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Abstract
Abstract. We prove an existence result for Robin boundary value problems modeled on

Au+|VulP+Af(x)=0 inQ
%+ﬁu=0 on 0Q)

where Q is a bounded, sufficiently smooth open set in RN, f(x) belongs to the Marcinkiewicz
space M M2 and B > 0, under a smallness assumption on the datum A. In order to study such
problem, we will show several properties of the weighted, singular Robin eigenvalue problem

AL rr(Q) = inf {fv 2dx+/ 2}.
RS yeHL, [o fy?=1 Ql vl Y aﬂw

MSC 2020: 35]66, 35]20, 35PIS.

Key words and phrases: Elliptic equations with natural growth in the gradient; Robin bound-
ary conditions; a priori estimates; existence results.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Preliminaries 3
2.1 Functionalsetting . ... ..... ... ... .. oL 3
2.2 A concentration-compactness Lemma . . . ... ... 0L L 6

3 Some properties of the first weighted Robin eigenvalue 8

4 Existence results for Robin problems with natural growth in the gradient 16

1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with the existence of solutions to a class of nonlinear elliptic bound-
ary value problems with Robin boundary conditions. To introduce the subject, let us consider the
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prototype problem
{—Au:UOIVu|2+/1f(x) inQ L)

g—z+ﬁu=0 on Q)

where Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain in RY (N = 3), v is the outer unit normal to 0Q, A, g, > 0
are constants, and f (x) is a nonnegative function belonging to the Marcinkiewicz space M Nz(().
Problems with quadratic growth in the gradient, often referred to as having natural (or critical) growth,
have been extensively studied, particularly in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, as well as its
generalization to p—Laplace operator, or with subcritical growth. The bibliography is vast; we recall,
for example, [1,5,7,11-20, 23, 26]. The critical nature of the space LN? (or M N ?) for the source term
f is well-known in this context. Moreover, it is also well known that, in the Dirichlet case (8 = +00),
in order to geta H' solution to (1.1) a smallness hypothesis on A is needed. In particular, when f # 0,
this happens if A is smaller than the first weighted eigenvalue A1, Q) of —A, namely

f IV |*dx
M@= inf & (1.2)
weHg(Q)\{o}f Foyldx
Q
This variational problem includes as special cases the standard first Dirichlet eigenvalue (when f = 1)
and the Hardy constant (when f(x) = |x| 72, A= %)

The main novelty of this work lies in the treatment of the Robin boundary condition, combined with
a source term in the Lorentz space M Nz as for example the Hardy weight. While Dirichlet problems
are naturally associated with the functional space H& (Q), the Robin condition requires working in the
tull space H 1(Q), which introduces specific difficulties related to the trace terms. As a matter of fact,
if we formally perform the classical change of variable v = e*, problem (1.1) becomes

Av+Afv=0 inQ
%+ﬁvlnv=0 on 0Q2

The transformation linearizes the PDE but introduces a nonlinearity of logarithmic type into the
Robin boundary condition.

In the Robin case, the existence of a solution to (1.1) is deeply connected to the properties of a related
weighted eigenvalue problem. Specifically, we investigate the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian with
Robin boundary conditions and a singular weight f. We consider

A Q) = inf R 1.
1Ly () weHllr(lQ)\{o} ead (1.3)
where
f|Vw|2dx+yf v’do
Ry sly] = Q 20 '

f fx)y?dx
Q

and y € R. This variational problem generalizes the classical weighted Dirichlet eigenvalue (1.2) (ob-
tained for y — +o00) and includes as special cases the standard Robin eigenvalue (when f = 1) and
variants of the Hardy constant (when f(x) = |x|‘2). The case of the Hardy potential has been studied
by Chabrowski et al. in [9,10] and by Adimurthi et al. in [2, 3], who established Hardy-Sobolev type



inequalities. Our hypotheses will cover a wide family of weights f. We will only impose a condition
on f to avoid singularities close to the boundary (see Section 3).
Then, the main existence result for problems like (1.1) (Theorem 4.2) states that if the parameter A is

sufficiently small, specifically

A1 r(Q)
< Y s
0o

A

’

then there exists at least one weak solution u € H'(Q) to the problem. Furthermore, this solution
possesses a regularity property typical of problems with quadratic growth: el e H1(Q) for some
a > 0. Moreover, it is interesting to observe that the smallness hypothesis for the existence does not
depend on B, but only on the Dirichlet eigenvalue (8 = +00).

To achieve this, we first perform a detailed analysis of the eigenvalue problem (1.3). We prove the ex-
istence of minimizers using a Concentration-Compactness argument to handle the possible lack of
compactness due to the singular weight f € M N2 adapting the techniques of P.L. Lions [22] and
Smets [24]. We also study the qualitative properties of 11, £, () as a function of y, showing its con-
tinuity, monotonicity, and asymptotic behavior towards the Dirichlet eigenvalue A, Q). The bib-
liography on this topic is quite large, too; we refer, for example, to [24, 25], for the study of some
properties of weighted eigenvalue properties in the Dirichlet case.

The proof of the existence theorem relies on a priori estimates obtained by using exponential test func-
tions (a technique going back to [7]), adapted to handle the boundary terms and the arbitrary sign of
the solution. The convergence of the approximate solutions is then established using truncation meth-
ods and pointwise convergence of gradients, as developed in [6,16,17].

In summary, the aim paper of the paper is twofold: the study of a Robin eigenvalue problem with
a very general weight, and the existence of solutions of equations modeled on (1.1). It is organized
as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the functional setting and some preliminary results, including a
concentration-compactness lemma. Section 3 is devoted to the study of the weighted Robin eigenvalue
problem (1.3). Finally, in Section 4 we state and prove the existence result for the general nonlinear
problem (4.4), and we discuss the necessity of the condition > 0 for the validity of our estimates.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Functional setting

We recall that for p > 0, the Marcinkiewicz space MP (Q), also known as the weak L” space, is the set
of all measurable functions f on Q such that there exists a constant C > 0 for which the distribution
function of f, pp(0) = Hx: [ f(x)] > 8, satisfies

C
up) s —, V>0,

It is well-known that, when [Q| < +00, then LY(Q) ¢ M9(Q) c L17¢(Q), for any £ > 0.
The space M7 is a particular case of the so called Lorentz spaces. A measurable function f: Q — R
belongs to the Lorentz space LP'9(Q), 1 < p < +o0, if

1Ql 1/q
U [t”pf*(t)]q%} , 1<q<+oo,
0

sup tYPf*(p), q = +oo,
0<1<IQ

1flpga=



is finite, where f*(s), s € [0, |€2[], is the decreasing rearrangement of f, thatis the distribution function
of u r-In general || 1l p,4,0 is not a norm. As matter of fact, it is possible to introduce a metric in LP q

defining

If g =1 p,g0

with f**(t) = t_lfotf*(a) do. we have thatfor 1 < p < +ooand 1 < g < +o0,
p
”f”p,q,Q = ”f”(p,q) = E”f”p,q,ﬂ-
For 1 < p, g < +00, it holds that

178l =1 flipqalglp.q.0 (2.1)

where p', g’ are the Holder conjugates of p, g respectively. More generally, the LP*9 spaces are related
in the following way:

L cIPlcPicPP=[PcLP cLP®=MPcLY,

for1 < g < p <r < +oo. The Lorentz spaces allow to get a refinement of the Sobolev inequality.
Indeed, it holds that

||f||p*,p,|RN = SN,p”f”WLP([RN)

when for 1 < p < N (see [4]). Then, if Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain, using classical extension
theorems we can conclude that there exists a positive constant C such that

1flpspa=<Clfllwirq (2.2)

forany f € WP (Q).
In the following, the Proposition below will be useful.

Proposition 2.1. LerQ c RN be a bounded, connected, Lipschitz domain, and let f € LYQ) 4 positive
Sfunction in Q. Then there exists a positive constant C such that for every u € H L,

lull gy < C(IVull 2 + Ul 2, p)

where |ull 12,5 = (fouzdx)uz.

Proof. We prove the inequality by contradiction. Therefore, for any n = 1, there exists u, € H L)
such that

1/2
lunll g ) > n(HVun”LZ(Q) + (fﬂfuf,dx) )

Let us define v, = . By construction, the sequence {v,} satisfies
[ y q

_Un
Tinl i oy

(i) lvellgq =1forallneN,

. 1/2
(i) IVUnll 2+ (Jo fr2dx)"" < L.



From (ii), it follows immediately that as n — oo:
IVUnl2q — 0 and f f(x)vidx— 0. (2.3)
Q

From (i), the sequence {v,} is bounded in H 1(Q). Therefore, up to a subsequence, v, — vy weakly
in H(Q), and v,, — vg in L?>(Q) and almost everywhere in Q. From (2.3), we must have Vg = 0
and, since € is a connected domain, this implies that vy = K. Furthermore, combining || U"”ill =
IV 12, + lvpll, = 1 and that [V, 2 — 0, it holds [[vpll 2 — 1. As vy, — vg strongly in L*(Q), it
follows that [|vgll;2 = 1, and vo = K = £1/1/]Q. Finally, by Fatou’s Lemma and (2.3), it holds

fliminf(f(x)vn(x)z)dxsliminf f(x)v3dx=0.
Q k—oo k—oo JQ

This yields:
f fx)vidx=0.
0
this is a contradiction, being f(x) >0 a.e. and v(z) = K? > 0. The proof is complete. O

Proposition 2.2. LerQ c RN be a bounded, Lipschitz domain, and let f € LYQ) a positive function
in Q such that f >0 almost everywhere in Q. Then, for every € > 0, there exists a constant C = C(g) >0
such that for all u € H' (Q), the following inequality holds:

[ uzdasef IVulzdx+C(£)f u’fdx (2.4)
00 Q Q

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Then there exists an €9 > 0 such that for all m € N, we can find
a function u,, € H'(Q) (with u, # 0) satisfying

€0f|Vum|2dx+mf ufnfdx<f u’,do=1, forallm
Q Q oQ

Hence, by (2.1), u, is bounded in the H 1(Q), and then
Um — u weakly in H'(Q), Um — u  strongly in L?(Q) and in L?(09Q)).
Hence

f wdo=1. (2.5)
0Q

Moreover, by Fatou we get

2 . 2 _
fﬂu fdxsngl_moofﬂumfdx—o.

and thus u = 0 a.e. in Q, and so its trace, contradicting (2.5). O



2.2 A concentration-compactness Lemma

The analysis of minimizing sequences for (1.3) is challenging because the functional u — [q fu?dx
is not weakly continuous on H'(Q) for a general weight f € M/2(Q). To overcome this lack of
compactness, we use the concentration-compactness Principle, in the spirit of the well-known results
of P.L. Lions ( [22]), and of the result proved by Smets ( [24]) in the Dirichlet case.

To this aim, we need to assume a stronger assumption on f. For any x € Qand r > 0, we define

Sy 1= A p(QNB(x) _1nf{f IVol?dx: ¢ € Hy(QN By (x), fx)p*dx = 1},
QNB,(x) QNB;(x)

and we set for x € Q
Sp o= lim ST
The singularity set Z s
Tpi={xe QS <+ool,

For an interior point x € Q and r sufficiently small, Sf 7 is the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet problem
on B, (x) with weight f, A;, (Br(x)). We will make the following two assumptions:

(Hy,1) Iy isat most countable;
(Hy,2) thesingularity set X ¢ is compactly contained in Q:

Efﬂ@QZQ.

The first condition avoid strong spikes on a dense subset of ; the second, avoid that singularities on
the boundary of Q appear.

Remark 2.3. We emphasize that when f € L"(Q), it holds that = r=9.
Indeed in such a case, for x € Q

rf = A1, £ (Br(x)), and rli_,%l+ A1, f(By) = +00
If x € 0Q), we may think f =1 outside Q. Through a change of variables,
1
A, (Br) = ﬁ}tl,fr (By),

where f+(2) = f(rz), z = %x is the scaled weight function defined on B;. We look for a lower bound
for Ay, £, (B1). For any test function v € H& (B1), using Holder and Sobolev inequalities we get

2 2
frU dZSS”fr”LN&(BI)f |VU| dz
B] Bl
where S is the Sobolev constant. Hence

|V1/|2dz
B 1
>

PP VA
By



Passing to the infimum, we may conclude that

1 1
Al,f(Br) = =

1
r2 Slfillvem,) N
s([ intay)

Being f € L"*(Q), we conclude that

=2

lim A, ;(B;) = +oo.
r—0*
Example 1. If f = # and 0 € Q, then Sof = % is the Hardy constant, and Zr=1{0}
We are ready to state and prove the concentration-compactness lemma.
Lemma 2.4. Let Q < RN bea bounded, open, and connected set, and let f € M NIZ(O)) bea non-negative
weight function, and (Hy 1) — (Hy ) hold. Consider a bounded sequence {un} in H'(Q) with u, — uo

weaklyin H LQ). we may assume that there exist non-negative, finite Radon measures 1, v, fi on Q such
that:

a. |\V(up— up)l> — p weakly in M (Q);
b. fluy —uol?> — v weakly in M (Q);
¢ \Vupl?® = fi weakly in M (Q),
where M (Q) is the cone of positive finite Radon measures over Q. Then, the following properties bold:

1. The measure v is purely atomic and supported on Z ¢. That s,

V= Zv,-é‘xi, with x; €Zfﬂ7la'1/,‘ >0,

iel
where I is an at most countable set.

2. The measure p is bounded from below by v, in the sense that

pz Y visiss, 26)

iel
and. the total energy measure [i satisfies:

fi= |Vu0|2+ZviSj‘j6xi. (2.7)
iel

Proof. The proof adapts the argument by P.L. Lions ( [22]) and Smets ( [24]), adding the additional
hypothesis £ rNdQ = @ in order to manage a sequence in H 1(Q). In what follows, we set vy, = u,— Up.
We first claim that v is supported on = - This is equivalent to proving that for any test function
¢ € C°(Q) with supp(¢p) N Ef = @, we have v(¢) = [ pdv = 0. Let ¢ be such a test function. We
may assume that ¢ > 0 and /¢ is smooth. For any x € supp(¢), since x ¢ Ef, by definition S;ﬁ = +o00.
This means that for any large number M, we can choose the radius r of each ball B, small enough such
p £ NOQ = @, we can also ensure that the support of ¢ is strictly inside Q. This means we can choose

the balls {B;} to be strictly contained in Q. Now, let {§ i};’i . be a smooth partition of unity subordinate
to this cover. Consider the test functions wy, ; = vy, - (P& V2. Since ¢¢; has compact support inside



the ball B; c< Q, the function wy,; belongs to H(} (B;). It is therefore an admissible test function for
the infimum defining Sfl I Applying the definition, we have:

fQIan,,-IzdxzSfii)ffgfwfl,idx>M/vafl(péidx.

Then

1 & o, 1 o1 Il oo
sﬁlzzl,}l_r,go Q|an,l| dx_MZ“(¢él)—Mﬂ(¢)<T. (2.8)

The first equality in the second line of (2.8) follows by using the elementary inequality ||a + b|* —
|al®| < elal® + Ce|bI*:

U |an,,-|2—f SEIV vl
Q Q

Then the first term on the right can be made small by choosing € small (since [ ¢¢;|Vv, 12 converges).
The second term tends to zero as n — oo because v,, — 0 strongly in L2(Q) (since v, — 0in Hl).
As M can be arbitrarily large, we conclude by (2.8) that v(¢)) = 0. This proves that the support of v is

<e [ geavual+C [ o VgL (2.9)

contained in Z ¢, proving the claim.

Now, let x € Z f; for each j € N there exists 7 > 0 such that Sx > S;ﬁ - % We can choose a sequence
]

of smooth cutoff functions {1 ;} that are supported in balls By, (x) with rj —0as j —oo,andyj =1
near x. We have, arguing in particular as in (2.9),

w(xh) = Jll%p(w ) = lim lim |V(vn1//j)|2

j—oon—=0 Jo
> tim {575, [ oo} = tim (55 3) (7] = spian.

Similarly, if x € Z_f\Zf, it holds that u({x}) > jv({x}) for each j so that v({x}) = 0. This proves that
there are no Dirac masses on ff \ Z ¢. Moreover, u({x}) = i({x}). Indeed

’f |wn|2w§dx—f Vunl* y3dx
Q Q

<e[ Vv, |2y +c(£)f|Vu| 2<eK+c(eo(), j—oo.

Now, if y € C%° (RY) is positive, the weakly sequentially lower semi-continuity of v € L*(Q) — [, w|v/?,
we get fl = V]2, One can conclude by the orthogonality of |Vup|? with Dirac masses. This com-
pletes the proof. O

3 Some properties of the first weighted Robin eigenvalue

In this section we list and prove several properties of A1, £,y (). For the sake of completeness, we con-
sider both the cases y > 0 and y < 0.

Proposition 3.1 (Simplicity of the first eigenvalue). Ler Q < RN be 2 bounded, connected open set with
Lipschitz boundary. Let f € M NI2Z(0) bea weight function such that f > 0a.c. in Q. If Ay, fiyls attained
by a minimaizer, then this is unique up to a multiplicative constant.



Proof. Letue H 1(Q) be 2 minimizer for A Ly Then |u/ is still a minimizer, so we may assume © = 0.
By the maximum principle (see [8, Cor. 3]), it holds that > 0 a.e. in Q. We now show that any two
positive minimizers, u; and uy, must be proportional. This argument is a classic technique in the
spirit of Picone’s identity (see also, for example, [10]).

Let 3 >0 and up > 0 be two normalized minimizers of 1 = A1 ¢, fou%dx = fougdx =1. For
any test function ¢ € H LQ):

/Vul-V<pdx+yf ul(pdaz/lf fuipdx (3.1)
Q Gle} Q
[Vuz-V(pd)Hy[ ug(/)da:/lf fuxdpdx (3.2)
Q o0 Q

2
Since u; > 0 a.e., the function ¢; = ” j - is a valid test function in H'(Q). We also choose ¢, = 1.
T+

Substitute ¢1 into (3.1) and ¢, into (3.2n):

2
u U Uy
fVul'V 21 dx+)/f lugdaz/l f—lugdx.
Q u1+ﬁ aQu1+z Q L£1+ﬁ

fquglzdx+yf ugdaz/lf fusdx.
Q o0 Q

Passing to the limit in the first equation and comparing, we get

) . 13
IVuy|“dx = lim Vup-V ] dx=0
Q n—+oo Jo U+
Computing the gradient, we obtain
2
. 2Up u
f IVuglzdx: ler ( T Vur-Vuy - %IVL“IZ dx.
n—+oo =
Q Qlup+ (ul + ﬁ)
Rearranging all terms to one side, we get:
2
. Uz
lim Vuy — T Vuy dx=0.
n—+oo Jo u + 7

Then

U .
Vug——Vul =0 ae. inQ.
U1

Since Q is a connected domain, uy = ¢ - u;. Since both functions are normalized and a.e. positive, we
must have ¢ = 1, and the proof is completed. O

Proposition 3.2. Let Q < RN be a bounded, connected open set with a Lipschitz boundary. Let f €
MN2(Q) bea weight function such that f >0 a.e. in Q. Assume that the structural hypotheses (H 1) =
(Hp,2) hold. Then the first Robin eigenvalue Ay g, (Q), y € R has the following properties:

() (1) Foranyy € R, Ay, ¢,y bas the sign of y; moreover,

—00 < Ay, £,y (Q) < Ay £(Q) < +o0. (3.3)



(2) the following limits hold:

ylil}looll’f’y(g) = Al,f(Q)! (34)
and
lim A7, (@) = ~co. (35)

(i) The infimum Ay, £y (Q) s attained, provided
Alyny(Q) < Al,f(Q) (36)

Moreover, if f € LN'?(Q), this condition is always satisfied fory > 0, and thus a minimizer always
exists.

(111) The function A(y) := Ay, £,y Q) defined on R, is:

(a) non-decreasing and continuous;

(b) differentiable for any y where a minimizer exists (i.e., where (3.6) holds). Its derivative is
given by

ANy = faQ u}z,da,

where wy is the unique nonnegative minimizer normalized by [¢, f uf,dx =1
(c) If f € LN2(Q), then ¥ = 400, and the map is strictly increasing for all y > 0.
Proof. We split the proof in several steps.

Step 1: For anyy € R, Ay 1,y (Q) is finite. If y = 0, this is obvious by the definition. If y <0, using the
trace inequality (2.4), we have, for any v € H 1

fth//lzdx+yf wzdaz(l—elyl)f |V1//|2dx—|y|C(£)fu/2fdx.
Q 00 Q Q

Hence, if € < 1/]y|, we get that Ry [y] is bounded from below in H 1 which implies that A1 £, (Q) is
finite.

In all the following steps of the proof, we will always denote by {1} nen € H 1(Q) a normalized mini-
mizing sequence for Ay, £,y(Q), in the sense that

ALry(Q) = r}l_{rgo (fg IVun|2dx+yfaQ uida), fo(x) ufldx =1. (3.7)

As Ay g,y is finite, u,, will be bounded in H'(Q), and then weakly convergent in H 1 and strongly in
L[%(Q) and L2 (6Q), respectively, to a function ug € H L.

Step 2: proof of i)(1). Ify = 0, then Ay,f,, = 0, and if ¥ < 0, it holds A 5, < yE&? < 0 by taking
constant test functions. So let us suppose y > 0. In order to prove that A;, £,y(Q) > 0, we argue by
contradiction. Assume that A1 7, (Q) = 0. Since y > 0 we have by (3.7):

lim |Vigllz =0 and  lim [lu,l 260 = 0. (3.8)
n—oo n—oo

10



This implies that Vu,, — 0 strongly in L2 )N, then Vg = 0, which implies that ug is a constant, say
K, since € is connected. By the compactness of the trace operator, the weak convergence u, — ug in
HY Q) implies strong convergence of the traces 1, — U in L2(0Q). From (3.8), we get up = 0.
On the other hand, by the Hélder inequality (2.1) and the Sobolev inequality (2.2) it holds that

_ 2 2 2
1= qundx = ”f”le,oo,Q” Up ”%’2,9 = C”f”N/z,oo,Q [ ul’l”Hl(Q)

and this is a contradiction with ||u |l 1) — 0. This means that A4 £, (Q2) must be positive.

Step 3: proof of (iz). Let us prove the existence of the minimum under the assumptions (H 1) — (Hp2)
and the condition AL fy < A1 r. Let up a minimizing normalized sequence converging weakly in
H'(Q) to ugand strongly in L%(Q) and L?(0Q), as the previous step. We aim to apply the concentration-
compactess Lemma 2.4. To this end, using the notation of Section 2.4, by definition it holds

Ay f(Br(x) = S)rff,
for x € Q and r sufficiently small. Then, by inclusion,
A1, p(Q) = Ay p(Br(x)) < Sjﬁ.
Hence from (2.6) we get
= Ay Qv (3.9)

Casey > 0. First, we show that ug # 0. If by contradiction up = 0 (and then fi = p), using also (3.9)
and (2.7)

Avpy(@) = lim UQ IVunlzdxwfaQ ubdx| = p(Q) = A1, f(QV(Q) = A1, £(Q),

being flunl2 = flu, - upl®> — v, and fQ fu%dx =1 and u;, — 0 strongly also in L%(0Q). Due to
A1, £,y < A1,f, we have a contradiction.

Hence, the limit ug is non null. Let v, = u, — up; then v, — 0. By the Brézis-Lieb Lemma, we can
decompose the norms:

fIVunlzdx=f IVuOIde+f Ianlzdx+o(1),
Q Q Q
lzffu‘fldx:ffu%derffv%dero(l).
Q Q Q
Then, by (3.9)
Al’f'yzf IVuOIde+u+yf u(z)dcrzf IVuolzdx+)Ll,fv+yf usdo
Q o) Q 1o}

= Al,f,}/(]- —-v)+ /11’]“1/ = V(Al,f — Al,f,y) + Al,f,y

where v =1- [, fuddx < 1. Last inequality can hold only if v = 0, thatis [, fuzdx = 1. This means
that ug is a minimizer for Ay, ¢,y, having weighted L? norm equal to 1 and

Ay, £y =lim [f IVunlzdx+yf utdo 2[ IVuolzdx+yf uédUZ/lLfﬂ,,
Q o0 Q Gle}

That s g is a minimizer for Ay 7.

11



If in addition f € LM2(Q), as showed in Remark 2.3 then = @. Hence (without assuming the
smallness of Ap r,y) it is not difficult to show that the convergence of the approximating sequence is
strong for fq fu?dx and this allow to pass to the limit and get that ug # 0 is a minimizer. Moreover,
up # 0 on 0Q, and then Ay f, <Ay f.

Casey < 0. For a normalized minimizing sequence uy, by arguing similarly as in the case y > 0, the
concentration compactness gives Uy # 0. Then,

/llyf,y(Q): lim[ IV(un—uo)lzdx+f IVuolzdx+yf u(z)da
n—oo Q Q 0Q
. 2 2
znh_rgo QIV(un—uo)I dx+/11,f,Y(Q)fQu0fdx
Hence
2 : 2
Ozftl,f,y(Q)(l—fQuOfdx)2’111_1}30f9|V(un—uo)| dx,

and all the above inequalities are equalities. This implies that u,, — ug strongly in H 1 and ug is a
minimum for Ay ¢, (Q).

Step 4: proof of (1)(2). The limit (3.5) is given by the inequality Ay, 7, (Q) < %y. Moreover, it is

obvious, by definition, that Ay 1,y is nondecreasing in y. As regards (3.4), by (3.3) we have only to
show that

L = Yl]_l;lgoﬂ,l’),’f(ﬂ) = Al,f(Q)

We proceed by contradiction. Assume that L < Ay, ¢(Q). This assumption implies that for y large
enough, Ay 7, < Ay 5, which guarantees that a minimizer for Ay, f,y exists.
For each n € N, we can find a y,, (with y,, — 0o) such that Ay ¢, < L+ 1/n. By the definition of the

infimum, for each y,,, we can find a function w, € H'(Q) such that | f(x) wid x=1and
Q

f IVw,>dx + )/nf widcf
Q oa <L+-—.
f fx) w‘:‘ld X n
Q
Thus, the sequence {wy} is bounded in H 1(Q), and, up to asubsequence, w, — wo weaklyin H L),
wp — Wy strongly in L?(Q) and in L?(0€Y), respectively. Furthermore, being y,, — +00, the weak
limit wq belongs to Hé Q).
Now, let v, = wy, — wy; then v, — 0. By the Brézis-Lieb Lemma,
f Ianlzdx = f IVwolzdx +[ |VUn|2dx +o0(1),
Q Q Q
1 :f fwfldx:f fwgdx+f fvfldx+ o(1).
Q Q Q
The bound on the gradient of w,, gives that

[IVwolzdx+f IVu,l2dx<L+o(1).
Q Q

Since wy € H& (Q):
fleolzdxzfthf fwgdx;
Q Q
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moreover, using (2.6) of the concentration-compactness Lemma,

/IVUnlzdxz(/lLf—o(l))ffvfldx.
Q Q

Substituting,

/llyf (f fw(z)dx+f fvfldx) <L+o(1)
Q Q
and by the decomposition of the denominator
ALr(1—o0(1)) =L+ o(1).

Taking the limit as 7 — 0o, we obtain Ay, ¢ < L. This contradicts the initial assumption that L < A1 f,
and the proof of this step is concluded.

Step 5: proof of (iii)(a). Let A(y) := Ay, f,,. We prove that the map is continuous for y in any interval
where the condition Aly) <Ay, () holds, which guarantees the existence of a minimizer.

The right-hand continuity easily follows. For any Yo, let uy be the corresponding normalized mini-
mizer. For any y > ¥, using 1 as a test function for A(y) gives

Aly) = Ry (uo) = Alyo) + (Y —Yo) fm uoda.

Asy— )/a' , the right-hand side tends to A(yo). Since we already know the map is non-decreasing, we
have A(yp) = limy_,},ar A(y) = Alyo), which proves right-hand continuity.

As regards the left-hand continuity, let {y »} nen be any sequence such that y,, — v . Let wy, be the cor-
responding normalized minimizer, which exists by hypothesis. The sequence {A,} is non-decreasing
and bounded above by A(y¢). Thus, it converges to a limit L < A(y(). We aim to show that L = A(yy).
The sequence {wy,} is bounded in H 1(Q). Let wy € H' (Q) its weak limit. The proof runs similarly as
before.

First, let us show that wy # 0. We argue by contradiction, assuming wgo = 0. In this case, the mass
decomposition 1 = [, fwidx = [, fwidx+v(Q) + o(1) implies that v(Q) = 1. The energy limit is

o o 2 2
L—AEOA(Y”)—J%O(LIanI dx+)fnfaQ wnda).

Since wy — 0, the trace converges strongly in L? t0 0, and the boundary term vanishes in the limit.
The energy decomposition becomes L = p(€). Hence, using (2.6) we get
L=u(Q) = Ay r(Qv(Q) = A1, £(Q).

We have the chain of inequalities L < A(y) and L = A1, £(Q), which implies A(yq) = A1,£(Q). This
contradicts the hypothesis that a minimizer exists at yo. Thus, the assumption wp = 0 is false.
Second, we prove that the convergence is strong. Indeed, we first observe that

+ u(Q).

_ i _ 2 2
L—lill_{glo/l(yn) = ([QIVwOI dx+y0faQ wydo

By definition of A(yp) and the concentration-comparison Lemma:
L= (A(yo)f fwgdx) + A1, ,v(Q).
Q

13



Using the mass decomposition fQ fw(z)dx =1-v(Q), and the fact that L < A(yy):

A(ro) = Ayo) L = v(Q) + A1, pv(Q)
0= (A, r = Ay V(€).

Since A(yo) < Ay ¢ by hypothesis, the term (A, = Alyo)) is strictly positive. Since v(Q) = 0, this
inequality can only hold if v(€2) = 0. This implies that the convergence is strong: w, — wp in H L.

Finally, we can pass to the limit in all terms, showing that f f wgdx = r}im f f wfldx =1,and
Q —Jo

. T 2 2 _ 2 2
'}Hgoﬂt(yn)—,}ggo(LIanl dx+ynfaQ wnda) —fQIVwOI dx+}fofm wydo.
Hence

fleolzdx+yOf wgda
Q 0Q

f fwidx
Q

This gives A(yo) < L. Since we already knew L < A(y(), we must conclude that L = A(yo). This proves

=L

left-hand continuity, and the map is finally continuous.

Step 6: proof of (11i)(b). Let us still denote A(y) := Ay, ,y. The previous proof, in particular, gives also
that the map y — uy is continuous from R to H' (Q).
Let uy = 0 normalized first eigenfunction for A(y). Using uy as a test function for A(y + h), we get

fquylzdx+(y+h)f ujz,da
Q 4Q

Ay+h) = =/1(y)+hf uldo,
2 o !
quy x
and then
A h) -2
limsupM S[ u}z,da.
h—0* h 90

Similarly, we have

Ay)sAly+h) - hfm uimd(f;

rearranging and dividing by h > 0 we have

Aly + h) = A(y)
2
faQ u},+hd0 < T

Using the continuity of the map y — u,, we have that u,,,, — uy strongly in H 1(Q). This implies
strong convergence of the traces in [%(0Q), and therefore:

. . L Ay+h) Ay
2, 2
faQ quU—’lll_lf{)1+ 0 uy+hdasllgn})1+1f o .

An identical argument holds for the left-hand derivative. This concludes the proof. O
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Remark 3.3. We emphasize that the statement (777), () of the previous proposition implies the ex-
istence of a threshold y € (0, +00] such that the map is strictly increasing for y < y and constant for
Y =7 (where Ay 1,y = A1 ). Moreover, as shown in the next example, if f ¢ LN'2 ) ¥ may be finite.

Example 2. Let Q = B1(0) € RN with N = 3, and let the weight function be the Hardy potential,
f(x) = |x|72. Foranyy € R, the first cigenvalue of the problem

flVl/ledx+yf vido
Mjpy= inf =B 9%

2
weH (B)\(0}
! f w—zdx
B |xl

is given as follows:
(1) Ify<y:= %, the infimum is attained, and the eigenvalue is
/hyf,}, =y(N-2-7).
The corresponding eigenfunction (unique up to a multiplicative constant) is

uy (x) = |x| 7.

(iz) If'y =, the eigenvalue is equal to the Hardy constant,
N-2)2
w25
and the infimum is not attained by any function in H L(By).

Proof. By simmetry of the domain, the eigenfunction 1, must be radial, uy (x) = u(r) where r = |x|.
The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is

I N-1 , A
u'(r)+ u (r)+—2u(r):0,
r
subject to the Robin boundary condition /(1) +yu(1) = 0. We look for solutions of the form u(r) =
r®. Substituting this into the ODE, we obtain

a®+(N-2)a+A=0.

—(N=-2)+4y/(N-2)2-4A . .
The two roots are @12 = (V-2) 2( ) , and the general solution is u(r) = c; 7% + cpr%2.

Inordertogetue H 1 we require the exponents to be greater than %V Since a» < %V, we must set
¢ =0,and u(r) = Ar9,

Using the Robin condition /(1) + yu(1) = 0, we obtain a; = —y, and then y < ¥

This analysis confirms that for any y < 252 (including all y < 0), 2 minimizer exists. We can now find

the eigenvalue A by substituting @ = a1 = —Y, obtaining

A=y(N-2-7).

This proves (i).

Ify = (N —2)/2, no solution of the form r% can satisfy both the H' (B;) requirement and the bound-
ary condition. Since the map y — A r,y is non-decreasing and continuous, and Ay 5, < Ay, =
(%)2, we must have:

N-2)? N-2
Al’f’Y:(T) , forally = 7
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In this case, the infimum is not attained. Indeed, by contradiction, let assume there exists uy, € H L(B))
such that Ry, [uy,] = (%)2. Since A(y) is strictly increasing for y < (N —2)/2, y1 cannot be an
interior point of the interval where A(y) is constant. If y1 > (N —2)/2, we could choose y» such that
(N-2)/2<7y, <7y1. Then

N-2)?
R - 2 g _ 2
yz[uyl]—Ryl[uyl]—(}q—}fg)fmuylda—( 5 ) _(Vl_YZ)fm”ylda'

If the trace is not zero, then Ry, [uy,] < (%)2 = A(y2), which is impossible. If the trace is zero, uy, €
H& (B1), which is known to not contain a minimizer for the Hardy quotient. This proves (ii). O

4 Existence results for Robin problems with natural growth in the
gradient

We start observing that a smallness assumption on A f is needed in order to get existence.

Proposition 4.1. LerQ c RN be a bounded domain with a C? boundary. Let f € M NIZ(Q) bea weight
function such that f >0 a.e. in Q. Suppose there exists a solution u € H LQ) to

{Au+|Vu|2+)Lf=0 in Q (41)

g—fv’ +pu=0 on 0Q
for some constant A > 0 and B> 0. Then
A<y

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Assume that a solution u € H'(Q) of (4.1) exists for some
A > 21,7(Q). Then, for every test function w € H L) n L (Q):

fVu~V1,[/dx+ﬁ[ uwda=f(|Vu|2+/1f)u/dx. (4.2)
Q 0Q Q

The assumption A > A1, ¢ () implies that there exists a function ¢ € C5°(Q)

f Vooldx < A f foidx. (4.3)
Q Q

We now choose ¥ = (p(z) as a test function in (4.2). It follows that, also by Cauchy-Schwarz,

/1] foidx =f (200(Vu- Vo) — IVul*p3) dx sf Vol dx.

Q Q Q

This contradicts (4.3). O
Now we finally consider the following class of Robin boundary value problems

{— div(a(x,u,Vu)) = H(x,u,Vu) inQ (4.4)

alx,u,Vu)-v+Bu=0 on 0Q

where Q is a bounded Lipschitz, connected open subset of RN, N = 3, v is the outer normal to Q on
0Q and > 0. Moreover, the Carathéodory functions a : Q2 x R x RV - RNand H: QxRxRYN - R
satisfy

alx,u,&)-E= &%, VEeRV, (4.5)
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the monotonicity condition

(ax,u,2)—a(x,u,2'))-(z—-2)>0, z#7 (4.6)
and the growth conditions

la(x, u,2)| < aplzl + a1, ag,a; >0, (4.7)
and

|H(x,u,2)| < 0oolzl* +Af(x), 00>0, (4.8)

for almost every x € RN, for every u € R, and 2,2’ € RN. Here A = 0 is a constant and f is a non-
negative function in MN2(Q), f#o.
We say that u € H' is a weak solution to (4.4) if for any ¢ € H(Q) N L®(Q) it holds

/a(x,u,Vu)-V<pdx+,6[ uwdasz(x,u,Vu)qodx.
Q 00 Q

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that f € M2(Q), and (H 1) — (Hp ) bold. Let us assume

A1 r(Q)
A< Y s
0o

’

where A, 7(Q) s defined in (1.2), and oo > 0 in (4.8). Then there exists at least a solution u € H L) of
problem (4.4), under the conditions (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and u is such that e’ € H(Q).

Proof. Step 1: a priori estimates.
Let us consider the following approximation problem:

{— div(a(x, un, Vup)) = Hy (X, up, Vu,) inQ, (4.9)

a(x,uy,Vuy)-v+pu, =0 on 0Q,

where Hj, is a bounded approximation of H:

;|
T 1+ YnlH|'

Hy

and it is such that | H, (x, u,&)| < min{n, o¢|&|? + A f(x)}. Classical results can be applied in order to
get the existence of a solution u, € H' (Q) of (4.9) (see [21]). Moreover, from a classical argument by
Stampacchia, u, € L*(Q).

Since uy, does not have a constant sign, we split the estimates. We define u); = max{u,,0} and u;, =
max{—uy,0}.

Positive part estimate. We choose the test function ¢, = €290U; 1, Note that ¢, = 0 and ¢, vanishes
on {u, < 0}, so the integrals are restricted to {u,, > 0}. We get:

f a(x, uy, Vi) - V(e200%: — 1) dx+ﬁf U, (€270 — 1) do =
Q oQ

:f H,, (x, Uy, Vid,) (€271 — 1) dx.
Q
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Using the ellipticity (4.5) and the growth condition on Hj, on the set {1, > 0}:
20()] [V 1y, |2 2004 dx+ﬁ/ uZ(ez"O”; -1)do <
{u,>0} 0Q

< aof IVl (€270% — 1) dx + Af F(e27% —1)dx.
{u,>0} Q

ool

We perform the change of variables v,, = e?°%, obtaining

1
—f Ianlzdx+aof IVunlzdx+£f (vi—l)logvndasﬂ,f fridx.  (4.10)
00 JQ {1, >0} 09 Jo Q

We choose y > 0 such that 09gA < A1, 7. Hence by (4.10) and the definition of A1 7, we get

fIan|2dx+,Bf (vi—l)logvndas
Q 4Q

A
SUOAf fridx< o0 flenlzdx+yf vida]. (4.11)
Q A ry Lo a0
From (4.11) we get
A
(1— 70 fIanlzdxs[ [(C1 - Blogv,) V2 + Blogv, | do
M,ry)Ja 00

where C; = ;;’M; Since 8> 0, the integrand on the right-hand side, g(#) = *(C; — Blog ) + flogt,

is bounded from above for £ = 1 and the maximum is given by some value C> = C2(A, 00,7, B, f).
Hence

CP(Q
f Vo l2dx< —2PED (4.12)
Q 1—00M Ay g,

Similarly, from (4.11), substituting [q Vv, |?dx < 0ol [o fv3dx — B [5o (V3 — D]ogv,do into the
eigenvalue inequality relation, we can derive a bound for the weighted L? norm:

1 C3P(Q
f()f”idxs/hf—_ao/1 OQ[(Y—ﬁIOgVn) v2 + Blogv,|do < —> S (4.13)
1y

- }Ll,f,y_o'o/l,

where Cs is the maximum of the function h(f) = 2 (y — Blogt) + Blogt for t = 1.

Negative part estimate. We proceed similarly for u,,. We choose the test function ¢, =1—e
Note that 1, < 0 and it vanishes on {u, = 0}, so the support is {1, < 0}. The gradient is Vi, =
—200€270" NV, =200e?7" Vuy, on the set {u, < 0}. Substituting into (4.9):

200U, .

f a(x, uy, Vi) (200’ *“ Vu,) dx + ,Bf Up(1—e?%0t) dg =
{u, <0} 0Q
:f Hy, (X, U, Vi) (1 — e290%n) dx.
{u, <0}
Using the ellipticity (4.5) on the left hand side:

Zaof [V, |2e?0% dx.
{un <0}
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For the boundary term, note that on {u,, < 0}, u, = —u,,, so:

ﬁf (—u,)(1-e*7"n) do = ,Bf u, (e*7°% —1)do.
0 00

200l < (0, we use the absolute value of the bound on Hy,:

For the right hand side, since 1 — e

f H,(1-e*%0t%)dx < f |H,|(e*7°% —1)dx
{u, <0}

{un <0}

s[ (@0l V2 + Af) (€704 —1) dx.
{u, <0}

Combining these estimates:

200f [V, 2e?0tn dx+,6f u, (e*°n —1)do <
{1, <0} 00
aof IV, (e®%0% —1)dx + /lf F(e?0Un —1)dx.
{14, <0} Q

We perform the change of variables w;, = e?° Un

but for wy,:

. Thisleads to an inequality formally identical to (4.10)

1
—f Ianlzdx+aof IVu,|?dx+ ﬁf (wfl—l)logwndasﬂf fwidx.
00 JQ {1, <0} 00 JoQ Q

By the same spectral argument used for v;, (choosing y large enough), we obtain analogous bounds
for the gradient and the weighted mass:

fQIVw,llzdst, fowfldst. (4.14)

Conclusion. Being f € M2 (Q), by Proposition 2.1, using the estimates (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), we
obtain

Vel =C, llwallmg) < C. (4.15)

Finally, the boundedness of the H'(Q) norm implies the boundedness of the trace norm, by using the
trace inequality

lvnlz2o0) < Corllvnll g q)-

By the above estimates, up to a subsequence, 1, converges weakly in H L), strongly in I2(Q) and
ae. in Q to some u € H(Q).

Step 2: Convergence of uy, In order to prove that u is a weak solution of (4.4), we need the strong con-
vergence of the gradients of u, in L*(Q). For this purpose we follow the strategy in [15-17], which
goes back to the technique developed in [6] and consisting in proving the almost everywhere conver-
gence of the gradient of truncation at height k of u;, after having proved an estimate on the L” norms
of the gradients of u,, on the sets where u, is greater than k.

Let T, : R — R be defined as:

n ifs=n
Tn(s)=< s if-n<s<n
-n ifs<-n
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and G,,(s) = s— Ty (s).
Let Z, = e%0lunl € H1(Q). Note that Z,, is controlled by v, wpy, so it is uniformly bounded in H' (Q).
Recalling that |Vu,| = ULOe_UOlu"| IVZy,l, we get:

]. e—ZUok e_za'ok
f Vunl* = — e 27V Z, ) < — f IVZ,* < —; f|vzn|2
{lun|>k) 0 JHlual>k} 0y Jlual>k oy Ja

and by the uniform bounds on Zj, it follows:

f VG (u)|? < Ce 200K,
Q

so that f IVGr(uy) 1? goes to 0 as k tends to +0o uniformly on 7.
Q
Let us show now that V Ty (u,,) converges a.e. to V Ty (1) and for this purpose it is enough to show the
strong convergence of V Ty (1) in (L2)N.
By [7, Lemma 5], in order to get that [|V T (1) — VT (1) || 12(q) goes to 0, it is enough to show that

fQ [a(x, Ti(un), VTi(un)) — a(x, Ti(w), VT ()] - (VTk(un) = VTi(w)) — 0. (4.16)

o3 (1+ag)?

Let ¢ : R — R be the increasing, C 1_function defined as w(s) =2s ersz, where I' = Remark

that v satisfies: b
w(0)=0 v —oo(l+ag)ly|=1. (4.17)
Using wy, = €01l (Ty.(u,) — Ty(w)) as test function in (4.9), we get:
an(x, Un, Vity) - [V T (ty) — VTi ()] €7l (T (u) — Tie (1)) (4.18)

= /[Hn(x,un,Vun)—sgn(un)aoa(x,un,Vun)-Vun]e”°'”"'1//
Q

_ﬁf uneaolunlw
oQ

where for sake of brevity we write ¥ (T (u,) — Tk (1)) as w. Taking into account that u, — u in
L2(6Q) (by Trace inequality), the boundary term goes to 0. Hence, after setting Q_ = {x € Q: |u,| < k}
and Qy = {x € Q: |uy| > k}, equation (4.18) becomes:

fQ a(x, Te (i), ¥ T (1)) — @, T (), VT (10)] (4.19)
AV Tk () = V T ()] e “rnly’ (Ty () — Tre(u))
+fQ a(x, T (un), VT (W) - [V T (t4) = VT (w)] 70"y’ (T3 (1) — T (w))

+f a(X; unyvun)(_VTk(u))'(//’ (Tk(un) — Tk(u)) e0'0|ltn|

= fQ[Hn(x,un,VTk(un))—sgn(un)aoa(x,Tk(un),VTk(un))-VTk(un)]e‘TO'“n'w

+f [Hy (x, un, Vup) —sgn(uy)ooa(x, un, Vi) - Vug] eToltnly,
Q,

+o(1).
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Let us analyze the several integrals in (4.19). First, we observe that

lim [ a(x, Te(un), V(W) - [V Tk (1) — VT ()] ey’ (Ti (up) — Tro(w) = 0,

n—+oo Q
being V Ty.(,,) — V Ty.(u) weakly in L?(Q) and
Xituni<ky €0 Dy (Ti(un) — Tie(w)

strongly convergent in L%(Q). Second, it holds that

lirrln a(x, tn, Vi) (=V T ()W (Tie(tn) — Te(w)) 70! = 0.
Q,

Indeed, ¥ (Ti(un) — Ti(w)) is bounded in L% (Q2); moreover the inequalities (4.7) and (4.15) gives
that a(x, u,, Vi) e is bounded in [L2(Q)1N, while u,, strongly converges in L2(Q).

On the other hand, also the last term in the right-hand side of (4.19) goes to 0 as n tends to +oo.
Indeed, recalling that v (T (1) — Ti(w)) sgn(u,) = 0in Q4 , and using (4.8) and (4.5), we have:

f [Hyu (X, un, Vi) — sgn(un) o0 alx, ty, Vi) - Vi, | ey (Ty () — Tr(w))

Q.

L [Hn(x, Un, Vn)sgn(uy) —ooalx, un, Vuy) - vun] eaomnl'W(Tk(un) — T (w)) sgn(uy)

IA

f (00| Vunl* — ooalx, up, V) - Vuy| "y (Ti(un) — Te(w) sgn(un)

Q.

+ fQ Af e nlyy (Ti(un) — Tr () sgn (u4y)

IA

fQ Af el (Ty (up) — Ty (w)) sgn (1)

and we conclude combining the fact that [y (T (1) — Ty (1))| — 0 a.e. and the estimates (4.15).
Hence, by (4.19), using assumptions (4.7) and (4.8), on Q_ we infer:

fQ[a(x,Tk(un),VTk(un))—a(x,Tk(un),VTk(u))]
AV T (1) = VT ()] 714\’ (Tye(w) — T (10))

IA

fQ [00IV T () |? + Af +00(@olV T ()| + a)IV Ty (un)1] el jy| + 0(1)  (4.20)

IA

fQ a0(1+ ag)|V T (1) 1?70 nl |y | +fQ Af +00ar|V Ti () ) 0! |

+o(1).
Reasoning as before, since [y (Tk (1) — T (1))| — 0 a.e., the last integral of the last inequality goes to
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0 as n — +oo. By assumption (4.5) and (4.20) we have:

fQ[a(x,Tk(un),VTk(un))—a(x,Tk(un),VTk(u))]
AV T (n) = VT ()] 7014l (Ty () — T (w)

IA

f a(x, Te(un), VT (un) - VT () e oo (1 + ag) | + 0(1)

_ f [@(x, Te(tn), VT (1)) — a6, T (t4n), V T (10))]
Q. (4.21)

AV T (ttn) = VT ()] %1% oy (1 + ag) ||
+fQ a(x, T (un), VT (W) - V (Ti (1) — Tre (1)) €01 o (1 + ag) 1y

" fQ a(x, Te(tn), VT (1)) -V T ()0 (1 + o)

+o(1).

The second and third terms in the right-hand side in (4.21) go to 0 as 7 tends to +o0o and hence, using
(4.17) and (4.6), we get:

0 < fg[a(x,Tk(un),VTk(un))—a(x,Tk(un),VTk(u))]-(VTk(un)—VTk(u))

< fg la(x, Ti(un), VI (uy)) — alx, Tx(uy), VT (1)]

AV Tx(up) = V(@] el [y — oo (1 + ag) 1]
< o(l)

This proves (4.16).
In order to conclude the proof, it is enough to note that

Vu, —Vu=VTi(u,) - VITi(u)+VGi(u,) - VGi(1)

and to use the strong convergence in L2(Q) of V Ti(uy) and
lim | |VGi(un)|?dx=0.
n—+oo Q

Hence, we get the strong convergence in L? of Vu,, that finally allows to pass to the limit in the
approximating problems (4.9), obtaining that u is a solution to (4.4). O

We conclude the paper by listing some radial example.
Example 3. We consider the problem with A, B> 0, in the unit ball B, (0) < RV:
{Au+ Vul?+A1=0 inBj,

g—fv‘+ﬁu=0 on 0B;,

and consider solutions u € H(Q) such that e* € H (Q).
Using the transformation v = eY, the problem is equivalent to the following system for the positive func-
tion v:

{Av+/1v=0 in By, (4.22)

% + Brlogr=0 ondB;.
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We look for radial solutions v(r) with r = |x|. The equation in (4.22) becomes:

" _

v+ V+Av=0, re(,1),

and the boundary condition at r =1 reads:
V(1) + Br(D)log(v(l) =0. (4.23)

Let p=vA. We impose A < (j ¥,1)2’ where j N2y is the first positive gero of ] N2 (x).
The solution is given by:

v(r) = Ar~7 Jus(ur), €01

where ], denotes the Bessel function of the first kind of order v, and A> 0 is a constant to be determined.
Leta = % We define ®(r) = r~% Jo (ur). The boundary condition (4.23) implies:

AD'(1) + BAD(1)log(Ad(1)) =0.
Being 5> 0 and ®(1) # 0, we solve for A:

@'(1)
po(1)

logA=- —log®(1).

Using the recurrence relation % (Z27%J 0 (2) = =27 J 441 (2), we have:
O'(1) =—plar1 (), @)= Jo().

Substituting back into u(r) =logv(r) =log A+1og®(r), we obtain the explicit solution:

"= Tz ()

plrw o T (ur)
+ _—
Bl

), re(0,1).

Example 4. We analyze the problem with a singular potential term, given by the PDE:
Au+|Vul® + ﬁ =0 B
g—"f +pu=0 on 0B

with B,A > 0. By changing the variable and looking for radially symmetric solutions v(x) = R(r), we
obtain the ODE

N-1

R"(r)+ R'(r)+ %R(r) =0

We look for a solution of the form R(r) = Ar®. This leads to
a’+(N-2)a+A1=0

Let
R(r) = Ar™

Here, ay is given by

_—(N-2)+V(N-2)2-4A

2

a)
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This form is considered for the range of A where ay is real, i.e., A < %.
The single unknown constant A is determined by the boundary condition at r = 1:

R'(1)
R(1)

+ Blog(R(1)) =0

which gives ay + Blog(A) = 0. Being B > 0, the (positive) solution u is

1
ux) =a (log(lxl) - B)
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