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A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND LIOUVILLE TYPE RESULTS
FOR QUASILINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS
INVOLVING GRADIENT TERMS

ROBERTA FILIPPUCCI, YUHUA SUN, AND YADONG ZHENG

ABSTRACT. In this article we study local and global properties of posi-
tive solutions of —Ayu = |u|P~ u+ M |Vu|? in a domain Q of RY, with
m >1,p,q>0and M € R. Following some ideas used in [6, 7], and
by using a direct Bernstein method combined with Keller-Osserman’s
estimate, we obtain several a priori estimates as well as Liouville type
theorems. Moreover, we prove a local Harnack inequality with the help
of Serrin’s classical results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we aim to investigate local and global properties of positive
solutions to the following equation

— Apu = |ulP 7y + M |[Vu|?  in Q, (1.1)
where m > 1, Apu = div <\Vu\m72 Vu), p,g >0 MeRand Q ¢ RV

(N >1) is a domain bounded or not and containing 0.
If M =0, then (1.1) reduces to the generalized Lane-Emden equation

— Apu=|uP Tty inQ, (1.2)

which has been widely studied in the literature [1, 4, 9, 11, 12, 20, 21, 28,
29, 31, 32, 33, 36], both when 2 is bounded and when  is unbounded.
Especially, in the semilinear case m = 2, one of the celebrated results is

given by Gidas and Spruck [20]: if N > 2 and p € [1, %), then any

nonnegative solution of (1.2) in R¥ is identically zero and the result is sharp.
Very surprisingly in Gidas-Spruck’s result, there is no a priori information
assumption on the behavior of the solutions at infinity. Additional results
for the semilinear case, but with a nonlinearity similar to that in (1.1) can
be found in [13] and [19].

For the case of m > 1, radially symmetric positive solutions were studied
by Ni and Serrin [28, 29, 32], and further results in this direction were
obtained by Guedda and Véron [21] and Bidaut-Véron [1].
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When one studies the so called Liouville property of (1.2), namely whether
all positive C'* solutions of (1.2) in RN are constant, two critical exponents

appear
N(m —1) N(m—1)4+m

m N—-m m N-—-m (13)

when N > m, known as the Serrin exponent and the Sobolev exponent,

respectively. It is well known that the first is optimal for the Liouville

property for the inequality
— Apu > JufPlu,  in RY, (1.4)

while the second is optimal for the corresponding equality. Indeed, Mitidieri
and Pohozaev [24] first proved that if N > m and p € (0,m.], or N < m
and p € (0,00), then any nonnegative solution to (1.4) is zero. On the other
hand, if N > m and p € (m,, 00), then (1.4) possesses the following bounded
positive solution

__m-—1
u(z) :c<1+|x|%> pomEl

for some C' > 0, see [24, Remark 4] or [33]. For equation (1.2) in RY, we
refer to the marvellous paper by Serrin and Zou [33] (cfr. Corollary II),
where also nonexistence in the case N < m and p € (0,00) was solved. Of
course, if M > 0, every positive solution of (1.1) is also a positive solution
of the inequality (1.4).

If we consider the critical case of (1.2), that is when p = m*, and we
restrict our attention to solutions belonging to the space DM™(RY) :=
{fue L™ RN : fon [Vu™ < 0o}, then Damascelli et al. in [12], for 1 <
m < 2, Sciunzi in [31], for m > 2 , and Vetois in [36], for m > 1, showed
that all positive solutions are radial and have the following form

—1
u(x) - U)x,a:o(x) = ™ - ™ , A>0, xp € RY.
)\mfl +|aj_gjo|m71

AT Nm <M>T "

Moving to exterior domains, Bidaut-Véron [1] proved that any nonnega-
tive solution of (1.2) is zero provided that N > m and p € (m — 1, m,], or
N =m and p € (m — 1,00), while Bidaut-Véron and Pohozaev [3] showed
that (1.4) admits only the trivial solution © = 0 whenever N > m and
p € (0,m], or N =m and p € (0,00).

For the case with gradient terms, we first recall the Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion

— Apu=|Vul? inQ. (1.5)
The Liouville property of (1.5) was studied by Lions in [23] for m = 2,
who proved that any C? solution to (1.5) with ¢ > 1 in R has to be a
constant by using the Bernstein technique. Bidaut-Véron, Garcia-Huidobro
and Véron [8] proved that any C' solution u of (1.5) in an arbitrary domain
Q of RN with N >m > 1 and ¢ > m — 1 satisfies

IVu(z)| < enm,q (dist (%39))*(177}”1 (1.6)

for all x € Q. Estimates of this type, not only for the gradient but also
for the solutions are called by Serrin and Zou “universal a priori estimates”,
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because they are independent of the solutions and do not need any boundary
conditions. In particular, they produce as a direct corollary the Liouville
property, since dist (x, 9€2) can be chosen arbitrarily large when the solution
is defined on all RY. For a detailed discussion in this direction we refer
to the paper by Polacik, Quitter and Souplet studied in [26] where new
connections between Liouville type theorems and universal estimates were
developed. Here “any solution” means there is no any sign condition on the
solution. Estimates of the gradient for more general problems can be found
in [22].
For the generalized case of (1.5) given by

—Apu=uP|Vul? inQQ, (1.7)

in [5] Bidaut-Véron, Garcia-Huidobro and Véron focused on positive solu-
tions of (1.7) for m = 2, p > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 2. By using the pointwise
Bernstein method and the integral Bernstein method, they determined vari-
ous regions of (p, q) for which the Liouville property holds. Filippucci, Pucci
and Souplet [17] solved the case of m =2, p > 0 and ¢ > 2, and they proved
that any positive bounded classical solution of (1.7) in R is identically equal
to a constant. Bidaut-Véron [2] obtained the same Liouville-type results for
(1.7) in the case N > m > 1, p > 0 and ¢ > m without the assumption
of boundedness on the solution. Recently, the Liouville property of (1.7) in
RN for N>1,m>1,p>0and 0 < g < m was studied by Chang, Hu and
Zhang [10]. For the case of radial solutions of the coercive vectorial version
of (1.7) in RY we refer to [18].
If we consider the inequality version of (1.7)

—Apu>uP |[Vul!  inQ, (1.8)

it was proved in [5] for the case m = 2 that any positive solution of (1.8) in
RY must be constant if N > 2, p>0, ¢ > 0 and

p(N —2)+q(N—1) <N.

The generalization of the above results to the case m # 2, even in the
vectorial case can be found in [14, 15, 16, 25].

Recently, Sun, Xiao and Xu [34] dealt with (1.8) when  is a geodesically
complete noncompact Riemannian manifold, and they obtained the nonex-
istence and existence of positive solutions to (1.8) in the range m > 1 and
(p,q) € R? via the volume growth of geodesical ball.

The most important motivation of the present study is to extend the
results obtained for the semilinear equation

— Au = [ulP"'u+ M |Vul? inQ, (1.9)

by Bidaut-Véron, Garcia-Huidobro and Véron, see [6, 7]. By using a delicate
combination of refined Bernstein techniques and Keller-Osserman estimate,
they obtained a series of a priori estimates for any positive solution of (1.9)
in arbitrary domain © of RY in the case p > 1, ¢ > 1% and M > 0 ([6,
Theorems A, C, D]). In particular the nonexistence of positive solutions of
(1.9) in RY was obtained for the following cases:

. 2p .
(1)N21,p>1,1<q<m,M>07
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el »
(i) N>1,p>1, q—p+1’M> (%)zﬂrl (%ﬂ)pﬂ;
(i) N>2, 1<p< M3 1<qg< M2 M >0
(iv) N =3, 1<p<N+2 q_p+17‘M’<607

where € is a positive constant given in [6, Theorem E]. They also considered
the existence and nonexistence of “large solutions”, namely those solutions
u(z) — oo as dist (xz,09) — 0, and radial solutions of (1.9).

In this paper, we follow the idea used in [6, 7], based on the Bernstein
method, to derive various a priori estimates concerning Vu for positive solu-
tions of (1.1) in the cases ¢ is less, greater or equal to - +1’ and consequently
we obtain Liouville type theorems.

Our first result is devoted to the case ¢ > > +1

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C RY, p > max{m — 1,1} and ¢ > p+1.
Then for any M > 0, there exists a positive constant ¢y, p 4 such that
any positive solution of (1.1) in  satisfies

+1
IVu(z)| < eNmp.q (Mf GFa—mp 4 (Mdist (z, 8(2))_61—72“) (1.10)

for all x € Q. Especially, any positive solution of (1.1) in R" has at most a
linear growth at infinity

___ pt1 N
Vu(x)| < enmpgM ™~ @ba—me e RY. (1.11)
While in the case ¢ < +1, we obtain a nonexistence result.
Theorem 1.2. Let p > max {m — 1,1} and max {m } <q< p+1

Then for any M > 0, there exists a positive constant CN,m,p,q sSuch that
(1.1) does not admit positive solutions in RV satisfying

() < eNmpgMT=0F0a,  z e RN (1.12)

Remark 1.3. Here the condition ¢ > % is necessary from Young’s inequal-
ity, otherwise Theorem 1.2 is not valid any more.

For the case ¢ = 1% and M large enough, we have the following nonex-

istence result in RY.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q C RV, p > max{m — 1,1} and ¢ = 1%'

Then for any

-1

VN(p+1) (p—1\r

M > 5 , (1.13)
(4p)rei \ Va

where 0 < a < %, there exists a positive constant ¢y as,q,m.p,q Such that any

positive solution of (1.1) in 2 satisfies

__p+l
[Vu@)] < e am pq (dlist (z,00)) 7775 (1.14)
for all z € Q. Consequently, (1.1) does not admit positive solutions in RY .

When M is allowed to be negative, we derive a nonexistence result for
supersolutions of (1.1) in an exterior domain.
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Theorem 1.5. Letp>m—1ifN:morm—1<p<st,mf:nl)if]\/>m,
q = 5% and M > —p*(N) where

N(m—l)—p(N—m)Y—?

mp

)= 1) (1.15)

Then there exist no nontrivial nonnegative supersolutions of (1.1) in RN\ Br
for any R > 0.

Concerning large solutions, we prove the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let €2 be a open domain with Lipschitz boundary, p > m—1
and ¢ = 1%' If M > —u*(m), then there exists no positive supersolution
of (1.1) in Q satisfying

li = 0. 1.16

dist(xl,Ia%)—)OU(x) > ( )

Inspired by [5, Theorem A}, we derive an a priori estimate for positive

solution u of (1.1) in a neighborhood of 0 as follows. The proof relies on

Serrin’s classical Harnack inequality [32, Theorem 5] and the fact that every
radial solution u(|z|) of (1.1) is m-superharmonic when M > 0.

Theorem 1.7. Let @ C RY (N > 2) be a domain containing 0. Assume

l<m< N, m-1<p< iy, 1 <g< Ml ang pr>o0. 1

u € C%(Q\{0}) is a positive solution of (1.1) in Q\{0}, then

u(z) + |z||Vu(x)| < C‘x’% (1.17)
holds in a neighborhood of 0 for some ¢ > 0.

Remark 1.8. Under the assumptions on N, m, p,q and M of Theorem 1.7,
we obtain a local Harnack inequality for positive solution u of (1.1), namely

maxu(z) < K minu(z), r€(0,1/2], (1.18)

|z|=r —r
for some K > 0. The Harnack inequality for more general model

[ulP~lu — M |Vu|? < —Anu < colulP™lu + M |Vul|?, (1.19)
where ¢p > 1 and M > 0, was obtained first by Ruiz [30] in the range
m—1<p< ]V]E[mf;ll) andm—1<¢q< %. Note here 1% < N](\,m:ll) always
holds if p satisfies the assumption of Theorem 1.7.

The final result is a Liouville-type theorem for positive solution of (1.1)
with a less restrictive assumption on M but a more restrictive assumption
on p compared with Theorem 1.4. Actually, as emphasized before [5, The-
orem B, the direct Bernstein method allows to obtain pointwise estimates
of the gradient without any integration. In particular, in the next result,
using cumbersome algebraic manipulations and a rather demanding appli-
cation of Young’s inequality, we obtain an a priori estimate for the norm of
the gradient of a power of a positive solution, in the spirit of [5, Theorem
B] devoted to elliptic inequality of the Laplacian type with a superlinear
absorption term.
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Theorem 1.9. Let Q C RY (N >2). Assumem —1 < p < WH3)(m=1) o4

N—1
m—1<gqg< % Then for any M > 0, there exist positive constants

d and ¢y, pq such that any positive solution of (1.1) in 2 satisfies
md
‘Vud(ac)‘ < CNm,p,q (dist (2,00) ' Fw | zeq. (1.20)

In particular, there exists no nontrivial nonnegative solution of (1.1) in RY.
As a consequence of (1.20) the following holds, we have

Corollary 1.10. Let Q be a smooth domain in R (V > 2) with a bounded
boundary, and under the assumptions of Theorem 1.9. If u is a positive
solution of (1.1) in 2, then there exists a positive constant dy depending on
Q2 and ¢y, p,q > 0 such that

< ¢ (dist (z, 09)) p=mT1 Q. (121
) < o (aist(2,00) 7 4 u(2), we0 (2)

Notations. In the above and below, the letters C,C’, Cy, C1, cg, ci... de-
note positive constants whose values are unimportant and may vary at dif-
ferent occurrences, and C; ... , or C(z,--- , z) denotes the positive constant
whose value relies on the choices of z,--- | z.

2. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1, 1.2 AND 1.4

We begin with the following lemma which plays a key role in our proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q ¢ RN, N > 1 and m > 1. Assume that v is a C!
function in €2 such that [Vov| > 0, and let w be a continuous and nonnegative
function in Q with w € C2(W,), where W, = {z € Q: w(x) > 0}. Define
the operator

D?wVv, Vv

If w satisfies, for some & > 1 and a real number cg,

2
y(w) + w® < CoM

on each connected component of W, , then
w(z) < N g (dist (, 89))75%1 , Vo el
In particular, w = 0 if Q = R,

Proof. This proof is a combination of [8, Proposition 2.1], and that of [2
Lemma 3.1] in the special case 5(z) = 0. In particular, the operator <7, (w
was first introduced in [8, Proposition 2.1].

[:,\_/

The next lemma is the extension of formula (2.6) in [6], the new formula,
valid for every m > 1, is rather tricky and requires cumbersome calculations
since we have to take into account several terms appearing when m # 2.
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Lemma 2.2. Assume that v is a nonnegative C3+ function in  for some

a € (0,1). Let z = |Vv|?, then we have
1 1 m
5%(2) + NZQ_m (Ap0)* + 2% (VA,0, Vo)
(N+2)(m—2) _m m—2|Vz|?
< S
< i 272 Apv(Vz, Vo) + 1 .
(2N 4+ m —2)(m — 2) (Vz, Vv)?

- i = on {z > 0}.

Proof. Using z = |Vv|?, Vz = 2D?vVv, and
Ao = [Vo[" 2 Av + (m — 2)|Vo|™ 4 (D*0Vv, Vo),

we obtain

m —2(Vz, Vv)

_m
Av=2z""2A,v— ,
2 z

on {z > 0}.
A routine computation yields that
(Av)? = 227 (A0)? — (m —2)27 2 Ay (Vz, Vo)
—2)2 (Vz, Vo)?
L (m=2? (V2 V)

4 22 ’
1—-m m—2 _m
VAv=z"2VA,v— z 2 A vVz
m—2(Vz,Vu)Vz  m—2V({Vz Vv)
2 22 2 z ’
and
m— 2

(VAv, Vo) = 272 (VA,0, Vo) — 272 A (Vz, Vo)

m—2(Vz, Vo) m—2(V(Vz, Vo), Vo)

2 22 2 z

Noting that
V (Vz,Vv) = D*2Vv + D*vVz,

and .
(D*vV2z,Vv) = (D*0Vv,Vz) = i\VzIQ,
we get
1
(V (Vz,Vv),Vv) = (D*2Vv, V) + §]Vz\2.
Combining (2.5) with (2.4), we have

m— 2

(VAv, Vo) = 272 (VA,,v, Vo) — 272 Ay (Vz, Vo)

m—2(Vz,Vu)?  m—2(D?2Vv,Vv)
2 22 2 z
m—2|Vz|?
4z
By the Bochner formula, we have

1
§A\Vv\2 = |D%*v|* + (VAwv, Vo)

(2.4)
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(Av)? + (VAv, Vv). (2.7)

2|H

Replacmg (2.3) and (2.6) into (2.7), we deduce

m—2<D22V1}V> 1, 9

—m (A

2 z NZ (Amv)

(N +2)(m—2)
2N

N (2N +m —2)(m —2) (Vz,Vu)?  m —2|Vz|?

+ 2172 (VA Vo) — 272 Ao (Vz, Vo)

AN 22 4 z
The above inequality can be rewritten as
1 1 m
—dy(2) + =22 (Ap0)* + 2172 (VA,0, Vo)

2 N
(N+2)(m—2) _m m—2|Vz|?
< -7 =r
< SN 272 Apv(Vz, Vo) + 1 ~
(2N +m — 2)(m — 2) (Vz, Vo)?
AN 22
which yields (2.1). O

The following Bernstein estimate for solutions of (1.1) is essential in the
proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that u is a C! solution of (1.1) in a domain €,
with m > 1 and M, p,q arbitrary real numbers. Let z = |Vu|?. Then
forany0<a§%and0<b< ]‘]/\[,7
c1 = c1(N,M,m,q,a,b) such that

1 2M

542%(2) + auP 2> 4 T\u]p_luz%

there exists a positive constant

—m+2
m V2|
+ bz07 M2 _plufPl227E < 01‘ i , on {z>0}. (2.8)
z

Proof. By (1.1), we have
Z2m (Amu)2 =22 4 2M|u|p_1uz%_m+2 + M2a7mH2,

Mq o=
-2 qz%

275 (VA u, Vu) = —plulP 1z (Vz,Vu),

and
277 Apu(Vz, Vu) = —[ulPluz"2 (Vz, Vu) — Mz"2 (Vz,Vu).

Inserting these identities into (2.1), we arrive

1 1 2M

5 u(2) + N 22y Tyu\pfluz%*mﬁ
M? m

+ qu—m-i—Z _ p|u|p—122—3
(N +2)(m —2)

- P12
< DN [ulP" uz"2 (Vz, Vu)
M M(N + 2 -2 —m -2 2
+<_q_ (N +2)(m ))ZQQ Ve, vy + P 21VA

2 2N 4 z
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(2N +m — 2)(m — 2) (Vz, Vu)?
- i = on {z > 0}. (2.9)
Next we estimate each term in the right-hand side of (2.9). By Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality and then, thanks to Young inequality, we have for any

g,e >0

m 1 |Vz|?
|ulP~luz"2 |(Vz, Vu)| < euP 2™ —ﬂ,
de =z
and
g=m _ 1 ’vz‘Q
5 |[(Vz,Vu)| <ezrmt2 o - 17721
2T |(V2, V) < o024 S
Note also that
(Vz,Vu)?  |Vz?
<
z z
Let 1 := We and &9 := ‘% — W e’. We infer that

1 1 2M
5@7“(,2) + <— - 61> w2 4 —|u|p71uz%7m+2

N N
M? m Vz|?
+ (— — 82) 2172 plyPT122T e < cl| i ,
N z
where ¢; = ¢1(N,m,e1,e2) > 0. Set a = % —¢e1and b= MTQ — g9. Taking
e1 and g9 small enough such that a,b > 0, then (2.8) follows. O

Now we step into the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u be a positive solution of (1.1). Consider
the following change of variables

u(z) = om—zﬂv(y), y=axr, x€f, (2.10)
p—m—+1
with o = M~ +Da—mp o
Then |Vo| = |V, 0| = o 7=+ |Vu| and Apv = oz_P—"f:rlAmu so that v
y
is a positive C'! solution of
— Apv = P4 [ Vo)? in Q, (2.11)

where Q, == {y € RY : y = ax, v € Q}.
Let z = |Vo|?, so that (2.8) becomes
1 2
5%(2’) + av?P 2™ 4 N\v\pflvz%*m”
m Vz|?
+ b2 Pl < 01’ i , on {z> 0},
z

indeed v is a positive solution of (1.1) with M = 1. In turn

1
5;2%1,(27) + avPP 22T 4 a2
n Vz|?
—plufPt22 7 < 01| ;| , on {z >0}, (2.12)

with 0 < a,b < % as in (2.8) and ¢; = ¢1 (N, m, q,a,b).
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Suppose g > %. In this case, it immediately follows that g — m +2 > 1
by conditions assumed on p. By Young inequality with exponents 2p/(p—1)
and 2p/(p + 1), for e3 > 0, we have

m

ploPTtA T = plofr Ty

@=m)(p=1) {1, 2-m _ 2p+2-—m
AT < equP2? M 4o cyr” b

Since 2p > m—2 and ¢(p+1) > mp, a further application of Young inequality

with exponents (¢ —m+2)(p+1)/(2p+2 —m) and its conjugate, gives, for
€4 >0,

2p42—m _
Coz PHT < gypdMH2 + c3,

where co = ca(p,e3) > 0 and c3 = c3(m, p, q, c2,e4) > 0. Hence by (2.12),

1 2

5%(2) + AP 22TM At < 01& + ¢s,

z
where A1 = a — e3 and Ay = b — ¢4. Taking e3 and &4 small enough such
that Ay, As > 0, then
2
V2|

1 v
54271,(2) + A0 M2 < cl—z + c3.
z

1

Letting z = <z — (2—32) q_m+2> , thus z > Z, and being ¢ — m + 2 > 1, we
+

obtain

vz’

1
5T0(Z) + AT <
z

1
on {z > (%)—q,mﬁ} .
Using Lemma 2.1, we derive

2

Z(y) < ca (dist (y, 0904)) " =1

where ¢4 = c4(m, q,c1,A2) > 0, and being Z = |[Vu(y)|?> — ¢, ¢ > 0, using
that (a + b)/2 < /2 + b1/2, it follows that

(Voy)] < ¢ (1+ (dist (y,020) 77 ),y € Q. (2.13)

In view of the change of variables (2.10), we finally obtain (1.10).

Now consider the case = R and assume that u is a positive solution of
(1.1) in RY. Fix y € R¥ such that |y| < 2n. Using (2.13) with Q, = Ba,(0),
we see

Vo) < ¢ (1+ @n—ly) 1),y € Banl(0).
Taking n — oo yields
Vo(y)l <), yeRY,
so that (1.11) follows immediately thanks to the change of variables. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let u be a positive solution of (1.1) and let v be
the function defined in (2.10) where now Q = Q, = RN, If 2 = |Vov/|?, since

we have max {m — 1,2} < ¢ < 1%’ then for any e5 > 0, we have

(2=m)(2¢—m) m(g—m+2) 2q(p—1) 2—m

_ _m — —
poP 12270 = pPlz 2q z 2 < g5z ™2 4 cpu 2amm Z2TM
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where ¢5 = c¢5(m,p,q,e5) > 0. Inserting this inequality into (2.12), we
obtain
2mp—2q(p+1) |VZ|

1 2mp—2q(p+1)
5%(2) + p?P2m <a —cyv 2amm ) + Ag20mH2 < )

z
where A3 = b — g5 with e5 small enough such that Az > 0. If
a 2mp2:12i]’f(7;+1)
maxv < CNympq = | — ,
Cs
which is equivalent to (1.12) by virtue of (2.10), we get
1 Vz
5%()—|—Azqm+2 ’Z‘
From Lemma 2.1, applied with £ = ¢—m +2 > 1, we conclude that z =0 in

RY, in turn v is identically constant and thus v = 0 in RY from the equation
(2.11). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let u be a positive solution of (1.1) in © and let

=3 +1 by assumption. Consider the auxiliary function ® defined for Z > 0

by
®(Z) =uPZ>" + BZTTE \/Eu; 7%
a

In particular ®(Z) = Z27™(Z) where

W(Z) =uP + BZri1 — \ﬁu%z
a
with

B m(p—1) 1 _
$(0) = uP > 0 andw’(Z):mpZ__l[ e _ DY ”—1},

1 Z20p+l) — = 2

2,/ap
so that 1(Z) achieves its minimum at

2(p+1)

p+1 m(p—1)  pt+1
Zo = m 0
’ (23\/@) e
and
1 F1) 1
w2 2 ) = |1 L (PE)
(4ap)r—1 B
Denoting
—1
D(p—1)r1
M+:(p+ )(p : )? >0,
(dap) P+t

we obtain that if B > M., then ¢(Zy) > 0 yielding (Z) > 0 for all Z >0
and consequently ®(Z) > 0 for all Z > 0.
Now consider inequality (2.8) for u positive in the set where |Vu| # 0. If
M > aNM,, we have
1 m —m\ 2
542%“(2') +a (upzk? + M+zl+qT>

Vz|?
1 .

+ (b — a]\f?r)zqujL2 — pupflz27% <c
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We claim that
m —m 2 m
a <upzl_? + M 25 > —puP~12272 > 0. (2.14)

Indeed, noting that for any B > M, we have

(up|vu|2—m +B|Vu|q_m+2)2 _p p—1|vu|4—m
a

= (up|Vu|2_m + B|Vau|T™2 4 \/EupTl|Vu|2_%> - ®(|Vu|) >0,
a

where 0 < a < %, then (2.14) immediately follows choosing B = M, being
z = |Vul|?
Consequently,
1 V2|
z
Letting aM_% <b< MTQ and using again Lemma 2.1, with é = ¢g—m+2 > 1,
we obtain )
V(@) < N am.pq (dist (z,00)) =T,
mp

which is exactly (1.14) via ¢ = 5. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.5, 1.6 AND 1.7

Proposition 3.1. (A). Let M > 0, m > 1, ¢ > 0 and either N < m and
p>0or N>mand0 <p< % Then, there exist no positive solutions
of (1.1) in RN \ By for R > 0.
(B).LetM>O,m>1,N>1,p20andm—1<q§%,thenthere
exist no positive radial solutions of (1.1) in RV \ Bg for R > 0.

(C). Let N>m, m>1, M >0,q>0,p> 2l
u(r) be a positive radial solution of (1.1) in RV \ Br. Then, there exists
p > R such that

and let u = u(|z]) =

ul(r) < cor TR, 1>, (3.1)

. __m _\—(m=1) m m—1 p—vln+1
with Ccy = |:2N (1 -2 mfl) (m) :| and

N — __p+l
mn, P—pm+1, r>p. (3.2)

Jur ()] < co

m—1

D). Lt N>1, m>1, M >0,p>0,q> N](\T__ll), and let u(z) = u(r)

be a positive radial solution of (1.1) in RV \ Bg. There exists p > 2R such
that

1
()| < exr” T, > (3.3)
1
with ¢; = (%) =" Moreover, if N](\?:l) <g<m
g—m+1 __m-q P
< ™Mo -EE s L 3.4
u(r) < e p— r > (3.4)
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Proof. (A): When M > 0, every solution u of (1.1) satisfies the inequality
—Apu > ufP 'y, inRY\ Bg.

Then, assertion (A) follows by Theorems 3.3 (iii) and 3.4 (ii) of [3] and

Theorem I’ in [33].

(B): Let u be a radial positive solution of (1.1) in RN\ Bg, R > 0. Thus,
u = u(r) = u(|z|) satisfies (1.1) in the radial form, that is

=N (Y e Py = 0P+ Mg |?, > R (3:5)

It follows that r — w(r) := —rN =1 u,|™ 2w, is strictly increasing on (R, c0),
thus it admits a limit [ € (—o0,00]. If I < 0, then w,(r) > 0 on (R,00).
Hence u(r) > u(sg) := ¢ > 0 for some sy > R and for all r > sg, so that

N-1,m—1 N-1
(7‘ uy )r < —Pr , T > S0,

in turn, by integration form s to r, with sop < s < r, we arrive to

sN-1 cP sV
(1) < S )™ = 5 (- )

which implies u,(r) — —oo, thus u(r) = —oo as r — oo, a contradiction.
Therefore, w(r) — | € (0,00] as r — oo and there exists 7, > R such that
u,(r) < 0 on (ry,00), so that w = r¥~1u,|™ 1 > 0 on (r,c). By (3.5), we
have for M > 0

(N=1)(g=m+1)
Wy > Mr_%wﬁ7
yielding
—m — (N—-1)(g—m+1)
<w‘qm—fll> < _gmmtl, Gt (3.6)
r m—1
Integrating (3.6) on (s,r) with s > 7y, if ¢ = N](\;n__ll), we obtain
1 1 M r
TNI(p) —w Ni(s) < — In - 3.7
W () 0 () <~ (3.7

while if ¢ < N](wall), we have

w™ e (r) —w™ =y (s)

<_ M(g—m+1) Nn-1)-g(N=1) SN(m—ir)L:t{(N—l) . (3.8)
N(m—1)—q(N —1)

Letting » — oo, we obtain that both right-hand sides of (3.7) and (3.8) tend
to —oo, being N(m — 1) — ¢(N — 1) > 0, namely

1 7q—m+1
w N-1(r),w m1 (r) =00 asr— o0.
This contradicts lim w(r) =1 > 0, concluding the proof of (B).
r—00

(C): Let u(z) = u(r) be a positive radial solution of (1.1) in RV \ Bgp.
Arguing as in (B), there exists r; > R such that u,(r) < 0 on (r;,00). By
(3.5), being M > 0, we have for r > py := 2y

N

r D 1 N, p
PN () > / () > ) (1 - 2—N> > o)

2
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yielding
_pmit1 p—m-+1 < r )ﬁ

m—1 >— | == . 3.9
(u ),z (om (3.9

Integrating (3.9) on (%,7) we obtain
u(r) < cor I r > 2py, (3.10)

. 1 __m__ _m-l m p—m—r;-lu . .

with ¢g = (2N)p=mF1 (1—27 m-1) " p=miT (p_m+1> , which yields (3.1).

m— _N—m
To prove (3.2), we set v(t) = u(fﬁ) with t € <0,,01 ’”1>. By
(3.10) we SeeNthat v(t) = 0 as t — 0T. By (3.5), using that v(t) =

_ _m— .
_]T\Tnil ur(,r-)rm—l’ and r=t N—m, we Obtaln

—m
m—1 20-1 N-—-1
”Utt(t) = WT‘ m—1 [(m — 1)urr + , Ur:|
m—1 B-—m)(N-1)

= W T P Y ), <0

Using mean value theorem in (0,t), we derive, being v; is increasing since
U < 0,

v(t
ve(t) < T)a
so that, replacing the expression of vy, we obtain the following
N—-m ~n-1v(t) N-m vt) N —mu(r)
< tN-m = = 5 > 2 9
‘ur(r)l_m—l t m—1 ;-5 m—1 r " P

so that, using (3.1) with p = 2p, then (3.2) follows immediately.

(D): Let u be a radial positive solution of (1.1) in RN \ Br, R > 0.
Arguing as in the first part of (B), but now assuming ¢ > N](Vm:ll) , inequality
(3.8) is still valid, so that letting » — oo on both sides of (3.8), we obtain

that there exists p such that for all s > £

_g—m+1 _g—m+1 M(g—m+1) _a(N=1)—N(m—1)
l m—1 — m—1 < — m—1
v S N ) S N -1 |
hence
m—1
q(N _ 1) _ N(m _ 1) g—m—+1 g(N—1)—N(m-1) P
< —m+1 -
w(s)—< M(g—m+1) s n Ty

thus, form w(r) = rN=Yw,(r)" ! we get

q(]\/’—l)—N(m—1)>q—++1 1 p

< T g—m+1 -
]ur(r)\_< Mg—m+1) ra ;T g

which yields (3.3). Then (3.4) follows by integrating (3.3) from 7 to co. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u be a positive supersolution of (1.1) in By
for some R > 0. By Proposition 3.1 (A), we know that when M > 0,
the result is valid, even in a larger range for p. Thus, let us deal with
the remaining case M < 0 and N = m with p > m —1 or N > m with

m—1<p< Xml),
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Setting v = v? with o > 1, we obtain
|Vo|™ 1- +o(p—m+1)—1
—Apv>(o—1)(m—1)—— o MpmTowTm
v
+ Mo_quJrlv(ofl)(Q*erl) |Vv|q’

and then setting z = |[Vo|™ yields

v
A > omm Y (3.11)

v
where

\I/(Z) _ O,mfl(o, _ 1)(m i 1)2 + MO,qU(Ufl)((I*erl)JrlZ% + Um+o(pfm+1).

Since ¢ = 22

p+1°

1—_m_ p+1
20 = < ‘M’pO’ )) ,Um-i-O'(p—m-f-l)’

it is easy to see that ¥(z) achieves its minimum at

(c—1(m-1({+1

and

For the case of N > m, we choose ¢ such that

N(m -1
m—i—a(p—m—i—l)—l:%,
namely ( )
m(m —
(N=m)(p-m+1)’

and

g =

N(m—1)
N—m

W@ZW%%:P—Q%%YH<NWEU@%N_m01UWﬁHP

We derive that if [M| < p*(N), where p*(N) is given in (1.15), then in-
equality (3.11) gives

inturn o > 1by p <

N(m-—1)

— Apv>dv N-min RV \ By, (3.13)

for some § > 0. Hence, Proposition 3.1 (A) yields the required contradiction,
since no positive solutions of (3.13) can exist in exterior domains of R¥.
If N =m, for a fixed o > 1, if

P
—1)(m — 1)\ 7T
Mp< ey (RS e
op
then, from (3.11) and (3.12), we have
—A,v > spmtemmtD-1 gy N \ Br

for some § > 0. Since m + o(p —m + 1) — 1 > 0, then the result follows
immediately from Proposition 3.1 (A). In particular,

p
m — 1\ r+t
> ) = ) (P2) T ws oo,
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thus, choosing o large enough, condition M > —p*(N) holds also for N =
m. U

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We perform the proof by contradiction argument.
Let us assume that there exists a positive supersolution u of (1.1) satisfying
(1.16). Without loss of generality, let us assume that u > 1 in €2, otherwise,
we could replace  with the set {u > 1}. Take v = logu, so that v is positive

mp

being u > 1. By ¢ = oi1s e obtain
—Apv > F (V™) (3.15)

where
F(X) = (m — 1)X + eP~m+Dv 4 prela—mtlv y 557

Obviously F(X) > 0 for any X > 0 when M > 0. On the other hand, in
the case M < 0, it is not hard to see that F'(X) achieves its minimum at

+1
XO _ < |M|p >p e(pferl)v’
(m—1)(p+1)

o ()

for all X > 0. Therefore, if

and

p
m—1)r+t N
M < ) () =) (3.16)
where p* is as in (1.15), then F'(X() > 0, so that we see that v solves
—Apv >0, in Q,

lim  v(z) = oc.
dist(z,002)—0

(3.17)

Clearly, when € is bounded, v is larger than the m-harmonic function with
any boundary value k > 0. Letting k¥ — oo we derive a contradiction.

When (2 is an exterior domain, namely Q = RV \ By, so that Q¢ = Bg,
we may assume Bgr, C Q¢ C Bpg, for some Ry > R; > 0. Define

(N =1)(R2 — Ry)

d= 1>0
(m—1)Ry =
and
w(z) = (Ry — |z))*, in Bg,\Q°
It holds
R _
A = A (By — [y 2D [ 1)2‘7,‘“’ C@d-1)m-1),

thus, the choice of d and the decreasing monotonicity of (Re — y)/y in
(R1, R2), gives that w is a solution of
—Apw <0, in Bpg,\Q¢,
w < (Ry — Ry, on 09, (3.18)
w =0, on 0Bp,.
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Hence by the weak comparison principle in [33, Lemma 2.2], we get v > kw
in Bg,\Q¢ for any k£ > 0. Letting k¥ — oo we derive a contradiction once
again. U

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let u € C*(2\{0}) be a positive solution of (1.1)
in @\ {0}. Let B; C Q. By [1, Theorem 1.1},

m—1 L - m—1 £
u™t € MN=m(By), [Vl € MET(By),

where M"™ = L™ denotes the Marcinkiewicz space or Lorentz space of
index (r,00). In order to fit with Serrin’s formalism, we write (1.1) as

—Apu=Du" '+ E|Vu|"!,
where D = u?~"*! and E = M [Vu|? ™!, Then

N(m—1) N(m—1

)
D € M@ mG=-mTD (B)), E € ME Dm0 (By).
Sincem—1<p< % andm—1<¢q< N](\?L:ll),we have
N(m—1 N N(m—1
(m—1) > = m=1) (3.19)

(N—m)lp—m+1) " m’ (N—-1)(g—m+1)
Since M"(By) — L™%(By) for any r > § > 0, we infer that
D e Lmt(By), EeILNt(B).

Thus u verifies the Harnack inequality in B;\{0} by [32, Theorem 5]. This
implies that
maxu(z) < K minu(z), Vre (0,1/2], (3.20)
|x|=r |x|=r
where K > 0 depending on the norms of D and F.
Moreover, since u(z) = u(r) on {z : || = r} is m-superharmonic when
M >0, ie., — (erl\ur\m*Qur)r > 0, there exists some & > 0 such that

u(r) < ket (3.21)

Indeed, by monotonicity decreasing of r~!|u,|™ 2u,, there exists ky > 0
such that

TN?I |ur|m72ur > _kOa

which yields

19

up > —k§Trm-1, for r € (0,1]. (3.22)

z

Integrating (3.22) on (r,1), we obtain

w(1) — u(r) > k(1 — o),

where k = ké”—_l ]V”T_;T It follows that

m—N m—N
w(r) <u(l) —k+ krm=1 <k'rm=1 (3.23)

in a suitable right neighborhood of 0, being m < N, so that (3.21) holds.
Combining with (3.20), we arrive

m—N
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According to (3.19) and (3), we see that the function g := |u[P~ u+ M |[Vu|?
satisfies the (¢, m)-scaling-growth property defined by [35, Definition 3.1],

thus the estimate on the gradient is standard and follows [35, Lemma 3.3.2].
O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.9

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let u be a positive solution of (1.1) . Set v =
1
w7, with 8 # 0 to be determined later and let z = |[Vo|*. Then

= 2—m
- %U” + M|B|T™™Bvt 2T, (4.1)

B = (B + Dlm = 1)
where

(4.2)

o=m—0B(p-—m+1)-1,
s=(B+1)(m—qg-1).

By (4.1), we obtain
2
ZQ—m (Amv)Q _ (,8 + 1)2(m - 1)2% + /82(1—m)02022—m
+ MQBZ(q—m—I—l)stzq—m—i—Z + 2M|ﬁ|q—2m+2v0+szg—m+2

+2MB|7 (8 + 1) (m — ot

+ Lﬁg_m (B+1)(m — 1) 12275 (4.3)

2 2—m
272 (VA0, Vo) = —(B+1)(m — 1)2—2 + %vg_lzz_%
v

+ SM|IB|q7vasflz%+2
+ gM|ﬂ|q_mﬁsz% (Vz,Vv)

+%(6+1)(m—1)w, (4.4)
and
B A (V2, Vo) = (B+1)(m — 1)@
+ Mvng% (Vz,Vv)
IB )
+ MBI B2 2 (Vz, Vo) . (4.5)
Substituting (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) into (2.1), we derive
1 B+1)(m—1 2
gee) + (V= 1) (54 )0m - 0%
N <U N 2(8 + 1])\§m — 1)) |5|;_m00122%

# (o4 2R agjgpompor st
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1 20 2-m | MPBHTTHD 2
+ 7]\752(7”_1) v 2 + N V72
2IM q—2m+2
+ |/8|]V Uo+szgfm+2
_ 2—m m
W+ 2)( 2) \5!5 W (V2 Vo)
N 2)( —m
+ (g - + )> MBI ™ Bv* 22" (Vz, Vo)
(N 2 —2 V2,V
+<@_ 2 >><5+1)<m_1)w
2 v
LN +m-— 2)( —2) (Vz,Vv)?
22
m—2|V 2
T| ;' <0, on{z> 0} (4.6)

Afterwards, set Y = v*z on {z > 0} for some parameter A to be determined
later. In order to replace <7,(z) by «,(Y), we first calculate

—Az = M"Y A = A\ + 1) 2y?2
+ 20072 (Yo, VY) — v AY, (4.7)

where we have used that v=2*~ 2Y|Vv|2 = v~ *2Y2. Furthermore, reading
the m-Laplacian as A,,v = le(Z 2 1Vv) we get

Ap— AZA o m—2(Vz, Vo)
m 2 > .
Then using
(Vz,Vv) = = v~ 271y2 L =2 (Vo, VY), (4.8)
and (4.1), we obtain
—9 2-m m m
Av = [Lr; )+(ﬁ+1)(m—1)} Ay Wﬁ A0-3)yl-%
+ M|ﬁ|qu5vs—/\(%+1)}/%+1 _ m2_ 2 <VUaYVY>. (4.9)
Replacing (4.9) into (4.7), we obtain
—Az=2[ (% =2) + Bm — 1) +m — 2| 2y
2—m
N >\|5|ﬁ Lo-A(2-m)—1y2-
+ )\M|5|q—m5vs—>\(%+2)—1}/%+2
+A (3 - %) v ALV, VY) — 0 AY. (4.10)

<D2zVU,Vv>

— . In view of (2.5), we have

Next, we focus on

1
(D?*2Vv,Vv) = (V (Vz, Vo), Vo) — §\Vz]2, (4.11)
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and using (4.8) we get

(V(Vz, V), Vo) = A2A + D)o 72y — 3 =221y (Vo, VY)
+ v MV (Vo, VYY), Vo),

and, as in (2.6) and using Vz = 2D?vVo, we arrive to

(V(Vu,VY), Vo) = (DY Vo, Vo) + 3 (Vz,VY),
(Vz,VY) = =Y (Vo, VY) + v VY2,

Then, by (4.11),

(D?2V0,Vv) = M2A + 1) 32 72y3 — %U_Q)\_ly (Vu, VY)

1 1
+v M(D?Y Vo, Vv) + 57f2A|VY|2 — 5|vz|2.

Thus

D?2Vu,V A
<Z+”> = M2+ DoAY — TV, VY)

(D*YVu, Vo) 1 _|VY]? 1|Vz?
+ "+ v - - .
Y 2 Y 2 =z

(4.12)

Combining (4.10) and (4.12), we derive

%(Z):_AZ_(m_Q)M

z
3m

=0, (V) + A [)\ (2 — 7) + B(m — 1)} v A2y

2—m

AlB| oA )-1y2- 2

B
FAM|B|Tm gyt M 2) Ly 2
+ A(B3m — 4)v A (Vo, VY)

m—2 |VY]2 m—2]|Vz]?
— v + .
2 Y 2 z

_|_

(4.13)
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Replacing into (4.6), the following expressions

2
< )
== 22-2y2
v
Wl J,A(Q,%),1Y2,%7
1 _4—m g—m
v TTE 2 s A (I 2) -1y 15 +2

e UQUfA(Qfm)Y2fm’
UQszq—m—i—Z _ UZS—)\(q—m+2)Yq—m+2’

ots d-m+2 _ Uo+sf)\(%fm+2)yg—m+2
7

v z

(
v (Vz, Vo) = x0Ty 502 e A () y 5 (v, vy )

) 2
y
w = A2y 2 o)V, VYY) + <Vv;/V2 -
z

we get an estimate from above for «7,(z), precisely

(o) < {2+ v - 1) |2 (5 - SRR - (P )

_ 2
— )\2 (m ) + (m2N2) > }1)2)\2}/2

4 1 -1 N +2 2-m m m
_ [20+ (8 + ])\/(m )+)\( + ])\(r )] 5] ~A(2-2)-1y2-2
_[28+4(ﬁ+1)(m—1)_)\<q (N+2 >]
N
Mgy
— 2 20-A(2-m)y2—m _ M2/82q ml) 2s—A(g—m~+2)y g—m+2
N p2m _1)?} Y 2 N v Y
4M

—18]%~ 2m+2, o ts—A(§-—m+2)y L —m+2
N

_ [2(5 +1)(m—1) (1 - mT_2> “A(m—2) (2 + mT_2>]v’\1 (Vo, VY)

LN+ 2)( —2) \5’2%@0%(17%)1/—% (Vv, VY)

p
<q 2)> M|5|q mIB,Us )\(——l—l) <V’U VY>
(2N +m - 2)(m 2) (Vo, VY')?
Y2
- QE for z > 0. (4.14)

2 z
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Replacing (4.13) in (4.14) we deduce that for some positive constant cg =
c(N,m,q, 3, ), the following holds

v”\%(Y) +L1v’2)"2Y2 + sza—A(Z—%)—lyaf%

AT 42) —1y 5 42 1+ Ly~ A2-m)y2-m

+ L3v®~
+ L5U2sf)\(qu+2)yqu+2 + LGUO—I—S—)\(%—m—I—Q)YﬁferQ
m\ o _m Y)?
< cg {(v_A_l + v”f)‘(k?)y_?) [(Vu, VY)| + W%f#
Y 2
+v_/\¥} + Lyt )Y 5 (e, VY (4.15)
where
e fm=27 m\ 3 _2(B+1)(m—2)
Li=A < — 2) A(m 1)<ﬁ+2 -
#2054 1(m - 1) (LE=E ),

2—m
ngwﬂ {A<m—1+2( " )> 4B+ 1])\57" )—1—20},
ngMw—mﬁ{A <m—q—1+2(mN_ 2)> L ABFDm =) —1—23},
2M252(q7m+1) I 4M’/8‘q72m+2

2
MENpe BTy e N
N+2)m—2 _
L7 = <Q+$> M|g|emE,

In particular, it results that L4, Ls, Lg, L7 > 0.
Multiplying (4.15) by v yields

%(Y) + L1v7>\72y2 +L2UU—>\(1—%)—1y27%

+L3vs’)‘(%“)’1Y%+2 +L4v20+)\(m—1)y2—m

+ L5U237A(qu+1)yqu+2 + L6UO+S—)\(%—m+1)Y%fm+2
m_m V)2
< cg { (v_l + v"+TAY_?) [(Vou,VY)| + v/\%

Y 2 g—m —m
+WY | } + LMY |(Vo, VY. (4.16)

Now we estimate each term in the right-hand side of (4.16). For any ¢ > 0,
using that |Vv|? = v™Y, we have

2 2
|(Vv, VY)| <o 3 IVTIVY] < e A 2Y2 4 Z_G\V;:‘ .
£

Cé
v
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and
gt T Y8 |(Vv,VY)| < 06U0+%(m_1)y2_7m_%’vy’

20+A(m71)Y27m + ﬁ |VYV|2 ]

<ev
e Y
Similarly, being Ls positive, we get
—m __g-m L L2 |VY|?
LTUS_)‘qTYqT |<VU, vy>| < 75,028—>\(q—m+1)yq—m+2 + 2_12 ‘VY ‘ .
Noting also that
2 2
o (Vou,VY) < VY| .
Y2 - Y
Hence, we obtain from (4.16) that
VY |?
JZZ)(Y)—FHl—i-HQ §C7| Y| , (417)

where ¢7 = ¢7(N, m,q,3,\) > 0, and
Hy:= (L1 —e)v A 2Y2 + Ly A1=%)-1y2-73
+ (L4 — 8)1}20+)‘(m*1)Y2*m

=0 VY2 L) — e 4 Ly P TY TS 4 (L — e HAmt 2y m |
(4.18)
and

Hy = L3vs—)\(%+1)—ly%+2 + %v2sf)\(qu+1)yq7m+2

+ Leots A (G—mtl)y §-m+2, (4.19)
Now, fix
A< =2, 8 >0, 26+ 1)+A>0.
By this choice, we immediately see that the positivity of Hy is ensured,

indeed the second and the third terms of Hs are positive, being L5, Lg > 0,
it remains to prove that Lg > 0. This latter follows by the positivity of

2(m — 2)) L AB 1) (m 1)

2.
N N +is

. N+2)(m—1
Since, s = (B+1)(m —qg—1), by (4.2),and m —1 < g < %, by
assumption, then we obtain

,_2m=2) 4B+ -1)

3 N N
To estimate the term H;, we consider the following trinomial

T.(t) = (Ly — e)t* + Lot + Ly — ¢.
If its discriminant is strictly negative, then it is possible to find v small
enough so that the discriminant of (Ly — & — ¢)t? + Lot + L1 — € — ~ still

remains strictly negative, in turn we can conclude that there exists v =
Y(N,m,p,q,B3,\,¢) > 0 such that T.(t) > v (t2 + 1), and hence

L :)\<m—q—1—i—

—(g=—m+1)2(8+1)+ A > —% > 0.

m

Hy = v "2Y2T, <v”+%+1Y*7)
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> <v*’\*2Y2 n U2o+)\(m71)Y27m>

Since A < —2, we can define

20+ A(m—1) p—m+1
=R g — BT
5 N+ 2 Mot

where d := —/\2—22 > 0, by the choice of A and 3, so that S > m — 1.

Since 255%“ > 1, we have
25 _m42 —A—2y,2 511 (A+2)Sy2— 51
Yy sh :(v Y) <v Ym)
< p A2y 2 4 (DS y2-m
_ A2y 2y 204 (m=-1)y2-m
Therefore,
2S—m-+2
Hy > Y st (4.20)

Combining with (4.17), (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20), we arrive

—m VY|?
S < c7| Y| . (4.21)

2S

Ay (Y)+7Y

By Lemma 2.1, we obtain

2( _ 204+mA42

Y () < cg (dist (2, Q)" Fomtt = cg (dist (, Q) oot |

where cg = cg(S,m,7,c7) > 0. It follows that

d ’ . _ 20 7m)\+2 g . _1__7n—d
Vu(z)| < cg (dist (x,00Q)) 20e-m+1) = ¢g (dist (z,00Q)) "~ p=mF1 | (4.22)

where ¢§ = cg(m, A, ) > 0, which is exactly (1.20). The nonexistence of
any positive solution of (1.1) in RYV follows consequently.

It remains to prove that the discriminant of the trinomial 7;(t) is negative.
Since the discriminant is a polynomial of its coefficients. Hence it suffices to
prove that the discriminant of Ty(¢) is strictly negative to deduce the same
property holds for T.(¢) for small enough e. Noting that

To(t) = L4If2 + Lot + Ly,

and its discriminant D = L% — 4L L, satisfies

D= |ﬁ|2<1m>{[x (m—1+ 2<m—2>> N 4<ﬁ+1])v<m—1> ””r

N

2(6 4 1)(m — 2)>

N 2 <ﬁ+2_ N

e+ - (ERE=D
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Using f+1 = ZEAm=D-Q+28 14

2(p—m—+1)

w, we further compute

1) 1

A<m_1+2<m—2>>+ 4B+ 1)(m

N N

X {4p(m—1) +2X[m — 1+ p(m

+20=
T Np-m+1)

—nﬂ+u+mﬂN@—m+n—mm—n@,

5+2_2(6+1]>V<m—2):2p+;§1vvzp—_13n—+(i)+2>5w_z<m—2)]+1,
and
+ 1)( m—12p+AX(m—1)—(A+2)S
(8 +1)(m (ﬁ )]>:( HEN@£m+BJ )S]
x {(m —1mp+M —1) = (A+2)S]-2N(p—-m+1)}.
Thus
D:—iﬁzﬁ—{Q+mﬂN@—m+m—qm—nw2
Nip—-m+1)

+4(A+2) [Ap(m — 2) +2(m —

Dp—-1I]5

+4X*(p —m+1) +4(A +2)?’p(m — 1)} .

Since A+2 # 0, we set £ = ALH By the choice of A it follows ¢ > 1. In turn,
using also that 1/(A+2) = (1 —¢)/2 < 0, we arrive to

()\ + 2)252(1—771)

D:
N(p—-m+1)

{[N(p—m+1)

—4(m —1)] S* —4(p —m +1)£S

+4(m —1)(p— 1)S + 4(p — m + 1)0? + 4p(m — 1)} ,

which is equivalent to

2

—m 2
D:(A+E%ML){Mp—mA&)Q—§> +Dﬂ$},

Np—-m+1)
where

Di(S) == [(N = 1)(p —m +1) — 4(m

Fix { = § . hence g = Am=3+2m=1)

2(p—m+1)
)(m—1)

1)) 82 A(m—1)(p—1)S+4p(m—1).
As the coefficient of S? in D1(9) is

negative if p < (NT, we can choose S large enough, namely A < —2
such that |A\+2] is small enough, to reach D;(S) < 0. In particular, condition
2(S+1)+A > 0 holds true for A\ — —2~ being equivalent to (A4+2)p—2A > 0.
Consequently D < 0, concluding the proof of the positivity of 7. O
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