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CRITICAL POINT THEORY FOR NONSMOOTH ENERGY
FUNCTIONALS AND APPLICATIONS

N. HALIDIAS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove an abstract result about the minimization of
nonsmooth functionals. Then we obtain some existence results for Neumann prob-
lems with discontinuities.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider elliptic problems with multivalued nonlinear boundary
conditions. We do not assume that the right-hand side is Carathéodory but we
impose some monotonicity conditions. We set the energy functional which is not
defined everywhere and it is not locally Lipschitz. Let us introduce the problem.

—div(|Dx(2)|P~2Dx(2)) = f(z,2(2)) a.e. on Z

(1) ,@(2) € 0j(z,7(x)(2)) a.e. on T',2 < p < 0.
on,,
Here D = grad, 6‘972(;2) = HDm(z)”p_Q(Dx(z),n(z))RN, where n(z) denotes the

exterior normal vector to I' at z.

Many authors have considered elliptic problems with discontinuous nonlinear-
ities. Most of them studied Dirichlet problems (see for example Stuart-Tolland
[13], Ambrosetti-Badialle [1]). As far as we know this is the first result of this
type for Neumann problems with multivalued boundary conditions.

First we give an abstract minimization result and then we state and prove
the existence theorems. At section 2 we give some definitions and we prove the
minimization theorem.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND ABSTRACT RESULTS

Let X be a real Banach space and Y be a subset of X. A function f:Y — R is
said to satisfy a Lipschitz condition (on Y) provided that, for some nonnegative
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scalar K, one has

|f(y) = f(@)| < Ky — =
for all points z,y € Y. Let f be Lipschitz near a given point x, and let v be any
other vector in X. The generalized directional derivative of f at x in the direction
v, denoted by f°(x;v) is defined as follows:

f°(x;v) = limsup w

y—w t
t10

where y is a vector in X and ¢ a positive scalar. If f is Lipschitz of rank K near x
then the function v — f°(x;v) is finite, positively homogeneous, subadditive and
satisfies |f°(x;v)| < K|v|. In addition f° satisfies f°(x; —v) = (—f)°(x;v). Now
we are ready to introduce the generalized gradient which is denoted by 9f(x) as
follows:
Of(x) ={w e X*: fo(z;v) ><w,v > forallve X}.

Some basic properties of the generalized gradient of locally Lipschitz functionals
are the following:

(a) Of(z) is a nonempty, convex, weakly compact subset of X* and |w|. < K
for every w in Of(z).

(b) For every v in X, one has

fo(x;v) = maz{< w,v > w € df (x)}.
If f1, fo are locally Lipschitz functions then
fi+ f2) COfr +0f2.

Moreover, (z,v) — f°(x;v) is upper semicontinuous and as function of v alone,
is Lipschitz of rank K on X.
Let us mention the mean-value theorem of Lebourg.

Theorem 1 (Lebourg). Let = and y be points in X, and suppose that f is
Lipschitz on an open set containing the line segment [x,y]. Then there exists a
point u € (x,y) such that

(2) fly) = f@) e<Of(u),y —z > .

Let R: X — RU {oo} be such that R = ® + ) where ® : X — R be a locally
Lipschitz functional while ¢ : X — R U {400} is a lower semicontinuous, convex
but not defined everywhere functional.

A point x in X is said to be a critical point of R if € D(%) and if it satisfies
the inequality

(3) D°(x;y —x) + P(y) — ¥(x) > 0 for every y € X.

A number ¢ € R is said critical value if R7!(c) contains a critical point. Following
Szulkin [16] we use the same notation for:

K ={z € X : z is a critical point},
R.={zxeX:R(z)<c}, K.={ze€ K:R(zx)=c}.
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Proposition 1. If R is as above, each local minimum is necessarily a critical
point of R.

Proof. Let = be a local minimum of R. Using convexity of 1, it follows
0<R(1-—t)x+ty) — R(x)=P(x+tly —z)) — P(z) +
TY((1 = t)r +ty) —Y(x) < Dz + iy —x)) — B(x) + L(Y(y) — ¥(2)).

Divide now with ¢ and letting ¢ — 0 we obtain (3). Note that ® is locally Lipschitz
SO

o Bty — ) — B(y)

< (zsy — ).
lim ; < %w;y — )

O

Definition 1. We say that R: X — RU {oo} with R = ® + ¢ satisfies Hy if ®
is locally Lipschitz and 1 proper, convex and lower semicontinuous.

Let us now state the formulation of our (PS) condition.
(PS) If{z, }is a sequence such that R(z,) — ¢ and
4)  D%(xn;y —xn) +U(Y) — Y(xn) > —enly — x| for every y € X
where &, — 0, then {z,} has a convergent subsequence.
Proposition 2. Suppose that R satisfies Hy, (PS). Then, K. is compact.

Proof. Following Szulkin [16] it remains to show that if 2, — x in X then we have
Hm (PO (2, y—xn) — P°(z;y—2x)) < 0. This is easy to prove since (x,v) — ®°(x;v)
is upper semicontinuous. O

We are ready now to prove our first abstract result.
Theorem 2. If R is bounded below and satisfies (H); and (PS), then
= 1] f
o= R
is a critical value.

Proof. Again by following Szulkin [16] we have that we can find a sequence {z,}
such that R(z,) < c+ L and

R(w) — R(xy,) > (—%)Hw — x| for all w € X.
Set w = (1 —¢)x, +tv,t € (0,1). Since 9 is convex,
(zn +t(v = 2n)) — (zn) + H((v) — P(2n)) = (
Dividing by t and letting ¢t — 0 we obtain
@ (0 = ) +(0) = ¥(@) 2 (— )0 — 2.

So by (PS) and proposition (2) z, — = € K.. O

=)l =l



150 N. HALIDIAS

3. EXISTENCE RESULTS

Let f: Z xR — R, then we can define
fl(Z,SC) = lirpinff(z,x/),fg(z,m) = hmsup f(Z,.Z'/).
T =T P

Let © € WP(Z) satisfies the boundary conditions. Then

Definition 2. We say that € WP(Z) is a solution of type I of problem (1) if
there exists some w € W1P(Z)* such that

w(z) € [f1(z,2(2)), fa(z, 2(2))]
and
—div(|Dx(2)|P~?Dx(2)) = w(z) for almost all z € Z.

Definition 3. We say that 2 € WP(Z) is a solution of type II of problem (1) if
—div(|Dx(2)[P~2Dx(2)) = f(z,2(2)) for almost all z € Z.

Let us state our hypotheses for the function f of problem (1).
H(f):: f: Z x R — R is a function such that

(i) is N-measurable (i.e. for every x : Z — R measurable, z — fi 2(2,2(2)) is
measurable t00).

(ii) there exists h : Z x R — R such that for almost all z € Z h(z,2) — oo as
x — oo and there exists M > 0 such that —F(z,x) > h(z,|z|) for || > M
with F(z,z) = [ f(z,7)dr.

(iii) for almost all z € Z and for all z € R |f(z,2)] < a(z) + clz|* 1, n < p

a€ Lt (Z),c>0, (i + i = 1) and moreover  — f(z,x) is nonincreasing.

H(j): j: ZxR — Ry = R, U{oo} is a measurable function such that for almost
all z € Z j(z,-) is proper, convex and lower semicontinous (i.e. j(z,-) € T',(R)).

Theorem 3. If hypotheses H(f)1 holds, then problem (1) has a solution x of
type I.

Proof. Let ®,1 : WhP(Z) — R defined as follows: ®(z) = — [, F(z,x(z))dz,
P(x) = %HD%‘H% + [+J(z,7(2(2))do. Here do denotes the surface (Hausdorff)
measure on I' and 7 is the trace operator. Then the energy functional is R(z) =
O(x) + ().

It is clear that @ is locally Lipschitz and it is easy to prove that v is lower
semicontinuous, convex and proper. So R = ® + ¢ satisfies condition (H)j.

Claim 1: R(-) satisfies the (PS)-condition.

Indeed, let {z,}n>1 € WHP(Z) such that R(x,) — ¢ as n — oo and we shall
prove that this sequence is bounded in W?(Z). Suppose not. Then |z, | — oo.
Let y,(2) = 2220 Then clearly we have y,, - y in W'P(Z). From the choice of

N
the sequence we have

1
(5) O(zy,) + 2;"D$n||§ <M
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(recall that j(z,-) > 0). Dividing with |z,[?P the last inequality, we have

F 1
_/ Mdz+f|\Dyn\|p <
z  |zal? p

P el
By virtue of hypothesis H(f)1(iii) we have that W — 0.

So limsup |Dy,[5 — 0. Thus, |[Dy| = 0. So we infer that y = ¢ € R. Since
lyn] = 1, ¢ # 0. So we have that |z,(z)] — oco. Going back to (5) and using
hypothesis H(f)1(ii) we have a contradiction. So |z,| is bounded, i.e z,, = x in
WLP(Z). Tt remains to show that x,, — x in WP(Z).

Recall that from the choice of the sequence we have that

(T3 y — ) + V() — Y(Tn) > —enlly — x| for all y € WHP(2).

Choose y = x. Then we have:

% (wn;x — wn) + P(x) — P(2n) = —enfr — zn]
1
= O(@niz = an) + S (I1D2l; — [ Danlp)

(6) + /F (2, ra(2))do — /F (2 ran(2))do > —enlw — .

So in the limit (in fact liminf) we have that

liminf ®°(z,; x — x,) < limsup ®°(z, 2 —z,) <0

n—oo n— oo
(note that (z,v) — ®°(x;v) is upper semicontinuous). Moreover,

/Fj(z,mc(z))da —limsup/rj(z,mb‘n(z)) <

< /j(z,Tx(z))dJ —liminf [ j(z,72,(2)) =0.
r n—ee Jr

Thus finally we obtain
limsup | D, |2 < | Dal?.

On the other hand since Dz,, % Dz in LP(Z, RN), from the weak lower semicon-
tinuity of the norm, we have

liminf |Dzy,|, > |Dz|,
= [Dzn|, — [Dz|p.

The space LP(Z, RN ) being uniformly convex, has the Kadec-Klee property (see
Hu-Papageorgiou [9], definition 1.1.72(d)) and so z,, — = in WHP(Z).
Claim 2 R(-) is bounded from below.
Suppose not. Then there exists some sequence {x,, },,>1 such that R(z,) < —n.
Then we have

1
@) + | Dl < -
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(recall that j(z,-) > 0.) By virtue of the continuity of ®,|Dz|, we have that
|zn| — oo (because if |z,| is bounded then R(x,) is bounded). Dividing with
|2, |P and letting n — oo we have as before a contradiction (by virtue of hypothesis
H(f)1(i4i)). Therefore R(-) is bounded from below.

So by Theorem 2 we have that there exists x € W1P(Z) such that (3) holds.

Let 91 (z) = % and ¢y(z) = [1.j(z,7(x)(2))do. Then let oy L*(Z) — R the
extension of ¢ in LP(Z). Then 0y (x) = 81;1(3:) (see Showalter [14], proposition
5.2 p. 194-195). Let A : W'P(Z) — WP(Z)* such that

< Az,y >= / [Da(2)[P~2(Da(2), Dy(=))d= for all y € WP(2).
zZ

-~

It is easy to prove that the nonlinear operator A : D(A) C LP(Z) — L4(Z)
such that

< Ary>= [ 1Da(2PA(Da(2), Dy(2)dz for all y € W (2)
Z

with D(A) = {& € W'P(Z) : Az € LY(Z)}, satisfies A = 0¢y. Indeed, first we
show that A C 0v; and then it suffices to show that A is maximal monotone.

<Azy—x> = /Z |Dx(2)|P~2(Dx(z), Dy(z) — Da(2)) g dz

/Z |Da(2)|P~2(Dx(2), Dy(2)) v dz — / | Da(2)Pd

D a>=2)| p q D p
G el C N TCT R
z q p
Dx|? Dy|?
_ el IO
q p

= di(y) — ().
The monotonicity part is obvious using the following inequality,
N
> (a;j(n) = a;(n))(m; —n;) = Clp—n' |-
j=1
for n,n" € RN, with a;(n) = |n|P~2n;.
The maximality needs more work. Let J : LP(Z) — L%(Z) be defined as
J(z) = |z(-)|P~22(-). We will show later that R(A + J) = L(Z). Assume for the
moment that this holds. Let v € LP(Z),v* € LY(Z) be such that

(ﬁ(x) — 0", —V)pg >0

for all z € D(A). By assumption R(A + .J) = L9(Z)), so there exists z € D(A)
such that A(z) 4+ J(z) = v* + J(v) . Using this in the above inequality we have
that

(J(v) = J(@), 2 = v)pg = 0.
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But J is strongly monotone. Thus we have that v = 2 and E(m) = v*. Therefore
A is maximal monotone. It remains to show that R(A + .J) = L9(Z). Note
that J = J lwie(zy: WHP(Z) — WHP(Z)* is maximal monotone, because is
demicontinuous and monotone. So A + J is maximal monotone. But it is easy to
see that the sum is coercive. So is surjective. Therefore, R(A + J) = W1P(Z)*.
Then for every g € L9(Z), we can find 2 € W?(Z) such that A(z) + J(z) = g =
A(x)=g— J(z) € LYZ) = A(z) = A(z). Thus, R(A+ J) =LI(Z).

Thus, we have

R(y) — R(z) 2 0

for all y € WhP(2).

But, note that R is convex, so we have that 0 < dR(z). So, we can say that

= 2()P~2(Dx(2 2))dz v(2)y(2)do
(7) /Z w(2)y(z) = / |Da(2)|P2(Da(z), Dy(2))d= + / (2)y(2)d

with w(z) € [fi(z,2(2)), f2(z,2(2))] and v(z) € 09j(z,7(x(z))), for every
y € WHP(Z) (see Chang [3]). Let y = ¢ € C°(Z). Then we have

[ w@se)az = [ Do)l 2 Date), Do)
Z Z

But div(|Dx(2)|P~2Dx(z2)) € LY(Z) because w(z) € L1(Z). Then we have
—div(|Dz(2)[P~2Dx(2)) € [fi(2(2)), f2(z(2))] a.e. on Z.
)

Going back to (12) and letting y = C*°(Z) and finally using the Green formula 1.6
of Kenmochi [11], we have that _6%7 € 0j(z,7(x)(2)) a.e. onT'. So x € WhP(Z)

and is of type I. O

Now, with stronger hypotheses on f we are going to have an existence result of
type II.
H(f)2 : Satisfies H(f)1 and depends only on z, not on z itself.

Theorem 4. If hypotheses H(f)a, H(j) holds, then problem (1) has a solution
x of type II.

Proof. From theorem 3 we know that there exists z € WYP(Z) such that
0 < R(y) — R(x) for all y € W1P(Z). That means

(=2)(y) — (=®)(x) < P(y) — ().
Note that —®, 1) are convex, so for every w € (—®)(x) we have that w € dp(x).
So,
<w,y ><< Az, y >+ < v,y >
for all y € WP(Z) and all w € 9(—®)(x)
with w(z) € [f1(x(2)), f2(x(2))]. Choosing now y = s and y = —s with s € WP (Z)
we have < w,s >=< Az,s > + < v,s > for all s € W'P(Z) and all w € L4(Z)

such that w(z) € [f1(z(2)), f2(2(2))).
We will show that M{z € Z : z(z) e d(f)} =0 with d(f) = {z € R: f(at) >
> f(x7)}, that is the set of upward-jumps.
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So let w € (—®(x)) and for any t € d(f), set

(8)

p(2) = [1 = xe(e(2))]w(z) + xe(2(2)[f (2(2) )]

where

(9)

1 if =t
Xt(S)—{ O 1 S

otherwise

Then p* € LP(Z) and p* € [fi(z), f2(2)]. So

/Zpi(z)y(Z)dZZ/Z(\|D$(2)||”_2(Dw(3),Dy(Z))RNdZ+/Fv(z)y(2)d0

for all y € WhP(2).
So for y = ¢ € C°(Z) we have

/pi(Z)tb(Z)dzz/(HDSU(Z)IIP*Z(Dw(Z),D¢(Z))RNdZ-
Z Z

Thus, pt = p~ for almost all z € Z. From this it follows that x;(z(z)) = 0 for
almost all z € Z. Since d(f) is countable, and

x(z(2)) = Y ale(=)

teD(f)

it follows that x(x(z)) = 0 almost everywhere, (with x(t) = 1 if ¢t € d(f) and
x(t) = 0 otherwise).
Now it is clear that x € W1P(Z) solves problem (1). O

10.

11.

12.

13.
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