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Abstract

We study the existence of positive solutions to quasilinear elliptic equations of
the type
-Ayu=ou?+p in R,

in the sub-natural growth case 0 < ¢ < p — 1, where Ayu =V - (|Vu|P~2Vu) is
the p-Laplacian with 1 < p < n, and ¢ and g are nonnegative Radon measures
on R™. We construct minimal generalized solutions under certain generalized
energy conditions on ¢ and p. To prove this, we give new estimates for inter-
action between measures. We also construct solutions to equations with several
sub-natural growth terms using the same methods.
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1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we consider the model quasilinear elliptic problem

—Apu=ou?+p, uw>0 inR",
liminf u(x) = 0, (1.1)

|z|— o0

in the sub-natural growth case 0 < ¢ < p — 1, where Apu = div(|Vu[P~2Vu)
is the p-Laplacian with 1 < p < n, and ¢ and g are nonnegative Radon mea-
sures on R™. We construct minimal generalized solutions to (ILT]) under certain
generalized energy conditions on o and p.
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When p =0, Eq. ([IL1]) becomes

—Apu=ou?, w>0 inR"
liminf u(x) = 0. (1.2)
|z|— o0

This equation is related to the trace inequality

[ullzrra@n o) < CllVullp@ny  Vu € CF(RY), (1.3)

where ||-[|1+q(rn, 4o 18 the L' norm with respect to the measure o. Cascante,
Ortega and Verbitsky [12] and Verbitsky [27] proved that (I3) holds if and only
if

a+ap—1)
/(Wl,pa) 1o do < o0, (1.4)

where W 0 is the Wolff potential of o which is defined by

Wit = [ (FBED)T e

rn—r

Cao and Verbitsky ﬂﬁ] showed that there exists a unique finite energy solution
u e WyP(R™) to (L) under ([4), where W, *(R") is the homogeneous Sobolev
space. They also proved the necessity of (). Seesanea and Verbitsky ﬂﬁ]
extend such results to Eq. ([I); there exists a unique finite energy solution
u € WyP(R™) to () if and only if (T) and

Wi ppdp < 0o (1.5)
R’n
are fulfilled. Treating general measure data p > 0 causes problems about inter-
action between o and p. The key to proof was to control them in the dual of
i71.p n
Wy P(R™).
However, Eq. (L2) has various infinite energy solutions. In fact, in the
classic paper by Brezis and Kamin B], the existence and uniqueness of bounded
solutions to (L2)) was proved under p = 2 and |[Iz0| o (®n) < 00. Here, Ioo

is the Newtonian potential of o. Their solutions do not belong to VVO1 ’2(R")
in general. Boccardo and Orsina ﬂa] treated elliptic equations with singular
coefficients and applied concept of renormalized solutions. Their solutions are
also called p-superharmonic functions in now. For details of such generalized
solutions, see HE, 1d,B3,5, [13, 4, [14, @]

Recently, the study of generalized solutions to (2)) has made significant
progress. Cao and Verbitsky [d] defined the intrinsic Wolff potential Kipq0
of o and proved that there exists a minimal p-superharmonic solution to (2]
if and only if the potentials W ,0 and K, 0 are not identically infinite.
Unfortunately, behavior of K, 40 can not be easily calculated from its defini-
tion. Cao and Verbitsky ﬂﬂ] constructed weak solutions in VVl})f (R™) under a
certain capacity condition and gave two-sided pointwise estimates of such solu-
tions. Seesanea and Verbitsky [23] gave a sufficient condition for the existence



of L"-integrable p-superharmonic solutions. From existence of such solutions,
behavior of the potentials is derived conversely. For very recent progress in the
study of Ky , 40, see 24, [29].

In this paper, we extend results in [23] to Eq. ([I). We consider the
following conditions:

/ (W1 ,0) 745 do < oo, (1.6)

[ Wiy d < . (1.7)

where 0 < v < co. We denote by v[u] the Riesz measure of a p-superharmonic
function v and interpret (L)) as v[u] = cu? + p (see Definition EL]). Our main
result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 <p <n, 0 < g < p—1. Assume that [(LO) and (L7
hold for some 0 < v < oo and that (o, ) # (0,0). Then there exists a minimal
p-superharmonic solution u to (LI). Moreover, u satisfies

/n uY dvfu] < oo (1.8)

and belongs to L™P(R™), where r =n(p—14+~)/(n—p) and p=p—1+1.

Remark 1.2. (i) Conversely, it follows from [10, Theorem 2.3] that if there
exists a p-superharmonic supersolution to (1)) satisfying (L), then (6] and
([C7) must be fulfilled. (i) As in [d, Theorem 1.1], when p > n, there is no
nontrivial supersolution to (LII).

Here, L™?(R™) denotes the Lorentz space with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure. The authors do not know the same statement even if o = 0. Theorem
[ includes the existence theorems in [23] and [25] as the special cases = 0
and v = 1. In general, our generalized solutions do not belong to VVO1 P(R™),
so we can not use the dual of WO1 P(R™) to control interaction between o and
1. Hence, we derive an estimate of interaction directly using Wolff potentials
(see Theorem B]). One of the authors used similar arguments for Green po-
tentials in ﬂﬂ] However, such arguments do not work for nonlinear potentials.
To overcome this difficulty, we use tools of nonlinear potential theory. Theorem
Bl can also be regarded as a generalization of (IL3]). The Lorentz estimate for
solutions is a direct consequence of it.

We also give variants of Theorem [[LTl Theorem [5.1] and Proposition [£.2] are
analogs of Theorem [[T]for v = oo and v = 0, respectively. In such cases, similar
interaction between ¢ and p do not appear from difference of energy structures.
Theorem is a generalization of Theorem [Tl to equations of the form

M
—Apu = Z oMy am 4 w, u>0 inR"
m=1 (19)
lim inf u(x) = 0.

|z| =00



This result is new even if p = 2 and v = 1. However, the spirit of proof is the
same as Theorem [Tl We also show the uniqueness of finite energy solutions.

Organization of the paper

In Section 2l we collect some facts of nonlinear potential theory to be used
later. In Section Bl we prove an estimate for mutual energy and collect its
consequences. In Section Fl we prove Theorem [[I] using the results in the
previous section. In Sections Bl and [6] we give some variants of Theorem [l

Notation

We use the following notation in this paper. Let © be a domain (connected
open subset) in R™.

e B(xz,R):={yeR": |z —y| < R}.

e For B = B(z,R) and A > 0, we write AB := B(x, AR).
e |A| := the Lebesgue measure of a measurable set A.

e 1,(z) := the indicator function of A.

e (C°(Q) := the set of all infinitely-differentiable functions with compact
support in Q.

e M™(Q) := the set of all nonnegative Radon measure on €.

e A~ B means ciA < B < c3A for some constants 0 < ¢; < ¢ < o
independent of A and B.

For 1 € M™(Q), we denote by LP(£2,du) the LP space with respect to g. When
& is the Lebesgue measure, we write LP(Q), dz) as LP(Q) simply. For a Banach
space X, we denote by X* the dual of X. We denote by ¢ and C various
constants with and without indices.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Function spaces

Let Q be a domain in R™, and let 1 < p < co. The Sobolev space W1P(Q)
(V[/lif (€2)) is the space of all weakly differentiable functions w such that u €
LP(Q) and |Vu| € LP(Q) (u € L _(Q) and [Vu| € LP, (€2)). The space W, ()
is the closure of C2°(9) in W1P(Q).

We denote by W, (Q) the set of all functions u € WP () such that |Vu| €
LP(Q), and ||V (p; —u)||Lr) — 0 as j — oo for a sequence {p;}52; C C(Q).
The space W, () is called the homogeneous Sobolev space (or Dirichlet space).
When 1 < p < n or when Q is bounded, we define the norm of Wol"p(Q) by
V-l Lr (). If Qis bounded, then WP () = Wy P(Q) by the Poincaré inequality.
The following basic properties of functions in Sobolev spaces are parenthetically
used in our arguments. Their proofs are similar to the ones of ﬂﬁ, Theorems
1.18, 1.20 and 1.24].



Lemma 2.1. Suppose that u € W, (Q).

(i) Let f € C*(R) and f(0) = 0. Assume that ' is bounded on the range of
w. Then f(u) € Wy P(Q) and Vf(u) = f'(u)Vu a.e. in Q.

(ii) Let w = min{max{u,m}, M}, where m and M are constants satisfying
m<0< M. Then w € Wol’p(Q) and Vw = 1 cy<rryVu a.e. in €.

111 ssume also that u is bounded. Suppose thatv € § N satisfies
iii) A Iso th bounded. S h WEP(Q)NL>®(Q
V| € LP(Q). Then uwv € WyP(Q) and V(ww) = vVu + uVo a.c. in Q.

We also recall notion of Lorentz spaces ﬂﬂ]

Definition 2.2. Let f be a measurable function on €, and let 0 < 7, p < 0.
We define the Lorentz norm of f by

e ([ (@) F) " wtp<ee

supt%f*(t) if p = oo,
>0

where f* is the decreasing rearrangement of f which is defined by
7 (t) =inf{a>0: {z € Q: |f(z)| > a}| <t}

The space of all f with || f||1r.rq) < 0o is denoted by L™?(Q2) and is called the
Lorentz space with indices r and p.

2.2. p-Laplacian and p-superharmonic functions

For u € W,\P(Q), we define the p-Laplacian A, in the weak (distributional)
sense, i.e., for every ¢ € C°(Q),

(—Apu, p) = / |VulP~2Vu - Vi dr.
Q

A function u € Wi)Cp(Q) is called as p-harmonic if u is a continuous weak solution
to
—Apu=0 in Q. (2.1)

For basic properties of the p-Laplacian including comparison principles for
weak solutions and solvability of Dirichlet problems, we refer to ﬂﬁ, Chapter 3]
and [21].

To treat measure data problems, we introduce p-superharmonic functions.
A function u: Q — (—o00, 0] is called p-superharmonic if u is lower semicontin-
uous in €, is not identically infinite in any component of €2, and wu satisfies the
comparison principle on each subdomain D € Q; if h € C(D) is p-harmonic in
D and if u > h on 9D, then v > h in D.

By ﬂﬁ, Theorem 7.22], if u and v are p-superharmonic in Q and if u < v
a.e. in Q, then u(x) < wv(x) for all z € Q. If u € V[/lif(Q) is a supersolution to



(210, then it has a lower semicontinuous representative and can be regarded as a
p-superharmonic function up to taking such a representative (see ﬂﬁ, Theorems
3.63 and 7.25]). If u is a p-superharmonic function in 2, then its truncation
min{u, k} is a supersolution to (21 for each k > 0. Hence, there exists a
unique Radon measure v[u] such that

|Du|P"?Du - Vodr = / pdvfu] Ve e CF(Q),
Q Q

where Du is the very weak gradient of u which is defined by

Du:= lim Vmin{u, k}.
k—o00

The measure v[u] is called the Riesz measure of u. By definition, if u € W,-7(Q),
then Du = Vu and v[u] = —A,u in the sense of weak solutions.

We say that a property holds quasieverywhere (q.e.) if it holds except on a
set of p-capacity zero. Here, for E C R™, the (Sobolev) p-capacity is defined by

Cp(E) =1inf [ (Jul” + [Vul?) dz,
RTL

where the infimum is taken over all u € W1P(R") such that u = 1 in a neigh-

borhood of E. We note that every u € V[/lif (Q) has a quasicontinuous represen-

tative, which coincides with u quasieverywhere and that every p-superharmonic
function u is quasicontinuous (see, e.g., [16, Theorems 4.4 and 10.9]). Hence-
forth, we assume that u is always chosen to be quasicontinuous.

2.8. Wolff potentials
Definition 2.3. Let 1 < p < oo. The Wolff potential W ,0 of o € MT(R™)

is defined by
1
* (o(B(z,r =1
Wi ,0(x) ::/ <7( rgip ))) —.
0 T T

This nonlinear potential was first introduced by Havin and Maz’ya ﬂﬂ] For
any o € MT(R"), Wy ,0(x) is a lower semicontinuous function of = (see [15)).
By a simple calculation, for any o, u € MT(R") and ~, 3 > 0,

Wi,(70 + B1) (@) < c(p) (17T Wip0(2) + 57T Wipu(z)) Vo € R™. (2.2)
Also, the following weak maximum principle for Wolff potentials holds:

Wipo(z) <c sup Wi,o Vo eR", (2.3)

supp o

where ¢ = ¢(n,p) > 0 (see, e.g., [29]). Moreover, by the lower semicontinuity of
Wi p0, we observe that supg,,, , W1 ,0 = [[W1 50| Lo (&n do)-



It was shown in [27, Theorem 1.11] that for any o € MT(R™),

do
- < n
e = Conmta

for any compact set K C R™, where C'= C(n,p) is a constant and cap, (K, R")
is the variational p-capacity of (K,R™). From this inequality, one can easily
deduce (by using a similar argument in |9, Lemma 3.6]) that (6) implies o
must be absolutely continuous with respect to the p-capacity, that is, o(E) = 0
whenever C,(E) = 0 for every Borel set £ C R".

The following two-sided Wolff potential bounds were established by Kilpeldinen
and Maly [18, [19).

Theorem 2.4 ([19, Theorem 1.6]). Let 1 < p < co. Suppose that u is a
nonnegative p-superharmonic function in 2B = B(x,2R) and that 11 is the Riesz
measure of uw. Then

L wr . 2R
;lepu(:v) <u(z) <ck (1r£13fu + lepu(x)> ,

where cx = cx(n,p) > 1 and Wfpu is the truncated Wolff potential of j which

is defined by
R =
WEPM(UC) ::/0 (M) @

rn—p r

3. Estimate for mutual energy and its consequences
The following Wolff energy estimate is our key ingredient.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 <p<n, 0<vy<oo and —y < qg<p—1. Then for any
p,o € MH(R"),

| Wy eas

_ota 2
p—1+~y — p—1+7y
<C (/ (W )7 d,u> </ (W1,0) CEDIEAY da) 7

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, p, v and q.

To derive this estimate, we prove the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 < p < oo. Let u € Wy'P(Q), and let v € WEP(Q) be a
nonnegative p-superharmonic function in Q. Assume also that ||Vv||Lsq) and
v[v](R) are finite. Then

/ |u|Po' P du[v] S/ [Vul|P de.
Q Q



Proof. We set v}/ = min{u;, M} and vpyy = v+ M ™!, where uy = max{u,0}
and M is a positive constant. Then (u}!)?(var)' P € W, P () by Lemma 211
Since Dv = Vv = Vuyy € LP(Q), by density arguments as in [16, Lemma 21.14],

/ odviv] = | |Vou|P~2Vuar - Vodz Vo € WP (Q).
Q Q

Substituting (u})P(var)' =7 into ¢ and using a Picone type inequality (see 2,
Theorem 1.1]), we get

/(U+)(UM1 P vl /|V“+ [P dx.
Q

Taking the limit M — oo, we arrive at

/u o' dufu /|Vu+|pdx
Q

Applying the same argument to u_ = (—u)4, we get the desired estimate. [

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < p < 00, 0 < vy < o0 and —y < q < p—1. Let
u e Wy P(Q) N LX), and let v € Wlif(ﬂ) be a nonnegative p-superharmonic
Junction in Q. Assume also that ||Vv| ey and v[v](2) are finite. Then

/ a4 dufo]
Q

vfi p*i+

p— Y ( )(p—1) pP— Y

gc(/ |Vu|”|u|”‘1d:c> (/ o T dl/[v]) ,
Q Q

where C' is a positive constant depending only on p, v and q.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that both integrals on the
right-hand side are finite and that v > 0. Applying Holder’s inequality to
dw = v "Pdvv], we get

/u”"’q dv[v] z/uquvp_l dw
Q Q
- (3.1)

vfi p*lJr
p—ity (p—14+7)(p—1) p—irTy
< (/ uP~ 1 dw) (/ v Pi-a dw>

Q Q

p—1+y

For each € > 0, we set we = (u » — €)4. Then by Lemmas 2] and 32

/w”vl P dvlv /|Vw6|pd:v
Q

-1 _
Vw, = uVuu%l P11~ a.e. in €,
D {u 7 >e}

Since



by the monotone convergence theorem,

_ P
/up_l'wvl_p dvlv] < (w) / |Vu|Pu? ! da. (3.2)
Q p Q

From 1) and (B2), we obtain the desired estimate. O

Let 1 <p <n. For k € N, we set up = 1oy k), where

Qu, k) = {z e R": Wy ,u(z) <k} N B(0,2Fk). (3.3)

Then

Wbtk dpk = Wi dp < kp(Q(p, k)) < oo
R Q(p,k)

which is equivalent to , € (Wg**(R™))* by the Hedberg-Wolff theorem (see [15]
or ﬂ, Theorem 4.5.4]). Thus, there exists a unique nonnegative p-superharmonic
function uy, € Wy (R™) satisfying —Apuy, = g in R” and lim inf|; o0 ur(z) =
0. Moreover, by Theorem 24 and ([Z3)),

[l oo () < x| Wi ppi|| Loy < Ck.

Remark 3.4. For up € MT(R"), the p-capacity of {x € R": Wy ,u(z) = oo} is
zero by Theorem 2.4 (see |20, Remark 3.7]). Thus, if u is absolutely continuous
with respect to the p-capacity, then 1o, ) T 1r» du-a.e., and Wy pup(z) T
Wi pu(x) for all z € R™.

Proof of Theorem[Z1l We may assume that both integrals on the right-hand
side are finite without loss of generality. Thus, p and o are absolutely continuous
with respect to the p-capacity. For each k € N, put px = 1o, p and o =
1o(o,k)0, where Q(u, k) and Q(o, k) are defined by [B3). Let ug, v € WyP (R™)
be the bounded finite energy p-superharmonic functions satisfying —Apup = g
and —A,v;, = op in R", respectively. By Theorem 24 up ~ Wi puy and
v = Wi 0 in R”. By LemmaZIl (u] — €)1 € W, P(R") for any e > 0. Since
1y is the Riesz measure of uy,

[ = edimn= [ VPV V] - o) do

= 7/ |V [Pu) " da.
{u] >e€}

By the monotone convergence theorem,

/ ) dpr = lim [ (u] —€)4 dug

e—0 R
= lim v |Vuk|puz_1 dx =~ |Vuk|puz_1 dx.
e—0 {“Z>E} n



Consequently, we have the following estimates:
/ (lep,uk)'ﬁq doy, ~ / uZJrq dog,
Rn n
7(V+E)1(ffl) Gt+a)(p—1)
vy, P T dop =~ (Wl,pok) r=l-a  doy,
-1
/ Vg [Puy ™ d %/ (Wippe)” dp.

Here, the constants in equivalence depend only on n, p, v and q. Combining
these estimates and Lemma B3] we get

/ (W1 ppx) " doy,

Y+q p—l—gq
Py G+ =1 1T
<C (/ (Wi pur)” duk) (/ (Wi pok) 710 dgk>

By Remark B4 W ,up(z) T Wi pu(x) for all z € R™ and 1g(,x) T 1rn do-a.e.
Therefore,

(W) M 1o T (Wipp)'t do-ae.

Using the monotone convergence theorem, we arrive at the desired estimate. [

The following quasi-triangle inequality is a direct consequence of Theorem
Bl When v = 1, it readily follows from the Hedberg-Wolff theorem.

Corollary 3.5. Let 1 <p<n and 0 <~y < oo. Then for any p,v € M (R"),
[ Wi+ 07 dg+v)

w/ (W17pu)7du+/ (W1 ,v)"dv,
n RTL

where the constants in equivalence depend only on n, p and 7.

Proof. Each of the right-hand side is controlled by the left-hand side. Let us
estimate the left-hand side. By (2.2]),

/ (Wl + ) d(u + v)

<C [ (Wi dut 0 [ (W) dv
R™ R™

+ C'/ (Wlﬂpu)'y dv + C’/ (Wl_,pu)'y dp.

n

Applying Theorem [B.I] with ¢ = 0, we can estimate the latter two terms by
other two. Then the assertion follows from Young’s inequality. |

10



Corollary 3.6. Let 1 <p <mn and 0 <~y < oco. Then

=ity
Wy pilerogaey < € ([ (Wapan) (.4
RTL

for any p € MT(R"), wherer =n(p—1+7v)/(n—p), p=p—1+~ and C is
a positive constant depending only on n, p and 7.

Proof. Tt is known that for any ¢ € M™T(R"),
Wl,pg(x) < C(n,p)VLpU(I)
for all z € R", where Vi po := Il[(Ilo)P_ild:v] is the Havin-Maz’ya potential

of o (see [15]). Therefore, by boundedness of Riesz potentials (see, e.g., [14,
Theorem 1.4.19]),

Wi p(fda)| Lron) <ClfIT
LT p— ’Y(]R")

for any nonnegative f € L7757 (R™). Hence, by Holder’s inequality,

| (W) o < [(Wa(fda))l s, 1]

= W (£d2) [ ey 1]

LT v = ’Y(R")

Lr Y p— 'y(Rn) (3'5)

I'v Tp— (]R")

Combining (33) and Theorem BT], we get

LT v ’Y(Rn)'

[ gz e ([ womra) ™ 1

Thus, by a dual characterization of L% (R™),

IWLprl Loy = [(Wapp) |

r P
L'~

(R™)

LT v p— W(Rn)

chup{ / (W) f da: | f]

p71+w
<c ( JRLT du) -

This completes the proof. O

s1,fzo}

Remark 3.7. The inequality ([3) gives a refinement of [23, Corollary 1.2].
Suppose that 1 < p<n, 0 < g<p—-—1and 0 <y < oco. Let f and g be
nonnegative functions on R™.

11



1. If do = fdx and if

—1 —1
f € LR with s = —— P~ 157 p=P=*7

n(p—1-q)+p(y+q) p—1—gq

then (6] is fulfilled.
2. If dy = gdx and if

np—1+v) ,_p-1+y

g€ LR with s = ———— " ¢ —
(") n(p—1) +py p—1

)

then (7)) is fulfilled.

Hence, in view of Theorem [[LT] there exists a minimal p-superharmonic solution
u € L™P(R™) to (LT)), where r =n(p—1+7v)/(n—p) and p=p—1+1.

4. Construction of minimal solutions to (LTI

Throughout, we assume that 1 < p < n and 0 < ¢ < p— 1. Our definition
of generalized solutions is as follows:

Definition 4.1. Let Q be a domain in R", and let o, u € M*(2). A nonnega-
tive function w is said to be a p-superharmonic solution (supersolution) to the
equation

—Apu=ou?+p in Q
if u is p-superharmonicin Q, v € L (2, do), and v[u] = uldo+p (v[u] > uldo+
1). We say that a nontrivial p-superharmonic solution u to (1) is minimal if

w > u in R™ whenever w is a nontrivial p-superharmonic supersolution to (I]).

The following theorem was established by Cao and Verbitsky m, @] It gives
pointwise lower estimates of supersolutions to (2]).

Theorem 4.2 ([10, Theorem 2.3]). Let w € L{ (R",do) be a positive p-
superharmonic supersolution to (L2)). Then

w > co(W1,0) 717,
where ¢y 1s a constant depending only on n, p and q.

To construct minimal solutions to (II]), we consider a family of solutions to
localized problems and solve the localized problems using a sub- and supersolu-
tion method. We shall need the following weighted norm inequality.

Lemma 4.3 (|24, Lemma 2.1)). Assume that (L0) holds with 0 < v < oc.
Then for any f € LWTM(R",LZJ),

)

;

1
IW1p(fdo)lrsaen.de) < CIIFIIT L
L 9 (R»,do)

where C is a constant depending only on n, p, q, v and the upper bound of (LG)).

12



Lemma 4.4. Let B = B(xo, R) be a ball in R™. Assume that (L8) and (L1
hold with 0 < v < co. Assume also that

sup Wy ,0 < oo, suppo C B
supp o

and

sup Wy < oo, suppu C B.
sSupp

Then there exists a nonnegative p-superharmonic function u satisfying
—Apu=oul+p in 2B (4.1)

and .
min{u,l} € Wy?(2B) Vi > 0.

Moreover, u satisfies the following properties:

(i) The solution u belongs to L'T4(2B,do) N L™*(2B). Moreover,

</ (W1 p(uldo)) u? do)
2B

where C is a constant depending only onn, p, q, v and the bounds of (LG
and (L1).

(ii) For every x € B,

1
p—1+

_
+ lullzreey < C,

1 3

u(@) 2 = { (W,o@) 777 + Wi ()},

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, p and q.
(iii) If w is a p-superharmonic supersolution to ([III), then w > u in 2B.

(iv) Let uy be a p-superharmonic function which defined by [@4). Assume
that w is a nonnegative p-superharmonic supersolution to @Il and that
w > uy i 2B. Then w > uw > uy in 2B.

Proof. Step 1. We construct approximate solutions {uﬁj‘;l By assumptions
on o and p, along with the Hedberg-Wolff theorem (|1, Theorem 4.5.4]), o
and i belong to (Wol "P(2B))*. Therefore, there exists a bounded finite energy
p-superharmonic function v € W, ?(2B) N L°°(2B) satisfying

_1_g\P!
—Apv =6 := (%) o in 2B.
p—

Then for any 8 > 1, v# € Wy?(2B) N L>=(2B). Moreover,

/ |Vvﬁ|p72Vvﬁ -Vodr < ﬁpfl/ |VolP~2Vu - V(v(ﬁfl)(pfl)ga) dx
2B 2B

13



for any nonnegative ¢ € C°(2B). In other words,
—Apvﬂ < ﬂp—lv(ﬁ—l)(P—l)a— in 2B
in the sense of distribution. Let

ug = clvpf—iq, (4.2)
(-p)
where ¢ := min{cocy; 77, 1}. Here, cx and ¢y are the constants in Theorems
24 and 2 respectively. Then ug € W, (2B) N L>(2B) and
~Apup < (c1)P" " oul < oud  in 2B.
Moreover, by Theorem 2.4,
uo < co(W1,0)7 77 in 2B. (4.3)
We define a sequence of p-superharmonic functions {“j}fil by
— Apujqr :Jug—ku, in2B, j=0,1,2,.... (4.4)

Assume that u; is bounded for some j > 0. Then the measure au? + 1 belongs

to the dual of W, *(2B), and Wi p(ujdo + dp) is bounded. By the comparison
principle for weak solutions, u;+1 > u; for all j > 0. Therefore, {u;}32; is
defined as an increasing sequence of bounded finite energy p-superharmonic
functions. By Theorem [24] for every x € B,

(4.5)

Assume that w is a nonnegative p-superharmonic supersolution to (ILT)). Then
by Theorem and ([@3)),

—1
ug < Co(Wl,pU)PEHI <w do-a.e. in 2B.

Since o is absolutely continuous with respect to the p-capacity, it follows from
the comparison principle for renormalized solutions (see ﬂﬂ, Lemma 5.2]) that
w > uy in 2B. Thus, by induction,

w>wu; in 2B (4.6)

for all 7 > 1. The same argument is valid if w satisfies assumptions in
Step 2. We give bounds of {u; };";1 For simplicity, we denote by wu; the zero
extension of u; again. By (@3) and (L), ugp € L77(2B,do). Assume that

14



uj € L""9(2B,do) for some j > 0. Then by Theorem 24 the comparison
principle and (22,

ujr1llLv+aeB,do) < cxl[Wip(ujdo + dp)|| Lr+a2p,d0)
< CO|Wip(ujdo)| r+az.ae) + CllWiptl Lrta2B,d0)
= C|W1p(ujdo)||Lr+a@n ao) + ClIW1pptll Lr+a@n do)-

By Lemma [£3]
1 a_
Wi p (o) oraenae) < Clufll ke = Cllwl 2 upae (A7)
L4 (R"do)
Moreover, by Theorem Bl and (L),
Wi pptl| Lr+a e doy < C.

Thus,
_q_
lujsillLota@pdo) < CUluillota@p a0y +1)-
Since ¢ < p — 1, by Young’s inequality and monotonicity of u;,
w1l Lrta2,d0) < C- (4.8)

Then by Holder’s inequality and Lemma [4.3]

S
=1

p—1+7 1 _q
([ wiptdaoatan) ™ <ot = Clul s
n L 4 (R",do)
Hence, by ([@.9),
/ (Wi p(ufdo)) ufdo < C. (4.9)

Fix [ > 0. Testing (Z4)) with min{u;+1,1}, we get

/ |V min{ujiq,}|Pde <1 </ uf do + ,LL(2B))
2B 2B
< (11031131 +a(o,40)7 (2B) 757 + 12B))
By using (&3] again,
/ |V min{u;jiq,}|P de < CI. (4.10)
2B
Here, the constant C' depends also on ¢(2B) and u(2B), but not on j € N.

Step 3. Let

u= lim u;.
j—o0

15



By (4I0) and the Poincaré inequality, u is not identically infinite. Hence, u is
p-superharmonic in 2B by HE Lemma 7.3]. Moreover, by the weakly continuity
result in [26, Theorem 3.1], we have v[u] = oud + p. Applying the monotone
convergence theorem, we have

/ (Wi (ade))u do < C. (4.11)
By Corollary B.3]
[ Wty ~ [ (Wtdo)utdo [ (W d
Thus, by Theorem 241 Corollary B.6] (£11]) and (7)),

lull o2y < ek [Wipru]l|pre@ny < C.

Also, by @IQ), min{u,l} € W,?(2B) for all [ > 0. The properties [(i) m
and m follow from (LX) and (6.

Proof of Theorem[Ll For each k € N, we consider measures o = lq(o,k)0 and
pr = Lok i, where Q(o, k) and Q(u, k) are defined by ([.3). Using Lemma
44 we construct a sequence of p-superharmonic functions {uy}72 , satisfying

— Apuy, = opul + px  in B(0, 28T (4.12)

and
min{u,1} € Wy (B(0,281)) Vi >o0.

By the comparison principle for weak solutions and in Lemma 7],
U1 > ug  in B(0, 2]’““).

We denote by u the zero extension of uy again.
Let u = limj_, o ug. Then by the monotone convergence theorem,

||u||LT,p(Rn) = k]i)l{)lo ||uk||an(]Rn) <C. (4.13)

By Remark 341 uZlg(g)k) 1T uf do-a.e. Hence, using the monotone convergence
theorem twice, we get

/ (Wi p(uldo)) uldo < C. (4.14)
By @I3), u is not identically infinite, and liminf ;| o u(x) = 0. Therefore, u
is p-superharmonic in R™ and v[u] = ou? + pu. By Theorem [Z4] and Corollary
B3
/ u” dvfu] %/ (W1 pv(u])? dvfu]

%/ (Wl,p(uqda))"uqda—k/ (W1 pn)Y dpe.

n
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Thus, (L8] is finite by (I4) and (L1).
Fix any z € R". Then by (i) in Lemma 4]

u(a) > un(a) > & { (W o) 755 (@) + (WP, i) ()}

whenever x € B(0,2%). Passing to the limit k& — oo and applying the monotone
convergence theorem to the right-hand side, we get

u(r) > & { (Wi,0) 75 ) + (Wi pi)(@)}

Hence, wu is positive in R™. If w is a p-superharmonic supersolution to (L.T),
then w > wuy for all £ € N by in Lemma 44l Therefore, w > w. This
implies that v is minimal. O

Corollary 4.5. Assume that there exists a positive p-superharmonic supersolu-
tionw € LL _(R™,do) to (1)) satisfying (L)) for some v > 0. Then there exists

loc

a minimal p-superharmonic solution u € L™P(R™) to (1) satisfying (L) and
w > u in R™.

Proof. In this case, (L) and (1) are fulfilled by Theorems and 24 re-
spectively. Hence there exists a minimal p-superharmonic solution u to (1) by
Theorem [Tl By minimality of u, w > u in R™. O

Corollary 4.6. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem [l hold with v > 1.
Let u be the minimal solution in Theorem[L1l Then u belongs to Wli’f(R") and
satisfies ([IL1) in the sense of weak solutions.

Proof. We give additional estimates for solutions {“j}fil in Lemma 4l By
Corollary 3.5

| Wit avt) = [ (W Gdo)do [ (W) d

n

The right-hand side is estimated by in Lemma [I4] and (I). Thus, by
Theorem [2.4]

lwjs1llLveB,dap) < cxllWapv[uglllr@B,dw
< e [Wapv[ug]|l oy ®e dvfu;)) < C-

Fix a ball B(zg, Ry) C B, and take a nonnegative function n € C°(B(xo,2Ry))
satisfying n = 1 on B(zg, Ro) and |Vn| < C/Ry. Testing (£4) with u;11nP and
using Young’s inequality, we get

/ [V [Py dx

2B

<C (/ ulf | Vn|P de —|—/ wjp1n’uf do—i—/ uj1n” dﬂ)
2B 2B 2B

C
<C <ﬁ/ u§+1 dx +/ ujlitll do +/ Ujt1 d:“) :
0 J B(z0,2R0) B(z0,2R0) B(z0,2R0)

17



Since v > 1, by in Lemma 4] and Hoélder’s inequality,

n___mn—p
||uj+1||LP(B(zo,2Ro)) <CRy " ||u||Lw(2B) <C

and

wj1llwir(B(zo.Roy) < C"-
Here, the constant C’ depends also on Ry, o(B(x0,2R)) and pu(B(zo,2R0)),
but not on j € N and B. Therefore, lim; ,o, u; = u € WP(B(zq, Ry)) and
llullwir(B(zo,Re)) < €. Applying the same limit argument to {uy}p2, in The-
orem [T, we see that limy_,oo up = u € Wll’p(R”). O

oc

5. Remarks for the endpoint cases
When v = oo, we replace (L) and (L7) with the following conditions:
IW1p0l e mn 40y < 00, @a)

||W1,pM||L°"(R”,d,¢L) < 00. (m)
Theorem 5.1. Let 1 <p<mnand0 < q<p—1. Let o,pu € MT(R?) with
(o, 11) Z (0,0). Assume that (C8l) and ([T hold. Then there exists a minimal
bounded weak solution u € W5P(R™) N L=(R™) to (). Conversely, if there
exists a bounded p-superharmonic supersolution u € L{ (R" do) to (LI)), then

loc
@8 and [T are fulfilled.

Proof. We consider solutions to [I]). As in the proof of Lemma B4l let {u;}52,
be the sequence of p-superharmonic functions defined in (£2) and [@4)). Then

by ([LEl) and Z3),
9
Wi (620 |2 2) < Cllts |70 (5.1)
for all j > 0. Replacing (@7 by (5.1 and using (), we get
_9q
lugsillzeen) < € (luslEm + 1)

Therefore,

lujllpee(2m) < C
for all j > 1 and w = lim;_, u; is a bounded solution to ([@IJ). Using solutions
to [@I2), we construct a p-superharmonic function u in R™ satisfying v|u] =
ou? + p in R™. Then by the bound of solutions to (£I2]), u is bounded on R™.
Moreover, by Theorem [2.4]

up(x) < ex Wi prjug](z) < C’||u||§(Rn)W1,pa(x) + CW i ,u(x)

for all £ > 1 and for all x € R™. By ﬂQ, Corollary 3.2], this implies that
liminf|,| o u(z) = 0. From the arguments in the proof of Theorem [l it
follows that w is a minimal p-superharmonic solution to ([Il). Since w is a
bounded p-superharmonic function, u € W,-? (R™) by ﬂﬁ, Theorem 7.25].

loc

The converse part follows from Theorems [2.4] and O
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The case of v = 0 is more delicate. We give a sufficient condition for the
existence of minimal solutions to ().

Proposition 5.2. Let 1 <p<n and 0 < qg<p—1. Let o,up € MT(R™) with
(o) # (0,0). Assume that there exists a positive function w € LI(R",do)
satisfying

w= Wi (wlde) inR".
Assume also that w is finite and absolutely continuous with respect to the p-

capacity. Then there exists a minimal p-superharmonic solution u € L1(R™, do)N
n(p—1)

L™= °°(R™) to (). Moreover, the Riesz measure of u is finite.

Proof. As above, we consider the localized problem (&I) and its approximate
solutions {u;}32,. Then by [9, Theorem 4.4], we have

-
||W1,p(u§d0') ||Lq(2B,da) < C||Uj ||£§(1237d0)

and
(Wi ppllLe@p.do) < C.

From Theorem 24 and ([2:2)), it follows that
_9q
”uj-i-l”Lq(ZB,do) < C(||uj||£;(l2B7dg') + 1)-

Thus, v = lim,;_,~ u; belongs to L4(2B, do), and its Riesz measure v[u] satisfies

(o) = ([ s f )" s

Since min{u, [} € W}"*(2B) for all [ > 0, it follows from [3, Lemma 4.1] that

lull wo-n . <C. (5.2)
L n—p ' (2B)

Using solutions to ([@I2]), we construct a p-superharmonic function u in R™
satisfying vu] = cu? + p. Then by (5.2]) and the Fatou property of the L™
norm (see, e.g., [14, p.14]),

[ull re-n ., <C.
L n=r " (Rn)
Hence liminf|, . u(z) = 0. Using the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem [[T] we see that u is a minimal p-superharmonic solution to (II). By
the monotone convergence theorem, u € L9(R™, do). Hence, the Riesz measure
of u is finite. O
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6. Elliptic equations with several sub-natural growth terms
Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < p <n. Let {qn}M_, be positive constants satisfying
O<qgn<p—1, m=1,...,M. (6.1)

Let {c™M_ . and p be Radon measures on R such that (oM ... o™ 1) #
(0,...,0,0). Assume that there exists a positive constant 0 < v < oo such that

/ (W10 S 4500 < 00, m=1,..., M, (6.2)

/n(Wl,pu)V dp < 0. (6.3)

Then there exists a minimal p-superharmonic solution u to ([L3)). Moreover,
u satisfies (L) and belongs to L™P(R™), where r = n(p — 1 +v)/(n — p) and
p=p—1+~.

Proof. First, we consider localized problems. For k£ € N, we consider measures
a,(cm) = Lg(om k)0 and p; = Lo, j)i, where Qo™ k) and Q(u, k) are defined
by (B3). For simplicity of notation, we temporarily write B(0, 2¥), ol(cm) and [y
as B, o™ and pu respectively.

Next, we construct a p-superharmonic function v satisfying

M
—Apu= Y o™uim 4+ in2B (6.4)
m=1

and .
min{u,} € WyP(2B) Vi > 0.

Let {v(™} C Wy (2B) N L>(2B) be the weak solutions to
—1—g,\"!
A = (u) o™ in 2B,
p—1

For m =1,... M, put uém) = cgm)(v(m))r'*pliltzm, where {cgm)}%zl C (0,1] are

constants depending only on n, p and ¢q. Then uém) satisfy

—Apu,gm) < U](Cm) (ugm))q’" in 2B.
As in the proof of Lemma 4 we can choose small {cgm)}%zl such that
w>ul™ 2B (m=1,...M) (6.5)

whenever w is a nonnegative p-superharmonic supersolution to (EEQI) We define
an increasing sequence of p-superharmonic functions {u;}52; C W, *(2B) by

M
—Apur =Y o™ (ug™)m 4 p
m=1
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and
M

—Apujpr =y oMt =12, (6.6)

m=1

By Theorem 24 and (Z2]), for each m,

41l Lotam (28,dotm)
M

<C Z ||W1,p(u‘}l dU(l))”qum (Rn,do(m)) T CHWLPMHLv+qm(Rn,dg(m>)-
=1

Since ¢(™) satisfies ([@2), Theorem B yields

+1
||W1,p(u_?ldU(l))||L’Y+‘?7H(R",da(m)) — (/ (Wlm(u?zdo(n))vwm da(m)>

=i
<C < / (W1 p(ultdo®)) ud da(l)) .

Moreover, since o) satisfies [@2), by Holder’s inequality and Lemma E3)

ﬁ 1
( / <W1,p<u§ldo<”>ﬁu3ldrf(”) < Ollug 172,
" L 4 (R, de®) (6.7)

9

= C”“j”ﬁqz (2B,do®)"

By (6.2), (63) and Theorem B]
Wbl Lotam (gn,dotmy < C.

Therefore,

M M .
Z l1uj1ll Lrtam 2B,d00my < C Z 51125+ am (23,4 emry + C-
m=1

m=1
By (G1)) and Young’s inequality, this implies that

M
Z Huj-i-l||LV+Qm(zB,dg(m>) <C.

m=1

Using ([6.7) again, we get a uniform bound corresponding to ([@3). Let u =
lim;_, o u. Then u satisfies (G.4). Moreover, by Corollary B.6]

M

1
1ty
Z </ (lep(uqmdo(m)))'yuqm dU(m)> + ||U||Lr,p(23) <C.

m=1
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By Theorem 2.4] for any z € B,

u(z) > max {ugw@, o @), — WF'}W)}
CK
y (6.8)

1 L )y 2L &
>5 {Z(W 2,0M) 71 () +W1,pu<w>}.

m=1

—

If w is a nonnegative p-superharmonic supersolution to (I9)), then by (G.3]) and
induction,
w>wu in 2B. (6.9)

Finally, we construct a minimal p-superharmonic solution to (L9). For each
k > 1, let ug be a p-superharmonic function satisfying (6.4]). Passing to the
limit & — oo, we get a p-superharmonic function v € L™?(R") satisfying vu] =
E%:l o™ydm 4+ . By Theorem [Z4] and Corollary 3.5,

[ v~ [ (Wil art

M
~ Z/ (W1 p(u?do ™)) Yudm do ™) —|—/ (W1 pn)” dpe.
m:1 n

n

Hence, u satisfies (IJ)). Positivity and minimality of u follow from (E8) and
©9), respectively. Thus, u is a minimal p-superharmonic solution to (L3). O

We also prove the uniqueness of finite energy solutions using a convexity
argument as in [10] and [25)].

Corollary 6.2. Assume that [6I)-(@.3) hold with v = 1. Then there exists a
unique finite energy weak solution u € VVO1 P(R™) satisfying (L3).

Proof. Existence of a minimal solution follow from Theorem Testing (6.6))
with u;41 and using monotonicity of {u;}72,, we have

M
/ |Vuj+1|p dr = Z / uj+1u§’" dO'(m) +/ Ujt1 du
2B = JeB 2B

2

14 gm
< Z w1l o 25 doemy T i+l @Bdw < C

m=1

where C is a constant depending only on n, p and (6I)-(E3). Thus, the limit
function u belongs to W, (R™).

Let us prove uniqueness. For simplicity, we put 0(® = ;4 and gy = 0. Let
u,v € Wy P(R™) be weak solutions to (LH). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that u and v are quasicontinuous on R™ and that v is minimal. Hence,
u > v q.e. in R™. Since each ¢(™) is absolutely continuous with respect to the
p-capacity, u > v do(™-a.e. for all m =0,1,..., M.
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Testing the equations of v with u, we have

M
/ |[Vul? de = Z / ult e do(m) (6.10)

By the same way,

M
/ |VoulP de = Z / vt go(m), (6.11)

For t € [0,1], we set

Ae(@) == (1 — )P (z) + tuP ()7 .

Then
0<v<M<u qe inR" (6.12)

Moreover, by the hidden convexity (see [7, Proposition 2.6]),
/ VAP de < (1-— t)/ |VolP dx —|—t/ [Vul? dx. (6.13)
]Rn n ]Rn

Combining (610), ([EIT)) and @I3), we get
[VA? = [Vol? =z
/ VAP = [Vol” o ( / ulH i gom) _ / R dg<m>) ,
. t > . o

m=0
By the inequality
la[? — |b]P > p|bP"2b- (a —b) (a,b € R™),
we have
VAP = [V Aol > p| VAPV g - (VA: — Vo).
Therefore,

p/ Vo2 Vo - LAT Ao)

M
< Z (/Rn uttam do(m — /n pltam da(m)) .
m=0

On the other hand, using methods in ﬂﬁ, Lemma 1.25], we can see that \; €
WP (R") from BI2) and @IF). Testing the equation of v with A, — Ay €

Wy P (R™), we get

dx
(6.14)

M
/ IVulP Vo - V(A = o) dz = > / (At = Ao)v?™ do™), (6.15)
R m—0 Rn
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Combining (6I4) and (6I5), we obtain

)\0 I Jor(m) (/ 14+qm g (m)_/
Z /n — o <Z Rnu o

Note that Ay — Ao > 0 do(™-a.e. for all m. Therefore, by Fatou’s lemma,

p At — A
/ ( u71 — v) p?m do(m) < lim infp/ (tfo)vqm do(™)

pltam da(m)) )

n

VP t—0

for each m. Hence, passing to the limit ¢ — 0, we arrive at

Z/ ( ) do™ < Z (/ ut e do(m) —/ plTam dU(m)> )
n R™ R™

or equivalently
M Pydm
> (“ v _u1+qm) do'™ <.
AN
m=0

By minimality of v, v?m P+l > @m =P+l d5(m)_a e for all m, and hence, each
integral on the left-hand side is nonnegative. Thus, u = v do(™-a.e. for all m.
Testing the equations of v and v with u —v € Wol’p(R"), we get

/ (|VulP~*Vu — V[P 72V) - V(u — v) dz = 0.

This implies that Vu = Vo a.e. in R" (see, e.g., HE, Lemma 5.6]), and therefore,
u= v in WyP(R"). O
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