arXiv:1911.05966v1 [math.AP] 14 Nov 2019

A LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREM FOR FRACTIONAL ELLIPTIC
EQUATION WITH EXPONENTIAL NONLINEARITY

ANH TUAN DUONG AND VAN HOANG NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with stable solutions to the frac-
tional elliptic equation

(—A)*u =e* in RY,
where (—A)*® is the fractional Laplacian with 0 < s < 1. We establish the
nonexistence of stable solutions provided that N < 10s. This result is optimal
when s 1 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in the classification of stable solutions of the
fractional Gelfand problem

(=A)*u = e* in RY (1.1)
where 0 < s < 1. Here, the fractional Laplacian (—A)® is defined as a nonlocal
pseudodifferential operator on the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions

by
u(z) — u(§)

(=A)°u(x) = ey s lim g2 dg,

e=0 JRN\B(z,e) 1T —
where ¢y, is the normalization constant and

B(z,e) ={y e R ; |y — x| < e}

This operator is extended in the distributional sense to the space Ls(RY) with

u(x
L(RY) = {u € Llloc(RN);/RN %dm < oo} .

In addition, if u € C?7(RY) N L;(RY) for some o > s, then (—A)*u(z) is well-
defined at every point € RY see e.g., [18]. In this paper, we mean a solution u to
(1.1) by u € C?(RY) N Ls(RY) for some o > s which satisfies (1.1) point-wise.

In recent years, the classification of stable solutions to elliptic equations involv-
ing the Laplace operator has been much studied by many mathematicians. The
pioneering work in this direction is due to A. Farina [9] where the nonexistence
of stable solutions to the Lane-Emden equation was completely established. After
that, there have been many contributions to the classification of stable solutions to
elliptic equations/ systems in various cases of nonlinearities [2-5,7,10,11,14-17].

In contrast to the local case s = 1, there has been only a few works dealing with
the classification of stable solutions to elliptic equations involving the fractional
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Laplacian, see [6] and also [12,13]. In these articles, the authors classified stable
solutions, finite Morse index solutions to the fractional Lane-Emden equations by
using the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension [1], some nonlinear integral estimates and
the monotonicity formula to overcome the difficulty caused by the presence of the
fractional operator. However, the techniques in [6] do not seem to be directly
applicable to the fractional elliptic equation with exponential nonlinearity (known
as the Gelfand nonlinearity).

Recall that in [10], the nonexistence of stable solutions to the Gelfand equation

—Au=¢e"inRY (1.2)

was proved when 1 < N < 9. This condition is also shown to be sharp in the sense
that when N > 10, (1.2) admits a radial stable solution [10]. The purpose of this
paper is then to study whether similar results hold true to the fractional Gelfand
equation (1.1). Before stating our main result, we recall that a solution w of (1.1)
is called stable if

/n et p2dy < = / /n @li(ﬁ_—“b(wdmy, for all € CH(RY).  (1.3)

2 y|N+2s

Let us state the main result in this paper.
Theorem 1.1. For N < 10s, there is no stable solution of (1.1).

As mentioned above, the Gelfand equation (1.2) admits a stable solution when
N >10. So, our Theorem 1.1 is optimal in the limit s T 1.

To prove Theorem 1.1, we do not use monotonicity formula as in [6] since it seems
not applicable due to the exponential nonlinearity. Instead, we use the Caffarelli-
Silvestre extension [1], establish a key estimate (see Lemma 2.4) and develop the
idea in [10]. Tt is worth noticing that some difficulties arise due to the presence of the
fractional Laplacian, especially in the choice of test functions in C°(RY) to make
some integral estimates for the solution. We overcome this difficulty by showing that
in fact we can test the equation (1.1) by a special function 5(z) = (1 + |z|?)~ %=
(which does not belong to C°(RY)). This fact will be done by some technical
lemmas in Section 2. Note that the choice of function 7 is a crucial technique in
the present paper. In forthcoming paper [8], the authors develop this approach to
prove some Liouville results for the stable solutions of the equation (—A)*u = f(u)
and of the fractional Lane-Emden system.

Let us close the introduction by recalling a standard tool to study the nonlocal
problems due to Caffarelli and Silvestre [1]. This result allows us to reduce a
nonlocal problem in RY to a local problem with a nonlinear Neumann boundary
condition on Rf“.

Theorem A. Let 0 < s <o < 1 and u € C?**(RV) N L,(RN). For (z,t) € RY T,
we define

Uz, t) = /RN Py(x — z,t)u(z)dz,

where Ps(x,t) is the Poisson kernel

tQS
PS(ZE,t) = p(Na S)

N+2s

(> +22)
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and p(N,s) is the normalization constant. Then U € C2(Rf+l) N C(W),
t1=250,U € C(RY*") and
—div(t'=2VU) = 0 in RYH
U=u on 8Rf+1 ) (1.4)
- %iir(l)tlﬂsatU = rs(—A)*u  on ORY ™!

Here ks = 221;(,171}5()5) and T is the usual Gamma function.

The rest of this paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us first fix some termi-
nologies. In what follows, we denote by C' a generic positive constant which may

change from line to line. Denote also by
N+2

n@)=0+z*)""=2, zeRY (2.1)

which plays the role of test function in the sequel. We first give an elementary
property of 7.

Lemma 2.1. Let n be defined in (2.1). There holds
|(—=A)*n(z)| < Cn(x), for all z € RY (2.2)
where C' depends only on N and s.

m

Proof. Denote by p,, = (14 |2]?)~% with m > N. Then pyy2s = 1. The estimate
(2.2) is a direct consequence of the following

[(=A)* pm(2)] < Cn(x) for all z € RY, (2.3)
where C depends only on m, N and s. Hence, it is sufficient to prove (2.3).
Let R be a positive constant and define

pm(z) — pm(z +h P () — pm(x +h) + Vpm(z) - h
f(x7h) = |h|N+25 X{‘h|>R} + |h|N+2S X{Ih‘SR}v

where 4 is the characteristic function of the set A. Then, it is not hard to see
that

(=A)’pm(z) = cnys N f(x, h)dh.
R
A straightforward computation gives

Fapm(x) = =2m(1 + [2*) 7" o + 4m(m + 1) (1 + |2[*) ™" 2apa,
which implies
V2 o (@) lop < 2m(2m + 3)(1 + |2f*) 7",
here for a N x N matrix A, ||A|l,p, denotes its operator norm, ie. [Aop =
max{|Az|/|z|; x # 0}. Hence, if || < R then

1
V2pm(z 4+ 6h)h - h(1 — 0)df
|f(£[], h)| _ |f0 P (LL' |h|NJ225 ( ) | S m(2m + 3)|h|7N+272s' (24)

In addition, when |h| > R, there holds

m m h — p—
i) < 220 LR T ) oo, 25)
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We first consider |z] < 1. We choose R = 2 and define f(z,h) as above. It results
from (2.4) and (2.5) that

(8 pn(e) <o [ Uf@hidh+eva [ fGbldn

{Inl<2} {|h|>2}
<m(2m+3)en,s / |h|~NT2725dh 4 2cN,S/ |h|~N~25dh
{Ihl<2} {in1>2}
2 3 21725 2725
= cn| SV (m( m1+_2 + = > : (2.6)

Here |S™V~1| is the surface area of the unit sphere SV~—1 in R,
For |z| > 1, we take R = |z|/2 and define f(z,h) as above. We divide RY into
three subdomains as follows

O = {h; [h] < [x|/2}, Qo = {h; [2]/2 < [b] < 2[z]}, Q3 = {h; |h] = 22[}.
If h € Q4 then |z + 0h| > |z| — 0|h| > |z|/2 for any 6 € (0,1) which implies
2\ —m—1
IV o (4 0R) oy < 2m(2m +3) (1+|‘TT) < 22 (2m 4 3) (14 [2]%) "™,

Hence | f(z,h)| < 22" 2m(2m+3)(1+|x[?) =™ h|=N+2725 on Q; which combines
with |z| > 1 gives

|| flem)dn| < / |, h)|dh

Q1
22m—1+28

- 1-s
22m71+35

< ﬁm@m +3)|SV (1 + )T

m(2m 4 3)[SYH(1 + 2P a2

gm+4 —243s N1 G N,
We next estimate the integral on the second subdomain 2o,

[ b)) < /Q |, h)|dh

Q3

< QN+2s || =N-2s ((1 + |z|?) 7™z N | By | + /N pmd:c)
R

< 93(N+29) <|Bl| + [ pm<x>da:> A+ ¥, (28)
]RN

where we have used |z| > 1, p,, € L*(RY) and | B;| denotes the volume of the unit
ball in RY.

If h € Q3 then |z + h| > |h| — |z| > |z|. Thus 0 < f(z,h) < (1 + |z*)™™ on the
third subdomain {23. Consequently

|| fla h)dhl = [ f(z,h)dh
Qg QS
1

2(1—1s)
e (e O (2.9)

< (L+Jaf)™ SN (2lal)
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Here we have used again |z| > 1. Finally, the estimate (2.3) follows from (2.6),
(2.7), (2.8) and (2.9). O

Next, we prove an approximation lemma which enables us to use the function 7
as a test function for the equation (1.1) (as mentioned in the introduction).

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ € C°(R) be a test function satisfying ¢p(t) =1 if [t| <1 and
o(t) =0 if |t| > 2. For R > 1, we define ¢pr(z) = ¢ (‘—;‘) Then there hold

Jim (=) (n6r)(x) = (~A) ()() (2.10)
and
[(=A)*(nor)(z)] < C(1+ R™**)n(x), (2.11)

for any x € RN, Here, C is independent of R.
Proof. A simple computation gives

(~A)* (6m)(x) = 1(—A)°6n(x) + br(=A)n()
Sy L ELOCTOR U P

|z — y[N+2s

It is easy to see that the first term in the right hand side of (2.12) satisfies

n(@)(=A) ¢r ()] = R~ n(2)|((-A)°¢)(z/R)| < CR™*n(z), (2.13)
since ¢ € C°(RY). Concerning the second term, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that
[or(2)(=A) n(z)] < Cn(z). (2.14)

We now control the integral in the last term

0~ [ (1) = 1) (6r@) = 6r)) ;.

|z — y[N+2s

by dividing into three cases of x.
Case 1. |z| < &
In this case, we have

()] < 20(z) /

ly|>R |z —

11— ¢r(y)|

y[N+2s Ys

where we have used 7(y) < n(x) when |y| > R. From a change of variable z = R
and y = Ry, we obtain

- L—o(gDl -
I(z)| < 2R 2577:5/ |~~7dy.
1) @) e
This and the fact that | — g| > 1/2 follow that
I(x) < CR™**n(x). (2.15)

Case 2. |z| > 3R.
In this case, one has

s [ W),

1<or T —y|N+2s
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|z

where we have used n(z) < n(y) for |y| < 2R. In addition, |z —y| > 7‘ Then,

lz]

—N-2s
< (F) [ el < Catw)

Case 3. £ < |z| < 3R. We divide the whole space into three subdomains and
decompose

I(z) = Ii(x) + I(x) + I3(x),

where
I(z) = ~/|y|§R (n(z) — n|(g)_)(§?v(+:vz)s— I
_ (n(z) —ny)(¢r(z) — dr(Y))
I(z) = /u>4R P dy
and

_ (n(z) —n(y))(¢r(z) — r(Y))
o) = /If<y<4R |z — y|NF2s -

By using the fact that |z —y| > Clz| when |y| < £ or |y| > 4R, we obtain as above
that

(1 ()] + [2(2)] < Cn(a).
It remains to control I5(x). First, by a change of variable x = RZ and y = Rg, one

has _ _ _ _
b - | » (oU8) R — ) g

Note that 7 is a radial function, n(r) = (1 + 72)~(N+28)/2]

+2s 4

0(r) = —=(N +28)r(1+ %)~ 7571 ()] < (N +25)(1+17)
Then, the mean value theorem implies that
In(z) = n(y)l = [nlyl) —n(l=))]
= [0 ([ + 0(ly| = =) [ly] — |l
—N—-2s5—1

< (N +28)(L+ (2 +0(yl = |=z1)*) "= [yl = ||

for some 0 € (0,1). Obviously, we have in this case that
[+ 6(ly| = |]) = Cla| = CR/2
for any 6 € (0,1). Hence, we obtain
n(z) = n(y)l < CR™'n(z)|lz — y| = C(=)|z — g].

Furthermore, it holds

_ N42s41
2 .

6(12]) = o(lg))| < Clz - gl.

From these estimate, one gets
_ _ N+2s dg
)| < CR W) [
1olgl<a 1T — gV 22

Recall that Z € (1/2, 3) then the integral in the right hand side of this inequality is
convergent which yields

| I3(2)| < CR™**1(x).
Combining three cases, we obtain
[I(z)| < C(L+R™>)n(2), (2.16)
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where C' is independent of R. Thus, (2.11) follows from (2.13), (2.14) and (2.16).
Next, fix  and choose R large enough such that [z| < £. Then, (2.13), (2.15)
and (2.12) imply (2.10). O

The following lemma deals with some integrability.

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a solution of (1.1). Then there holds
/ e @p(z)de < C / lu(x)|n(z)d, (2.17)
RN RN
where n(x) is defined in (2.1).

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(R) be a test function satisfying ¢(¢) = 1if [¢| <1 and ¢(¢t) =0
if [t| > 2. We define ¢g(z) = ¢ (m) for R > 0. Multiplying both sides of (1.1) by

R
nor € C°(RY) and using the integration by parts, we get
[ m@on@ds = [ u@(-aymon)ads.  (213)
RN RN

By Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem, it holds
lim e“(z)n(x)pr(x)dr = / @y (z)d.
R—oo JpN RN

Using Lemma 2.2, the fact u € Ls(RY) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem, we have

im [ u(@)(~A) (1én)(@)ds = / u(@)(~A)n(z)dz.

R—oo JpN RN

So, by letting R — oo in (2.18), we obtain

/RN @ (z)de = /RN w(@)(=A)n(x)de.

This equality together with Lemma 2.2 proves (2.17). O

With Lemma 2.3 at hand and under stability assumption, we get an uniform
integral estimate of solutions as follows.

Lemma 2.4. Let u be a stable solution of (1.1). Then for any 0 < a < 2, there
exists a positive constant C' independent of u such that

/RN eCatDu@)p ()dx < C. (2.19)

Here n is defined in (2.1).

Proof. Suppose that u is a stable solution of (1.1). Let U be an extension of u in
the sense of Theorem A. Let ¢ € C°(R) be a cutoff function such that ¢(t) = 1
when [t| < 1 and ¢(¢) = 0 when [t| > 2. For (z,t) € RV T we put

Dp(et) = 6 <@) and gn(z) = 6 <%> |

N+2s

Cla,t) = (1+ [ +%)7
which satisfies (?(x,0) = n(x).
The proof of (2.19) is quite long and technical. It is then divided into three
steps.

We also define
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Step 1. We prove that

/ et yghdr < C / UV ((Pp)*t* dudt. (2.20)
RN RYH

Indeed, multiplying the first equation in (1.4) by e2*V¢ @% and integrating by parts,
we have

Ks / ePatDup o2 dy = / N IVU-V(e2aU§2<I>%)t1_25d:cdt
RN RYT

=2« / |VU|?e?*V 2%t 2 dodt + 2 / VU - V((PR)e** Y D pt' > dadt
RY+1

N+1
RY

= 3/ |V(eaU)|2(<<1>R)2t1*2dedt+3/ V() - V(CPR)CP eVt 2 dudL.
« RN+1 « ]RiH»l

(2.21)

Note that

N+1

/ |V(eaUC<I>R)|2t1_2Sd;vdt:/ V()2 (COR)* 2 dxdt
RY T R

+2/ V(eO‘U)-V(C(I)R)C@Reo‘Utl’Qsd:cdt—i—/
Ry RY

VIV (COR) [Pt 2 dudt.
+1
(2.22)

Inserting (2.22) into (2.21), we arrive at

2
HS/ et Dup o2 dy = —/ |V(eV¢DR) [Pt 2 dadt
RN @ Jri¥+

o o

—3/ V() - V(CPR)(PreVtr > dudt. —3/ 2V |V (¢PR) [Pt 2 drdt
RN+1 Rerl

— z/ |V(6aU<(I)R)|2t1_28d$dt _ z/ V(eaUC‘I)R) . V(C@R)eaUtl_%dl'dt.
@ Jri+1 o Jpi

(2.23)

From the Young inequality for € > 0, there holds

/ X V(eo‘Ug“fI)R)-V(C@R)eaUtl_Qsdxdt§s/ § |V(e“V¢DR) [Pt 25 dadt
RY RYH

1
+ — 2V |V (CPR) [Pt 2 dadt.  (2.24)
4e RY+L

It follows from (2.24) and (2.23) that

2

Iis/ et Dupe? g > Z(1 — 5)/ |V (e ¢DR) |2 2 dadt
RN « Rf+1

1
- 2V |V (CPR) Pt 2 dadt.  (2.25)
2ae RY+1
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Next, we use the stability inequality with the test function e?*“¢g to obtain

+1

Iis/ e(2atlu Unpghdr < kslle*nor|| - smV) < / |V(e?V CPR) 2t 2 dadt,
RN RY

+
(2.26)
since e®V(®p has trace e*“n¢r on IRY T, Hence, (2.25) and (2.26) yield
2 alU 241-2s
—(1-¢)—-1 [V (e Pr)|[“t" ~**dadt
a RY+1
1
< — VIV (COR) P 2 dadt.  (2.27)
2ae RY+1

The constant ¢ is taken small enough such that 2(1 —¢) —1 > 0. Then (2.26) and
(2.27) give (2.20).
Step 2. We proceed by estimating the right hand side of (2.20) as follows

/N+1 2V |V (CDR) Pt dadt < C/ 2y (x)dz. (2.28)
Ry

RN

Indeed, the Jensen inequality implies that
eQaU(m,t) < / })S (:E —, t)62au(y)dy.
RN
Consequently,

I::/ 2V |V (¢PR) Pt 2  dadt
RY+1

< / / </ Py(x — y,t)e%‘u(y)dy) |V(C(I)R)|2t1725d:1:dt (2_29)
0 RN RN
:/ e2ou(y) (/ Py(xz — y’t)|v(<‘I)R)|2t125dxdt) dy,
RN 0 JRN
here, we use the Fubini theorem in the last equality. Let us put

/ / — 1y, )|[V(CPR) [Pt 2 dxdt

2
p(N,s) / / HV(Cer) s (2.30)
BV (o —yl? +82) 72

Recall that &z € C°(RY ™). Then, pg is continuous on RN and pr(y) > 0 for all
y € RY. By the Young inequality, there holds

o) 252
y) < C/ / Vel e vz dedt
o S ey )

oo t 2 @ 2
+C/ / SR s ot (2.31)
0o JrN (Jlz —y|>+2)72
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We estimate the first term as follows.

ee} t 2@2
:/ / |V2<| e dadt
0o Jry (Jz —y[2+1t2) 2

1 2 4 42 Ntas —1p2
<c/ /RN + Izl + ) Lt

(o —yP + )
H(1+ |y + h[2 +2)" N325‘1¢2 )
= C’/ / dhdt.
RN (|h|? +t2)
Let us split
=0 UQyUQa,
where
0 = {heRN;|h| < %}, Qy = {heRN | < || <2|y|}
and

Qs = {h € RY;[h] > 2ly}.

In Q4, one has |y + h| > % Then,

N+2s_ +h,t)]
B+ ly + b2 4 12) 7 5 12 (Lol )dhdt
o <MP+ﬂW“S

1+t2
//Q T Msdhdt
1

SCn(y)/ t1*25(1+t2)*1dt
0
< Cn(y).

Similarly, in s, one has |y + k| > |y| and then

HL+ ly + b 4 12) 75 g2 (Lol
pEen dhdt < Cn(y).
2 (Ih[? +12) 7=

In Q3, we have |y + h| > % Then,

Ni2s_ h,t
t1+ |y + b2 +12)~ 12 (|<U+R N)
/ / dhdt
oH (Jhf2 +£2)"5*

< C'n(y)/ / H1+ |y + b2+ 2) T2 g2 <M) dhdt
0 Qs

R

scmmz;a+w+hm*
< Cn(y).

Hence

Ji(y) < Cn(y). (2.32)
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Similarly, we next control the second term in (2.31) as follows.

oo t 2 P 2
:/ / CIVr| s ot
o JrN (lz—yl2+3)7z
o 2
Vo (\(y+h;t)|> ‘

1+|y+h|2+t2) =
= dhdt
R2/ /]RN (|h|2+t2)N;25

N+2s_1

H(1+ |y + R +12)" % (7‘@*;’“')’
< 75 / / w3z dhdt,
RN (1nf? +22) "=

where we have used the fact that V¢ (l(y £ ) =0 when |(y + h,t)| > 2R or |(y +

h,t)] < R. Tt is then sufficient to use the same arguments as above to arrive at
J2(y) < CR™*n(y). (2.33)

Combining (2.29), (2.31),(2.32) and (2.33), we obtain (2.28).
Step 3. End of the proof of Lemma 2.4
We deduce from (2.20) and (2.28) that

/ eatDupg? gy < C'/ 2y (z)dx, (2.34)
RN RN

where C' does not depend on R and u. Letting R — oo and using Lebesgue’s
monotone convergence theorem, we receive

/ et Dupdr < C ey (z)dz. (2.35)
RN RN

Notice that the right hand side of (2.35) is finite when o = 1 thanks to Lemma 2.3
and u € Ls(RY). Tt is then follows from a standard bootstrap argument that both
sides of (2.35) are finite for all 0 < a < 2. Finally, the Holder inequality and (2.35)
imply (2.19). O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the equation (1.1) has a stable solution u. For
R > 0 large, we put ug(xz) = u(Rx) + 2sIn R which is also a stable solution to the
equation (1.1). Then, (2.19) implies that

/ eCatDury (pydr < C.
RN
Making the change of variables, we get

R7N+2(2a+1)s /

e2atbu (x/R)dx—/ eatDury (1) dy,
RN

RN

which implies
/ eat Dy (1 /RYde < CRN2(a+1)s, (2.36)
RN

By the assumption N < 10s, we choose « close to 2 such that N —2(2a+ 1)s < 0.
Let R — oo in (2.36) we get [,y e*T¥%dz = 0 which is impossible. O
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