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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be a bounded domain in %V, N > 1, with a continuous bound-
ary, and satisfying the cone property; i.e., there exists a finite cone C such
that each point x in () is a vertex of a finite cone C, contained in () and
congruent to C. Denote by D* the differential operator

ol

x| axy? - axyy’
where « = (@, @y, ..., ay) is a multi-index consisting of nonnegative
integers, and |a| = Z;\'z 1 @; denotes the order of D In order to write
nonlinear partial differential operators in a convenient form, we intro-
duce as in [S] the vector space N whose elements are of the form
&, = {é, : |a] < m}. For each u € W™ ?(Q), define &,,(u)(x) to be the
vector in R*» given by {D%u(x) : |a| < m}. ( Observe that D©0:-0y = y.)
In this paper we study the 2mth order quasilinear differential operator in
generalized divergence form

Qu):= Y (~1)ID*A,(x, &,(w),

1<la|<m

where £, denotes the vector {&, : 1 < |a| < m} in %1
We will assume that Q has a variational structure in the sense that there
exists a function F: Q x %»~! — 9 satisfying

(F-1) The map x — F(x, £,) is measurable for each &, € Rsn~1,
and the map ¢, — F(x, &) is continuously differentiable for a.e. x € .

(F-2) There exist constants p and ¢;, with 1 < p < oo and ¢; > 0,
and a nonnegative function 4 € L'(Q) such that

[F(x, &) < h(x) + 1],
for a.e. x € Q and all £, € RS L.
(F-3) F(x,0)=0 for a.e. x € , and for each «, with 1 < |a| <m,
dF
Z

The functions A,:Q x %~ — %R defined in (F-3) will be assumed to
satisfy the following conditions

(x,&)=A,(x, &) for (x,&)eQx Rn!,

(A-1) There exists a constant ¢,, with ¢, > 0, and a nonnegative func-
tion 1 € L”(Q), where p’ = p/(p — 1) and p is as in (F-2), such that

[ Aa(x, £ < h(x) + €, 177", 1<lal<m

for a.e. x € Q and for all &, € Rm~1.
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(A-2) (Ellipticity) There exists a positive constant ¢, such that
> A €D zco Y 1N

1<|a|<m 1<|a|l<m
for a.e. x € Q and for all ¢, € R»~!, where p is as in (F-2).

(A-3) (Monotonicity) Let &,, = (7),_,, {,) be the division of &, into
its mth order component and the corresponding (m — 1)st order terms
Npps i, My ={€g: 1< |Bl<m—1} e Wn17! and £, ={&, : |a| =
m}. Put A, (x, &,) = A (x, m,,_1, {,,). Assume that for a.e. x € () and each

/ NS, —1
Npq € RIm177,

Z [Aa(xa n/m—l’ gm) - Aa(x7 n/m—l’ g:z)](é’a - 52) >0
|a|=m
for ¢, # () and a.e. x € Q.
We define the following semilinear Dirichlet form
Q(u,v)= Y f A (x, €,(u)D%  Vu,ve WmPQ). (1)
1<|a|<m
In view of (A-1) we see that @ is well defined on W™ P(Q)) x W™ P(Q).
Throughout this paper we will use the norm in W ?({}) given by
lulls, , = 22 1D*ulL,
|a|<m

where || - ||.» denotes the L” norm. We will also be using the seminorm

1/p
|tln, p = { 2 ID%| fw} :
1<|a|<m
Observe that by the definition of @ in (1) and (A-2) we get

awwyze, [ X 1D = clul,,,)" @)

1<la|=m

for all u € W™ P(Q), so that liminfy,, , ,..(@(u, u)/|u|],) = 0. Define as
in [16, p. 1821],

@(u, u)

A=
U oo (uf,

Since @(u, u) = 0 for u constant, we see that A; = 0. On the other hand, for
nonconstant v € W™ ?(Q)) we obtain from (2) that @(v,v) > 0,s0 A; =0
behaves like a simple eigenvalue with constant normalized eigenfunction
¢, = 1/|Q|"? and corresponding eigenspace W := span{1}.
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In this paper we investigate the solvability of the problem

Qu=—a(,u)|ulP>u"+g(,u)+H  ae. inQ, 3)
ue Wmr(Q),

where p is as in (F-2), u~ = max{—u, 0} is the negative part of u, H €
W P(€1)*, the dual of W™ P(Q), g: Q2 x R — R is a function satistying

(g-1) (Carathéodory conditions) the map x — g(x, s) is measurable
for all s € R, and the map s — g(x, s) is continuous for a.e. x € Q;
(g-2) g is bounded; that is, there exists constant M such that

lg(x,8)| <M for all s € N and a.e. x € (;

and a: () x R — N is a function satisfying

(a-1) the Carathéodory conditions as in (g-1);

(a-2) There is a y > 0 such that 0 < a(x, s) < y for a.e. x € ) and
all s € 9.

(a-3) liminf,_,__ a(x,s) = vy, uniformly for a.e. x € () and some
v, > 0. To be explicit, we mean that there exists £ C ) with |E| = 0 such
that (i) liminf a(x, s) = y; for x € Q\E; and (ii) given ¢ > 0, there exists
§—>—00
s, such that for s < s, a(x, s) > y; — ¢ for x € Q\E.

By a solution to problem (3) we mean a weak or generalized solution;
i.e., a function u € W™ P(() satisfying

@Q(u,v) = — /Q a(x, u)|ulP~>u"v + /Qg(x, u)v + H(v), %

for all v € W™ P(Q). There is a connection between problem (3) and the
Neumann problem for Q. To see this connection we refer the reader to [17,
pp- 365-367].

We will prove the following result:

THEOREM 1.1. Let 1 < p < oo and let & be an open bounded con-
nected set with continuous boundary and satisfying the cone property. Assume
(F-1)—(F-3), and suppose that G(u, v) is given by (1) where A,(x, &,,) satis-
fies (A-1)—(A-3) for 1 < |a| < m. Let g(x, s) satisfy (g-1)—(g-2), a(x, s) satisfy
(a-1)—~(a-3), and H € W™ P(Q)*, the dual of W™ P(Q). If

=00

lim { /Q G(x, 1)+ H(t)} = +o0, (5)

where G(x, s) == [; g(x, t) dt, then problem (3) has at least one solution.

As in [15] it is straightforward to show that condition (5) is also necessary
for solvability when we consider a specialized class of functions g(x, s).
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THEOREM 1.2. In addition to the hypotheses of Theorem 1, assume that
g(x,s) = b(x)f(s) for (x,s) € QA x R, where b € C(Q)NL>®(Q), f: R —> R
is continuous, and b(x) > 0 for all x € Q. If lim,_,  f(s) = f, exists, and

f(s) < fy forall s € N,
then condition (5) is necessary and sufficient for the solvability of problem (3).

Our existence proof will rely on a variation of the well-known sad-
dle point theorem in [13]. Rather than decomposing the Banach space
W™ P(Q) into complementary linear subspaces, as was done in [15], we
will decompose W™ P(Q)) into a linear subspace and a complementary
cone. This approach has been used by other authors. For example, see the
nonresonance results in [9, 10].

Remark 1.1. If we let
gi1(x,8) = —a(x, s)ls|” s~ + g(x, 5)
for a.e. x € ) and all s € ¢, conditions (g-2) and (a-2) imply that

0 < liminf 81(x,5) < lim sup gi(x,s)

< for a.e. x € Q.
s 1P T e 1P

Thus the nonlinear term inferacts with the eigenvalue A; = 0 from above
and we are well motivated to call problem (3) a one-sided resonance
problem. In problems such as this it is often helpful to use the growth con-
dition (a-2) to prevent interaction with other eigenvalues. This requires a
reasonable definition of the next eigenvalue, A,, and an added restriction
such as y < A,. This approach was used in [15], where

A, := liminf (v, v) velV = {veW’"”’(Q):/ﬂv:O}.

loller—o0 [|v]|75

Our results improve upon those in [15] by allowing an arbitrary choice of
the constant y. They key differences in the proofs are centered on how
to split the Banach space W P((}). In [15] the arguments and estimates
are all relative to the linear splitting W™ P(Q) = W @ V. In this paper our
arguments and estimates are relative to the nonlinear splitting W™ P(Q) =
W @ V., where V_ is a certain cone centered on W+ :={we W : w > 0}.

Remark 1.2. Perhaps a better context for understanding this work
involves the Fucik spectrum of the operator Q, which can be defined as
the set of pairs (a, B) such that the problem

Qu = a|u|P~?ut — Blu|P>u~, a.e.in Q,

ue WmnrQ),
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has a nontrivial solution. It is clear that the sets {0} x % and R x {0} are
part of the Fulik spectrum, and cross at the principal eigenvalue where
a = B = A; = 0. These sets are often referred to as the principal, or trivial,
branch of the Fucik spectrum. The given growth conditions on a(x, u) and
g(x, u) allow us to view problem (3) as a perturbation of

Qu = —y|u|P~?u", a.e. in Q,
we W r(Q),

It was this point of view that suggested that the upper bound on vy in [15]
was an artifact of the proof and not of the problem.

For more details on the Fucik spectrum of the Laplacian and the
p-Laplacian, respectively, see [10, 8]. These papers also contain general
nonresonance results where the forcing term lies asymptotically in the gap
between the trivial and first nontrivial Fucik curves. A detailed descrip-
tion of the Fulik spectrum for the general class of operators studied here
remains a topic for further research.

In the current literature most resonance results relative to the Fucik spec-
trum have been restricted to linear or homogeneous quasilinear ordinary
differential operators. One excellent example of a resonance result for the
PDE case is found in [7], where the boundary value problem

—Au=out — Bu + g(x, u) in Q,
u|(?Q =0,

is examined assuming that («, 8) € C,, the first nontrivial branch of the
spectrum, and g and its primitive G satisfy the conditions that g is a
Caratheodory function with subcritical growth, limy_, (2G(x, 5)/s?) =0
uniformly, and lim_, o ((sg(x, s) — 2G(x, 5))/s?) = foo uniformly.

Remark 1.3. The solvability condition (5) in Theorem 1 was first intro-
duced by Ahmad et al. [3] to deal with resonance problems for bounded
nonlinear perturbations of linear second order self-adjoint elliptic opera-
tors with Dirichlet boundary condition. A similar condition was used by
Castro and Lazer (see [6, Theorem 3, p. 148]) to deal with nonlinear per-
turbations of the Neumann problem, in the case p = 2, in which the nonlin-
earity is assumed to be differentiable with derivative bounded from above.
The results in [15] treat this kind of condition allowing a very general class
of quasilinear elliptic operators, an unbounded driving force, and no bound-
edness assumption on the derivative of the driving force.

Remark 1.4. For the case where Q is a second order linear elliptic
operator our results are complementary to Theorem 4 of [4], where simi-
lar growth and solvability conditions are assumed. The primary difference
between our results and theirs, other than the fact that we allow a more
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general class of differential operators, is that they impose conditions on g
and use degree theoretic arguments, whereas we impose conditions on the
primitive G and use variational arguments.

Remark 1.5. It is a straightforward exercise to construct examples
to illustrate Theorem 1.1. Let Q = —A,, the p-Laplacian, or some
well-behaved nonhomogeneous perturbation of the p-Laplacian. Let
a(x,u) = c+ §sin(u) for some ¢ > 0. Let g(x, u) = arctan(u) + k for
some constant k. In this case condition (5) reduces to the well known
Landesman-Lazer condition of [12]. For a more detailed discussion of
examples see [15].

2. THE VARIATIONAL SETTING

For a(x, s) satisfying (a-1) and (a-2), set
Jo a(x, 0)[t|P~2t dt for s <0
A(x, s) =
0 for s > 0,

and for g satisfying (g-1) and (g-2), put
G(x,s):= / g(x, 1) dt for all s € N.
0

Let F be as given in (F-1)—(F-3). Define a functional #: W ?(}) — R by

F(u) = /QF(x, §/m(u))—/ﬂA(x, u)—/QG(x, u) — H(u)

for all u € W™ ?(Q). By virtue of (F-1)—(F-2), (g-1)-(g-2), and (a-1)—(a-2)
we see that ¥ is well defined and continuous. Observe also that if (F-2),
(g-2), and (a-2) hold then ¥ maps bounded sets in W™ ?(}) to bounded
sets in M. Moreover, using (F-3), (A-1), (g-2), and (a-2) we can show, as in
[5, p. 35], that in fact, § € C' (W™ P(Q), %), and that its Fréchet derivative
is given by

F(u)v = a(u,v)+ /Q a(x, u)|u|Pu v — /9 glx,u)v—H() (6)

for all u,v € W™ P(1). Observe that using (F-3) and Fubini’s theorem,
whose use in this case is justified by (A-1), we can write

1
F(u) = /0 a(tu, u) dt — /Q A(x, u) — /Q G(x, u) — H(u) 7)

for all u e W™ P(Q).
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A critical point of ¥ is a function u € W™ P(Q) for which ¥'(u)v =0
for all v € W™ P(Q). In view of (6) above, this corresponds precisely to the
definition (4) of a solution for problem (3). Therefore, in order to prove
Theorem 1.1 it suffices to show that ¥ possesses at least one critical point.
We will establish this fact by means of a saddle point theorem over linked
sets. For the reader’s convenience we state the relevant definitions and
theorem below. The definition of the Palais-Smale condition is standard.
For more details on linking and the saddle point theorem see [18, Definition
8.1 and Theorem 8.4].

DEFINITION 2.1. Let X be a Banach space. Let Y be a closed subset of
X, and let Z be a submanifold of X with relative boundary 7Z. We say
that Y and JZ link if

1) YNdZ=¢, and

(2) for any map h € C°(X, X) such that h|,; = id there holds
WZ)OY # .

DEFINITION 2.2. Let X be a Banach space and let J € C'(X, %). J sat-
isfies the Palais—Smale condition, (PS), if any sequence {u,} C X such that

(1) {J(u,)} is bounded, and
2) J'(u,)— 0in X*,

has a strongly converging subsequence.

THEOREM 2.1.  Suppose that X is a Banach space and J € C'(X, R) sat-
isfies (PS). Consider a closed subset Y C X and a submanifold Z C X with
relative boundary dZ. Suppose that

(1) Y and 9Z link,
(2) infyey J(u) > sup,c;z J(u).

Let T :={h € C%(X, X) : h|,; = id}. Then the number
B := inf sup J(h(u))
hel’ yez
defines a critical value of J.

Theorem 1.1 will be proved as an application of Theorem 2.1. Assuming
the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we will verify the geometric and topological
conditions for ¥ in Section 3 and will show that ¥ satisfies (PS) in Section 4.
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3. THE SADDLE GEOMETRY OVER LINKED SETS

In this section we establish the saddle geometry and linking properties
that are necessary for the application of Theorem 2.1. Throughout the sec-
tion we assume (F-1)-(F-3), (A-1)-(A-2), (g-1)—(g-2), (a-1)—(a-3) and let ¥
be given by (7).

Let W = span{l}, Wp == {w e W : —R < w < R}, V :={v €
wmrQy: f[qu=0}, and V, :={v=1t(1+€d):t>0,0 eV, [, [0]” =1}.
Notice that dWy = {£R}.

LemMA 3.1.  If condition (5) holds, then

F(w) > —o0 as |wl,,, , — oo in W.

Proof. For w € W we have @(tw, w) = 0. Also, if w > 0 we have
A(x,w) = 0. Thus f(w) = — [, G(x,w) — Hw for w € W with w > 0.
Condition (5) immediately implies that lim,,_, ., #(w) = —o0.

For w € W with w < 0 we have ¥(w) = — [, A(x,w) — [, G(x, w) —
Huw. Clearly,

I/ G(x, w)+Hw| < K|w|
|Jo |

for some constant K > 0. Using (a-3) let s, < 0 such that a(x, s) > y;/2
for all s < 5, and all x € Q\E. Then for w < s, and x € Q\E we get

So w
A(x, w)=/ a(x, t)|t|P_2tdt+/ a(x, 1)|t|P~2t dt
0 S0
Y
> 2—1(|w|p = Isol”)-
p
It follows that

Y
F(w) < —Iﬂljl(lwl” = [50”) + K{w],

so lim,,_, . f(w)=—o0. 1

The following lemma provides a Poincare type inequality on the set V.
The proof uses an idea found in [8, Lemma 2.4].

LEMMA 3.2. Given any constant k > 0 there is an € > 0 and a 6 > 0 such
that [, |Vv|? =8 [ [vt|P +k [, [vT|? forall veV,.

Proof.  First, we show that there is an e > 0 such that [, [Vv~|? >
k [o|v7|P for all v € V. If not, then there are sequences {€,} C R+
and ¥, C V such that €, — 0, [, [7,]? = 1, and [, |[Vv,|? < k [, [v,]?
for all n where v, = 1+ ¢,7,. (Note that we have set ¢, = 1 by a sim-
ple rescaling.) Clearly, v, — 1 in L?(Q), so |[{x : v,(x) < 0} — 0.
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However, v, /([ |v,|?)"/? is bounded in W' 7(Q), and so, without loss
of generality, converges in L? to some v > 0 with [, [0|? = 1. Thus
{x : (v, (x)/(fq, [vy [P)VP) < 0} # 0, a contradiction.

Choose € as in the previous paragraph. Using an argument by contradic-
tion, similar to the argument above, it is straightforward to show that there
is a & > 0 such that [, |[Vv*|? = & [, [v*|? for all v € V. Hence the lemma
is proved.

COROLLARY 3.1. There is an € > 0 and d > 0 such that @(v,v) >
d||v||fn,p + v [olvT|P forall veV,.

Proof.  Recall that @(v, v) > ¢y(|v],,, ,)? = ¢ Jo IVv]? by (A-2). Choose
€ > 0 as in Lemma 3.2 such that

4
[volr =6 [+ 22 [y
Q Q Cy YO
for all v € V. Then
@(v, v) = 3@(v, v) + 3@(v, v)
= $(l,,)" + 3 [ Vol
/ ) _
2§l )+ 5 [ 12y [ ol
= dlpllp, , +v [ 17,
Q
where d := min{c,/2, ¢,6/2,v}. 1

COROLLARY 3.2. There is an € > 0 and d > 0 such that fol @(tv, v) dt >
%||v||£1,p + 2 folvTIP forall veV,.

Proof.  Select € > 0 as in Corollary 3.1 and use the fact that
¢ _1! v, tv) > P d]v||? -|p
Q(m,v) = 0w, ) = ! (dllf, , + [ 1]

forallveV,. 1
LEMMA 3.3. There is an € > 0 such that

F(v) > o0 as |[vl,,, — oo in V..
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Proof.  Observe that for some K > 0 we have
/QG(x, u) + Hu < K|ul,.,

for all u € W™ P(Q}). Also, by (a-2),

an(x, u) < %/ﬂw—v’

for all u € W™ P(Q). Choose € > 0 as in Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2. Combining
inequalities we see that

d
F(v) = ;Ilvllfz,p = Kl[vllm,

for all v € V, so the proof is done. 1
The estimates above immediately imply the following.

LEMMA 3.4. Let € > 0 be chosen as in Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2. Then there
is an R > 0 such that inf, oy F(u) > sup,cpy, #(u).

LeEMMA 3.5. Given any R > 0 and € > 0, dWy and V_ link.

Proof. 1t suffices to consider a continuous 4 : [—1, 1] - W™ P(Q) such
that 4(+£1) = £R and show that A([—1, 1]) NV, # . Note that if A(s) =
0 for any s, then we immediately have A(s) € V_; so for the remainder
of the proof we consider the case where A(s) is nontrivial for all s. Let
t(s) := ﬁ Jo h(s), let a := max{s: —1 < s < 1, £(s) = 0}, and let &(s) :=
(Ilh(s) = t(s)ll,m, p)/t(s) for s € (a, 1]. Note that t(£1) = £R, t(a) = 0, and
&(1) = 0. Since h(a) is nontrivial, limg_, ,+ |A(s) — ()|, p = B (@), , #
0, so lim,_, ,+ &(s) = oco. Thus, from the Intermediate Value Theorem, we
have that &(s*) = € for some s* € (a, 1). It follows that A(s*) € V.. 1

Thus, assuming the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, and letting X =
Wwmpr(Q),Y =V, Z=Wg, and J = ¥, we have shown that conditions (1)
and (2) of Theorem 2.1 hold. Therefore Theorem 1.1 will be proved if we
can show that ¢ satisfies (PS).

4. THE PALAIS-SMALE CONDITION

In this section we prove that if condition (5) is satisfied then ¥ satisfies
(PS). Throughout the section we assume (F-1)-(F-3), (A-1)-(A-2), (g-1)-
(g-2), (a-1)—(a-3) and let ¥ be given by (7). Also, we assume that € > 0 is
chosen as in Corollary 3.1.
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LEmMA 4.1.  Assume that ¥ satisfies (5). If {u,} c W™ P(Q) and K > 0
such that

(1) |#(u,)| <K forall n, and
(@) F(u) > 0in (W™ P(Q)),
then {u,} is bounded.

Proof.  'We will suppose that {u,} is unbounded and derive a contra-
diction. Without loss of generality we may assume that [|u,||,, , — oo. Let
Uy i= Uy /||ty ||, p- Without loss of generality we have that v, — v in LP(Q),
with pointwise convergence a.e., and v, — v in W™ P(Q).

Our first step towards proving a contradiction is to show that v =
1/|Q|YP. Consider

7)1 = | aCe )P uy = [ 8o u,) — H(.

Dividing through by ||u,,||%. p and using the boundedness of g and H as
well as ¥'(u,) — 0 we get

p=2y—
0= lim [ a(x,u )|u"|

ETCEN N [

-1 . .
Clearly, |u,|”~2u;, /||u,|m » — |[v™|?~!, and the integrand above is nonneg-
ative so Fatou’s Lemma can be applied to get

0> v |P.

=y [ o]

Hence v~ = 0. Now consider

5t Yty = @atyy ) + [ e, u)ieg 1P = [ gl ), — H(w,)
Q Q

= , p > Yn e > Un)%n — H n/s
= collttaly, )"+ [ aCe w17 = [ 8o )u, — Hw,)

by (A-2). Divide through by ||u||h, , and let n — oo to get

O>Hmun|p)

—_— b
=2 luy||m

where we have used the facts that g is bounded, H is bounded, and

v, — 0. Hence |v];, , = 0 and v is a nonnegative constant function.
Since limn»oo((|un|/m,p)p/”un”fﬂyp) = 0 it must be that limnﬁoo(”un”l‘p/

||un||m,p) = 1. Thus v = limnﬁoo(un/”un”m,p) = ﬁmn%oo(”n/””n”]f)v and
so ||v||.» = 1. It follows that v = 1/|Q|"/?.
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Our second step towards deriving a contradiction is to obtain a more pre-
cise description of how v, — 1/|Q|"P. It will help to decompose the ele-
ments of the sequence into components in W and V.. For any u € W™ P(Q)
it is clear that there is a unique constant ¢ such that u — ¢ € V. Thus we
can write u, = ¢, + u,, where i, € V.. What happens to these compo-
nents when we divide through by |u,|,, , and let n — co? The follow-
ing arguments will show that {i,} is bounded. If |c,|/|u,ll,,, , — o0, OF
if some subsequence does, then u,/c, — 0 and so i,/c, — —1. But V,
is closed and —1 ¢ V,, a contradiction. Thus ¢, /| u,|,, , is bounded, and,
without loss of generality, converges to some constant c. It follows that
U/ tnllm, p — 1/]Q]"/? — ¢. Once again, since V, is closed, and 0 is the
only constant in V., we must have ¢ = 1/|Q|"?. Thus i,/|u — 0.
Now consider

n”m,p

5 ()it = s ) + [ e, )| 210,

_/ g(x7 un)lzn - H(i’zn)
Q

Clearly,

[ 8Cew)i + H -, < Kyl e

for some positive constant K;. Also, since u, = c, + i,, where ¢, is a
positive constant we have that i, < u, <0 on {x : u, < 0}. Thus

[ aCe w72, <y [ a1
Q Q

Since u, and i, differ by a constant we have @(u,, i,) = @(i,, i,), and
we can use Corollary 3.1 to show that

j/(un)ﬁn z d”ﬁn”f;,p - K1||I/~tn||>

which leads to a contradiction of the fact that ¥'(u,) — 0. Hence {u,} is
bounded.

The third step in deriving a contradiction will be to show that con-
dition (5) forces ¥(u,) to be unbounded. This is now possible because
our previous estimates have shown that u, behaves very much like a
sequence of positive constants diverging to infinity. We begin by observing
that [} @(tu,,u,) dt = [; @(ti,, ii,) dt, which we now know is bounded.
Similarly, | [, A(x,u,)| < % Jo 1@, 17, which is bounded. Thus ¥(u,) is
unbounded if and only if its last two terms are unbounded. Notice that for
a.e. x we have |G(x, u,(x)) — G(x, c,)| < M|ii,|, so

/ G(X, Mn)+Hun Z/ G()C, Cn)+H(Cn)_K1’
Q Q
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for some K; > 0. Since ¢, — oo we can now apply condition (5) to conclude
that lim,,_, ., [, G(x, u,) + H(u,) = oo, and thus, since all other terms are
bounded, lim,,_, ., ¥(u,) = —oo. We have arrived at the desired contradic-
tion, so the proof is done. I

LeMMA 4.2. If ¥ satisfies (5), then ¥ satisfies (PS).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1. See Lemma 4 in [15]
for details. 1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is now finished.
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