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Abstract

We investigate which elliptic PDEs that have the property that every
viscosity supersolution is W

1,q
loc (Ω), Ω ⊆ R

n. 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 q.

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 ∆u = 0 in some open set Ω ⊆ R

n,
n ≥ 2, then

ˆ

D

|∇u|q dx <∞

whenever
0 < q <

n

n− 1

for every compact subset D of Ω. That is, u belongs to the Sobolev space
W 1,q

loc (Ω). The fundamental solution x 7→ |x|2−n, or − ln |x| in the case n =
2, shows that the bound on q is sharp. This result is generalized to p-
superharmonic functions in [Lin19]. The exponent q can be increased when
p > 2. More precisely, if u is a supersolution to the p-Laplace equation

∆pu := div(|∇u|p−2∇u) = 0 (1.1)
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for some 2 ≤ p ≤ n, then u ∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω) for every q such that

0 < q <
n

n− 1
(p− 1).

Again the bound is sharp, as confirmed by the fundamental solution x 7→
|x|

p−n

p−1 – or − ln |x| in the case p = n.1

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

Hu :=

[

∂2u

∂xi∂xj

]

i,j

.

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

F (Hu) = 0 in Ω

in W 1,q
loc (Ω)? 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 1 and Theorem 2, respectively. The
dominative p-Laplacian

Dpu := ∆u+ (p− 2)λn(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 (1.1). The key property in that setting was its domination

|∇u|2−p∆pu ≤ Dpu (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 3 that Dp is
minimal in the class of sublinear elliptic operators that share its fundamental
solution (3.4). 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 4.

The definition and the elementary theory of viscosity solutions can be
found in [CIL92]. A function u ∈ C2(Ω) is a viscosity supersolution if and
only if F (Hu(x)) ≤ 0 for all x ∈ Ω.

1The viscosity supersolutions of (1.1) coincide with the traditional p-superharmonic
functions defined by differentiating test functions under the integral sign. See [JLM01].
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2 The main theorems

In order to start the search for operators having only W 1,q
loc supersolutions,

we make some observations. Firstly, the properties we are looking for must
depend only on the sublevel set

Θ = Θ(F ) := {X ∈ S(n) | F (X) ≤ 0}

in the space S(n) of symmetric n×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 Θ. This is
because a function u is a supersolution to F (Hu) = 0 if and only if v(x) :=
u(x) + 1

2
x⊤X0x is a supersolution to the equation F (Hv − X0) = 0. The

sublevel set of X 7→ F (X−X0) is the translation Θ+ {X0}, and u and v are
clearly in the same Sobolev space. Also, a linear transformation of the form

B⊤ΘB := {B⊤XB | X ∈ Θ}

where B is an invertible n × n matrix, should not matter: If u is a super-
solution to F (Hu) = 0, define the function v(x) := u(Bx). Then Hv(x) =
B⊤Hu(Bx)B and v is a supersolution to the equation F (B−⊤HvB−1) = 0
with sublevel set B⊤ΘB. Again, u ∈ W 1,q

loc if and only if v ∈ W 1,q
loc . Admit-

tedly, we conducted this argument as if u 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
Θ ⊆ S(n). It is perhaps only the shape of Θ for large ‖X‖ that is significant
for whether a supersolution is in W 1,q

loc or not. We use the asymptotic cone

ac(Θ) :=

{

Z ∈ S(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∃tk → ∞, ∃Xk ∈ Θ with lim
k→∞

Xk

tk
= Z

}

to capture the behavior of Θ at infinity.
The dominative p-LaplacianDp : C

2(Ω) → C(Ω) can be written asDpu(x) =
Fp(Hu(x)) where Fp : S(n) → R is given by Fp(X) = trX + (p − 2)λn(X).
For computational convenience we shall in this paper multiply the operator
with a practical, but otherwise insignificant, scaling constant. We define

Fp(X) := 1
n+p−2

(

trX + (p− 2)λn(X)
)

for 2 ≤ p <∞, and

F∞(X) := λn(X), the largest eigenvalue of X .

The normalization makes

Fp(X +mI) = Fp(X) +m
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for all p ∈ [2,∞], X ∈ S(n), and m ∈ R. We let

Θp := Θ(Fp) = {X ∈ S(n) | Fp(X) ≤ 0}
denote the sublevel set of Fp. It can be verified that Θp is a closed convex
cone in S(n). At p = ∞,

Θ∞ = {X ∈ S(n) | λn(X) ≤ 0} = {X ∈ S(n) | X ≤ 0}
is the set S−(n) of negative semidefinite matrices. When p decreases, the
cone Θp gradually opens, and eventually flattens out to the half-space

Θ2 = {X ∈ S(n) | trX ≤ 0} = {X ∈ S(n) | 〈I,X〉 ≤ 0}.
See Figure 1a. For 2 ≤ p′ < p ≤ ∞, one can check that

Θ∞ ⊆ Θp ⊆ Θp′ ⊆ Θ2 and ∂Θp ∩ ∂Θp′ = {0}. (2.1)

As an immediate consequence of (1.2), a function u : Ω → (−∞,∞] is p-
superharmonic whenever it is dominative p-superharmonic ([Bru20b]). Thus,
if we can find an invertible B and an X0 ∈ S(n) such that

B⊤ΘB − {X0} ⊆ Θp (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 1,q

loc (Ω) for every 0 < q < n
n−1

(p − 1) by Theorem 5.18 in [Lin19].
We shall show that

ac(B⊤ΘB) ⊆ Θp (2.3)

is a strictly weaker condition than (2.2), but still sufficient in order to ensure
u ∈ W 1,q

loc (Ω) in the case 2 < p ≤ n.
We find it rather interesting that (2.3) turns out to also be necessary

under some common assumptions on F .

Theorem 1 (Sufficient condition). Let p ∈ (2, n], Ω ⊆ R
n be open, and let

Θ ⊆ S(n) be the sublevel set of an operator F : S(n) → R.2

If there is an invertible n× n matrix B such that

ac(B⊤ΘB) ⊆ Θp

then every viscosity supersolution of

F (Hu) = 0 in Ω

is W 1,q
loc (Ω) for all q such that

0 < q <
n

n− 1
(p− 1).

2Θ is well-defined even if F takes values in the extended real line R := R ∪ {±∞}.
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When p = 2 the condition (2.3) 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 Θ 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× n matrix A such that

Θ ⊆ {X ∈ S(n) | 〈X,A〉 ≤ m}, (2.4)

then every viscosity supersolution of F (Hu) = 0 is W 1,q
loc for all 0 < q < n

n−1
.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a): Sublevel sets of the dominative p-Laplacian in a simplified
model of S(n). (b): The sublevel set Θ of equation (2.5) together with its
asymptotic cone ac(Θ) = Θ2.

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

λ1(Hu) + λ2(Hu)− 2
√

1 + λ2(Hu) + 2 = 0 (2.5)

in the unit ball B1 in R
2. One can check that radial solutions w(x) = U(|x|)

with U(0) = +∞ are on the form w(x) = −1
2
|x|2+2c|x|−c2 ln |x|, c ≥ 1, and

are thus W 1,q
loc (B1) for all q < n/(n − 1) = 2. However, (2.4) does not hold

since the trace of the Hessian matrix of w is not bounded above as x → 0.
Nevertheless, ac(Θ) ⊆ Θ2, because if Xk ∈ Θ and tk → ∞ are sequences
such that Xk/tk → Z ∈ ac(Θ), then tk must be comparable to λn(Xk) for
large k and

trZ = lim
k→∞

trXk

tk
≤ lim

k→∞

2
√

1 + λn(Xk)− 2

tk
= 0.
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We conjecture that Theorem 1 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) for all X ∈ S(n) and all Q ∈ O(n),

where O(n) is the set of n × n orthogonal matrices. The Laplacian, the
dominative p-Laplacian, the Pucci operators, and Monge-Amprère 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 7→ F
(√

A
−1
X
√
A

−1
) 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 7→ 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 meansX−Y ∈
S−(n). Ellipticity ensures that the sublevel set Θ of F is a (negative) elliptic
set. That is,

X ≤ Y and Y ∈ Θ implies X ∈ Θ.

An equivalent statement can be made i terms of Minkovski addition,

Θ + S−(n) = Θ.

In terms of the model of S(n) used in Figure 1, the boundary of an elliptic set
will appear as the graph of a nonincreasing function. Next, if F is rotationally
invariant, then Θ is a rotationally invariant set :

Θ = rotΘ := {Q⊤XQ | X ∈ Θ, Q ∈ O(n)}.

Similarly, if F is essentially rotationally invariant, then Θ is essentially ro-
tationally invariant, meaning that there is an invertible B so that B⊤ΘB is
a rotationally invariant set. Finally, Θ is convex whenever F is convex, but
also, for example, if F is merely quasiconvex.

6



Theorem 2 (Necessary condition). Let p ∈ [2,∞], Ω ⊆ R
n be open, and as-

sume that Θ = Θ(F ) ⊆ S(n) is an elliptic, essentially rotationally invariant,
and convex sublevel set of an operator F : S(n) → R.

If every viscosity supersolution of

F (Hu) = 0 in Ω

is W 1,q
loc (Ω) for all q with

0 < q <
n

n− 1
(p− 1),

then there is an invertible n× n matrix B such that

ac(B⊤ΘB) ⊆ Θp. (2.7)

The proofs of Theorem 1 and Proposition 2.1 follow below. The proof of
Theorem 2 is postponed until Section 4.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let 2 < p ≤ n. The associated convex body to the
dominative p-Laplacian is the set

Kp :=
{

A ∈ S(n)
∣

∣

∣

1
n+p−2

I ≤ A ≤ p−1
n+p−2

I, trA = 1
}

.

See Section 3. It is the unique convex and compact subset of S(n) such that
Fp is the support function of Kp. That is,

Fp(X) = max
A∈Kp

〈A,X〉.

Introduce the short-hand
ΘB := B⊤ΘB

and suppose
ac(ΘB) ⊆ Θp

for some invertible matrix B. Let 0 < q < n
n−1

(p− 1), and choose p′ ∈ [2, p)
such that we still have q < n

n−1
(p′ − 1). Now,

Kp′ ⊆ Kp

and we claim that
sup
A∈Kp′

X∈ΘB

〈A,X〉 (2.8)

is finite. Suppose it is not. It is −∞ only if Θ is empty, but then there are
no supersolutions and nothing to prove in the Theorem. There are therefore
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sequences Ak ∈ Kp′ and Xk ∈ ΘB with 〈Ak, Xk〉 → ∞ as k → ∞. By

compactness, we may assume Ak to converge to some A0 ∈ Kp′ and X̂k :=
Xk/‖Xk‖ to converge to some Z in the unit sphere in S(n). Obviously,
lim supk→∞ ‖Xk‖ = ∞, and 〈Ak, X̂k〉 is eventually non-negative. Thus,

0 ≤ 〈A0, Z〉 ≤ max
A∈Kp′

〈A,Z〉 ≤ max
A∈Kp

〈A,Z〉 = Fp(Z) ≤ 0

since Z ∈ ac(ΘB) ⊆ Θp. Therefore, Fp′(Z) = 0 = Fp(Z), which leads to the
contradiction Z = 0 by (2.1).

Let u be a supersolution to F (Hu) = 0 in some Ω ⊆ R
n. Define the

function
v(x) := u

(

Bx
)

− m

2
|x|2

where m is the number (2.8). Suppose φ is a test function touching v from
below at x0 ∈ ΩB := {x | Bx ∈ Ω}, and consider the test function

ψ(y) := φ
(

B−1y
)

+
m

2
y⊤B−⊤B−1y.

Then, ψ(y) ≤ u(y), and at y0 := Bx0 we have ψ(y0) = u(y0). Thus
F (Hψ(y0)) ≤ 0 and

Θ ∋ Hψ(y0) = B−⊤Hφ(x0)B−1 +mB−⊤B−1.

Equivalently,
Hφ(x0) +mI ∈ ΘB.

Now,

Fp′

(

Hφ(x0)
)

= Fp′

(

Hφ(x0) +mI
)

−m

= max
A∈Kp′

〈A,Hφ(x0) +mI〉 −m

≤ sup
A∈Kp′

X∈ΘB

〈A,X〉 −m

= 0,

which proves that v is dominative p′-superharmonic in ΩB. This implies p′-
superharmonicity by Proposition 5 in [Bru20b] and v is then W 1,q

loc (Ω
B) by

Thm 5.18 in [Lin19]. It follows that u(x) = v
(

B−1x
)

+ m
2
x⊤B−⊤B−1x is

W 1,q
loc (Ω) as well.

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

v(x) := u
(
√
Ax
)

− m

2n
|x|2

is superharmonic whenever u is a supersolution of F (Hu) = 0.
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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 c 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 ∅ 6= K = K(G) ⊆ S(n) such that

G(X) = max
A∈K

〈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 K

is a subset of S+(n) := {A ∈ S(n) | A ≥ 0}, and it is rotationally invariant
if and only if

K = rotK := {QAQ⊤ | A ∈ K, Q ∈ O(n)}.
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 ≥ 0 in S(n).

To each such operator we assign a number p ∈ [2,∞].

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 ⊆ S(n) is

p = p(G) :=

{

n+α−2
α−1

, if 1 < α ≤ n,

∞, if α = 1,

where

α = α(G) := min
A∈K

trA

λn(A)
. (3.1)

Observe that p and α are well-defined. In fact, the trace and the largest
eigenvalue λn(A) > 0 are continuous functions of A, and K is compact.
Additionally,

1 =
λn(A)

λn(A)
≤ trA

λn(A)
≤ nλn(A)

λn(A)
= n

for all A ∈ S+(n) \ {0}. The numbers are duals in the sense (α− 1)(p− 1) =
n − 1. As K ⊆ S+(n), one can also note that (3.1) is a minimum of a ratio
of the norms

‖X‖1 :=
n
∑

i=1

|λi(X)| and ‖X‖∞ := max{−λ1(X), λn(X)}.

9



Moreover, α 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, c ≥ 0} in S(n).

As examples, we mention the Pucci operator Fλ,Λ, defined by the convex
body

Kλ,Λ := {A ∈ S(n) | λI ≤ A ≤ ΛI} , 0 < λ ≤ Λ,

and the dominative p-Laplace operator

Fp(X) =
1

n + p− 2

(

trX + (p− 2)λn(X)
)

, p ∈ [2,∞),

F∞(X) = λn(X).

Here, Fp(X) = maxA∈Kp
〈A,X〉 where Kp := K(Fp) must be the convex hull

of the compact subset

Ep :=
{

I + (p− 2)ξξ⊤

n + p− 2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ ∈ S
n−1

}

, p ∈ [2,∞),

E∞ :=
{

ξξ⊤
∣

∣ ξ ∈ S
n−1
}

.

(3.2)

A computation will reveal that

Kp =
{

A ∈ S(n)
∣

∣

∣

1
n+p−2

I ≤ A ≤ p−1
n+p−2

I, trA = 1
}

, p ∈ [2,∞),

K∞ = {A ∈ S(n) | 0 ≤ A ≤ I, trA = 1} ,

and thus,

α(Fp) = min
A∈Kp

trA

λn(A)
=

{

n+p−2
p−1

, p ∈ [2,∞),

1, p = ∞,

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

α(Fλ,Λ) = min
A∈Kλ,Λ

trA

λn(A)
= min

A∈Kλ,Λ

λ1(A) + · · ·+ λn−1(A)

λn(A)
+ 1 =

(n− 1)λ

Λ
+ 1

and p(Fλ,Λ) = Λ/λ+ 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,∞]
be its body cone aperture. Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

cFp(X) ≤ G(X) ∀X ∈ S(n). (3.3)
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For p ∈ [2,∞] we define the lower semicontinuous function wn,p : R
n →

R ∪ {+∞} as

wn,p(x) :=











− p−1
p−n

|x|
p−n

p−1 , 2 ≤ p 6= n,

− ln |x|, p = n,

−|x|, p = ∞,

(3.4)

with the interpretation wn,p(0) = ∞ for p ≤ n. It is a solution to the
dominative p-Laplace equation Fp(Hw) = 0 in R

n \ {0} and it is a viscosity
supersolution in R

n. 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,∞] be its body cone aperture. Then wn,p is a solution to the
equation G(Hw) = 0 in R

n \ {0} and a viscosity supersolution in R
n.

In particular, the bound (3.3) is sharp.
The key ingredient in the proof of Proposition 3.1 is established in the

following Lemma. Due to rotational invariance, it can be conducted in R
n

rather than in S(n). The standard basis vectors are denoted by e1, . . . , en,
and we write 1 := [1, . . . , 1]⊤ = e1 + · · ·+ en ∈ R

n.

Lemma 3.1. Let p ∈ [2,∞] and set p ∈ R
n to be

p :=

{

1
n+p−2

[1, . . . , 1, p− 1]⊤, if p ∈ [2,∞),

[0, . . . , 0, 1]⊤ = en, if p = ∞.
(3.5)

Suppose a = [a1, . . . , an]
⊤ ∈ R

n is a vector such that the sum of its elements
equals the sum of the elements in p, and such that an is equal to the last
entry of p. i.e.,

1

⊤a = 1 = 1

⊤p and e⊤na = e⊤np. (3.6)

Then p is in the convex hull of the set of vectors in R
n obtained by permuting

the elements in a. In symbols,

p ∈ conv{Pa | P ∈ P(n)}

where P(n) is the set of n× n permutation matrices.
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Proof. Let P̃ ∈ P(n− 1) be a permutation with no cycles of order less than
n− 1. For example,

P̃ =















0 0 · · · 0 1
1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 1 0















∈ R
(n−1)×(n−1).

Then P̃ n−1 = In−1 and

P̃ + P̃ 2 + · · ·+ P̃ n−1 = 1̃1̃

⊤

is the (n− 1)× (n− 1) matrix with all ones. Here, 1̃ := [1, . . . , 1]⊤ ∈ R
n−1.

Let

P :=

[

P̃ 0

0⊤ 1

]

∈ P(n),

and write ã := [a1, . . . , an−1]
⊤. Now P k =

[

P̃ k
0

0
⊤ 1

]

so,

conv{Pa | P ∈ P(n)} ∋
n−1
∑

k=1

1

n− 1
P ka

=
1

n− 1

[

1̃1̃

⊤ 0

0⊤ n− 1

] [

ã

an

]

=





1̃

⊤ã

n− 1
1̃

an



 .

By (3.6), this equals p: If p = ∞, then 1̃

⊤ã = 1− an = 0, and when p <∞,

1̃

⊤ã

n− 1
=

1− an
n− 1

=
1− p−1

n+p−2

n− 1
=

1

n + p− 2
.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We have

α = α(G) = min
A∈K

trA

λn(A)
=

trA′

λn(A′)

for some A′ in the associated convex body K of G. Set

c := trA′ > 0

12



and let A0 := A′/c. Then trA0 = 1 and the vector

a := [λ1(A0), . . . , λn(A0)]
⊤

satisfies 1⊤a = 1. Moreover, λn(A0) = 1/α and when p = p(G) ∈ [2,∞] is
the body cone aperture of G, then

e⊤na =
1

α
=

{

p−1
n+p−2

, p ∈ [2,∞),

1, p = ∞,

which equals the last element of the the vector p ∈ R
n given by (3.5) in

Lemma 3.1. Thus,
p ∈ conv{Pa | P ∈ P(n)}. (3.7)

By using the standard property

diag(Pz) = P (diag z)P⊤ ∀z ∈ R
n,

of permutation matrices P , we want to show that the dominative body Kp is
a subset of 1

c
K. Of course, diag : Rn → S(n) is the linear mapping diag z :=

∑n

k=1 zkeke
⊤
k .

Since p = [λ1(E), . . . , λn(E)]
⊤ for every E ∈ Ep (see formula (3.2)), we

can choose Q ∈ O(n) such that Q⊤EQ = diagp. By (3.7) we can write p as
a convex combination

∑

i αiPia. Thus,

Q⊤EQ = diag

(

∑

i

αiPia

)

=
∑

i

αi diag (Pia)

=
∑

i

αiPi(diag a)P
⊤

i

=
1

c

∑

i

αiPiU
⊤A′UP⊤

i

for some U ∈ O(n) diagonalizing A′ ∈ K. The orthogonal matrices Qi :=
QPiU

⊤ then makes

E =
1

c

∑

i

αiQiA
′Q⊤

i ∈ 1

c
conv rot{A′} ⊆ 1

c
conv rotK =

1

c
K.

That is, Ep ⊆ 1
c
K and

Kp = conv Ep ⊆
1

c
K
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as well. Thus, for any X ∈ S(n),

cFp(X) = cmax
A∈Kp

tr(AX) = max
A∈cKp

tr(AX) ≤ max
A∈K

tr(AX) = G(X).

Proof of Proposition 3.2. For p ∈ [2,∞] one can check that the Hessian ma-
trix Hwn,p : R

n \ {0} → S(n) of the fundamental solution is

Hwn,p(x) = |x|−α
(

(α− 1)x̂x̂⊤ − (I − x̂x̂⊤)
)

, x̂ :=
x

|x| ,

where α ∈ [1, n] is related to p as in Definition 3.1. Setting

Λα := diag(α− 1,−1, . . . ,−1) = αe1e
⊤

1 − I,

produces a diagonalization |x|−αΛα of Hwn,p(x). Since G is rotational invari-
ant and positive homogenous,

G(Hwn,p(x)) = |x|−αG(Λα)

and will vanish independently of x 6= 0 if we can show that G(Λα) = 0.
Indeed, when p is the body cone aperture of G, Proposition 3.1 and the fact
trA/λn(A) ≥ α for all A ∈ K yields

0 = cFp(Λα) ≤ G(Λα)

= max
A∈K

tr(AΛα)

= max
A∈K

α e⊤1 Ae1 − trA

≤ max
A∈K

αλn(A)− trA ≤ 0,

and wn,p is a smooth solution of G(Hw) = 0 in R
n \ {0}. There are no test

functions touching the fundamental solution from below at x = 0, and wn,p

is therefore also a viscosity supersolution in R
n.

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

λ trA ≤ F (X + A)− F (X) ≤ Λ trA, ∀A ≥ 0.

Here, 0 < λ ≤ Λ ∈ R are the ellipticity constants of F . The above is
equivalent to

F (X + Y )− F (X) ≤ Fλ,Λ(Y ), ∀X, Y ∈ S(n), (3.8)
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where Fλ,Λ 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 Fλ,Λ is p := Λ

λ
+ 1, Proposition 3.2 and (3.8) implies

that w(x) := wn,p(x) +
1
2
x⊤X0x, X0 ∈ Θ(F ), is a viscosity supersolution of

F (Hu) = 0, which is not in W 1,q
loc (R

n) for

q =
n

n− 1
(p− 1) =

n

n− 1

Λ

λ
.

4 Associated consistent distance operators and

the proof of Theorem 2

Let Θ be a negative elliptic and proper subset of S(n). i.e.,

∅ 6= Θ 6= S(n) and Θ + S−(n) = Θ.

The associated consistent distance operator (acdo) to Θ is the function F
defined on S(n) as

F (X) := − sup{t ∈ R | X + tI ∈ Θ}. (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 Θ is
finite and elliptic (in the standard sense (2.6)). It is 1-Lipschitz and has the
nondegeneracy

F (X + τI)− F (X) = τ

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

The acdo is in fact the signed distance function

F (X) =

{

dist(X, ∂Θ), X /∈ Θ,

− dist(X, ∂Θ), X ∈ Θ,

from the boundary of Θ when the distance dist(X, ∂Θ) := infW∈∂Θ ‖X−W‖∞
is measured in the infinity norm ‖X‖∞ := max{−λ1(X), λn(X)}. For X ∈
S(n), F (X) is the unique number such that

X − F (X)I ∈ ∂Θ. (4.2)

15



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 ∅ 6= Θ 6= S(n) be an elliptic set. Then the following
hold.

(a) If Θ is convex, then F is convex.

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

(c) If ∂Θ is a (hyperplane/subspace) in S(n), then F is (affine/linear).

(d) If Θ is a cone, then F is positively homogeneous. i.e.,

F (cX) = cF (X) ∀c > 0, X ∈ S(n).

(e) If Θ is a convex cone, then F is sublinear.

(f) If Θ 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 Θ
is closed. Let X, Y ∈ S(n) and let γ ∈ [0, 1]. Then Z := γX + (1− γ)Y ∈ Θ
and X − F (X)I ∈ ∂Θ, Y − F (Y )I ∈ ∂Θ. Thus,

Z −
(

γF (X) + (1− γ)F (Y )
)

I = γ
(

X −F (X)I
)

+ (1− γ)
(

Y −F (Y )I
)

∈ Θ,

and

−F (Z) = sup{t | Z + tI ∈ Θ} ≥ −
(

γF (X) + (1− γ)F (Y )
)

.

(b): One can show that Θ̃ := −(S(n) \Θ) is elliptic. Then since

X 7→ −F (−X) = sup{t | −X + tI ∈ Θ}
= inf{t | −X + tI /∈ Θ}
= − sup{t | −X − tI /∈ Θ}
= − sup{t | X + tI ∈ Θ̃}

is convex by (a), it follows that F is concave.
(c): By ellipticity, ∂Θ is necessarily a hyperplane ∂Θ = {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

F (X) =
1

trA
tr(AX)− m

trA
.
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(d): Since X − F (X)I ∈ ∂Θ, then also cX − cF (X)I ∈ ∂Θ when Θ 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

{

t | Q⊤XQ+ tI ∈ Θ
}

=
{

t | Q⊤(X + tI)Q ∈ Θ
}

=
{

t | X + tI ∈ QΘQ⊤
}

= {t | X + tI ∈ Θ} .

A final lemma is needed before we can prove the necessity of the condition
ac(ΘB) ⊂ Θp.

Lemma 4.1. Let Θ ⊆ S(n) be a proper negative elliptic set, and let B ∈ R
n×n

be invertible. Then ΘB := B⊤ΘB and ac(Θ) are again proper negative elliptic
sets. If Θ is rotationally invariant, then so is ac(Θ).

Proof. Let X, Y ∈ S(n) with X ≤ Y and Y ∈ ΘB. Then Y = B⊤Ỹ B for
some Ỹ ∈ Θ. Thus,

X̃ := B−⊤XB−1 ≤ B−⊤Y B−1 = Ỹ

and X̃ ∈ Θ since Θ is an elliptic set. It follows that X = B⊤X̃B ∈ ΘB. The
properness is clear.

Assume now that X ≤ Y ∈ ac(Θ). Let tk → ∞ and Yk ∈ Θ be such that
Yk/tk → Y . Since Θ is elliptic and tk(X−Y ) ≤ 0, we have Yk+tk(X−Y ) ∈ Θ
for each k. Thus,

X = lim
k→∞

Yk + tk(X − Y )

tk
∈ ac(Θ).

The asymptotic cone is nonempty. In fact, S−(n) ⊆ ac(Θ) because if
X ≤ 0 and Y ∈ Θ, then Y + kX ∈ Θ for all k = 1, 2, . . . and

X = lim
k→∞

Y + kX

k
∈ ac(Θ).

On the other hand, intS+(n) ⊆ (S(n) \ ac(Θ)). Because if Z ∈ ac(Θ) and
say, Z ≥ ǫI, then there are Xk ∈ Θ and tk → ∞ so that Xk/tk ≥ (ǫ/2)I for
all sufficiently large k. Thus, eventually

Xk ≥ ǫtk
2
I ≥ Y
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for any Y /∈ Θ. A contradiction.
Finally, for Z ∈ ac(Θ) andQ ∈ O(n) let tk → ∞ andXk ∈ Θ be sequences

so that Xk/tk → Z. Since Θ is rotationally invariant, Q⊤XkQ ∈ Θ for each
k, and since Q⊤XkQ/tk → Q⊤ZQ it follows that Q⊤ZQ ∈ ac(Θ). Therefore,

rot ac(Θ) := {Q⊤ZQ | Z ∈ ac(Θ), Q ∈ O(n)} = ac(Θ).

Proof of Theorem 2. The asymptotic cone ac(ΘB) = ac(B⊤ΘB) is easily
seen to be a closed cone in S(n). As Θ is assumed to be convex, ΘB is con-
vex and so is ac(ΘB). See Section 2.1 and 2.2, and in particular, Proposition
2.1.5 in [AT03]. Moreover, we are there given the equivalent formulations

ac(ΘB) = {Z ∈ S(n) | X + tZ ∈ cl ΘB for all X ∈ ΘB and all t ≥ 0}
= {Z ∈ S(n) | X + tZ ∈ cl ΘB for some X ∈ ΘB and all t ≥ 0}.

Here, cl ΘB denotes the closure of ΘB. For convex sets the above is also
called the recession cone.

The available alternative formula for ac(ΘB) implies ac(ΘB) + {X} ⊆
cl ΘB for all X ∈ ΘB. In particular, since ΘB is elliptic by Lemma 4.1 above
and since Y ∈ cl ΘB ⇒ Y − ǫI ∈ intΘB for all ǫ > 0 by Lemma 3.1 (2) in
[Bru20a], we can pick a large enough m ∈ R so that

ac(ΘB)−m{I} ⊆ ΘB. (4.3)

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

G(X) := − sup{t | X + tI ∈ ac(ΘB)}.

By Lemma 4.1 and the discussion above, ac(ΘB) is a proper and rotation-
ally invariant elliptic convex cone. Therefore, by Proposition 4.2 (e) and
(f), G : S(n) → R is a rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic operator. As
ac(ΘB) is closed, we also note that

G(Z) ≤ 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ ac(ΘB). (4.4)

Let p ∈ [2,∞]. We assume the negation of (2.7) and aim to show that
F (Hu) = 0 has a supersolution not in W 1,q

loc for some

0 < q <
n

n− 1
(p− 1),
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or some 0 < q <∞ in the case p = ∞.
Accordingly, as ac(ΘB) is not a subset of Θp, there is a Z ∈ ac(ΘB) with

Fp(Z) > 0. Let g := p(G) ∈ [2,∞] be the body cone aperture of G, and
assume for the sake of contradiction that g ≥ p. Then Θg ⊆ Θp so Fg(Z) > 0,
and by (4.4) and Proposition 3.1,

0 < cFg(Z) ≤ G(Z) ≤ 0.

Thus, 2 ≤ g < p. Also, for x 6= 0, G(Hwn,g(x)) = 0 by Proposition 3.2,
and Hwn,g(x) ∈ ac(ΘB), again by (4.4). Let x0 ∈ ΩB and let m ∈ R be
the constant from (4.3). Define the lower semicontinuous function v : ΩB →
(−∞,∞] as

v(x) := wn,g(x− x0)−
m

2
|x|2.

This function is not W 1,q
loc (Ω

B) for

q :=
n

n− 1
(g − 1) <

n

n− 1
(p− 1).

There are no test functions touching from below at x0. In ΩB \ {x0}, v is
smooth with Hessian matrix

Hv(x) = Hwn,g(x− x0)−mI ⊆ ac(ΘB)−m{I} ⊆ ΘB

by (4.3). The change of variables u(x) := v
(

B−1x
)

produces a supersolution

u /∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω) as

Hu(x) = B−⊤Hv
(

B−1x
)

B−1 ⊆ Θ

and thus F
(

Hu(x)
)

≤ 0.

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

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

The results in Section 3 are copied from the unpublished part [Bru18] of
my thesis.

References

[AT03] Alfred Auslender and Marc Teboulle. Asymptotic cones and func-
tions in optimization and variational inequalities. Springer Mono-
graphs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2003.

19



[Bru18] Karl K. Brustad. Sublinear elliptic operators (preprint). arxiv:
1802.04297, 2018.

[Bru20a] Karl K. Brustad. On the comparison principle for second order
elliptic equations without first and zeroth order terms (preprint).
arxiv: 2008.08399, 2020.

[Bru20b] Karl K. Brustad. Superposition of p-superharmonic functions. Adv.
Calc. Var., 13(2):155–177, 2020.

[CIL92] Michael G. Crandall, Hitoshi Ishii, and Pierre-Louis Lions. User’s
guide to viscosity solutions of second order partial differential equa-
tions. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 27(1):1–67, 1992.

[JLM01] Petri Juutinen, Peter Lindqvist, and Juan J. Manfredi. On the
equivalence of viscosity solutions and weak solutions for a quasi-
linear equation. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 33(3):699–717, 2001.

[Lin19] Peter Lindqvist. Notes on the stationary p-Laplace equation.
SpringerBriefs in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2019.

[Sch14] Rolf Schneider. Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, vol-
ume 151 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, expanded edition, 2014.

20


	1 Introduction
	2 The main theorems
	3 Rotationally invariant sublinear elliptic operators
	4 Associated consistent distance operators and the proof of Theorem 2

