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SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC NEUMANN PROBLEMS WITH
RAPID GROWTH IN THE NONLINEARITY

JASON R. LOOKER

The existence and regularity of solutions to semilinear elliptic Neumann problems
are investigated. Motivated by the Poisson-Boltzmann equation of biophysics and
semiconductor modeling, the nonlinearity is assumed to be a continuous, strictly
monotone increasing function that passes through the origin with asymptotically su-
perlinear and unbounded growth. Pseudomonotone operator theory is utilised to
establish the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution in the Sobolev space W12,
With an additional assumption on the nonlinearity, we show that this weak solution
belongs to Wlﬁc"l n.L>,

1. INTRODUCTION

The existence of a solution to the nonlinear Poisson equation with a Neumann bound-
ary condition is sought in the Sobolev space W2 (also known as H'). The nonlinearity
is a continuous, strictly monotone increasing function that passes through the origin with
asymptotically superlinear and unbounded growth. Higher regularity of the solution will
be investigated under the additional requirement that the nonlinearity grows faster than
any polynomial.

The nonlinear Poisson equation

—Au+ f(u) =g,

has been studied extensively by numerous researches; see [5, 20, 22, 24} for an overview.
Existence has been established when the nonlinearity is in some sense bounded, or is
unbounded but obeys a bounded growth condition; for example (9, 10, 11, 14, 18, 19).
These conditions can be relaxed at the expense of restricting the solution space. If the
nonlinearity has unbounded growth, then there exists a solution of the Dirichlet problem
in the Sobolev space Wy *?; see (2, 6, 7, 13, 16]. Strongly nonlinear elliptic boundary
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value problems where no growth restrictions are imposed on the nonlinearity have also
been investigated in [12, 23]. For instance in [12], a solution is shown to exist in the
space W9 (1 < g < oo) such that f(u) and f(u)u are elements of the Lebesgue space L*.
Unfortunately, the nonlinear differential operators considered in these papers are assumed
to obey a coercivity condition, which does not seem to be applicable to the Laplacian
when a solution is sought in W2, as opposed to W, . It appears that noncoercive
semilinear elliptic Neumann problems with unbounded growth in the nonlinearity, have
not been extensively studied in the literature.

An example of a nonlinear Poisson equation with rapid and unbounded growth in
the nonlinearity is the Poisson-Boltzmann equation that arises in biophysics [13]. In
particular it is ubiquitous in colloid science {15, 21]. There is also a close link between
this equation and the phenomenological theory of electron and hole transport in semi-
conductors 16, 21]. The Poisson-Boltzmann equation with a constant charge boundary
condition is given by

N
(1) —Au(z) = 4n Z zin exp(—zju(z))  inQ,
. i=1
(2) | zn—u = -0 on 01,
where u: Q2 — R represents the equilibrium electrostatic potential, z; € Z \ {0} are the
valencies and n° > 0 the bulk ionic concentrations of the jth ionic species (j = 1,..., N)

of the electrolyte, while o is the (constant) surface charge density. The operator 3/dn
is the normal derivative on 9Q. All quantities have been rendered dimensionless for
convenience. The z; and n}® satisfy the bulk electroneutrality condition

N
(3) > znP =0,
Jj=1

so that if o = 0, the unique solution to Equation (1) is u = 0.
Motivated by the Poisson—-Boltzmann system, the following nonlinear Poisson equa-
tion will be studied

4) —Au(z) + f(u(z)) = g(z) in Q,
(5) % =h on 01,

where g € H () N L*(Q) and k € L2(8Q) N L>(89). Equation (5) is assumed to hold
in the trace sense [4, 17|, while the domain Q@ C R® with d > 1 is bounded and of class
C%! (for example, piecewise Lipschitz) [17]. The assumptions on the nonlinear function
f are:

(A1) f:R — R with f continuous;
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(A2) f(0)=0;
(A3) f is strictly monotone increasing, that is,

(f(s) - f() (s —t) >0,
for all 5,t € R with s # t;
(A4) there exist Cf,C; > 0 such that

lim M}Cf+ and tlim L(E-)-QC;;

t=+00 { ——00 {

(A5) for higher regularity we require

lim l‘—f-(—t)—l—>

Jt|—=o0 Itln ’

for all n € N.
Observe that |f(t)| grows without bound as t = too.
We wish to prove that the nonlinearity of the Poisson-Boltzmann equation,

N

f(t;2) = —4rn Z zjn3® exp(-z;t),
i=1

obeys assumptions (A1)-(AS5); to exhibit this nonlinearity’s dependence on the valency
zj, we have adopted the notation f(¢;z) where z = (2y,2,,...,2n). Commencing with
(A1), since f is smooth, it must also be continuous. Equation (3) gives f(0;z) = 0.
Differentiating f,

N
fl(t;2) = 4n Z sz_n;o exp(—z;t) > 0,
i=1
for all t € R, which follows from n{® > 0. Note that f does not have to be differentiable

for (A3) to be true. Assumption (A4) follows from (A5) with n = 1. To prove (A5), we
first observe that

f(t2) = = f(=¢;—2).
Let ¢t < 0. The monotonicity of f plus f(0) = 0 give

|f(t; 2)| = = f(t; 2)
= f(~t;—2)
= f(lt}; —=2).

Now let ¢ 2> 0. The monotonicity of f plus f(0) = 0 also ensure

1f(t; 2)| = F(It]; 2)
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Therefore

< J Sz, >0
(6) 1f(t; 2)] {f(ltl;—z), ‘<0,

The function f(|t|;z) can be expressed as
Fltl;2) = =47 Y~ zinexp(—z; |t]) — 4n Y znP exp(—z; [t]).
z;>0 z;<0
Since the first term decays to zero while the second term grows exponentially as |t| — oo,

£t 2)

i — 00, asl|t| > oo.

This limit remains unaltered if z is replaced with —z. The desired result then follows
from Equation (6). In fact, the nonlinearity of the Poisson—Boltzmann equation obeys
assumption (A5) for all n € R*.

NOTATION. A generic point in R? is represented by z. If F(Q) is a space of Afunctions
with domain 2, then

Fioc(@) ={u: Q> R|uc F(®) for each & CC Q},
and

F()={u: Q2> R|ueF(Q) and Tu=0on dN},

where 7 is the trace operator. The d-dimensional Lebesgue measure is given the symbol
m(-). The (real) Lebesgue space L?(S2) and the (real) Sobolev space H'(Q) = W'2%(f)
are equipped with their usual norms,

1/2
1 lluseey = ( /n £ dm) ,

1/2
sy = ( [ am+ [ 10s dm) ,

where the gradient is to be interpreted as a weak derivative. The dual space of a generic
Banach space X will be denoted by X*. The value of the functional f € X* at u €
X is given the symbol (f,u). The symbols “—” and “—” represent strong and weak
convergence, respectively.

2. BACKGROUND THEORY

Before commencing our search for the existence of a solution to Equations (4) and
(5), we wish to discuss exactly what we mean by a solution. A classical C?(2) solution
is obviously desirable. However, what are the minimum requirements we can reasonably
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place on a solution to Equations (4) and (5)? After all, the fewer demands we place on
a solution the easier it will be to prove its existence. Therefore we begin by defining a
more general notion of a solution with the criteria that a classical solution must also be
a generalised (weak) solution.

First assume u is a classical solution of Equation (4). Then multiplying Equation
(4) by v € C*(Q) and integrating by parts gives

(7 /nDu-Dvdm+/Qf(u)vdm=/ngvdm+/‘;nhvd5.

If it is no longer assumed that u is a classical solution of Equation (4), then does a
function u that satisfies Equation (7) exist in a broader class of functions? A function u
that satisfies Equation (7) for all smooth test functions v shall be called a weak solution
of Equations (4) and (5).

From Equation (7) it can be seen that we now only require © € C'(2). However,
since a weak solution must only have integrable (in the sense of Lebesgue) first order
partial derivatives, it need not possess a classical first derivative at all points in Q. That
is, if the set of points in §2 where Du does not exist has Lebesgue measure zero, then
Equation (7) may still make sense. This enables us to interpret the derivatives in Equation
(7) as weak derivatives. Then the minimum requirements on a weak solution are that it
must have first order weak partial derivatives that are square integrable. Therefore we
seek the existence of a weak solution u € H'(Q) that solves Equation (7) for all smooth
test functions v.

There are two main difficulties in establishing the existence of a solution in H'(f)
to Equation (7): Firstly, the rapid nonlinearity of f means that it is not immediately
apparent that Equation (7) makes any sense for u,v € H(f2). Secondly, the classical
existence theorems of nonlinear functional analysis require that we work with coercive
operators, and it is not obvious that the left hand side of Equation (7) induces a coercive
operator in H!(§2). To overcome these difficulties, the following strategy will be employed:

1. define a related coercive operator by introducing a small perturbation to
Equation (7);
truncate the nonlinear function f to obtain a bounded operator;
recast this new perturbed and truncated equation in terms of an operator
equation;

4. establish the existence of a solution to this operator equation;
take limits, in some sense, and prove that the limit function satisfies Equa-
tion 7.

Since the nonlinear function f is assumed to be monotone, nonlinear monotone
operator theory will be employed to establish the existence of a solution to Equation 7.
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DEFINITION 1: Let A: X — X* be an operator on the real reflexive Banach space
X. Then A is pseudomonotone if and only if u; — u in X and

lim sup (Auj,u; — u) <0,
j

implies
(Au,u — v) < liminf (Au,;, u; — v),
j
forallve X.
LEMMA 1. Let A: X — X* be a coercive operator on the real Banach space X,
that is,

(Au,u)
fullx—oo  Jluflx
Then for each b € X*, if there exists a solution to

+00

Au=b, uelX,

the solution set is bounded.
PROOF: See Zeidler [24]. 0

The following classical theorem will be central in our proof of the existence of a weak
solution to Equations (4) and (5).

THEOREM 1. (Brézis, 1968) Let A:X — X* be a pseudomonotone, bounded and
coercive operator on the real, separable and reflexive Banach space X. Then for each
be X*,

Au=b, uelX,

has a solution.
PROOF: See Zeidler [24]. , 1]

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

The solution strategy described in Section 2 is commenced by seeking a solution to
the following perturbed (or, regularised) problem:

(8) 5/nuvdm+/nDu-Dvdm+/‘;f(u)'vdm=(b,'u),

for any fixed bounded linear functional b and € > 0. Then for V = H(f2) the bilinear

form
L (u,v) = e/ wvdm + / Du - Dvdm,
Q o)

is well defined for u,v € V and
v £ (u,v),
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is a bounded linear functional on V. Thus it induces a map L.:V — V* by the rule
9) (Leu,v) = L (u,v).

The map L, has a number of very useful properties, in particular it is coercive.
LEMMA 2. Let L.:V — V* be defined by Equation (9), then:
(i) L. is a bounded linear operator with ||L.|| < 2M,, where M, = max{l,¢};
(ii) L. is a coercive operator, that is,
Lcu,
.<_€ui) — +m’
luly—oo  |lully
fore > 0;
(iii} L. is a monotone operator, that is,
(Leu — Lev,u ~ v) 20,

for allu,v € V;
(iv) L. is a symmetric operator, that is,
(Leua v) = (Lev: u) )
for allu,v € V;
(v) L, is strongly continuous, that is, u; — u in V implies that L,u; — L,u in
V..
PROOF: The proof of this lemma is straightforward, so only the key properties will

be established. In what follows, u,v € V.
(i) The coercivity of L, follows from

(Le, u) = €l|uliZaq) + 1Dullisq
> me (Ilulifs@ + 1Dullfq)
= m||ulf},,
where m, = min{1,e}. Hence

(Leu,u)
—_—t > m.llu v
"u”V =4 E” " ]
and so L, is coercive for € > 0.

(v) Let u; = u in V, then

| Lew — Leujllv = 1| Le(u — uj)llv-

= sup (L.(u— uy),v)
llvilv €1

= sup (L.v,u—uj).
lleflv <1
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Therefore llglo [[Leuw — Leuj|ly- = 0, since Ly € V*. The linearity and symmetry of L,
j
were crucial here. a

Following Webb [23], we observe that the term involving f(u) does not induce a
mapping from V to V* because no growth restriction is made. To correct this we employ
the truncation

f@), if [f@)<n
LB =3  f@© :

n——, otherwise.

£ ()
Then for fixed n
on(u,v) = / fa(u)vdm,
Q

is defined for all u,v € V, and

|on(u, v)| € / n|v| dm
0
< nf|vllLzq),

by Holder’s inequality. Thus
v — oq(u, v),

defines an element of V* and induces the map S,,:V — V* by the rule
(10) (Snu,v) = oq(u,v).

LEMMA 3. Let S,:V — V* be defined by Equation (10), then S, is a pseu-
domonotone operator.

PROOF: Let u; — u in V such that limsup, (Sau;j, u; — u) < 0, for n fixed. First
observe that for all v € V,
(Snuj,u; ~ v) < oo,

since Q is bounded. Therefore (S,u;,u; —v) is a bounded sequence of real numbers.
Consequently there exists a subsequence {u;,} C {u;} such that [3]

lim (Spu;,, uj, — v) = liminf;(S,u;, u; — v).
Then for any subsequence {;, } C {u;,} andallv € V,
(11) lim infy (ST, , W, — v) = lim inf;(Sau;, u; — v).

The weak convergence u;, — u in V implies there is another subsequence {u;, }
C {uj,} such that u;, — u in L*(R), by the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theo-
rem (5, 17]. Moreover, we can assume that u;, — u pointwise almost everywhere in (.
The continuity of f, implies that f,,(u,-,q) — fa(u) pointwise almost everywhere in .
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Furthermore, for any v € V, |f,,(u,~k‘)v| < n|v|. Since n is fixed and v € L}(Q), n o] is
integrable, therefore Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem gives

Lf,.(u)v:lim,/‘;f,.(ujk')v.

Assumptions (A2) and (A3) yield the sign condition f(t)t > O for all ¢ € R, which also
applies to f,, so by Fatou’s Lemma,

/f,,(u)u < liminf,/ fn(usy, Yus,,
) a

Combining these,
(Swu=1) = [ frlw)(u=v)
< liminf; /n Faltgy ) (15, — )
= liminfy(Spu;, , uj,, — v),
for all v € V. Setting @;, = u;,, in Equation (11) and using the above result, we obtain
(Sau, u — v) < liminf;(Sau;, uj — v),

forallve V. 0

The following lemma is due to Webb [23].

LEMMA 4. Under assumptions (Al) to (A3), if {u.} is a sequence in V with
uy — u in V and / fa(un)u, < C for some C > 0 and for all n, then f(u)u € LY(Q)
and fo(ua) = f(u) in LHQ).

PROOF: See Webb [23]. 0

4. THE EXISTENCE THEOREM

THEOREM 2. Let( be a bounded domain of class C*! and let f obey assumptions
(A1) to (A4). Then for any g € L*(Q) and h € L?(89), there exists a unique u € H*(S)
such that f(u) € L\(R?) and f(u)u € L'() and :

(12) /Du-Dvdm+/f(u)vdm:/gvdm+f hTvdS,
n : n n an

for all v € H'(Q) N L*(R) and for v = u.

PROOF: Let V = H}(RQ), then V is a real Hilbert space and is therefore a separable
and reflexive Banach space. Let L., S,:V — V* be defined by Equations (9) and (10),
respectively. It follows that L. + S, is pseudomonotone because the sum of a strongly
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continuous and a pseudomonotone operator is again pseudomonotone [24]. It can easily
be shown that L, + S, is bounded for fixed n. We calculate

{(Le + Sn)u,u) = (L,u, u) + (Snu,u)
= (Lew,u) + /n folw)u

2 (Leu, u),
by the sign condition f,(¢)t > 0 for all t € R, which follows from (A2) and (A3). Thus

(L + Su)uyu) _

+00
flully =00 llullv ’

by the coercivity of L., and so L, + S, is coercive for all u € V and £ > 0. Hence for
each b € V* there exists a uf, € V that satisfies

(13) (Le + Sa)ui, = b,

by Theorem 1.

By Lemma 1 there exists a C§ > 0 such that ||uf|ly < C;. Therefore, as V is a
reflexive Banach space, there exists a subsequence {uj } C {u}} such that uj, — v® in
V. Furthermore, L. is bounded and thus ||L,ut}lv. < Cj§ for some C§ > 0. Equation (13)
yields

/n FaluS)us, < [blly-Cs + C3CE.

Thus by Lemma 4, f(u*)u® € L'(Q) and fo,(uf,) = f(u) in L'(Q). The strong con-
tinuity of L. implies L,uf,j — L.u® in V*. It follows that for fixed ¢ > 0 and for any
v € VN L®(N), after letting j — oo,

(14) (Lt v) +/nf(u"')v = (b,v).

Observe that the convergence of the integral follows from Hoélder’s inequality. Equa-
tion (14) also holds for v = u®, because u* € V and by Lemma 4, f(uf)u® € L!(Q).

This concludes our search for a solution to the perturbed problem, Equation (8).
We are now required to take the limit £ — 0.

We claim that [|[uf]ly < R, where R > 0 is independent of €. To prove this we

begin by obtaining a lower bound for / f(x*)u®. Indeed, (Al) to (A4) imply there exist

1]
Cf,Cy > Osuch that f(t) > Cftift > 0and f(t) < Cytift < 0. Therefore f(t)t > Cyt?
for all t € R, where C; = min{C},C;}, and

/n F)s > Cylle sy
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This lower bound in conjunction with Equation (14) gives
(6:0°) = ellw s + IDu Ny + [ Fu)ot

MWﬂm@+/ﬂfW
Q

Z ||D“e||§.1(n) + CI""E”%?(Q)
> &l

where éf = min{1,C;}. Finally, this calculation implies that
ety < C7HBllv-lullv-

Hence ||uf||y € R, where R = Hb”v-/é, > 0 and is independent of .

Let ¢ = £, where {€,} monotonically decreases to zero as n — oo, u™ = u®" and
L, = L,,. The bound on " in V implies that there exists a subsequence {u"} C {u"}
such that 4" — u in V as j — co. Furthermore, for all v € V N L>°(Q),

(15) /e,.u"v —0, asn— oo,
a

by Hélder’s inequality. This is also true if v = u"™. Using the bound on u" in V, the bound
on L, obtained in Lemma 2 (which is independent of € for 0 < € < 1) and Equation (14)

we obtain / f(u™)u™ < C. So by Lemma 4 we have f(u)u € L'(R2) and f(u™) — f(u)
)
in L!'(Q), and as before for any v € V N L*(Q) and for v = u,

(16) /f(u"’)v - / f(uw)v, asj— oo.

Q )
Define the bounded linear map L:V — V* via,

(Lv,w) = / Dy Dw,
Q

for v,w € V. Then u™ — u in V and Equation (15) imply that
an (Ln;u™,v) = / En;u™v + (Lv,u™) — / Duy-Dv, asj— oo,

Q 2

since Lv € V*; this also holds for v = u. Finally, defining ¢ = ¢,,; in Equation (14), using
Equations (15) to (17) and sending j — oo yields, for each b € V*,

(18) /nDu-D'v+/Qf(u)v= (b, v},

for all v € V N L*®(R) and for v = u.
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To prove that the solution to Equation (18) is unique, let u, and u, satisfy Equa-
tion (18) and observe that the strict monotonicity of f implies

/}D(ul - u2)|2 +/(f(u1) — fuz))(u1 — u2) > 0,
o o

for u; # ug. Since u; and u; both satisfy Equation (18), they must satisfy

‘/DWr—w%va/UWO—f@mv=Q
9] Q

for all v € V N L®(R). Setting v = u; — u, we obtain a contradiction unless u; = u,.
It remains to show that the functional defined by

(19) (b,v) = / gvdm +/ hTvdS,
a oq
is an element of V* for g € L¥(2) and h € L*(852). To this end, for v € V with |jv|ly € 1,

{6,v) < lI9llz(e) + Cllwllv,

by Hélder’s inequality and the Trace Theorem [1, 17], where w € V with Tw = h.
Therefore b € V*. Finally, Casas and Ferndndez in [4, Lemma 2] and Kufner in [17,
Theorem 6.9.2], give that Tv € L?(852) N L*(9Q) whenever v € V N L*®(Q). It can now
easily be shown that b € (V N L*°(Q))". a0

5. THE REGULARITY THEOREM

In this section we show that the weak solution of Equation (4) exhibits higher regu-
larity than a function in H'(Q). For simplicity the test functions shall be chosen in the
space H} ()N L=(f2). As a result, the regularity of the solution will be investigated only
in the interior of §, that is, away from 2.

THEOREM 3. Let$ be a bounded domain of class C°! and let f obey assumptions
(A1) to (A3) and (A5) with g € L?(S). Suppose furthermore that there exists u € H'(f)
such that f(u) € L}(Q) and f(u)u € L(S2) and

(20) / Du - Dvdm + / f(u)vdm = / guvdm,
a q o
for all v € H}(2) N L®(R) and for v = u. Then u € H2 () N L*(Q) and satisfies
-Au+ f(u') =9,
almost everywhere in §). Furthermore, for each open subset U CC ) we have the estimate

(21) lullzewy < O (lgllzacey + lullzzy + £l ay ).

the constant C depending only on U and §.
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PROOF: Assumption (A5) implies that for each n there exists R, > 0 such that
(22) [f(®)| = |tI*, forte R with |t| > R,.

Introduce the set

Qp, = {z € Q| |u(z)| > Ra}.
By assumption u € L'(£2), now assume that u € L*(Q) for some fixed n € N. We wish
to show that u € L"*!(£2). To this end,

/ ™ = f ™ ful + f ful” )
[¢] ngn ﬂ\nnn
< [ 1fuypl + B2 [ ful
113 1]
< 00,

by Equation (22) and the hypotheses of the theorem. Therefore u € L**'(Q). It then
follows from the principle of mathematical induction that v € L*() for all n € N. Since
Q) is bounded, we also have u € L*™({2).

The monotonicity of f plus the boundedness of © also ensure f(u) € L*(Q2). The
proof of the theorem now follows directly from standard linear elliptic regularity theory (5,
8, 20).

6. DiscUSsSION

Having proven Theorem 2, we are left pondering the question: in what sense does our
weak solution satisfy Equations (4) and (5)? In particular, defining a normal derivative
operator in H!(2) is extremely problematic, so in what sense does our weak solution
satisfy the Neumann boundary condition? These questions have been answered by Casas
and Fernindez [4] who prove that, if g € H}Y(Q) N L*®(Q) and h € L?(0Q) N L*°(89),
then u € H'(f) satisfies Equation (12) if and only if u satisfies Equations (4) and (5) in
the sense of distributions. Note that Theorem 2 is sufficient to prove that a numerical
solution to Equations (4) and (5) may be sought via the finite element method. This is
significant because the boundary conditions are purely Neumann.

Equation (18) was obtained with no mention of boundary conditions. In partic-
ular our results are also valid for Dirichlet boundary conditions. In fact, the problem
is dramatically simplified if a solution is sought in H}(f) since it can be shown, via
the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality, that in this space the Laplacian induces a coercive
operator. Hence there is no longer a need for regularisation, and the only assumptions
on the nonlinearity that are required for existence are continuity and the sign condition
f(t)t = 0 for all t € R. Also, a variational technique may be more appropriate when a
solution is sought in Hy ().

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700035619 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700035619

174 J.R. Looker [14]

Even greater regularity of the solution to Equation (4) can be obtained from Theo-
rem 3. This follows from the imbedding of W*® in C, the space of continuous functions.
Therefore since u € HZ (), and if d = 1,2,3, then u € C(Q) [1, 17].

Finally, Theorems 2 and 3 also remain valid for uniformly elliptic second order
equations of the form,

>~ (-1)*ID*(aas(z) Du(z)) + f(z, u(z)) = g(z),

lal,18]<1

where a, 8 are d-dimensional multiindicies with a,s € C'(2) and a,s = age, and in
addition to (A1)-(A5), f is assumed to be measurable in its first argument [23].

REFERENCES

[1] R.A. Adams, Sobolev spaces (Academic Press, New York, 1975).

[2] J.G. Azorero, I.P. Alonso and J.P. Puel, ‘Quasilinear problems with exponential growth
in the reaction term’, Nonlinear Anal. 22 (1994), 481-498.

[3] A. Browder, Mathematical analysis: An introduction (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1996).

[4] E. Casas and L.A. Ferndndez, ‘A Green’s formula for quasilinear elliptic operators’, J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 142 (1989), 62-73.

(5] L.C. Evans, Partial differential equations, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 19 (Ameri-
can Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1998).

[6] D. De Figueiredo and J. Gossez, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér I 308 (1989), 277-280.

7] H. Fujita, ‘On the nonlinear equations Au + e* = 0 and dv/dt = Av + €*’, Bull. Amer.
Math. Soc. 75 (1969), 132-135.

[8] D. Gilbarg and N.S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, (2nd
edition) (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983).

9] J.P. Gossez and P. Omari, ‘A necessary and sufficient condition of nonresonance for a
semilinear Neumann problem’, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 114 (1992), 433-442.

[10] C.P. Gupta, ‘Perturbations of second order linear elliptic problems by unbounded non-
linearities’, Nonlinear Anal. 6 (1982), 919-933.

[11] C.P. Guptaand P. Hess, ‘Existence theorems for nonlinear noncoercive operator equations
and nonlinear elliptic boundary value problems’, J. Differential Equations 22 (1976),
305-313.

[12] P. Hess, ‘A strongly nonlinear elliptic boundary value problem’, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 43
(1973), 241-249.

[13] M. Holst, Multilevel methods for the Poisson-Boltzmann equation, (Ph.D. Thesis) (Nu-
merical Computing Group, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, 1993).

[(14] S. Hu and N.S. Papageorgiou, ‘Nonlinear elliptic problems of Neumann-type’, Period.
Math. Hungar. 40 (2000), 13-29.

[15] R.J. Hunter, Foundations of colloid science (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2001).

(18] J.W. Jerome, ‘Consistency of semiconductor modeling: an existence/stability analysis
for the stationary van Roosbroeck system’, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 45 (1985), 565-590.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700035619 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700035619

(15]

7]
18]
[19)
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]

[24]

Semilinear elliptic Neumann problems 175

A. Kufner, O. John and S. Fuéik, Function spaces (Noordhoff International Publishing,
Leyden, 1977).

J. Mawhin, J.R. Ward Jr. and M. Willem, ‘Variational methods and semi-linear elliptic
equations’, Arch. Rational. Mech. Anal. 95 (1986), 269-277.

F. Papalini, ‘A quasilinear Neumann problem with discontinuous nonlinearity’, Math.
Nachr. 250 (2003), 82-97.

M. Renardy and R.C. Rogers, An introduction to partial differential equations, Texts in
Applied Mathematics 13 (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1993).

I. Rubinstein, Electro-diffusion of ions, SIAM Studies in Applied Mathematics 11 (SIAM,
Philadelphia, 1990).

M. E. Taylor, Partial differential equations, Applied Mathematical Sciences 117
(Springer—Verlag, New York, 1996).

J.R.L. Webb, ‘Boundary value problems for strongly nonlinear elliptic equations’, J.
London Math. Soc (2) 21 (1980), 123-132.

E. Zeidler, Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications II/B (Springer—Verlag, New
York, 1990).

Particulate Fluids Processing Centre
Department of Mathematics and Statistics
The University of Melbourne

Victoria 3010, Australia

e-mail: jrlooker@ms.unimelb.edu.au

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700035619 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700035619

