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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, 11,118, [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 Q an open subset of R”. The weak ;" partial derivative (respec-

tively the magnitude of the s” gradient) of u € W/”’(Q) are defined a.e in Q by D/u = #, 1 <|jl <rand
loc axj] (9x/”
I'..0x;,
V= > IDMuP| L 1<s<r (1.1)
=

We designate by B, the ball of radius 4 > 0 centered at the origin. From standard interpolation inequality [[1] and
obvious dilation argument, we derive

RP=" f V)P < & f V'[P + Ce7i R f VP, YveWP(R") and e € (0, 1), (1.2)
Bg Bg Br

wherel < g < r—-1 and C = C(n,p,r) > 0. According to (I2), one can establish the following weighted
interpolation inequality (see [13,[18, 119, 28])

RPUDOP () < s®P(v) + Cs7i R [ Pdx, (1.3)
Br
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where @, is a family of weighted semi-norms defined by

1
O,(v) = ( sup (1 —a)qf |qu|”)l ,0<g<r
Bar

O<a<l1

Inequality (L3) together with the following family of cut-off functions allow to provide local L” -W?P_regularity

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

1
also [18] for p = 2): let @ € (0, 1), denote o’ = and consider the cut-off function ¢ satisfying

¥ =¥ra € CcR"), 0 <y <1, supp(¥y) C Bog, ¥ = 1in Bog,

where

d _

r+l
Y(x) = exp[( R a] ] ifaR < |x| < @’R.

M
= —a

Then, for 1 < k < r, we have
Vi < C((1 = @)R) .

Here, we introduce a more “general” cut-off function i to establish a new interpolation inequality which will be more
relevant than (L3)) 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 w and w’ be two bounded open subset of Q such that @ € ' C w’ C Q. Set
d = dist(w, Q\w’), we have

Lemma 1.1. There exists y € C.°(Q) satisfying

supp(¥) C w’ and 0 <y < 1,
v=1if x€w, (1.4)
IV (x))P < Cd™, Vx € w'\w and k € N,

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

Following [6,11,,130,[32,121], we used the power function ", m > r as a cut-off function. Let (¢, k) € N*xXN*, g+k =
r. Our interpolation inequality reads as follows

Lemma 1.2. For every 0 < € < 1, there exist two positive constants C = C(n,r, p,m) and C, = C(g,n, p,r,m) > 0
such that for any u € WZ:;‘Z(Q), we have

f / IV9ulP|VE(™IP < CdP* f / |V9ulPyPmP < ¢ f / IV ulPyP™ + Cod™P" f / |u|PyP "), (1.5)
Consequently,
f VUl <2 f V™I + Cd f / |ua| PP, (1.6)
and

[ sty < catt [ wupared <o [y s car [ e )



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:

(—AYu = f(x,u), in Q. (1.8)

0
Here, Q is a proper domain of R”, u € C¥(Q), f and f’ = 6_f belong to C(Q2 X R). The main r-order differential
s

operator is defined by D,u = VA" 'u if r =2j—1 and A/u if r = 2j. We denote

VA VAT ifr=2j- 1
Du-Dv =1 ANulNv ifr=2j, (1.9)
|D,u|2 =D,u-D,u.

The associated quadratic form of (L.8) is

0u(h) = f \D,uhl* - f f/(x, u)h*, Vh € CY(Q). (1.10)
Q Q

The Morse index of u, denoted by i(«) is defined as the maximal dimension of all subspaces V of C/(Q) such that
0,(h) <0, Y he V\{0}.

In 3,18, 11}, [18, 132], 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,
26,128,130, 131]). However, this procedure fails to exhibit an explicit estimate and requires the following asymptotical
condition at infinity:

(ho) : For an adequate exponent g > 1, |1im Fx 9 = 1, uniformly with respect to x € Q.

s|—o0 |S|q71
Here, we propose a direct proof to establish an explicit universal estimate under large superlinear and subcritical
2r

.. . . n+
growth conditions. Precisely, we assume that there exist s > 0,¢; > land 1 < p; < py < such that for all

n-2r
(x,5) € Q X R\[-s0, s0], we have

(h1) (Super-linearity) f(x, s)s2 > p1f(x, s)s;

(h2) (Subcritical growth) (p2 + DF(x, s) = f(x, s)s, where F(x, s) = j: f(x, ndt,

(h3) [(VyF)(x, )] < c1(F(x, s) + 1), forall (x,5) € QX R;

(hy) If'(x, 8)| < ¢y, forall (x,s) € QX [—s0,50], |f(x,0)] < ¢ and =f(x, x50) > CLI, forall x € Q.

In the autonomous case f(x,s) = f(s), the above assumptions are reduced to (h1)-(h;) with =f(+s9) > 0 and

+
note that when 1 < g < %, then assumption (/) implies (h;)-(h2). Moreover, the nonlinearity f(s) = s7* — s”'
r

+2
(I<pir<pa< nrer and s, = max(s,0), s_ = max(—s, 0)) satisfies (h;)-(/,) and violates (/). Let K € C'(Q) be a
n—2r
positive function such that K, |VK| € L®(Q), then f(x, s) = K(x)(s7> — s”') satisfies (h1)-(hy).

Leta € (0, 1),y € Q and denote 6, = dist(y, 0Q2), d, = inf(e, d,). Our explicit estimate reads as followsﬁ:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f satisfies (hy)-(hs). Then, there exist ay € (0, 1), y; > 0, v» > 0 and a positive constant
C = C(ag,n, r, p1, p2, S0, C1) independent of Q such that for any finite Morse index solution u of (L) and for every
a € (0, ag), we have

2r—1

Z dIVuy) < C(1 + iw)dy”", ¥ y € Q. (1.11)
=0

"We use here (LI with p = 2.



p2+1 _ 4r%(p1 + Dpy _ 2r(p2 + 1)
<ntheny = andy, =y + .
P2 (p1 = DCr(p2+ 1) —n(p2— 1) 2r(p2+ D) —n(p2 - 1)

Remark 1.1. As a consequence of (LII), for a € (0,a) et Qo = {y € Q,6, > a}, we have |ullcz-1q,) <
Ca 211 + i(u))” and if y € Q\Qyq, then

2r—1

Z IVu(y)l < C( + i(u))"26; 7.
=0

Precisely, if 2r

To prove Theorem [[.I] we apply Lemmal[l.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:

2(p1+Dr

1+ i)\
”(”)) VyeQ. (1.12)

o [, 1™ < cas i
B(,5)

y

As ps is subcritical, we will be able to employ a delicate boot strap argument using local LI-W?"9-regularity to derive

estimate (LII). One can also derive estimate (I.12) in the supercritical case < p1 < pp, but it is not clear

which procedure would be helpful to derive explicit universal estimate. Regarding the p-polyharmonic equation,
similar estimate of (I.12) could be also established. However, we do not dispose to any L?-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 (4;)-(/y) [17]
and which extends the result of [33] with p = 2, where it was shown that the L™ norm evolves less rapidity than a
|| =)
In(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 [[17,133]. 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.

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

1.3. Liouville type theorem.

Consider the following problem
Aju = cul' — cou®” in R”, (1.13)

where p > 2, q1, g2 > p—1and ¢, ¢, > 0. The p—polyharmonic operator AI’] is defined by

Alu = —div {AH(|VAj’1u|p’2VAf’lu)} if r=2j—1 and A(AuP~2Au) if r = 2;.

Denote g = max(q1,q2), ¢ = max(q1,q2), Ex := W' (By) N LPY(B)), A > 0 and p* = pr , the Sobolev critical
- n pr
exponent of W*P(R") if n > pr. The associated energy functional of (LI3) is defined by:

1 eyt eyt
I(V) = = |Drv|p - ( - + ;)7 Yve E/l?
D Js, B, 1 +1  g2+1

which belongs in C*(E,) as p=> 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") N LZ:,I (R™) is a weak solution of (II3) if for any & € E, and for any
A > 0, we have

IDulP?Dyu- Db = | (ciu = cou®)h. (1.14)
B, B,

2Qbserve that Ey =: Wg™"(By) ifn< prorn>prand p-1<g<p’ -1
If 1 < p < 2, the functional [ is only C! functional, so it is not clear which definition of stability would be the natural one.



The linearized operator of (I.13) at u is given by

Li(g.h) = f [1D,ul? Dy - Dy + (p = Dl (D - Dyg)(Dyu - D) = (erquui ™ + e2qou ' )gh|, ¥(g.h) € E}.
By
(1.15)

Taking into account that
f ID,ulP~*(Dyu - D;h)* < f \D,ulP2|D,hI*, Yh € E,,
By By

then the associated quadratic form Q,(h) := L,(h, h) satisfies the following inequality which will be useful to classify
stable weak solutions:

Q)< (p-1) | IDulP2DAP — | (crqiud™" + cagou® . (1.16)
B, By

Definition 1.1. o We say that u is stable if, for all A > 0, we have Q,(h) > 0, forany h € E,.

e u is said to be stable at infinity solution if there exists Ry > 0 such that, ¥ 1 > Ry, we have Q,(h) >0, Yhe E,
with supp(h) C R"\Bg,. u is also called stable solution outside the ball Bg,.

When ¢ = ¢, q1 = ¢» and p = 2, sharp nonexistence results have been obtained in lower order r < 3 up to the so
called Joseph-Lundgren exponent p ;. (n, 2r) [9,[11), 21] which improve previous partial classification results of stable
at infinity solutions [3, 15, [7, 116, 132]. 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 p;(n,2r) is also exhibited [29]. The proof relies on the energy estimate stated in [18] where the
subcritical case is achieved. The case ¢; > 0 and ¢, = 0 is more difficult, it was investigated for only r = 1
in [22,123,127] where the authors proved that any changing-sign finite Morse index solution is spherically symmetric
about some point of R". 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 » = 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 Lemmal[l.2] (see Lemmald.J]in Section 4), we success to
improve the energy estimate stated in [18,119] which derives from inequality (I3]) and are weaker than those obtained
in [9,[11,21] forr=1, 2,3. Letr >2,p > 2,41, g» > p— 1 and Ry > 0, we have

Proposition 1.1. Leru € W;”(R") N L?OEI(R”) be a weak solution of (L13) which is stable outside the ball Bg,. Then,
there exist two positive constants Cy = Co(u, Ry, n, 1, q1, g2, p) and C = C(n, 1, q1, g2, p) such that

Vol + | (cu + ey < Co + CR™FS | YR > max(1, Ro). (1.17)
Bgr Bgr

Moreover, if u is a stable solution, then (L17) holds with Cy = 0 for all R > 1.

Next, we provide the nonexistence of nontrivial stable and stable at infinity solutions of (I.13)) in the subcritical
range. According to the above estimate, we remove the exponential growth condition imposed on unbounded solutions
in [18,119]:

Theorem 1.2. 1. The problem (LI3) has no nontrivial weak stable solution belonging to W,*(R") if p — 1 <
g1, 2 <p"—=landn> prorp—1<qi, gy andn < pr.
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2. Letu € W' (R") be a weak solution of (LI3) which is stable outside the ball Bg,. Then, u = 0ifp—1 <

loc

qi, 2<p"—landn> pr,orp—1<gqi, g andn < pr.
Moreover, if n > prand q, = q» = p* — 1, then

f|D,u|f’=f(c1u‘f+'+czu‘£‘+'). (1.18)
Rn Rn

If p-1<qg<q=p"—1,then (LI8) holds withu > 0 if g = q; (respectively u < 0if q = ga).

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to the proofs of Lemmas[T.T]and[L.2] In section 3, we give
the proof of Theorem[IL Il The proofs of Proposition[[.Tland Theorem[I.2] will be done in section 4. In the appendix,
we make use of Lemma[[2to revise previous LP-W?"? estimate stated in [14, 28].

2. Proofs of Lemmas[I.1]and [1.2)

d
Proof of Lemma[l.1] Set w,; = {x € Q, dist(x, w) < Z}’ where d = dist(w, Q\w’), we have w C wy C . Let h =

Xw, be the indicator function of w, and g € C°(R") a nonnegative function such that supp(g) c B; and f g(x)dx =
Rn
1. Set

8\" (8
ga(x) = (3) g(gx) and ¥(x) = fB 8a(Wh(x — y)dy.

We have supp(y) C wy + Bg Ccw andw + Bg C wg, then0 < ¥ < 1 and Y(x) = f ga()dy = 1if x € w. Also,
By

¥ € CX(R™) and D/yi(x) = f D’ g (y)h(x — y)dy. Therefore, |D/y(x)| < f |D/ggldy < A7V f |D/g(y)ldy < Cd™M,

B B B
where C = C((n, |j]). This achieves the proof of Lemmal[l ]l ! ] O
2.1. Proof of Lemmall.2
Let m > r. Working by induction, we may verify that
Ve < Cd7™ "™, Yxew and1 <k <, .1

where C is a positive constant depending only on (n, r, m) (for the proof, see[18, Appendix]). Inequality (L7) is an
immediate consequence of (I.3) and (I.6). Also, inequalities (I.6) follows from (I.3) and the following elementary
inequalityﬁ:

b < 2a” + Cla - b, ¥ a, b > 0 where C = C(p) > 0. 2.2)

In fact, according to (LT}, we have

VulPy™ = 3" IDul g,

l1=r

Applying inequality (Z2) with a = |D/(uy™)| and b = |D’/(u)y™|, then Leibnitz’s formula [1] implies

Vg < 2 P+ C Y DIy = D
Ljl=r
< AV +C Y Nl
q+k=r, q#r

1 |
3Inequality is a simple consequence of (1 =27 7?)b < |b—alif b > 27 a.



Integrating the above inequality over w’ and using 2.1)), we get

f IV ulPy?™ < 2 f V@l +C Y A f IVl y? 0.
' Q o’

q+k=r,q#r

1
Combining this inequality with (I.3) and choose & = Ve derive (1.6).
r
Proof of (L3). 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 [, = d‘”]‘f Iunlﬁz,b”(’“_k). By virtue of (2.I), we have
W

f [V9ulP|V¥ (™) < CI,. Hence, to prove (L.3) we have only to establish the following inequality:

I, <Ce P Iy+el,, V1<g<r-1. (2.3)

We divide the proof of (Z.3) in two steps.
Step 1. We establish the following first-order interpolation inequality:

I, <Ce"™ Pl +el,, 1<g<r-1. (2.4)

Denote by uy,, the restriction of u on w’. Asu € erof (), we have uy,, € W (w"). Thanks to Meyers-Serrin’s density
theorem [1], we need to prove 2.3) for only u,, € C"(w") N w ). Let j = (ji, ja, ..., j) be a multi index with
jl=gand 1 < g <r—1.As|jl # 0, there exists iy € {1, 2, ..., n} such that j;, # 0. Set j_ = (ji,.., iy — L, .-Jn),
lj-l = g-1and j. = (ji, .., ji,+1,..Ju), lj+| = g+1. Taking into account that u,, € C"(W)NW™P ('), 1 <|jl=q < r—1
and p > 2, we deduce

A(|D/ulP~2Diu) 3

|D/uP?D/u € CY (') and
ox,

(p — DID/u|P~2D'+ u. (2.5)

io

Recall that y € C°(w") and |Vy/| < Cd™', then integration by parts yields

4Pk f |D/ul? lp/r'(m—k) = Jrk f |D/u|P2D/u 9D’ u wp(m—k)
. , 0
w [

o

= —(p — 1)d*[7k f |Dju|p’2Dj+uDj—ul//P(m*k)
o

. o 9
—-p(m — k)d’pkf IDJulp’szuD/‘mpp(’"’k)’l—l//
% axio
< cd™ f V4 0| |V ulP 2V 0
+ Cd—(pk+l) f |Vq—lu||vqu|p—1l//p(m—k)—l , (26)

where C = C(n, p,r,m) > 0. As I, = Z d—r* f |DulPyP P with k + g = r, then 2.6) implies

lil=q ©
1, < C(J;y + Jp) where J; = d7* f VI || V9ulP =2 VI w0 and T, = a7 PRED | Wy | Ve p iy pb=t (2.7)

Now, we invoke the following Young’s inequalities
1 -2 1
ab’c < —g'PaP + p—sb” + —e&c’. (2.8)
p p p

“In fact if uy € WHP(w'), inequality Z3) 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-2k+kand p(m—k)—1 = (m— (k+ 1)) + (p — 2)(m — k) + (m — k)). Thus, inequality (Z.8) with
a = d"®FDWwalylym=®D p = g7 Va0 and ¢ = d DIV gD Crespectively ¢ = d7F|[V9uly "), implies

(r-2) p-1

1 1 1
Ji < ;sl’plq,l + el + ;Slq+1 and J, < ;sl’plq,l + ely.

Therefore, the above inequalities and (2.7) imply
(1=2Ce)l, < Ce" Pl + Celyay.

Thus, the inequality (2.4) follows by replacing € by ﬁ

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

I, <Ce" P Iy +elyy, 1<qg<r—1. (2.9)

The case g = 1 follows from (2.4). For g > 2,let2 < j < g < r— 1. Applying (Z.4), where we replace g by j—iand &
by &’ withi=0, 1, 2, ..j— 1, we derive

P 1 it ;
Ce p]j_i < CcHtler Ij_i_] + Cl[j_,q_].

J
SetS; = Z I;, we make the sum of the above inequality from i =0toi = j— 1 to obtain
i=2

-1
8_11]‘ < st_”flo + 1+ jz:Cilj—m
i=1
< Csfprlo + Ij+1 + CSJ
As S ;< S, we have
I; <Ce'Vly+elj +CsS,y if2< j<q. (2.10)

So, make the sum of Z.10) from j = 2 to j = g, we arrive at

A Ce' Iy + elyi +CeS .

We replace € by , we get

E
20C+1)
S, < Ce'™ Iy +ely, forall 1 <g<r—1.
Hence, inequality (2.9) follows from (Z.10) with j = g and the above inequality. According to (2.9), we have]

I, < Ce"P' Iy + Iy,

1—p"
Iq+1 < +Ce P IO,r + Iq+27

(2.11)
},,1 < Ce'" "Iy +él,.
Make the sum of these inequalities, we deduce
1, < Ce"™P'Iy +el,.

The proof of Lemmal[I.2]is completed. m]

SRecall that 0 < & < 1.



3. Proof of Theorem[1.1}

3.1. Preliminary resullts.

B(y, A) stands for the ball of radius 2 > 0 centered at y € R". Let w and w’ be two bounded open subset such
that ® C w’' C «’ C B(y, A) and consider ¢ the corresponding cut-off function defined in Lemma [Tl 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 Lemmald.T]).

Lemma 3.1. For every 0 < & < 1, there exists a positive constant C, = C(n,m,r, p,€) such that, for all u €
W"P(B(y, 1)), we have

f 1D, 2|D, )P — DyuD, ] < & f IV Q™ + Cod ™" f WPy, G

B(y,1) B(y,1) B(y,d)

f D, 2D uPy™ — DyuD, (™) < & f IV ™ + Cod ™" f WPy, (32)
B(y,d) B(y,1) B(y,1)

where d = dist(w, B(y, 1)\w"). Moreover, we have

f VP <3 f Dol + CdP” f Py, (33)
B(y,d) B(y,d) B(y,d)

Proof of Lemma[3.1 Let s > 1 and 8, € R, 0 < ¢ < r. Recall the following Young’s inequality:
r—1 r—1
P Bo| < el C Y 1B (3.4)
q=0 q=0

Set A(n, u) := D,(un) — nD,u, where n € C.(B(y, A)ﬁ. We can see easily that |[A(r, u)] < C Z |V4u||V¥5| and
q+k=r,q#r

7' 1D,ul* = Dyu - Dy(un®) = =Dyu - A7, u);
D (un)* = 7 |Dul* = 2nDyu - A(n, u) + |A(n, w)l.

Therefore,

1Dl (IDA )P = DD, ) | < € " (1D~ [V GpIV ) + 194G + D2 V9|V ).
q+k=r, q#r

and

1Dl (IDuPr? = DyuDyun)|) < CIDl™ > (Va4
q+k=r,q#r

Choose now 1 = z//% and use (2.I) (where one replaces respectively m by % and pm), we obtain]

f 1DyulP=2 (1D )P = DD (™)) | f IDulP=2 (1D,ulPy™ — D,uD,(uy™))| < CS(d, p,m, 1), (3.5)
B(y,4) B(y,1)

Both D, and Az, u) are respectively scalar operators if r is even, and n—vectorial operators if r is odd.
7Observe that |D,u| < C|V"ul.
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{|Vru|pl Z dklvqlfihﬁpmk]'i‘f [lvrulpZ Z d—2k|vqu|2¢pm—2k) .
B(y.A)

q+k=r, q#r q+k=r, q#r

where S (d, p,m,r) = f
B(y.2)
Observe that pm — k = (p — D)m + (m — k) (respectively pm — 2k = (p — 2)m + 2(m — k)), so we apply (3.4)
with s = Ll, B = IV U™y ™" and B, = d*[VIuly™ ™ (respectively 5 = Lz’ By = IV ulP 2™ and
pP— pP—
B, = d *IV9ul*y " P) we obtain

S, p,m,r) < +& f VuPyrm 4 Co LA f V9l |y, (3.6)
B

B gHioratr .

Hence, inequalities (3.I) and (3.2) follow from (3.3), (3.6) and inequalities (1.6), (I.7) of Lemmal[l.2]
Proof of Inequality (3.3). First, recall the higher order Calderon-Zygmund’s inequality (14 78:

[ wwsc [ i ewgaso. 3.7)
B(y,1) B(y,1)

where C is a positive constant depending only on (n, r, p). We invoke inequality 2.2) with a = |D,(uy™)| and b =
|D,uly™, which with Z.T)) imply

IA

D (uyp™)I” 2IDulPy?™ + CID(u™) — " Drull?

2AD,ulPyP™ + C Z d PRV Py P,

q+k=r, q#r

A

We integrate the above inequality over B(y, 1), so (3.3) follows from (I.7) and (3.7). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is

completed. O
At last, according to assumptions (h;)-(hs), we derive the following lemma (see the proof in Appendix A). Set
+1
q1 = P .Let g > 1. Then, we have

p2

Lemma 3.2. There exists a positive constant C = C(so, p1, P2, c1) such that for all (x, s) € Q X R, we have
o [11f/(x,5)s" 2 p1fix, s) = C;
o 2] (p2+ DF(x,5) > f(x,8)s —C;
o 31157 < CUfCe sl + 1), 1fx 98l < F(x, 8)s + C and [F(x, )] < C(f(x, 5)s + 1);

o [411f(x 9 < CUfCx. )3l + 1) and |f(x, )7 < C(lsl? + 1);

jdkal

o [S]Foralle € (0,1),0<a<1andb > 0we have as’b < C + elf(x, s)sla% + eP;_E'bf’l-' .

3.2. End of the proof of Theorem[[ 1]
Let @ € (0,1). Recall that d, = inf(e, 6,), where , = dist(y,0Q) and y € Q. We denote AZ ={xeR" a<
|x—y| <b}).Forj=1,2,--,i(u)+ 1, set

Aj 5=AZ; with aj= d M e M (3.8)

A+ D T A+ 1)
’ : s 1 L 3
XA with @og U= 20+ )

I I TGy T Y T w v D 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 y; € C.(B(y, dy) be the cut-off function defined in Lemmdl Ilwithw = A jand ' = A} which satisfies supp(¥/;) C

d
A’ 0 <y;<1forxeAlandy;=1forxeA; Asdist(A;, B(y,d)\A)) = Wyﬂ) estimate (ZZT) implies
1+i(u)\*
VP < Cyi ™ (T) , Vx € B(y,d,). (3.10)
y

Clearly, supp(uy’}) 0 supp(up)’) = 0,¥ 1 <1 # j <1+ i(u). Consequently

1+i(u) 1+i(u)
Qu{z ﬂ_/uwj»“] = > Loy,
1 1

where Q, is the quadratic form defined in (3.11))). According to the definition of i(u), there exists jo € {1,2, ..., 1 +i(u)}
such that Q,(uy})) > 0. Therefore, point 1 of lemma[3.2]implies

pi JO wuy™ — Cdy < I )yt < f D, (). (3.11)
B(y.dy) B(y.dy) B(y.dy)

Step 1. First, we prove the following estimate

2Apy+r

1+ i(u)| 7
f V7l + f e wyul < Cd;f( ’(”)) o (3.12)
Ajo Ajo dy
1+
Multiplying equation (L8] by (—Tp])uwi’)ﬂ, integrating by parts and adding it to (3.11)), yields
P -1 m m n, P +1 m m
> ( FC W + f |Dr<uw;0)|2) < Cdy + =5 [ f (1D (™) = DyuD,u(uuy™ ))).
B(y.dy) ! B(y.dy) ’ B(y.dy) '
Hence, (3.7) and (3.1) imply
1 +i(u)\”
f V") + f fewuy < Cdy + & f V" )P + cg( y ) f uzlp%m"’. (3.13)
B(y.dy) B(y.dy) BOndy) i B(y.d
+1 + D)(m -
Now, choose m = % > r so that w = m, thus from point 5 of Lemma B2 with s = u, a =
P1—
. 1+i(u) _
1&%’" ) and b = C(%) 2 there holds

X

2py+Dr

1+iw)\ ™ 5 1+ i(u)) 7
C( ) f Wy < Cdl + e f |fCx, w3 + Ced ( )
dy Body Bly.dy) ‘ dy

The last inequality with (3.13) and point 3 of Lemma 3.2 imply[]

2(py+Dr
o om m a1+ i)}
f IV P + f el < Cd (—d ) .
BO.dy) BOdy) y

Therefore, inequality (3.12) follows as Wj‘.o(x) =1 for x €A,

2Apy+Dr

1+ -1
9Observe that d;! < d! (%) " asd, =inf(a,6,) < 1.



Step 2. First, recall the following identity (see the proof in [18], page 1866):
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1
DD, (Vu - (x =) = 5V(Dyul®) - (x = y) + riDyuf’. (3.14)
We shall prove the following estimate:
1 2(py+Dr
+1 ri-1
g [, i < cas i(u))( ’(”)) (3.15)
BOS) dy
We invoke again Lemma[[.Tlwith w = B(y, a;)), ' = B(y,bj,), so there exists y € C.(B(y, bj,)) such that
k,j2m 1+ i) 2m—k
Y =1forall x € B(y,aj,)and [V'y™| < C——] ¥ VxeAjandk=1,2,.,r (3.16)
y
In one hand, multiplying (L.8) by (Vu - (x — y))¥*™. So, according to (3.14), integration by parts gives
2r—n 2,2m mo_ oy 2m
|Dyul“y™" +n F,uyy™ =1 (ViF)(x,u) - (x — y)u™, (3.17)
2 Jspay B(y.dy) Blydy)
1
where / = f IDul (Vg™ - (x = y)) — f F(x, u)(Vy™" - (x = y)).
Ajo Ajo
As |x —y| < dy < @, point 3 of Lemma[3.2] assumption (/3), (3.12) and (3.16) imply
: ) 2py+1)r
+ P11
1< €1 + i) (d; o [ (o + |Dru|2)] < Cdi(1 + i(w) (%) :
Ajy y
f [(VoF)(x,u) - (x = y)ly*" < C (d)n +a f(x, M)Mlﬁzm)-
B(y.dy) Bydy)
These inequalities with (3.17) and point 2 of Lemma[3.2limply
2py+1r
2n . 1+i(u)) »n!
—  __ _Ca FOx, wyug®™ — f Dy < Cd'(1 + z(u))( ) (3.18)
((Pz + D)(n - 2r) ) B(y.dy) B(y.dy) Y dy
On the other hand, multiplying equation (L.8) by uy*™, we deduce
f D,uD,(up®™) = FOx, wyugp®™.
B(y»dy) B(,V’dy)
In view of inequality (3.2) of Lemmal[3.1] we derive
1+
f Dy = | fnuwue™ <o f IV ")+ oy [ g,
B(y.d) B(y.dy) B(y.dy) x B(y.d)
2n 2n
Recall that ——————— > 1 and choose @ = ap € (0, 1) small enough so that —————— — Cay > 1. So,

(p2 + 1)(n—2r)

(p2 + D(n —2r)
the above inequality with (3.18) and (3.3) imply

1+ i(u)*
f |Vru|2¢2m + f(X, u)mﬂzm < gf |Vr(u¢m)|2 +C€%[ MZwZ(m—r)
B(y.d,) B(y.d,) B(y.d,) i’ B(yvd)

2p +r

1+ i(u))
d

y

+Cdi(1 + i(u))(
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(p1+ Dr

Choose now m = >

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

2Ap +r

1+ i(u)\ 7
i)

y

f IV (uy™)* + f |f(x,u)u|¢/2'"gccz;?(ln(u)( (3.19)
B(y.dy) B(y.dy)

d
Asy = 1 for all x € B(y, Ey) c B(y, aj,), estimate (3.13) follows from point 4 of Lemma[3.2]

d,
Step 3. Boot-strap procedure. Set 1 = E} <1, ui(x) =u(y+ Ax) and g (x) = f(y + Ax, u(y + 1x)), x € By, then

u, satisfies

(-Auy)" = ¥ g, in By. (3.20)
By virtue of (3.13), we have
] . 2([7]+]I)r
+ P1I=
gl = 27" f Foawlt < C(1 + i(u))( ‘(”)) . (3.21)
B, T It dy

Let ¢ > 1. We invoke now local L”-W?*"* estimate (see Corollary @.1]in the Appendix B, or corollary 6 in [28]) and
d,
Rellich-Kondrachov’s theorem [14]. Therefore, as A = é < 1, point 3 of Lemma[3.2limplies

leeallzer g,y < Clluallweras, yy < CUIgallLas) + luallzecs,)) < ClIgalleacs,) + 1),
2 2

where ¢* = —L— if 2rg < nand forall ¢* > 1ifg = —; (3.22)
n—2rq 2r
and
leallcer-1s,y < Clluallwras,y < CUlgAllLas,) + luallas,)) < Clgallas,) + 1), if 2rq > n. (3.23)
2 2

Also, inequality (3.22) and point 4 of Lemmal[3.2] give

llgall « < C(lIgallasy + 1), if 2rg < n. (3.24)
L2 (B%)
. P2+ 1 n+2r . qin
The case 2rq; < n needs more careful analysis. In fact, as ¢; = and1 < py < ,wehaveq, = ——— =
D2 n-—2r n—2rq
+1 +1 2 h p
(P n > (P2 n > and — — P2 < 0. Set gy = ki and g4 = & We claim that there exists
pa(n—=2r)=2r n g1 n(p2—1) P2 P2
ko € N* such that
2rqi,+1 > nand 2rqy, < n. (3.25)
. . 1 D2 2rp2
Suppose by contradiction that 2rqg; < n for all k € N*. Then, =— - and
Gic+1 Gk
1 P2 S 1 2rp 2rp
2 i 2 2
=_2__Zp§=p§(__ )+ : (3.26)
et q1 n g g n(p2—1)) n(py—1)

.. . 1
Therefore, we reach a contradiction since — — —oo. Set
9k

_ 2rp2 ( 2rps B l)l _ 2r(ps + 1)
np—D\n(p2-1) q 2rip2+ D) —n(pr - 1)°
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From (3.26), we have p];“ < Band p’f’” > B. Now, iterating (3.24) and using (3.2)), we obtain

ko
gl s |y < Cllgallza sy + 1P < Cligallea s, + 17
2k0+l
Set y, = (p1+ 1B _ 2r(p1 + 1)p2 and s = B+ 2r
! 2r(pr+ 1) —n(ps — 1) z pi—1

q1
and (3.21) imply

Y1. AS rqg,+1 > n, the last inequality with (3.23)

—2r

. o1 Y1

lallcg |y < CA +i(w)dy! .
Sko+I

2r-1 o
According to the definition of u,, we get Z d'yjl(Vju)(y)| <C+ i(u))”dy”"m. If 2rq, > n (respectively 2rq; = n)

j=0
the estimate (I.IT) follows from (3.21) and (3.23) (with g = ¢;) (respectively (.21, 3.22) (with g = ¢1) and (3.23)),

+1
B.24) (with g = p, n 3 ) ). This achieves the proof of Theorem[L.1] O
r

4. Proofs of Proposition[I.1land Theorem [1.2]

4.1. Preliminary lemma.

To discuss the class of solutions which are stable outside the ball Bg, for some Ry > 0, we employed the following
cut-off function Y = yr g, € C.(B2r), R > 2R, > 0 satisfying

Yy=1if 2Ry <|x| <R, y =0if |x] <Ry or |x|> 2R, @.1)
0<y <1land|V¥| < CR™*, forall R<|x<2R, and 1 <k<r. '
Set Ag = {R < |x| < 2R},, similarly to estimate (2.1)), we have
[VEy™|P < CR™PRyP™P YR <|x| <2Rand 1 <k <r. (4.2)

Regarding the case of stable solutions, we used the cut-off function ¢ = ¢ defined in Lemma [Tl with w = Bg and
" = Bog. From a simple examination of the proofs of Lemmas[T.21and 3.1 we may establish the following analogue
one:

Lemma 4.1. Let y = yprpr, and u € er(;f(Q). Then, for every 0 < & < 1 there exit two positive constants C, =
C(e,n, p,r,m) > 0and Cy = Co(u, Ro, n, p, r, m) such that for all R > 2Ry, we have

R [ e <covs [ v s R [ g (43)
BgR BZR R”
f [V7ulPy™ SC0+3f |Vr(m//m)|p+CR7prf lu Py P (4.4)
Bog R” Bar
R [y <cove [ vamr s R [ pure: (4.5)
Bor Bor Bor
f IDulP =2 (1D ™ = DDy (™)) | < Co + A(u, R, 1, p,m. £): (4.6)
Bog
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f D, ulPyrm — f \D,ulP~2DouD,(uy™)| < Co + A(u, R, 1, p,m, &) (4.7)
BgR BZR
where A(u, R, r, p,m, &) = sf [V ulPyP™ + C, Z R_”kf |V9u|P |y, 4.8)
AR q+k=r,q#r Ar
and
f [V (uy™IP < Co + 3f |DyulPyP™ + CR’p’f |V4ulP |y 4.9)
Byr Bog Bar

Moreover, if =Yg, the above inequalities hold with Cy = 0.

We omit the proof of Lemmald. ]l we will only show briefly how the constant Cy = Cy(u, Ry, 1, p, r, m) will be appeared
in inequality @3). For | < g <r-1landk=r—gq,setl, = R f [V9ulhy? P Recall that [Vy| < CR™" if x € Ag.

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

R*Pkf |Dju|pl//p(m7k) = —(p- 1)R*Pkf Dj‘u|Dju|p72Dj* m/,p(m*k)
B Bar

. . : 0
— p(m - k)R_pk f D-”ulD-’u|p_2D-’uzp”(m_k)_' _lﬂ
ArUAg, 9x;,

IA

Cot(p= DR [ IDFulD 2D
Bar

+ p(m— k)R P! f \DI-|u| DI u|P 2| DIuly P01,
Bor

where Cy = pmR,"" f |D’-u||D/ulP~!|Vy|. Therefore,

Ag,

I, < Co+ C(R—Pk f IV 0 [V~ VI g 4 R f |V‘1_]u||V‘1u|”_]gD”(m_k)_]),

BZR BZR

where Cy = pmR,,"” f V41| |V9ulP~! V. Similarly to the proof of (Z4), we may derive that

Ag,

I, <Co+Ce" Pl +ely, V1 <g<r—1. (4.10)

Noticing that the additive constant Cy does not provoke any extra mathematical difficulty to provide @.3) as in step 2
of the proof of inequality (L.3).

4.2. Proof of Proposition[[ 1]
Letu € WP(R") N L?;Cl (R™) be a weak solution of (I.I3) and recall that ¢;, g» > p — 1. If u is stable outside the

ball Bg,, then uy'> € W;”(Bag) N L' (Bag) and supp(uyy' > ) C Bog\Bg,. Thus, (LT4) and (CI6) imply]

(™ + cu Ny = f \Dul” Dyt - Do(up™™) (4.11)
Bar Bog
and
f (11l + caqou® ™ < (p - 1) f D, ulP =Dy (uy T )P (4.12)
Bor Bar

101f 4 is a stable solution, then (I14) and hold with ¢ = .
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g+p-1
We multiply (€.11) by —‘T and we combine it with (@12) to obtairl"|

g-p+1 ” g+p-1
= ( f (crul™ + cu® yym + f |Dru|P2|Dr<uw’T)|2) <= ( f D™ (1D (=) - Drumuw"))) .
2 Bor Bor 2 Bor
(4.13)
From (@13), (4.6) and @), we get
f 1Dy + f @+ ul " < Co+ AR, pom.e), (4.14)
BgR BZR

where Cy = 0 if u is a stable solution. Hence, inequalities (£.4), (4.3) and (@.7) imply

f V™) + | @+ w2y < Co + CRP f |u|PyPm").
BgR BZR

Bor
(g+ Dr (g+Dpm=-r) G+1 -
Choose now m = — > r so that pm = — < @ = )p(m = 1)) and apply Young’s inequality, we
p g+1-p g+1l-p
obtain
CRV | @ +ulyrrr < L f ul*ym 4 L f u P 4 C(R TR Sy 0
BZR q] + ] BZR qz + ] BZR

pr(g+1)
= i 1 f Wy 4 % f u® P 4 CR™F5 M, YR > max(1, Ry).
q1 Bor q2 Bor

Combining the two above inequalities and taking into account that Yz g, = 1 on {2R < |x| < R} (respectively yp = 1
if [x| < R), we then derive the energy estimate (ILI7). The proof of Proposition[LT]is thereby completed. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem
First, assume that u € erog (R™) is a weak stable solution of (LI3) (respectively stable outside the ball Bg,). As
prig+1) 7
- arl o
g+1-p g+1-p

p—1<q<g<p —1lifn> pr(respectively p—1 < g <gifn < pr), thenn -
Therefore, the energy estimate (LI7) implies
W u e L'®RY, VWl € L'(R") and [D,ul’” € L'(R"). @.15)

In view of Holder’s inequality, we have

p p

n(qy+1-p) q1+1 n(gy+1-p) g+l
- - - +1 - +1
R prf u < CRP” | W +u’)< CRTovT 77 (f ul! ) +CR = (f u®” ) .
A Bor Agr Ar

It follows from (@.13)) that

R‘”’f [ul” = o(1), f @™ + u®?"y = o(1) and f [V'ul” = o(1), as R — oo. (4.16)
Ag Ag Ar

Noticing that inequality (I.2) holds if we replace B, by Ag which implies

A(u,R,r,p,m,l):f V'ul” + C Z R_pkf Iun|p|32f |Vru|p+R_prf |ul?.
Ar Ap AR Ag

q+k=r,q#r

URecall that 1 < p—1<gq.
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As a consequence of (£.17), we have
A(u,R,r,p,m,1)=o0(1), as R — oo. “4.17)

Proof of Point 1 of Theorem[1.2] If u is a stable solution of (I.I3), we go back to inequality (£.14) (which holds with
Co = 0), according to estimate (Z.17) we derivd]

@ + 4"y = 0 and threfore u = 0.
R}’I

Proof of Point 2. Fix now ¢ = Y and set ¢ = ", then inequalities @.7) of Lemma[d.T]holds with Cy = 0. Thus,
(@.11) and (@.17) imply

f |Dyul¢ — f (™ + cu® g = o(1). (4.18)
Bor Bor
Recall that u € er[;l’p(R”), and g < p* — 1, then (Vu - x)¢ € W;"(Bar) C L' (Bag). From (??), we have

f D, ul’~*DuD,(Vu - x¢) = (cru?" + cou”)Vu - x¢.
BgR BZR

Now, multiplying@.I4) by |D,ul”~2D,u, a direct integration by parts yield{]

rp—n

1
f \D,ulP~2D,uD,(Vu - x)p = f |DyulP¢ — —f |D,ulP(V¢ - x)
Bor p Bag P JBx

and
gl+1 q2+1 ql+1 q2+1
. Cluy Z cruy Cou_
(cru? — cou)Vu - x¢p = —nf ( + )¢ — + (Ve - x).
Bog * Bor q + 1 qr + 1 ¢ Bog q + 1 qr + 1

Collecting these equalities with (.18), we deduce that

c uq1+1 c uq2+1 n—r
nf [ pf ID,ul’¢ = o(1) as R — oo. (4.19)
B q1+1 g +1 p Bor

gql+1 q2+1

If n < pr, then from @I9) one has | (S— + 2% )4 = o(1), which implies that u = 0. If n > pr and
B 41 +1 q2 + 1

p-1<g<g<p" -1, wecombine @I9) with (4.I8) to derive

P ai+l np -
—_1 —_] = ]‘
C'(<"—rp><%+1> )fB” ¢+Cz(<n—rp)(qz+1) )fB” ¢ o

Therefore, u = 0. If g = ¢ = p* — 1, then equality (LI8) follows from (£18)), (£13) and the dominated convergence
theorem. -
Lastly,if p— 1 < g < g = p*— 1, as above we derive that

np g+1 _
62[7(’1 — I’p)(g ) - 1)fBZR u- ¢ =o().

2Note that ifp—1<qg<qg<p"—1 and n> pr,or p—1<q <7q and n < pr), then point 1 is an immediate consequence of the energy

estimate (T.17).
3We use here (3.14) with y = 0.
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Consequently, (II8) holds with u > 0 if ¢ = ¢ (respectively u < 0 if g = g,). This achieves the proof of Theorem
2 O

Appendix A: Proof of Lemma In the following, C denotes generic positive constant depending only on
the parameters (so, p1, p2) and the constant c¢; of assumptions (;)-(h4). The following inequalities are an immediate
consequence of (/14):

[F(x, $)|, [f(x,8)s] <C, ¥V (x,5) € QX[-50, ] (4.20)

Hence, points 1 and 2 follow from (/)-(hy) and (@.20). As the nonlinearity —f(x, —s) satisfies also (/1;)-(h4) and
according to (£.20), we need only to prove points 3 and 4 for all (x, s) € Q X [so, o).
Proof of point 3. From (%), we have

F/(x,9)s 2 prf(xs), Y(x, 5) € QX [50, 00). 4.21)
’ 1
It follows that (@) >0and f(x,s) > (f(xT’]SO)s”‘. As f(x, s0) = — for all x € Q (see (hy)), we derive
Ng So C1
sPitl
f(x, s)s > and f(x,s) > —, Y(x, s) € Q X [s0, 00). (4.22)
]SO C1 SO

The first and second inequalities follow from (4.22). Integrating (@.21) over [so, s] and using (), we derive

% < Frs) < I S)ls +C, V(x, 5) € Q X [50, 00) which implies the third inequality.
Proof of point 4. Assumption (,) gives (Fs(p):;]s))’ <0
2V (x,5) € Q X [, ). Then, @20) implies F(x, s) < F(jf +s]°) Pl < Py (x,5) € Q X [50, 0. According to
o
(hy) and @.22)), we have |f(x, s)Iﬁ < Clsl, ¥ (x,5) € Q X [s9,0). Recall that g; = Pzp;r ! . Therefore, for g > 1, we

deduce

If(x, 9|7 < Clf(x,s)s| and [f(x, s)I% <C(sl?+ 1), (x,5) € QX [s0,00).

Proof of point 5. In view of Young’s inequality, we obtain as’h < es”'*'a o + e CE bm ‘ .Recallthat0 <a <1
and using point 3, we derive point 5. This end the proof of Lemma[3.2] O
Appendix B: Local L”-W?>""-regularity revisited. Consider the linear higher order elliptic problem of the form

Lu=g in Q. (4.23)

Here Q is a domain of R” and

n 62 r '
L:[— Clik(X)m] + Z bj(x)Df

k=1 |jl<2r-1

is a uniformly e]hptlc operator with coefficients b; € L, (Q) and ay € C?72(Q), that is there exists a constant 1 > 0

loc

with 7' < Z ap(x)&i&, < ¢ forall £ e R", x € Q.
ik=1

For p > 2, thanks to Lemma[[.2] we propose a direct proof of local analogue of the celebrated L”-W**? estimate

of Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg [2]. Let w and w’ be two bounded open subset of Q such that @ C ' and ' C Q, we
have

Corollary 4.1. Let g € Lzm(Q) for some p > 1. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on ||ajl|c22 (),
16|l and A, ', d, n, p, r such that for any u € Wi;’,p(Q) a weak solution of @.23), we have

leellwerr @y < C (lIgller @y + Nullzrer) -
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In the following C denotes a generic positive constant which depends on the parameters stated in Corollary 1] and
d = dist(w, Q\w").

d 1
Proof of Corollary[d.1l Let x € w, Corollary 6 of [28]) with R = > and o =

RPN
5 implies

laell?

< P
sy < +

U<B<x,‘—§>>)
4 14
C (1817, o + Ml ) -

P
110, e,

IA

_ 2 . —_ d ’ %
As w is a compact subset of w’, we can find x; € w, i = 1,2...., ko such that o C UB(x;, Z) C ' where ky € N
depending only on d and w. Therefore, we derive

P P P
el e,y < Cho (Il + Nl )

This achieves the proof of Corollary 4.1] m]
Our main motivation here is to propose a direct proof of Corollary & Ilwhen p > 2 by using Lemmas[L. Tl and[[.2]
In fact, let v be the cut-off function defined in Lemmal[[.Tland m > 2r. Then, we have

L™ = gy + ul(@™) + bouy” + > ¢, DIuD'(y™), where ¢ ; € LV(Q).

1<|il+[jl<2r-1

As uy™ € WP(w') N W,"(w") with compact support, Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg’s global estimate [2] and 2.
imply

> f |V°‘<u¢/“>|”sC[ugn")(w,)+||u||§,,(a,)+ >y f |V‘fu|f'|v5“fl/fm|f']. (4.24)

0<s<2r 1<s<2r-1 1<g<s V'Y

Using now inequality (L7) (where one replaces r by s in (7)), we obtain

Y [ wrwrny <o [ 9wy G [ o,

1<g<s-1

Applying again (L) with r = s + 1 and replacing & by 2, yields

f [V ulPlyP™ < f |VSulPy P < ¢ f IV gy ™)P + Cog f luaf PP

Collecting the two last inequalities, we derive

> f VUl [Vl < 8 ) f V™) + Cea f .

1<s<2r-1 1<g<s 0<s<2r
We insert the above inequality in the right-hand side of @.24)and we choose & = 3 it follows that
P P P
1" Iy < € (181 + el ) -
Since ¥(x) = 1 if x € w, we obtain

P P P
Wl < C (1N + Tl ) -
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