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Abstract

We investigate which elliptic PDEs that have the property that every
viscosity supersolution is I/Vllo’cq(Q)7 2 C R™. The asymptotic cone of
the operator’s sublevel set seems to be essential. It turns out that
much can be said if we know how this cone compares to the sublevel
set of a certain minimal operator associated with the exponent g.

1 Introduction

A viscosity supersolution of an elliptic equation is, a priori, no more regular
than lower semicontinuous. Its definition does not require any differentia-
bility. However, some equations are known to impose a regularity on their
supersolutions. For example, superharmonic functions have weak gradients
that are locally integrable provided the exponent is sufficiently small. If u is
a supersolution to the Laplace equation Au = 0 in some open set {2 C R",
n > 2, then

/ |Vul|?de < oo
D

whenever

n
0<g< ——
n—1

for every compact subset D of 2. That is, u belongs to the Sobolev space
WL9(Q). The fundamental solution x ~ |2|>~", or —In|z| in the case n =
2, shows that the bound on ¢ is sharp. This result is generalized to p-
superharmonic functions in [Linl9]. The exponent ¢ can be increased when

p > 2. More precisely, if u is a supersolution to the p-Laplace equation

Ayu = div(|VulP~>Vu) =0 (1.1)
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for some 2 < p < n, then u € VVllocq(Q) for every ¢ such that
n
O0<qg< ——=(p—1).
¢< — (-1

Again the bound is sharp, as confirmed by the fundamental solution z +—
\x|% —or —In|z| in the case p =n

One may wonder what it is that characterizes a PDE that has every
supersolution in some first order Sobolev space. In this paper we begin the
investigation by considering equations that depend only on the second order

partial derivatives
0*u
Hu = [ ] .
&xiaxj i

Given an exponent ¢, we ask the following question. For which operators
F: S(n) — R is every viscosity supersolution of the equation

F(Hu) =0 in Q2

in ngf(ﬂ)‘? To our knowledge, this particular problem has not been ad-
dressed before.

Our theorems are presented in the next Section. Sufficient and necessary
conditions are established in Theorem [Il and Theorem [l respectively. The
dominative p-Laplacian

Dyu = Au+ (p — 2)A\,(Hu)

will play a prominent role in the characterization. It was introduced in
[Bru20b] in order to explain a superposition principle in the p-Laplace equa-
tion (ILIJ). The key property in that setting was its domination

(Vul* PAyu < Dyu (1.2)

over the normalized p-Laplacian. In the present situation, a sort of opposite
property will also be of importance. It is shown in Section Bl that D, is
minimal in the class of sublinear elliptic operators that share its fundamental
solution (B.4). This is a result of independent interest and we consider it as
one of the main contributions of this paper. We shall also make use of a tool
developed in [Bru20a]. Some relevant properties of the associated consistent
distance operator are proved in Section Ml

The definition and the elementary theory of viscosity solutions can be
found in [CIL92]. A function u € C?(f2) is a viscosity supersolution if and
only if F(Hu(z)) <0 for all z € Q.

!The viscosity supersolutions of (L)) coincide with the traditional p-superharmonic
functions defined by differentiating test functions under the integral sign. See [JLMOT].



2 The main theorems

In order to start the search for operators having only I/Vlicq supersolutions,
we make some observations. Firstly, the properties we are looking for must
depend only on the sublevel set

© =O(F) :={X € S(n) | F(X) < 0}

in the space S(n) of symmetric n x n matrices. Indeed, if two operators have
the same sublevel set, then they also share the same set of supersolutions.
Secondly, the properties should be invariant under translations of ©. This is
because a function u is a supersolution to F(Hu) = 0 if and only if v(z) :=
u(x) + 22" Xox is a supersolution to the equation F(Hv — Xo) = 0. The
sublevel set of X — F'(X — Xj) is the translation © +{ X}, and v and v are
clearly in the same Sobolev space. Also, a linear transformation of the form

B'OB:={B'XB| X € 6}

where B is an invertible n x n matrix, should not matter: If u is a super-
solution to F(Hu) = 0, define the function v(x) := u(Bz). Then Hov(z) =
B"Hu(Bx)B and v is a supersolution to the equation F(B~"HvB™!) = 0
with sublevel set BTOB. Again, u € W7 if and only if v € W57, Admit-
tedly, we conducted this argument as if v and v were twice differentiable,
but, as we shall see, the reasoning is sound because we can do the computa-
tions on the test functions. Finally, if a supersolution is not smooth, one can
suspect that its Hessian matrix has to run off to infinity in some direction in
© C S(n). It is perhaps only the shape of © for large || X || that is significant

for whether a supersolution is in VVlif or not. We use the asymptotic cone

k—o00 tk

ac(0) = {Z € S(n)

X

to capture the behavior of © at infinity.

The dominative p-Laplacian D,: C*(Q2) — C() can be written as Dyu(z)
F,(Hu(x)) where F,: S(n) — R is given by F,(X) = tr X + (p — 2)\,(X).
For computational convenience we shall in this paper multiply the operator
with a practical, but otherwise insignificant, scaling constant. We define

F,(X) = nﬂl)fQ (trX + (p — Q)An(X)) for 2 <p < o0, and
Fo(X) = \(X), the largest eigenvalue of X.

The normalization makes

Fy(X +ml)=F,(X)+m
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for all p € [2,00], X € S(n), and m € R. We let
6, = 6(F)) = {X € S(n) | K(X) < 0}
denote the sublevel set of F},. It can be verified that ©, is a closed convex
cone in S(n). At p = oo,
O = {X € 5(n) | M(X) <0} = {X € S(n) | X <0}

is the set S_(n) of negative semidefinite matrices. When p decreases, the
cone ©, gradually opens, and eventually flattens out to the half-space

O, ={XeSn)| trX <0}={Xe€SMn)|({,X)<0}.
See Figure[lal For 2 < p’ < p < oo, one can check that
O €O, C 0O, C O, and 00, N 06, = {0}. (2.1)

As an immediate consequence of (L2)), a function u: Q — (—o0, 0] is p-
superharmonic whenever it is dominative p-superharmonic ([Bru20b]). Thus,
if we can find an invertible B and an X, € S(n) such that

B'OB - {X,} C 9O, (2.2)

for some 2 < p < n, then every supersolution u of F'(Hu) = 0 is, by a change
of variables and by subtracting a quadratic, p-superharmonic. We conclude
that u € W,,9(Q2) for every 0 < ¢ < -"=(p — 1) by Theorem 5.18 in [Lin19].
We shall show that

ac(B'OB) C 9, (2.3)
is a strictly weaker condition than (2.2]), but still sufficient in order to ensure

u e W,h(Q) in the case 2 < p < n.

loc

We find it rather interesting that (2Z3]) turns out to also be necessary
under some common assumptions on F.

Theorem 1 (Sufficient condition). Let p € (2,n], @ C R" be open, and let
© C S(n) be the sublevel set of an operator F': S(n) — R
If there is an invertible n X n matriz B such that

ac(B'OB) C O,
then every viscosity supersolution of
F(Hu) =0 in §2
is WbU(Q) for all q such that

loc

n
O<g< ——(p—1).
¢< — -1

20 is well-defined even if F' takes values in the extended real line R := R U {£00}.
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When p = 2 the condition (23] is necessary (under our assumptions),
but our method of proof for sufficiency does no longer work. In this case
we have to assume (2.2)), which can be rephrased as © being confined to an
affine half-space with positive definite outer normal.

Proposition 2.1 (Sufficient condition. p = 2). If there is a m € R and a
positive definite n X n matriz A such that

O C {X € S(n) | (X,A) <m}, (2.4)

then every viscosity supersolution of F(Hu) = 0 is W22 for all 0 < q < e

(a)

Figure 1: (a): Sublevel sets of the dominative p-Laplacian in a simplified
model of S(n). (b): The sublevel set © of equation (28] together with its
asymptotic cone ac(©) = 0.

The condition (2.4)) is probably not necessary as indicated by the following
example. Consider the equation

in the unit ball By in R%. One can check that radial solutions w(z) = U(|z|)
with U(0) = +oo are on the form w(z) = —3|z|*+2¢|z| - ?In|z], ¢ > 1, and
are thus W,29(By) for all ¢ < n/(n — 1) = 2. However, (Z4) does not hold
since the trace of the Hessian matrix of w is not bounded above as x — 0.
Nevertheless, ac(©) C O,, because if X € © and ¢, — oo are sequences
such that X/t — Z € ac(0), then ¢, must be comparable to A,(X}) for
large k and

24/1 X)) —2
tr Z = lim tr Xy < lim + An(Xp) -

0.



We conjecture that Theorem [ is valid also for p = 2.

In order to state the necessary conditions, we establish some terminology.
An operator F': S(n) — R is said to be rotationally invariant (also called
spectrally defined) if it only depends on the eigenvalues of the argument. This
is equivalent to

F(X)=F(Q"'XQ) forall X € S(n)and all Q € O(n),

where O(n) is the set of n x n orthogonal matrices. The Laplacian, the
dominative p-Laplacian, the Pucci operators, and Monge-Amprere operators
are typical examples from this class. Linear operators F'(X) = tr(AX) are
counterexamples provided A is not a scaling of the identity matrix. However,
if A is positive definite, then F' can be made rotationally invariant by a linear

change of variables. Indeed, X F(\/Z_lX\/Z_l) is the Laplacian.

Definition 2.1. An operator F': S(n) — R is essentially rotationally invari-
ant if there is an invertible matrix B such that

X — F(BXB")
is rotationally invariant.
An operator is elliptic if
X<Y implies F(X) < F(Y). (2.6)

As always, X <Y is the standard partial ordering in S(n) and means X -Y €
S_(n). Ellipticity ensures that the sublevel set © of I’ is a (negative) elliptic
set. That is,

X<YandY €06 implies X € 0.
An equivalent statement can be made i terms of Minkovski addition,
©+S5_(n)=06.

In terms of the model of S(n) used in Figure[I], the boundary of an elliptic set
will appear as the graph of a nonincreasing function. Next, if F'is rotationally
invariant, then © is a rotationally invariant set:

O=10t0:={Q'XQ|X €0,QcO(n)}.

Similarly, if F' is essentially rotationally invariant, then © is essentially ro-
tationally invariant, meaning that there is an invertible B so that B'©B is
a rotationally invariant set. Finally, © is convex whenever F' is convex, but
also, for example, if F' is merely quasiconvex.
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Theorem 2 (Necessary condition). Let p € [2,00], Q C R" be open, and as-
sume that © = O(F) C S(n) is an elliptic, essentially rotationally invariant,
and convex sublevel set of an operator F: S(n) — R.

If every wviscosity supersolution of

F(Hu) =0 in §2
is W,hU(Q) for all q with

loc
n
0<g< ——(p—1
then there is an invertible n x n matriz B such that
ac(B'OB) C 6,. (2.7)

The proofs of Theorem [Il and Proposition 1] follow below. The proof of
Theorem 2] is postponed until Section [l

Proof of Theorem[l. Let 2 < p < n. The associated convexr body to the
dominative p-Laplacian is the set

ICp::{AeS(n)‘ L T<AL

n+p—2

-1 .
nf—p—?l’ trA = 1} )

See Section Bl It is the unique convex and compact subset of S(n) such that
F, is the support function of ,. That is,

Fp(X) = max(4, X).
Introduce the short-hand

0% .= B'OB
and suppose

ac(0?) Cc o,

for some invertible matrix B. Let 0 < ¢ < -"<(p — 1), and choose p’ € [2, p)
such that we still have ¢ < "< (p" —1). Now,

Ky €I

and we claim that

sup (A, X) (2.8)
AEICPI
XeobB

is finite. Suppose it is not. It is —oo only if © is empty, but then there are
no supersolutions and nothing to prove in the Theorem. There are therefore
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sequences Ay € Ky and X € ©F with (Ag, Xi) — oo as k — oo. By
compactness, we may assume A to converge to some A, € K, and X =
Xi/|| Xk|| to converge to some Z in the unit sphere in S(n). Obviously,
lim sup,,_,.. | Xz| = 0o, and (A4, X},) is eventually non-negative. Thus,

0< (4, 2) < ;@ﬁ& 2) < max(A, Z) = F,(2) < 0

since Z € ac(©F) C ©,. Therefore, F,;(Z) = 0 = F,(Z), which leads to the
contradiction Z = 0 by (Z1]).

Let u be a supersolution to F'(Hu) = 0 in some 2 C R"™. Define the
function

v(z) == u(Bz) — %|x|2

where m is the number (2Z8). Suppose ¢ is a test function touching v from
below at xg € QF := {2 | Bx € Q}, and consider the test function

Uly) = o(BYy) + Ty BBy,

Then, ¥(y) < u(y), and at yy := Bxy we have ¥(yg) = u(yo). Thus
F(H(yo)) < 0 and

© 3 Hip(yo) = B~ ' Ho(xo) B~ +mB~ "B
Equivalently,
Héb(%) + ml € @B-

Now,

Fy(Ho(xo)) = Fy (Ho(zo) + ml) —m
= max (A, Ho(wo) +ml) —m

< sup <Aa X> —-m
AE’CP/
XeobB

=0,

which proves that v is dominative p/-superharmonic in Q7. This implies p'-
superharmonicity by Proposition 5 in [Bru20b] and v is then W,2%(QF) by

loc

Thm 5.18 in [Linl9]. It follows that u(z) = v(B~'z) + Zz"B~ "B 'z is
WLh(Q) as well. O

loc

Proof of Proposition[2.1. As in the above proof, a change of variables in the
test functions will show that

v(x) = u(\/Z:c) — %MQ

is superharmonic whenever u is a supersolution of F'(Hu) = 0. O
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3 Rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic op-
erators

An operator G: S(n) — R is sublinear if it is positive homogenous and
subadditive. That is, for X,Y € S(n) and positive numbers ¢ we have
G(cX) =cG(X) and G(X +Y) < G(X)+ G(Y). This class of operators is
nothing but the family of support functions in S(n). There is thus a unique
compact and convex subset () # K = IC(G) C S(n) such that

G(X) = glg%(A, X).

See Theorem 1.7.1 and the foregoing discussion in [Sch14].

It can be checked that the sublinear operator is elliptic if and only if IC
is a subset of S;(n) := {A € S(n) | A > 0}, and it is rotationally invariant
if and only if

K =10t K :={QAQ" | Ac K, Q<€ On)}.

Furthermore, we label G as non-totally degenerate if 0 ¢ K. Though not
strictly necessary, this pragmatic assumption simplifies the exposition. It is
a rather natural condition because 0 € K = G > 01in S(n).

To each such operator we assign a number p € [2, 00].

Definition 3.1. The body cone aperture to a non-totally degenerate rota-
tionally invariant sublinear elliptic operator G: S(n) — R with associated
convex body K C S(n) is

nta—2 if 1 <a<n,
p=p(G) = { o .
00, if o =1,
where i A
a = a(G) = min —— (3.1)

~ ek M\ (A)
Observe that p and « are well-defined. In fact, the trace and the largest
eigenvalue \,(A) > 0 are continuous functions of A, and K is compact.

Additionally,
1— An(A) trA  nA\,(A) .
M(A) = A(A) = A(4)
for all A € S (n)\{0}. The numbers are duals in the sense (o —1)(p—1) =
n—1. As K C S;(n), one can also note that (3.1 is a minimum of a ratio

of the norms

X1 = Z A and [ X |oo i= max{ =X (X), A (X)}.
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Moreover, « is invariant under positive scalings of the convex body. The
body cone aperture is therefore — as suggested by its name — determined by
the convex cone {cA | A€ K, ¢ >0} in S(n).
As examples, we mention the Pucci operator F) 5, defined by the convex
body
Koa={AeSn) | N <A<AI}, 0 <A <A,

and the dominative p-Laplace operator

F(X) (trX +(p— 2))\n(X)), p € [2,00),

T ntp-—2
Fao(X) = M(X).

Here, F,(X) = maxsex, (A, X) where K, := K(F,) must be the convex hull
of the compact subset

& — I+ (p—2)¢"
P n+p—2

Ex={" | eSS}

A computation will reveal that

S S"l} , D E [2,00), (3.2)

ICp:{AeS(n) ‘ Ar<A< g trA:l}, p e [2,00),
K ={AcSm)|0<A<I trA=1},

and thus,

a(F,) = min =< pb7

tr A nip—2 p E [2,00),
AEK, )\n(A) 1, P = 00,

which implies p(F},) = p. By way of illustration,

A A (A -1
a(FyA) = min na min Ar(A) £+ Ao )+1:u

1
AT N(A) Al (A A

and p(Fha) = A/A+ 1.
The dominative p-Laplacian holds the special position of being the min-
imal operator of its class.

Proposition 3.1 (Minimal operator). Let G: S(n) — R be a non-totally
degenerate rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic operator and let p € [2, 00|
be its body cone aperture. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

cF(X) < G(X) VX e S(n). (3.3)
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For p € [2,00] we define the lower semicontinuous function w,,: R" —
R U {400} as
_ p—n
el 2 <pAn,

Wnp(2) i = =l |, p=n, (3.4)
—|.'L", p = o0,
with the interpretation w,,(0) = oo for p < n. It is a solution to the

dominative p-Laplace equation F,(Hw) = 0 in R™ \ {0} and it is a viscosity
supersolution in R™. We show next that the same is true for the equation

G(Hw) = 0 when p = p(G).

Proposition 3.2 (Existence of fundamental solution). Let G: S(n) — R
be a non-totally degenerate rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic operator
and let p € [2,00] be its body cone aperture. Then w,, is a solution to the
equation G(Hw) = 0 in R™ \ {0} and a viscosity supersolution in R™.

In particular, the bound ([B3) is sharp.

The key ingredient in the proof of Proposition Bl is established in the
following Lemma. Due to rotational invariance, it can be conducted in R"
rather than in S(n). The standard basis vectors are denoted by ey, ..., e,,
and we write 1:=[1,...,1]" =e; +---+e, € R".

Lemma 3.1. Let p € [2,00] and set p € R" to be

b= —n+;_2[1,...,1,p— 17, if p € [2,00), (3.5)
0,...,0,1]" = e,, if p= oco.
Suppose a = [ay,...,a,]" € R™ is a vector such that the sum of its elements

equals the sum of the elements in p, and such that a, is equal to the last
entry of p. i.e.,
l'Ta=1=1"p and ela=e'p. (3.6)

n

Then p is in the convex hull of the set of vectors in R™ obtained by permuting
the elements in a. In symbols,

p € conv{Pa| P € P(n)}

where P(n) is the set of n X n permutation matrices.
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Proof. Let P € P(n — 1) be a permutation with no cycles of order less than
n — 1. For example,

0 0 01
10 0 0

p— 01 0 0] ¢ Ri-Dx(-1)
00 10

Then P*!' =1, ; and
P+rpP?y...qpprt—q17

is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix with all ones. Here, 1 :=[1,...,1]T € R*',

Let -
P 0
P L)T 1] e P(n),
and write a := [ay,...,a,_1] . Now P*F = [Oka (1)} 80,
n—1 1
Pa| P ——P*
conv{Pa | EP(”)}B;n_l a
1 [11" o a
_n—]_ OT n—1 Qn,
s -
= |n-1
Qp,

By (B.0), this equals p: If p = oo, then 17a = 1 —a,, = 0, and when p < oo,

i'a 1-—a, =35 1
n—1 n-1 n—1 n+p—2
]
Proof of Proposition[31. We have
tr A tr A’

a = a(G) = min =

Ak A\, (A) A (4)
for some A’ in the associated convex body K of G. Set

c:=trA" >0
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and let Ay := A’/c. Then tr Ay = 1 and the vector
a = [)\1(140), e )\n<A0)]T

satisfies 17a = 1. Moreover, \,(Ay) = 1/a and when p = p(G) € [2,00] is
the body cone aperture of GG, then

1 {— p € [2,0),

s

(S

a—=— =
o 1, p = 09,

which equals the last element of the the vector p € R™ given by (B.3) in
Lemma B.Il Thus,
p € conv{Pa | P € P(n)}. (3.7)

By using the standard property
diag(Pz) = P(diag z)P" Vz € R",

of permutation matrices P, we want to show that the dominative body I, is
a subset of %IC. Of course, diag: R" — S(n) is the linear mapping diag z :=

EZ:l zkeke;.

Since p = [M(E),..., \(E)]" for every E € &, (see formula B.2)), we
can choose Q € O(n) such that Q" EQ = diagp. By [3.7) we can write p as
a convex combination ), o;Pa. Thus,

Q'EQ = diag (Z aiPia>
= Z a; d;ag (Pa)
_ Z o P;(diaga) P,
- % > a,RUTAUPRS

for some U € O(n) diagonalizing A" € K. The orthogonal matrices Q; :=
QP,U" then makes

1 1 1 1
E=- ZaiQiA'QiT € —convrot{A'} C = convrot K = =K.
c c c

C

That is, &, C %IC and
1
K, =conv€&, C -K
c
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as well. Thus, for any X € S(n),

cF,

p

(X) = cmax tr(AX) = max tr(AX) < I}‘lez%tr(AX) =G(X).

Ak, Acck,
]

Proof of Proposition[32. For p € [2,00] one can check that the Hessian ma-
trix Hw,,: R™\ {0} — S(n) of the fundamental solution is

Huny(2) = ol (0= Daa" = (1-327)), &=,

where « € [1,n] is related to p as in Definition Bl Setting
Ay = diag(a —1,—1,...,—1) = aeje] — 1,

produces a diagonalization |z|~*A, of Hw,, ,(z). Since G is rotational invari-
ant and positive homogenous,

G(Huwnp(7)) = |2[ "G (Aa)

and will vanish independently of = # 0 if we can show that G(A,) = 0.
Indeed, when p is the body cone aperture of G, Proposition B.1] and the fact
tr A/A,(A) > « for all A € K yields

0= cFy(Ay) < G(Ay)

= max tr(AA,)
Aek

— maxae] Ae; —tr A
Aek

< maxa),(A) —trA <0,
Aek

and w,, is a smooth solution of G(Hw) = 0 in R™\ {0}. There are no test
functions touching the fundamental solution from below at x = 0, and w,,
is therefore also a viscosity supersolution in R". O

We conclude this Section with an observation regarding uniformly elliptic
operators,

MrA<F(X+A)—F(X) <AtrA, VA > 0.

Here, 0 < A < A € R are the ellipticity constants of F. The above is
equivalent to

F(X+Y)=F(X)<F(Y), VXY €5(n), (3.8)
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where F) , is the Pucci operator. Although uniform ellipticity is in many
settings a desirable property of F', it has a negative impact on the question
raised in this paper. The “more” uniformly elliptic the equation is, the
“less” integrable are the gradients of the supersolutions. In fact, since the
body cone aperture of F) 5 is p := % + 1, Proposition and (B.8]) implies
that w(z) := wn,(z) + 32" Xoz, Xo € O(F), is a viscosity supersolution of
F(Hu) = 0, which is not in W,>%(R") for

loc

n né
q= N

—1) =
n—l(p ) n—1

4 Associated consistent distance operators and
the proof of Theorem

Let © be a negative elliptic and proper subset of S(n). i.e.,
D£©#SMn) and O+S_(n)=06.

The associated consistent distance operator (acdo) to © is the function F

defined on S(n) as
F(X):=—sup{t e R| X +tI € O}, (4.1)
In [Bru20a] we prove a more general version of the following.

Proposition 4.1. The acdo F to a negative elliptic and proper subset © is
finite and elliptic (in the standard sense (2.0)). It is 1-Lipschitz and has the
nondegeneracy

F(X+7)—F(X)=r

for all X € S(n), 7 € R. Moreover, if © is a sublevel set of an opera-
tor F', then every viscosity supersolution of F(Hu) = 0 is also a wviscosity
supersolution of F(Hu) = 0. The opposite inclusion holds if © is closed.

The acdo is in fact the signed distance function

F(X) = dist(X, 90), X ¢ 0,
-] —dist(X,00), X €0,

from the boundary of © when the distance dist(X, 00) := infyycgo || X —W /|
is measured in the infinity norm [|X|[o := max{—A;(X), A\, (X)}. For X €
S(n), F(X) is the unique number such that

X - F(X)I € 00. (4.2)
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In addition to the ellipticity and uniform continuity, the associated con-
sistent distance operator (4.1]) can have desirable global properties that may
not be present in the original operator F'.

Proposition 4.2. Let ) # © # S(n) be an elliptic set. Then the following
hold.

(a) If © is convez, then F is convex.

(b) If S(n) \ © is convex, then F is concave.

(c) If 9O is a (hyperplane/subspace) in S(n), then F is (affine/linear).
(d) If © is a cone, then F is positively homogeneous. i.e.,

F(eX) = cF(X) VYe>0, X € Sn).

(e) If © is a conver cone, then F is sublinear.
(f) If © is a rotationally invariant set, then F is rotationally invariant.

Proof. (a): Since the closure of a convex set is convex, we may assume that ©
is closed. Let X,Y € S(n) and let v € [0,1]. Then Z :=7X +(1-7)Y € ©
and X — F(X)[ € 00,Y — F(Y)I € 00. Thus,

Z—(WF(X)+ 1A=y FY)) =X =FX)I)+ (1 -7 (Y -FX)I) €0,
and
—F(Z)=sup{t| Z+tl €O} > —(vF(X) + (1 —~)F(Y)).
(b): One can show that © := —(S(n) \ ©) is elliptic. Then since
X —F(=X)=sup{t| — X +tI € 6}
—inf{t| — X +t[ ¢ O}
=—sup{t| — X —tl ¢ ©}
= —sup{t | X +tI € 6}

is convex by (a), it follows that F is concave.

(c): By ellipticity, 0O is necessarily a hyperplane 00 = {X | (A, X) = m}
for some nonzero positive semidefinite matrix A and m € R. Thus by (4.2,
(A, X — F(X)I) =m for all X and

— 1 m
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(d): Since X — F(X)I € 90, then also ¢cX — cF(X)I € 90 when O is a

cone. That is,
0=F(cX —cF(X)I) = F(cX) — cF(X).

(e): This is immediate from (a) and (d).
(f): F is rotationally invariant since
{t1Q"XQ+tIe0}={t|QI(X+tHQ €O}
={t| X +tI €QOQ"}
={t| X +tl €6}.
O
A final lemma is needed before we can prove the necessity of the condition
ac(©F) C 9,.

Lemma 4.1. Let © C S(n) be a proper negative elliptic set, and let B € R™*"
be invertible. Then ©F := BTOB and ac(©) are again proper negative elliptic
sets. If © is rotationally invariant, then so is ac(©).

Proof. Let X,Y € S(n) with X <Y and Y € ©F. Then Y = BTY B for
some Y € O. Thus,

X =B 'XB'<B'YBl=Y

and X € O since O is an elliptic set. It follows that X = BT XB € ©F. The
properness is clear.

Assume now that X <Y € ac(0). Let ¢, — 0o and Y} € O be such that
Yy /ty — Y. Since O is elliptic and tx (X —Y") < 0, we have Y+, (X -Y) € ©
for each k. Thus,

Y + (X —Y
X = fim T )

k—o00 tk‘

€ ac(0).

The asymptotic cone is nonempty. In fact, S_(n) C ac(©) because if
X<0andY €O, thenY +kX €O forall k=1,2,... and

Y — lim Y + kX

k—o0

On the other hand, int S, (n) C (S(n) \ ac(©)). Because if Z € ac(©) and

say, Z > €l, then there are X, € © and t; — oo so that X /t, > (¢/2)1 for
all sufficiently large k. Thus, eventually

€ ac(0).

Xy >—I2>Y
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for any Y ¢ ©. A contradiction.

Finally, for Z € ac(©) and @ € O(n) let t;, — oo and X}, € © be sequences
so that Xj/ty — Z. Since © is rotationally invariant, Q" XQ € © for each
k, and since Q" X, Q/t;, — QT ZQ it follows that QT ZQ € ac(©). Therefore,

rotac(0) :={Q'ZQ | Z € ac(0), Q € O(n)} = ac(0).
U

Proof of Theorem[d. The asymptotic cone ac(©F) = ac(BTOB) is easily
seen to be a closed cone in S(n). As © is assumed to be convex, ©F is con-
vex and so is ac(©F). See Section 2.1 and 2.2, and in particular, Proposition
2.1.5 in [ATO03]. Moreover, we are there given the equivalent formulations

ac(0P)={Z c S(n) | X +tZ € c16® for all X € ©F and all t > 0}
={ZcS(n)| X +tZ cclO” for some X € ©F and all t > 0}.

Here, c1©F denotes the closure of ©F. For convex sets the above is also
called the recession cone.

The available alternative formula for ac(©f) implies ac(©F) + {X} C
cl©F for all X € ©8. In particular, since ©F is elliptic by Lemma E1] above
and since Y € c10OF = Y — ¢l € int ©F for all € > 0 by Lemma 3.1 (2) in
[Bru20a], we can pick a large enough m € R so that

ac(©8) —m{I} C 67, (4.3)

We now choose B so that ©F is rotationally invariant and let G denote
the associated consistent distance operator to ac(©%). That is,

G(X) := —sup{t | X +tI € ac(©F)}.

By Lemma [I]] and the discussion above, ac(©F) is a proper and rotation-
ally invariant elliptic convex cone. Therefore, by Proposition (e) and
(f), G: S(n) — R is a rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic operator. As
ac(0P) is closed, we also note that

G(Z2) <0 = 7 € ac(67). (4.4)

Let p € [2,00]. We assume the negation of ([2.7) and aim to show that

F(Hu) = 0 has a supersolution not in ;¢ for some

n
0<g< ——(p—-1
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or some 0 < ¢ < oo in the case p = oc.

Accordingly, as ac(©7) is not a subset of ©,, there is a Z € ac(©7) with
F,(Z) > 0. Let g :== p(G) € [2,00] be the body cone aperture of G, and
assume for the sake of contradiction that g > p. Then ©, C 0, s0 F,(Z) > 0,

and by (Z4) and Proposition Bl
0<cF,(Z)<G(Z)<DO.

Thus, 2 < g < p. Also, for z # 0, G(Hw,4(x)) = 0 by Proposition B.2]
and Huw, ,(z) € ac(©F), again by [@4). Let zo € QF and let m € R be
the constant from (3]). Define the lower semicontinuous function v: QF —
(—o0, 0] as
m
v(x) = wy g(x — x0) — §|:p|2

This function is not W,29(QF) for

loc

n

(9-1) < —=(p—1).

q::n—l

There are no test functions touching from below at zo. In QF \ {x¢}, v is
smooth with Hessian matrix

Ho(z) = Hw, 4o(x — 30) — mI C ac(0F) —m{I} C ©F

by [@3). The change of variables u(z) := v(B~'z) produces a supersolution
u ¢ Wil (Q) as

Hu(z) = B~ "Hv(B '2)B™' C O
and thus F(Hu(z)) < 0. O

There is probably some room for improvement in Theorem 2l In partic-
ular, it should be possible to relax the convexity assumption on ©.

Acknowledgments: The problem addressed in this paper was suggested
to me by Professor P. Lindqvist.

The results in Section B are copied from the unpublished part [BrulS§] of
my thesis.
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