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BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS FOR SEMILINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITH SINGULAR
POTENTIALS AND MEASURE DATA

MOUSOMI BHAKTA, MOSHE MARCUS, AND PHUOC-TAI NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We study boundary value problems with measure data
in smooth bounded domains €2, for semilinear equations. Specif-
ically we consider problems of the form —Lyu + f(u) = 7 in Q
and tryu = v on 02, where Ly = A+ V, f € C(R) is monotone
increasing with f(0) = 0 and tr yu denotes the measure bound-
ary trace of u associated with Ly. The potential V is typically a
Holder continuous function in Q that blows up at a set F' C 912 as
dist (z, F)~2. In general the above boundary value problem may
not have a solution. We are interested in questions related to the
concept of ‘reduced measures’, introduced in [4] for V = 0. Our
results extend results of [4] and [6] and apply to a larger class of
nonlinear terms f. In the case of signed measures, some of the
present results are new even for V = 0.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be a C? bounded domain in RY, N > 3, and let

LV =A + V
where V € C%(), for some 6 € (0, 1], satisfies the following conditions:
(A1) da>0: [|V(z)|<ad(lx)? VzeQ,

d(z) = dist (z, 09),

(A2) /Q|ng5|2d:):2/ﬂ¢2Vd:E Vo€ Hy(Q).

These conditions imply the existence of a (minimal) Green function Gy
and of the Martin kernel Ky for the operator —Ly . Related to this,
the operator has a ground state that we denote by ®y,. In the present
case ®y is a positive eigenfunction of — Ly with eigenvalue Ay > 0.

The function ®y and the Martin kernel Ky are normalized at a
reference point z¢ €

Py (o) =1, Kv(zo,y) =1 Vye o

Notation. Denote

Ky [v](z) := ., Ky(z,y)dv(y) Yv e M0N),
Gy |r](x) Z:/QG\/(ZL’,y)dT(y) V1 € M(Q; Dy ).

Here 9(0S2) denotes the space of finite Borel measures on 02 and
M(2; Pyy) denotes the space of real Borel measures 7 in §2 such that
Jo @v d|T| < co. Asusual M, (9Q) and M, (Q; @) denote the positive
cones of these spaces.

A function u € L{ () is Ly harmonic (resp. subharmonic, super-
harmonic) in Q if —Lyu = (resp. <, >)0 in Q in the distribution
sense.

By the Martin representation theorem, for every positive Ly har-
monic function w in € there exists v € MM (0€Q) such that v = Ky [v].

By the Riesz decomposition lemma, a positive Ly superharmonic
u can be represented in the form u = p 4+ h where h is the largest



SEMILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 3

Ly harmonic function dominated by u and p is an Ly potential, i.e.
a positive Ly superharmonic function which does not dominate any
positive Ly harmonic.

A function u is an Ly potential if and only if there exists a positive
measure 7 € M(Q; Py ) such that w = Gy [r]. If 7 is a positive Radon
measure then either Gy [7] is finite everywhere in Q or Gy[r] = oc.
Moreover, Gy 1] < oo if and only if 7 € M(€2; Dy ).

For these and other basic potential theory results we refer the reader
to [1]. A brief survey can be found in [15].

In this paper we study boundary value problems of the form

(1.1) —Lyu+ f(u)=7 inQ, tryu=v ondf,
always assuming that

(1.2) f e C(R), fisnon-decreasing, f(0)=0
and

v eMON), 7€M, dy).
Finally tryu, the Ly boundary trace of u, is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. A non-negative Borel function u defined in €2 has an
Ly boundary trace v € M(0N) if

(1.3) lim hu dwi? P :/ hdv Vh e C(Q),
20

n—00 oD,

for every uniformly Lipschitz exhaustion {D,} of € such that =4 € D,
for all n. Here xy is the reference point previously mentioned and
w@O’D" denotes the harmonic measure for Ly in D, relative to xo. The
Ly boundary trace of u is denoted by tryu.

A real Borel function u defined in €2 has an Ly boundary trace if

n

(1.4) sup/ u| dwi?P" < 400
oDy,
and (3] holds.

When V = 0 this definition reduces to the classical definition of
measure boundary trace. Recall that

dw;® = Py, (zo,-)dS on dD,,

where Py, is the Poisson kernel of —Ly in D,,.
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By [17, Lemma 2.3], if (All), (A2) hold, the Ly trace has the following
properties:
(i) try(Ky[v]) =v YveMON),

(1.5) (i) try(Gylr]) =0 Vre MO dy).

Notation. (i) Let (A, o) and (7, v) be two couples of measures in 9(£2; Oy ) x
M(0Q). Then (A, 0) < (7,v) means A < 7 and o < v.
(ii) For g > 0, denote
Dg:={x € Q:(x) > B}, Qz:={reQ:ix)<pf},

(1.6) Yg:={zeQ:dx) =0}

Since € is a C? bounded domain, there exists 8y > 0 such that for

every = € {1z, there is a unique point o(x) € 012 such that |z —o(x)| =
§(x), and & — &(z) is in C%(Qg,) while x — o(z) is in C*(Qp,).
In addition to (AJl) and ([A2]), we assume that the ground state ®y
satisfies the following condition:
There exist ap > 1 and a, a* > 0 satisfying
0<a—-a* < !
— 27
such that for every a > a¢ and every z,z € (g, lying on a normal to

o0
Oy (x) 5(x)"*
() = Y50

Conditions (A, (A2) and (CI)) are assumed, without further men-
tion, throughout the paper.

Definition 1.2. Let (,v) € M(Q; ®y) x M(IN) and u € L ().

(i) w is a solution of (L)) if f(u) € L*(2; ®y ), the equation holds in
the distribution sense and tryu = v.

(i) u is a subsolution of () if f(u) € L'(Q; ®y), —Lyu+ f(u) <7
in the distribution sense and tryu < v.

(C1) ad(x)

A supersolution is defined in the same way with the inverse inequal-
ities.

With this definition, u is a solution of (I.I)) if and only if (see [17,
Lemma 3.1])

(1.7) u+ Gy[f(u)] = Gy[r] + Ky[v] in Q.
If (TI) has a solution we say that (7,r) is a good couple.
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If (0,v) (respectively (7,0)) is a good couple we say that v (respec-
tively 7) is a good measure.

We are interested in questions related to the notion of ‘reduced mea-
sure’ introduced in [4] (for Ly = A). In general, problem (L) is not
solvable for every couple (7, v).

A great deal of research has been devoted to a precise characteri-
zation of good measures or good couples in some specific cases. Most
of this research dealt with the equation —Au + f(u) = 0 in 2 and in
particular with the case f(t) = |t[Psignt, p > 1 (see [0,12,13,24] for
1 < p < 2and [14,2223] for every p > 1 and the references therein).
See also [2] where the problem was treated for a general class of non-
linearities f that satisfy the Keller - Osserman condition.

More recently the characterization of good measures was studied
with respect to the equation —Lyu + f(u) = 0 in €, mainly when V
is the Hardy potential and f(t) = |t|Psignt (see, e.g. [7,[10L18-20]).
The question was also studied in the context of fractional Schrodinger
equations (see, e.g. [11]).

The idea of ‘reduced measure’, introduced in [4], is to provide a

reduction process that converges to the ‘good’ part of 7 and v when
(L) has no solution ]

In [4], the authors study problem (1)) for Ly = A, mainly in the
case where v = 0, 7 € M(Q), assuming that f satisfies ([2) and
vanishes on (—o00,0]. A solution is a function u € L*(2) such that
f(u) € LY(Q) and u satisfies (ILT)) in the weak sense. To determine the
reduced measure the authors consider a sequence of problems

(1.8) —Au+ fo(u)=7 inQ, u=0 on S,

where f,, € C(R) is a non-negative, nondecreasing function, f,, T f and
(L8) has a solution for every 7 € M(Q2). (For instance, the functions
fn are bounded.) One of the main results states (see [4, Theorem 4.1}):

Let wu, be the unique solution of (L&). Then the sequence {u,}
decreases and uv* := lim u,, satisfies

—Au'+ f(u*)=7" inQ, uw =0 on 0,

where 7% is the largest good measure dominated by 7.

In [6] a similar result is established in the case (7, ) € () xM(0N)
(possibly signed measures) assuming as before that f = 0 on (—o0,0].
It is also shown that (7,v) is good if and only if, both 7 and v are good
measures.

1A related notion of 'reduced limit’ was studied in [21], [3].
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When 7, v are signed measures and we drop the assumption ‘f =0
on (—o0,0)’, the situation is more complex even in the case V = 0.

The present definition of a solution of (L)) is necessarily different
from that of weak solution used in [4], [6]. But when V' = 0 these are
essentially equivalent.

In the case where 7 and v are positive our results are similar to those
quoted above.

Let u,, denote the solution of the problem,
(1.9) —Lyu+ fo(u)=7 inQ, tryu=v ondf
where f,, € C(R) is non-decreasing, bounded and (f,)+ T fx.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that f satisfies (L2) and (1,v) € M (Q; Py ) x
M, (00Q). For u, as above: u, | u and

(1.10) —Lyu® + fu?)=7" inQ, tryu” =v%

where (0,0) < (7%, 0%) < (1,v). Moreover, u™ is the largest subsolu-
tion of (LI) and 7%, v¥ are the largest good measures dominated by T
and v respectively.

A corresponding result holds for couples of negative measures (see
Remark [3.6]).

In the case that 7, may be signed measures we prove:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that f satisfies (L2) and (7,v) € M(Y; Dy) x
M(0N). Let (A, o) be a couple of measures such that

(1.11) —(1o,v2) = (N, o) < (714,v4)

and let u, be the solution of (L9) with (T,v) replaced by (A, o).

Every subsequence of {u,} has a limit point with respect to a.e. con-
vergence. If @ is such a limit point then

(1.12) —Lyiu+ f(@)=X\ in Q, tryi=¢
and
(1.13) (—=7_, —v_)* < (A, 6) < (74, )",

Moreover, every couple (X, o) such that
(114> (_T—v _V—)# = (>\70) = (T+7V+>#

15 a good couple.

This naturally leads to the following question: If (A, o) is a good
couple in the interval (LII]) does it necessarily satisfy (L14])?
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As shown below, if f vanishes in (—o0, 0], the answer is positive. In
the general case this is an open question.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that f satisfies (L2)) and that f(t) = 0 for
t <0. Let (1,v) € M(Q; Py) x M(ONY). Then (1,v) is a good couple if
and only if

(1.15) (1,v) < (Tf, I/f)

where Tf and I/f are the largest good measures dominated by 7. and

v, respectively]
Consequently, (1,v) is a good couple with respect to (ILT) if and only
if T and v separately are good measures.

This result extends [0, Theorem 6].

Our main tools include: two-sided estimates of Gy [7], 7 € M (Q; Dy ),
and Ky [v], v € M (0Q) [16], the inverse maximum principle [§], Kato’s
inequality and its extension due to [5] and a result of [4] regarding the
diffuse part of reduced measures.

Here is the plan of the paper. In Section 2 we recall the estimates
of [16] as well as properties of sub and supersolutions established in [17]
that are frequently used in the present paper. In Section 3 we study the
problem of reduced couple for (I.I]) with positive measures. Theorem
is a consequence of Theorems [3.1] and Section 4 is devoted
to problem (L)) with signed measures. Theorem [[4] is a consequence
of Theorem [4.1] and Proposition 4.2 The section is completed by the
proof of Theorem

2. SOME RESULTS ON SUB AND SUPERSOLUTIONS.

In this section we gather several results from [16] and [I7] that are
frequently used in the sequel.
2.1. Estimates of Ly harmonic functions and Ly potentials.

The estimates stated below are derived in [16].

Theorem 2.1. ( [16, Theorem 3.1]) Assume that (Adl), (A2) and (CI)
hold. Then for any v € M (0N),

1 P
Sllmony < [ SRS < Cllmony V5 € (0,50),
Xs

where the constant C' depends on a, ) and the constants in (CI)).

2Note that, when f =0 on (=00, 0], the couple (—7_, —v_) is always good.
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Next is an estimate of Ly potentials.

Theorem 2.2. ( [10, Theorems 3.3 and 3.4])

(i) Assume (Al and (A2) hold. Then there exists a constant ¢
depending on a, Q such that, for every T € M, (Q; Dy),

1/(I)VdTS/‘&(G\/[T]dl’
C Jo Q 1)

(ii) Assume (AIl), (A2) and (CI) hold. Then there exists ¢ > 0
depending on @, Q0 and the constants in (CI)) such that for every T €

m-l—(Q? (I)V)f o
/ TVGV[T] dx < c'/ Oy dr.
Q Q

2.2. Remarks on subsolutions and supersolutions. We list some
properties of subsolutions and supersolutions from [17].

Lemma 2.3. Let w € Li. (Q) be a non-negative Ly subharmonic func-
tion. If tryw = 0 then w = 0.

This is a consequence of [I7, Corollary 2.6].

Lemma 2.4. ( [17, Corollary 2.8]) Let u € L () and suppose that

loc
—Lyu = 17 € M(Q; dy). In addition assume that for some smooth

exhaustion {D,} of Q,

(2.1) sup /6[) Py o (xo,y)|u(y)|dS(y) < +o0.

n

Then tryu =: v ezists and u = Gy [r] + Ky [v] in Q.

Remark. If tryu exists then, by definition, (2.1]) holds.

If u > 0, condition (27]) is not needed. In this case the result (stated
below) is a consequence of the Riesz decomposition lemma.

Lemma 2.5. ( [17, Lemma 2.11]) Let w € L. () be a positive func-

loc

tion such that —Lyu = 7 € M(Q; ®y). Then u has an Ly boundary
trace, say v, and u = Gy|[1] + Ky[v] in Q.

Notation. A function w is Ly perfect if u = Gy[r] + Ky [v] for some
T € M(Q; y) and v € M(IN).

Lemma 2.6. ( [17, Lemma 3.3]) Suppose that u is an Ly perfect func-
tion. If tryu < 0 then tryu, = 0.

Consider the equation
(2.2) —Lyu+ f(u) =7 in Q
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and the boundary value problem
(2.3) —Lyu+ f(u)=7 inQ, tryu=uv,
where f satisfies (L2), 7 € IM(Q; Oy ) and v € M(ON).

Definition 2.7. Let v € Li.(Q2) be a function such that f(u) €
Lige(€2).

The function u is a subsolution (supersolution) of ([2.2)) if —Lyu +
f(u) < (>)7 in  in the distribution sense.

The function w is a subsolution (supersolution) of (2.3)) if it is a
subsolution (supersolution) of ([2.2), f(u) € L'(Q;®y) and u has an
Ly boundary trace such that tryu < v (tryu > v).

Lemma 2.8. ( [17, Lemma 3.1]) Assume that u € L () and f(u) €
Ll(Q7 (I)V)
If u is a subsolution (resp. supersolution) of problem ([23)) then u is

Ly perfect. More precisely, there exist measures A € 9, (Q2; Py) and
o € M (0) such that:

u=Gy[r— f(u) = A+ Ky[v — o]
(u=Gy[r — f(u) + A\ + Ky [v + o]).

Lemma 2.9. ( [17, Lemma 3.4]) (i) Let uy (resp. us) be a supersolu-
tion (resp. subsolution) of (2.3). Then us < u;.

(i1) Problem (23) has at most one solution.

(2.4)

Lemma 2.10. ( [17, Corollary 3.7]) Suppose that uy, uy are respec-
tively a supersolution and a subsolution of [22) such that f(u;) €
LY ®y). Ifu; has an Ly boundary trace, say vy, i = 1,2, and vy < 11
then problem [23)) has a (unique) solution for every measure v such
that vy < v < .

3. THE REDUCED MEASURES FOR COUPLES OF POSITIVE

MEASURES.

Notation. If f and g are two non-negative functions on a set X, we say
that f and g are similar if there exists ¢ > 0 such that

1
Ef(x) <g(x) <cf(x) VrelX.
This relation is denoted by f ~ g.

Theorem 3.1. Let (1,v) € M (2 Py) x M (0Q). Let {fn} be a
sequence of continuous, bounded, non-decreasing functions on R such

that f,(0) =0 and (fu)+ T f=-
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Then the boundary value problem
(3.1) —Lyu+ fo(u) =7 in ), tryu=mv,
has a unique solution u, = u,(7,v). The sequence {u,} is a decreas-
ing sequence of positive functions and its limit u# = u¥(7,v) has the
following properties.

(a) u? satisfies
(32) Hu#HLl(Q;q)V/&) + Hf(u#)HLl(Q;év) < C(H”Hzm(am + HT||5)JT(Q;‘1>V))
and
(3.3) u? + Gylf(u?)] < Gy[r] + Ky[v] = @ in Q.

(b) There exists a non-negative measure 7" < 7 such that
(3.4) —Lyu® + f(u®) =77 in Q.

(c) u* has Ly boundary trace 0 < v# < v. Thus
(3.5) u? + Gy [f (u?)] = Gy [7#] + Ky [v?]  in Q.

(d) u¥ is the largest subsolution of problem
(3.6) —Lyu+ f(u)=7 inQ, tryu=uw.
In particular, if B.6) has a solution u then u* = u, 7" = 7 and
vt =v.
Proof. The function @ := Ky [v] + Gy [7] is a supersolution of the equa-
tion

—Lyu+ fo(u) =7 inQ

and tryw = v. Obviously v = 0 is a subsolution, v < w and f,(w) €
Ll(Q; (I)V)

Therefore, by Lemma 210, there exists a unique solution u,
un(7,v) of the boundary value problem (B satisfying 0 < u,, <
in 2. The solution w,, satisfies

(3.7) tn + Gy fo(un)] = Gylr] + Ky[] = @ in Q.

Put w := u,11—u,. Then wis Ly perfect and tr yw = 0. Consequently,
by Lemma 2.6] tryw, = 0. Furthermore

—Lyw + fri1(tns1) — fu(u,) =0 in Q.
By Kato’s inequality
—Lywy + (fry1(Uni1) — foluy))sign ;w <0 in Q.
In the set {z € Q: wy > 0}:
Jor1(Uny1) = falun) > fori(un) — fo(u,) > 0.

i
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Thus w, is Ly subharmonic in 2. As tryw, = 0, Lemma yields
wy =0, i.e., upy1 < uy, in

(a) Let u# = limu,, then 0 < u# < @ in Q. By Dini’s Lemma,
fo(u,) — f(u?) a.e. in Q. Therefore, by ([3.7) and Fatou’s lemma, we

obtain (3.3).
By Theorems 2.1] and 2.2] we have

)
/ Fido= [ FE+ G dr ~ Irlmgon) + [l

Q 5

Therefore, multiplying (B:'_ZI) by &y / ) and integrating over €2, we obtain
the following similarity relations

d
/un—vdx—l-/fn(un)ébvdx
Q Q

(3.8) ~ /Q @5V dx + /Q %Gv[fn(un)] dz

Dy
= /QwT dx ~ ||THgm(Q;<1>V) + HVHzm(aQ)-

Letting n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, we obtain (3.2)).
(b) Let ¢ € C°(£2). Multiplying (8.7) by —Ly ¢ and integrating over
(), we obtain

—/{;unLngl’—/QG\/'[fn(un)]LVcdSL’:—/{;Gv[T]chdl’

We used the fact that Ky [v] is Ly harmonic. Further, for every 7 €
9)?((27 (I)V>7 —Lva[T] =T, i.e.,

—/QGV[T]Lngx:/diT.
—/QunLVCd:)s—l—/an(un)Cd:E:/QCdT.

Recall that {u,} converges to u* and is dominated by u; in L' (£2; @y, /4)
and { f,(u,)} converges to f(u#) and — by ([3.8) — is bounded in L(§2; ®y/).
Consequently, using Fatou’s lemma,

—C’/QCdxg—/Qu#ngd:c—i—/Qf(u#)Cde/QQdT

for every 0 < ¢ € C°(2) where C' > 0 a constant independent of .
Thus there exists a bounded measure 7# < 7 such that (3.4) holds.

Hence
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Now, in Lemma [3.4] below, it is shown that 7# > 7,;. This is based
only on the assumptions of the present theorem, the definition of u#
as the limit of the decreasing sequence {u,} and what is proved above.
Therefore, as 7 > 0, we conclude that 7% > 0. This completes the
proof of part (b).

(c) By (B3), u* < w. Since tryw exists and u# > 0, it follows that

n

swé Py(0, )0 (9)|dS () <
D’!L

sup [ Pra(ro, ) o()dS(y) < +oc,
0D,

n

By B4), as f(u?) € LY(Q; ®y), the function v = u# + Gy [f(u?)]
satisfies —Lyv = 7 and v > 0. Therefore, by Lemma 2.4 and (L5,
try v =: v* exists, try u? = try v and (B3.5) holds. As 0 < u# <,

0< v <tryw=v.
(d) Let w be a positive subsolution of (3.6]). Then
—Lyw+ fo(w) < —Lyw+ f(w) <7 inQ, tryw <.
On the other hand, we have
—Lyu, + folu,) =7 inQ, tryu, =r.

By Lemma 2.9, w < u,, and thus w < u*. This proves (d).

Obviously, if ([3.6) has a solution u then it is the largest subsolution
of the problem so that u” = u. O

Definition 3.2. A measure 7 € M, (Q; Dy ) is a good measure with
respect to f if there exists a solution u of equation (2.2) such that
f(u) € LY Dy ).

A couple of measures (7,v) € M (2; Py ) x M, (9N) is a good couple
with respect to f if there exists a solution u of problem (B.6l).

The couple (77, %) that satisfies (3.5) is called the reduced couple
of (1,v).

Remark 3.3. We note that as a consequence of Theorem Bl parts (b)
and (c):

(i) For every v € 9, (092) the reduced couple of (0,v) is (0, v*) where
v* is the largest good measure dominated by v.

(ii) For every 7 € M, (Q; Py ) the reduced couple of (7,0) is (7%,0)
where 7* is the largest good measure dominated by 7.
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Notation. (a) Let 7 € 9, (Q; ®y). Denote by 77 (v) the measure 7
in Theorem Bl In particular 7#(0) is the reduced measure of problem

Lyu+ f(u)=7 inQ, tryu=0.

(b) Let A be a Borel measure in €2 such that A = A, — A_ where AL
are positive Radon measures. It is well-known (see e.g. [4]) that A has
a unique representation of the form A = A\, + A\; where \; vanishes on
sets of (Newtonian) capacity zero while A, is concentrated on a set of
zero capacity. We say that A\; is the diffuse part of A while ). is the
concentrated part of \. If A = Ay we say that X is a diffuse measure. If
A = \. we say that A is a concentrated measure.

For the proof of the next theorem we need a version of [4, Lemma
4.1] suitable for the present problem. The proof is essentially the same
as in [4], but some slight modifications are needed. For the convenience
of the reader we provide the proof below.

Lemma 3.4. Let (1,v) € M (Q; Py) x M (0NN). Then under the
assumptions and with the notation of Theorem [31, we have

(3.9) ™ >1 and (77)g =14

Proof. Let u,, be the solution of (.I]). Then w,, > 0, the sequence {u,}
is decreasing and, as in Theorem B.1], the function v# := lim u,, satisfies

(3.10) —Lyu® + f(u®) =77 in Q,

where 7% is a measure such that 7% < 7.
Denote T(s) := min(k, s), s € R. By [5] and [4, Corollary 4.9],

ATy (un) < Xjun<w])(Atn)a + ((Atn)e) s+,

where Y4 denotes the characteristic function of A C RY™. Since u,,
satisfies (B.1]), we obtain

(Aup)g = =V, + fulun) — 10, (Auy)e = —7,.
As 7 > 0, these relations and the previous inequality yield

ATy (un) < Xjun<h)(=Vtn + fr(un) — 7a) in €,
and

—Ly Ty (un) > =V Ti(tn) + Xup<i) (Vten — fr(tn) + 74)
= ~X[un>kVE = Xun<t) (fu(tn) — 7a).

Since Xfu,<k] fn(Un) < frn(Th(uy)), it follows that
(3.11) =Ly T(un) + fo(Tk(tn)) = —=Xjunsk |V |tn + X<k 7a  in Q.
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Let ¢ € C°(Q) and ¢ > 0. Since 0 < u,, < uy, (BII) yields
- [ BwLvcdn+ [ fuTiu))cds =
Q Q

_/X[U1>k]‘v|ulcd$+/X[u1Sk]Cde-
0 Q

By the dominated convergence theorem, letting n — oo, we obtain

- [ T+ [ gt i >
Q Q
_/X[u1>k]|v|ulcdx+/X[u1<k}cd7—d-
Q Q

Finally, letting £ — oo, we obtain

—/Qu#LVCd:)H—/Qf(u#)CdIZ/QCde-

In view of (BI0) this implies 7# > 7, and therefore (77)4 > 74. As
7# < 7 we obtain (7%); = 74. This proves (3.9). O

Theorem 3.5. Under the assumptions and with the notation of The-

orem[3.1], the following statements hold.

(i) For every T, v* = v* with v* as in Remark[33 Thus v* does
not depend on the data 7.

(ii) For every v, 7% = 7% with 7 as in Remark[3.3. Thus 7% does
not depend on the boundary data v.

(111) Let (0,0) < (A, 0) < (7,v). Then problem
—Lyu+ f(u) =X nQ, tryu=o,
has a solution if and only if (A, o) < (7%,v%).
Proof. (i) Let u,(r,v), u”(7,v) and (7#,v%) be as in Theorem B.Il
For simplicity, we write u* = u#(0,v) and u” = u#(7,v). Since 0 <
u,(0,v) < u,(7,v), it follows that 0 < u* < u¥ in Q. Therefore, using
Theorem B.Tl(c), we obtain

(3.12) v =tryut < tryu =0 <.
Consequently u* is a subsolution of problem
(3.13) ~Lyu+ f(u)=0 inQ, tryu=v".

Obviously u is a supersolution of (3.13)). Hence, by Lemma 210, there
exists a unique solution © of problem ([3.I3) and 0 < u* < v < u#. By
Theorem B.I] w* is the largest solution of the equation —Lyu+ f(u) =0
in 2 with Ly boundary trace < v. Thus v < u* and consequently
v# =tryo < tryu* = v*. This inequality and (3.12) imply v# = v*.
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(ii) Here we denote by R(7,v) the reduced couple of (7, v). For given
7 we denote by 77 (v) the first component of R(r,v).

In view of Theorem B.I(d),
R(t,v*) = R(r,v), 77 (v)=1*").
Hence, as v = v*,
(3.14) R(1,v) = R(t,v"), u¥(r,v) =u(r,1").
Therefore, in this part of the proof we may assume that v = v*.
Step L. If vy, 5 € M, (0N) and 14 < vy then
(3.15) ™ (1) > 7 ().

Proof. The assumption implies that v < vj. Therefore by (B.14]), we
may assume that vy, 15 are good measures with respect to (3.6]).

Let A be a measure such that 0 < A < 7 and suppose that there
exists a solution us of

—Lu+ f(u) =X inQ, tryu=uw,.
Then w5 is a supersolution of
(3.16) —Lu+ f(u) =X inQ, tryu=uy.
We also know that there exists A\* < X such that the following prob-
lem has a solution wu;:
—Lu+ f(u) =\ inQ, tryu=u.

The function w4 is a subsolution of (3.16) and, by Lemma 2.9 u; < us.
Hence there exists a solution v of (3.16]). Clearly, v is a subsolution of

—Lyu+ f(u)=7 inQ, tryu=un

and therefore, by Theorem Bl (d), A < 7% (v;). As A = 77 (1) satisfies
the conditions required above, this implies (B.15]).

Step 1I. With v* as before we prove that
(3.17) () = 77(0).

Let uf be the solution of

—Lyu+ f(u) =77(0) inQ, tryu=0.
Then i is a subsolution of (3.6). By Theorem BI(d) and (314,
ul < u¥(r,v) = u¥(r,0").
Let w := u#(7,v*) — u so that
—Lyw+ f®(r,v") — f(ul) = 77 (") — 77(0) in Q.
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As w > 0, by the inverse maximum principle [§],
~(Aw), = (1% () = 7(0)). 2 0.
Moreover, by Lemma, [3.4],
(W )g = 17(0)g = Ta.
Hence 77 (v*) > 77(0). On the other hand, by step I, 77 (v*) < 77(0).

This proves (3.17).

(iii) This is a simple consequence of statements (i) and (ii) and The-

orem B.1[(d). O
Remark 3.6. Given a real function h on R, denote by h the function
given by

h(t) .= —h(—t) VteR.

Let f,, 7,v be as in Theorem 3.1l If w, is the solution of the bound-
ary value problem
—Lyw+ fulw) =7 inQ, tryw=u,
then z,, = —w,, satisfies
—Lyz,+ folzn) = —T7 inQ, tryz,=—u

Since fn has the same properties as f,, the sequence {w, } has the same
properties as the sequence {u,} in Theorem [3.1]

Accordingly, for (7,v) € M (Q; Py ) x M, (0N) the reduced measures
for —7 and —v and the corresponding reduced couple are given by

()t i==(h), (—0)* = —]),

(=) = =((r)) = (=), (=),

(The subscript f above indicates that the reduced measure or couple
is defined relative to this function.)

(3.18)

In this case (—7)# and (—v)# are the smallest good measures dom-
inating —7 and —v respectively. The relation between the solutions
corresponding to the reduced couples is given below

u (=7, —v) = —u?(T, v).

Here again the notation u? indicates that the reduced couple and

the corresponding solution is defined relative to f .

In view of this remark, the results of Theorems [31 and [3.3, with
obvious modifications, also apply to couples of negative measures.
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4. SIGNED MEASURES

Theorem 4.1. Let 7 € M(Q;Py) and v € M(ON). Let 71,75 €
M (2 Py) and vy, v5 € M, (ON) be measures such that

(4.1) -1 <7<, -—uv<vi.

Let {f.} be a sequence of functions as in Theorem [31l. Then the

boundary value problem ([BJ)) has a unique solution wu, = u,(T,v).
The following statements hold.
(a) The sequence {uy,} is bounded in W,-P(Q) for every p € [1, 2.
Consequently every subsequence has a limit point in the sense of con-

vergence in Lj () and convergence a.e. in €.
If {un, } is a subsequence of {u,} converging to i a.e. then:

(1) U, — G in L' Dy /6),
(11)  fop(Uny) = f(7) a.e. in Q.

(b) The following inequality holds

(4.2)

(4.3) [/l 2wy /) 1L @) r@ev) < C Y (I7illamosey) +1|villmon))-
i=1.2

(¢) There exist T € M(Y; Py) and v € M(ON) such that
(4.4) (—m)* <7<, (—n)¥ <<l
and

4+ Gy[f(a)] = Gy[7] + Ky [P] in €.

Thus u is the solution of the boundary value problem
(4.5) —Lyu+ f(a)=7 inQ, tryu=7r.
Proof. Let vy, denote the solution of the boundary value problem
(4.6) —Lyv+ f,(v) =7 inQ, tryv=uws,
and vy ,, denote the solution of the boundary value problem
(4.7) —Lyv+ f,(v) =—71 InQ, tryv=—u.

By Theorem B.Iland Remark 8.6 v,,, and —v; ,, are positive and the
following inequalities hold

Hvi,n HLl(Q;@v/é)"'_an(Ui,n) ||L1(Q;<I>v)

(4.8) |
<C([|rillm@:ev) + IWillmee)), =12
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Moreover,

Ui T ’Uf&(—T, —V) =t wy, Vi, U#(T, v) =:wy a.e. in

ff) e i oy), i=12
and there exist
o, (—m)* € M Dy), v, (—v1)* € M(0Q)

such that
(49) —Lywsy + flwy) =7 in Q, trywy = v,
—Lyw;, + f(wy) = (—m)* inQ, tryw; = (—n)¥.

The monotone convergence of the sequences {v; ,} and (A8]) imply

(4.10) Vi — w; in LY(Q; Oy /6)
and, by Dini’s lemma,
(4.11) fa(vin) = f(w;) ae inQ, i=1,2.

(a) By (3 and (£4), we have
_LV(un - 'U2,n) + fn(un) - fn(v2,n) =T — T2 in (2
try (uy, — von) =V — o

(4.12)

By @), 7—7 < 0 and v — 15 < 0. Therefore, using Kato’s inequality,
we obtain — Ly (u,—v2,)+ < 0 and, by LemmalZ6] try (u,—v2,)+ = 0.
By Lemma 23] (u,, — v2,)+ = 0, which implies

(4.13) Uy < Vgp in (L

Similarly, by (81) and (£7), we obtain
(4.14) Vi < U, in .
(Recall that vy, <0.) Thus
(4.15) |un| < max{—vy,,v2,} in Q.
This inequality and the monotonicity of f,, imply that

(4.16) [Falua)] < mas{ fu(=v1), fulvan)} in Q.

Inequalities (£10]), (£10) and (L8) together with the fact that V' is lo-
cally bounded in © imply that {|Vu, + f,(u,)|} is bounded in L (D).
Consequently {u,} is bounded in W,-*(Q) for every p € [1, 2.
Therefore {u,} is precompact in L} (€2). Hence there exists a sub-

sequence {u,, }) that converges to a function @ in L? (Q) and a.e. in
Q.
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By the generalized dominated convergence theorem, the convergence
of {uy, } to @ a.e. in Q, (4I5) and (4I0) imply [2) (i).
The assumption f* 1 f* and Dini’s lemma imply (2) (ii).

To simplify the presentation, in the remainder of the proof we assume
that {u,} is a sequence converging a.e. to .

(b) By (£1%3), (£8)) and ([&2))(i), we obtain
1@l 2@y ) = 1 {Junl| 2 @:ey /a)

<C Z(”Tinm(ﬂ;@v) + [|villman))-

i=1,2

By Fatou’s lemma, (£.16]), (4.8)) and (£.2) yield
@l rn) < o [1fuwn) [oxgan)

< limsup || maX{fn(_ULn)a fn(vln)}HLl(Q;CI’v)

n—oo

=C Z(HTZ'HW(Q;%) + ||villomcan)-

i=1,2

This proves (4.3)).

(¢) Inequalities (£13) and @I4) imply wy; < @ < wy a.e. in .
Let ¢ € C°(Q) and ¢ > 0. By (&12),
(4.17)

~ [ = w LG+ [ (o) = fuw)cde = [ Catr= ),
By (@&I3), [@IT) and Fatow’s lemma,
[ )~ f@cds < tmint [ (f(uz) = fun))Cdr
Therefore, by (EIT) and (@I0),
(418) ~ [ (wa = 0)LCdr+ [ (fluws) = @) de < [ calra 7).

By (@I7), we have

/(Ug’n — uy,) Ly (dx
Q

< /Q (Falvan) = Fulun))C da + /Q Cd(r, — 7).
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By (), (15 and (@I0),
0< / (Falvzn) — fulwn))C de + / Cd(ry — )

< esup(¢/Py)( Z(HTiHsm(Q;q»V) + [¥illanony + ||TH9JI(Q;<I>V))
1=1,2

< Csup(¢/®y).

Since
lim [ (ve, — u,)Ly(dx = /(’U}g —u)Ly(dx,

it follows that

< Csup(¢/®vy).

/(w2 —a)Ly(dx
Q

Hence, by (4I8), there exists a measure A < 75 — 7 such that A €
M(Q; Py) and

- [ a)Lvcds + [ (wn) — f@)Cdr = [ car Wee cz@
Q Q Q
or equivalently,
(4.19) —Ly(wy —a) + f(wy) — f(u) =X in €.
Consequently, by (4.9),
(4.20) —Lya+ f(i)=7 inQ where 7:=7f —A>71 —n+1.
Next, by (81 and (£1), for ¢ € C°(Q),
~ [ = vatvcde s [ (falun) = o) ds = [ Catr+ 1)
Q Q Q

By the same argument as above it follows that there exists a measure
N < 11 + 7 such that X € M(Q; dy) and

(4.21) —Ly(t—w)+ f(a) — f(w)) =X inQ.
Consequently, by (49),
(4.22) F=N+ () <n+7+ ()"

Next we show that 7 satisfies (4.4]). By Lemma [3.4]
(4.23) (1)a= (), (=1)*)a = =(1)a-
Therefore, by ([{20)), 7, > 74 and by [@22), 74 < 74. Thus
(4.24) Td = 7~_d-
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By (@.19) and ([.20),
—Ly(wy — @) + f(ws) — f(@) =75 —F in Q.
Since 4 and wy are diffuse and f(0) = 0, it follows that
(4.25) (~A(wy = @) = (737 7).

As wy—u > 0, by the inverse maximum principle [§], (—A(wy—1)). > 0.
Consequently,
(rf — 7). > 0.

As 7 <1y, ([@23), (£24]) yield,
(75 )a = (72)a > 74 = Fa.
This inequality and (£25) imply
(4.26) F<1f.
Similarly by (A21]) and (£22]),
—Ly (@ —wy) + f(@) = flwy) =7 = (=1)"  in Q.

Since ©—w; > 0, another application of the inverse maximum principle
yields (—A(@ — wy)),. > 0 and consequently

(1.27) (F— (cr)#)e > 0.
As = <7, [@23), @24) imply

Ta=14 2 (—1)a = ((-71)
This and ([£27) yield

#) g
’7~' Z (—’7'1)#.
Finally, this and (4.26) imply (4.4]) with respect to 7.

It remains to show that u has an Ly boundary trace and that the
second inequality in (&4) holds.

By (@19) —Ly (wy — @) = p where p € MM(Q; Oy). Since we —u > 0,
by Lemma 2.5 wy — @ has an Ly boundary trace, say o, and wy — 4 =
Gy [p] + Ky |o]. Obviously o > 0. Therefore
tryu =tryws —o <trywy = I/f.
Similarly, starting with (£2I)) we conclude that there exists o' €
M(0NQ) such that try (@ —wy) = o’ > 0. Therefore

try i = o 4+ tryw, > tryw; = (—v)7.
This completes the proof. O

The theorem is complemented by the following consequence of [17,
Corollary 3.7] (see Lemma 2.10]).
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Proposition 4.2. Let (\;, 0;) € M(Q; Py ) x M(0N), 1 = 1,2. Suppose
that these are good couples with respect to (1)) and that (A,01) <
(A2, 02). Then, every couple (N, o) such that

(428) ()\1,0'1) < ()\,O') < ()\2,0'2)

s a good couple.

Proof. Let v; be the solution corresponding to the couple (\;, 0;), i =
1,2 and let (A, o) be as in ([428). Then vy is a supersolution and v;
a subsolution of equation —Lyu + f(u) = A and tryv; < o < tryovs.
Therefore the stated result is a consequence of Lemma 2.10]). O

Remark. As mentioned before, Theorem [4.1] and Proposition im-
ply Theorem [I.4l However we emphasize that, in contrast to Theorem
41l in Proposition (Ai, 0;) may be couples of signed measures.

Proposition 4.3. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem[4.1], as-
sume that (12, v2) and (—11, —v1) are good couples.

Suppose that (—11, —v1) < (1,v) < (72, 10). (By the previous result,
(1,v) is a good couple.) Let u be the solution of problem [2.3) and let
u, denote the solution of the ‘approximating’ problem

—Lvu + fn(U) =T in Q, tryu = v.

If @y satisfies the additional condition

(4.29) / ®%/6dS —0 asB—0
2

then u, — u, i.e. U = u.

Proof. We use the notation in the proof of Theorem [4.1l
Let vy, and vy, be the solutions of (A7) and (4.6]). Then

(4.30) Ui < up < Vg, in

The sequences {v;,}, i = 1,2 satisfy (£I0) and (4.I1)). In addition, by
Proposition [A.T] (see Appendix),

(4.31) Fulvin) — f(w;) in L' dy).
By (430) and the monotonicity of f,,
fn(vl,n) S fn(un) S fn(vln) in €.
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Therefore, taking a subsequence for which (4.2]) holds, the (generalized)
dominated convergence theorem implies f,(u,) — f(@) in L'(Q; ®y/)
as n — 0o. Hence, by Theorem 2.2]

Gylfu(w)] = Gylf(@)] in L1 Py /o)
By (£2), u, — @ in L'(; @y /§). As
Un + Gy fo(u,)] = Gyr] + Ky [v] in Q
we conclude that
u+ Gy[f(a)] =Gy[r] + Ky[v] in Q.
Thus @ is a solution of (2.3). By uniqueness (Lemma 2.9), @ = u. O

Proof of Theorem [1.53. Since f vanishes on (—oo, 0], if w is a real
function on 2 then

(4.32) Fw) = Flwy) + f(—w_) = f(w,).

Suppose that (7,v) is a good couple, i.e. ([B.6) has a solution u such
that f(u) € LY(Q; Py).

Let u, and 4 be as in Theorem A1l In view of (432), {u,} is
decreasing (by Lemma 2.9]) and @ = lim u,,.

Let w be a subsolution of ([B3.6) such that f(w) € L'(; ®y). Then
—Lyw+ fo(w) < —Lyw+ f(wy) <7 in§, tryw<w.

As wu, satisfies (B.I]), Lemma implies that w < u,. Thus w < @
and, in particular,

(4.33) u<a in Q.

Let v := 4 — u. Then v > 0, Av is a measure and therefore, by the
inverse maximum principle,
(—Av)e = (T = 7)e
As in the proof of Theorem (1] (see [d.24)) 74 = 74. Therefore
T<T.

In addition, by (433,

v=tryu <tryu=vo.
Thus
(4.34) (r,v) < (T,D).

If (1,11) := (7_,v_) and (72, 1) := (74, vy ) then 7, v satisfy (1)
and by Theorem FTI(c),

(4.35) (7,0) < (1, vy)*.
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Hence, by (4.34]), we obtain (LIH]).

Conversely, assume that (7, v) satisfies (LI5]). Recall that every cou-
ple of negative measures is good relative to f. Therefore, by Proposi-
tion 4.2l the relation

_(T—v V—) = (Tv V) = (T—H V—I—)#
implies that (7,v) is a good couple.
The last assertion of the theorem is obvious. O
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APPENDIX A.

We prove an auxilliary result that is used in the proof of Proposition
4.9

Proposition A.1. Assume (Al), (A2), (CI) and ([E29) hold. Suppose
that (1,v) € M, (Q; Py) x M, (IN) is a good couple of measures. Let

u be the corresponding solution of problem ([B.06) and u, be the solution

of BI)). Then
Uy —u in LN @y /), folun) — f(u) in L'(Q; ®y).

The proof is based on the following lemma that was established in [20]
for a more restricted class of potentials.

Lemma A.2. Assume (All), (A2), (CI) and [@29) hold. Let T €

M(Q; Py) and let Ny be the eigenvalue of —Ly corresponding to @y .
Then
(al) )‘V / Gv[T](I)V dr = — / Gv[T]LV(I)V dr = / (I)V dr.
Q Q Q
Proof. By linearity, we may assume that 7 > 0. For § > 0, put

[5(7—) = —Avf Gv[T]va dx —l—/ CDV dT,
Dg Dg

where D = {x € Q: §(x) > B}. To prove (adl) we show that
(a.2) lim I5(7) = 0.
B—0
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By Theorem (ii),

7)< C / Oy dr.
)
Given € > 0 we choose 0 < « sufficiently small so that, for 7, := L
(a.3) Io(7y) < e
Therefore it is sufficient to prove

};11}%15(7' —7y) =0.

Thus it is sufficient to prove (a.2]) when 7 has compact support in €.
Let 8, = %dist (supp7,09) and let 8 € (0,5,). Applying Green’s
theorem in Dg, we obtain

Avf Gv[T]va dr = —/ Gv[’T]chbvdl’
Dg DB

= by dr + 0Gvlr (I) dS(x _8([)\/ Gy[r]dS(x).
on
Dg X g

Thus

(a.4) H@:—Lfég By dS(x l;@ia, S(x).

Note that
Gv(z,y) ~ ®y(z) V(z,y) € Qs, X suppT.

Therefore
(a.5) Gy|r](x) = /QGV(x,y) dr(y) ~ ®y(x), Vr e Xg.

By interior elliptic estimates, for every x € g,
0Py
—— (

on z)| <C sup Dy(€)p7

|E—z|<B/4

Therefore by Harnack’s inequality, we deduce

0P _
5%@)gam@wl Vo € .
Hence, by (&h) and assumption (£29),
im [ 226, [ ds() =

50 Jg, On
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In Dy : Gy[r] is Ly harmonic and Gy[7] ~ ®y. Therefore the same
argument as above yields,

B—0

(a.6) lim /E 8%;[7] Oy dS(z) = 0.

Combining (a4l — (a.6l), we obtain (a.2]) for measures 7 with compact
support. In view of previous remarks, this implies (a.2) for any measure
7 € M(; ®y). This in turn implies (adl). O

Proof of Proposition[A.d. By Theorem B.I(d), u = u*#. From
the proof of Theorem B.I], u,, > 0 satisfies B.7), u, | u” = u and
fo(uy) — f(u) ae. in Q. By B1), u, < Gy[r]+Ky[v] € LY(Q; Py /6).
Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem,

Uy —u  in LY(Q; By /6).

By Lemma[A. 2l with 7 replaced by f,(u,) (recall that f,, is a bounded
function) we have,

(a.7) /an(un)cbv dr = Ay /Q Gv[fn(un)| Py dz.

Since wu,, is the solution of (B.1)) it satisfies
Un, + GV[fn(un)] = GV[T] + KV[V]‘
Multiplying this equality by Ay ®y and using (&) we obtain

/an(un)(bv dx = )\V/QGV[fn(un)](I)V dx

:_>\V/unq)de+>\V/GV[T](I)de"i_)\V/KV[V](I)de-
Q Q Q

Hence,

lim [ fo(u,)®y do =

n—oo 0

(a.8)
—Avfuq)vd$+)\v/Gv[T]de$+Av/Kv[V]q)vdl’.
Q Q Q

Since u is the solution of B6)), f(u) € L'(Q; ®y) and u+Gy[f(u)] =
Gy[r] + Ky [v]. In addition, by Lemma [A.2]

/Qf(U)q)v dx = )‘V/QGV[f(U)]CDV dr.
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Therefore, as before,

/Qf(u)fl)vd:c
(a.9)
=-A dr + A G dr + A v|®y dz.
V/;ZU(I)V x + V/Q V[T](I)V x + V/QKV[]CDVZE

By (a.8) and (a.9), ||fn(un)||L1(Q;<I>V) - ||f(u)||L1(Q;<I>V)' As foluy) —
f(u) a.e. in Q, it follows that

fulun) — f(u) in L'(Q; ®y).
The proof is complete. U
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