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SUPERLINEAR ELLIPTIC INEQUALITIES ON WEIGHTED GRAPHS

QINGSONG GU, XUEPING HUANG, AND YUHUA SUN

ABSTRACT. Let (V, u) be an infinite, connected, locally finite weighted graph. We study
the problem of existence or non-existence of positive solutions to a semi-linear elliptic
inequality
Au+u’ <0 inV,
where A is the standard graph Laplacian on V and o > 0. For o € (0, 1], the inequality
admits no nontrivial positive solution. For ¢ > 1, assuming condition (po) on (V, u), we
obtain a sharp condition for nonexistence of positive solutions in terms of the volume
growth of the graph, that is
p(o,n) S 7T (Inn) 77

for some o € V and all large enough n. For any € > 0, we can construct an example on a
homogeneous tree Tn with p(o,n) ~ neoT (In n)ﬁ+8

1

on (T, ) to illustrate the sharpness of 2% and —L-.

, and a solution to the inequality
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, let G = (V, E) be an infinite, connected, locally finite graph,
where V' denotes the vertex set, and E denotes the edge set. We allow only at most one
edge for any two distinct vertices, and do not allow any edges from a vertex to itself.

Let p : E — [0,00) be a weight defined on its edges, where j,, > 0 if and only
if (z,y) € F and pigy = fiye. Such graph (V,E,u) is called a weighted graph. Since p
contains all the information of the edge set E, we just denote the weighted graph as (V, u).

For a vertex x € V, denote y ~ x if there is an edge between x and y, and we define
deg(z) : = #{y € V: y ~ x} to be the degree of x. Let

(@) =D iy

y~zx
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be the measure of z. Let £(V') be the collection of all functions on V. On the graph (V, E),
for any two vertices x and y, we define d(x,y) to be the minimal number of edges among
all possible paths connecting x and y in V. Then d(-,-) is a distance on V', we call it the
graph distance.

Fix an arbitrary vertex o € V. For an integer n > 1, denote by B(o,n) := {z € V :
d(o,z) < n} the closed ball in V' with center o and radius n. Let us denote

u(B(o,n)) = Z (), (1.1)

z€B(o,n)

and the Laplace operator A by

Au(x) = ﬁ Z,umy(u(y) —u(x)), for u € £(V).

Y~z

In this paper we are concerned with the following problem: characterize ¢ > 0 and
wu(o,n) for which there exists a positive solution u to the following superlinear elliptic
inequality:

Au+u? <0 in V. (1.2)

Recall that a weighted graph (V,p) is called recurrent if the random walk on (V, p)

with one-step transition probability P(z,y) = : (“;Cy) is recurrent; otherwise, (V, u) is called

transient. It is known that (V| p) is recurrent if and only if any nonnegative superharmonic
function (i.e. Awu < 0) on (V,u) is identically equal to a constant, which is termed as
parabolic.

The notion of parabolicity of graph can be regarded as a generalization of the parabol-
icity of manifolds. Let (M,u) be a geodesically complete noncompact manifold with
Riemannian measure p. Recall that in a celebrated paper of Cheng and Yau [2], it is
proved that if for some o € M

w(B(o,r)) < r? for all large enough r,

then M is parabolic.
Later, three authors Grigor'yan, Karp, Varopoulos [5 15, 22] independently showed
that if

| eyt = -

then M is parabolic.
The following Nash-Williams’ test for parabolicity (3] on weighted graphs is well

known (e.g. [23]): if

2 B~ (14

then the graph (V, u) is recurrent.

Consequently, under the assumption of (LL4]), then the only nonnegative solution to (L.2))
is identically zero. The above implies that (I.4]) is far from sharpness for the nonexistence
result to (L.2)).

In order to obtain the sharp condition, we need some additional restriction for the graph
(V, ) for different o. Here are our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume o € (0,1]. If u is a nonnegative solution to ([L2), then u = 0.
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We say condition (pg) is satisfied on (V,pu): if there exists pg > 1 such that for any
r~yinV,
fay 1
u(x) ~ po
Under condition (pp), our nonexistence result to (L2]) is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 > 1. Assume condition (po) is satisfied on (V, ). If for some o € V
u(B(o,n)) < n%(ln n)ﬁ for all large enough n. (1.5)
Then the only nonnegative solution to ([(L2)) is identically zero.

Here the notation “H < K7 in the above and below means that H < c¢K for some
constant ¢ > 0, and H = K means that both H < K and K < H hold.

Remark 1.3. The volume growth condition (LX) is similar to that on Riemannian mani-
folds given in [10]: On a geodesically complete noncompact manifold M, if for some o € M

w(B(o,7)) < r%(ln r)#, for all large enough r, (1.6)

then the only nonnegative solution to Au+ u® < 0 with o > 1 on M is identically zero.
Moreover, if the volume doubling condition and Poincaré inequality are satisfied on M,
the above nonexistence results are still valid provided that (I0) is weakened by

00 7“2‘1_1
=
/ u(Blor T T
see [11I, Corollary 1.2].

We do not know whether condition (pg) can be removed. The following conjecture is
motivated by [II], Conjecture 1].

Conjecture 1.4. On a weighted graph (V. p), if

[eS) _
n20’ 1

2 BT~ (7

then the only nonnegative solution to (L2)) is identically zero.

Besides the above nonexistence result (or called Liouville theorems) for elliptic equation
on graphs, a lot of attention has been paid to different types of elliptic equations on graphs,

see [11, (3 [ [} [8 9L [12], T3] [14] 19]. there are also many literature devoted to the parabolic
equations on graphs, see [16] 17, [1§].

The methods of the proofs of Theorems [[LT] and are motivated by the one used in
[10]. For the proof of Theorem [[1] the case of o = 1 is trivial, while for the case of
0 < o < 1, we use the iteration method to derive the nonexistence result. For the proof
of Theorem [[I2] we first discretize the test functions used in [I0], and then apply the
estimates in terms of test functions to derive that w € L?(du) and finally obtain u = 0
by choosing a sequence of suitable test functions. However, different from the manifold,
in the graph case, in order to obtain the necessary inequalities, we need a simple a priori
property of the solution u: the ratio of the values of u on any two neighboring vertices is
uniformly bounded by po, where pg is the same as that in condition (pg). We state this
property as Lemma BIl We remark that it is an interesting question that whether the
conclusion in Theorem [[.2 still hold if we remove the condition (po).

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2l we give the statement of Theorem
[L2] the main result of this paper; we also give Lemma [B] which will be used frequently
in the proof of Theorem In Section Bl we provide a proof of Theorem [[.2} we also
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construct an example on Z to illustrate the sharpness of the volume growth condition in
Theorem

2. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Lemma 2.1. If u is a nonnegative solution to (1L.23), then either w > 0 or u = 0.

Proof. Assume that there exists some point x¢ such that u(zg) = 0, now we show that
u = 0. Since from (L.2])

0> Z ,umoy — u(zo) + u(zo)” ,umoy

y"wO y~$o

which implies that u(y) = 0 for any y ~ x. Hence u = 0 by the connectedness of V. [

Proof of Theorem [I1l Case of o = 1. In this case, inequality (I2) is just
M:vy Ma:y

ny yNJ:

which implies u(y) = 0 for any y ~ . This implies u = 0 by the connectedness of V.

Case of 0 < o0 < 1. We first show that if u # 0, then u(z) > 1 for any z € V. By
Lemma 2] we obtain that w > 0 in V, by (L2), we have

0> Z “l‘y —u(z) + u(x)” > —u(z) + u(x)°,

yNJ»’

which implies u(z) > 1 by using that 0 < o < 1.
Now fix any zg € V. Let x1 be a neighboring vertex of xy such that u(z1) = ming., u(y).

Then by (L2]),

u(zg) — u(zg)? ,Umoy Z Ha Oy u(zy) = u(zy),

y~ao I y~o

that is
u(zy) < u(xp) (1 - u(xo)"*l) .

Inductively, for z;, we can find x;41 € V such that u(z;41) = miny,, u(y) and
w(wivr) < ulw) (1—u(x;)" 1) i>1. (2.1)
Since u(x;) < u(x;—1) < -+ <u(xg), we have
1—u(z)" ' <1 — ()" i>1. (2.2)

Multiplying both sides of (21 over i = 0,1,--- ,n — 1, then using (2.2]), we obtain

I
—

n

u(zy) < u(zp) (1 —u(x)°" 1) < u(zg) (1 — u(mo)afl)n. (2.3)

1

I
=)

Since 1 — u(z0)?~ ! < 1, we see from (Z3) that u(x,) — 0 as n — 0, this contradicts
the fact that u(z) > 1 for all € V. Therefore the only nonnegative solution to (L2J) is
identically zero. OJ
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem [[2] we first give a simple property for
nonnegative solutions to (L2]) under condition (pg).

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 > 1 and (V, ) satisfy (po). If u >0 is a solution to (L2), then either
u=0o0r0<u<1lonV and
u()

— < —=<p for any x ~ y. (3.1)

u(y)

Proof. Assume u # 0, then by Lemma 2.I] we must have v > 0 on V. Then by (L2]), we
have

1
02— 3 oy fu(y) — (o) +u(e)” > u(a)” — u(z).
Yy~
which implies u(z) < 1. Also we have

0>—Zuwy —u(@) +u(@)” > Tu(y) —u(@)  forany y ~ o,

er

which implies

by the property (po). Exchanging z and y, we get the other side inequality and hence

1) holds. O

In the following, for brevity, we denote by V,, f = f(y) — f(z) the discrete gradient of
a function f € (V') along a directed edge = — y.

Proof of Theorem [[.4. Assume u > 0 is a solution to (L2). We will pick a sequence of
test functions ¢, € ¢(V) which are compactly supported in V' and satisfy 0 < ¢,, < 1,
then we obtain an estimate of the L?-norm of u in terms of ¢,, and finally get u = 0, a
contradiction. We separate the proof into the following two steps.

Step 1. Let s > 2 be a sufficiently large fixed number and ¢ € (0, 1) be sufficiently small.
Let ¢ € £(V) be compactly supported in V, define ¢ = p*u~t. From (L2)), we have for
any fixed x € V,

D ey (Vayu)d (@) + p(@)u(z)7¢(z) < 0.
yeVv
Multiplying v to the above and summing up over z € V, we get

Z Py (Vayu)(z) + Z p(z (r) <0. (3.2)

z,yeV eV
Then noticing
Z M:vy :vyu =5 Z ,Umy :vyu xy¢),
z,yeV x,ycV
and
mew = va&y(@su_t) - u(y)_tvxy(gos) + “P(x)svxy(u_t)7
we obtain
> tay(Vayu)ih(@)
z,yeV

= _% Z ,U'aﬁyu(y)it( xyu) Y Z ,U'JCyQO xyu)vxy(uit%

z,yeV z,yeV
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Substituting this back into ([B.2]), we have

1 s o—
) Z tay(2)”(Vayu)V +ZM (x)7~"
1 — s
< ) Z Myt (y) t(meu)me(go ). (3.3)
z,yeV

For the first term in the LHS of ([33]), observe that by the mid-value theorem, there is
¢ between u(y) and u(z) such that

Vay(u™) = u(y) ™ —u(@)™ = " Huly) — u(z)) = —t&™" " Vayu.
Since ¢ is between two positive values u(y) and u(x), and also by (BI]), we must have
po ) <¢< u(z)po. Hence we have

_% D by (@) (Vaytt) Vay (u™)

z,yeV
t —1—
:5 Z lu’aﬁy(p(x)s(vxyu)zg =1
,yEV
2 t+1 Z MxySD ) t_l(vmyu)Q
z,ycV
t —1—
255 D tayel@) ule) T (Vayu)?, (3.4)
0 zyev

where we have used that 0 <t <1 and pg > 1.
For the RHS of ([.3)), similarly we have that there is some 1 between the two nonnegative
values ¢(z) and ¢(y) such that

Vay(9®) = sn® " o(y) — @(x)) = sn° ' Vayop. (3.5)

By using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

1 — s
) Z Hayu(y) t(v:vyu)vzvy(%p)
z,yeVvV
41

:g Z Ly <u(y)_ ) n%vxyu> (u(y)_%nsf nySD)

z,yeVv
2
€ L s _ _
SZ Z fayu(y) ! lns(nyU)er? Z fayu(y) Py 2(ny90)27 (3.6)
z,yeVvV z,ycV

where € > 0 will be determined later.

Combining [B3]) with (34]) and (34]), we arrive at
t —t— s o—
55 D Haye(@) ul@) T (Vayu)? + ) pe)e(e) u(a)

2])0 z,yceV zeV
2
€ g S _ _
<5 D M) T (Vi) + Y prayu(y) 0 (Vaye)”. (3.7)
z,yeV zyeV

We first deal with the first term in the RHS of (31). Observe that n® < (max{p(z), ¢(y)})* <
o(x)® + ¢(y)® and by applying LemmaB:ll we have

D> pay(y) T (Vayu)? <> payu(y) " (0(2)® + 0(1)*) (Vayu)®
z,yeV z,yeV
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1+p1+t Z ,U'a:yu tflw(x)e;(vauﬁ
z,yev

< (+pg) Y payu(@) o) (Vayu)?,  (38)
z,yeVvV

where in the last step we used 0 < ¢t < 1 and pg > 1.
For the second term in the RHS of ([B.7), since s > 2, similar to the above, we have

> payu(y) T T (V) < (L po) Y prayu(@)o(2) 2 (Vaye)®. (3.9)

x,yEV ,yEV
Letting € = W substituting (8.8]) and (39) into (B.7]), we obtain
0 0
t oo
) Z Hayu ()™ lo(z) Vayu) 2+ Z pz ()7~
Po z,yeV zeV
C(po)s’ - _
< f Z ,U/myu(x) t+190(x)8 Z(meSD)Z’ (3'10)
z,yeVv

where C(po) = p§(1 + po)(1 + pj)-
By using Young’s inequality with Holder conjugates p; = ‘1’—:1’; and py =
the RHS of (B10]) as follows.

1, we estimate

C(poy)s? _ .
O S ) () (Vo)
z,yeVvV
_ sy (Clpo)s® s o
= >ty (@) (@) ) <(%<p(x)” (nycp)2>
z,yeV
) N 2 . D\
<o 3 oy (u@) o) m) e ( (@5 (Vuy)?)
7yev ,yEV
_2(0—t) 2(c—t)
B Sy e, e
z,yeV - :ver

where we have taken ¢ = % and used that 0 < ¢ < 1. The constants on pg, o and s are

absorbed into C.
Substituting (BII) into (BI0), we obtain

. i O @) (Vg +5 3 nla)e(e) u(z)
o=t _2e=t) 2(0—t)
SOt Y feyp(2)” T (Vayp) o1 . (3.12)
z,yeV
We then turn back to ([B.2]), take another ¢ = ¢*, and get that
- Z fay (Vay ) Vay (%) + Y pla)u (z)* <0. (3.13)
z,yeV zeV
By using (3.5, and from (B.I3]), we obtain
> ul)ulz)p(x)’
zeV

s .
55 Z HayT® ™ (Vayt) (Vayp)
z,yeVvV
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1
2

S i _
S§ Z pay®u(z) " (Vayu)? Z praytl® (@) (V) | (3.14)
z,yeV z,yeV

where the last inequality is by Cauchy-Schwarz.
Now similar to ([B.8]), we have

D ey P u(@) T (Vay9)® < (L4+pp) D payu(@)o(@)* (Vaye)®. (3.15)
z,yeV z,yeV

Substituting ([B.8]) and BIH) into (314, we see that
> ula)u(@)?o(z)*

zeV
1 1
(1+73) ’ ’
S i _
STO Z Mxyu(x) ! 1¢(x)s(vxyu)2 Z ,U'aﬁyu(x)t—’—l@(x)s z(vary(p)z
z,ycV z,yeV
(3.16)
Now we use Holder’s inequality with conjugates ps = ;75 and py = ;=7 to obtain
D tayul@) (@) (Vayp)?
z,yeVv
= > (@) o) (Vayp)?
s s _9
= Y (p@Eu@) ) (0@)7 T (Vaye)?)
2,Yy€V,Vayp#0
t+1 o—t—1
__ 20 20
< Z ﬂaﬁy(p(x)su(x)a Z ﬂaﬁy(p(x)s ot (vaﬁy(p) ot
2,Yy€V,Vayp#0 x,y€V,Vayp#0
t+1
20
< Z fayp(T) ulz)” Z fay(Vayp) 7= ) (3.17)
2,Yy€V,Vayp#0 x,Yy€V,Vayp#0
where we have used 0 < ¢ <1 and s > 0722’71.

By BI2), we have that

D tayu(@) (@) (Vayu)?

z,yeV
a 2(o—t) 2(0—t)
SOt )" phayp(2)° o1 (Vayep) o
z,yeV
g _1q 2(o—t)
<Cti-e Z fray(Vayp) o1 . (3.18)
z,yeV

Substituting (BI7) and ([BI]]) into (BI0), we obtain

-
-

S p@)u(z) o) <CtEm S eye@)ulz)”

zeV 2,y€V,Vayp#0
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3 T
2(oc—1t) 20
X Z fay(Vayp) 7T Z fay(Vayp) 7=
z,yeV z,Y€V,Vayp#0
(3.19)
which implies that
-
<Z M(CE)U(SE)"%D(@“)S)
eV
= o—t—1
2 20
20—1 2(0c—t) 2
<CtI=o) Z fay(Vayp) 7T Z tay(Vayp) o=t : (3.20)
z,yeV zyeV

Step 2. We now estimate the L7-norm of u via ([B:20) by choosing a suitable sequence
of v;’s.

Let 0 € V be as in (IO and denote d(x) = d(o,x) for brevity. For any integer k& > 0,
we denote By, = {z € V : d(x) < 2¥} and define the function hj, on V by

1 d(x) < 2%,
hiy =<2 %0 9k < g(z) < 2641,
0 d(x) > 2F+1,

For 7 > 1, define

=
pi(z) = - > ().
k=i—1
Then it is clear that 0 < ¢; <1 and ¢; = 0 in (B2;—1), »; = 1 in B;_1. Hence ¢; — 1,
the identity function on V as i — oo. Moreover, for any «x € By — Br_1, if k <i—2 or
k> 2i+1, then Vyyp; =0 for any y ~ z; if i — 1 < k < 24, then for any y ~ x, we have

1
Vaypil S i ok
We replace ¢ in (3:20) by ¢;, and obtain
2(oc—t)
Z fay(Vaypi) o=

z,yeVv

2i »
= Z Z Zl‘my(vry@i)Q(‘”l)

k=i—1z€BR—B_1 Yy~

<> Y (i)

k=i—12€By—Bj_1

2i 1 Hot)
k=i—1
2% 20 1 1 2570':12&)
k\o—1 k\o—1
gckzl(Q ) (ln? ) <22k>
=}—

A
SC Z 20‘*12 o—1 ko'fl
k=i—1
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2t—oc 4it

<(C'io-120-1.

(3.21)
Similarly, we have
20
Z ﬂmy(vxywi)07t71
z,yeVv

2% 20
o—

2i BN 1\ 72
e 3 ()7 ()7 ()

k=i—1

2%
4 k( 20 _ _ 20 )‘7 20 1
SC E 2 o—1 o—-t—-179 o—t—1 ko'fl
k=i—1
- 20 20

<ClizEi e 9 GE ). (3.22)

Substituting [B2]]) and ([322]) into (B.20), we obtain

1—t+L

(Zu(m)u(m)“mm)s) )

zeV

N

20—1 2t—0o 4it _o 20 ~(2_o'_ 20 ) 20
<Ct21-o) <Z o—1 2071) (iofl c—t—1 QNG 1 T =1 >

<C (f) o (3.23)

in which, we set ¢t = 2. Note that the RHS of ([323) is uniformly bounded in i, we obtain

7"

by letting ¢ — oo that

Z p(x)u(x)? < oo.
eV
This implies that as ¢ — oo,

Z Haypi(z) u(x)” — 0.
x,y€V,Vaypi #0

Substituting the above ¢; and ¢t = 1/i back into (3.19) and repeating the same procedure
as above, we see that as 1 — oo,

> ul@yu(z)” pi(w)* = 0,
eV
which implies

S pla)ula)” =0,

eV
and hence u = 0, which is a contradiction to the assumption that u > 0. Therefore, there
exists no positive solution to equation ([L2]). O

4. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, we provide an example of weighted graph to see that the indices 2%

o—1
and -1 in (L) are sharp.

Let N > 2, we introduce the notion of homogeneous tree Ty. We say that a connected
graph (V, E) is a tree if for any two distinct points z,y € V, there is only one path between
x and y. A homogeneous tree Ty is defined to be a tree where all vertices have degree
N. The following example is on Tpy. Fix an arbitrary vertex o € Ty as the root. For
n > 0, we denote by D,, : = {x € Ty : d(o,x) = n} the collection of all the vertices with
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distance n from o, and denote by F,, the collection of all the edges from vertices in D,, to
vertices in Dyp4.
Theorem 4.1. Let (V,E) = Ty. For any arbitrary small € > 0, there exists a weight

w on Ty such that u(B(o,n)) =< n%(lmn)ﬁ"HS for n > 2 and for such (Tn,p), there
exists a solution u to (L2). Moreover, we can take p and u as following:

(n+ no)% (In(n + no))ﬁ%
Hzy = Hn = N — 1)n
0
u(z) =wu, = 5 - for any x € D,,, n >0,
(n+n0)7-T(In(n + ng)) o7
where ng > 2 is sufficiently large and d > 0 is sufficiently small.

fOT’ any (.f,y) € Ena n 2 07

Proof. First we show that under the above weight, the volume satisfies
wu(B(o,n)) < n%(lnn)ﬁ%.

Indeed, for n > 2, we compute
n
1

pu(Blo,n)) =Y u(Dy) = SN = 1) = ne=1 (lnm)7=1 4,
k=0

k=0
Then we check that (L2) holds for the p and u given as above, that is
up —ug+ug < 0, (4.1)

(N - 1)Mnun+1 + Un—1Un—1
(N - 1)#11 + pn—1
The two constants N and 0 are closely related to ¢ and we will first determine ng and
then 0. For brevity, we denote p = ﬁ The proof of ([A2]) will be separated into the
following two cases n = 0 and n # 0.

Case 1. n = 0. By substituting the values of u, (@I is equivalent to

5 5 7
- + <0,
(no +1)*(In(no + 1))? ngp(ln ng)P <n3p(1n nO)P>
which is satisfied by choosing § < §g with

—Up +uy <0, for all n > 1. (4.2)

(no +1)*"(In(ng + 1))” — ngp(ln no)? &
(no + 1)2P(In(ng + 1)) .

oo = ngp(ln ng)? (

Case 2. n > 1. By substituting explicit values of 1 and u, we see that ([£.2]) is equivalent
to
§ . (o) Ln(n4no)Pe | o (ndno—1)?* (In(ndno—1))P*+

(ntno+1)2P (In(ntno+1))P (n+tno—1)2P (In(ntno—1))P B o
(n 4 np)?PH(In(n + ng) )P+ + (n+ng — 1)+ (In(n + no — 1))P*s  (n + no)?(In(n + ng))?
5 [
+ <0. 4.3
((n +n0)2p(ln(n+no))p> - (43)
Observing that o = 2L thus @3] is equivalent to that  satisfies

p )
50—1 < (n + 710)2 ln(n + nO) - (n + n0)2p+2(ln(n + no))p-l—l.

(n+n0)?Pt1 (In(n+ng))P*e (n+1)2P*t1 (In(n+np—1))P+e
(n+no+1)2P (In(n+no+1))P (n+no—1)2P (In(n+1))P

(n + no)?PH(In(n + ng))P+e + (n + np — 1)+ (In(n + ng — 1))p+e

(4.4)
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By some amount of computation, we have that

P2 (Inp)Pte | (n=1)2PH (In(n—1))P+<
. 2 L 2p+2 p+1 (n+1)2P(In(n+1))P (n—1)2P(In(n—1))P o
nl;rrgon Inn —n"(Inn) WP (I )P+ + (n = 12+ in(n — 1))P7 pe.  (4.5)
(The details are as follows. we will use 1n§;z;1) =1— 41— — 52— + 0(=z—) frequently.

The function of n under the limit on the LHS of (@3] can be written as

(1- )" (mazg)" + (- 1) (20’

2
n“lnn | 1—
1\2p+1 (In(n—1) pte ’
1+ (1 B E) ( Inn >
where we use (1 — %)a =1-2- % with o > 0, then the above Taylor expansion for
—lngzgl) gives
2p 1 p 2p(2p—1) 4p*—p
21, 1— s (n+1)In(n+1) Al T 2(n+1)2 ™ 2(n+1)2 In(n+1) + 2n261nn (1)
o 5 _ 24l _ pre o B0Oprl) _ _pre . CorDpe) ¢
n nlnn 2n2 2n2Inn nZlnn
2pe
=n?lnn % +o(1)
=pe +o(1),

where o(1) — 0 as n — oo, and hence proves (4.3]).)

This implies that there exists some large ng such that for all n > 0, the RHS of ([@.4]) is

bounded from above by §; := .

Finally, take ng as above and § = min{dy, d; }, we see that u is a solution to (L2). O
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