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Abstract

We introduce a new interpolation inequality which will be more relevant than the standard weighted one [13, 18, 19,

28] in providing integral estimate to solutions of PDE’s. Consequently, we establish explicit universal estimate of

finite Morse index solutions to polyharmonic equation. Differently to previous works [8, 11, 18, 32], we propose here

a direct proof under large superlinear and subcritical growth conditions to show that the universal constant evolves as

a polynomial function of the Morse index. We also improve previous nonexistence results [18, 19] concerning stable

at infinity weak solutions to the p-polyharmonic equation in the subcritical range.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Interpolation inequalities.

Let n, r ≥ 2 be two integer numbers, p ≥ 2 and Ω an open subset of Rn. The weak jth partial derivative (respec-

tively the magnitude of the sth gradient) of u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Ω) are defined a.e in Ω by D ju =

∂ ju

∂x
j1
1
...∂x

jn
n

, 1 ≤ | j| ≤ r and

|∇su| =

















∑

| j|=s

|D ju|p

















1
p

, 1 ≤ s ≤ r. (1.1)

We designate by Bλ the ball of radius λ > 0 centered at the origin. From standard interpolation inequality [1] and

obvious dilation argument, we derive

Rp(q−r)

∫

BR

|∇qv|p ≤ ε

∫

BR

|∇rv|p +Cε
−q

r−q R−pr

∫

BR

|v|p, ,∀ v ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Rn) and ε ∈ (0, 1), (1.2)

where 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1 and C = C(n, p, r) > 0. According to (1.2), one can establish the following weighted

interpolation inequality (see [13, 18, 19, 28])

Rp(q−r)Φ
p
q (v) ≤ εΦ

p
r (v) + Cε

−q

r−q R−pr

∫

BR

|v|pdx, (1.3)

Email address: abdellaziz.harrabi@yahoo.fr (Abdellaziz Harrabi)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier July 15, 2022

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04058v4


2

where Φq is a family of weighted semi-norms defined by

Φq(v) =

(

sup
0<α<1

(1 − α)q

∫

BαR

|∇qv|p
)

1
p

, 0 ≤ q ≤ r.

Inequality (1.3) together with the following family of cut-off functions allow to provide local Lp-W2r,p-regularity

[13, 28] and the energy estimate of stable at infinity solutions to the higher order p-polyharmonic equations [19] (see

also [18] for p = 2): let α ∈ (0, 1), denote α′ =
1 + α

2
and consider the cut-off function ψ satisfying

ψ = ψ(R,α) ∈ Cr
c(Rn), 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1, supp(ψ) ⊂ Bα′R, ψ ≡ 1 in BαR,

where

ψ(x) = exp

































|x|

R
− α

|x|

R
− α′















r+1


















ifαR < |x| < α′R.

Then, for 1 ≤ k ≤ r, we have

|∇kψ| ≤ C((1 − α)R)−k.

Here, we introduce a more ”general” cut-off function ψ to establish a new interpolation inequality which will be more

relevant than (1.3) in providing integral estimate and which allows in particular to improve the energy estimate stated

in [18, 19]. It will be also helpful in investigating explicit universal estimate of finite Morse index solutions to higher

order polyharmonic equation. Let ω and ω′ be two bounded open subset of Ω such that ω ⊂ ω′ ⊂ ω′ ⊂ Ω. Set

d = dist(ω,Ω\ω′), we have

Lemma 1.1. There exists ψ ∈ C∞c (Ω) satisfying



























supp(ψ) ⊂ ω′ and 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1,

ψ ≡ 1 if x ∈ ω,

|∇kψ(x)|p ≤ Cd−kp, ∀x ∈ ω′\ω and k ∈ N,

(1.4)

where C is a positive constant depending only on (n, p, k).

Following [6, 11, 30, 32, 21], we used the power function ψm, m > r as a cut-off function. Let (q, k) ∈ N∗×N∗, q+k =

r. Our interpolation inequality reads as follows

Lemma 1.2. For every 0 < ε < 1, there exist two positive constants C = C(n, r, p,m) and Cε = C(ε, n, p, r,m) > 0

such that for any u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Ω), we have

∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇k(ψm)|p ≤ Cd−pk

∫

ω′
|∇qu|pψp(m−k) ≤ ε

∫

ω′
|∇ru|pψpm +Cεd

−pr

∫

ω′
|u|pψp(m−r). (1.5)

Consequently,

∫

ω′
|∇ru|pψpm ≤ 2

∫

ω′
|∇r(uψm)|p +Cd−pr

∫

ω′
|u|pψp(m−r), (1.6)

and

∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇kψm |p ≤ Cd−pk

∫

ω′
|∇qu|pψp(m−k) ≤ ε

∫

ω′
|∇r(uψm)|p +Cεd

−pr

∫

ω′
|u|pψp(m−r). (1.7)
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1.2. Explicit universal estimate.

Thanks to the above interpolation inequality, we investigate explicit universal estimate for finite Morse index

solutions to the following polyharmonic problem:

(−∆)ru = f (x, u), in Ω. (1.8)

Here, Ω is a proper domain of Rn, u ∈ C2r(Ω), f and f ′ =
∂ f

∂s
belong to C(Ω × R). The main r-order differential

operator is defined by Dru = ∇∆
j−1u if r = 2 j − 1 and ∆ ju if r = 2 j . We denote

Dru · Drv =



















∇∆ j−1u · ∇∆ j−1v if r = 2 j − 1;

∆ ju∆ jv if r = 2 j;

|Dru|
2 = Dru · Dru.

(1.9)

The associated quadratic form of (1.8) is

Qu(h) =

∫

Ω

|Druh|2 −

∫

Ω

f ′(x, u)h2, ∀h ∈ Cr
c(Ω). (1.10)

The Morse index of u, denoted by i(u) is defined as the maximal dimension of all subspaces V of Cr
c(Ω) such that

Qu(h) < 0, ∀ h ∈ V\{0}.

In [3, 8, 11, 18, 32], universal estimate; or L∞-bounds were established using blow-up technique together with

some Liouville-type theorems classifying finite Morse index solutions (see also the case of positive solutions in [12,

26, 28, 30, 31]). However, this procedure fails to exhibit an explicit estimate and requires the following asymptotical

condition at infinity:

(h0) : For an adequate exponent q > 1, lim
|s|→∞

f ′(x, s)

|s|q−1
= 1, uniformly with respect to x ∈ Ω.

Here, we propose a direct proof to establish an explicit universal estimate under large superlinear and subcritical

growth conditions. Precisely, we assume that there exist s0 > 0, c1 > 1 and 1 < p1 ≤ p2 <
n + 2r

n − 2r
such that for all

(x, s) ∈ Ω × R\[−s0, s0], we have

(h1) (Super-linearity) f ′(x, s)s2 ≥ p1 f (x, s)s;

(h2) (Subcritical growth) (p2 + 1)F(x, s) ≥ f (x, s)s, where F(x, s) =

∫ s

0

f (x, t)dt;

(h3) |(∇yF)(x, s)| ≤ c1(F(x, s) + 1), for all (x, s) ∈ Ω × R;

(h4) | f ′(x, s)| ≤ c1, for all (x, s) ∈ Ω × [−s0, s0], | f (x, 0)| ≤ c1 and± f (x,±s0) ≥
1

c1

, for all x ∈ Ω.

In the autonomous case f (x, s) = f (s), the above assumptions are reduced to (h1)-(h2) with ± f (±s0) > 0 and

note that when 1 < q <
n + 2r

n − 2r
, then assumption (h0) implies (h1)-(h2). Moreover, the nonlinearity f (s) = s

p2

+ − s
p1

−

(1 < p1 < p2 <
n + 2r

n − 2r
and s+ = max(s, 0), s− = max(−s, 0)) satisfies (h1)-(h2) and violates (h0). Let K ∈ C1(Ω) be a

positive function such that K, |∇K| ∈ L∞(Ω), then f (x, s) = K(x)(s
p2

+ − s
p1

− ) satisfies (h1)-(h4).

Let α ∈ (0, 1), y ∈ Ω and denote δy = dist(y, ∂Ω), dy = inf(α, δy). Our explicit estimate reads as follows1:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f satisfies (h1)-(h4). Then, there exist α0 ∈ (0, 1), γ1 > 0, γ2 > 0 and a positive constant

C = C(α0, n, r, p1, p2, s0, c1) independent of Ω such that for any finite Morse index solution u of (1.8) and for every

α ∈ (0, α0), we have

2r−1
∑

j=0

d
j
y |∇

ju(y)| ≤ C(1 + i(u))γ2d
−γ1

y , ∀ y ∈ Ω. (1.11)

1We use here (1.1) with p = 2.
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Precisely, if 2r
p2 + 1

p2

< n then γ1 =
4r2(p1 + 1)p2

(p1 − 1)(2r(p2 + 1) − n(p2 − 1))
and γ2 = γ1 +

2r(p2 + 1)

2r(p2 + 1) − n(p2 − 1)
.

Remark 1.1. As a consequence of (1.11), for α ∈ (0, α0) et Ωα = {y ∈ Ω, δy ≥ α}, we have ‖u‖C2r−1(Ωα) ≤

Cα−2r+1−γ1 (1 + i(u))γ2 and if y ∈ Ω\Ωα, then

2r−1
∑

j=0

|∇ ju(y)| ≤ C(1 + i(u))γ2δ
2r+1−γ1

y .

To prove Theorem 1.1 we apply Lemma 1.2 with appropriate cut-off function to provide a local integral estimate

on a ring around y (see (3.12) in Section 3). Thanks to a variant of the Pohozaev identity [25], we extend this estimate

to a ball as follows:

d−n
y

∫

B(y,
dy

2
)

| f (x, u)|
p2+1

p2 ≤ C(1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

, ∀ y ∈ Ω. (1.12)

As p2 is subcritical, we will be able to employ a delicate boot strap argument using local Lq-W2r,q-regularity to derive

estimate (1.11). One can also derive estimate (1.12) in the supercritical case
n + 2r

n − 2r
< p1 ≤ p2, but it is not clear

which procedure would be helpful to derive explicit universal estimate. Regarding the p-polyharmonic equation,

similar estimate of (1.12) could be also established. However, we do not dispose to any Lq-regularity result to employ

a boot strap procedure except the subcritical p-laplacian Dirichlet boundary-value problem in a bounded domain

where explicit L∞-bounds of finite Morse index solutions are obtained under similar assumptions of (h1)-(h2) [17]

and which extends the result of [33] with p = 2, where it was shown that the L∞ norm evolves less rapidity than a

polynomial growth on i(u). Particularly, when the nonlinearity f is close to the critical power as f (s) =
|s|

4
n−2 s

ln(s2 + 2)
,

it has been proven in [15] that the L∞ norm has an exponential growth on i(u). Also, in [20] the authors examined

the influence of the type boundary conditions involving the biharmonic and triharmonic problems to provide similar

polynomial growth estimate of [17, 33]. The general higher order case r ≥ 4, is harder to achieve since we need to

carefully handle some local interior estimate, especially near the boundary.

1.3. Liouville type theorem.

Consider the following problem

∆r
pu = c1u

q1

+ − c2u
q2

− in Rn, (1.13)

where p ≥ 2, q1, q2 > p − 1 and c1, c2 > 0. The p−polyharmonic operator ∆r
p is defined by

∆r
pu = −div

{

∆ j−1(|∇∆ j−1u|p−2∇∆ j−1u)
}

if r = 2 j − 1 and ∆ j(|∆ ju|p−2∆ ju) if r = 2 j.

Denote q = max(q1, q2), q = max(q1, q2), Eλ := W
r,p

0
(Bλ) ∩ Lq+1(Bλ), λ > 0 and p∗ =

pn

n − pr
, the Sobolev critical

exponent of Wr,p(Rn) if n > pr. The associated energy functional of (1.13) is defined by:

I(v) :=
1

p

∫

Bλ

|Drv|
p −

∫

Bλ

(
c1v

q1+1
+

q1 + 1
+

c2v
q2+1
−

q2 + 1
), ∀ v ∈ Eλ,

which belongs in C2(Eλ) as p ≥ 2.2

Except the case r = 1, no regularity result of the p-polyharmonic operator is known, so we deal here with weak

solutions. Precisely, we say that u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Rn) ∩ L

q+1

loc
(Rn) is a weak solution of (1.13) if for any h ∈ Eλ and for any

λ > 0, we have
∫

Bλ

|Dru|
p−2Dru · Drh =

∫

Bλ

(c1u
q1

+ − c2u
q2

− )h. (1.14)

2Observe that Eλ =: W
r,m
0

(Bλ) if n ≤ pr or n > pr and p − 1 < q ≤ p∗ − 1.

If 1 < p < 2, the functional I is only C1 functional, so it is not clear which definition of stability would be the natural one.
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The linearized operator of (1.13) at u is given by

Lu(g, h) :=

∫

Bλ

[

|Dru|
p−2Drg · Drh + (p − 2)|Dru|

p−4(Dru · Drg)(Dru · Drh) − (c1q1u
q1−1
+ + c2q2u

q2−1
− )gh

]

, ∀(g, h) ∈ E2
λ.

(1.15)

Taking into account that

∫

Bλ

|Dru|
p−4(Dru · Drh)2 ≤

∫

Bλ

|Dru|
p−2|Drh|

2, ∀h ∈ Eλ,

then the associated quadratic form Qu(h) := Lu(h, h) satisfies the following inequality which will be useful to classify

stable weak solutions:

Qu(h) ≤ (p − 1)

∫

Bλ

|Dru|
p−2|Drh|

2 −

∫

Bλ

(c1q1u
q1−1
+ + c2q2u

q2−1
− )h2. (1.16)

Definition 1.1. • We say that u is stable if, for all λ > 0, we have Qu(h) ≥ 0, for any h ∈ Eλ.

• u is said to be stable at infinity solution if there exists R0 > 0 such that, ∀ λ > R0, we have Qu(h) ≥ 0, ∀ h ∈ Eλ

with supp(h) ⊂ Rn\BR0
. u is also called stable solution outside the ball BR0

.

When c1 = c2, q1 = q2 and p = 2, sharp nonexistence results have been obtained in lower order r ≤ 3 up to the so

called Joseph-Lundgren exponent pJL(n, 2r) [9, 11, 21] which improve previous partial classification results of stable

at infinity solutions [3, 5, 7, 16, 32]. The cases r = 2, 3 need more involved analysis using powerful monotonicity

formula with a delicate blow-down analysis. This approach succussed very recently to provide nonexistence result

in the supercritical range to the higher order Lane-Emden equation for large dimension where a convenient explicit

expression of pJL(n, 2r) is also exhibited [29]. The proof relies on the energy estimate stated in [18] where the

subcritical case is achieved. The case c1 > 0 and c2 = 0 is more difficult, it was investigated for only r = 1

in [22, 23, 27] where the authors proved that any changing-sign finite Morse index solution is spherically symmetric

about some point ofRn. The situation is extremely unclear in the higher order case since the decomposition u = u+−u−

is no longer available for r ≥ 2.

When p > 2, the degenerate nonlinear p-polyharmonic operator does not yield any monotonicity formula which

provokes an obstruction to examine the supercritical growth case. In contrast, from Moser’s iteration argument,

sharp classification results of stable solutions and radial stable at infinity solutions were obtained in [10] for r = 1.

Regarding the p-biharmonic problem, only the subcritical case was examined in [24], where the energy estimate is so

hard to achieve. Thanks to similar interpolation inequality of Lemma 1.2 (see Lemma 4.1 in Section 4), we success to

improve the energy estimate stated in [18, 19] which derives from inequality (1.3) and are weaker than those obtained

in [9, 11, 21] for r = 1, 2, 3. Let r ≥ 2, p ≥ 2, q1, q2 > p − 1 and R0 > 0, we have

Proposition 1.1. Let u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Rn)∩ L

q+1

loc
(Rn) be a weak solution of (1.13) which is stable outside the ball BR0

. Then,

there exist two positive constants C0 = C0(u,R0, n, r, q1, q2, p) and C = C(n, r, q1, q2, p) such that

∫

BR

|∇ru|p +

∫

BR

(c1u
q1+1
+ + c2u

q2+1
− ) ≤ C0 + CR

n−
pr(q+1)

q+1−p , ∀R > max(1,R0). (1.17)

Moreover, if u is a stable solution, then (1.17) holds with C0 = 0 for all R > 1.

Next, we provide the nonexistence of nontrivial stable and stable at infinity solutions of (1.13) in the subcritical

range. According to the above estimate, we remove the exponential growth condition imposed on unbounded solutions

in [18, 19]:

Theorem 1.2. 1. The problem (1.13) has no nontrivial weak stable solution belonging to W
r,p

loc
(Rn) if p − 1 <

q1, q2 ≤ p∗ − 1 and n > pr, or p − 1 < q1, q2 and n ≤ pr.
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2. Let u ∈ W
r+1,p

loc
(Rn) be a weak solution of (1.13) which is stable outside the ball BR0

. Then, u ≡ 0 if p − 1 <

q1, q2 < p∗ − 1 and n > pr, or p − 1 < q1, q2 and n ≤ pr.

Moreover, if n > pr and q1 = q2 = p∗ − 1, then

∫

Rn

|Dru|
p =

∫

Rn

(c1u
q1+1
+ + c2u

q1+1
− ). (1.18)

If p − 1 < q < q = p∗ − 1, then (1.18) holds with u ≥ 0 if q = q1 (respectively u ≤ 0 if q = q2).

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to the proofs of Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2. In section 3, we give

the proof of Theorem 1.1. The proofs of Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 will be done in section 4. In the appendix,

we make use of Lemma 1.2 to revise previous Lp-W2r,p estimate stated in [14, 28].

2. Proofs of Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2.

Proof of Lemma 1.1. Set ωd = {x ∈ Ω, dist(x, ω) <
d

4
}, where d = dist(ω,Ω\ω′), we have ω ⊂ ωd ⊂ ω

′. Let h =

χωd
be the indicator function of ωd and g ∈ C∞c (Rn) a nonnegative function such that supp(g) ⊂ B1 and

∫

Rn

g(x)dx =

1. Set

gd(x) =

(

8

d

)n

g

(

8x

d

)

and ψ(x) =

∫

Bλ

gd(y)h(x − y)dy.

We have supp(ψ) ⊂ ωd + B d
8
⊂ ω′ and ω + B d

8
⊂ ωd, then 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 and ψ(x) =

∫

Bλ

gd(y)dy = 1 if x ∈ ω. Also,

ψ ∈ C∞c (Rn) and D jψ(x) =

∫

Bλ

D jgd(y)h(x − y)dy. Therefore, |D jψ(x)| ≤

∫

Bλ

|D jgd|dy ≤ λ−| j|
∫

B1

|D jg(y)|dy ≤ Cd−| j|,

where C = C((n, | j|). This achieves the proof of Lemma 1.1. �

2.1. Proof of Lemma 1.2.

Let m > r. Working by induction, we may verify that

|∇kψm| ≤ Cd−kψ(m−k), ∀x ∈ ω′ and 1 ≤ k ≤ r, (2.1)

where C is a positive constant depending only on (n, r,m) (for the proof, see[18, Appendix]). Inequality (1.7) is an

immediate consequence of (1.5) and (1.6). Also, inequalities (1.6) follows from (1.5) and the following elementary

inequality 3:

bp ≤ 2ap +C|a − b|p, ∀ a, b > 0 where C = C(p) > 0. (2.2)

In fact, according to (1.1), we have

|∇ru|pψpm =
∑

| j|=r

|D ju|pψpm.

Applying inequality (2.2) with a = |D j(uψm)| and b = |D j(u)ψm|, then Leibnitz’s formula [1] implies

|∇ru|pψpm ≤ 2|∇r(uψm)|p +C
∑

| j|=r

|D j(uψm) − D j(u)ψm|p

≤ 2|∇r(uψm)|p +C
∑

q+k=r, q,r

|∇qu|p|∇kψm|p.

3Inequality (2.2) is a simple consequence of (1 − 2
− 1

p )b ≤ |b − a| if b ≥ 2
1
p a.
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Integrating the above inequality over ω′ and using (2.1), we get

∫

ω′
|∇ru|pψpm ≤ 2

∫

Ω

|∇r(uψm)|p +C
∑

q+k=r, q,r

d−pk

∫

ω′
|∇qu|pψp(m−k).

Combining this inequality with (1.5) and choose ε =
1

rC
, we derive (1.6).

Proof of (1.5). In the following, C denotes always generic positive constants depending only on (n, p, r,m)

which could be changed from one line to another. Set Iq = d−pk

∫

ω′
|∇qu|

p
pψ

p(m−k). By virtue of (2.1), we have
∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇k(ψm)|p ≤ CIq. Hence, to prove (1.5) we have only to establish the following inequality:

Iq ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIr, ∀ 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1. (2.3)

We divide the proof of (2.3) in two steps.

Step 1. We establish the following first-order interpolation inequality:

Iq ≤ Cε1−pIq−1 + εIq+1, 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1. (2.4)

Denote by u|ω′ the restriction of u on ω′. As u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Ω), we have u|ω′ ∈ Wr,p(ω′). Thanks to Meyers-Serrin’s density

theorem [1], we need to prove (2.3) for only u|ω′ ∈ Cr(ω′) ∩Wr,p(ω′) 4. Let j = ( j1, j2, ..., jn) be a multi index with

| j| = q and 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1. As | j| , 0, there exists i0 ∈ {1, 2, ..., n} such that ji0 , 0. Set j− = ( j1, .., ji0 − 1, .. jn),

| j−| = q−1 and j+ = ( j1, .., ji0+1, .. jn), | j+ | = q+1. Taking into account that u|ω′ ∈ Cr(ω′)∩Wr,p(ω′), 1 ≤ | j| = q ≤ r−1

and p ≥ 2, we deduce

|D ju|p−2D ju ∈ C1(ω′) and
∂(|D ju|p−2D ju)

∂xi0

= (p − 1)|D ju|p−2D j+u. (2.5)

Recall that ψ ∈ C∞c (ω′) and |∇ψ| ≤ Cd−1, then integration by parts yields

d−pk

∫

ω′
|D ju|pψp(m−k) = d−pk

∫

ω′
|D ju|p−2D ju

∂D j−u

∂xi0

ψp(m−k)

= −(p − 1)d−pk

∫

ω′
|D ju|p−2D j+uD j−uψp(m−k)

−p(m − k)d−pk

∫

ω′
|D ju|p−2D juD j−uψp(m−k)−1 ∂ψ

∂xi0

≤ Cd−pk

∫

ω′
|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−2|∇q+1u|ψp(m−k)

+ Cd−(pk+1)

∫

ω′
|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−1ψp(m−k)−1, (2.6)

where C = C(n, p, r,m) > 0. As Iq =
∑

| j|=q

d−pk

∫

ω′
|D ju|pψp(m−k) with k + q = r, then (2.6) implies

Iq ≤ C(J1 + J2) where J1 = d−pk

∫

ω′
|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−2|∇q+1u|ψp(m−k) and J2 = d−(pk+1)

∫

ω′
|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−1ψp(m−k)−1.(2.7)

Now, we invoke the following Young’s inequalities

abp−2c ≤
1

p
ε1−pap +

p − 2

p
εbp +

1

p
εcp. (2.8)

4In fact if u|ω′ ∈ Wr,p(ω′), inequality (2.3) follows from standard approximation argument and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence.
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Observe that pk = (k + 1) + k(p − 2) + (k − 1), p(m − k) = (m − (k + 1)) + (p − 2)(m − k) + (m − (k − 1)) (respectively

pk+ 1 = (k+ 1)+ (p− 2)k+ k and p(m− k)− 1 = (m− (k+ 1))+ (p− 2)(m− k)+ (m− k)). Thus, inequality (2.8) with

a = d−(k+1)|∇q−1u|ψm−(k+1), b = d−k |∇qu|ψ(r−k) and c = d−(k−1)|∇q+1u|ψm−(k−1)( respectively c = d−k |∇qu|ψ(r−k)), implies

J1 ≤
1

p
ε1−pIq−1 +

(p − 2)

p
εIq +

1

p
εIq+1 and J2 ≤

1

p
ε1−pIq−1 +

p − 1

p
εIq.

Therefore, the above inequalities and (2.7) imply

(1 − 2Cε)Iq ≤ Cε1−pIq−1 +CεIq+1.

Thus, the inequality (2.4) follows by replacing ε by
ε

4(1 +C)
.

Step 2. End of the proof of (2.3). The case r = 2 is obvious. The case r ≥ 3 needs involved iteration argument.

First, we first prove that

Iq ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIq+1, 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1. (2.9)

The case q = 1 follows from (2.4). For q ≥ 2, let 2 ≤ j ≤ q ≤ r − 1. Applying (2.4), where we replace q by j − i and ε

by εpi

with i = 0, 1, 2, .. j − 1, we derive

Ciε−pi

I j−i ≤ Ci+1ε−pi+1

I j−i−1 + CiI j−i+1.

Set S j =

j
∑

i=2

Ii, we make the sum of the above inequality from i = 0 to i = j − 1 to obtain

ε−1I j ≤ C jε−p j

I0 + I j+1 +

j−1
∑

i=1

CiI j−i+1

≤ Cε−pr

I0 + I j+1 +CS j.

As S j ≤ S q, we have

I j ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εI j+1 +CεS q if 2 ≤ j ≤ q. (2.10)

So, make the sum of (2.10) from j = 2 to j = q, we arrive at

S q ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIq+1 +CεS q.

We replace ε by
ε

2(C + 1)
, we get

S q ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIq+1, for all 1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1.

Hence, inequality (2.9) follows from (2.10) with j = q and the above inequality. According to (2.9), we have5



































Iq ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + Iq+1,

Iq+1 ≤ +Cε1−pr

I0,r + Iq+2,
...

Ir−1 ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIr.

(2.11)

Make the sum of these inequalities, we deduce

Iq ≤ Cε1−pr

I0 + εIr.

The proof of Lemma 1.2 is completed. �

5Recall that 0 < ε < 1.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.1. Preliminary results.

B(y, λ) stands for the ball of radius λ > 0 centered at y ∈ Rn. Let ω and ω′ be two bounded open subset such

that ω ⊂ ω′ ⊂ ω′ ⊂ B(y, λ) and consider ψ the corresponding cut-off function defined in Lemma 1.1. The following

lemma will be used in this section for only p = 2 and we omit the proofs of similar results needed in next section for

all p ≥ 2 (see Lemma 4.1).

Lemma 3.1. For every 0 < ε < 1, there exists a positive constant Cε = C(n,m, r, p, ε) such that, for all u ∈

Wr,p(B(y, λ)), we have

∫

B(y,λ)

|Dru|
p−2

∣

∣

∣|Dr(uψ
pm

2 )|2 − DruDr(uψ
pm

∣

∣

∣ ≤ ε

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇r(uψm)|p +Cεd
−pr

∫

B(y,λ)

|u|pψp(m−r); (3.1)

∫

B(y,λ)

|Dru|
p−2

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
2ψpm − DruDr(uψ

pm)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ ε

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇r(uψm)|p +Cεd
−pr

∫

B(y,λ)

|u|pψp(m−r); (3.2)

where d = dist(ω, B(y, λ)\ω′). Moreover, we have

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇r(uψm)|p ≤ 3

∫

B(y,λ)

|Dru|
pψpm + Cd−pr

∫

B(y,λ)

|u|pψp(m−r). (3.3)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let s > 1 and βq ∈ R, 0 ≤ q ≤ r. Recall the following Young’s inequality:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

βr

r−1
∑

q=0

βq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫ|βr |
s + Cǫ

r−1
∑

q=0

|βq|
s

s−1 . (3.4)

Set A(η, u) := Dr(uη) − ηDru, where η ∈ Cr
c(B(y, λ))6. We can see easily that |A(η, u)| ≤ C

∑

q+k=r, q,r

|∇qu||∇kη| and















η2|Dru|
2 − Dru · Dr(uη

2) = −Dru · A(η2, u);

|Dr(uη)|2 − η2|Dru|
2 = 2ηDru · A(η, u) + |A(η, u)|2.

Therefore,

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dr(uη)|2 − DruDr(uη
2)
) ∣

∣

∣ ≤ C
∑

q+k=r, q,r

(

|Dru|
p−1|∇qu|(η|∇kη| + |∇k(η2)|) + |Dru|

p−2|∇qu|2|∇kη|2
)

.

and

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dru|
2η2 − DruDr(uη

2)
∣

∣

∣

)

≤ C|Dru|
p−1

∑

q+k=r, q,r

|∇qu||∇k(η2)|.

Choose now η = ψ
pm

2 and use (2.1) (where one replaces respectively m by
pm

2
and pm), we obtain7

∫

B(y,λ)

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dr(uψ
pm

2 )|2 − DruDr(uψ
pm)

) ∣

∣

∣;

∫

B(y,λ)

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dru|
2ψpm − DruDr(uψ

pm)
) ∣

∣

∣ ≤ CS (d, p,m, r), (3.5)

6Both Dr and A(η, u) are respectively scalar operators if r is even, and n−vectorial operators if r is odd.
7Observe that |Dru| ≤ C|∇ru|.
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where S (d, p,m, r) =

∫

B(y,λ)

















|∇ru|p−1
∑

q+k=r, q,r

d−k|∇qu|ψpm−k

















+

∫

B(y,λ)

















|∇ru|p−2
∑

q+k=r, q,r

d−2k |∇qu|2ψpm−2k)

















.

Observe that pm − k = (p − 1)m + (m − k) (respectively pm − 2k = (p − 2)m + 2(m − k)), so we apply (3.4)

with s =
p

p − 1
, βr = |∇

ru|p−1ψ(p−1)m and βq = d−k |∇qu|ψ(m−k) (respectively s =
p

p − 2
, βr = |∇

ru|p−2ψ(p−2)m and

βq = d−2k |∇qu|2ψ(2(m−k)), we obtain

S (d, p,m, r) ≤ +ε

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇ru|pψpm + Cε

∑

q+k=r,q,r

d−pk

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇qu|p|ψp(m−k). (3.6)

Hence, inequalities (3.1) and (3.2) follow from (3.5), (3.6) and inequalities (1.6), (1.7) of Lemma 1.2.

Proof of Inequality (3.3). First, recall the higher order Calderon-Zygmund’s inequality [14]8:

∫

B(y,λ)

|∇rv|p ≤ C

∫

B(y,λ)

|Drv|p,∀ v ∈ W
r,p

0
((B(y, λ)), (3.7)

where C is a positive constant depending only on (n, r, p). We invoke inequality (2.2) with a = |Dr(uψ
m)| and b =

|Dru|ψ
m, which with (2.1) imply

|Dr(uψ
m)|p ≤ 2|Dru|

pψpm + C|Dr(uψ
m) − ψmDru‖

p

≤ 2|Dru|
pψpm + C

∑

q+k=r, q,r

d−pk |∇qu|pψp(m−k).

We integrate the above inequality over B(y, λ), so (3.3) follows from (1.7) and (3.7). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is

completed. �

At last, according to assumptions (h1)-(h4), we derive the following lemma (see the proof in Appendix A). Set

q1 =
p2 + 1

p2

. Let q > 1. Then, we have

Lemma 3.2. There exists a positive constant C = C(s0, p1, p2, c1) such that for all (x, s) ∈ Ω × R, we have

• [1] f ′(x, s)s2 ≥ p1 f (x, s) −C;

• [2] (p2 + 1)F(x, s) ≥ f (x, s)s −C;

• [3] |s|p1+1 ≤ C(| f (x, s)s| + 1), | f (x, s)s| ≤ f (x, s)s + C and |F(x, s)| ≤ C( f (x, s)s + 1);

• [4] | f (x, s)|q1 ≤ C(| f (x, s)s| + 1) and | f (x, s)|
q

p2 ≤ C(|s|q + 1);

• [5] For all ε ∈ (0, 1), 0 ≤ a ≤ 1 and b > 0 we have as2b ≤ C + ε| f (x, s)s|a
p1+1

2 + ε
−2

p1−1 b
p1+1

p1−1 .

3.2. End of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let α ∈ (0, 1). Recall that dy = inf(α, δy), where δy = dist(y, ∂Ω) and y ∈ Ω. We denote Ab
a = {x ∈ R

n; a <

|x − y| < b}. For j = 1, 2, · · · , i(u) + 1, set

A j := A
b j

a j
with a j = dx

2( j + i(u))

4(i(u) + 1)
; b j = dx

2( j + i(u)) + 1

4(i(u) + 1)
; (3.8)

A′j := A
b′

j

a′
j

with a′j = dx

2( j + i(u)) − 1
2

4(i(u) + 1)
. b′j = dx

2( j + i(u)) + 3
2

4(i(u) + 1)
. (3.9)

8Inequality (3.7) can be obtained from an induction argument and the standard Calderon-Zygmund’s inequality for r = 2 [13].
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Let ψ j ∈ Cr
c(B(y, dy) be the cut-off function defined in Lemma1.1 with ω = A j and ω′ = A′j which satisfies supp(ψ j) ⊂

A′j, 0 ≤ ψ j ≤ 1 for x ∈ A′j and ψ j = 1 for x ∈ A j. As dist(A j, B(y, dy)\A
′
j) =

dy

2(i(u) + 1)
, estimate (2.1) implies

|∇k(ψm
j )(x)|2 ≤ Cψ

2(m−k)

j

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)2k

, ∀x ∈ B(y, dy). (3.10)

Clearly, supp(uψm
j ) ∩ supp(uψm

l ) = ∅,∀ 1 ≤ l , j ≤ 1 + i(u). Consequently

Qu

















1+i(u)
∑

1

λ juψ
m
j

















=

1+i(u)
∑

1

λ2
j Qu(uψm

j ),

where Qu is the quadratic form defined in (3.11)). According to the definition of i(u), there exists j0 ∈ {1, 2, ..., 1+ i(u)}

such that Qu(uψm
j0

) ≥ 0. Therefore, point 1 of lemma 3.2 implies

p1

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m
j0
−Cdn

y ≤

∫

B(y,dy)

f ′(x, u)(uψm
j0

)2 ≤

∫

B(y,dy)

|Dr(uψ
m
j0

)|2. (3.11)

Step 1. First, we prove the following estimate

∫

A j0

|∇ru|2 +

∫

A j0

| f (x, u)u| ≤ Cdn
y

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

. (3.12)

Multiplying equation (1.8) by (−
1 + p1

2
)uψ2m

j0
, integrating by parts and adding it to (3.11), yields

p1 − 1

2













∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m
j0
+

∫

B(y,dy)

|Dr(uψ
m
j0

)|2












≤ Cdn
y +

p1 + 1

2













∫

B(y,dy)

(

|Dr(uψ
m
j0

)|2 − DruDru(uψ2m
j0

)
)













.

Hence, (3.7) and (3.1) imply

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm
j0

)|2 +

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m
j0
≤ Cdn

y + ε

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm
j0

)|2 +Cε

(

1 + i(u)

dx

)2r ∫

B(y,dy

u2ψ
2(m−r)

j0
. (3.13)

Now, choose m =
(p1 + 1)r

2
> r so that

(p1 + 1)(m − r)

p1 − 1
= m, thus from point 5 of Lemma 3.2 with s = u, a =

ψ
2(m−r)

j0
and b = C(

1 + i(u)

dx

)−2r, there holds

C

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)−2r ∫

B(y,dy)

u2ψ
2(m−r)

j0
≤ Cdn

y + ε

∫

B(y,dy)

| f (x, u)u|ψ2m
j0
+ Cεd

n
y

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

.

The last inequality with (3.13) and point 3 of Lemma 3.2 imply9

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm
j0

)|2 +

∫

B(y,dy)

| f (x, u)u|ψ2m
j0
≤ Cdn

y

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

.

Therefore, inequality (3.12) follows as ψk
j0

(x) = 1 for x ∈ A j0 .

9Observe that dn
y ≤ dn

y

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

as dy = inf(α, δy) < 1.
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Step 2. First, recall the following identity (see the proof in [18], page 1866):

DruDr(∇u · (x − y)) =
1

2
∇(|Dru|

2) · (x − y) + r|Dru|
2. (3.14)

We shall prove the following estimate:

d−n
y

∫

B(y,
dy

2
)

| f (x, u)|q1 ≤ C(1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

. (3.15)

We invoke again Lemma 1.1 with ω = B(y, a j0), ω
′ = B(y, b j0), so there exists ψ ∈ Cr

c(B(y, b j0)) such that

ψ ≡ 1 for all x ∈ B(y, a j0) and |∇kψ2m| ≤ C

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)k

ψ2m−k ∀x ∈ A j0 and k = 1, 2, .., r. (3.16)

In one hand, multiplying (1.8) by (∇u · (x − y))ψ2m. So, according to (3.14), integration by parts gives

2r − n

2

∫

B(y,dy)

|Dru|
2ψ2m + n

∫

B(y,dy)

F(x, u)ψ2m = I −

∫

B(y,dy)

(∇xF)(x, u) · (x − y)ψ2m, (3.17)

where I =
1

2

∫

A j0

|Dru|
2(∇ψ2m · (x − y)) −

∫

A j0

F(x, u)(∇ψ2m · (x − y)).

As |x − y| ≤ dy ≤ α, point 3 of Lemma 3.2, assumption (h3), (3.12) and (3.16) imply



































|I| ≤ C(1 + i(u))















dn
y +

∫

A j0

(

| f (y, u)u| + |Dru|
2
)















≤ Cdn
y (1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

;

∫

B(y,dy)

|(∇xF)(x, u) · (x − y)|ψ2m ≤ C













dn
y + α

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m













.

These inequalities with (3.17) and point 2 of Lemma 3.2 imply

(

2n

(p2 + 1)(n − 2r)
−Cα

) ∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m −

∫

B(y,dy)

|Dru|
2ψ2m ≤ Cdn

y (1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

. (3.18)

On the other hand, multiplying equation (1.8) by uψ2m, we deduce

∫

B(y,dy)

DruDr(uψ
2m) =

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m.

In view of inequality (3.2) of Lemma 3.1, we derive

∫

B(y,d)

|Dru|
2ψ2m −

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uφ2m ≤ ε

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm)|2 +Cε(
1 + i(u)

dx

)2r

∫

B(y,d)

u2ψ2(m−r).

Recall that
2n

(p2 + 1)(n − 2r)
> 1 and choose α = α0 ∈ (0, 1) small enough so that

2n

(p2 + 1)(n − 2r)
−Cα0 > 1. So,

the above inequality with (3.18) and (3.3) imply

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇ru|2ψ2m +

∫

B(y,dy)

f (x, u)uψ2m ≤ ε

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm)|2 + Cε

(1 + i(u))2r

d2r
y

∫

B(y,d)

u2ψ2(m−r)

+ Cdn
y (1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

.
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Choose now m =
(p1 + 1)r

2
> r, then from points 3 and 5 of Lemma 3.2 we deduce

∫

B(y,dy)

|∇r(uψm)|2 +

∫

B(y,dy)

| f (x, u)u|ψ2m ≤ Cdn
y (1 + i(u)

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

. (3.19)

As ψ ≡ 1 for all x ∈ B(y,
dy

2
) ⊂ B(y, a j0), estimate (3.15) follows from point 4 of Lemma 3.2.

Step 3. Boot-strap procedure. Set λ =
dy

2
< 1, uλ(x) = u(y+ λx) and gλ(x) = f (y + λx, u(y+ λx)), x ∈ B1, then

uλ satisfies

(−∆uλ)
r = λ2rgλ in B1. (3.20)

By virtue of (3.15), we have

∫

B1

|gλ|
q1 = 2nd−n

y

∫

B(y,
dy

2
)

| f (x, u)|q1 ≤ C(1 + i(u))

(

1 + i(u)

dy

)

2(p1+1)r

p1−1

. (3.21)

Let q > 1. We invoke now local Lp-W2r,p estimate (see Corollary 4.1 in the Appendix B, or corollary 6 in [28]) and

Rellich-Kondrachov’s theorem [14]. Therefore, as λ =
dy

2
< 1, point 3 of Lemma 3.2 implies

‖uλ‖Lq∗ (B 1
2

) ≤ C‖uλ‖W2r,q(B 1
2

)) ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq(B1) + ‖uλ‖Lq(B1)) ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq(B1) + 1),

where q∗ =
qn

n − 2rq
if 2rq < n and for all q∗ > 1 if q =

n

2r
; (3.22)

and

‖uλ‖C2r−1(B 1
2

) ≤ C‖uλ‖W2r,q(B 1
2

) ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq(B1) + ‖uλ‖Lq(B1)) ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq(B1) + 1), if 2rq > n. (3.23)

Also, inequality (3.22) and point 4 of Lemma 3.2 give

‖gλ‖
L

q∗

p2 (B 1
2

)
≤ C

(

‖gλ‖Lq(B1) + 1
)p2 , if 2rq ≤ n. (3.24)

The case 2rq1 < n needs more careful analysis. In fact, as q1 =
p2 + 1

p2

and 1 < p2 <
n + 2r

n − 2r
,we have q∗1 =

q1n

n − 2rq1

=

(p2 + 1)n

p2(n − 2r) − 2r
>

(p2 + 1)n

n
> p2 and

1

q1

−
2rp2

n(p2 − 1)
< 0. Set q2 =

q∗
1

p2

and qk+1 =
q∗

k

p2

. We claim that there exists

k0 ∈ N
∗ such that

2rqk0+1 > n and 2rqk0
< n. (3.25)

Suppose by contradiction that 2rqk < n for all k ∈ N∗. Then,
1

qk+1

=
p2

qk

−
2rp2

n
and

1

qk+1

=
pk

2

q1

−
2rp2

n

k−1
∑

j=0

p
j

2
= pk

2

(

1

q1

−
2rp2

n(p2 − 1)

)

+
2rp2

n(p2 − 1)
. (3.26)

Therefore, we reach a contradiction since
1

qk

→ −∞. Set

β =
2rp2

n(p2 − 1)

(

2rp2

n(p2 − 1)
−

1

q1

)−1

=
2r(p2 + 1)

2r(p2 + 1) − n(p2 − 1)
.
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From (3.26), we have p
k0

2
< β and p

k0+1

2
> β. Now, iterating (3.24) and using (3.2), we obtain

‖gλ‖Lqk0+1 (B 1

2k0+1
) ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq1 (B1) + 1)p

k0
2 ≤ C(‖gλ‖Lq1 (B1) + 1)β.

Set γ1 =
(p1 + 1)β

q1

=
2r(p1 + 1)p2

2r(p2 + 1) − n(p2 − 1)
and γ2 = β +

2r

p1 − 1
γ1. As rqk0+1 > n, the last inequality with (3.23)

and (3.21) imply

‖uλ‖C2r−1(B 1

2k0+1
) ≤ C(1 + i(u))γ2d

−2r
p1−1

γ1

y .

According to the definition of uλ, we get

2r−1
∑

j=0

d
j
y |(∇

ju)(y)| ≤ C(1 + i(u))γ2d
−2r

p1−1
γ1

y . If 2rq1 > n (respectively 2rq1 = n)

the estimate (1.11) follows from (3.21) and (3.23) (with q = q1) (respectively (3.21), (3.22) (with q = q1) and (3.23),

(3.24) (with q = p2

n + 1

2r
) ). This achieves the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

4. Proofs of Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

4.1. Preliminary lemma.

To discuss the class of solutions which are stable outside the ball BR0
for some R0 > 0, we employed the following

cut-off function ψ = ψR,R0
∈ Cr

c(B2R), R > 2R0 > 0 satisfying















ψ ≡ 1 if 2R0 < |x| < R, ψ ≡ 0 if |x| < R0 or |x| > 2R,

0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 and |∇kψ| ≤ CR−k, for all R < |x| < 2R, and 1 ≤ k ≤ r.
(4.1)

Set AR = {R < |x| < 2R},, similarly to estimate (2.1), we have

|∇kψm|p ≤ CR−pkψp(m−k), ∀R ≤ |x| ≤ 2R and 1 ≤ k ≤ r. (4.2)

Regarding the case of stable solutions, we used the cut-off function ψ = ψR defined in Lemma 1.1 with ω = BR and

ω′ = B2R. From a simple examination of the proofs of Lemmas 1.2 and 3.1, we may establish the following analogue

one:

Lemma 4.1. Let ψ = ψR,R0
and u ∈ W

r,p

loc
(Ω). Then, for every 0 < ε < 1 there exit two positive constants Cε =

C(ε, n, p, r,m) > 0 and C0 = C0(u,R0, n, p, r,m) such that for all R > 2R0, we have

R−pk

∫

B2R

|∇qu|p|ψp(m−k) ≤ C0 + ε

∫

B2R

|∇ru|pψpm +CεR
−pr

∫

Rn

|u|pψp(m−r); (4.3)

∫

B2R

|∇ru|pψpm ≤ C0 + 3

∫

Rn

|∇r(uψm)|p +CR−pr

∫

B2R

|u|pψp(m−r); (4.4)

R−pk

∫

B2R

|∇qu|pψp(m−k) ≤ C0 + ε

∫

B2R

|∇r(uψm)|p + CεR
−pr

∫

B2R

|u|pψp(m−r); (4.5)

∫

B2R

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dr(uψ
pm

2 )|2 − DruDr(uψ
pm)

) ∣

∣

∣ ≤ C0 + A(u,R, r, p,m, ε); (4.6)
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∫

B2R

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
pψpm −

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2DruDr(uψ

pm)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ C0 + A(u,R, r, p,m, ε) (4.7)

where A(u,R, r, p,m, ε) = ε

∫

AR

|∇ru|pψpm +Cε

∑

q+k=r,q,r

R−pk

∫

AR

|∇qu|p|ψp(m−k); (4.8)

and
∫

B2R

|∇r(uψm)|p ≤ C0 + 3

∫

B2R

|Dru|
pψpm +CR−pr

∫

B2R

|∇qu|p|ψp(m−r). (4.9)

Moreover, if ψ = ψR, the above inequalities hold with C0 = 0.

We omit the proof of Lemma 4.1, we will only show briefly how the constant C0 = C0(u,R0, n, p, r,m) will be appeared

in inequality (4.3). For 1 ≤ q ≤ r− 1 and k = r− q, set Iq = R−pk

∫

B2R

|∇qu|
p
pψ

p(r−k). Recall that |∇ψ| ≤ CR−1 if x ∈ AR.

Following the proof of inequality (2.4), integration by parts gives

R−pk

∫

B2R

|D ju|pψp(m−k) = −(p − 1)R−pk

∫

B2R

D j−u|D ju|p−2D j+uψp(m−k)

− p(m − k)R−pk

∫

AR∪AR0

D j−u|D ju|p−2D juψp(m−k)−1 ∂ψ

∂xi0

≤ C0 + (p − 1)R−pk

∫

B2R

|D j−u||D ju|p−2|D j+u|ψp(m−k)

+ p(m − k)R−pk−1

∫

B2R

|D j− |u|D ju|p−2|D ju|ψp(m−k)−1,

where C0 = pmR
−rp

0

∫

AR0

|D j−u||D ju|p−1|∇ψ|. Therefore,

Iq ≤ C0 +C

(

R−pk

∫

B2R

|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−2|∇q+1u|ψp(m−k) + R−pk−1

∫

B2R

|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−1ψp(m−k)−1

)

,

where C0 = pmR
−rp

0

∫

AR0

|∇q−1u||∇qu|p−1|∇ψ|. Similarly to the proof of (2.4), we may derive that

Iq ≤ C0 + Cε1−pIq−1 + εIq+1, ∀1 ≤ q ≤ r − 1. (4.10)

Noticing that the additive constant C0 does not provoke any extra mathematical difficulty to provide (4.3) as in step 2

of the proof of inequality (1.5).

4.2. Proof of Proposition 1.1.

Let u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Rn) ∩ L

q+1

loc
(Rn) be a weak solution of (1.13) and recall that q1, q2 > p − 1. If u is stable outside the

ball BR0
, then uψ

pm

2 ∈ W
r,p

0
(B2R) ∩ Lq+1(B2R) and supp(uψ

pm

2 ) ⊂ B2R\BR0
. Thus, (1.14) and (1.16) imply10

∫

B2R

(c1u
q1+1
+ + c2u

q2+1
− )ψpm =

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2Dru · Dr(uψ

pm) (4.11)

and
∫

B2R

(c1q1u
q1+1
+ + c2q2u

q2+1
− )ψpm ≤ (p − 1)

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2|Dr(uψ

pm

2 )|2. (4.12)

10If u is a stable solution, then (1.14) and (1.16) hold with ψ = ψR.
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We multiply (4.11) by −
q + p − 1

2
and we combine it with (4.12) to obtain11

q − p + 1

2

(∫

B2R

(c1u
q1+1
+ + c2u

q2+1
− )ψpm +

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2|Dr(uψ

pm

2 )|2
)

≤
q + p − 1

2

(∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2

(

|Dr(uψ
pm

2 )|2 − DruDr(uψ
pm)

)

)

.

(4.13)

From (4.13), (4.6) and (4.7), we get

∫

B2R

∣

∣

∣|Dru|
pψpm +

∫

B2R

(u
q1+1
+ + u

q2+1
− )ψpm ≤ C0 + A(u,R, r, p,m, ε), (4.14)

where C0 = 0 if u is a stable solution. Hence, inequalities (4.4), (4.5) and (4.7) imply

∫

B2R

|∇r(uψm)|p +

∫

B2R

(u
q1+1
+ + u

q2+1
− )ψpm ≤ C0 +CR−pr

∫

B2R

|u|pψp(m−r).

Choose now m =
(q + 1)r

p
> r so that pm =

(q + 1)(p(m − r))

q + 1 − p
≤

(q + 1)(p(m − r))

q + 1 − p
and apply Young’s inequality, we

obtain

CR−pr

∫

B2R

(u
p
+ + u

p
−)ψp(m−r) ≤

p

q1 + 1

∫

B2R

u
q1+1
+ ψpm +

p

q2 + 1

∫

B2R

u
q2+1
− ψpm +C(R

−
pr(q1+1)

q1+1−p
+n
+ R

−
pr(q2+1)

q2+1−p
+n

)

≤
p

q1 + 1

∫

B2R

u
q1+1
+ ψpm +

p

q2 + 1

∫

B2R

u
q2+1
− ψpm +CR

−
pr(q+1)

q+1−p
+n
, ∀R > max(1,R0).

Combining the two above inequalities and taking into account that ψR,R0
≡ 1 on {2R0 < |x| < R} (respectively ψR = 1

if |x| < R), we then derive the energy estimate (1.17). The proof of Proposition 1.1 is thereby completed. �

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

First, assume that u ∈ W
r,p

loc
(Rn) is a weak stable solution of (1.13) (respectively stable outside the ball BR0

). As

p − 1 < q ≤ q ≤ p∗ − 1 if n > pr (respectively p − 1 < q ≤ q if n ≤ pr), then n −
pr(q + 1)

q + 1 − p
≤ n −

pr(q + 1)

q + 1 − p
≤ 0.

Therefore, the energy estimate (1.17) implies

u
q1+1
+ + u

q2+1
− ∈ L1(Rn), |∇ru|p ∈ L1(Rn) and |Dru|

p ∈ L1(Rn). (4.15)

In view of Hölder’s inequality, we have

R−pr

∫

AR

|u|p ≤ CR−pr

∫

B2R

(u
p
+ + u

p
−) ≤ CR

n(q1+1−p)

q1+1
−pr

(∫

AR

u
q1+1
+

)
p

q1+1

+CR
n(q2+1−p)

q2+1
−pr

(∫

AR

u
q2+1
−

)
p

q2+1

.

It follows from (4.15) that

R−rp

∫

AR

|u|p = o(1),

∫

AR

(u
q1+1
+ + u

q2+1
− ) = o(1) and

∫

AR

|∇ru|p = o(1), as R→ ∞. (4.16)

Noticing that inequality (1.2) holds if we replace Bλ by AR which implies

A(u,R, r, p,m, 1) =

∫

AR

|∇ru|p + C
∑

q+k=r,q,r

R−pk

∫

AR

|∇qu|p| ≤ 2

∫

AR

|∇ru|p + R−pr

∫

AR

|u|p.

11Recall that 1 ≤ p − 1 < q.
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As a consequence of (4.17), we have

A(u,R, r, p,m, 1) = o(1), as R→ ∞. (4.17)

Proof of Point 1 of Theorem 1.2. If u is a stable solution of (1.13), we go back to inequality (4.14) (which holds with

C0 = 0), according to estimate (4.17) we derive12

∫

Rn

(u
q1+1
+ + u

q2+1
− ) = 0 and threfore u ≡ 0.

Proof of Point 2. Fix now ψ = ψR and set φ = ψpm, then inequalities (4.7) of Lemma 4.1 holds with C0 = 0. Thus,

(4.11) and (4.17) imply

∫

B2R

|Dru|
pφ −

∫

B2R

(c1u
q1+1
+ + c2u

q2+1
− )φ = o(1). (4.18)

Recall that u ∈ W
r+1,p

loc
(Rn), and q ≤ p∗ − 1, then (∇u · x)φ ∈ W

r,p

0
(B2R) ⊂ Lq+1(B2R). From (??), we have

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2DruDr(∇u · xφ) =

∫

B2R

(c1u
q1

+ + c2u
q2

− )∇u · xφ.

Now, multiplying(3.14) by |Dru|
p−2Dru, a direct integration by parts yields13

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p−2DruDr(∇u · x)φ =

rp − n

p

∫

B2R

|Dru|
pφ −

1

p

∫

B2R

|Dru|
p(∇φ · x)

and

∫

B2R

(c1u
q1

+ − c2u
q2

− )∇u · xφ = −n

∫

B2R

(
c1u

q1+1
+

q1 + 1
+

c2u
q2+1
−

q2 + 1
)φ −

∫

B2R

(
c1u

q1+1
+

q1 + 1
+

c2u
q2+1
−

q2 + 1
)(∇φ · x).

Collecting these equalities with (4.16), we deduce that

n

∫

B2R

(
c1u

q1+1
+

q1 + 1
+

c2u
q2+1
−

q2 + 1
)φ −

n − rp

p

∫

B2R

|Dru|
pφ = o(1) as R→ ∞. (4.19)

If n ≤ pr, then from (4.19) one has

∫

B2R

(
c1u

q1+1
+

q1 + 1
+

c2u
q2+1
−

q2 + 1
)φ = o(1), which implies that u ≡ 0. If n > pr and

p − 1 < q ≤ q < p∗ − 1, we combine (4.19) with (4.18) to derive

c1

(

np

(n − rp)(q1 + 1)
− 1

) ∫

B2R

u
q1+1
+ φ + c2

(

np

(n − rp)(q2 + 1)
− 1

) ∫

B2R

u
q2+1
− φ = o(1).

Therefore, u ≡ 0. If q = q = p∗ − 1, then equality (1.18) follows from (4.18), (4.15) and the dominated convergence

theorem.

Lastly, if p − 1 < q < q = p∗ − 1, as above we derive that

c2















np

(n − rp)(q + 1)
− 1















∫

B2R

u
q+1

− φ = o(1).

12Note that if p − 1 < q ≤ q < p∗ − 1 and n > pr, or p − 1 < q ≤ q and n ≤ pr), then point 1 is an immediate consequence of the energy

estimate (1.17).
13We use here (3.14) with y = 0.
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Consequently, (1.18) holds with u ≥ 0 if q = q1 (respectively u ≤ 0 if q = q2). This achieves the proof of Theorem

1.2. �

Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 3.2. In the following, C denotes generic positive constant depending only on

the parameters (s0, p1, p2) and the constant c1 of assumptions (h1)-(h4). The following inequalities are an immediate

consequence of (h4):

|F(x, s)|, | f (x, s)s| ≤ C, ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ω × [−s0, s0]. (4.20)

Hence, points 1 and 2 follow from (h1)-(h2) and (4.20). As the nonlinearity − f (x,−s) satisfies also (h1)-(h4) and

according to (4.20), we need only to prove points 3 and 4 for all (x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞).

Proof of point 3. From (h1), we have

f ′(x, s)s ≥ p1 f (x, s), ∀(x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞). (4.21)

It follows that

(

f (x, s)

sp1

)′

≥ 0 and f (x, s) ≥
( f (x, s0)

s
p1

0

sp1 . As f (x, s0) ≥
1

c1

for all x ∈ Ω (see (h4)), we derive

f (x, s)s ≥
sp1+1

c1s
p1

0

and f (x, s) ≥
sp1

c1s
p1

0

, ∀(x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞). (4.22)

The first and second inequalities follow from (4.22)). Integrating (4.21) over [s0, s] and using (h2), we derive
f (x, s)s

p2 + 1
≤ F(x, s) ≤

f (x, s)s

p1 + 1
+ C, ∀(x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞) which implies the third inequality.

Proof of point 4. Assumption (h2) gives

(

F(x, s)

sp2+1

)′

≤ 0

;∀ (x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞). Then, (4.20) implies F(x, s) ≤
F(x, s0)

s
p2+1

0

sp2+1 ≤ Csp2+1 ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞(. According to

(h2) and (4.22), we have | f (x, s)|
1

p2 ≤ C|s|, ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞). Recall that q1 =
p2 + 1

p2

. Therefore, for q > 1, we

deduce

| f (x, s)|q1 ≤ C| f (x, s)s| and | f (x, s)|
q

p2 ≤ C(|s|q + 1), (x, s) ∈ Ω × [s0,∞).

Proof of point 5. In view of Young’s inequality, we obtain as2b ≤ εsp1+1a
p1+1

2 + ε
−2

p1−1 b
p1+1

p1−1 . Recall that 0 ≤ a ≤ 1

and using point 3, we derive point 5. This end the proof of Lemma 3.2. �

Appendix B: Local Lp-W2r,p-regularity revisited. Consider the linear higher order elliptic problem of the form

Lu = g in Ω. (4.23)

Here Ω is a domain of Rn and

L =

















−

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(x)
∂2

∂xi∂xk

















r

+
∑

| j|≤2r−1

b j(x)D j

is a uniformly elliptic operator with coefficients b j ∈ L∞loc(Ω) and aik ∈ C2r−2(Ω), that is there exists a constant λ > 0

with λ−1|ξ|2 ≤

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(x)ξiξk ≤ λ|ξ|
2 for all ξ ∈ Rn, x ∈ Ω.

For p ≥ 2, thanks to Lemma 1.2, we propose a direct proof of local analogue of the celebrated Lp-W2r,p estimate

of Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg [2]. Let ω and ω′ be two bounded open subset of Ω such that ω ⊂ ω′ and ω′ ⊂ Ω, we

have

Corollary 4.1. Let g ∈ L
p

loc
(Ω) for some p > 1. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on ‖aik‖C2r−2 (ω′),

‖b j‖L∞(ω′) and λ, ω′, d, n, p, r such that for any u ∈ W
2r,p

loc
(Ω) a weak solution of (4.23), we have

‖u‖W2r,p(ω) ≤ C
(

‖g‖Lp(ω′) + ‖u‖Lp(ω′)

)

.
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In the following C denotes a generic positive constant which depends on the parameters stated in Corollary 4.1 and

d = dist(ω,Ω\ω′).

Proof of Corollary 4.1. Let x ∈ ω, Corollary 6 of [28]) with R =
d

2
and σ =

1

2
implies

‖u‖
p

W2r,p(B(x, d
4

))
≤ C

(

‖g‖
p

Lp(B(x, d
2

))
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(B(x, d
2

))

)

≤ C
(

‖g‖
p

Lp(ω′)
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(ω′)

)

.

As ω is a compact subset of ω′, we can find xi ∈ ω, i = 1, 2...., k0 such that ω ⊂ ∪B(xi,
d

4
) ⊂ ω′ where k0 ∈ N

∗

depending only on d and ω. Therefore, we derive

‖u‖
p

W2r,p(ω)
≤ Ck0

(

‖g‖
p

Lp(ω′)
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(ω′)

)

.

This achieves the proof of Corollary 4.1. �

Our main motivation here is to propose a direct proof of Corollary 4.1 when p ≥ 2 by using Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2.

In fact, let ψ be the cut-off function defined in Lemma 1.1 and m ≥ 2r. Then, we have

L(uψm) = gψm + uL(ψm) + b0uψm +
∑

1≤|i|+| j|≤2r−1

ci, jD
juDi(ψm), where ci, j ∈ L∞(Ω).

As uψm ∈ W2r,p(ω′) ∩ W
r,p

0
(ω′) with compact support, Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg’s global estimate [2] and (2.1)

imply

∑

0≤s≤2r

∫

ω′
|∇s(uψm)|p ≤ C

















‖g‖
p

Lp(ω′)
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(ω′)
+

∑

1≤s≤2r−1

∑

1≤q≤s

∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇s−qψm|p

















. (4.24)

Using now inequality (1.7) (where one replaces r by s in (1.7)), we obtain

∑

1≤q≤s−1

∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇s−qψm|p ≤ ε

∫

ω′
|∇s(uψm)|p +Cε,d

∫

ω′
|u|pψp(m−s).

Applying again (1.7) with r = s + 1 and replacing ε by
ε

d
, yields

∫

ω′
|∇su|p|ψpm ≤

∫

ω′
|∇su|pψp(m−1) ≤ ε

∫

ω′
|∇s+1(uψm)|p +Cε,d

∫

ω′
|u|pψp(m−s−1).

Collecting the two last inequalities, we derive

∑

1≤s≤2r−1

∑

1≤q≤s

∫

ω′
|∇qu|p|∇s−qψm|p ≤ ε

∑

0≤s≤2r

∫

ω′
|∇s(uψm)|p +Cε,d

∫

ω′
|u|p.

We insert the above inequality in the right-hand side of (4.24)and we choose ε =
1

2C
, it follows that

‖uψm‖
p

W2r,p(ω′)
≤ C

(

‖g‖
p

Lp(ω′)
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(ω′)

)

.

Since ψ(x) = 1 if x ∈ ω, we obtain

‖u‖
p

W2r,p(ω)
≤ C

(

‖g‖
p

Lp(ω′)
+ ‖u‖

p

Lp(ω′)

)

.
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