ C(x)¢_1(v)¢(¢'(¢_1(v))}

(2.13)
- /Q Fo0 (@ ().
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Now, we observe that

pBW~ (0¥ (¥~ (v))
P (=1 (v))

D(¢¢'(v~'(v))) = Do’ (™" (v) + ¢ Dv = D¢/ (¢~ (v)) + ¢pB(y " (v)) Dv.

By using the latter into (2.13]), yields

/Q [~Dv- D+ b(x)| Dol + c(x)d~ (v)(g(v) + 1)¢] = /Q Fa(v) + 1), (2.14)

which implies that v is a weak solution of (| -
The other direction is proven similarly, by considering the test function ¢ = 7 (u Concerning the

properties of g, its evenness comes from the fact that ¢’ is an even function (since 3 is odd) and !
is odd. Hence ¢’/ (¢p~1(—v)) = ¢'(—y~1(v)) = (v~ (v)). Moreover, it is trivially nonnegative since
Y (¢p~1(v)) > 1, attaining equality only at v = 0. Finally, computing ¢’ as in the proof of Proposition
we see that ¢’(v) = B(1»~1(v)), from where it is easy to see that ¢’ < 0in R™, ¢’ > 0 in RT and that it is
convex, since 8 and ¥ ~! are nondecreasing. O

3. FULLY NONLINEAR THEORY

3.1. Proof of Theorem |1 .. We will only show the result for M7 x4 since for MY, is analogous. For
simplicity, we take ;1 = 1. Note that, in each of the cases of (1.3), if u € W' (2), then B(u)|Du|™ € LP(Q).
Similarly, if ¢ € LI(Q), then c(z)u € LI(Q) C LP(£). Moreover, the embedding of W27 (Q) into W (Q)
is compact. Thanks to [28, Proposition 2.4|, we can define the mapping T : W (Q) — W?2P(Q) such
that for every v € W17 (£2), it maps it to the unique strong solution u = Tv of

{MIA(DQU) +b(2)|Du| = f(z) — B(v(x))|[Du(x)[™ — c(x)v(x) in €,
u=1 on 0f.

It follows from [28, Proposition 2.4] that
1T]loo <[[¥]lL=(00) + C (If]lr) + |1B@W)[Do[™ o) + llcv] e @)

<[l oo (a0) + C (Hf”LP(Q) +5(||U||c(§))||DU”Lr(Q) + 12| 7a ||C||L‘1(Q)HU||C(§))

and
[Tv|lw2r@) < C <||7/1||W2=p(o) + 1 fllzre) + 5(||”||C(§))HD”HTT(Q) + |Q|ﬁ\|0||m(ﬂ)||v|\c(§)) . (32)

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 7T is continuous in W17 () and that for some R > 0, T'(Bg) is a precompact
subset of Bg, where Bg := {v e W' (Q) : |[v]lwrr0) < R}

Continuity of T: Let vy, — v in WHT(Q) as k — co. We define, for every k, up = Tvy. By (3.2)) we get
[Tvkllw2r@) < C (WHWM(Q + 1 fllzo @) + Bl o@) 1 Dokl 7@y + 1905 llell Loy llv Q))
<C (Hiﬂ”wmm) + 1fllze @) + BUvel c@)llvrlli - o) + |Q|W||C||Lq(o)||vk||c(§))

~ m qa—p
<C (H¢||W2vP(Q) + | fllzr @) + B(Crllvellwrr @) vl o) + C1l2 7 ||C||Lq(f2)HUk”W“'(Q))
< K for some constant K > 0,

by using the fact that |3(s)| < Cg|s|* and that W17(Q) is continuously embedded into C/(2) by Morrey’s
inequality (see, for instance, [20, Theorem 7.26(ii)]) since 7 > n. So, this implies that Twy — u in WP (Q)
for some v € W2P(2). Hence, by Rellich-Kondrachov theorem (e.g., |2, Theorem 6.3]), Tvy — u in
WLr(Q) since W2P(Q) cC WL (Q) for any of the three cases of r in (L.3).

Moreover, setting gi(z) = f(z) — S(vi(x))| Dok (2)|™ — e(z)vg(z) and g(z) = f(x) — B(v(z))|Dv(z)|™ —
c(x)v(x), we have

gk — gllLe (@) < 1B(ve)[Dve|™ = B(v)|Do|™ + ¢ (vk — v)) e (o)

< [|8(vx) (|Dog[™ = [Do|™) + [Do[™ (B(vk) = B(v)) l[Le @) + [le(v = vi) [l Lr ()

[18(vk) (|1Dvg]™ = [Dv[™) [ ze (o) + [ Dv[™ (B(vk) = B(©)) lze(e) + le(v — vi)l[r (o)
I+ I+ Is.

IN
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Now it remains to prove that I; — 0, I — 0 and I3 — 0. For I, and for any of the three cases of r in
(1.3), the following holds
I < [|B(vx) (|Dvk| = [Dol]) (|Dvg " + [Do[™ 1) [ o (@)
< C||Dvg — Dvl|pr) — 0 as k — oo,

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

I < || Dv|| 7w 1B(vk) = B()||Lr) — 0 as k — oc.
Finally, for I3, for any r as in (1.3)), it holds

q—p
I3 < |Q| 7 ||e|| pagayllvr — ]

L™(Q)
S |Q‘;7‘1 ||CHLq(Q)HC||Lq(Q)||’Uk — ’l)le,r(Q) — 0 ask— oo.

Therefore [|gr — gl|z» () — 0 as k goes to infinity, which implies by the maximum principle ([27, Propo-
sition 2.8]) that Tv, — T in C(Q2) and for uniqueness of the limit, we have Twv = u, thus concluding
that T is continuous in W17 ().

T : Bg — Bg for some R > 0: Let ||v[|w1.rq) < R. By the Sobolev embeddings and [28, Proposition
2.4], we have

ITv|lwrr) < DITv||w2pq)
< DC (||1/)HW24’(Q) +1f e @) + Bl @) DI o) + |Q‘%HCHLQ(Q)HUHC(§))
< DC (Ifllza@) + 1Y lwg@) + Bl llo@) B™ + CLIQ1 5 llell ooy lolw o)
<DC (”f”LP(Q) + 1Y llwzr ) + BCLv[lwir @) R™ + Ol|Q|%HC”LQ(Q)R>
< DC (Ifller(@) + 6l + BCLRR™ + C112 5 el oy R)
< DC (Iflir(@) + Illwas(ey + CoCER™ 4 GO el Lo R) -

Set R = a(||fllzr() + |¥]lw2r)), where a = 3DC. Then, | Tv|lw1.rq) is controlled by

+ 1
<@ W arion +Wlwer@) (1 1 kol (1l + 1)

Hence, if (|1.4) and (|1.5) are satisfied for e; < (3Dé)*(m+k), then T'(Bgr) C Bg.

m+k—1

9—p
+aC 19| T 2o -

On the other hand, (3.2) ensures that T(Bg) is precompact in W (). Therefore, by the Schauder
Fixed Point Theorem, we conclude that T : Bg — Bgr 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 C. O

Remark 3.1. One can take ¢, = (3C D)~ ("% > 0, where C is the constant given in [28, Proposition
2.4] and D denotes the constant associated with the Sobolev embedding W?2?(Q) — W1 (Q).

3.2. ABP and comparison principle. Here we present our ABP-type estimate for
MiA(DQU) + b(x)|Dul + p(x)B(w)|Dul™ £ e(x)u = f(z) in Q, (3.3)
in light of the techniques used in [28, Theorem 3.3].

Proposition 3.2 (ABP). Letn < p < q1, and let one of (1.2) hold. Let ey, and B be from Theorem
for Q@ CR™, and set r as in (1.3). If u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of

M A (D?u) +b(2)|Dul + p()B(w)| Dul™ + c(z)u > = f(z) in QF
(resp., M;A(Dzu) — b(z)|Du| — pw(x)B(uw)| Du|™ + c(x)u < f(x) in Q~
and if ¢ € LP(Q) satisfy the smallness condition , and b € LY (), f € LE () satisfy

illoeB(llulloo) 2I1F 1) < &1 (3.4)
then there exists a constant C = C(n, X\, A,p,q,q1,m, B, ||bll4,, llcllLa(a), [[ulloo) such that

< C » 3.5
mﬁaxu < I%%XU"' Il Loty (3.5)
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(resp., max(=u) < max(—u) + C| fllo(a-). (3.6)

Proof. The idea is to apply Theorem To do so, it suffices to notice that, if § > 0 is such that
llllooBlulloo) 2 (|| fllp + 6)™ ! < £1, we find a strong solution vs € W2P(Q) of

{M;,A(D%a) — b(x)|Dvs| — 2™ (@) xar () B(w) | Dus|™ + c(x)vs = f(x)xar(z) +6 in €,
vs =0 on 0.
(3.7)
Since || fxar + 6]y < [|flle@s) + 12076 < || fll e+ + (diam()) 76, estimate together with the
embedding W2P(Q) — C(9Q) gives
[vslloe < C(I| fll Loty + (diam(€2)) ¥ 6) (3.8)

for some C' = C(n, A\, A, p, ¢, q1,m, k, ||l g1 » llcllLa(ays [[u]loc) > 0. Setting w := u + vs, we add (3.7)) and
the equation satisfied by u restricted to Q7 to get, formally,
M A (D?w) + b(@) [ Dw| + 2| | s Al Dw|™ + e(a)w
> MY A (D?u) + M3\ (D?v5) + b(@)(| Du| — [Dvs|) + pu() B(w) | Dul™ — p(a) 2™ B(u)| Dos|™
+e(x)(u+vs) >0 inQF,
where A = mp(||ul|p(q)) and b = b+ 2™+ A|| Dus |7t
Now, even though w 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;A(Dzw) + b(z)|Dw| 4+ 2™ Y| pl| so Al Dw|™ + ¢(z)w > 5 in QF. (3.9)
Therefore, by the definition of viscosity solution, we have

maxw = max w,
Q+ ot

which, together with estimation (3.8]) gives

maxu = max vy < maxw < maxu + maxvs < maxu + [|vs|| g (o)
o) oF o0+ o9+ o0+ F19)

< Y%%XU +C (||f||Lp(Q+) + (diam(Q))%(S) ,
thus concluding the proof by letting § — 0. O

More generally, at the end of this section, let us consider operators F' : Q x R x R" x S,, — R that
satisfy the following so-called harmonic map-like structure:
MEAX =Y) = b(@)|p — gl — plal” |B(r) = B(s)] — uB(r)(Ipl + lal)Ip — gl — e(z)w ((r = 5)T)
SF(CL‘/I",p,X)-F(CC,S,q,Y) (Scﬁ)
S MIAX =Y) +b(@)|p — gl + plal* |B(r) = B(s)| + uB(r)(Ipl + la)lp — al + c(@)w((r — 5)7),
where 5 : R — R is an odd, continuous, locally Lipschitz function that is nondecreasing and such that
B(s)s > 0 for all s € R, and all the coefficients are unbounded.

Proposition 3.3 (Comparison Principle). Assume F satisfies , ferLr), B asin or (@I)
with |B(s)| < Cpls|* for some k € N odd, M € L>(Q) with url < M(z) < pol a.e. in Q, 0< py < po,
and Q0 a bounded domain. If u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity supersolution of

{—F[u] = B(u){M (x)Du, Du) + f(x) in

u =0 on 0f, (3.10)

then, for any o € CY(Q) NW2EP(Q) strong subsolution of (3:10), there exists a 5y = do([levll o1y B) such
that if iz < do, then we have o < w in Q. B
Similarly, if u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution of (3.10)), then for any v € C1(Q) N WIQOCP(Q)

strong supersolution of (3.10) there exists 61 = 61(||V[|c1 gy, B) such that, if the same smallness condition
holds, we have u < v in Q.

Proof. Set v :=u — a in Q. Reasoning by contradiction, we assume mingv = v(z9) < 0. As v > 0 on
99, we get that z € Q. Set Q := {x € Q| v(z) < 0}, which is an open nonempty set since o € Q. Let
pE Wlicp(fl) and & € Q be such that v — ¢ has a minimum at &. This is equivalent to saying u — (o + )
has a minimum at z, and by the fact that o + ¢ € Wlicp(ﬂ) together with the definition of u being an
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LP-viscosity supersolution of (3.10) -, we know that for every € > 0, there exists a certain radius r > 0
such that, for a.e. € B,.(Z) N§,

—F(z,u,D(a + ¢), D*(a + ¢)) = Bu){M(z)D(a +¢), D(a+ ¢)) - f(z) =

and —F(x, o, Do, D?a) — () (M (z) Der, Do) — f(x) < 0 from the definition of a as a strong subsolution
of |D Now, by subtracting both and using |j we get in (Q,

e > F(z,u, D(a + ), D*(a + ¢)) = F(z, @, Do, D*a) + B(u) (M (2) D(a + ), D(a + )

— B(a){M(z)Dav, Dar) — e(z)w((u — ) ™)

> M A (D*¢) = b(z)| Dyl + (B(u) = B(a)) (M (2) Dar, Do) + B(u) {2(M (x) Dov, D) + (M () Do, Dip) }

> M A (D*p) = b(x)|Dy| + (B(u) — B(e)) (M (2) Dar, Dar) — 2612 Dar| | Dep| + 11 B(u)| Dep]*

> M 5 (D?*p) = b(z)|Dy| — Ca(M(z) Da, Dau — o — 26p2| Da|| Dyl

+ 11 (B(v + @) = B())|Del? + p1B(v)| Dl

> M A(D*p) = b(x)
where 6 = [B(2||al[z~(n))| and C, is a constant associated with the locally Lipschitz condition of
B in the set By := {s € R | |s| < ||a|p(q)}. Then, defining b = b + 20u2|Dal € L% (2), and
é(z) = p2|Dal?C, € Lﬁ(fl), we get that v is an LP-viscosity supersolution of

MX)A(D%) — b(x)|Dv| — | Dv)? + é(x)v <0 in 0
{ v>0 on 0Q C N U {v =0}

where i = p11(8 + Cq|a|). Thus, assuming that ¢ satisfies the smallness condition required cf. (1.4) which
in turn is ensured by the smallness assumption on g, using ABP (Proposition with f =0 gives us
v > 0 in Q, contradicting the very definition of €2, hence concluding the proof. O

|Dop| + 2| Da*Cov — 26| Dar| | Dep| — i1 (8 + Colar])| Dp|?

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 provides an initial existence result for LP-viscosity
solutions of the extremal problem 1)

Proposition 3.4. Assume F satisfies (SCgl), n < p < ¢, and f € LP(Q). Then, if u € Wfof(Q) is
a strong subsolution (resp. supersolution) of F(x,u, Du, D*u) = f(x) in Q, 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 (2, there exists 6,79 > 0 and
r €Q, » € WP(B,,(z)) such that 0 = (u— ¢)(z) > (u— ¢)(y) for every y € B, (z) CC Q and

F(y,u(y), Do(y), D*¢(y)) — f(y) < =20 ae. in By, ().

Moreover, since u is a strong subsolution, we have that
F(y,u, Du, D*u) > f(y) a.e. in B, (z),
hence, combining the two, we get
F(y,u(y), Dé(y), D*¢(y)) — F(y, uly), Duly), D*u(y)) < —26.
Now, using and setting v = u — ¢,
=20 > M\ (—=D*v(y)) — b(@)|Dv(y)| — ulDu(y)*|B(u) — Bw)| — wB(u(y))(|Du(y)| + |D(y) )| Du(y)l
ie.,
M A (D?0(y)) + b(2)[Do(y)| + pB(uy))(IDu(y)| + 1 Do(y))[Do(y)| > 20 a.e. in By, ().

Now, setting v(y) = [B(u(y))|(|Du(y)| + [Dé(y)]) and ve(y) = v(y) — ely — z|* for e > 0 as in [29,
Theorem 3.1|, we have that v, achieves the strict maximum over B, (x) at = (since v(y) < 0) and that,
for 0 < e <6/(2nA) (where A is the ellipticity constant of Mf A) We have

M;A(DQUE) +v(y)|Dve| > —2rey(y) + 0 a.e. in B.(z), for all r < rg.

By u,¢ € W?P(B,.) C W2”’(BTO), we have that v € LY (B,) with n < p < ¢. Therefore, we can apply
ABP (Proposition [3.2] with u(z) = 0) to get

0= sup ve < sup v + Cer?™ ”/pH'yHLp (@)
B, (x) OB, (x)
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and since v(y) < 0 in B, (), we finally get that supyp, (,) ve < —er?, thus

0= sup v: < —er® + Cer® /?||y|| o, (2))
B (z)
which, by taking r > 0 sufficiently small, leads to the desired contradiction. O
3.3. Proof of Theorem Firstly, notice that if u is solution of (P,|), then —u and 0 are LP-viscosity
subsolutions of B R
—F(x,U, DU, D*U) < Ae(x)U 4 p23(U)|DU* + h™ (), (3.11)
where F(SL’, r,p,X)=—F(x,—r,—p,—X) and B(x) = max(0, 3(z)) is a function that satisfies (Hj|), see
Remark Indeed, on the one hand, if U = 0, then by (SC)) we have that
—F(2,0,0,0) =0 < h™(z)
which is always true. On the other hand, if U = —u, then
F(x,—u, —Du, —D*u) = —F(x,u, Du, D*u) = Ac(z)u + B(u) (M (z) Du, Du) + bt (z) — h™(z),
and rewriting this in terms of U we obtain
F(x,U, DU, D*U) > —Xc(2)U — B(U)(M (z)DU, DU) — h™(z) (by the oddness of j3)
> =Ae(@)U = (V)2 DU — b~ (),
therefore, 3 B
—F(z,U, DU, D*U) < Ae(z)U + B(U)p2| DU* + h™ ()
i.e., U = —u is subsolution of (3.11]). Next, using that F' satisfies (SCg)), —u and 0 are also LP-viscosity
subsolutions of

M (D?U) + b(x)|DU| 4 po3(U)|DU? > =Ae(z)U —h~(z)  in Q
U<0 on 0f).

Then U := v~ = max{0, —u} is a subsolution of both problems (3.12)), (3.11). Furthermore, U > 0 in Q
and U = 0 on 99 since u|pq = 0. Next, we apply the change of variable

(3.12)

4 t A U m_pk+1 I,L
w=Y({U):= / e~ Jo Blo)ds gy — / e F T dt, with m = 22
0 0 Ap

and from Proposition [2.1} we know that w is an LP-viscosity solution of

1
w =20 on 0f), (3.13)

where L [w] = LT[w] — h™(2)G(w) and G(w) = 1 — V(Y (w)) = m [;" B(¥L(t))dt is a positive
nondecreasing function. Notice that L] is a coercive operator, since G(w) is bounded by a positive
constant.

Also, concerning w = ¥(v) we have

v
__m k41
ng:/ e FHIt | dt
0

o0 k+1
< / eTEt Tt
0

1 [(k+1 kil/Oo .
=— | — e “zTFIdz
k;“rl m 0

1 1 (k+1\FT
=T =:
<k+1>k+1( m) Co»

{—/:f [w] < h™(z) + Ae(z)(1 — Gw) T Hw)  inQ

where in the third inequality we used the change of variable z = %t’”‘% and the definition of the
Gamma function I'(s) = [, t*~'e~'dt. Thus we have that
0<w<Cg ae inQ. (3.14)

Now, we set w; = foul_ e~ gt where uy is a fixed LP-viscosity supersolution of 1} Then, due
to (3.14), we have that wy € [0,Cg] and that w; is an LP-viscosity solution of (3.13). Now, we define
W = SUP,c 4 v, Where

A= {w:w is a LP-viscosity solution of (3.13), 0 <w < Cg}.



12 GABRIELLE NORNBERG AND RICARDO ZIEGELE

Clearly, A # () since wy € A and wy < w < Cg. 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 [3I] for equations with superlinear gradient growth), and by construction,
w = 0 on 9.

As stated before L7 is a coercive operator, and the function
f(@) = fi(z,@(z)) =k (z) + Ac(z) (1 - G(w)) Y H(w) € LE(Q),
satisfies
1 o) < IR |le) + Azllel Lo ) Cos
as long as we have (1 — G(w))¥ ! (w) = ¥ (V1 (w)) ¥~} (w) < Cp for w € [0,Cs). To verify the latter,
we note that such a claim is equivalent to saying that ¥'(z)z < Cy for z € [0, +00). Now, note that

m k: 1

O(z) =¥ (z)z=¢e F1% 220 in [0,+00)

is a continuous non-negative function in [0, 400 ) with @( ) =0, and lim,_, 4o ©(z) = 0, thus O(z) is
bounded. Hence, we get the desired result (1 — G(w))¥~1(w) < Cj a.e. in Q, concluding the claim.

Therefore, by the proof of the boundary Lipschitz bound in [40, Theorem 2.3],
w(z) < C|| fH||pe)dist(z,00) -0 as z — 0Q.
Thus w # Cg. Note that it may be equal to Cg at some interior points.

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

uy (zx) = [lug || L) —— 400, 2 €Q, ap —— 20 € Q
k—oco k— o0

for some g € Q with x;, € Q for large k, since uz, > 0 on 9. Then we define

ug (k) el
0 < wg(zg) = / e*th dt < Cg.
0

tF*+1 we obtain

and since uy () k—> 00, up to a subsequence and the change of variable z = - ]
s dee]

wk(:z:k) e Cﬁ. (315)
k—o0
Moreover, by definition of @ we have wi, < W < Cp a.e. in Q, hence, by (3.15) we get that, for every
€ > 0, there exists some kg € N such that
Cp —e <wi(zr) <w(zi) < Cp, forall k> ko
thus limy_,oc W(zx) = Cp and also

W(zg) > lim w(xx) = lim wW(zy) = Cp

T —TQ k—o0

which implies that z¢ € 2, since we know by construction that @W = 0 on 9f, and so W(xy) = Cg. Now,
applying the change of variables z = 1 — Ciﬁw (note that z > 0, since w < Cp), then z is a solution of

—L7[#] > —%BAc(x) 1-G({1-2}Cs) ¥ ({1 -2}Cs5) inQ
z2z20inQ, z(zg) =0,

where L1 := L7 — Ciﬁh’(x)(l - G({l —-}Cp) is a coercive operator, since

h~ —G{1--1Cp)) >0
& @)1= 61 - )Cy) >
and 0<1-G(-) <1

We now claim that this contradicts the following Vasquez-type strong maximum principle from [41]:
Lemma 3.5 (|41, Theorem 1.1]). Set L7 := M~ (D?u) — b(z)|Du| — c¢(z)u with b € LL(2), ¢ € L (),
n<p<gq. Let f € C([0,400) be a continuous function such that f(0) =0 and that

lim sup /(s)

e S(n(s)z T
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Then, if u is an LP-viscosity supersolution of
Lyfu] < f(u) inQ
u >0 m
such that essinfgu = 0 for some B CC (1, then u =0 in .

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

W s} ({1~ 5)C)
s—0+ s(In(s))?

:0,

and that
lim W'(U~H({1 - s}Cp)) ¥ ({1 - 5}Cp) = 0,

s—0t

once this proves that f(s) := U/ (U1({1 — s}C3)) ¥~ ({1 — s}Cp) satisfies the hypotheses of Lernrna
Indeed, since Cg = lim;_, 1 ¥(¢), we have that

Cp—V(t) = / e~ o B2z g — / e R ds.
t t

Now, set t; = U1 ({1 — s}Cj) (note that t; — +oo when s — 0). Evaluating in ¢ = ¢, we obtain

o0 Gkt
Cs—¥(ts) =Cgs = / e "R ds. (3.16)
¢

s

Now, by asymptotic estimation for integrals (see, for instance, [0, Section 6.3 “Integration by parts”]), we
get, after integrating by parts, that

k41 k41
o) 1 & mzk+1 e,m);;_‘rl (k+1) e le-sl
——— | [ —mzte T ktldz | = — (1 + O(t; ~—_—
A ( m)( ) i (L OET) ~ =

as s — 07. This can be interpreted as the mass of the integral concentrating around ¢,, since the integrand
decays very rapidly. Therefore, combining this with (3.16)) we obtain

ikt

U (t,) =e T ~ Cpths.

Now, multiplying by ¢ on both sides, we obtain

U (o)t ~ Cythtts, (3.17)
and taking logarithm,
thtt In(t
—m—=— ~ kln(ts) —In(Cs) —In(s), since lim In(t) =0,
E4+1 ~—— = t—oo th+1
o(tsthy  0@)

which implies that 51 ~ % In(s). Next, using this together with (3.17) yields,
U (t)ts Cpthtld  (k+1) 1

~J ]..
s(s)? ~ A=)~ m () S
Hence, for sufficiently small s we have that
V(O ({1 - s}Cp) P ({1 — s}Cp) (k+1) 1
<M ,
s(In(s))? - m |In(s)]
for some M > 0. Therefore,
Iy —1 _ -1 _
b VOOV (10 ) k) 1
s—0+ s(In(s))? s—0F m | 1In(s)]

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

k41

lim /(U ({1 - {1 - = lim e "z =
i W/ ({1 - 5}C) U ({1 - 8}Cy) = lim e 2 =0,
hence, proving the second part of the claim and yielding the desired contradiction. 1

Remark 3.6. This claim implies that f(s) = ¥/(¢7 ({1 — s}C;s))¥ 1 ({1 — s}Cp) is not integrable at 0,
which justifies the use of a Vasquez-type SMP.
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3.4. Proof of Theorem [1.3l We begin the proof by fixing A1, As such that 0 < A7 < As.

Reasoning by contradiction, we suppose that the solutions of (P, are not bounded from above in
[A1, As], ie., there exists a sequence uy of nonnegative LP-viscosity solutions of (P,) such that

k — —
uZ(xk) LiniaN 400, Tk €Q, T —> x9 € Q)

where z, = argmaz, cglu ()|, i.e., |Jugl| L) = [ur(ar)|. Here, [[ug]l L) = wf (zk) + uy, (2x), and we
know that v, = 0.

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

Proof. Let G be a maximal domain where ¢ = 0. Evidently, there is no need for such argument if
[{c =0} =0 or even if ¢ = 0 in a neighbourhood of xy. Suppose, then, that z is an interior point of G,
and so zy € G for large enough & (up to considering a half ball in G if zg € 99, after straightening the
boundary via a diffeomorphism). Notice that both ux and ug satisfy the same equation

—F(z,u, Du, D*>u) = B(u){M (z)Du, Du) + h(z) in G (3.18)

for each k € N. Moreover, due to (SCo)) and , we have that F(x,r,p, X) < F(x,r — a,p, X) for any
a € R*. Therefore,

Vg 1= Up — SUp Uk, Vg = ug — inf ug
G oG

where v is the solution of (Py) given by (Hg)), are respectively, supersolution and subsolution of (3.18).
Also, by construction, we have that vg > 0 > v on 9G, so vy and vy, are respectively LP-viscosity sub
and supersolution of (FPp) in G, with vy strong. Thus, we apply Proposition to obtain that vy > vy in
G and also, noting that

v <vy = up < s(;ué)uk + 2|lugl|p~(q) in G

we get
supuy > up — 2||ugllp=) in G.
oG

Then, evaluating at z € G we have
k—+
SUp > k() — 2]uol| e (@) —— +00,
which means that we have a blow-up also at the boundary of G, i.e., that there exists a sequence y; € 0G
with u: (yr) — 400 and yr — yo € IG, as k goes to infinity. Next, since G is maximal, we have that
0G C 9NUI({c = 0}), but ug, = 0 on 9N due to being solution of (P,). Hence, we can take a ball B, (yo)
centered at yo (or once again, up to applying a diffeomorphism, a half ball if yo € 9€2) which, by enlarging
r if necessary, becomes a neighbourhood that intersects the set {¢ > 0}. In other words, B, (o) is a set
such that ¢ = 0. Thus, up to changing =) and z¢ by y; and yo, we can suppose that ¢ = 0 in B, (zg), or
in a half ball if zq € 012, after the usual straightening of the boundary around xg. O

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 ¢ = 0 in B = B (z), with our equation being defined in By (zq) C €.
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, Ap, Ap, A1, Ag, pu1, [[b]| e (), |2l Lr (), and |le[| e (q)-
Note that (SCol) implies that for every LP-viscosity solution u of (P,)), the function u is a nonnegative
LP-viscosity solution of
M (D?*u) — b(x)|Du| < F(z,u, Du, D*u) < —Xe(z)u — B(u)p|Dul* + b~ (z),
by using the fact that 5(u
M= (D) = b()| Dul < ~Ae(w)u— Au)ju|Dul + h ().
Then, by Proposition [2.1] the function

> 0 for u > 0. Therefore, u is an LP-viscosity supersolution of

vy = 1(u) :/ em Jo Bls)dsqr - where my = K—l
0 P

is a nonnegative LP-viscosity supersolution of
L7 [v1] < fi(z) in Bf (3.19)
where £ [v1] := M~ (D?v1) — b(z)|Dvy| — mih™ (x)g(v1), with g(v1) = 9 (7 (v1)) — 1, and
fi(z) = =Ac(@)(g1(v1) + D)oy (o) + 27 (2) € LP(Q)
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since v; € L>(Q) and vy, 9}, 1, * are continuous functions. Notice that, in the set B N{f; > 0}, we have

Ohé Afc(w)(gl(vl) + 19 (1) < B (@) and fi7 = [fi] < [Ae(@)(g1(v1) + D)ooy H(on)| + R (@) < 207 (2),
theretore

||f1+||Lp(B;r) < 2||h_||Lp(B;) <C (3.20)

Next, using [40, Theorem 1.1] (BQSMP, case p = ¢ > n) applied to (3.19) we obtain ¢q, Cy positive
constants, and ¢ < 1, depending on n, A, A, Ap,p and ||b]|r (), such that

1/e
. U1 _
I:=inf — >c¢ € — CollfiF
B, 0 </B;/2(f1 ) ) ollf1 HLp(B;)

1/e
= co ( [, {0c@amte) + o7t ) - h(z))*}j -C

3/2

1/e
> ¢ </B+ {()\c(z)(clm)wl_l(m) - h’(x))+} > —C (since g1(s) > 18— 1)

3/2

h*( ) +)¢ 1/e

. v x

> Co anff é < {( C1¢1 Ul)xn - Ixn) } ) -C.
) >

I for all x € B+ we get that

- +)°\ Ve
I> cOI< { x)e1Tphy (Imn) — hI(gc)> } > - C.

Then, from the latter we deduce:

B e\ 1/e
I{1—co ( < )\clc Yoy H(Tay) — hl(x))+> ) >-C
h_( ) +\ € 1/e
I< ¢ (/B+ ((x\clxnc(x)z/)l_l(lxn) - Ix ) ) ) —13<C, (3.21)

which we claim that is possible only if I < C, with a constant C' that does not depend on vy, nor on
A € [A1, Az]. Indeed, if this were not the case, we can obtain a sequence of supersolutions v¥ of

Next, using the fact that vy (z

thus,

Ly[] < ff(z) in Bf

such that Iy := inf 5+ i — 400 when k goes to infinity and (3.21f) holding with I replaced by Ir.. Hence,
Bl

Ty

up to a subsequence (and renumbering if necessary), we can assume that I > k2 and < 1 for all
k > ko. From here, it follows that

/Br ((x\clc(x)xnwl_l(kan) - h_L(f))+> < (1 + g) <c,

then, using that A > A, and that I, > k2, we get

cie(x)x, — L(x) \° L
/Bf’ﬁ{wv?l/k} ((Al rele)en k%f(lc)) ) = k2 (k) (3.22)

Since 11 ! is increasing, passing the limits as k — 400 we get

/ (xnciAic(z))®de <0 = (zne(x))®dz =0,
BY BY

since Ay > 0. This contradicts that c(z) Z 0 in By". In order to justify the limit in (3.22), we can use the
dominated convergence theorem to conclude this. Note that, for € = 1 we can use the theorem directly,
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due to (3.20). On the other hand, for € € (0,1) we use Young’s inequality to estimate

@ VYL P - dtg)” @) \*
—
(Aclc(”) - zfc> = R e el (Aclm) - 2?) thoe
K2y (k) : T K2y (k)
h™(z) \"
< | Aeie(w) — _> +1,
< K2y (k)
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 ¢, co, Co depending on n, Ay, Ay, p and ||b|| »(q) such that

1/e e\ /e
v . v
( /. ) = ( L) ) < inf 4 ol 7 o) < €. (3.23)
n 1 n

3/2 3/2

Now, going back to u, by (P,)) and (SCo|) we get that w is an LP-viscosity subsolution of
MT(D?*u) + b(x)|Du| > F(z,u, Du, D*u) > —Ac(x)u — B(uw)pa|Dul* — b (x).

Next, we know from Proposition that vy = tha(u) = [ €™ JoB@dsqr with my = 52 is an
LP-viscosity subsolution of

M* (Duva) + b(@)| Doa| + Ae(w) (1 + g2(v2))5 ' (v2) > =Rt () (1 + g2(v2)) (3.24)
which, by rearranging the terms, is equivalent to
M (Duy) + b(x)|Dvy| +v(z)ve > —h(x) (3.25)

4 —1 ’ —1
where v(z) = )\c(x)wz(d}"‘viz(vz))wgl(vg) +ht (3r:)w2(w2v7§)2))_1 Hence, vo is an LP-viscosity solution of

{/w(mg) +b(x)|Dva| + v(x)vy > ~h¥(z) i Bf, (3.26)

vy =0 in BY.
Claim 3.8. For any s > 0, there exists a constant Cy such that
)\c(a:)wé(wi:(w))wgl(vg) + hﬂx)W < Cy (c(z) + ht(2)) (14 v3) (3.27)
Proof. Define the auxiliary functions
) = %(wi:wz))%l(vz), and  b(vz) := %(%15:2)) -1

We aim to show that both a(ve) and b(ve) grow at most polynomially in vg, so that inequality (3.27))
holds. Let us study the behavior of a,b as vo — 0 and vy — 4o00:

a(vy

Asymptotic behavior as vy — 0: Let w := 1, *(vs), so that w — 0 as vy — 0. Then, using L’hopital
rule is easy to see that

) o Uy(w)w
Jim,a(vz) = i, S0y =
Similarly,
. _ o Ya(w) =1 _
i blz) = T =y~ m2p0) =0

Hence, both a(vs) and b(vy) remain bounded as va — 0.

Asymptotic behavior as vy — oo: Let us recall that

_ v mo fotﬁ(s)ds — v ; mo fUtB(S)dS
a(w) /0 e dt /O g (meBt)e )dt.

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

w wkt1
em2 Jo B(s)ds e T B 1plz(,w)

Yo (w) ~ =

maB(w) mowk  mowk’

(3.28)
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Therefore,
Py (w)w k+1 Py(w) — 1 k
a(vy) = ~ mow" T, b(ve) = ——F—— ~ maw". 3.29
( 2) ¢2(UJ) 2 ( 2) ¢2(w) 2 ( )
Now, taking logarithm in (3.28) and recalling that ve = t2(w), we find
k+1 k41
Inwvy ~ % — In(maw®) = % + o(wF*1)  for large w,
which implies
w =1y (v2) ~ (Inwg) 71 . (3.30)
Combining (3.29) and (3.30) into our estimates gives
a(va) ~ mglnws, b(vg) ~ mg(lnvg)k%l < mo Inws.

Whence, there exist constants Cy,Cy > 0 such that for vy > 1,
a(vy) < C11n(1 + v9), b(vg) < Coln(1 + v9).

Finally, since for every s > 0 there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that In(1 + v3) < Cy(1 + v3), we
conclude that a(vse),b(ve) < O(1 4+ v§) as va — co. To extend this to all ve > 0, let M > 0 be such that
the asymptotics above hold for all vo > M, and define

Cis = max{ sup a(va), Cle}, Cy s = max{ sup b(vq), CgCS} )

v2€[0,M] v2€[0,M]
Then for all vo > 0, we have
a(vz) < Crs(1+03),  blv2) < Cos(1+03),
which implies inequality . O

Next, from the definition of vy, we have
¥1t (v1) my
w= [ wie)H
0
Since 1 is increasing and % > 1, we estimate

_ _ =2 _ mg
vz <7 (on) (P17 (1) ™ = (1) (L4 ga(on))™

mg

_ o E o\
ot (14 [ )t a) ™ oy @3)

0

m

<ut ) (Tmie (07 @0))") 7 = (@ 0) ™ +mi (07 @) )

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

m

Yyt (vg) ~ (hwl)’“+r1 as v; — 00.

Hence, for large vy,

mo

m

vy < C ((ln(l + vl))%ﬂ'% + myvr(In(1 4+ 1)1))&%1+ 2"@‘%1) L

=

and since the second term dominates asymptotically, we conclude

v <O ((u1 In(1 +v1))7?) :
my
As a consequence, for every z > 1, there exists a constant C, > 0 such that v5"? < C,(1+ v{). We use
: : + L1, 1 1
this to bound ||1/||Lp1(32+) with py = 55 and - = > + - First,

Wl sy < lle+ R o@lIC (L + 0 o s
< Culle+ 1 o + Celle + D o 10531 1oa -

Using the previous bound on vy, we obtain

||U§||Lpz(13;r) < [(C=(1+ ’Uf))mSHLm(B;)'
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EM1
m2zp2

1/p2 1/p2
_ Z\\E/% €
= 1 < (. < (. 31
Lr2(BY) (/B; (G +20) ) =¢ <C+/B; Ul) =¢ (331)

1Vl s 53y < Crpllel o) + 1T o)) + C.

Having obtained this uniform bound on v, we can now apply [38, Theorem 2.1] (BLMP, in the case
p = ¢ > n) to equation (3.26) for vz, using r = gt as in (3.31) (with z = 2), to deduce

1/r
v =0 <C (/+ U§> + W ey ¢ < C,

3/2

Now, choosing s = , for any z > 1, we get

|(Cau v

Therefore,

i.e., u =5 " (v2) is uniformly bounded in B, for every LP-viscosity solution of (Py), A € [A1,Ag]. O

4. MULTIPLICITY RESULTS

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

—Au — b(z)|Du| = pf(u)|Dul* + h(z) in Q, P
u=0 on 0f). (Fo)

4.1. Preliminaries. Before going to the proof of Theorem we must reckon some preliminary results
and definitions needed over the section, in light of [I7]. First, let us consider a class of equations which

entails (P):

—Au = f(z,u,Vu), in Q,
(4.1)
u =0, on 012,
where f is an LP-Carathéodory function with p > n, whose solutions are in WO2 P(Q).
It is easily verifiable that, if or (HS|) holds, the function f(x,u, Du) := h(x) + c(z)u + b(z)|Du| +
uB(u)|Dul? is an LP-Carathéodory function.
We now introduce a strong ordering relation on C'(£2) that will be needed for some arguments using

degree theory. In order to do so, we define @1 > 0 as the first eigenfunction of
—Apy =mc(z)er1, 1€ Hy().
With this, we can define the ordering relation appearing in Theorem
Definition 4.1 (|I8, Definition 1.2]). Let u, v € C(Q2). We say that:
u < v in case there exists € > 0 such that, for all x € Q, v(x) — u(z) > ep1(z).

Here, u,v € C*(Q), u < v is equivalent to: for all x € Q, u(x) < v(z) and, for z € 05, either
u(z) < v(x) or u(z) = v(x) and %(m) > %(m), where v is the outward unit normal. Also, the set
{w e C}(Q) |u < w < v} is open in CF(N) := {w € CHQ) : w|spq = 0}.

Next, we define a suitable notion of sub and super solutions for problem .

Definition 4.2 (Regular sub and supersolutions [I8] 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, o (resp. ) in W2P(£) such that

—Aa(z) < f(z,a(z), Va(z)) a.e. €, —Avy(z) > f(x,v(x), Dy(x))a.e. x €Q,
a(z) <0 for all z € 9. resp- y(z) >0 for all z € ON.
)

Definition 4.3 (Sub and supersolutions, [I8, Definition 2.2]). We define as a subsolution « of (4.1))
a function of the form « := max{a; | 1 < i < k} where a1, ...,a; are regular subsolutions of (4.1).

Similarly, a supersolution, 8 of (.1]) is a function of the form 8 = min{g; | 1 < j <[} where f1,...,5
are regular supersolutions of (4.1)).
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Notice that problem can be studied as a fixed point problem, since on one hand, the operator
L:WP(Q) — LP(Q) 5 u > f(-,ul-), Du(-)) (4.2)
is a linear homeomorphism, and on the other hand, since f is an LP-Carathéodory function, the operator
N2 C(Q) = LP(Q) 5w f(-u(-), Du(-))
is well-defined, continuous, and maps bounded sets into bounded sets. Moreover, since p > n, W2P(Q) CC
C}(Q) and therefore, the operator M : C}(Q) — C}(Q) defined by M(u) = L7'Nu is completely

continuous. Hence, finding a solution of (4.1) is equivalent to finding u so that v = Mu.
As we are interested in the dependence on the A parameter, we will be referring to M as the operator

related to , and to M as the one related to .

Definition 4.4 (Strict sub/super solutions, [I8, Definition 2.3]). A subsolution « of (4.1)) is said to be
strict if every solution u of (4.1) with v < w on Q is such that o < w. Similarly, a strict supersolution ~
of (4.1)) is a supersolution such that every solution u with u <« satisfies u < 7.

With these definitions, we recall the following theorem from [I8], which will be instrumental in proving
the existence and characterizations of solutions of (4.1)) through a sub/super solutions approach.

Theorem 4.5 ([I8, Theorem 2.1]). Let Q be a bounded domain in R™ with boundary 0 of class C*
and f be an LP-Carathéodory function with p > n. Assume that there exists a subsolution o and an
supersolution vy of (4.1)) such that o <~. Denote o := max{q; | 1 <1i <k} where aq,...,q are reqular
subsolutions of d v =min{y; | 1 < j <1} wherey1,...,v are reqular supersolutions of ,

If there exists K > 0 and h € LP(Q) such that for a.e. x € Q, all v € [min{e; | 1 <1 < k}, max{y; |
1<j <1} and all £ € R, |f(x,u,&)| < h(z) + K[|, then problem has at least one solution u
satisfying o < u < 7.

Moreover, problem has a minimal solution Uyin and a maximal solution umax in the sense that,
Umin and Umax are solutions of with & < Upin < Umax < ¥ and every solution u of with
a < u <y satisfies Umin < U < Umax-

If, in addition, o and ~y are strict and satisfy o < vy, then there exists R > 0 such that deg(I-M,S) =1,
where S = {u € C{(Q) | a < u < 7, |luller < R}.

Remark 4.6 ([I8, Remark 2.2]). If o and 7 are respectively strict sub and supersolutions of (4.1) with
a < v, then a < 7.

Moreover, we recall a well-known result that helps when dealing with quadratic gradient terms.
Lemma 4.7 (Nagumo’s lemma [I8, Lemma 2.4]). Let p > n, h € LP(Q), K > 0, R > 0. Then there
exists C > 0 such that, for all u € WP(Q) satisfying

|Au| < h(z) + K|Vul?, a.e. in Q,
with u =10 on 0 and ||ulle < R, we have ||ullw2» < C.

Finally, we prove the following lemma, which will be instrumental to obtaining the existence of multiple
solutions in the proof of Theorem [T.4]

Lemma 4.8. Assume (HS)) holds. Then, for every A > 0, and every supersolution v of (P)), there exists
a strict subsolution vy of (P)) such that vy <.

Proof. First, we fix v supersolution of . We denote C; > 0 be given by Theorem such that, for
every supersolution vy of
—Au = Ae(x)u + b(x)|Du| + pB(u)|Dul® — h~(z) — 1 in Q
u =0 on 0,
we have v > —(C7. Moreover, note that every supersolution of is also a supersolution of . Now,
let £k > C7 and consider « the solution of
—Av = —Xe(z)k — pp(k)A? —h™ () — 1 in Q
v=20 on 01,
where A := max{||Dvjlcm 1 < j < I} Since —Ake(z) —h™(z) — uB(k)A% —1 < 0, we have that

aj < 0 by the strong maximum principle (see, for instance, [42, Theorem 3.27]). Moreover, using elliptic
estimates and the embedding W27(Q) < C1(Q), we get that

[ Dawllc) = Ok + B(k)), for large k. (4.5)

(4.3)

(4.4)
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Now, we claim that v satisfies v > aj. Indeed, since v = min{y; |1 < j < I} where 7,...,v; are
regular supersolutions of , it suffices to notice that, setting w = ; — ay, for some 1 < j <1 we have

—Aw > Ae(@)(y; + k) + u[ B(1;)| Dy + B(k)A® ] +b(2)|Dry[ 20 in Q

>0

with w = 0 on 912, which, by the maximum principle, gives us w > 0, i.e., 7; > ax, proving the claim.
Now, consider the truncated problem

—Av = Ae(2) T (v) + uB(Ti(v))|Dv|* + b(z)|Dv| — A~ (z) — 1 in Q (4.6)

with v = 0 on 99, where

—k, ifv<-—k
T — ) — )
k(v) { v, ifv>—k.

We claim that oy, and 7 are sub and supersolutions of (4.6)). In fact, for v the verification is immediate:
since v > —Cy > —k and + is already an supersolution of (4.3)), it follows that v is also an supersolution
of (4.6). For ay, we know that it would be a subsolution if

—Aay, < Me(@)Ti (o) + pB(Ti(ar))|Dag* + b(x)|Day| — h™(z) — 1
which is equivalent (up to replacing —Aaqy with the RHS of ) to
—Ae(@)k — B(k)pA? < Xe(2)Ti(o) + pB(Th(ar))| Dag|? + b(x)| Dag|. (4.7)
Now, as ay < 0, for large enough k, we have oy, < —k and therefore Ty (o) = —k. Using this, it yields
~uB(k)k < —pB(k)|Day|* + b(w)| Day|.

From here, using (4.5)), we can conclude that (4.7) holds for large k. Hence, «y is indeed a subsolution.
Therefore, by Theorem this problem (4.6) has a minimal solution v, with ay < vg < 7.

Claim 4.9. vy, is a strict subsolution of (P}).
To prove the claim, we first show that vy is a subsolution.
Since vy, is a supersolution of (4.3]), we have vy, > —C7 > —k and that it satisfies
—Av = Xe(z)v + pB(v)|Dv|? + b(z)|Dv| — h™(z) — 1 in
v=20 on 0f.

This implies that vy is a subsolution of (P})). Finally, to verify it is strict, let u be a solution of (P})
with u > v,. Then w = u — vj, satisfies

—Aw = e(z)w + p(B(u)|Dul* = B(vg)|Dvg|?) + b(x)|Dw| — h~ (z) — 1 + h(x) in Q
w=20 on 0},
which, by using that h(z) = h™(z) — h™(z), we have
p(B(w)|Dul® — B(ve)|Dvk|?) = u(B(u) — Bvw))| Dul* + pB(u)(|Dul® — | Do),
> pB(u)(|Dul + | Dug|)| Dw],
and after defining b(z) = b(z) + pB(u)(|Du| + | Duvy|), becomes
—Aw — b(z)|Dw| > e(x)w + bt (z) +1>1 in Q

with w = 0 on 9. From here, using once again the strong maximum principle [42], Theorem 3.27|, we
obtain w > 0, which is equivalent to u > vj. In other words, we proved that vy is a strict subsolution of

, concluding the proof. O

4.2. Regularity and a priori bounds. We dedicate this section to the development of a priori bounds
for the problem . With this goal, we begin this section with a fundamental regularity result.

Lemma 4.10. Let hold and v € H}(Q) N L>®(Q) be a weak solution of
— Au — b(z)| Du| = e(x)u + pB(w)| Duf? + h(z), (48)
then u € W2P(Q).
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Proof. Set v =ty (u) == [ e™ Jo B(s)ds gt with m = % By Proposition we know that v € H(2) N
L>(Q) is a weak solution of
—Av —b(x)|Dv| = e(2)(1 + g(v))¥~ () + h(z) (1 + g(v))-
Setting }
h(w) = e(@)(1+ g(v)¥™ (v) + h(z)(1 + g(v)),
we claim that i € LP(Q). Indeed, since ¢~ (v) = u € L=(Q), we have 1 + g(v) = ' (p~1(v)) € L=(R).

Hence,

||iL||LP(Q) < ||C||LP(Q)||7//(¢71(U))||Loo(o)Wfl(v)HLw(o) + Hd)/(ﬂfl(v))||Loc(o)||h||Lp(o) < +o0.

Notice that v € H(Q2) and n < p < g, allow us to use global C1® regularity estimates of weak solutions
(see [30, Chap. 3, Theorem 15.1] for Lv := Av + b(z)|Dv|) to get

||U||01(§) = CWLHLP(Q)-
Now, given that Dv = ¢(u) Du € C(§2) we conclude that Du € C(Q) and also [Du|* € L>(Q). Finally,
u becomes a weak solution of —Au = H(z) in Q, with H(z) := b(x)|Du| + c(x)u + pB(u)|Dul? + h(z) €
LP(€2). Then, standard W?2P regularity estimates for weak solutions give that u € W2P?(Q). O

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 holds, any solution u € H}(Q) N L>=(Q) of
—Au — b(z)|Du| = c(x)u + pb(u)|Dul® + h(z)
s also an LP-viscosity solution.

Proof. Indeed, from Lemma we know that u € W2P(Q), 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. O

Remark 4.12. Let (H) hold. By Proposition Lemma and Corollary we conclude that if «
is a subsolution of (Pf) and « a supersolution of , then there exists 6* > 0 such that if 4 < 6*, then

a < . The same holds under (HS).

We now present the a priori bounds for solutions of independent of the sign of the solutions. This
theorem can be seen as an extension of Theorem without the nonnegative condition of the solutions.

Theorem 4.13. Let Q € CY! be a bounded domain. Suppose , hold and let Ay, Ay with
0 < Ay < As. Then, there exists &g = do(uo, 8) such that, if p < o, then every LP-viscosity solution u of
(PY)) satisfies

lull Lo ) < C, for all X € [A1, Ao,
where € = C(n,p. . A Ao [b] ooy . el @ [l oy [oll e 2 o € 2 | ) = 0}).

Proof. We begin by fixing Ay, As such that 0 < Ay < Ag. From Theorem [I.2] there exists C; > 0 such
that

u~ < Cy for every u supersolution of (P})), for all A € [0, As].
Reasoning by contradiction, we suppose that the solutions of (P’)) are not bounded from above in [A1, Ag].
Le. there exists a sequence uy of LP-viscosity solutions of uch that

k JR— JR—
uz(xk) 270 b oo, ok € 8, @ — T € S

where zj, = argmaz, glur ()], i-e., [[ug| z @) = [ur(zx)|. Here, [|ug| p@) =} (zx) + v, (z1), and we

know that u, (zx) € [0,C4]. Now, as in Claim we conclude that, up to changing the blow-up point
o, we may suppose that there is a ball around x( in which c is not identically zero.

Now, suppose that we are in the case of the half ball, and namely ¢ 2 0 in B]” = B; (2¢), with our
equation being defined in B;’ (z9) C Q. Now, note that u is an LP-viscosity solution of

Au + b(z)|Du| = —Ae(z)u — pB(u)|Dul® + b~ (z).
Then, by Corollary [2.3] the function

“ 1
vy =Y1(u) = / em o B(S)dsdt, with m = ;
0

is an LP-viscosity solution of
Ei[’l}l] = f1 (.’E) in Bg_
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where £~ [v1] := Avy — b(z)|Dv1| — h™(2)g(v1), with g(v1) = 9’ (17 *(v1)) — 1, and
fi(@) = =Ae(x)(g1(v1) + D7 (v1) + A7 (2) € LP(Q)

since v1 € L®(Q) and ¢y, ¢, ' € C?(R).

Claim 4.14. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that 1} (7 (v1)) > Cvy.

Proof. We distinguish two cases, accordingly to the sign of v;.

As a first case, suppose v; € [11(—C1),0]. Since 11 (—C1) < 0, we have ¥} (17 *(v1)) > 0 > Cuy, s0
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. O

Now, setting L] [v1] := Avy — b(z)|Dvy1| — Ch™(x)v1, we have that vy is an LP-viscosity solution of
L [v1] = fi(z) in By,

and from here, the remainder of the proof proceeds exactly as in the proof of Theorem only changing
that, in this case, v; can be sign-changing. Since v; is bounded from below and we just proved that the
inequality g(v1) > Cvy — 1 holds, we get the asymptotics proved in the proof of Theorem O

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 [I8, Lemma 3.6] to our equation structure.

Lemma 4.15. Assuming (HS), for every Ay > 0, there exists Ay > 0, independent of X € [0, As], such
that the problem

—Au = Ae(z)u + b(z)|Du| + pB(w)|Dul* + h(x) + ac(z), wu € Hy(Q) N L>(Q) (4.9)
has no solution for a > A;.

Proof. We will divide the proof in three cases: u being a sign-changing solution, i.e., Q7 := {z € Q| u(z) >
0} and Q™ := {z € Q|u(x) < 0} both nonempty, v being nonnegative and v being nonpositive.

Case 1: u is sign-changing.

Let u™ := max{u,0} € H}(Q2) N L>(£2) be a test function in (4.9). This yields

/ |Dut|? = / [Ae(z)u+ b(z)|Dul 4+ pB(uw)|Dul® + h(z) + ac(z)]u™. (4.10)
Q Q

Now, using Poincaré inequality and the fact that, by Theorem there exists K > 0 independent of A
such that ||u[[ o) < K, we obtain

CoK|0 > Cyllu* |2y > / Du P2,

Defining C := C, K ||, and noting that uu™ = (u™)?, Du- Dut = |Du'|?, it follows that every term on
the right-hand side of (4.10]), except for the integral fQ hu', is nonnegative. Therefore, we obtain

C’Za/ cu+—|—/ hu+—|—,u/ B(u)\Du+|2u+—|—/ b(:c)|Du+|u++)\/ c(u™)?,
Q o Q Q Q

> a/mﬁ —/ |h|u™ fu/ ﬂ(qu)|Du+|2u+—/b(x)|Du+|u+7
Q Q Q
>0 [ et~ Kl — 0 (K)KIDU gy — Kbl 1D 220

> a/cu+ — K||hl|r @) — pB(K)C — bl La(e) C,

which, due to T 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 ©~ := max{0, —u} be a test function in ,

/ |Du™ |2 = / [Ae(z)u + b(z)|Du| + pB(uw)|Dul® + h(z) + ac(z)]u”.
Q Q

Next, we use Theorem to obtain C > 0 such that ||u™ ||z (q) < C1, and Poincaré inequality to
obtain

C = G110 > Cylu 2o > /Q Du 2.
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Now, by similar reasoning as in Case 1, it follows that

C> a/ﬂcm +/ﬂhu*+u/9ﬂ(u)|Du*\2u* +/Qb(x)|Du*|u* +A/Qc(u’)2,

za/ cu” —/ |h|u™ fuﬂ(C'l)C’l/ |Du7\2701/ b(x)|Du~|,
Q Q Q Q
>a / cu™ — ||l o Cr — B(C1)Ch — bl (e C,
Q
which, since v~ is uniformly bounded, yields a contradiction for large enough a, finishing the proof. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem We start by proving the existence of a continuum.
Let 4 be the solution provided by Theorem [I.I] to the problem
—Ay = b(2)|Dy| = [BO)] |Dy]* + h(z) +1 in Q,
v=1 on 0f.
It is easy to verify that v is a supersolution of , and that uy < 7. Moreover, by Lemma there
exists a strict subsolution o of such that a < ~. Since a < 0 on 952, we conclude that o < . Hence,
by Theorem [L.5] there exists R > 0 such that
deg(I — Mo, 8) =1, where S:={uecCiQ)|a<u<y, |ulci@ <R}

Now, by Remark we know that ug is the unique solution of . Therefore, as R — 0, we obtain
i(I — Mo, ug) = 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 . For the rest
of the proof, we proceed in several steps.

Step 1: Every nonnegative supersolution of satisfies u > ug.

If u is a nonnegative supersolution of , then u is a supersolution of (since cu 2 0). By
Remark we deduce that u > ug and hence u is not a solution of . Now, let w := u — ug. Note
that w > 0 and it satisfies

—Aw > Ae(z)u + b(x) | Dw| + pB(u)|Dul® — pB(ug)|Dug|? in ,
w >0 on 0f2.
Now, using that  is increasing and that,
p(B(w)|Dul® = B(uo)| Duo|*) = p(B(w) = B(uo))|Dul® +  pB(uo)(| Dul” — |Duol?)
>0 =uB(uo)(|Dul+|Duol) (| Dul—|Duol)
> 1B (uo)(|Duo| + [ Dul)| Dw|

and defining b(z) = b(x) + pB(uo)(|Du| + | Dug|) we obtain that
—Aw — b(x)|Dw| > Ae(z)u > 0 in Q,
w >0 on 0f2.

Since w > 0, by the strong maximum principle [I3] Theorem 3.27], we deduce that either w > 0 or w = 0.
If w =0, then u = ug is a solution of , which contradicts what we deduced before. Therefore w > 0,
ie., u > ug.

Step 2: Problem has no nonnegative solution for X\ large.

Let ¢1 > 0 be the first eigenfunction of

—Apr =mic(@)pr,  p1 € Hy(9).
If has a nonnegative solution, multiplying (P})) by (1 and integrating we obtain

71/96(66)%01 = —/QAucpl
= [ g+ [ pplDuen+ [ dolDulen+ [ nwen

thus, for A > 1, as u > ug, we have

0> (A~ ) /Q e(z)upr + /Q b(a)| Dulgr + /Q ()| Dul2p) + /Q h(x)er,
> (A=) / (@)uor + /Q b()| Dulis + /Q 18(uo) | Doy + /Q W)
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which yields a contradiction for A\ large enough.

Step 3: Define A = sup{\| has a solution uy > 0}, then X € [0, +0c0) and, for all A\ > X,
has no nonnegative solution. Moreover, X > 0.

The first part is direct from the definition of A and Step 2. Of course, A > 0 since ug is a positive
solution of .

Next, to prove the positivity of A, we fix Ag > 0 such that, for every A € (0, Ag), problem admits
a nontrivial solution. Now, let u. denote the strong solution of

—Au, — b(2)|Due| = Ae(x)|ue| + p|B(ue)||Ducl* + h(z) in Q,
U, =0 on 0,

whose existence follows from Theorem under a suitable smallness condition on A and p, up to
diminishing Ag and §* if necessary. We emphasize that replacing Ac(z)u with Ac(z)|u.| does not affect
the proof of that theorem, which is why it remains applicable in this particular setting.

Since

plB(uc) || Ducl? > pB(uc)|Ducl?,  Ae(x)luc| >0, and  Ae()|uc| > Ae(x)ue,
it follows that u. is a supersolution of , and also a supersolution of .

Furthermore, because 0 < Ac(z)ug, the function ug is a subsolution of (P})). Since ug is also a
subsolution of , Remark yields ug < u. in €. Then, by Theorem there exists a solution wu)
of such that ugp < uy < u.. Hence, since ug > 0, we conclude that u) is a nonnegative solution of
. Therefore, because such a solution exists for all A € (0, Ag), it follows that A > 0.

Step 4: For all0 < A < ), has well ordered strict lower and upper solutions. Note that ug is a
subsolution of which is not a solution, since

— Ao = b{a) Duo| + )| Duof? + i)
< Ae(@)ug + b(x)|Duo| + pp(uo)| Duo|? + h(x).

Now, by definition of X, we can find A € (\,A) and a nonnegative solution us of (P5). Then, by a
similar argument as for ug being a subsolution, w5 is a supersolution of . Moreover, it satisfies
us > ug by Step 1.

Let u be a solution of . Setting w = u5 — u and reasoning as in Step 1, we obtain that w satisfies

—Aw — b(x)|Dw| > Ae(z)w > 0 in Q,
w >0 on 0,

where b(x) = b(x) + pB(u)(|Dus| + [Dul). This, the maximum principle (see [42, Theorem 3.27]) implies
that w > 0, hence ug > wu, proving the strictness of u5. Analogously, we prove that wug is a strict
subsolution of .

Step 5: For all A € (O,X), has at least two positive solutions with ug <K uy,1 <K uy2.

By Step 4, Theorem and Remark we have some Ry > 0 such that deg(l — M,,S) =1 with

S = {u S C&(ﬁ) |uo <u <L uy, ||u||cl(ﬂ) < Ro}

and we have the existence of a first solution uy ; of such that ug < ux1 < uy. As in the proof of [18|
Theorem 1.4], let us choose uy; as the minimal solution between g and usy.

Now, using Lemma there exists A; > 0 large enough such that has no solution for a > A;.
By Theorem and Lemma there exists Ry > Rp > 0 such that, for any a € [0, A1], every solution
of with u > ug satisfies ||u||01(§) < R;. Therefore, by the homotopy invariance of the topological
degree, we have

deg(I — My, D) = deg(I — My — L7 (A1¢), D), where D := {u € C§(Q) : ug < u,|ul|c1(a) < R1}.
In the case of a = Ay, we know that (4.9) has no solution, hence deg(l — My — L=(A;¢),D) = 0. We
then use this to apply the excision property of the degree, obtaining

deg(I — My, D\ 8) = deg(I — My, D) —deg(I — My,8) =0—1=—1

This proves the existence of a second solution uy o of with uy 2 > ug (since uy o € D). As uy is
the minimal solution between ug and uj;, we have uy 1 < uy,2 as otherwise, by Theorem we would
have a solution v with ug < u < min{uy 1, ux2, ugz} that contradicts the minimality of uy ;. We continue
by the same reasoning done in Step 1 and Step 4 to conclude that uy ;1 < uy 2.

Step 6: For A\ < A2, we have uy, 1 < Uy, 1-

Recall uy,; is the minimal solution above uy and, just as in Step 4, uy, 1 is a strict supersolution of
(Py,) with uy, 1 > ug. We then deduce that uy, 1 < ux,1.
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Step 7: Problem (Py) has at least one solution.

Let {An}nen C (0,A) be a sequence such that A, — X and {u, }nen C W2P(Q) be a sequence of
corresponding solutions of (Py,). By Theorem there exists a constant M > 0 such that, for all
n €N, |luy| p= ) < M and, by Lemma we have that there exists an R > 0 such that, for all n € N,

l|tn |lw2r ) < R. Hence, since WgP(9) CC CA(Q) we have, up to a subsequence, that u, — u in C3(Q).
From this strong convergence and Lemma [L.10] we observe that

—Au = Ae(x)u + b(x)|Du| + pB(u)|Dul? + h(x) in £,
u=20 on 01},

ie., u € W?P(Q) is a solution of (P).

Step 8: Behavior of the solutions for A — 0.

Let {\}neny C (0,)) be a decreasing sequence such that A, — 0. By Step 5 we know that the
corresponding solutions uy, 1 satisfy that ug < uy, 1 and by Step 6 we have that {ux, 1}nen is also a
decreasing sequence. Arguing as in Step 7, we have that, up to a subsequence, uy, 1 — u in C} () with
u solution of . By the uniqueness of the solution of , we deduce that u = ug.

Now, for the behavior of wy 2, let us consider the sequence of solutions {ux, 2}nen. If they were
bounded, then as before, we would have, up to a subsequence, that uy, » — u in C}(Q2) with u being
a solution of . By Step 5 and the facts that uy, o € S, ux,2 > uy,,1 and uy, 1 — ug, we know
that max{uy, 2 — uo} > e. This would imply that u # ug and u solution of (P[]), which contradicts the
uniqueness of the solution of as before. Hence, they cannot be bounded, i.e.,

n—-+oo
maxuy, o —— +00,

ny

concluding the proof. OJ
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