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EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS FOR ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS IN RY
INVOLVING THE p(z)-LAPLACIAN

ALI DJELLIT, ZAHRA YOUBI, SAADIA TAS

ABSTRACT. This article presents sufficient conditions for the existence of non-
trivial solutions for a nonlinear elliptic system. To establish this result, we use
a classical existence theorem in reflexive Banach spaces, under some growth
conditions on the non-linearities.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we establish the existence of nontrivial weak solution for nonlinear
elliptic system

I3 .
—Apyu = %(x, u,v) in RN
(1.1)

oF
—Ayyv = 5—(z,u,v) in RN

v
Here p(x) and ¢(z) are continuous real-valued functions such that 1 < p(z), q(z) <
N (N > 2) for all x € RY. The real-valued function F belongs to C'(RY x R?),
and Ay is the so-called p(z)-Laplacian operator; i.e., Apmyu = div(|Vu[P®) V).

This decade bears witness to a considerable sum of results on non standard
growth conditions problems. This abundance is due to the recent research devel-
opments in elasticity problems, electrorheological fluids, image processing, flow in
porous media, etc.; see for example [2] [12].

In a natural way, the introduction of the generalized Lebesgue-Sobolev spaces
turned out to be crucial [3, [l 8]. In this way, many authors could successfully
deal with p(x)-Laplacian problems [7, [8]. Many additional works concern elliptic
systems in relationship to standard and nonstandard growth conditions. We refer
the readers to [Il [0, 15] and the references therein. In [4, [T4], the authors show
the existence of nontrivial solutions for the (p, ¢)-Laplacian system

oF .
—Apu = 67(3:, u,v) in RV

OF ,
—Av = %(x,u,v) in RY

where the potential function F satisfies mixed and subcritical growth conditions
and, in addition, to be intimately connected with the first eigenvalue of p-Laplacian

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35J50, 35J92.

Key words and phrases. p(x)-Laplacian operator; critical point, variational system.
(©2012 Texas State University - San Marcos.

Submitted May 21, 2012. Published August 15, 2012.

1



2 A. DJELLIT, Z. YOUBI, S. TAS EJDE-2012/131

operator. They apply the Mountain Pass theorem to obtain the nontrivial solutions
of the system.

In [6], the authors obtained the existence and multiplicity of solutions for the
vector valued elliptic system

OF .
—Ap)u = %(z,u,v) in Q

oF .
—Apz)v = %(x,u,v) in

u=v=0 on 99,

where Q € RY is a bounded domain with a smooth boundary 09, N > 2, (p,q) €
[C(Q)]2, F € C(RY x R% R). Existence and multiplicity results are subjected to
some natural growth conditions which guarantee the Mountain Pass geometry and
Palais-Smale condition.

In [TI6], the authors studied the system

—-A

oF
p(a) U+ Ju[P@ =2y = 8—(m,u,v) in RY
u

OF
—Ap)v + |v]2(®) =2y = 6—(x,u,v) in RY
v

The potential function F' needs to satisfy Caratheodory conditions. Using critical
point theory, they establish existence results in sub-linear and super-linear cases.

In [I2], by the Mountain Pass theorem, the authors show the existence of non-
trivial solutions for the following (p(z), ¢(x))-Laplacian system

oF

—Apz)u = %(ax u,v) in RN
oF
—Dy@)v = %(x, u,v) in RY

where F € C1(RY x R2 R) verifies some mixed growth conditions.

With regard to existence results, we use critical point theory. Our main goal is
to establish that the energy functional of the system is lower semi- continuous and
coercive in reflexive Banach space.

2. NOTATION AND HYPOTHESES

To discuss system (1.1]), we recall some results on generalized Lebesgue-Sobolev
spaces.
Let E(Q) be a space of functions defined on Q. We set

Ei(Q)={heEQ): ;;Ielg h(xz) > 1}.

So, for all h € C(RY), we set
h™ = inf h(z), h':= sup h(z).

zERN r€RN
Let M(RY) be the set of all measurable real-valued functions defined on RY. For
p € C(RY), we designates the variable exponent Lebesgue space by

LPO®Y) = {u e MRV) : / Ju(2)"Pda < oo},
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equipped with the so called Luxemburg norm
|ulp(zy = |ul Lo @y = Inf{A >0 / lep(“’)dﬂﬂ <1}
RN )\

This is a Banach space. Define the Lebesgue-Sobolev space W) (RN) by
WEPE(RN) = {u € LPE(RN) : |[Vu| € LPO(RN)],
equipped with the norm
ull1 @) = ltllwre @yy = [Ulp@) + [Vitlpm)-

The space Wol’p(w)(Q) is defined as the closure of C§°(Q) in WP(#)(Q) with respect
to the norm ||ully ). For u € W, P(Q), we can define an equivalent norm
lull = [Vul,e) ; since the well known Poincaré inequality holds.

Next, we recall some previous results. This way, we want to make the proofs of
the main results as transparent as possible.

Proposition 2.1 ([5,0]). If p € C(RYN), then the spaces LP@) (RN), Wir)(RN)
and Wol’p(x) (RN) are separable and reflexive Banach spaces.

Proposition 2.2 ([5,9]). The topological dual space of LP™)(RN) is LP'(®)(RN),

where
1 1

OO
Moreover for any (u,v) € LP@ (RN x LP'@)(RN), we have

1 1
| Uvd$| < (pf + ) )l @) V] (@) < 2l V] (@)

Set p(u fRN |u|P®) da.
Proposition 2.3 (|5, 9]). For all u € LP®)(RYN), we have
. - + - +
mm{|“|§(1)» |u|§(z)} < plu) < max{|u|§(z), |U|Z(z)}-
In addition, we have
(i) |ulp@y <1 (resp. =1,>1) < p(u ) <1 (resp. =1,>1);
(i) |ulp@) > 1= |u|p(1) pu) < |u|p(1);

p(u) < luf;

p(z)’

)
(111; |u|p($) >1= |u|p(x)

Plans) =1

‘ulp(z)

Proposition 2.4 ([5]). Let p(z) and g(x) be measurable functions such that p(z) €
L*®(RN) and 1 < p(z)q(x) < oo almost every where in RN . If u € LI®)(RN),
u# 0. Then
- +
|u|p(9:)q(3:) < 1= |u|p( “ulp(z)|q( < |u|p( q(z)’
+
(z)a(=)

< @] (=)a(z)"

|ulp@)g(z) = 1= |uly < Julp

q(x)

In particular, if p(x) = p is a constant, then ||ulP|qm) = |u|pq(w

Proposition 2.5 ([9]). If u,u, € LP@(RN), n = 1,2,..., then the following
statements are mutually equivalent:

(1) limp oo |t — ulp)y =0,



4 A. DJELLIT, Z. YOUBI, S. TAS EJDE-2012/131
(2) limy— o0 p(uy —u) =0,
(3) up — u in measure in RN and lim,,_, p(u,) = p(u).
Let p*(x) be the critical Sobolev exponent of p(z) defined by

Np(z)
() = () for p(x) < N
+o0 for p(z) > N

and let C%1(RY) be the Lipschitz-continuous functions space.

Proposition 2.6 ([3,F]). If p(x) € C_?_’l(]RN), then there ezists a positive constant
¢ such that

1,p(x
U p(2) < cllullp@), Yue W, p( )(RN).

Let p € L3°(RY) be an uniformly continuous function such that p™ < IV and let
Q c RY be a bounded domain.

Proposition 2.7 ([3, B]). (1) If ¢ € L¥[RY) and p(z) < q(z) < p*(z), for

all z € RN, then the embedding WP (RN) — La@)(RN) is continuous but not
compact.

(2) If p is continuous on Q and q is a measurable function on §, with p(x) <
q(z) < p*(x), for all x € Q, then the embedding W' P®) (Q) «— LI*)(Q) is compact.

Observe that the solution of ([L.1)) will belong to the product space
1,p(x 1,q(x
W, )= Wy PO RN x Wyt (RY),

p(z).q(=

equipped with the norm
(2, V)llp@) = [Vulpa) + [Vlp(a)-

The space W[’)(r)_’q(m) is the topological dual of W, 4(z) equipped with the usual
dual norm. For (u,v) in W4 q(x), let us define the functionals I, J, K

F(u,v) = /RN F(z,u(x),v(x))dz,

1 1
Ju) = | ——|VuP@4 +/ L) gy
(w,0) /RNp@c)' uftdet | g Vo

I(u,v) = J(u,v) — F(u,v).
Hypotheses. We assume some growth conditions:
(H1) F € CY(RY x R2,R) and F(z,0,0) = 0.
(H2) There exist positive functions a;, b; such that

oF -
|G (2 0)] < aa(@)|ul?t 7+ an(@fol
oF -
|Gy ()] < D)l " baa) o],

where 1 < p1(2),q1(z) < inf(p(z), q(z)), and p(z), q(z) > &, for all z €
RY. The weight-functions a; and b;, i = 1,2, belong respectively to the
generalized Lebesgue spaces L% (RY) and L#(RY), where

) p*(@)e (@)
)= 1P = i@ @ - @

’ O‘Q(‘T) =
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(H3) There exist constants R > 0,6 > 0, and a positive function H : RV x R —
R such that for z € RY, |ul,|v| < R and t > 0 sufficiently small, we have
F(a, tY/P@q t1/9@)0) > O H (x,u,v).

Assumption (H3) implies that the potential function F' is sufficiently positive in
a neighborhood of zero.

Lemma 2.8. Under assumptions (H1)—(H2), the functional F is well defined and
Frechet differentiable. Its derivative is
F
—(z,u,v)zdz, ¥ (u,v), (W, 2) € Wpyz),q(z)-

, [ OF
Pl = [ -

~ Ou
Proof. The functional F' is well defined on W, 4(z)- Indeed, for all pair of real-
valued functions (u,v) € Wpy(g) q(), We have in virtue of (H1) and (H2),

—(z,u,v)w +

Y OF
F(z,u,v) = / 6—(ac,s,v)ds—kF(sr:,(),v)
o Os

= 6F(xsvds—|—/ (,0,8)ds + F(x,0,0).
0 O Bs
Then
F(a,u,v) < cifaa (@) [ul™ + as(@) o]~ u] + by()[v]] (2.1)

Since WHPE)(RN) e L5@PE)(RN) for s(z) > 1, we have

ol = 0, <

So, taking into account Holder inequality, Propositions and (H2),
we obtain

F(u,v) = /RN F(z,u,v)dx

.
< a(latlawlul ) +lalawlel )l |a2<x>|v|§3q($))
< c3(|a1|a1(z)”u”p(x + |a2|ﬁ(m)HU||p1 N ”qu(x + |b2|a2(z)”””q(m ) < 0

The proof is complete. O

Similarly, we show that F’ is also well defined. Indeed, for all (u,v),(w,2) €
we can write

F'(u,v)(w, 2) :/R
= /RN(al(I)\W;*l + as(@)[o]' ~)w do

Wh(z),a(z);

oF

Du —(z,u, v)wdr +

v 0 —(z,u,v)zdx

" / (br (@) ul " + ba(@)o| 1)z da
RN

Following Holder inequality, we obtain

- ¥
F/(uav)(wvz) < C4(|a1|o¢1(w)”u|pl ! p*(m)|w|p(x) + |a2|ﬂ(3:)||v‘p1

- _ +7
+ b1l g |ul™ ™ |pr @) 2l (z) + 102]az @) 101" T g () |2l q(2))
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The above propositions yield

-1
F/(uvv)(wvz) < cS(lallal(z)HU”pl ”W”p (z) + |a2|[3(x)||v||p (z) Hpr(I)

1%

—1 —
+ bl Il % 2l + lage 101175 12y < oc.

Moreover F' is Frechet differentiable; namely, for any fixed point (u,v) € Wo(a).q(x)
and for any € > 0, there exist § = J. ., > 0 such that for all (w,2) € Wpy(2) (),
satisfying ||(w, 2)/p(a),q(z) < 0 we have

|F(u+w,v+2)— Flu,v) — F'(u,v)(w, 2)] <el(w, 2) | p(2),q(2) -

First, let Br be the ball in RY centered at the origin and of radius R. Set B =
RY — Bp.

It is well-known that the functional Fg defined on W, *'")(Bg) x W) (Bp)
by

FR(u,v):/ F(z,u,v)dx
Br

belongs to CL (W P (Bg) x Wo ') (Bg)), by in virtue of (H1) and (H2). In addi-
thIl the operator F, defined from W, p(z)(BR) X W()l’Q(m)(BR) to (Wol’p(m) (Br) X
W' (BR))' by

oF

Fr(u,v)(w,2) =
Hwows = [ 5

—(z,u,v)w + (z,u,v)zdz,

Er
is compact (see [9]). Clearly, for all (u,v), (w,2) € Wy(z2),q(z), We can write
[F(u+w,0+2) — Plu,0) — F'(u,0)(w, 2)
< |Fr(u+w,v+ z) — Fr(u,v) — Fg(u,v)(w, 2)|

+] (F(x,u+w,v+z)—F(x,u,v))—a—F
B, ou

0
(x,u,v)w — %(az, u, v)zdz|
According to a classical theorem, there exist (1, (s €]0, 1], such that

| (F(:c, u+w,v+z)— F(z,u,v)) — (z,u,v)w (2, u,v)zdz|

or _OF
ou ov

_ | (z,u+ Gw,v)w + %(z,u,erng)z
- a—F(a:,u,v)w—

oF
ou Ov
Consequently, by growth conditions (H2), we obtain

F
| (F(Lu—i—w,v—i—z)—F(x,u,v))——8
B, ou

(z,u,v)z dx’.

(2, u,v)w — —(x,u,v)z dz|

or
ov

< | a@)(lut Qo T+ Jufr Twde
By

+ [ aa(@)(v+ Gl T+ ol TNwda

+ [ bu(@)(Ju+ Gl T+ Jul® T zda

I,
J

’
R
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+ [ ba(@) (v + Goz|T T 1 Yz da
By,

By an elementary inequality, Propositions and the fact that
|ai|Lp/(z)(Bh) — 0, |ai|Lﬁ(r)(Bk) —0
bil L'y By = 05 [bil Lo (y) = 0,

for R sufficiently large and ¢« = 1,2, we obtain the estimate

F
| B;%(F(LU_FW’U_FZ) — F(z,u,v) — %(x,u,v)w - g—v(x,u,v)z) dz|

< e(lwllp) + 12llge))-

We prove now that F’ is continuous on Wp(2),q(z)- To this end, we let (wy,,v,) —
(u,v) in Wz q(a) @as n — oo. Then for any (w, z) € Wpy(y) q(x), We have

|F' (tny vn) (W, 2) — F'(u,0)(w, 2)]|
OF OF
< |F}/%(un7vn)(w7 Z) - FI/%(’LL,U)(LU, Z)I + | (7('1:’ unavn) - 7(1‘7U7U))de|
B;a 6u 8”
OF OF
+] 5 (%(m‘,un,vn) — %(x,u, v))z dx|
Note that
|Fll{(unavn)(w7 Z) - F/R(ua U)(wv Z)| —0 asn— 00,
since FJ, is continuous on Wol’p(w)(BR) X WOI’Q(@ (Bgr) (see [9]). Using (H2) once

again and (2.1)), the other terms on the wrigth-hand side of the above inequality
tend to zero.

Lemma 2.9. Under assumptions (H1)—-(H2), F is lower weakly semicontinuous in
Wh(@).a()-

Proof. Let (u,,v,) be a weakly convergent sequence to (u,v) in Wy ) q(z)- In the
same way, we write

|F (tn,vn) — F(u,v)| < |Fr(tn,vn) — Fr(u,v)|+| (F(x,upn,v,) — F(x,u,v))dx|

Bh
Since the restriction operator is continuous, the sequence (uy,v,) is weakly con-
vergent to (u,v) in Wol’p(x)(BR) X Wol’q(z)(BR). However F is weakly lower semi-

continuous. This result comes from growth conditions (H1) and (H2), and Sobolev
compact inclusion

WOLP(-T)(BR) « W&,q(z)(BR) < LS(””)(BR) « Lt(:”)(BR),

for all (s,t) € [p(x), p*(z)[x[q(x), ¢*(z)[. Using (2.1) and (2.2), both the terms on
the right-hand side of the last inequality tend to zero. O

We remark that the C'—functional J is weakly lower semi-continuous, and its
derivative is given by

J'(u,v)(w, 2) :/

|Vu|p($)_2Vqudx+/ |Vo|1®) =20V 2 da
RN RN
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The Euler-Lagrange functional associated to the system (|1.1)) takes the form

1 1
I(u,v) = —Vup(x)Jr—Vvq(x)dzf/ F(z,u,v)dx.
()= [ eI+ g1V e T2

In other words I(u,v) = J(u,v) — F(u,v). Observe that the weak solutions of the
system (|1.1)) are precisely the critical points of the functional I.

Lemma 2.10. Under assumptions (H1)—(H2), the functional I is coercive.

Proof. We have

1
I(u,v) = /RN m VulP@ 4 ( )\Vv|q(m) F(z,u,v)dx

1
| v TGO T | v T (C)
> /]RN [Vul + p \ v dz

~ [ @@l + aa@ol ]+ bofe) ol o
R

p% (V) + —p(W)

+_ +
— (la1]ay @)Ut [p@) + laz] g v ) 102y () 101 |g(a))-
By Propositions and the Young inequality, we obtain

1 1 - T
o) 2 -l + = anq(zr(|a1|m(x>uu||§;zz)

+
+|a2|m>< pl Lol + +||u|p(1,,>+|b2|@2<gc)||v|q<m)
||u\|p<$)+ oll2e — o (a1l ol

+ |a2|ﬁ<x>||v| P ozl sl + ol 1012,

Clearly, I(u,v) tends to infinity as [|(u,v)|p(z),q=) — 00, since 1 < p1(x),q1(z) <
inf(p(z), a()). 0

Theorem 2.11. Under assumptions (H1)—(H3), the system (1.1) has a non-trivial
weak solution.

Proof. By lemmas[2.8] [2.9)and[2.10] the functional I is weakly lower semi-continuous
and coercive in W, 4(z)- Consequently, the functional I has a global minimum
(see [13| Theorem 12]. On the other hand I is C'. Hence this minimum is nec-
essarily characterized by a critical point of I, which is a weak solution of .
This solution is nontrivial. Indeed, as I(0,0) = 0, it is sufficient to show that
there exists (u1,v1) € Wy(z),q(z) such that I(u;,v1) < 0. Let R > 0, 6 < 1 and
(0,0) # (p,9) € C&(RYN) x C°(RN) with |¢], || < R. According to (H3), one
has
[(tl/p(w)%tl/q(x)d,)

= J(Y/P@ o t/a@) ) - p(E/PE) g /4y

1 1
<t [ el 4 el de — [ Fa 0 010y da
RN P q RN
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for

<t p(Ve) + oVl — t [ H(xp0)de
p q RN

1 - + 1 - +
< t[pf max{|V<p|p(CE), |V‘F’|£($)} + = max{|Vy[] ) |V¢|Z($)}]

P q(z

- te - H(I, ®, w)d‘r

1 - + 1 - +
< = a1Vl Vel + = maxlVelle), IV¥Ile) ]

-t . H(z,p,1)dx <0,
R

t > 0 sufficiently small. O
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