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1. Introduction

Nonlinear elliptic equations in the whole space have been widely investigated from several
points of view; we cite for instance the recent paper [11] and the references given therein.
Meaningful results are sometimes obtained by adapting and solving questions previously
examined only for equations in bounded domains. Since a branch of the current literature
on elliptic boundary-value problems in bounded domains deals with the existence of
solutions to equations having discontinuous nonlinearities (see [8,13,18] for a general
reference), it seems of interest to ask what happens whenever elliptic equations of such
a kind are considered in the entire space.

The aim of the present paper is to provide a contribution in the above-mentioned
direction. Accordingly, here, we study the semilinear elliptic equation

Lu= f(z,u), z€R" (E)

where Lu := —Au+u,n 2 3, and f: R™ x R — R is assumed to be only directionally
continuous [4, p. 460], namely continuous with respect to a given cone of R™*+1. We look
for solutions of (E) that lie in W2P(R"), p € |n, +oo|.
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Obviously, directionally continuous functions need not be continuous in the usual sense,
on the contrary, they may have an uncountable (but of Lebesgue measure zero) set of
discontinuities. Nevertheless, in this setting equation (E) becomes easily solvable. Indeed,
adapting the approach previously developed in {4, 5] for a class of ordinary differential
inclusions, we first consider a suitable upper semicontinuous convex-valued regularization
F(z,u) of f(z,u) and, via fixed-points arguments, we get a solution u € W2P(R™) to
the elliptic differential inclusion Lu € F(z,u), £ € R™. Next, by using the directional
continuity of f, we prove that u also satisfies (E) (see Theorem 3.2).

To the best of our knowledge, very little is known about elliptic equations on the whole
space and with discontinuous nonlinear terms. Actually, we can only mention the papers
[2] and (8]. The nonlinearity treated in [2] does not depend on z € R™ and possesses just
one discontinuity point. A quasilinear elliptic equation having a nonlinear term which
satisfies appropriate monotonicity conditions is studied in [8] through the upper and
lower solution method combined with a general fixed-point principle in partially ordered
sets. Simple examples show that Theorem 3.2 below and the results of 2, 8] are mutually
independent.

We then present two applications. The first of them (Theorem 3.6) deals with the
problem

u € W2P(R™), Lu€ G(z,u) inR™. (Py)

Here, the right-hand side G takes closed values and is lower semicontinuous. Solutions
to (P;) are easily obtained via Bressan’s Directionally Continuous Selection Theorem (4,
Theorem 1] and our Theorem 3.2. The second application (Theorem 3.7) is an existence
result for the implicit problem

u€ W2,p(Rn)a 1/1([:“) = (P(Q:, u) in R™, (P2)

where ¢ and 9 are given continuous functions. Through Theorem 2.4 of [19} we reduce
(P2) to (P;), the multi-function G now being a suitable multi-selection from (z,u) —
¥~ (p(z,u)), and next apply Theorem 3.6. The case of bounded domains has previously
been investigated in [15,17] employing a different technique.

For the sake of completeness we finally consider, in Theorem 3.10, the situation when
R™ and L are, respectively, replaced by a bounded convex domain {2 C R™ and a more
general strictly elliptic operator M, providing solutions of (E) that belong to W2?(£2)N
Wy P(£).

As regards the problem u € W2P(2) N W, P(2), Mu = f(z,u) in 2, with highly
discontinuous f, existence results have recently been established in [3,16] (see also [17,18]
and the references cited therein) under other assumptions.

2. Basic definitions and preliminary results

Let X and Y be two non-empty sets. The symbols & : X — 2Y mean that & is a
multi-function from X into Y, namely a function which assigns to each point x € X a
non-empty subset @(z) of Y. The graph of @ is the set {(z,y) € X xY : y € &(z)}, while
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&(X) := UzexP(z) represents the range of &. For W C Y, define 6~ (W) := {z € X :
&(z) N W # 0}. If (X, F) is a measurable space, Y is a topological space, and, for any
open subset W of Y, one has $~ (W) € F, we say that & is F-measurable. When X and
Y are two topological spaces and ¢~ (W) is closed (respectively, open) for every closed
(open) set W C Y, the multi-function @ is called upper (lower) semicontinuous. In such
a case its graph is clearly closed in X x Y provided that &(z) is closed for all z € X and
Y is regular [14, Theorem 7.1.15]. Conversely, if ¢ has a relatively compact range and a
closed graph, then it is also upper semicontinuous {14, Theorem 7.1.16].

The following result is an immediate consequence of Ky Fan’s Fixed-Point Theorem
(see, for example, [3, Theorem 2.1]).

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a metrizable locally convex topological vector space and let
V be a non-empty, weakly compact, convex subset of X. Suppose & is a multi-function
from V into itself with non-empty convex values and weakly sequentially closed graph.
Then there exists zg € V such that zo € $(zo).

Let h be a positive integer and let R* be the h-dimensional Euclidean space equipped

with the norm .
lwl| == Z lwil, w=(wy,wy,...,ws)€R"

i=1
If W is a subset of R, we write int(W) for the interior of W, OW for the boundary of W,
W for the closure of W, €6(W) for the closed convex hull of W. Moreover, ‘measurable’
always means Lebesgue measurable and m(W) denotes the measure of W. The symbol
L(W) indicates the Lebesgue o-algebra of W, while, for any open set A C R, B(A)
is the Borel o-algebra of A. When W is non-empty, wy € R?, and 6 > 0, we define
d(wo, W) = infyew lw — wo|| as well as B(z,§) := {w € R : |lw — wyl| < 6}

The lemma below is easily obtained by using Theorem 7.16 of [23]. If w',w” € R,
w = (W, wy,...,wy), w = (w,wh,...,wy), we write w' < w” (respectively, w’ < w")
whenever w] < w} (w} < w}) for each i =1,2,...,h.

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a measurable subset of R®. Then there exists a measurable set
A* C A having the following properties:

(p1) m(A%) =m(A4);
(p2) for every z € A*, there is a sequence {zx} C A converging to z and such that
T4l < Tk, keN.

From Vitali’s Covering Theorem [20, Theorem 3.1, p. 109] and Lusin’s Theorem [23,
Theorem 4.20] we infer the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 : R* — R be measurable. Then there exists a sequence {Ax} of
compact subsets of R*, no two of which have common points, so that

m(Rh\ U Ak) =0,

keN

and p| 4, is continuous for all k € N.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091500021180 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500021180

548 G. Bonanno and S. A. Marano

A non-empty, convex, closed set I" C R" is said to be a cone provided that I'n(-I") =
{0} and Aw € I for every A > 0, w € I". An elementary argument yields the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let n be a positive integer and let M > 0. Define
'™ .= {(z,2) e R"* 2z = (z1,22,...,2,), ; 20, 5 =1,2,...,n, |z| < M|z|]}.

Then the set I'M is a cone of R™*1.

If f:R" - R, wy € R*, and I" denotes a cone of R?, we say that f is I'-continuous at
wo (see [4, p. 460]) when to every € > 0 there corresponds & > 0 such that if w € B(wy, 6)
and w — wqy € I', then |f(w) — f(wp)| < . The function f is called I'-continuous when
it is I'-continuous at each point of R*.

Obviously, I"-continuous functions need not be continuous in the usual sense, as the
next straightforward example shows.

Example 2.5. Define, for every (z,2) € R?, f(x,2) = 1 if 2 > z, f(z,2) = 2 other-
wise. The function f is discontinuous at all points of the kind (z,z), z € R, whereas it
is I'M-continuous with M €10, 1[.

In spite of this we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let f : R® x R — R be I’'M-continuous for some M > 0. Then the set
Dy := {(z,z) € R™ xR: f is discontinuous at (z, z)}
has measure zero.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, suppose m(Dy) > 0 and write, for every z € R,
A(z) :={x € R" : (z,2) € Dy}. One clearly has

A() = | A4x(2), (2.)

keN

where
Ap(z):={z € A(z): limsup |f(v')— f(w")| > (1/k)}.

w’ ,w’ —(x,2)
Let us prove that m(A(z)) = 0. Pick k € N. Since f is I"™-continuous, to each z =
(z1,%2,...,Ty,) there corresponds &, > 0 such that if £ € [T, z:, z; + 6(, then

limsup |f(w') — f(w")| < 1/k.
)

w w”’ —>(€,z

Define C(z,d) =[] ,|zi,z: + 6], z = (z1,%2,...,2,) € R*, & > 0, and set G :=
{C(z,08) : z € R", é €]0,6,[}. The family G covers R™ in the sense of Vitali [20, p. 109].
Hence, by Vitali’s Covering Theorem, there exist C C R™ and a sequence {C;} of sets
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in G, no two of which have common points, satisfying m(C) = 0, R* = (U;enCj) U C.
Taking into account that

Ax(z) C (U ac,-) uc,

JEN
we get m{Ax(z)) = 0 for all & € N. Consequently, owing to (2.1), m(A(z)) = 0. This
implies
m(Dy) = / m(A(z))dz =0,
R
against the condition m(Dy) > 0. a

3. Existence theorems

Henceforth we suppose n > 3 and denote by p any real number greater than n. Concerning
the function spaces we shall use, the notations are standard; so we refer for instance
to [6,12].

Let £ be the linear, second-order, elliptic differential operator defined by

Lu:=—-Au+u.

From [21, Proposition 4.3] it follows that £ is a one-to-one operator of W2P(R™) onto
LP(R™), and there exists a constant ¢, depending only on n and p, fulfilling

lwllwer@ny < cllLullrgn) (3.1)
for every u € W2P(R™). Set
_ lullw2r@ny 2.prmon
y=supl ——————:u € WP(R"), u#0,. (3.2)
|Lul| o )

Lemma 3.1. Let u € W2P(R™). Then
lellzeogary < S Lol zogany (3.9)
Moreover, for every z',z" € R™, one has
P
lu(z’) — u(z")| < ;Tﬁ”[:u”LP(R")”xl - z"||. (34)

Proof. We first note that if v € W1P(R") then

p
p—n

vl Loo(zny < lvllwezny, (3.5)

as the proof of [6, Theorem 1X.12] shows. Therefore, inequality (3.3) is a simple conse-
quence of (3.2). Next, pick =/, z"” € R". By Corollary IX.13 in [6] we have

fue) - u(")] < (Z e, ||Lx(gn>) e’ — "],
i=1
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while gathering (3.5) and (3.2) yields

n
P
. oo (R s - [: n),
i§=l vz, || Lo mn) p_n” ufl Lr(mn)

which completes the proof. |

To shorten notation, let us write

3 p

= p — n'
We are now in a position to formulate the main result of this paper.
Theorem 3.2. Suppose f : R™ x R — R has the following properties.

(a1) There exist 1 > 0 and p € LP(R™) satisfying sup,<g, |f(z,2)| < p(z) for all
z € R™ as well as ||u|| Lo (rn) < 7.

(az) The function f is I'M-continuous, where M > fr.

Then the equation Lu = f(x,u), £ € R® has at least one solution u € W2P(R™) with
|Lu(z)| € p(z) almost everywhere in R™.

Proof. Define, for (z,z) € R™ x | - f8r, fr|,
F(z,2) = [ @{f(£,0) : I~ zll <6, I¢ 2| < 6}).
5>0

Obviously, F'(z, 2} is non-empty, because f(z, 2) € F(z, z), convex, and closed. Moreover,
owing to hypothesis (a;), the inclusion

F(:L‘, z) - [—[,L(CL‘),;L(.’E)], (x’ Z) € Rnx] - ﬁra ﬁT‘[, (36)

holds. Hence, by Lemma 2.3, we obtain a set A C R™ together with a sequence {Ax} of
compact subsets of R™, no two of which have common points, so that

m(A)=0, R"= (U Ak> UA, (3.7)
keN

and the multi-function
Fy := F| g, x)—prpr

has a bounded range for each k € N.
Now, pick (z,2z) € Ax x| — Br,Br(, y € R, and choose two sequences {(z,2zr)} C
Ay x| = pr,Br(, {yn} C R fulfilling the conditions:

yn € Fr(zh,zn), h€EN; lim (zp, zn) = (z, 2); lim y, = v.
h— oo h—o0
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Let us prove that y € Fi(z, z). If, on the contrary, y & Fi(z, z), then

y €e0({f(&,Q): lE—=zll <6, IC -2 <8}) (3.8)

for some ¢ > 0. Since

{£(6Q) : 1€ —znll <6/2, IC — znl <6/2} S {f(£: Q) : I€— =]l <9, (- 2| <&}

whenever h is sufficiently large and, moreover,

yn € ({f(£,€) - 1§ —znll <8/2, |¢ — 2| < 8/2})
for all h € N, we get

yeco({f(§Q):I€—z| <4, |I¢— 2| <d}),

which contradicts (3.8). Therefore, the multi-function F; has a closed graph and a
bounded range. Consequently, it is upper semicontinuous. By [9, Corollary II1.3] we
then infer that Fy is £(Ax) ® B(] — Br, Or[)-measurable.

The preceding arguments, combined with Example 1.3 of [10], produce two L({Ag) ®
B(] - Br, Br|)-measurable functions g, ¥y : Ax x | — Br, fr[— R having the properties:

Fk(x’z) = [‘Pk(z’z)awk(xv Z)]) in Ak X ] - ﬂra ﬂ'l‘[; (39)

@y is lower semicontinuous, while v is upper semicontinuous.
Define
V ={v e LP(R") : |v(z)] € p(z) for almost every x € R"}.

Evidently, V is a non-empty, convex, weakly compact subset of L?(R"). Furthermore, on
account of Lemma 3.1 and assumption (a;), for any v € V one has

L7 (v)(z)| < Bllvl|Lern) < Br, z €R™
Hence, it makes sense to write
®(v) = {w € LP(R™) : w(x) € F(z, L7 (v)(z)) almost everywhere in R}, wve V.

We claim that &(v) is non-empty. Indeed, the multi-function z — F(z,L~1(v)(z)),
z € R™, is measurable because, owing to (22, Theorem 1], the same holds for z —
Fi(z, L' (v)(z)), € Ak, k € N. So, by Theorem IIL.6 of [9], there is a measurable
function w : R® — R such that w(z) € F(z, L !(v)(z)) for almost every z € R™.
Inclusion (3.6) leads to w € &(v), that is $(v) # 0.

Clearly, #(v) is also convex. Moreover, the multi-function ¢ has a weakly sequentially
closed graph. To see this, pick v,w € V and choose two sequences {v,}, {wp} in V
fulfilling wy, € @(vy,) for all h € N as well as limp_, o0 U = v, limp 00 Wy = w weakly in
LP(R™). Identity (3.9) implies

ei(z, L7 (vn)(2)) < wa(z) < Yrlz, L7 (vn) ()
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almost everywhere in Ay, while the weak convergence of {wy,} to w produces -

lim inf/ [or(z, L7 (v )(z)) — w(z)] dz < lim inf/ [wr(z) — w(z)]dz =0

h—oo Jg h—oco Jp
for any non-empty measurable set E C A,. Bearing in mind Fatou’s Lemma, we get

lihm inf px(z, L7 (vp)(z)) — w(z) €0, almost everywhere in Ay. (3.10)
— 00

Since, by (3.1), £~! is a continuous linear operator from LP(R™) into W2P(R"), the
sequence {L~!(v)} converges weakly to £L7!(v) in W?P(R™). Taking a subsequence if
necessary, we may suppose that limp_,o L7} (vs)(z) = £71(v)(z) at almost all points

z € R™; vide [6, Remark 7, p. 153]. Therefore, due to (3.10) and the lower semicontinuity
of the function z — k(z, 2), x € Ag,

or(z, L7 (v)(z)) — w(z) <0, almost everywhere in Ay.
The same arguments, with 1 in place of ¢y, yield
w(z) — Yr(z, L7} (v)(x)) < 0.

Consequently, in view of (3.9), w(z) € Fx(z, L~ !(v)(z)) for almost all z € Ay and each
k € N. This implies w(z) € F(z, L™ (v)(x)) almost everywhere in R™, namely w € ®(v).

We have thus proved that all the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 hold. So, there exists a
function v € V complying with v € &(v). The function u = £L7!(v) lies in W2P(R") and
satisfies |Lu(z)| < p(x) besides

Lu(z) € F(z,u(x)), for almost all z € R™. (3.11)
Fix k € N and denote by By the set of points € Ax with the following properties.
(i) Lu(z) € F(z,u(z)).

(ii) There is a sequence {zn} C Ak such that zp4y < zp, Lu(zy) € F(zh, u(zy)) for all
h €N, limpyoo Th = T, limp oo Lu(zh) = Lu().

If B, = {z € Ay : (i) bolds}, then, by (3.11),
m(By) = m(Ag). (3.12)

Making use of Lusin’s Theorem, to each € > 0 there corresponds a measurable set
By, . C By, such that

m(By ) > m(By) — ¢, (3.13)

and Lu|p; , is continuous. Lemma 2.2 gives a measurable subset By , of By . fulfilling
the conditions: m(Bj ) = m(By.); Bi, C Bi. Hence, owing to (3.12) and (3.13),
m(By) > m{A;) — €. As € was arbitrary, we actually have

m(Ag) =m(By), keN.
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On account of the above identity and (3.7), the proof is completed by showing that
Lu(z) = f(z,u(x)) for every = € By, k € N. Assume, on the contrary, that there exist
k € N, z € By complying with |Lu(z) — f(z,u(z)})| > 0, and write

€ = |Lu(x) — f(z,u(z))| (3.19)

Hypothesis (ap) yields § > 0 such that |f(£,¢) — f(z,u(z))| < €/2 whenever (§,¢) €
R xR, || —z|| < 6, (§,¢) — (z,2) € I'M. Pick the sequence {z} given by (ii), and
choose h € N for which |z, — z| < 4,

|Lu(zr) — Lu(z)| < 3e. (3.15)
From Lemma 3.1 and assumptions (a;) and (ag), we infer |u(zp) — u(z)| < M||zn — z|.
Therefore,
Lu(zn) € F(zn, u(zn)) € {y € R: |y — f(z,u(2))| < /2}.
Owing to (3.15) this implies |[Lu(z) — f(z,u(z))| < &, which contradicts (3.14). |

Remark 3.3. It is worth noting that, since p € |n,+oo[, the solution u we find
satisfies the condition
lim wu(z)=0.
llzll o0

Moreover, by virtue of [21, Proposition 4.3], one has
essinfy; <pru(z) >0, foreach R>0

every time that the function f turns out non-negative and not identically zero in R x R.

Remark 3.4. Hypothesis (a;) requires that f depends on =z € R™. Nevertheless, sev-
eral natural classes of possibly discontinuous nonlinearities fulfil (a;) and (a;). Here is
an example.

Example 3.5. Pick f; € LP(R"), n € C°(R"), a,b € C°(R), and define, for every
(z,2) e R* x R,

fo(z, 2) == {a(z), if (x,2) € Ay,

b(z), otherwise,
where A, := {(z,z) € R* x R: z < n(z)}. Assume that:
(a}) there exists r > 0 satisfying || fillLo(&n) SUP|;1<g-(la(2)] + |b(2)]) < 7;
(a5) limp—oo f1(zrn) = fi{z) as soon as z € zp, h € N, and limpy o0 26 = z;

(a3) there is M > Br such that to each w € 9A,, there corresponds § > 0 for which
w+ B(0,8)nIrM cC 4,.

Then the function f(z, z) := fi(z) fa(z, 2), (z,z) € R® x R, complies with (a;) and (as)
of Theorem 3.2.
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Let us next present two simple applications of the above result. The first of them
represents an existence theorem for a class of elliptic differential inclusions on the whole
space and with lower semicontinuous right-hand sides.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose G is a closed-valued lower semicontinuous multi-function
from R™ x R into R and there are r > 0, p : R® — R lower semicontinuous satisfy-
ing ||yl e rny < 1 as well as

sup d(0,G(z, 2)) < p(z), for allx € R™. (3.16)
[z]<Br

Then there exists a function u € W2P(R™) such that Lu(z) € G(z,u(zx)) almost every-
where in R™.

Proof. Define, for (z,z) € R™ x R,

G’(IE Z) — G(xyz) N B(O,/.t(l‘)), if (-T,Z) e R” x [—ﬁ'l‘, ,37‘},
T W, otherwise.

Obviously, because of (3.16), the set G (z, z) is non-empty and compact. Since, by Proposi-
tion 5 in [1, p. 44], the multi-function (z, z) — G(z, 2)NB(0, p(z)), (z, z) € R™x[-Fr, Br],
is lower semicontinuous, a standard argument (see, for example, [10, §2]) ensures that
G:R* xR — 2R enjoys the same property.

Now, fix any M > Br. Applying Theorem 1 of [4] to G yields a I'M-continuous function
g : R™ x R — R which fulfils the following conditions:

g9(z,2) € G(z,z), inR™ x [—pr,Sr]; sup |g(x,2)| € p(z), for all z € R™.
lz[<Br

From Theorem 3.2 we then obtain a solution v € W2P(R™) of the equation Lu = g(z,u),
z € R, such that |Cu(z)| < p(zr) almost everywhere in R™. Owing to Lemma 3.1,
the preceding inequality forces [[u||Les(zn) < Br. This immediately leads to the desired
conclusion. a

The second application we wish to point out is concerned with implicit elliptic equa-
tions of the type ¥(Lu) = ¢(x, u) on the whole space.

Theorem 3.7. Let ¢ : R® xR — R be continuous, let Y be a closed real interval, and
let 1 : Y — R be continuous. Assume that o(R™ x R) C ¢(Y), for each o € int{y(Y))
the set 1~ !(o) has empty interior, and, moreover, there exist r > 0, p : R® — R lower
semicontinuous satisfying ||| L»rn) < 7 besides

¥~ Yp(x, 2)) € B0, u(zx)), for all (z,z) € R™ x [—~fr, Br].

Then the equation ¥(Lu) = p(z,u), z € R", has at least one solution u belonging to
W?2P(R™).
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Proof. Theorem 2.4 in [19] provides a set Y* C Y such that ¢ = ¢~ 1(c) N Y™,
o € P(Y), takes non-empty closed values and is lower semicontinuous.
Write, for (z,2) € R® xR,

Y p(z,2))NY*,  if (z,2) € R* x [Br, Br],
R, otherwise.

G(z,z) = {

The multi-function G : R® x R — 2R so defined turns out clearly lower semicontinuous.
Due to the assumptions, the inclusion

G(z,2) C B(0,u(z)), (z,2) € R™ x [~Br, Br] (3.17)

holds. Therefore, by Theorem 3.6, there exists a function u € W2P(R") complying with
Lu(z) € G(z,u(x)) almost everywhere in R™. Since Lemma 3.1 and (3.17) yield

lull oo rny < Bllll Lo gy < Br,

we actually have Lu(z) € ¥~ !(¢(z,u(z)) for almost all z € R™, which completes the
proof. ]

Remark 3.8. In the case of bounded domains, results somewhat similar to Theo-
rems 3.6 and 3.7 have previously been established, inside a different abstract framework,
by the second author [15].

For the sake of completeness we finally consider the situation when R™ and L are,
respectively, replaced with a bounded convex domain 2 C R™ having a boundary of
class C1'! and the more general strictly elliptic operator

My =— Z i (T)Uz;z; + Zbi(z)uxi + ¢(z)u,

i,5=1 i=1

where a;; € C°(2) and aij = a5, 4,7 =1,2,...,mn; b; € L™®(2), i =1,2,...,m; c €
L>(£2) and c¢(z) > 0 almost everywhere in (2.

Theorem 9.15 of [12] ensures that M : W2”’(.Q)OW01”’(.Q) — LP(£2) is bijective, while
Lemma, 9.17 in [12] gives a constant c fulfilling

lullwzr(a) < ciMullLr(2)
for every u € W2P(2) N W, P(£2). Set

lullw2.2(2)

cu € WEP(2)nWEP(0), u;éO},
Mull (2 (@) NWo™(2)

Yo = SUP{
and write d(f2) for the diameter of 2. Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, with the
inequality (vide [7, Theorem 1])

() (

1 p—1 1-1/p
lelemn < ooz ma"{l’ il —) lollwisgay, ©ve W (),

p—n
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in place of (3.5), we achieve the lemma below, where

Lemma 3.9. Ifu € W2P(02) N Wy?($2), then
lull Lo 2y < BollMullLr(a)-
Moreover, for every z',z” € (2, one has
lu(z) = u(z”)| < BoliMullLs (2 llz" — 2”|I.

Now, arguments somewhat similar to those employed in establishing Theorem 3.2
produce the following result.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose f : 2 x R — R has the following properties.

(b1) There are r > 0 and p € LP(f2) satisfying supy,|<s, |f(z,2)| < p(z) for allz € 2
as well as ||| ey < 7.

(b2) The function f is I'M-continuous, with M > Sor.

Then there exists a function u € W2P(£2) N W,P(£2) such that Mu(z) = f(z,u(z)) and
|Mu(z)| € p(z) almost everywhere in §2.

Remark 3.11. Because of Lemma 2.6, hypothesis (bs) clearly forces m(Dy) = 0,

where
Dy :={(z,2z) € 2 xR: f is discontinuous at (z,z)}.

Remark 3.12. Concerning the problem u € W2?P(£2) N Wol’p(.Q), Mu = f(z,u) in
2, with highly discontinuous f, existence results have recently been obtained in [3,16]
(see also [17,18] and references cited therein) by adopting, instead of (bz), the following
assumptions:

(c1) c(z) = 0 for almost all x € £2;

(c2) there is £2p C §2 such that m(§2y) = 0 and the set

D} := U {z € R: f(z,") is discontinuous at z}
:ZJE.Q\QQ

has measure zero;

(c3) for almost every = € £2 and very z € D}, the condition

lim inf <0< 1i ;
Jm, |<12|<6f(m’o 0 sirg+,<f‘:f’<5f($ ¢)

implies f(z,z) =0.
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We note that, in this setting, neither can the simpler hypothesis m(Dys) = 0 take the
place of (c2) nor may (c3) be omitted, as Examples 4.3 of {17] and 3.3 of [16], respectively,
show. Nevertheless, Theorem 3.6 provides a class of functions f, which, in spite of their
possibly large set of discontinuities, allow us to dispense with (c;)—(cs) when solving the
above-mentioned problem.
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