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Abstract. Our purpose of this paper is to study the nonexistence of nonnegative
very weak solutions of

(—A)*u=v"4+v in Q u=g in RV\Q,
where a € (0,1), p > 0, Q is a unbounded C? domain in RY with N > 2aq,
g€ LY RN\ Q, W) nonnegative and v is a nonnegative Radon measure. We
obtain that
(1) if Q2 (RN \M) for some rg > 0 and p <
no weak solutions.

(i) ifQQ{xERN: :1:~a>r0} for some ro > 0, a € RN and p < &£2 then

N—a’
Z+2 s sharp for the nonexistence in the

5, then problem (1) has

problem (1) has no weak solutions. Here
half space.

The above Liouville theorem could be applied to obtain nonexistence of classical
solution of the fractional Lane-Emden equations

(=A)*u=uP in 9, u>0 in RY\Q,
where Q = RN \ B, (0) with rg >0 or Q = RV~ x (0, +00).

Résumé. Le but de cet article est d’étudier a la non-existence de solution nonneg-
ative tres faible de

(—A)*u =uP +v dans €, u=g¢g dans RM\Q,
ot a € (0,1), p > 0, Q est un domaine de C?, nonborné de RY avec N > 2a,
ge LY RN\ Q, W) nonnegative et v est une mesure de Radon nonnegative.
On obtient alors
(1)siQ D (RN \W) pour certain rg > 0 et p <
n’a pas de solution faible.

(i1) siQ D {zx € RN : z-a >rg} pour certain rg > 0, a € RN et p < 2 alors
N+a

25—, alors le probleme (2)

le probléme (1) n’a pas de solution faible. Ici
de solution dans le demi-espace.

est optimal pour la non-ex1stence

Le théoreme de Liouville précedent peut etre appliqué pour montrer a la non-
existence de solution classique de ’équation fractionelle de Lane-Emden

(—A)%u =uP dans 9, u>0 dans RM\Q,
ou Q=RN\ B, (0) avec 7o > 0 ou Q = R¥N~1 x (0, +00).
9]
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1. INTRODUCTION
Let © be a C? domain in RY satisfying that
(i) QD (RN\BTO(0)> or (i) 22 {x eRY : z-a >0},

where 79 > 0 and a € RY \ {0}. Our purpose of this paper is to study the nonexistence of
nonnegative very weak solutions to the fractional Lane-Emden type equation

(=A)*u=uv"+v in €,
u=g in RV\Q,
where p > 0, v is a nonnegative Radon measure in €2, g is a nonnegative function in

LYRN\ Q, Hl;ll%) and (—A)® with a € (0,1) is the fractional Laplacian defined in the

principle value sense,

(1.1)

u(z) —u(x + 2)
|Z|N+2a

(—A)%u(z) = cnq lim

dz,
e—0t RN\ B (0)

here B(0) is the ball with radius € centered at the origin and ¢y, > 0 is the normalized
constant, see [30] for details. In the particular case that Q = RY or Q = RV \ {xq} for some
point 2o € R, the subjection: v = g in RV \ Q in (1.1) may be omitted.

It is known that the Liouville theorem plays a crucial role in deriving a priori estimates
for solutions in PDE analysis and the nonexistence of entire solution to the second order
differential equations has been studied for some decades. There is a large literature on the
nonexistence of solutions for the problem

—Au= f(u) in £, u [p0= 0, lim  wu(x)=0. (1.2)

z€Q, |z|—+00

Berestycki and Lions in [6] obtained the nonexistence results of (1.2) when = RY Esteban
[22] made use of a version of Maximum Principle to study the nonexistence of solutions of
(1.2), when Q is a strip tpye domain. For general unbounded domain, the nonexistence
result was derived by Esteban and Lions in [23]. The Liouville theorem has been extended
to the fully nonlinear elliptic equations, see the references [3, 4, 5, 11, 12, 21, 32, 35], by
developing the basic tools: the Maximum Principle and Hadamard Estimates.

During the last years, there has been a renewed and increasing interest in the study of
linear and nonlinear integral operators, especially, the fractional Laplacian, motivated by
great interest in the model diverse physical phenomena, such as anomalous diffusion and
quasi-geostrophic flows, turbulence and water waves, molecular dynamics, and relativistic
quantum mechanics of stars, see [8, 10, 36] and by important advances on the theory of
nonlinear partial differential equations. The Liouville theorem of the nonlocal elliptic prob-
lems has been attracting the attentions, Felmer and Quaas in [27] extended the Hadamard
estiamte for the fractional Pucci’s operator and obtained the Liouville theorem for the
corresponding Lane-Emden equations.

As a typical nolocal operator, the fractional Laplacian has been studied deeply, Z. Chen
et al in [19, 20] derived the estimates for its Green’s kernels by the stochastic method, W.
Chen et al in [16, 17, 18] obtained the nonexistence of the entire solution for the fractional
elliptic equations, M. Fall and T. Weth in [24, 25] obtained the nonexistence of positive
solutions for a class of fractional semilinear elliptic equations in unbounded domains.

Recently, H. Chen et al in [14, 15] studied the fractional elliptic equation with Radon
measures in bounded domain. In particular, the fractional Lane-emden type equation

(—A)*u=uP +kdp in £,

1.3
u=0 in RY\Q (13)
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has very weak solution when p < % and k > 0 small, and has no very weak solution

when p > %, where 2 is a bounded domain containing the origin. One may ask if (1.3)
has very weak solution when the domain €2 is unbounded. Our motivation in this article is
to clarify the existence and nonexistence when it involves unbounded domain, such as the
whole domain, exterior domain and half space.

Before stating our main results, we make precise the notion of very weak solution used in
this article. A function u is said to be a very weak solution of (1.1) if u € L'(RY, H‘x‘i‘%),

lulP € L} (RN) and

loc
/Qu(—A)O‘{dm:/Qupgdx—i—/ﬂgdu—/gf(—A)agdx, VE e CP(Q), (1.4)

where § = 0 is the zero extension of g in Q, CX() is the space of all the functions
in C®°(RN) with compact support in Q.  Although we set the the test function ¢ has
compact support in RY it follows by the nonlocal property of the fractional Laplacian that
(—A)¢(z) may have the decaying rate |z|~V=2® as |z| — +oo. This decaying at infinity
requires that u, g € L'(RY, Hl;ll%)

Now we state our first main results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that N > 2a, v is a nonnegative Radon measure in ), g is a

nonnegative function in L*(RY \ Q, Hlsrfll%)

(i) Assume that Q 2 (RN \ B,,(0)) for some ry > 0,

IS (0, %) : (1.5)

Then for any nonnegative measure v # 0, problem (1.1) has no nonnegative very weak
solution.

(i) Assume that Q D {x € RN : z-a > ro} for some ro > 0, a € RV \ {0},

pe <0, %fg) (1.6)

Then for any nonnegative measure v # 0, problem (1.1) has no nonnegative very weak
solution.

The nonexistence of very weak solution in Theorem 1.1 is derived by contradiction. Let
u be a nonnegative very weak solution of problem (1.1), the nonnegative source v would
provide w an initial positive decay at infinity, then this decay will be reacted by the source
nonlinearity «?, until that u blows up everywhere. To our knowledge, our method is new
and it could be applied in the Laplacian case, since it requires only the basic tools: the
comparison principles (or Kato’s inequality) and the estimates of the corresponding Green’s
kernel. This method, of course, is suitable in the classical sense. We say that u is a classical
solution of

(—A)*u=u" in €,

1.7
u=g in RV\Q, (.7)

if w is continuous in € and satisfies the first equation in (1.7) pointwise in 2, where the
function ¢ is an outside source.

When 2 is an exterior domain, i.e. = RY \ B, (0), we have the following nonexistence
of results.
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Corollary 1.1. Assume that p € (0, %) and u is a nonnegative classical solution of

problem
~A)y=vP in RN\ B,(0),
(—A) \ Br, (0) (18)
u>0 ae. in By(0).
Then u=0 a.e. in RV,
In the half space case, i.e. Q = RN~ x (0,00), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Assume that p € (0, %) and u is a nonnegative classical solution of

problem
(-A)u=uP in RY,

u>0 ae in RV\RY,
where RY = RV=1 x (0,00). Then u=0 a.e. in RY.

(1.9)

Turning back to Theorem 1.1, we notice that in the case Q@ D RV \ B, (0), problem (1.1)
has no very weak solution when v = 6z and p > %, because of the singularity at the
point T € €, here ﬁ is called by Serrin type exponent in the exterior domain or the

whole domain. In the half space case 2 = RY := RV~1 x (0, +00), the Serrin type exponent

is %, which is sharp for the nonexistence. In fact, problem (1.1) has a very weak solution

under the hypotheses that v is a Dirac mass and % <p< ﬁ Precisely, the existence
result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that k > 0, ., is the Dirac mass concentrated on the point ey =
(0,---,0,1) and

N+« N
. 1.1
pe[N—a’N—2a> (1.10)
Then there exists k* > 0 such that for k € (0,k*),
—A)%u = uP + ko, in RY,
( ) N + (1'11)
u=0 in RYV\RY
admits a minimal positive solution uy, which is a classical solution of
—A)u=uP in RY\{en},
(—4) + \{en} (1.12)

u=0 in RM\RY.
In contrast with the existence of positive solutions to (1.12), Chen, Fang and Yang in
[16] obtained that the problem
(-A)*u=u” in RY,
u=0 in RV\RY

has only zero nonnegative solution under the hypotheses that

(1.13)

N(p—1)

and we L 2 (RY).

>
P N — 2«

When 1 < p < %jf%g, the nonexistence of positive bounded classical solution to (1.13)
has been obtained independently in [24, 33]. These Liouville type theorems are derived by
employing the method of moving planes. However, when it involves nontrivial nonnegative
outside source, the method of moving planes is no longer valid and the critical exponent for

the nonexistence reduces to %, see Corollary 1.2, and Theorem 1.2 provides an example

showing the existence when p > % In fact, let w(z) = ug(x + 2en), where uy, is the very
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weak solution of (1.11), then w is a classical solution of (1.9) with nontrivial nonnegative
outside source.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show basic properties of the solutions
to nonhomogeneous problem with nonzero outside source, the Integration by Parts formula,
Comparison Principle. Section 3 is devoted to prove the nonexistence of nonnegative solu-
tions to (1.1) and to prove the nonexistence in the classical setting. Finally, we prove the
existence of very weak solutions of (1.8).

2. PRELIMINARY

Given a C? domain O, denote do(z) = dist(x,0), denote by G4 o the Green’s function
in O x O and by Gq,0[v] the very weak solution of

(=A)*u=v in O,
u=0 in RN\O,

where v is a Radon measure in O. In fact, for almost every x € O,

Ga,0V)(x) :/OGap(x,y)du(y).

In what follows, we always denote by ¢; the positive constant with ¢ € N.
We first introduce the strong Comparison Principle.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that D is a C? domain, functions fi, fo € C(D) satisfy fo > f1 in
D and g1, g2 € C(RN \ D) satisfy g2 > g1.
Let u; be the classical solutions of

(—A)*u=f; in D,
u=g; in RN\D
with 1 = 1,2, respectively. If

lim inf ug(z) > lim sup u; ()
r—=0D z—0D

and for unbounded domain,

lim inf ug(z) > lim sup uy (),

then
U > Ul in D.
Proof. If infep(ug —uy)(z) < 0, then there exists a point zg € D such that (ug —u;)(zg) =

infyep(ug — uyp)(x) = essinf  cgn (ug — up)(z), which implies that

(—A)*(uz — ur)(wg) = P.V. /RN (ug — Ull)x(oxo_) y—‘]&ga— u1)(y) dy < 0.

However,
(=A)*(uz — u1)(zo) = fa(zo) — fi(z0) =0,

which is impossible. U

Next we introduce the weak Comparison Principles, which could be derived by the Kato’s
inequality in the fractional setting.
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Proposition 2.1. [15, Proposition 2.4] Assume that O is a C? bounded domain and f €
LY0,d%dz), where do(z) = dist(z,00). Then there exists a unique weak solution u to the
problem

(=A)*u=f in O,
u=0 in RM\O.
Moreover, for any & € CH1(O) N CYO), € >0, we have that

/ lul(—A)*Edz < /O ¢ sien(u)f da (2.2)

(2.1)

and
/(9u+(—A)a§da; < /05 sign, (u)f dax. (2.3)
We say that u, is a very weak solution of
(=A)*u=v in O,
u=g in RN\O,
if u € LYO,do(z)%dz) and

/O uy(—A)Edz = /o cdy — /o ((—A)gdr,  VEECX(O), (2.5)

where v is a bounded Radon measure in O, g € L1(O¢, Hl;ll%)’ g is the zero extension

of g in @. When g = 0 in RY \ O, The authors in[15] showed that problem (2.4) admits
a unique very weak solution ug. When it involves the nonzero outside source g, the first
difficulty is the Integration by Parts formula. From the definition of (—A)®, we have that

o g\y
(_A) g(x) = CN,« /RN\(Q W dy, Vo e O. (26)

Lemma 2.2. Assume that O is a bounded C? domain, v is a bounded Radon measure,
g€ LY (0°, W) and ug is a very weak solution of (2.4) with g =0 in RN\ O.
Then (2.4) admits a unique very weak solution ug satisfying that

if g>0, then wuy > ug
and

it ¢ <0, then wuy < up.

Proof. Let v, be a C? sequence of functions converging to v in the dual sense of C(O). For
£ € C(0), there exists r1 > 0 such that

suppé C Oy :={z € O : dist(z,00) > ri }.
Let u,, be the classical solution of
(—A)*u=v, in O,

2.7
=g in RN\O. 27

S

Since § = 0 in O, then (—A)?*g € C} (O). Let wy, = u, — g and wy, is a classical solution of
(—A)*u=v, — (—A)*G in O,
u=0 in RV\ 0.
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Let v,, be the classical solution of
(-A)*u=v, in O,
u=0 in RN\O.
If g > 0, it follows by (2.6) that (—A)*g > 0, and by Comparison Principle, we have that
vp <u, in RY. (2.8)

By the Integration by Parts formula, see [15, Lemma 2.2|, we know that

/ agd;p_/ gyndzn—/ﬁ )“gd. (2.9)

From [15, Proposition 2.2], it holds that

Hw“”MNiV—M(ol) < ecllvnllpio + all(=2)*3ll o))

< a|vllmo) + c2ll(=2)*Fll L1 o))

Nooa 2a in 01 and M(O) is the

bounded Radon measure space in O. By [15, Proposition 2.6], there exists u, € L*(O) such
that, up to some subsequence,

where M -2 (Oy) is the Marcinkiewicz space with exponent

Up = U, Wp —> Uy in LYO) as n— +oo.

Passing the limit in (2.9) as n — 400, we have that

Lutarean= [ can— [ e

It follows by (2.8) that
Ug > ug in RY.
Now we prove the uniqueness. Assume that problem (2.4) has two solutions wuj, ug, then
w = up — usg is a very weak solution of

(=A)*u=0 in O,
u=0 in RY\O.

Then nonhomogeneous term is zero, of course, which is in L'(0O), so by applying Proposition
2.1, we have that w = 0 a.e. in 0. The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.1. From Divergence theorem, the following identity holds

/O(—A)g(g;) de =0, VEee(o).

In contrast with the Laplacian case, the corresponding identity for the fractional Laplacian
reads
CN,a
—A‘)‘{:L'dx:/{:z:/ —————dydx, Ve CF0),

Lraremae= [ae [ o (©)
which could be obtained from (2.5) by the solution u =1 of (2.4) takingv =0 and g =1 in
RN\ O.
Corollary 2.1. Let O and Oy be C? domains such that

O C Os.

Then
Go,0,(2,y) < Go0,(x,y), Y(z,y)€ RY xRV, z # . (2.10)
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Proof. Case 1: Oy is bounded. Since O; C Oy, then for fixed y € O1, G0, (-, y), Ga,0, (-, Y)
are the solutions to

(-A)*u=4¢, in Oy,
subjecting to u = 0 in RV \ 07 and to u = Gu0,(-,y) in RY \ O, respectively. Then
applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain that
GOC,Ol (.Z',y) S Ga,oz (.Z',y), V(az,y) € RN X RNa x 7é Y.
For fixed y € RV \ Oy, obvious that Go,0,(-,y) =0 in RY and Ga,0,(+,y) > 0in RN\ {y}.
Thus, (2.10) holds.

Case 2: O is unbounded. For any y € Oy, let w = Go,0,(,y) — Ga,0,(-,y), then w is a
classical solution of

(A)*'w=0 in O \{y},
w<0 in RV\O.
By the basic facts

o y|N—2a

lim Go 0, (z,y)|z — y|V 2% = lim Gy 0, (2, y)|z = c3,
Ty Ty

we derive that
lim w(z)|z —y|N 72 =0,
I—)y

thus, for any e, there exists r > 0 such that w(z) < €G,gn(7,y), Vo € B(0) \ {y}. We
observe that

(—A)* (w— €Gurn(y) =0 in O1\ Be(0). (2.11)
Since G g (,y) >0 in RV \ O and

lim G pn(y) =0= lim w(z)

|x| =400 |x| =400
so if

Sup (’lU - EGa,RN('v y)) >0,
z€RN\{y}

there exists zg € O; \ B((0) such that

w(zo) — €Gopn(0,y) =  sup  (w—eGupn(,y)) >0,
zeRN\{y}

and from the definition of the fractional Laplacian, we obtain that

(_A)a (w - EGQ,RN('7 y)) (l‘o)
- / (w(zo) — €G o r (20,2)) — (w(2) — €G o rn (2,y))
= CN,a N

\960 _ Z‘N_2O‘

dz >0,

which contradicts (2.11). This is to say that for any e > 0,
w < eGopn(y) in RV {y}.
Therefore, w < 0 in RV \ {y} and (2.10) holds. The proof is complete. O

Next we make a general estimate of the very weak solution of fractional equation with
nonlinearity.
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that D is a C? domain in R (not necessary bounded), f : [0, +00) —
[0,+00) and v is a nonnegative Radon measure satisfying

1
————dv < 400. 2.12
/Q 1+ [y[N—2e 312
Let u > 0 be a very weak solution of
—A)%u = f(u)+v in D,
(—A)*u = f(u) o1
u>0 in RV\D.

Then
u> Gqplv] ae inD.

Proof. By (2.12), we observe that Gp ,[v] is well defined. Let D,, be a C? bounded domain
such that
DN By(0) C Dp C DN Byya(0) and D= | J Dy
n=1

Let u,, be the positive very weak solution of
(=A)*u, =vP+v in D,
U, =0 in RN\ D,.
Since u > 0, then it follows by Corollary 2.1 that for any n,
w>u, ae in RY. (2.14)
Let v,, be the positive very weak solution of
(=A)*v, =v in D,
vp,=0 in RN\ D,.
Then w,, := v,, — u, is a weak solution of
(—A)*w, = —uP in D,
wy, =0 in RV\ D,.
From the Kato’s inequality (2.3) with £ the first eigenfunction of ((—A)%, D,,), we have that
wy, <0 a.e.in Dy,
thus, together with (2.14), we have that
u>v, ae in RY, (2.15)
Passing the limit as n — oo, we have that
u > GoplV].
The proof is complete. U

Remark 2.2. Under the hypothesises of Lemma 2.3, let p be a nonnegative Radon measure
such that
w<v.

Then the nonnegative weak solution w of (2.13) satisfies
u> Gy plp] ae in D.
Let 79 < 0 and {7;}; be the sequence generated by
Tj =20 +p1j—1 for j=1,2,3---. (2.16)
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Lemma 2.4. Assume that

2
pe <0, 1+ —O‘> , (2.17)

—70
then {7;}; is an increasing sequence and there exists jo € N such that
Tjo >0 and 75,1 <0. (2.18)
Proof. For p € (0,1 + _2—3‘_0), we have that
T —T0=20+7(p-1)>0
and .

7 — Tje1 = p(1j1 — Tj—2) = P11 — 70), (2.19)
which imply that the sequence {7;}; is increasing. If p > 1, our conclusions are obvious. If
p € (0,1), we have that in the case that 71 > 0, we are done, and in the case that 71 < 0, it
deduces from (2.19) that

1—p)

Tj =
L—p
L Jrm= 22 g |+
T — T To = as 0

1—p 1= 70 0= 7" D ’ J )

then there exists jo > 0 satisfying (2.18). g

(11 —70) + 70

%

In the section 3, we shall apply lemma 2.4 with 79 = 2a — N when Q > (RV \ B,,(0)),
with 79 = @ — N when 2 D {3: eRN:z.a> 0}. Furthermore, for 79 € (=N, —N + 2q], it
deduces by the fact 7,1 < 0 that if jo > 2,

70 + PTjo—2 < —N.
3. NONEXISTENCE

We prove the nonexistence of very weak solution of (1.1) by contradiction. Assume that
problem (1.1) admits a nonnegative solution u, we will obtain a contradiction from its decay
at infinity.

3.1. The whole domain or the exterior domain. In the case that Q = R”, the Green’s
function is

C
Ga,Q(:Evy): | > V$7y€RN7 x#y

T — y|N—2a’
For the general exterior domain, the Green’s kernel couldn’t be given explicitly, but we

can give the following estimate, which will play an important role in the derivation of the
decay at infinity of the nonnegative solution u to problem (1.1).

Lemma 3.1. Assume that N > 2a, Q O (RV\ B,,(0)). Let Goq be the Green’s function
of (—A)® in Q x Q, then there exists ¢4 > 0 such that for z,y € RN \ By, (0),
C4
Goolz,y) > — 2 3.1

ale) = T (31)
Proof. From the scaling property, see [19, (1.2)], for any [ > 0 and any bounded C'**' domain
O, there holds

. x

Ga,(?(:pa y) = 12 NGa,lO(T? %) (32)
Fixed y € RV \ B»(0), let T’y be the solution of
A)Yu =3, — y**Noy in RV,

lim wu(z)=0.
|x| =400

We may assume that rg = %
(_

(3.3)
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Then we have that

3 63’y‘2°‘_N

- Ve eRNV\ {y,0}.

) e T
Denote
Ay={z ¢ RV \ {y,0} : Ty(z) < 0}
and x € A, if and only if
ly — x| = |yl|z].
On the one hand, for x satisfying
lyl =[] = [yllx],
we have that © € A,. We observe that (3.5) is equivalent to

ly|
x| < )
=
that is,
B lyl (0) C Ay,
[y[+1
which implies that for any |y| > 2,
B,,(0) C A,.
On the other hand, for any x € A,, we have that
lyl + || > |yll=l,
that is,
||
x| > .
2

So for any |y| > 2,
Ay C Bﬂ(()) C BQ(O).

lyl—1

We see that G 0(-,y) is the very weak solution of
(-A)*u=¢, in Q,
u=0 in RV\Q,

lim wu(z) =0.
|x| =400

Since RV \ Q C B,,(0), it follows by Corollary 2.1 that
Gago(,y) =Ty in RY\ {y}.
It follows by (3.4) that for |z| > 2,

il I et 1
2 = 2

lylla] =

which implies that
CN,a

Ly(x) = (1 —2%7%) Ty

Thus, (3.1) holds. The proof is complete.

11

(3.4)

(3.6)
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Lemma 3.2. Let {7;}; be defined by (2.16) with 7o = 2ac— N, v be a positive measure and
u be a nonnegative solution of (1.1) verifying
u(x) > cjlz[7, Vo € RN\ By, (0)
for some ¢; >0 and j < jo — 2. Then for p € (0, %), there exists cj11 > 0 such that
u(w) > cjy1|z|7+, Vo € RN\ By, (0).
Proof. For r > max{1,4ry}, let O, = B,(0) \ Bay,(0) and v, be the unique solution of
(—A) %, (x) = c§|:z:|7jp><or(x), Vo e,
vp(z) =0, vz € RV\ Q, (3.8)

lim v, (z) =0,
|z| =00

where xo, = 1in O, and xo, = 0 in RV \ O,. By Lemma 2.3, we have that for any r > 1,
u> v, In RN,

From (3.1), we have that

Goa(t,y) > ——

N
|x_y|N—20c’ vx’ yGR \B4T’O(O)7 ﬂf#y
We observe that
vr(z) = Galcf| - ["Pxo0,](2)

|y|75P

> cpdd | — A ———dy

i Jo, Jx —y[N-2a
= C4C?|$|Tj+1/ Lfl:rz dz

! 0.2, 0N\O 1 (0 leg — 2|V 72

T T
ij

— C4Cp‘$’7—j+1/ Ldz as 1 — +00,

J RN\ Birg (0) g — 2|N—2

[z]

where e, = ﬁ, 7jp < —2a and for x € RNV \ By, (0),

z > — VA
RN\B.y, (0) €2 — 2V 72 RN\ B, (0) |€x — 2|V 72

]

|2[™P
:/ N —3a 4%
RN\ By (0) len — 2|
Let
& / =7,
j 7 Jam\i0) len — 2N 2

then

w(z) > cjplz|7+, Vo € RV \ By, (0).
The proof is complete. U

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1(7).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). By contradiction, we assume that (1.1) has a very weak
solution u > 0. Since v # 0, there exists ny > 4rg such that

By, (0) N suppy # 0,
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then we have that
Ga,B,, [VXB,, () >0 In Ony,
and by Lemma 2.3, we have that
u 2 GQ7Q[V] 2 Gaanl [VXBnl (0)] in RN
Let p = GZBM [vXB,, )] > 0 in By, (0), then
u > Galp].
For x € RN \ By, (0), we have that
p(y)dy 20—N
Gaalpl(z) > 05/ x5 = cellillLis,, 0)\Bar, (0)) 7]
Bnl(o)\B4r0(0) ‘.’L’ _ y‘N 2a ( 1( )\ Ba ()( )
Thus, there exists ¢g > 0 such that
u(z) > colz|™, Vz € RV \ By, (0) (3.9)
with 79 = 2a — N < 0. Then it implies by Lemma 3.4 that for any j < jo — 1,
u(x) > cjlz|™, z € RV \ By, (0), (3.10)

where {7;}; is given by (2.16) and ¢; > 0.
Let v, the solution of (3.8) with j = jo — 1, we have that for any r > 8r,

u(z) > vp(z), vz € RY.
Then for any & € Byra(0)\ Biry (0), y € By(0) \ Barg(0), we have that |z — y| < 2[y| and

|y|T0—1P
) 2 e3¢ Jo= 1/ (O\Bar, (0) 1T — [V oy
T 7'0

> [ [y gy
Br(0)\Bar, (0)
Cg[’r’TjO — (47‘0)Tj0] if Tjo > 0
>
csllogr —log(4rg)] if 75, =0
— 00 as r — +o0o,

which contradicts that u € L'(RY, Hlsrfll%) from the definition of very weak solution of
(1.1). The proof ends. O

3.2. Half space. We first recall the Green’s estimate of the fractional Laplacian in half
type space .

Lemma 3.3. Assume that N > o and D Rﬂf, then there exists cg > 0 such that

€9 . znyn \"
Gaalz, y)_mmln{l,<’x_y’2> }, vz, y € RY. (3.11)

Proof. From Corollary 2.1, we have that
Ga,Q(‘Tay) 2 Ga7Rf(x7y)7 ‘Ta y € RN7 € 7é y

From [20, Corollary 1.4], there exists ¢19 > 1 such that for any x,y € Rf , T £,

. TNYN >a} N—2 . enyn \°
— min< 1, <G, pnv(x,y)|e—y ¢ < cpmin< 1, , (3.12
i {1, (2 - D ()

which implies (3.11). The proof is complete. O
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Let C, be the cone

Cr=J{@ ) eRN"xR: [2f| <t}
Lemma 3.4. Let {7;}; be given by (2.16) with 1o = o — N, v be a positive measure and u
be a nonnegative solution of (1.1) satisfying
uw(x) > ¢ilz|, Vel
for some ¢; >0 and j < jo —2. Then for p € (0, N+O‘) there exists cj41 > 0 such that
w(x) > cjp1lx|7t, Ve l.

Proof. For r > 1, let O, = C; N B,(0) and v, be the unique solution of

(=8)%0(z) = Cp!l’\”pXoT( ), Vzeq,
v () = Ve e RV\Q, (3.13)
lim v.(z) = 0,

|z| =400
where xo, = 1 in O, and xo, = 0 in RY \ O,. By Lemma 2.3, we have that for any » > 1,

u > v, in RN,

From (3.11), we have that
vr(x) = Galcj] - [7Pxo0,] (2 )

«
T . TNYN
690p/ Y Jp mln{l,( ) }dy
™ o P
Tip «
:C9c§‘x’Tj+l/ %min{L( = 2> }dz
0 (0\0 1 (0) lez — 2| ez — 2|

E]] Tz

Tip @
— chg\xlTJ’“/ %min {1, <Z7N2> } dz as 1 — 400,
Cl\Bﬁ(O) ez — 2| ez — 2]
x

where e, = ﬁ, 7;p < —2c and for any x € Cy,

|2|73P . { ( ZN >O‘}
————=— 1N1n 1 —_ dZ
/(:1\131(0) leg — 2|V 2« "\ ew — 22
»|TiP . N o
2/ i (2 b
C1 |em Z| |€w Z|
; (07

|2|73P AN
> dz.
B /<:1 (L4 2N =20 (1 + |2])2

v

Let
|2[7P N
civ1 = cocl — dz,
’ P ey (T [N 720 (1 4 [2])2
then
w(x) > cjprlx|H, Vo e Cy.

The proof is complete.
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1(37).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i7). By contradiction, we assume that (1.1) has a very weak
solution u > 0.
We first claim that there exists ¢y > 0 such that

u(z) > colz|*N, Vo € Cy. (3.14)
Indeed, let {O,}, be a sequence of C? domain such that

QN B,(0) C O, C 2N B,+1(0).
Let ny > 1 such that

By, (0) Nsuppr # 0,

then we have that

Ga,0n, [I/Xan (0)] >0 in Op,
and

u > GaqlvXp,,©0) = Ca0m, VX5, @) I RY.

Let u = GZ,O@ [vXB,,(0)] and then

u > Galp].
For z € C; and y € Oy, N{z € RV : 2y > 1}, we have that |z —y| < |z|+|y| < (ng+1)|7|
and zy > §|$|
(e (725) 2t (i) )
min ¢ 1, >ming 1, ([ ————
|z —y[? (n2 +1)?[z?
S
T 14|zl
and

ply)dy . { ( TNYN >“}
Ga, ) >c / ——————min< 1, dy
olu)(z) 11 on, z—y|V 22 iz — o7

> en il o, 21N,

where c11; > 0 depends on ns.
From (3.14), we have that

u(z) > colz|™, Vre(
with 79 = @« — N < 0. Then it implies by Lemma 3.4 that for any j < jo — 1,
u(z) > ¢ilz7,  Vzedl, (3.15)

where {7;}; is given by (2.16) and ¢; > 0.
Let v, the solution of (3.13) with j = jo — 1, we have that for any r > 1,

u(z) > vp(z), vz € RY.
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Then for any z € C1 \ B, (0) with r > 1, y € C1 \ By;(0), |z — y| < 2]y[, we have that

) 1 . INYN @
u(z) > coct _ / ly[T70 1P e mm{l, ( > } dy
271 Jo, o0\ 0) = y|N 2 |z — y|?

> Clll‘%/ |y|—N+Tj071p
Or(0)\Ba|,|(0)

- ciz[rfo — (2|z[)o] if 7 >0

| ciollogr —log(2|x])] if 75, =0

Yy dy

— 00 as r — +00,

which contradicts that u € L'(RY, Hl;ll%) from the definition of very weak solution of

1.1). The proof ends. O
(1.1)

3.3. Nonexistence in the classical setting. In this subsection, we prove the nonex-
istence of classical solutions of semi-linear elliptic equations (1.8) and (1.9) by using the
method in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The main difference is that we use strong Comparison
Principle replacing the weak one.

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Since u > 0 is a classical solution of (1.8), then if there exists
one point xg € RV \ B, (0) such that u(zg) = 0, then we have that

u(y)
I gy =0
L ymdn =0

u=0.

which implies that

So we may assume that v > 0 in Q and let u)(x) = u(I~'z) for x € RV, [ > 1, then v; is a
positive solution of
(=A% =14 in RN\ By, (0),
up > 0 in Blro (0)
We see that the positive function w; := GmRN\W[(lM — 1)quB4lTO (O\Bair, (0)] is a clas-
sical solution of
(=A)%w; = 1?4 in RN\ By, (0),
w; =0 in Baiyy(0), (3.16)

lim w(x)=0.
|z| =400

The remaind of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i) just replacing the weak
Comparison Principle by strong Comparison Principle, so we just sketch the proof. By
strong Comparison Principle, we have that

u; > w; in RN,
By Lemma 3.1 with Q = RV \ Bor, (0),
wi(x) > ewlzP*N, x| > 2,
thus,
w > ez N, ] > 20,
By Lemma 2.3 and repeat the argument of the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i) to obtain that
w(z) = +oo for |z| > 2Irg,

which contradicts that u is a classical solution of (3.16). O
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Proof of Corollary 1.2. Since u > 0 is a classical solution of (1.9), then if there exists
one point yg € 2 such that u(yg) = 0, then we have that

u(y)
Iy =
Loy v =0

which implies that

So we may assume that u > 0 in Q. For [ > 1, let w(z) = u(I~'z) for x € RY, then v; is a
positive solution of

(=A% =14 in RN~ x (0,+00),

3.17
u >0 in RV~!x (—o0,0]. (3.17)

The remaind is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i) with p < Nta and we omit here.

N—«
O

4. EXISTENCE IN THE SUPERCRITICAL CASE

To prove Theorem 1.2, the following estimate plays an important role in the construction
of the upper bound in the procedure of finding the solution.

Lemma 4.1. Forp € [%, N]_V2a>, we have that
Gory [Cppyllen]] < c14Gopyley] in RY. (4.1)

Proof. From (3.12), we have that for z € RY, = # ey,

1 Ty
<
crolr —en| V72001 + |22 —

Gl () € — 0 TN
a,Rf en\T) = |33—€N|N_2°‘1+|117|2a'

Our aim here is to prove (4.1) in RY, which is divided into D; := B%(e]\/), Dy ={z e RY:
v < 2} Dyi={z € RY : 2y > 1, |2| > 8} and Dy = RY \ (D1 N Dy N D3). Since Dy is
compact and G, R (G ox[0ey]] has no singularity and decaying, then (4.1) holds in Dy.
k) 3 +
Case 1: x € D1. For x € Dy, we observe that

Ga,RN (‘Ta y)
Ga,Rf [GZR{X [5€NH($) < 615/ — dy,

RY [y — en|(NV=20p (1 + [y[)op
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where
/ Ga,Rﬁ (:Evy) p
Yy
Ba(0) |y — en|(N=200p (1 + [y|)op
(e}
: TNYN C10 1
< min 4 1, dy
/B2(0) { <|$—y|2> } |$—y|N_2a |y_eN|(N—2a)p
C10 1
< dy
/BQ(O) [(z — en) — y|N =2 |y|(N—20)p
= |z — 2a—(N—2a)p €10 1
|z — en| /B , ol Z[N2a (N —20)p dz
Te—enT
- €10 €10
< |z -— eN’2a (N—2a)p / 76&—1—/ VRN
Bi(e) ‘6 - Z’N_2a B1(0) ’2‘(N—2a)p
C10
+/ dz
1 (N—2a)(p+1)
B\wfez\r\(o) * |Z|
< epgla — ey 2o (N —200p <1 + |z — eN|(N—20l)p—2a>
= 616|:17 — 6N|2&—(N—2a)p + 15
and

dy

/ GOMR{E (33‘, y)
RN\ B (0) |y — en|(N7200P(1 + |y|)op

. zyyn \° €10 1
< min< 1, [ ——— dy
L™ (5250) | o=

C10
< <
- /RN 1+ [y|(N=e)p+1) dy < e,

here ey = —=2- and (N — «a)(p+ 1) > N. Therefore, (4.1) holds for x € D;.

|[z—en]

Case 2: x € Dy. We note that

dy.

Ga RN (‘Ta y)y?\{/
P < -
Ga,Rf [GaRf [56NH($) > ar /]Rf ‘y _ eN‘(N—Qa)P(l + ‘y’)%‘p

For x € D, satisfying |z| > 3, let D, = {z € RY : 2y > 2z}, then we have that

Gory(7,9)
e —
D.

oy = en|N=200P (1 Jy[)or

<x°‘/ YN €10 ! dy
=N b, L+ |z — y|2a |z — y|N—2a ]y _ eN‘(N—oc)p

1
< g0 (a=N)(p+1) €10 d
_.Z'N‘.Z" Rf \ex—z]N_O‘ ‘Z—%’(N_a)p Y
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and

/ Ga,Rf (:Ev y) dy < / x%yj’\‘, C10 1 d
Y= = Y
RN\D, |y — en|NV=200P (1 + [y[)or RV\D, (0) 1+ [& = y?* [z — y|N 72 1 4 [y|(N=elp
< crgaly|m| @ NP+
where (o — N)(p+1) < —N.
For z € D, satisfying |z| < 3, we have that

/ Ga,Rf(ng/)
D, [y = en|(NT2OR (1 + [y[)or

0 / YN 10 1 dy
N b, L+ |z —yPe o — y N2 [y — ey |(N—a)p

dy

IN

(07
< 20T N

and

/ Gory (7,9) < / %Y 1 1 i
y < = y
RY\D, |y — en|NV7200P (1 + [y|)or RV\D,(0) L+ 2 = y[>* [z — y[ N2 1 + [y|(N=ep

< enzly.
Therefore, (4.1) holds for z € Ds.
Case 3: x € D3. We see that
Ga,Rf (z,9) i
/Rf [y — el 200 (1 + [g)r

</ €10 1 dy
= Jry r =y fy — ey |(V720P(1 4 Jy|)er

_ 2a—(N—a)p €10 1
= caolx| / — dz
Y lex — 21N 22 [z — Y[NV=20p (jaf T 4 [])er

< 022’x‘2a—(N—a)p / a0 dz + / ‘Z — e_N‘(N—2a)de
- By (en) len — 2|V =2 By () 2]
C10
+/B 1+ |z|(N—a)(P+l)—a dz

Tment ©

< ¢93 ’x‘2o¢—(N—a)p

)

where (N —a)(p+1) —a > N. Since 2a — (N — a)p < a— N, then (4.1) holds for z € Ds.
The proof ends. U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first define the iterating sequence
vy = kGava [Oen] >0
and
vn = Go gy [V 1] + EGy g [dey]-
Observing that
v = GaRf[(k‘vo)p] + kGa,Rf [0en] > v0

and assuming that
Up—1 = Up—2 I R—lj\—[ \ {eN}7
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we deduce that

Un = Ga,Rﬁ [’Ufz—l] + kGa,Rf [56N] > Ga,Rf [’Ufz—2] + kGa,Rf [56N] = Un—1.
Then the sequence {v,}, is increasing with respect to n. Moreover, we have that

/ v (—A)* ¢ dr = / o Edx +kE(ey), VE € CERY). (4.3)
RY RY

+

We next build an upper bound for the sequence {v, },. For t > 0, denote
we = thP Gy gy [GZM Ben]l + EGy gy [den] < (c1ath” + k)G, gy [dey ], (4.4)
where ¢14 > 0 is from Lemma 4.1, then
Gy [Wh] + kG, g [dey] < (c1ath? +k)PG gy [GY o [den]] + G gy [en] < wi,
IR "Ny Ayt RY "Ny
if
(Cl4tkp + k)p < tkp,

that is,
(Cl4tkp_1 + 1)p <t. (45)

1
Let k, = < L )%1 =Ll and ty = (p%l)p, then if £ < k, and ¢t = ¢,, (4.5) holds. Hence,

C14p
by the definition of wy,, we have w;, > vg and

v1 = Gy g [vf] + kG gy [00] < G v [wh] + kG, gy [d0] = wy,,.

Inductively, we obtain that

Un < Wy, (4.6)
for all n € N. Therefore, the sequence {v,, },, converges. Let uy := lim,_,~ vy,. By (4.3), we
have that uy is a very weak solution of (1.8).

We claim that uy is the minimal solution of (1.1), that is, for any nonnegative solution u
of (1.8), we always have uy < u. Indeed, there holds

uw=G_p~[uf]+ kG, p~[do] > vo,
a,RJr a,R+

then
U= Ga,Rf [up] + k‘)Ga,Rf [50] 2 Ga,Rf [Ug] + k‘)Ga,Rf [50] = V1.
We may show inductively that
U > vy
for all n € N. The claim follows.
Similarly, if problem (1.8) has a nonnegative solution u for k; > 0, then (1.8) admits a

minimal solution wy for all k € (0,k;]. As a result, the mapping k — uy is increasing. So
we may define

k* = sup{k > 0: (1.1) has minimal solution for k}

and we have that

K> k.
Regularity of the very weak solution of (1.8). Let u be a very weak solution of (1.8),
take Z = (Z1, -+ ,Zn) € RY \ {ex} and r = I min{|z — ey, Zn}, then

u = GC‘UR{E [up] + kGa,Rf [56N]
= Ga,Rf [upXBr(i‘)] + Ga,Rf [upXRf\Br(f)] + kGa,Rf [561\7]7
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where Gme [60] is C2 (RY \ {en'}). To be convenient, we write B; = By-:,.(Z). For z € B;,

we have that

Gopylayio 70) = [ uy)Giyny (a0},

RY\B; 1
then, for some C; > 0, we have that

Plle2(_yy < CillvP|l 1By, () (4.7)
and for some constant ¢; > 0 depending on i, we obtain that

||Ga,Rf [olllc2(B,_1) < &z, (4.8)

HGa,Rf [XRf\BZ—U

By Proposition 2.2 in [14], we have that u? € L% (By,,(z)) with g0 = 3(1 + 1Ny >1
and then

_ . Nqo
oy IBor @] € L7 (Bar (7)) with p1= = .
Similarly,
WP € LU(B.(Z)) with g1 = %
and N
_ . q1
GoryXB@u'] € LP(Br(T)) with py = N —2aq;

Let ¢; = £t and p;1 = 5

uP € L¥(B;) and Ga,Rf [xB,uP] € LPH1(B;).

if N —2¢g; > 0. Then we obtain inductively that

We may verify that
gi+1 1 N - 1 N
% pN—-2aq;, pN-2aq
Therefore, lim;_, 4~ ¢; = 400, so there exists iy such that N —2¢;, > 0, but N —2¢;,4+1 <0,
then we deduce that

> 1.

Ga,Rf[XBioup] c LOO(BZO)

As a result, we obtain that

u < LOO(BZ'O).
By regularity results in [34], we know from (4.8) that u is Holder continuous in B;, and so
is uP. Then u is a classical solution of (1.1). O
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