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AN EXISTENCE THEOREM FOR
NONLINEAR HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES AT RESONANCE

LESZEK GASINSKI AND NIKOLAOS S. PAPAGEORGIOU

We consider a nonlinear hemivariational inequality with the p-Laplacian at res-
onance. Using an extension of the nonsmooth mountain pass theorem of Chang,
which makes use of the Cerami compactness condition, we prove the existence
of a nontrivial solution. Qur existence results here extends a recent theorem on
resonant hemivariational inequalities, by the authors in 1999.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper (see Gasinski and Papageorgiou [9]), we examined a nonlinear
hemivariational inequality at resonance. We proved an existence theorem under the
assumptions that the Clarke subdifferential of the generalised potential is bounded
and that it has nonzero limits at +oo. In the present paper, we remove both these
restrictive hypotheses and instead we assume a general (p — 1)-growth condition for the
subdifferential and a behaviour in the “neighbourhood of +o00”, which is a variation of
the well known Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition (see [3]).

Semilinear (that is, for p = 2) hemivariational inequalities at resonance were stud-
ied by Goeleven, Motreanu and Panagiotopoulos in [12]. While our hypotheses do
not preclude the situation where ltlETw Jz3(2,tu1(2)) dz may be finite (u; being the

principal eigenfunction of the p-Laplacian), in [12], when the problem is formulated in

our setting with p = 2 (that is, resonance at the principal eigenvalue 1}, ), the authors

always require that ltlhm J7 i (2,tus(2)) dz is infinite. Moreover, their growth condi-
—+00

tions on the subdifferential 85(z,({) are more restrictive and in [12, Section 5], they
assume that the Clarke subdifferential of J(z) = [, j(z,2(z)) dz admits a continuous
selector v : L2(Z) — L%(Z). This is a rather severe restriction if we take into consider-
ation the fact that in general the Clarke subdifferential of a locally Lipschitz function
is only upper semicontinuous from the Banach space into its dual furnished with the
w*-topology (see Section 2). Other (nonresonant) eigenvalue problems for hemivaria-
tional inequalities were studied recently by Goeleven, Motreanu and Panagiotopoulos
[11] and Gasinski and Papageorgiou [10].
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Hemivariational inequalities arise in physical and engineering problems, where the
consideration of more realistic laws leads to nonconvex, nonsmooth energy functionals
and to a new type of variational expression, namely the hemivariational inequality. For
such a model the eigenvalue problem is closely connected with the stability analysis
of the corresponding mechanical system. So for instance in beam buckling theory, the
lower eigenvalue corresponds to the critical loading, that is, to the maximum loading
sustained by the structure before instability occurs. Additional mechanical applications,
such as the study of adhesive joints in structural mechanics, the behaviour of composites,
noncovex semipermeability, unilateral contact and nonmonotone problems are studied
in the recent book of Panagiotopoulos [17].

Also we should mention that hemivariational inequalities include, as a special case,
problems with discontinuities. These correspond to the case when the generalised po-
tential function is of the form j(2,¢{) = foc f(z,€)d€, with f being a Borel measurable
function, in general discontinuous in the second variable. Problems with discontinuities
were studied by Chang in [7], where, for this purpose, a nonsmooth extension of the
classical critical point theory is developed. Previous works for resonant elliptic prob-
lems deal with the semilinear case and of course assume that j(z,{) = foc f(z,€) d¢,
with f € C(Z x R) (hence j € C*(Z x R)). We refer to the works of Ahmad, Lazer
and Paul [2] (where j(z,{) = +oco as { = *o0), Bartolo, Benci and Fortunato {4],
Thew [20] and Ward [22] (where j(z,() has finite limits at Z-co; this is the so called
strong resonant problem).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Our approach is variational and uses the critical point theory of Chang [7] for
nonsmooth locally Lipschitz functionals. The work of Chang was based on the sub-
differential theory of Clarke [8]. In this section, for the convenience of the reader, we
recall some basic definitions and facts from these theories, which we shall use in the
sequel.

Let X be a Banach space and X* its topological dual. By || - || we shall denote
the norm in X, by || - ||. the norm in X*, and by (,-) the duality brackets for the
pair (X,X*). A function ¢ : X — R is said to be locally Lipschitz, if for every z € X
there exists a neighbourhood U of z and a constant k£ > 0 depending on U such that
|#(z) — #(y)| < kllz — yl| for all z, y € U. From convex analysis it is known that a

proper, convex and lower semicontinuous function g : X — R LRy {+o0} is locally

Lipschitz in the interior of its effective domain domg g {z € X:9(z) < +0}. In
analogy with the directional derivative of a convex function, we define the generalised
directional derivative of a locally Lipschitz function ¢ at £ € X in the direction kh € X,
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B’ +th) — (')
t

¢°(z; h) £ lim sup
'z
t\,0
The function X > h ~ ¢°(z; h) € R is sublinear, continuous and by the Hahn-Banach
Theorem it is the support function of a nonempty, convex and w*-compact set

d¢(z) g {z* € X* : (z°,h) < ¢°(z;h) for all h € X }.

This set is called the “generalised” or “Clarke” subdifferentialof ¢ at z. If ¢, 90 : X = R
are locally Lipschitz functions, then 8(¢ + ¥)(z) C 9¢(z) + d¥(z) and A(td)(z) =
td¢(z) for all t € R. Moreover, if ¢ : X — R is also convex, then the subdifferential of ¢
in the sense of convex analysis coincides with the generalised subdifferential introduced
above. If ¢ is strictly differentiable at = (in particular if ¢ is continuously Gateaux
differentiable at z), then 8¢(z) = {¢'(z)}-

Let ¢ : X — R be a locally Lipschitz function on a Banach space X. A point
z € X is said to be a “critical point” of ¢, if 0 € 9¢(z). If £ € X is a critical point
of ¢, then the value ¢ g @¢(z) is called a “critical value” of ¢. It is easy to see that,
if z € X is a local extremum of ¢, then 0 € d¢(z). Moreover, the multifunction
X 3z 8¢(z) € 2X° is upper semicontinuous, where the space X* is equipped with
the w*-topology, that is, for any w*-open set U C X*, the set {x €EX:0¢(z)CU }
is open in X (see Hu and Papageorgiou [13]). For more details on the generalised
subdifferential we refer to Clarke [8].

The critical point theory for smooth functions uses a compactness condition known
as “the Palais-Smale condition”. In our present nonsmooth setting, the condition takes
the following form:

A locally Lipschitz function ¢ : X ~ R satisfies the “nonsmooth Palais-Smale

condition”, if any sequence {Z,}n>1 C X such that {d)(::r:,,)}'121 is bounded

and m(z,) £ min{|jz*[l. : z* € 8¢(zn)} = 0 as n — +o0, has a strongly

convergent subsequence.
If ¢ € CY(X), then since 8¢(z) = {¢'(zn)}, we see that the above defintion of the
Palais-Smale condition coincides with the classical one (see Rabinowitz [18]).

A weaker form of the Palais-Smale condition was introduced in the context of
the smooth theory by Cerami [6]. In our nonsmooth setting this condition takes the
following form:

A locally Lipschitz function ¢ : X — R satisfies the “nonsmooth Cerami
condition”, if for any sequence {z,}n>1 C X such that the sequence of values
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{qb(:c,,)}n21 is bounded and (1 + ||z, )m(zs) — 0 as n — +oo, there exists
a strongly convergent subsequence.

It was proved in the smooth case by Bartolo, Benci and Fortunato (see [4, Theorem
1.3]) that this weaker condition suffices for a deformation theorem and from that, one
derives minimax principles. The same can be done in the nonsmooth case, by appro-
priate modification of the proof of Bartolo, Benci and Fortunato [4] using Chang {7,
Lemmata 3.1 up to 3.4] in order to obtain the deformation theorem or by using a recent
generalisation of the Ekeland variational principle due to Zhong [23)] (see Kourogenis
and Papageorgiou [14]). So we can state the following slight generalisation of the non-
smooth mountain pass theorem, due to Chang {7]. (See also Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz
[3] for the original smooth version of the theorem.)

THEOREM 1. If
(i) X is a reflexive Banach space and ¢ : X — R is locally Lipschitz func-
tional which satisfies the nonsmooth Cerami condition;
(ii) there exist real number r > 0 and two points z;, T2 € X such that
lzz — z1]l > r and max{é(z1), ¢(z2)} < inf{d(z) : |z — 1|l = 7};
(iii) ¢ is defined by

€ inf max {6(x(®))},

~€er 0<t<1

where
rg {’)’ € C([0,1),X) : 7(0) = 21, v(1) = 22},

then
(a) c is a critical value of ¢;
(b) c>inf{(z): Iz —z:] ~r};
(c) if additionally ¢ = inf{¢(z) : ||z — z1|| = r}, then there exists a critical
point zg € X of ¢ such that ¢(zg) = ¢ and ||z¢ — z1]| = 7.

In our hypotheses we shall use the first eigenvalue A; of the negative p-Laplacian
—Apz = —div(||Vz||P~2Vz) with Dirichlet boundary conditions (that is, of (—A,,
Wy'P(Z))). This is defined as follows. Let Z C RN be a bounded domain with
boundary I'" and let us consider the following eigenvalue problem:

(EP) { - div(HV:!:(Z)I ;;,zv:z:(z)) = Az(2)[? ~22(z) almost everywhere on Z
z|r = 0.

The least real number A for which (EP) has a nontrivial solution is called the first
eigenvalue A, of (~Ap, W,P(Z)). This first eigenvalue ), is positive, isolated and

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700019067 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700019067

[5] Nonlinear hemivariational inequalities 5

simple (that is, the associated eigenfunctions are constant multiples of each other).
Moreover, we have a variational characterisation of A; via the Rayleigh quotient, that
is

vzl
z\1=min{" zllp 1z € WpP(2), z#O}.

llzli?
This minimum is realised at the normalised eigenfunction u; . Note that if u; minimises
the Rayleigh quotient, then so does |u;| and so we infer that the first eigenfunction u;
does not change sign on Z. In fact we can show that u;(z) # 0 almost everywhere
on Z and so we can assume that u; > 0 almost everywhere on Z. Moreover by the
nonsmooth elliptic regularity theorem of Tolksdorf [21], we have that u; € C,lo’f (2)
with 0 < 8 < 1. For details on the first eigenvalue we refer to Lindqvist [16].

The Lusternik-Schnirelmann theory gives, in addition to A;, a whole strictly in-
creasing sequence of positive numbers {An}n>1, for which there exist nontrivial sol-
utions of (EP). In other words, the spectrum o(p) of (—A,, WyP(Z)) contains at
least these points. For p # 2 nothing is known in general about the possible existence
of other points in a(p) C [A1,+00). H p =2 (linear case), the Lusternik-Schnirelmann
eigenvalues are the only eigenvalues.

3. HEMIVARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES AT RESONANCE
Let Z C RY be a bounded domain with C'-boundary I'" and let 2 < p < +oo.
We consider the following quasilinear hemivariational inequality at resonance:
. -2 —2
—div([| V2 (@)}, V(@) = M=) P 2(2)
(HVI) € 3j(z,z(2)) almost everywhere on Z
z|r = 0.
Our hypotheses on the generalised potential function j(z,({) are the folowing.
H() J:ZxRm—R

is a function such that:
(i) for all ( € R, Z 3~ j(2,() € R is measurable;
(ii) for almost all z € Z, R 3 ¢ — j(z,({) € R is locally Lipschtiz;
(iii) for almost all z € Z, all { € R and all n € 8j(z,{) we bhave [n| <
a(2) + c[¢P~? with some a € L*(Z) and ¢ > 0;
(iv) there exist 8> 0 and 0 < u < p such that

.. u‘(za C)( -pj(z1 C)
i (qig g

B
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or

. u*(2,0¢—pi(z:¢)

AR -
uniformly for almost all z € Z and all u*(2,¢) € 8j(2,¢), with u*(-,{) €
L*(2);

(v) hm(pj(z ¢)/KKIP) < —A1 uniformly for almost all z € Z;

(vi) _7( 0) € L*(Z), [,3(2,0)dz > 0 and there exists £ # 0 such that
J73(2,€ur(2))dz >0
Let ¢ : WyP(Z) > R be the energy functional defined by

(@) < -uv e — —uzu, / i(z2(2)) dz.

Let ¢ : W3'P(Z) + R be defined by 1/1(:1:) = [,3(2, z(2)) dz. By virtue of hypothesis
H(j) (iii) and Clarke [8, Theorem 2.7.5, p.83], we see that 1 is locally Lipschitz. Also
the functionals Wol’p(Z) 5z~ ||Vz|l5 € R and Wol"’(Z) 3z + ||z{|5 € R are convex,
continuous, hence locally Lipschitz on Wol”' (Z). Therefore ¢ is locally Lipschitz.

LEMMA 2. Ifhypotheses H(j) hold, then ¢ satisfies the nonsmooth Cerami con-
dition.

PROOF: We assume that in hypothesis H(j) (iv) the first alternative holds. The
proof is similar if the second alternative is in effect.

Let {Zn}n>1 C WP(Z) be a sequence such that |¢(z.)| < My forall n> 1 and
(1 + ||lznll)m(zn) — 0 and n — +oo.

Let = € d¢(z,) be such that m(z,) = ||z3|l., for n > 1. For every n > 1,
its existence is a consequence of the fact that d¢(z,) C (WyP(2))" = W-1¥(2)
(where 1/p + 1/p' = 1) is weakly compact and the norm functional is weakly lower
semicontinuous. Let A : Wy'P(Z) — W~1#'(Z) be the nonlinear operator defined by

(Az,y) £ / V2@ 222 (V2 (2), Vy(2))gwdz Ve, y € WiP(2).

Here by (-,-) we denote the duality brackets for the pair (Wg*(Z), W-4#'(2)). It
is straightforward to check that A is demicontinuous and strongly monotone, hence
maximal monotone (see Hu and Papageorgiou [13, Corollary III1.1.35, p.309]). For
every n = 1, we have

(1) z, = Az, — /\1|a:,.,l”'2:z:,, —-un,

where u}, € 8Y(z,), for n > 1. From Chang [7, Theorem 2.2] and Clarke {8, Theorem
2.7.5, p.83], we know that v}, € L7 (Z) and u}(2) € 8j (2, zn(z)) almost everywhere
on Z.
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Because (1+||znfl){lz5/la = 0 as n = +00, so choosing a subsequence if necessary,

we have |(z}, Zn)| < 1/n. Thus, from (1), we have

(2) —IVzallf + Millzall} + (un, Zn)py < 1/n

(by (-,-)pp We denote the duality brackets for the pair (LP(Z), L¥'(2))). As |pd(zn)| <
pM, for all n 2 1, also

3) IV ZallE = Mllzall? ~ /Z 23 (2, Zn(2))dz < PMy.
Adding (2) and (3), we obtain
@ [ (#3120 = pi(er 20() )z < % + 21

By virtue of hypothesis H(j) (iv), we can find M, = M;(8) > 0 such that for almost
all z€ Z, all |(| > M, and all u*(2,() € 3j(z,{), we have

Q W (2,00 - pi(0) > Sl

From the Lebourg mean value theorem (see Lebourg {15] or Clarke [8, Theorem 2.3.7,
p-41], we know that for almost all 2 € Z and all ( € R, we can find ¢ € (0,1) and
n € 8j(2,t¢), such that

|i(2,¢) ~ i(2,0)| < Inl ¢,

and so from hypothesis H(j) (iii), for almost all z € Z and all ¢ € R, we have

(6) l7(2, )| < |3(2,0)| + a(2)¢| + el¢IP < a1 (2)(1 + [¢P),

with a; € L*(Z), namely a;(z) = lj(z, 0)| + a(z) + c (recall that from H(j) (vi)
we have that j(-,0) € L>°(Z)). Hence and from hypothesis H(j) (iii), for almost all
z€ Z,all |{| < M, and all u*(z,() € 8j(z,(), we have

(M [u*(2,€)¢ - pi(2,€)| < a2(2),

with ay € L®(Z), namely a5(z) £ Maa(z) + cM? + p(1 + M%)a,1(z). Finally from (5)

and (7), we can say that for almost all z € Z, all ( € R and all u*(z,() € 97(z2,¢), we
have

-g-lcru - 03(2) < ‘U‘(Z, C)C - pj(z, C)7
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with a3 € L*(Z), namely a3(z) g a2(z) + (B/2)M} . Thus, returning to (4), we have
that

- . 1
Flanll < [ (5n22(2) i (a, 2n(2)) de + llaslh < 5 + My + foslo
and so the sequence {Z,}n>1 € L#(Z) is bounded, that is,

(8) "zn”p ¢ V21,
with ¢; > 0, namely ¢; = [(2/5) (1+pM; + lla3||°°)]
Let p* be the Sobolev critical exponent, defined by
Np

oY ']V—_— i N>p,
+o00 f N<p

Let us choose g such that p < g < min{p‘, p(max{N,p}+u)/max{N,p}}. From (6),
we see that for almost all z € Z and all { € R, we have that

9 3(2,¢) < 2+ e3i¢l9,

with ¢ Z 2||a1||oo and ¢c3 = ||01||oo Let

(g — p)
19d=~f Q(P‘_“)
1-—% if N<p.

fN>p,

Using the interpolation inequality (see for example, Brezis [5, Remarque 2, p.57] and
noting that 0 < ¥ <1 is chosen such that 1/q is the “convex combination” of 1/x and
1/p*, namely 1/q = (1 — 9)/u+9/p*), from inequality (8) and the Sobolev embedding
theorem, for n > 1, we have

(10) lzallg < lzalli ™ lznllfe < i™°lizallpe < callzall®,

with some ¢4 > 0. Recall that for all n > 1, we have that
1 V. lIP A1 p . dz< M
;ll za|lp — -p—l|znllp— ZJ(z, zn(2)) dz < My
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So using also inequality (9), continuity of the imbedding L9(Z) C LP(Z), the Young
inequality and inequality (10), we have

1 A
;IIV%II,‘; < —‘nz,.uz + c2|Z] + esllzallg + My

< eslizallg + 2l 2] + eslizalld + My
< ¢s + csl|za|ld + 2| Z] + csllzall] + My
= cs + crflznlld < c6 + cierllzall®e,

where cs £ M |Z|@9/9/p, cs £ c5 + cy|Z| + My and ¢ ¥ 3+ cs. Using also the
Poincaré inequality, we obtain.

(11) IVZallf < callVzZall3? + co,

with some cg = cg(A;) > 0 and cg gpcs
Let us estimate the exponent ¥g. First suppose N > p. Since Ng < Np + up
(recall the choice of g), we have that

plg=p) _ Np (@a-p)N-p) Np (¢-p-p)

9
1= —u "N-p Np-Np+wp N-p Ng-Ng

=p.

Now suppose that N < p. Then from the choice of ¢, we have that

) . max{N,p}+u p+u
<mindp*, p—2t TEL _, P E
q {P y 4 {N,p} p ) pt+p

and so ¢ — 4 < p. Hence we have
¥g = (1——)q g—p<p.

Therefore we see that in both cases, we have that ¥g < p. Then from (11), it follows
that the sequence {Zn}n>1 C W(} *P(Z) is bounded. Thus by passing to a subsequence if
necessary, we may assume that z,, — z weakly in Wy*(Z), so also z,, = = in LP(Z).
Thus we have (z}, z, — z) = 0 as n — +00, so from (1), we have

(AZp, Tn —Z) — A1 ('I:c,,l”‘zz,., ZTp — z)”, ~ (up, Tn ~ T),,, = 0 as n — +oo.

From the continuity of the operator LP(X) 5 z — |z|P7 %z € LP'(Z), we have that
|Za|P~22,, — |z|P~2z in L*'(Z) as n = +o00. As ul, € LP'(Z) and u,(2) € 8j (2, zn(2))
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almost everywhere on Z, from hypothesis H(j) (iil), we see that the sequence
{u3}n>1 € L¥'(2) is bounded. Thus, we obtain that

lim sup{AZn, z, — z) < 0.

n—++o00
Because A is maximal monotone, it is generalised pseudomonotone as well (see Hu and
Papageorgiou [13, Definition III.62 and Remark II1.6.3, p.365]) and so we have
(Azy,, z,) = (Az,z) asn — +o0,

thus
IIVz,.,II; - ||Vz||; as n — 4o00.

On the other hand, since z,, = = weakly in W&" (Z) as n — +o00, we have also that
Vz, — Vz weakly in LP(Z,R") as n — +oo and since L*(Z,R") is uniformly con-
vex, it has the Kadec-Klee property (see Hu and Papageorgiou (13, Definition 1.1.72(d),
p.28]). Therefore we conclude that Vz, — Vz in L?(Z,RY) as n = +oo and so
Zn, = = in W}'P(Z) as n — +oco. Thus ¢ satisfies the nonsmooth Cerami condi-
tion. 1]

LEMMA 3. If hypotheses H(j) hold then there exists rq > 0 such that for all
0 < 7 < 1o, we have inf{¢(z) : l|lz|| =1} > 0.

PRroOF: By virtue of hypothesis H(j) (v), we can find § > 0 such that for almost
all z € Z and all ¢ such that |{| < §, we have
} A
(12) i) < -5

On the other hand, from the proof of Lemma 2 (see inequality (9)) we see that for
almost all z € Z and all ¢ such that || > d, we have

(13) li(2, Q)| < erol¢l,

with cio 4 €20™9 + c3 and with p < ¢ < p*. From (12) and (13), it follows that for
almost all z € Z and all ( € R, we have

) A
320 < =3 K +enldl?,
where c3; A c10 + A1/(2p69P). Hence, for every z € WOI” (Z), we have
é(z) >

A1 A1
IV=lp —- —p—llzllﬁ + 2—p||-’ﬂ||§ —cullz|g

"W

A
IVllp - 51;“-’5”; —cull=l}.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700019067 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700019067

(11]) Nonlinear hemivariational inequalities 11

Now, using the Rayleigh quotient, the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Poincarfe
inequality, we obtain

1 1
¢(z) > ;IlVZIlf; - 5;"‘72"5 —cnllzl}?
1
= —[|Vz|f - cullz]l® > cr2llz}? - cusll=]|?,
2p »

with some ¢;2 = 0. Since p < ¢, from the last inequality, we see that choosing 0 < rg <
(c12/€11) P we shall have that inf{¢(z) : ||z|| = r} > 0 for any 0 < r < 7o.

Now are ready to state and prove an existence result for (HVI).

THEOREM 4. If hypotheses H(j) hold, then the problem (HVI) has a nontrivial
solution zo € Wg'P(Z).

PRrOOF: From hypothesis H(j) (vi), we have that ¢(0) < 0 and ¢(éu;) < 0.
From Proposition 2, we know that ¢ satisfies the nonsmooth Cerami condition and
from Propsition 3, we can choose r < min{rg,£} such that inf{¢(z) : ||z|| = r} > 0.
Now we can apply Theorem 1 (with z; = 0, £ = §u; and r defined above) and
produce zo € WyP(Z) such that 0 € 8¢(zo) and ¢(zo) > inf{d(z) : |iz|| = r} > 0.
Clearly zg # 0 and we have

Azg = Allz.'olp-z.;to +4* in W-l’q(Z),

with u* € 8¥(zo), hence u* € L¥ (Z) and u*(z) € 8j(z, zo(2)) almost everywhere on
Z. Let ¢ € C§g°(Z). We have

(AZOa (P) = ’\1 (IZO P—z-‘ﬂoa ‘P)ppl + (u" <p)ppl

and by Green’s theorem
< — div(||Vzol[P~2Vz,), <P> = A1 (|zolP~ 2z, <P)pp, + (u*, 9)pp-

Note that from the representation theorem for the elements in the dual space W =17’ (Z2) =
(Wol"’(Z))‘ (see Adams (1, Theorem 3.10, p.50]), we have that div(||Vzo|lP~2Vz,) €
W—lm'(z) . Since C§°(Z) is dense in Wol"(Z), we deduce that

_ diV(||Vzo(z)||p_2Vzo(z)) = At|zo(2) [P 220(2)
= u*(z) € 8j(z, zo(2)) almost everywhere on Z

IOIP = 01

and so zp is a nontrivial solution of (HVI). 0
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REMARK 5. From the proof of Theorem 4 one can see that the part of hypothesis H(j)
(vi) concerning the existence of £ # 0 such that [, j(z, £u1(z)) dz > 0 can be replaced
by a more general one, not involving the first eigenfunction u;, namely:

There exists T € Wy?(Z), T # 0, such that

p [,i(z, T(2)) dz ||VE]|_;
114 ~ =ik

- A1

As a simple illustrative example along the lines of those by Panagiotopoulos [17],
we consider the problem

_ div(”vx(z)up"w(z)) ~ i |z(2)|P2(2)

(14) = f(z(z)) almost everywhere on Z
z|r = 0.

where 2 < p < +00 and f: R+~ R is defined by

2+2 (< —1

siClP! i —1<¢<0

—s¢*-1 if0gC<1

2¢-2 if1<¢

(15) : fQ)=

with 1 < s < p (see Figure 1). Let j : R — R be defined by j(¢) £ [ £(£)de (see

Figure 2). Then
) -[¢l® ifl¢i<1
€)= { .
? (€2 -26) iflc> 1.

Since f is discontinuous at ¢ = +1, the problem need not have a solution (see Stuart
[19]). Following Chang [7], in order to obtain a solution, we pass to a multivalued
version of (14), by filling in the gaps at the discontinuity points. So we introduce

FQ)  H(#+1
FO=410s if¢=-1
[-s,00 if¢=1.

From Clarke [8, p.34], we know that j is locally Lipschitz and 85(¢) = F(¢) for all
¢ € R (see Figure 3). So instead of (14), we consider

div(”V:z:(z)"p_ZVz(z)) - Allz(z)lp_zx(z)
(16) € 9j(z(z)) almost everywhere on Z

zir = 0.
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We can easily check that hypotheses H(j) are satisfied and we can apply Theorem 4
to obtain a nontrivial solution £ € Wy”(Z) for problem (16).

We can have another example, by replacing function f in (14) (the right hand side

in problem (14)) by the function ¢ : Z x R — R defined by g(z,¢) = b(z) f({), where
b€ L*(Z), with b(z) > v > 0 for almost all z € Z and f : R — R defined by (15).
Then also hypotheses H(j) are satisfed and from Theorem 4 we obtain a nontrivial
solution z € Wy**(Z) for problem (16).
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