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Abstract

We study the problem of finding a function u verifying —Awu = 0 in 2 under
the boundary condition % + g(u) = p on 9 where Q C RY is a smooth
domain, n the normal unit outward vector to €2, y is a measure on Jf2 and g
a continuous nondecreasing function. We give sufficient condition on g for this
problem to be solvable for any measure. When g(r) = |[r[P=1r, p > 1, we give
conditions in order an isolated singularity on 02 be removable. We also give
capacitary conditions on a measure p in order the problem with g(r) = |r[P~1r
to be solvable for some . We also study the isolated singularities of functions
satisfying —Au =0 in Q and 2% + g(u) = 0 on 99\ {0}.
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in RY such that 0 € 92 and g: R+ R a
continuous nondecreasing function such that rg(r) > 0. The aim of this article
is to study the following nonlinear problem

—Au+u=0 in Q
du . (1.1)
8n+g( u)=p in 0Q,

where 4 is a Radon measure on 0f2 and n the outward normal unit vector on
09. An associated model problem on which we can develop sharp estimate is
the following equation in the upper half-space Rf ={z = (21,...,2y) € RV :
TN > 0},
—Au=0 in Rf
—ﬂ+ |ulP~lu =0 in ORY \ {0} (1.2)
Oz,
where p > 1. These two problems are by essence non-local and actually, the
second problem can be expressed by introducing the square root of the Laplacian
in R¥~! under the form

1a+a? =0  in RV-1\ {0}, (1.3)

where A, | = Z 5 2 and @(z1,...,2N-1) = u(Z1,...,28-1,0). The second
equation is equ1var1ant under the scaling transformation T}, (k > 0) defined by

Tilu(z) = k7T u(kz). (1.4)



Therefore it is natural to look for self-similar solutions i.e. solutions satisfying
Ti[u] = u for any k > 0. Introducing the spherical coordinates (r, o) € (0, 00 X
SN=1) then a self-similar solution endows the form

u(z) = u(r,o) = rfp_ilw(o), (1.5)
and w satisfies
A'w+ LUy pw =0 in SN*
ow -1 : N—1 (1.6)
a—+|w|p w=0 in 98,7,
v

where A’ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere SNV=1, v is the
outward normal unit vector to BSiV ~! tangent to SN~ and

e () (L v ) w

This problem points out the existence of critical values of p. We denote by £ the
set of solutions of (LO) and £ = {w € € : w > 0}. This set has the following
structure:

Theorem A. 1- If

N-—1
1.8
PZ g (1.8)
then € = {0}.
2. If
< 1.9
l<ps =7 (1.9)
then &, = {0}.
9 If
S (1.10)
N_1 P>NZ9o '

then & = {ws, —ws, 0} where ws is the unique positive solution of (L6).

When 1 < p < &5, we show that there exist signed solutions to (IZ6).

Theorem B. Let Q ¢ RN, N > 2, be a bounded C? domain such that 0 € 9
and g : R — R a continuous function which satisfies sg(s) > 0. Then any
function uw € C1(Q\ {0}) solution of

—Au=0 in Q
1.11
g—z—kg(u) =0 in 00\ {0}, (1.11)
satisfying near x = 0 either u(z) = o(|z|>~N) if N > 3 or u(z) = o(In|z|) if
N =2, is constant and g(u) = 0.

The set £ plays a fundamental role in the characterization of boundary
isolated singularities of solutions of

—Au=0 in Q

du . (1.12)
R p—1 =
0 +uPtu=0 in 90\ {0}.



Theorem C. Let Q C RYN be a smooth bounded domain such that 0 € 0.
Assume u € CH(Q\ {0}) is a nonnegative function satisfying (L12) and such
that |x|ﬁu($) is bounded.
1- Ifp > %, then u =0

2- If % <p< %, we have the following alternative:
2-(i) either

lim Tﬁu(r, o) = ws(o)  locally uniformly on Si_v_l, (1.13)
r—0

2-(ii) or there exists a nonnegative real number k such that there holds,

a) lim |z)> Nu(z) =k if N >3,

lz| =0 . ‘ (1.14)
b) Ihlmo(— In|z)) " u(z) =k if N=2.

z|—

The assumption on the boundedness of |x|v_£1u(x) seems necessary since no
Keller-Osserman universal estimate [22], [27] appears to hold. Actually, if u
satisfies (L2)), the function @ defined in whole RY by

- ] u(z,zy) ifx, >0
U@, s Ty) = { w(T1,y ey — ) if x,, <0, (1.15)
satisfies
— Ad+ 2|u|P*1uHaM =0 inRY\ {0}, (1.16)

where Hau&f is the (N-1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure supported by ORY.

Hence the coercivity due to the nonlinear term is localized on 8Rf . Such

problems with measure valued nonlinear potential are studied in [29]. Notice
N-1
N—2
u(z) = o(|z|>~"), hence Theorem B implies Theorem C.

also that when p > then the assumption u(z) = O(|x|_ﬁ) implies that

When u satisfies (LI4), the problem can be interpreted with a boundary
data holding in the sense of distributions,

—Au=0 in

% 4+ uP = kdy in D'(00Q). (1.17)
on

For more general measures and nonlinearities, we define a solution of problem

(1) as follows,

Definition. Let Q C RN be as in Theorem B, p € M(IN) and g : R — R be
a continuous function. A function u € L'(Q) is a weak solution of (L)) if it
admits a boundary trace u|sq which is a Borel function on 02, g(u) € L*(0€)
and

/u(—A§ +&)dx —I—/ g(u)édS = &dp,  for all € € C(Q), (1.18)
Q o0 0
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where

C(Q) = {5601(5):A56L°°(Q), % =0 on 89}. (1.19)

In the next result we give a condition for the unconditionnal solvability of
problem ([LTJ).

Theorem D. Let Q ¢ RY, N > 3 be a bounded C? domain and g : R— R a
continuous nondecreasing function such that g(0) = 0. If g satisfies

/100(9(5) + |g(—s)|)57%ds < 00, (1.20)

then for any p € M(ON), the problem [LI) admits a unique solution.

A nonlinearity which satisfies (L20) is called subcritical. When N = 2 this
notion has to be modified. Following Vazquez we define the exponential orders
of growth of a continuous nondecreasing function g : R — R vanishing at 0 by

a4+ (g) = inf {a >0: /Oooeasg(s)ds < oo} ; (1.21)

and

a—_(g) = sup {a <0: /O e*®g(s)ds > —oo} . (1.22)

— 00

Theorem E. Let Q C R? be a bounded C? domain and g : R — R a continuous
nondecreasing function such that g(0) = 0.

1- If ay(g9) = a—(g) = 0, then for any p € M(IN) the problem ([LI)) admits a

unique solution,

2-if 0 < ay(g) < 00 and —oo0 < a_(g) < 0 the problem (1) admits a unique
k

solution with p = Z a;jdq;, with a; € 02 and a; € R*, provided
j=1

<a; <

@) @) (1.23)

When N > 3 and g does not satisfy (L.20), there may not exist solutions for
any measure. The problem is well understood if g(r) = |r[P~1r. For example,
if p> %, there is no weak solution to the problem

—Au+u=0 in
g—z + |ulPtu = p in D' (09). (124)

when p = ad, with a € 9€2. As in many similar problems, the condition for a
Radon measure in order there exists a weak solution to (I.24]) is expressed in

terms of Bessel capacities, presently the capacity Cé’ﬂ/ on the boundary with

/I _ _DP
=5



Theorem F. Let Q C RN, N > 2 be a bounded C?. Then problem (L24) admits
a solution with p € M (), necessarily unique, if and only if p vanishes on

Borel set E C 09 such that Cé’é)/ (E)=0.

This work is the main part of the PhD thesis of the first author prepared in
the Laboratoire de Mathématiques et Physique Théorique of the University of
Tours under the supervision of the second author.

2 Separable solutions

We recall that the upper hemisphere S iv ~! can be parametrized as follows
Si_v_l = {0 =(singo,cosp): 0’ € SN2 ¢ |0, 31} (2.1)

and we write w(o) = w(o’, ¢)). With this parametrization the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on SV~ endows the form

1
sin? ¢
where A’ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on SN 2. The surface measure on
SN=1induced by the Euclidean metric in RY is dS(o) = sin™ 2 ¢dS’(0”)d¢

where dS’(0") is the surface measure on S”~2 induced by the Euclidean metric
in RV-1,

Aw (2.2)

1 . N-—2
Aw = m (sm ¢w¢)¢ +

2.1 Proof of Theorem A

Proof of assertion 1. If p > % then ¢, < 0. If w is a solution of (LG]), then

/SN,1 (lV’wP _ f]v,pr) ds —l—‘/a |W|p+1dS/ —0.

N-—1
+ S

Hence w = 0.

Proof of assertion 2. Assume (L) holds and w is a positive solution of (L6l
The function ¢ — cos¢ is the first eigenfunction of —A’ in H3(SY ') with
corresponding eigenvalue N-1. Multiplying the equation by cos ¢ and integrating
yields

(ZN,p—f—l—N)/

N-—-1
Sy

w cos ¢pdS +/ wdS" =0
asy

N-1°
Hopf boundary lemma..
Proof of assertion 3. Assume ([I0) holds. We first prove that any solution
w of (L6 depends only on ¢ following a method introduced in [34] and it has
constant sign. We set

If 1 < p< <~ then Inyp+1—N >0, hence CLJ\_aSN—IZ 0, hence w = 0 by
+

1
SN2 Jon o

w(¢) w(o’, ¢)dS" (o").



Then
/ (1ol ~ TP T0) (0 ~ ) ' = / (lwP~'w — [@P~3) (w — ) dS',
SN -2 SN-2
since

/ (|w|P*1w - |w|1’—1w) (w—m)dS’ = (|w|P*1w - |w|1’—1w)/ (w—®)dS’ = 0.
SN-2

SN -2

Hence

/SN—z (Mpﬂ“ - m) (w—w)dS' > 21710/ w— P ds’.

SN -2

From the expression (2.2) we get

[V ewpas v, [ @ -mpds
5571 SN71

+

:/ (|w|p*1w_ |w|i”*1w) (w — @) dS’
SN-2

> 21—P/ lw—wPT as.
SN—2

Since w is the projection of w onto the first eigenspace of —A’ in Hl(S’ivfl)
and N-1 the corresponding eigenvalue,

—/ |V'(w—@)|%dS < (1 — N)/ (w—©)%dS.
syt

syt
Hence
(Enp+1—N) /Sfl(w ~®)%dS > 21‘p/SM w — @[T ds’.
Ifp > %, then ¢y, +1— N < 0. This implies w = w. It follows that w

depends only on the variable ¢ € (0, §) and thus it satisfies

1 N o
SinW(sm]\] 2¢w¢)¢+€N,pw:0 in (0,%)
wp(0) =0, (wg + |w[P~'w) (5) = 0.

(2.3)

Next we prove that any solution has constant sign. Let us assume that w(0) > 0.
If w vanishes at a first point some ¢ € (0, 5], then it is positive on (0, ¢o) and
we(¢o) < 0 by Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem. If ¢pg = %, then wg(¢o) = 0 from
(2.3), contradiction. Hence ¢g < %. This implies that w is a positive solution
of

sin% (simNﬁ2 ¢w¢)¢ +lnpw=0 in (0, ¢o)
we(0) =0, w(go) =0.

Thus w is a first eigenfunction of —A’ in H}(Sg,) where

(2.4)

Sgo = {0 = (0/,0) € SN2 x (0,60)} G SY .



Hence {n, > N — 1, contradiction.

Then we prove that there exists at most one positive solution w. Let @ be
another positive solution. A straightformard computation yields

!/ !~
0:/ (A“_Af)(w?—@?)ds
Sf71 w w

1 1
= —/ <—2 + ~—2) |wV'& — C:JV/W|2 - / (wp_l - ‘:}p_l) (w2 - 5)2) ds’.
gv-1 \w o ggN-1
+ +

This implies that w = @.

Finally we prove existence. Set

1

1
J(n) = = V|2 — Uy ,n?) dS + — Piqs. 2.5
) =3 /S (V=) as o [ o (2.5)

The functional J is defined in
Xpaa(SY 1) == {n e H'(SY~")n LP*1(9SY ") : n depends only on ¢ € [0, %]},

and it is lower continuous. If ) € X,q(SY '), then n = 51 +19 where 7 = n(%)
and m € H}(SY ™). In particular

1
J(n) = 5/31%1 (IV'm|? = tnpni) dS — eN,pno/SNflnlds
+ +
_ €N7P|S-J|-v_1|n2 + |SN72||,,7 |p+1
2 O Ty P

Since (LI0) holds, 0 < ¢y, < N — 1; if we take n(¢) = €p € R, then

InplSE ! SN2
_ N;P' + |€%+ | ||60|p+1.
2 p+1

Hence the infimum of J in de(S’iv_l) is negative. Since p > %, then
Inp <N —1,and for e =N —1— ¥y, > 0 there holds

€ UnplSY |52
J(n) > = 2dS — ¢ ds — =2+ —nd {ans
(n) = Q/Sflnl N,pno/sflm R ol

J(n) =

By Young’s inequality J(n) — oo when H’r]HHl(Si\I—l) + ||77HL,,+1(85571) — 0.

Therefore J achieves its minimum in de(S’iv 71) at some w, which can be

assume to be positive since J(n) = J(|n|). If we denote it by ws, there holds
& = {ws, —ws, 0}, which ends the proof. |

The value p = % is a bifurcation value as it is shown below.

Proposition 2.1 There exists a C! curve € — (pe,w.) defined in [0, eg] with

€ > 0 such that (po,wo) = (25,0) where 1 < pe < 25 and w is a nonzero
signed solution of

ANwe+LUypw=0 in SN
ow 1 . N—1 (2.6)
a—+|w|p€ w=0 in 05y .

1%



Proof. The linearization of (L) at p = t25 and w = 0 yields

A+ (N =1)p =0 in SN*
2.7
%?::0 in 95y . @7
14

If RY := {z = (21,...,2y) : £, > 0}, then for j < N the restriction to S}
of the function ¢; : & — x; satisfies 2.7). In order to satisfy the simplicity
requirement, we consider the functions defined on Siv ~! depending only of
the variable z; \_Sil—l. Then 1; is a simple eigenfunction of A’ associated to

the eigenvalue N — 1. By the classical Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem[I7] there

exists a C! curve € — (pe,w.) starting from (-, 0) such that w, is a nonzero

solution depending only of the variable x| ¢~-1 of the problem
+

A'we + LUy pwe =0 in S’_J‘_V*1
ow . - (2.8)
8; + |welPeTlwe = 0 in 08yt
Since w, depends only on x| ¢v-1 and inherits the properties of v, it changes
+
sign. By Theorem A-1-2, p. < %, which ends the proof. g

2.2 Separable solutions in dimension 2
When N = 2, [24]) endows the form

1
Wep + ——w =10 in (0,7
o] (p — 1)2 ( ) 2o
(—wg + [w]P~lw) (0) =0 (2.9)
(wo + |w[P~tw) () =0,
and therefore
w(¢) = acos ¢ + bsin ¢
p—1 p—1
for some real numbers a,b. The boundary conditions are the following
b
() - tlaPla=0=b=(p-DlaP
p—
(i) a4 si il + b cos il
) — in
p—1 p—1 p—1 p—1
T T T T p-l
+(acos| —— | + bsin [ —— acos | —— | +bsin [ —— =0.
p—1 p—1 p—1 p—1
(2.10)

Theorem 2.2 If N = 2 the set £ is always discrete and more precisely,
1- If p%l € N*, then 0 is the unique solution to (2Z9]).

2- If p+1 ¢ N*, then (ZI0) admits three solutions ws, —ws and zero. Further-
more ws keeps a constant sign if p > 2.



Proof. Because of (ZI0)-(i) we can assume a,b > 0. Set X = (p — 1)a?~! and

p—1

p p
+ X | cos T + X sin T cos T + X sin T
p—1 p—1 p—1 p—1

All the separable solutions with a > 0 (and similarly with a < 0) are obtained

1

with a?P~! = Xy and b = (ﬁ) ? where X is a positive zero of the function ®.

(1) If S5 = § + kn for some k € N, then ®(X) = (—=1)**'(1 — X?*!). Hence

there exist only three solutions corresponding to

(a,b) = (0,0)

()" G))
o= (-(5)7 - G5)7)

(2) If ;%5 = km for some k € N, then ®(X) = 2(—1)*X. Hence the only
solution is (a,b) = (0,0).
(3) If 75 # kx for any k € N, then

MX%:X—mn<7T>

p—1
+ X tan (L) sin (L)
p—1 p—1
Hence

P'(X) =1

-Hm<g§0sm<;90 cm<#i>+xp4cm<ﬁ%>+@+nx)

If tan (ﬁ) > 0, then ®'(X) > 0 and since ®(0) < 0, ® admits a unique root

Xo > 0. Hence there exist only three solutions, ws, —ws, 0.

If tan (ﬁ) < 0, then ®(0) > 0. Moreover
cot (L) +X
p—1

()
(oot (S5 ) +) (0 DX+ 2000 (21

10

p—1

()

cot(L) + X
p—1

p—1

p—1 p—3

@%X)zpmn<;37)




Hence ®” is negative in the interval (0, —1% cot (p%l)), positive in

(—1% cot (p%l) ,— cot (p%l)) and negative in (— cot (p%l) ,00). A standard
study shows that ®’ is positive on (0, X.) for some X, > — cot (ﬁ), vanishes
at X, and is negative on (X,,00). Finally, ® is increasing on (—oo, X,) with
a positive maximum and negative on (X,,00). As a consequence ¢ admits a

unique zero at Xg > — cot and there exist again only three solutions

e
ws, —ws and 0. This ends the proof. O

3 Isolated singularities

3.1 Regularity results

We assume that Q@ ¢ RN, N > 2 is a bounded smooth domain such that 0 € 9.
We have the following basic estimate the proof of which is based upon Moser’s
iterative scheme.

Proposition 3.1 Let g: R — R be a continuous function such that rg(r) >0
on R. Then any function u € C*(Q\ {0}) which verifies

—Au=0 mn Q

g—z Fgw) =0  in 00\ {0}, (3:1)

satisfies for any a > 1 and some cq > 0,
Ca
Jullimionm) < 5 liliengy  Jor allre @l (32)

where rg > 0 depends on Q. In particular, if u is nonnegative, then for any
€ > 0 there exists c. > 0 such that

Ce
[ull L @ s,) < m/@ﬂdkv (3.3)

where A € M (0N) s the boundary trace of w.

Proof. Let ¢ € CYY(RY) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, {(x) = 1if |2| > s, ((z) = 0 if
|z| < r for some 0 < r < s, and |V{(z)] < 22X, (x) where I'; = {z € RV :

r < |z| < s}. For @ > 0 we have from (3.)),

/(VU,V(C2|u|°‘71u)>dx+/ Cg(u)|u|*"tudS = 0.
Q r9)

11



Then

o  4a
/Q<Vu.V(§2|u| Yu)yde = 7/‘V|u|

2
(a+1 de

/C|u| fuVu| T Vda

a+1
a+ 9
d
e | [ |
4 3
s si VAL |a+1|v<|2da:) ([ [h=] car)
Put
1 1
at1|? o : a+1 2 :
- ‘V|u| 2 de) L v = ([ Ve Pde
Q Q
and A= [ (%g(u)|u|*tudS, then
o9
2 2 42 a+1
10X? — 4o+ 1)XY + (a+1)242 <0 = X < Y. (3.4)

The discriminant of this equation in X is necessarily nonnegative, therefore
1
Y < ad? e / Co(w)|ul* udS < —/ oV Pde. (3.5)
o0 aJa

o¢+1 o¢+1

Since (V|u| 2 =V (C|u| a“) lul 2

of Young’s inequality,

« at1 |2 13
— [ |V =) de+ [ ot dS<—/ V(P da,
e L7 () aot [ Caputuas < 2 [ vepas

which leads to

o<+1
a+1 qu

V¢, we deduce from ([B34) with the help

2 al
o + [ gt

(3.6)
<2 el + H<| i .
2()
We first assume N > 3 and set § = % If s—r < 1, we obtain, using
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality,
« a+1 a—1 C2
(o +1)2 ||uHL9<a+1>(smB§) + BQQBCQ(U)|U| udS < 704(5 )2 HUHLQH(QQB o -
(3.7)
We fix r > 0 and define the sequences for n € N*
Pn = 0pn_1 withpy=a+1=a>1
rn=r(2-2"") with ro =7

sp=r(2-2"""1),

12



thus s, — r, = 27" 1. We obtain from (B.7)

Pn —

2 Cn Pn
= [l anss, ) + | g SRS S o )
(3.8)

n

Therefore

e 2" a+ 1)
ar

<

||u||Lpn+1(QﬂB§n) = ( ) ||“||Lpn(sch ) (3.9)

Because s,, — 2r when n — oo, we obtain by an easy induction

CNQ

||u||L°°(QﬂB ) — ||u’||La QQBC) . (310)

We notice that we have neglected the boundary integral in ([B.8]). Indeed, the
same induction yields

CNoz

Hu”LOO(BQﬁBgT) < X ||u||La (QNBe) - (3.11)

If N =2 we use the interpolation inequality
at1 ax1

. 3.12

H§|u| W% 2(Q) sa H§|u| o Wh2(Q) HC| = L2(Q) ( )
Combining it with the imbedding inequality

af1 at1||2
< 2 .
[ 223 <[ PO (3.13)

we obtained that (B1) is replaced by
2
« a+1 1 a— C a+1
(a+1)2 ||u||Le'<a+1)(gmBg) + i/achg(u)'u' 'udS < a(sfﬁr)? lullf ot @npe) -
(3.14)
with 6 = &~ Mutatis mutandis, the end of the proof follows easily.
Next We assume that w > 0. Then it admits a boundary trace (see e.g.

[24]) which is a nonnegative Radon A measure on 9 and the Riesz-Herglotz
representation formula in terms of Poisson potential of the measure A holds,

u(z) = PN\ == / P(z,y)d\(y) for all x € Q, (3.15)
o9

where P is the Poisson kernel defined in Q x 9. Furthermore u belongs to

NAL
the Lorentz space L%"’O(Q) and L)' (Q), where p(z) = dist (z,9Q) (see
e.g. [20]). Furthermore

il

Ly T ||u||L%,m(Q) < ca [[Mllsn(a0) - (3.16)

P

For any € > 0 there exists ¢, > 0 such that

il

N < N
LN—TF°°(Q) LN-1°°°(Q)

13



If we apply BII) with a = N_LHE we infer

c
HUHL“’(QQBST) < TN—1+e ”)‘”sm(agz) . (3.17)
This ends the proof. O

Remark. A natural question is whether ([B3) is valid with e = 0. Notice that
using the standard estimates on the Poisson kernel we have,

C
lull =,y < ~x=7 IMlon(on) forallr >0, (3.18)

where Q, = {z € Q: p(z) > r} and ¢ = ¢(2) > 0.

3.2 Linear estimates

We assume that € is a bounded smooth domain of RV, N > 2.

Proposition 3.2 Let a > 0 be a constant and A and p be two bounded Radon

measures on ) and O respectively. Then there exists a unique weak solution
u€ LY(Q) of

—Au+au =\ in
B e 519
on

Furthermore there exists ¢ = ¢(€2) > 0 such that

Jull,

9l e < e (Ilanga) + illangoy ) +Ba el

(3.20)

N oo
N-2"°°(Q
if N > 2 with by >0, b, >0 if a =0, and

[ullzr ) + VUl L2 () < elr) (H)\Hzm(sz) + ||M||sm(asz)> + ba [[ull L1 () »
(3.21)
for any r < oo, if N = 2.
Proof. We first consider the case Q = B, := {z = (2/,z,) € Bg : x,, > 0}.
We set

., u(z',x) ifx, >0
(2’ zy) = / ;
u(z', —zy) if z,, <O.
Then u satisfies
—Aa+aa:X+2H8Mu in Bg
ou , (3.22)
— = [iloBs in OBRg,

on
where H__ is the (N-1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure and X and i are defined
+

accordingly to @ by an even reflexion through 8Rf . Then u satisfies locally
B20) in the sense that for any 0 < R’ < R there holds

]

+ ||Va
_+lval,

N oo
LN—2"%(

_ ~
B N1 (Bry) ¢ (H)\Hm"((BR) + ||u||97‘(83§/)> ’

(3.23)
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when N > 2, with straightforward modification if N = 2. This implies

g ;
< ([, * loncom )

(3.24)
For a general domain €2, consider a point a € 0€2. There exists r, > 0 such
that we can perform an even reflexion though 9QN B,., (a) following the normal
vector to 00 as in [6, Lemma 2.4], with the modification that we use an even
reflection and not the odd one which is therein adapted to zero boundary data.
If we denote by @ the reflected function defined in B, (a), it satisfies

(Bt

- Z (z,Va) + ati = \ + 2Hory 1 in By, (a), (3.25)

where the A; are C! functions satisfying the standard ellipticity and bounded-
ness conditions. The local regularity theory yields

& 00((B’Tgl(a))S ¢ (H)\Hm(fz% (a))+ HMHW(@BE (a)))'

(3.26)
for any 0 < r/, < rq, where ¢ depends on §? and r, — r,. We obtain ([B.20)
by a compactness argument. The proof of [B.2I)) is similar. Uniqueness is
straightforward. O

||U||L%,W(BT&(G))+ |

Remark. These results are not new. However they show that the estimates are
local which will be useful later on in the sense that for any compact set K C )
and any € > 0 there holds

lull,

0= (H)\Hm(ﬂmKe)Jr Hulbﬁ(@ﬂﬂke))v (3.27)

where K. = {z € RY : dist (2, K) < ¢} and where c is a positive constant
depending on 2, K, e.

Remark. A more general global statement of existence and regularity with a
more involved proof can be found in [26] Theorems 1, 2]. The same estimates
holds up to replacing b [|ul| 1 gy by ba [[ullf1 g0y in B20)-@21) if B.19) is
replaced by
—Au=\ in Q
0 3.28
au +au=p in Q. ( )
on

Lemma 3.3 Let A € LY(Q), p € LY (09) and u € L*(Q) be the weak solution
of BI9). Then we have for all ¢ € C(Q), ¢ >0,

/|u|(—A<—|—aC)daz < //\Csigno(u)da:—l—/ p¢signg (u)dsS (3.29)
Q Q Ele)
and

where Signy = X, o) = X(—ae.0)7

/u+(—AC + al)dz < /ACsignaL(u)dx +/ u¢signg (u)dS (3.30)
Q Q 00

where signg = X (0,00 -
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Proof. We first assume that v is a smooth function. Let {7z} C C§°(R) be a
sequence of nonnegative functions such that 0 < v, < 1, v, = 0 on (—o0,0],
Y >0, v =1on [k~ ! 00), and let ¢ € C(2), ¢ > 0. Then

| ORIV + 2000V, 96) dir + 0 i)
Q

Q

Z/%WQW+/7WMMS
Q oN

Set jk(r) = [y 7y (s)ds, then

/ka(u), V()d + a/

Q

u%wmsA%wQM+/vwmma

[219]

Since ¢ € C(),

[ Canwac+am)de < [w@nds+ [ w@uds. (330
Q Q

o0

Letting £ — oo, we infer

/(—AC—i—aC) updr < /signJr(u)C/\da:—l—/ signy(u)CudsS.
Q Q oQ

In the same way, we prove

/(—AC—i—aC) |u|dw§/sign(u)§)\dx+/ sign(u)CpdS.
Q Q

o0

In the general case, let {\;}, {1} be two sequences converging in L(£2) and
LY(09) to X and p respectively. Then the sequence of solutions {us} of

—Aup +aup = N in Q
Jug _y ) (3.32)
on

converges to the solution u of (B.32]) in L%’“(Q) (any L™(2) with 1 <r < 00
N

if N =2) and {Vu,} converges to Vu in (LN]XI’OO(Q)> . This implies that

B331) holds, hence (3:29) and B30)) follow. O

The following general regularity result proved in [28, Theorem 6] will be
used later on.

Proposition 3.4 Let a > 0 be a constant and u be the weak solution of (B19])
with A =0 and p € L™(0Q), m > 1. Let q € [m,00]. The following regularity
results hold:

1-If X — % < w7, then u € L9(9Q).
2-If L — ﬁ < 5, then u € LI().

3-If o — wogyg < 0, then u e WH(Q).

16



Remark. In each case of the above proposition there holds
lulle < el o + ba lull gy (3.33)

where X is either L7(9) either L4(Q) or W14(Q) and b, > 0 is as in Proposi-
tion[3:2l From this result we obtain higher regularity according to the regularity
of the boundary data.

Proposition 3.5 Let a > 0 be a constant and u be the weak solution of (B.19)

with A = 0. If p € WH™(9Q), m > 1. Let q € [m, ] be such that %—ﬁ <
0. Then u € W24(Q). Moreover
ullyz.aiqy < cllllyrmoa) + ba llwll g - (3.34)

Proof. For the sake of simplicity we assume that 2 = By, the unit ball in R,
In spherical coordinates u satisfies

N -1 o, . N_1
Uy = = UT—T—QAU—O in (0,1) x S (3.35)
ur(1,.) = p() in SN-1

where A’ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on SV 1. Let A be a skew-symmetric
matrix in RV, X; := exp(tA) the group of isometries that it generates and L 4
the Lie derivative defined by

LA’U}(U) = ’U}(XtU) \_tzo

4
dt

Since L4 commutes with A’ the function (r,0) — v(r,0) = Lau(r, o) satisfies

N -1 1
V= v, = AU =0 in (0,1) x SN-1
r r
vr(1,.) = Lap(.) in SN,

We deduce

lollr.aqey < lLanll po gy + ba llull 21y < ¢ Mallynn oy + ba Il -

This implies firstly that
HV/UHWLQ(Q) <d HU”vvl,m(aQ) + Nb, HUHLI(Q) ’

which is an estimate for all the tangential derivatives of v and we obtained the
final estimate with the normal derivative using the equation. O

Interating this method and using interpolation techniques, we obtain

Proposition 3.6 Let a > 0 be a constant and u be the weak solution of (B.19).
]fu € Wk“m(aﬂ) m>1, ke N, se(0,1). Let q € [m,o0] be such that
< 0. If \ € Wk-1H59(Q) then uw € WFHHs49(Q) and

E (N=1)q 1)q

lullwnsr ooy < € (lillwnsomon + INlws-1soaey ) + b o) - (3.36)
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The next local version of the previous results will be used later on.

Proposition 3.7 Let a > 0 be a constant, N C 0Q be compact and u be a
nonnegative weak solution of @I9) with A = 0 and p € WEF™(OQ\N), m > 1,
k€ N*, s€(0,1). Let g € [m,oc] be such that = — ﬁ < 0. If fore >0
small enough we set N, = {x € Q : dist (v, N) < €}, then u € WFH1F9(Q\ N,)

and

||’UJHW1<+1+s,q(Q\N2€) S C ||ILLHWk+s,m(BQ\NE) + ba ||u||L1(Q\N€) B (337)

with ¢ = c(e) > 0.

Proof. Let ¢ € C5°(RY), ¢ > 0, vanishing in a neighborhood of N and v = (u,
then
—Av = (A + uAl 4 2(Vu, V) in Q

v a¢ . (3.38)

o Cp— u% in 092
Since u is positive harmonic, it belongs to L==m (Q) and |Vu| € L™(Q) for
any m € (1, 527). Then (A + uA¢ +2Vu.V¢ € L™(). Combining the trace
theorem and Sobolev imbedding theorem, ug—fl e W5 m(9) C Lo (092).
Since the solution w of

—Aw = A+ uAl + 2(Vu, V() in Q
Jw
on

=0 in 0Q

with zero average belongs to W2™(Q) C WL it follows from Proposi-
tion B4 that v € WH4(Q) for any ¢ < % We iterate this process by setting

1 11 1 n
PR L N*.
N1 ™ o T TN mg N OTnE

mo=m <

If n* is the largest integer smallest than %7 then v € WHmn177(Q) for

any 7 > 0, hence v € WhHmw+1=7(Q) C W*°°(Q) for some s € (0,1). By
Proposition 3.6, v € W1T°°(Q). Iterating this method we obtain the claim.
O

Remark. The sign assumption on u may look unusual, but it must be noticed
that the problem is by essence non-local. The only local aspect is the one
dealing with the local properties of nonnegative harmonic functions and the
solutions of elliptic equations with measure data. If we want to get rid of it, we
need Vu € L%’OO(K) for all compact set K C Q\ N as a starting point of
the proof of Proposition 3.7

An important application deals with nonlinear boundary value such as

—Au=0 in

du . (3.39)
n +g(u)=0 in 09,
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where g : Ry — R, is a C**! function. Putting 4 = g(u) and iterating
Proposition [3.7] we obtain

lullyssass00 (@ Vo) < €lltll o o v + Oa llull 2w - (3.40)

Lemma 3.8 Let 1 < p < % and u be a nonnegative solution of (LI12) such
that |$C|P_i1u($) is bounded, then |x|v_£1+£|D€u(:E)| is also bounded for £ = 1,2, 3.

Proof. For k € (0,1] we set ug(z) = Ti[u](z) = kv u(kx) where Ty, is already
defined in (IZ). Then uy satisfies (II2) in QF := k~1Q. Since u(z) < clz| 71
in Q, uy, satisfies the same estimate with the same constant in Q*. Let » > 0
such that % < r < 8k. By Proposition B.7 we have

||uk||W3,oo(kaF§:;])z) <c ||uk||Loo(aﬂkmF?;{ck) + ba ||uk||Ll(kaF?7/‘{ck) )

where T® = {z € RY : a < |z| < b}. Since the curvature of QF is bounded
independently of k, the constant c is independent of k£ too. Furthermore

/ un(a)de = RN / u(y)dy
kapT;é QNrer

1 1
<k [y
Qnrer

1 6r 1
:cCNkl_N"_ﬁ/ sV 51 (s.
T
This last term is bounded as we have chosen % < r < 8k. Since Dfuy(z) =
kﬁHDku(kx), we take k = r and deduce
D u(z)| < || 7Tt + ¢,

which ends to proof. O

3.3 Proof of Theorem B

We denote by (z, z) — Na(z, z) be the kernel function defined in © x 9 with
Neumann boundary data d,, that is the solution of v = v, of

—Av+v=0 in
@ =9, in 0N (3-41)
on

It is known that

|z — 2|2~V itN>3
~ 3.42
Na(z,2) { —In|z — 2| if N =2. (842)
Furthermore, if p € 9MM(0N) the solution of
—Av+v=0 in Q

3.43
@ = U in 0 ( )

on
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is expressed by
v(z) = 69/\/9 (2, y)dp(y). (3.44)

Let j : R — R, be a C? nondecreasing convex function, vanishing on
(—00, 0], such that 0 < j/(r) < 1 on (0,00). For € > 0 set we = j(u— eNq(.,0)),
then

—Aw, = —eNg(.,0)5' (u — eNa(.,0)) — 5" (u — eNa(.,0))|V(u — eNa(.,0))]* < 0.

Since w, vanishes in a neighborhood of 0,

/|Vw6|2+/ weg(u)dS < 0.
Q 00

As g(u) has the sign of u, it is nonnegative on the support of w.. Hence Vw, = 0.
This implies that j(u—eNq(.,0)) is equal to some consatnt ¢, which is decreasing
with e. Letting e — 0 we infer that u is constant. Similarly u_ is constant and
such is u. Notice that for this constant u, g(u) = 0. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem C

3.4.1 Straightening the boundary

If p > £=1, then u(z) = O(|z _P_il) = o(|z|* %) and u = 0 by Theorem B.
Therefore we can assume 1 < p < % in the sequel. The basic technique is to
straighten the boundary and transform the study near the singular point into
a problem in a infinite cylinder. We abridge the proof since the details of the
method (initialy introduced in [20] ) can be found in [I6]. We assume that the
orthonormal basis e, ...,e, is RY is such that at 0, n = —e, and that 9Q is
locally the graph of a C? function 6 defined in B = Bgp N {z : z,, = 0} and
satisfying 0(0) = 0, DA(0) = 0. Putting

yj=2;=0,() ifj=1,.,N—1 and y, =z, — 0(z') =0 (),
then © = (04,...,0,) is a local diffecomorphism near 0. We set u(z) = a(y) =
a(r,o) = rfp_ilv(t,a) with ¢ = Inr. Performing a lengthy computation we
derive that v satisfies
2
(1+e)vy+ | N — prl +e v+ Unp+es)v+ Ao+ (Vv es)
+ (Vo e5) + (V(V'v, e, ), e6) =0

(3.45)

in (—oo,Tp] x SY " and

(Ut - 1 ) (68 - <C7 eN>€7) - <V/U7eN>67 + <vlv7 V> +oP =0 (346)

p—1"
in (—oo,Tp] x OSY !, where ¢ = IZ_I and the €; satisfy
lej (8 )|+ lese(t, ) + [V'es(E, )] < eet, (3.47)
as a consequence of the fact that |f(z’)] = 0(]2’|?) near 0. Furthermore the

quantities vy, vy, vy and V*9ysv are uniformly bounded on (—oo,Th] x Si_v_l
if |a| + 8 <3 and T < Ty by Lemma B8
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Lemma 3.9 There holds
T
/ /N ) (v + vE + |V'v|?) dSdt < <. (3.48)
—o0 S+7

Proof. We multiply the first equation ([3.45) by v, integrate on S iv ~! and obtain

2
V2 + Uy 2 — |Vu2)dS — —— v[Pt1ids’
[/Sfl(t v~ e as =2y [

DN =
&=

2
N (N_ 2 M) / v2dS + 1 () + 12(t) = 0,
p—1 syt
(3.49)

where

m(t) = /N (e1v4 + €30 + (Vv e4) + (Vv e5) + (V/ (Vv ey, ), €6)) v:dS,
syt

= / ((vt _ v) ((c,ey)er —es) + (V'U,eN>e7) vdS'.
asN 1 p—1

By (B41), |n;(t)] < ce!. The fact that v; and V'v are uniformly bounded and
N—QTpl;éOasp;é %,weinfer
P

T
/ / v2dSdt < co. (3.50)
—o0 5571

Since vy = (vor)r — v} and (V'v, V'vuy) = ((V'v, V'v1))e — |V'0i]?, we obtain
by multiplying (345]) by vy and integrating on Sj_v -1

d N
— / S2__P v+ Uy vy — V'o.V'y | dS — / |v[P~tovdS’
dt syt 2 p-1 ’ s

+ /sfl(l + 1) (v} — Inpvf + [V'v[?) dS +p/651v,1|v|p_1”tzdsl

+

n2(t

~—

+m(t) +72(t) =0,
(3.51)

where

m(t) = /N 1 (€201 + e3v + (V'v,€4) + (V'ug, e5) + (V' (V'v, e, ), €6)) v dS,
SN -

1
Ya(t) = / (vt — 11)) ({c, V'v)er — €g) vi1dS'.
asy ! p—=

Again |v;(t)| < ce’ by BZT). Since vt, voy, V'0.V'v; and |v[P~1v? are uniformly
bounded on (—oo,T1] x ST~ we infer

T
/ / (vfy + [V've[?) dSdt < oo,
—00 Sf71

which ends the proof. g

21




3.4.2 Strong singularities

Because the functions vy, vs and V'v; are uniformly continuous on (—oo, Th] X
S¥~! we deduce easily from ([F48) that

Jim (vi +v3, + |V'u)*)(t,.) =0 uniformly on S ' (3.52)
— 00

The negative trajectory of ¢ ~— v(t,.) in C?(SY 1) is T_[v] := Urer, {0t )}
By Lemma 38, 7_[v] is bounded in C3(SY "), hence it is relatively compact

in C2(Siv 1) by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem. Therefore, the alpha-limit set of
T_[v] defined by

AT [o]] == ) cloga(gy-1) U{v(r )} (3.53)

t<Ty <t

is a non-empty compact connected set in C2(SY ). Using (3:50) and letting
t — —oo in ([B4H), we conclude that if w € A[T_[v]], then

ANw+lypw=0 in SY!
- N-1
(V'w, vy +wP =0 in 05477,

hence A[T_[v]] C &4.
If p= &=L then p—il = N —2 and £ = {0}. Hence v(t,.) = 0 when ¢t - —o0,
equivalently

(3.54)

lim |z|N~2u(x) = 0. (3.55)

x—0
By Theorem B it implies that u = 0.
If &5 <p< {55, & is discrete. Then either v(t,.) = w of v(t,.) = 0 when
t — —oo. In the first case it is equivalent to

2|7 T u(z) = ws(Z)(1+0(1)) asz — 0, (3.56)

||

and in the second case .
iii% |z|P=Tu(z) = 0. (3.57)

3.4.3 Weak singularities
In the sequel, we assume N > 2, the proof in the case N = 2 can be carried out

by the same techniques with minor technical modifications.
Proposition 3.10 If (351) holds we claim that there exists 6 > 0 such that
w(z) < clz|® 7, (3.58)
near x =0 for some ¢ > 0.
We proceed by contradiction, set p(t) = ||v(t, .)||CO(3571) and assume that

for any € > 0,
limsup e~ “p(t) = oo. (3.59)

t——o0
The following lemma proved in [I4] is the key for starting the proof of the
decay of the solution.
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Lemma 3.11 There exists a function n € C((—o0,T1]) satisfying

(4) n>0,m>0, lim n(t)=0,
t
(i7) 0 < limsup Pt < 00,
t——o0 n(t)
(vi1) tii{noo e 'n(t) = oo for all e >0, (3.60)
(iv) " ond <ﬁ> are bounded and integrable on (—oo,T1],
n n/
s My Nt -

Proof of Proposition Define w(t,.) = n~1(t)v(t,.). Then w is bounded
and satisfies

2
(14 €e1)we + <N — prl +e+2(1+ eﬁ%) we + Aw
2
+ (ﬁN,p +es+ (1+ 61)@ + (N _ P + 62> ﬂ) w (3.61)
n p—1 7
+(V'w, eq + %e5> + (V'wy, e5) + (V' (V'w, e, ), e6) = 0

S (R R I

in (—oo, To] X 8Sivfl. Since w is bounded, a standard adaptation of Lemma[3.§]
shows that w;, wes, weee and Vs w are uniformly bounded on (—oo, 7] x S’iv*l
whenever |a| + 8 < 3 and Ty < Tp. The negative trajectory of ¢ — w(t,.) in
C?(SY ") is defined by 7_[w] := Ui<r, {w(t,.)}. By the previous statements,
7_[w] is bounded in C3(SY 1), hence it is relatively compact in C2(SY ') by
the Arzela-Ascoli theorem. Therefore, the alpha-limit set of 7_[w] defined by

AT [wl)) == cloga(gy-1) U {w(r )} (3.63)

t<T, <t

is a non-empty compact connected set in CQ(SiV _1). The integrability assump-
tions on 7 allows us to prove

Lemma 3.12 There holds

T
/ /N . (wf +w} + |V'w|?) dSdt < oc. (3.64)
—ooJ ST
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Proof. We multiply equation 61 by w; and integrate over S f -1

2773”71

- [P+ ds’
p+1Jagn—1

1d
2dt

/ (wf + Oy pw? — [V'w|?) dS —
syt

2p Nt
+ (N ] +e+2(1+ 61);) /Nilwde—i-al(t) +ax(t) =0,

where a; and «s are defined by

2
al(t):/ |:€1wtt+€2wt+ <€3+(1—|—61)@—|—<N——p+62) ﬂ)w
syt Ui 1

+(V'w,eq + %e5> + (V'wy, e5) + (V(V'w, e,), e@} wdS,

O (STCR BT

_T_ 110”“7717_1 ﬂ] wedS'.
p n

Using the estimates on ¢; and (B.60]), we obtain that

T
/ / w?dSdt < cc.
—oc gVt

Multiplying equation ([.61]) by wy, integrating over Siv ~! and using (B:60) yield

—(V'w, e, )er —

T
/ / (wf, + [V'wy[*) dSdt < oo,
—00 Sf71

which ends the proof. g
End of the proof of Proposition[3.I0l Since w; and wy; are uniformly continuous
on (—o0,T1] x SY~* we infer from (B.64) that

lim we(t,.) = tii{noo wy(t,.) =0, (3.66)

t——o0

uniformly on S% ~*. Therefore A[T_[w]] is a subset of the set of nonnegative

solutions of

No+Unpp=0 in SY ! (367
(V'$,v) =0 in 951, '

and by (B60)-(ii) it contains a positive element. Since ¢y, > 0 this is a con-
tradiction and (859) does not hold. This ends the proof of Proposition B.I0)
O

Step 1. We claim that

u(z) < cz>*”™ in a neighborhood of 0. (3.68)
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If6 > ﬁ +2— N, (369) is a consequence of (B5]). In what follows we assume
that

1
0<d<—+2-N. 3.69
< <p_1+ (3.69)

We set v5 = e %tw. Then v; is bounded in (=00, T1] X Siv_l and, as in the proof

of Proposition[B.I0 the quantities d;vs, Oy vs, Oprvs and V9, svs are uniformly
bounded on (—oo,T1] x S ', Furthermore there holds

2
(I+e1)vsee + <N — fpl +e+2(1+ 61)5> vst + A s

2
+ <€N,p +ez+ (1+6)0%+ (N — prl + €2> 5) Vs (3.70)
+ <V/U5, €4+ 5€5> + <v/’U§t, 65> =+ <V/<V/'U57QN>7 66> =0

in (—o0,Tp] x SY~* and

- ((vat + (5 - ]%) va) (c,ey) + <V’116,9N>> €7 -

1
+ (vat + (5 - E) va) s + (V'vg,v) + P~ D0 =0

in (—oo, Ty]x ST ~'. We denote by 95 the projection of v onto H := [ker(—A")]+,
the operator being defined in H* (Sivfl), and by Py the corresponding projec-
tion operator. Then

. 2 N -
Vst + (N— prl +25) Vst + A'Ds

3.72
+ (¢ 2 2 ) g5+ F = )
NpF+ O+ (N - . S5|os+F=0

where
F =P [e1vs4 + (e2 + 2€16)vs¢ + (€3 + €162 + €26)vs
+(V'v,e4) + (V' e5) + (V/(V'v,e,), €6)] = O(eh).
We multiply (371)) by s, integrate over S f ~1 and use the boundary condition

and the fact that N — 1 is the first eigenvalue of —A" in H. We deduce that
Xs(t) := ||os(t, .)||L2(Sz+v71) satisfies in the sense of distributions in (—oc, T1),

- 2 -
X3'+(N——p+26)X3

p-1 3.73
2p - (3.73)
+<€N,p+52+ (N_pTl)(s_Fl_N) X(;Z—c*emt.

where m = inf{1, p—1}, for some constant ¢* > 0. Note that the nonlinear term
on 0S iv ~!is at the origin of the term e(P~D*, The characteristic polynomial of

B.13) is

2 2
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It is noticeable that its discriminant is N2, independent of §, and as a conse-
quence its roots are expressed easily by

Cls=—L— —6>m and &5=—— —N—-6<0, (3.74)
p—1 p—1

since (3:69) holds. Therefore Ps(m) < 0. For a,v,e > 0 set
X (t) = aesrot 4 eef1ot 4 ye™t,

Then

2
X”+<N——£—+%>X’
p—1

+ (fN,p+(52 + (N— 2_]91) 0+1-— N) X = yPs(m)e™.
p—

We can choose 7 such that yPs(1) > —c* and a = ||0s(T1, .)HLQ(SNfl) e~teTL,
+

By the maximum principle X5(t) < X (t) for t < Ty and all € > 0. This implies

250t M g1y < 15(T )l gy 5T 476 for t < Ty,

(3.75)
Using standard regularizing effect for elliptic equations, we can improve (B.75])
and obtain a uniform estimate

5t Il poe sy < ANDS(Tr Nl ooy ) €2 4yem for t < Ty — 1.

(3.76)
Next we denote by X the projection of vs onto ker(—A’) (i.e. the average
on S¥71), then

2 2
Xg+(N—;§T+%)X}+QMP+¥+<N—5%%>QA$+F:O
(3.77)

where

1
F = W/A’ [elv(m + (€2 + 2€10)vs ¢ + (€3 + €102 + €28)vs
+ S+71
+(V'v,e4) + (V'or, €5) + (V(V'v,e,), €6)] dS = O(e™?).

The characteristic roots of the equation
" 2p ’ 2 2p
Yy +(N———+20 |y + |Inp+"+H | N———)0)y=0
p—1 p—1
are 01 5, 02 5. They can easily be computed and for § > 0 small enough
1 1
O1s5=———0>N—-2>21>05=——+4+2—-N—0. (3.78)
’ p—1 ’ p—1

The solution of (B77) admits the general expression

1 n
/ F(s) (e(t_s)‘gl"‘ - e(t_s)‘%"‘) ds (3.79)
t

Xs(t) = aet?s betf2s - —
015— 025
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Since m < 0y 5, it is easy to see that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, when ¢t - —o0,
there holds

Xy(t) = et =102} (¢ 4 o(1)), (3.80)
if p—1+# 65 and

Xs(t) = (—8)e P (¢ + o(1)), (3.81)

if p—1 = 65. We consider only the case p — 1 # 655, the case of equality
requiring only some technical modifications of the proof.
Case 1: Assume 05 < p — 1. Then Xs(t) = e'%5}(c + o(1)). Since &5 > 1
and m > 03 5, we infer from B.70) and B78) and the definition of vs that

0 < v(t,o) = e!®+%25)(c + 0(1)) when ¢ — —oo, uniformly on S .

(3.82)
for some constant ¢ > 0. This implies not only ([B.68) but also (L.I4).
Case 2: Assume 1 > 655 > p—1=m. Then
0 <v(t,o) < ce@+P=Dt forall t € (oo, T1] x ST 1. (3.83)

Then we restart the previous construction, replacing é by 61 :=§+p— 1. After
a finite number j of iterations of this construction and setting d,; :=d+j(p—1)
we finally obtain

0<uv(to) = et(5j+92~‘5j)(c +0(1)) when t — —oo, uniformly on ST ".
(3.84)
which again implies not only [B.68]) but also (LI4]). O

Remark. The results of Theorem C can be extended to signed solutions u of
(CI2) provided they satisfy not only the same a priori estimates |u(x)| <
clz]”7 7 but also [D%u(z)| < clz| 711 for |a| = 1,2,3. If this holds,
the energy method applies and we infer that the limit set of the trajectory
A[T_[v]] is a connected subset of the set £. In particular, if p > X=% then
A[T_[v]] = {0} and by Theorem B it implies that u = 0. If £~ < p < =%
with N > 2 then A[T_[v]] C {ws, —ws,0}. If N = 2 and ﬁ is an integer,
then A[T_[v]] = {0} and v = 0 by Theorem B, while if p—il is not an integer
then A[T_[v]] C {ws,—ws,0}. Furthermore, if A[7_[v]] = {0} and ¢x, is not
an eigenvalue of —A’ in H*(SY ') it is possible to adapt the method devel-
oped in the proof of Proposition and obtain that rN=2+kq(r,.) converges
to a nonzero eigenfunction of —A’ in H'(SY ') for some k € N such that
N-2+k< pil. The method for such a task is an adaptation of the ideas
introduced in [I4, Theorem 2.1] and [20, Theorem 5.1]. Note that the assump-
tion {y,p ¢ o (—A, H(SY 1)) is fundamental to prove and estimate of type

(3358), which is the starting point of the proof.

4 Measure boundary data

Let u and v two solutions of (II)) with the same data u. By Lemma B3]

Jlu=vl A+ ¢ dnt [ signgfu=o)(gw) -~ go)edS <0 (@)
Q o0

for all ¢ € C(Q), ¢ > 0. Since g is nondecreasing, we take ( = 1 and get u = v.
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4.1 Proof of Theorem D

In this section we assume N > 3. Let {ux} be a sequence of smooth functions
on 0f) and uy, the solution of

—Aug +ur =0 in
4.2
O | gy =pe in 00 (42)
obtained by minimization. By Lemma [33]
undde + [ lgu)lds < [ [uslds. (1.3
Q o0 o0
Hence
1 g gy 170l g € kS < oy (00)

by Proposition

Therefore there exist a function u € L%"’O(Q) verifying Vu € L%"’O(Q)
and a subsequence {uy,} such that u,, — w a.e. in Q and in L'(Q). By [31]
the boundary trace of a function v € L%"’O(Q) such that Vv € L%"’O(Q)
belongs to the fractional Besov-Lorentz space B %’%’OO(BQ) and there holds

. 4.5
Srm) (49)

Using Sobolev imbedding theorem for Besov-Lorentz spaces, classicaly obtained
by the real interpolation method [23] from the same indexed Sobolev spaces [31],
we obtain

<
Iolonl 4 oy < (191 m gy + 1901,

||ULaQHLg;;,m(m) < CH”L@QHB%,N{W@(@Q) : (4.6)
Therefore
(| Lasz”Lg:;,m(m) < cllpllan o) - (4.7)

and ug; [sn— ulaq a.e. in Q. In order to prove the convergence of {g(ux;) o0}
to {g(u)|aq} we use Vitali’s theorem. Let E C 99 be a Borel set and |E|,_, =
H,  (E) is its the (N-1)-Hausdorff measure on 9$; for any A > 0,

+

/ o, S = 9, IS + / lg(ux,)|dS
E Eﬁ{\ukj |<A} Eﬂ{lukj |>A} (4.8)
< By (0 — g(—N) + / lg(ux,)ds.

{luk; Loa|>A}

We set A)\(’U,kj) = {{E S onN : |uk]. LQQ(ZE” > )\} and Oékj()\) = |A)\(ukj)|N71.
Since (@) holds,

_N-1
k() < e illangon) A~V
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Using Cavalieri’s formula [13],

[ Jatu)ids = = [ glsda, 9
{Jur; >} A N . (19)

< o5 =s lllancon) A (g(s) — g(—s)) s~ T2 ds.

Combining [@8) and (@), we can choose A large enough and deduce that

/E|g(ukj)|dS — 0 when |E|,_, — 0, uniformly with respect to k;. Hence
g(uk;)oo— g(u) o in L*(09). If £ € C(R), there holds

/ukj (—AE+ &) dx —|—/ g(ug;)édS = [ &y, dS. (4.10)
Q o9 o9

Letting k; — oo, we infer that (I.I8) holds. Actually, the whole sequence {us}

converges and we denote by u,, its limit. Notice also that by the monotonicity

of g, p > p/ implies u, > w,. O

Remark. If g(r) = |r|P~1r with p > 0, condition (L20) is satisfied if and only if
N—1

P <N

4.2 Proof of Theorem E

In this section we assume N = 2.

Proof of assertion 1. As in the proof of Theorem D, we denote by u the solution
of (£2). Estimate ([3) is valid and [II)) is replaced by

||Uk||Lq(Q) + ||vuk||L2x°°(Q) < Cf;/ém|ﬂk|ds < ¢ ||M||sm(asz) for all ¢ € [1,00).

(4.11)
By an extension of Moser’s inequality to Lorentz spaces [36, Theorem 3.1] , there
exist constants ¢*, ¢’ > 0 depending on {2 such that for any function v € L?(99)
such that (—A)zv € L>*°(dQ) (equivalently v € B22°(8()), there holds

sup / e lv@lgs < ¢
||(_A)%UH <1 90 (4.12)
12,00

Using ([@.I1)), (@12) we deduce, with ¢ = £,
cluy, ()]
/ e wk\lzm dS S C/. (413)
a0

This implies that {(ug,ur|s0)} is compact in LZ(Q) x L1(9N) for any ¢ < oo
and up to a subsequence {uy,} converges a. e. and in L?(£2) x L9(92) to some
u such that Vu € L*»*(Q) and therefore u|sne LI(9). Thus u|sq satisfies
#I13). As a consequence problem (L)) admits a solution if |g(r)| < ¢1|r]|? + ¢2
for some ¢ € (0,00) and ¢1,c2 > 0. We have actually a more general result if
we assume that ay(g) = a—(g) = 0. From ([@I3) there holds for A > 0,

2. S __ex
elelo ay (A) < ¢ = ay, < e Tellon (4.14)
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where Ay (ux;) and ag; (M) are defined in the proof of Theorem D. If E' C 992 is
a Borel set,

/ 9, )ldS < BN (g(A) — g(—N) + / lg(ux,)|dS
E

{Jui, | Lo}

< Bl — g(=N) — / (9(s) — 9(—s))dau (s)

/

& * __cs
< IER(0) ~ 9N + 5 [ (os) = g(-s)e” Fwds
[£4llgoe /x
(4.15)
Since -
|0t =g < o
for any a > 0 the result follows as in Theorem D. |
Remark. Actually we have a stronger result since we only use
/ (g(s) —g(—s))e Tillan ds < oo. (4.16)
A

Therefore the assumption a4 (g9) = a—(g) = 0 can be replaced by ||ullgy; < ¢4
where

//\00(9(5) — g(—s))e 5 ds < 0. (4.17)

However the constant c is not explicitely known.

k
Proof of assertion 2. Set y = Z a;dq;. For £ > 0set g¢(r) = min{g(£),sup{g(—¢), g(r)}}.
j=1
Since a4 (g¢) = a—(ge) = 0, there exists a weak solution to

—Au+u=0 in Q
4.1
—z—i-gg(u):u on 09, (4.18)

and this solution denoted by wug, is unique since g, is nonnecreasing. Put
Jp={j=1,..,k:a; >0}, J_:={j=1,...,k: a; <0} and denote by ug,
(resp. ug,, ) the solution of

—Au+u= in O
ou (4.19)
n +ge(u) =py (resp. = p—) on 09,
n
with py = Z @;j0q; (resp. p_ = Z @;j0a;). Then ug,, >0 (vesp. ug,_ < 0)
jeJ jeJ—
and
Z ajNa(,a5) < gy <ugy <ugy, < Z a;Nao(., aj).
jeJ_ jedy
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Thus

g D aiNaloay) | <ge(uen.) < ge(wen) < ge(uen,) <g | > aiNal(,a;)
jedT- =

Since

ajNao(z,aj) = % In (7

|z — ajl

) (14+o0(1))as = — aj,

for any € > 0, there exists K. > 0 such that
E g B ! — Ko < go(urpu_) < ge(uey)
. T |x—aj| — H—) — g
JjeJ_
a; +e€ 1
< < 1 K..
<onfuen) < 3o (2 (2)) +

JeJy

We take € > 0 small enough such that

™

inf aj —e<0< sup a; +e< .
a_(g) jes- 7 jedy ’ ay(9)

This implies that {g, (’U,g”ui)}[ and {go (UL#+)}[ are uniformly integrable in
L' (09). Consequently {gs (us,,,)}e is also uniformly integrable in L'(99). Let-
ting £ — oo we deduce that up to a subsequence, uy; ,, converges to the unique
weak solution u = u,, of (ILI2). O

Remark. By adapting the construction in [32] (see also [33] for a slightly simpler
proof), it can be proved that when N = 2 the problem (LIZ) can be solved with
any measure on 02 with Jordan decomposition y = p, + o where g, is the
diffuse part and u, = Z?Zl a;dq; is the atomic part, provided the «; satisfy
(C23). In particular no assumption on . is required.

4.3 The supercritical case: proof of Theorem F

Let Pg, be the Poisson operator for —A+1 in 2 and D the Dirichlet to Neumann
operator for —A + I. Thus if n € M(0N), v = Pq[n] if

—Av+v=0 in €
v=mn on 0, (4.20)
and 5 5
v
Doln] = = = 5-Paln] on 99 (4.21)

Let N be the Neumann operator from 92 to  defined by v = Ng[u] where

—Av+v=0 in
4.22
o =p on 01, (4.22)
on

and some results of regularity of Ng are recalled in Proposition 3.4
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Lemma 4.1 Let1 < ¢ < oo and p is a distribution in RN with support included
in OS). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) No[u] € L1(09),
(i1) p € W‘l’q(aﬂ).
Furthermore there exists ¢ > 0 such that

¢! ||.U||W71,q(agz) < ||NQ[/L]||LQ(BQ) <c ||;L||W,1,q(8m (4.23)

Proof. We recall that by Calderon’s theorem the operator Dg, is an isomorphism
from L4(99) to WH4(99Q) (see e.g. [I, Theorem 1.2.3]) and in particular for
any ¢ € (1,00),

¢t ||77||W1,q(aﬂ) < ||DQ[77]||Lq(aQ) sc ||77||W1,q(aﬂ) : (4.24)
This follows from the fact the following identity holds if v = Ng[y]

ov

v(z) = Nn(w,y)%(y)ds(yh Na(z,y)du(y)
o o0

and that N satisfies (3.42)). In the flat case it is exactely the Calderon-Zygmund
theory as it is shown in [30, Theorem V-3].

Let v = Ng[u], £ € C?(Q) and ¢ = Pq[¢], then

0
7R3 =/ Utaﬂa—wdSZ Ne[u]Dq[]dS.
aQ n o0
Using ([{.24]), we see that if No[u] belongs to LI(9), then

|, &) < ||N£2[N]||Lq(aﬂ) ”DQE]HLL/(@Q) < C||NQ[#]||Lq(aQ) 1€l (09)

which implies that £ — (u, &) is a continuous linear map on W14(9Q), thus
belongs to W~14(9Q) and there holds

el 1.0 00) < ¢ lINelpll Lagaq) - (4.25)

Conversely, if y € W=149(9Q) and € € C%(09), we set ¢ = Ng[u] and w = Dg[€].
Then, using ([@24))

/(?QNQ[MLaQ]DQ[f]’ = {1, O < [l -1.0050) I€llwr.a 50
< ¢ Hullw-1.ag00) 1Pl Lo o0, -

By density, it implies that

/ QNQ[ume] <l ooy 11l ooy

Hence No[u|ao] € L9(09) and

INe [l Lagan)y < ¢ lullw-1.a000) - (4.26)
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Lemma 4.2 Assume p € W~19(9Q) N M, (09Q), then problem (L24) admits

a weak solution.
Proof. We denote by wuj the solution of

—Aug +ur =0 in Q
Ouy, )
B + min{u, kP} = p on 99,

(4.27)

the existence of which comes from Theorem D. Then 0 < uj < Nfu], and the
sequence {ux} is nonincreasing and bounded from above by Nq[u]. Then it
converges to some nonnegative harmonic function v in Q. Since min{u}, ¥} <
(N[u])? and N[u| € LP(09), it implies that min{u}, kP} converges to u? a.e. in
9Q and in L'(9Q). Then u satisfies (T.24). |

Corollary 4.3 Let {un} be an increasing sequence of nonnegative measures
on 99 belonging to W—1P(9Q) and converging to a measure p in M(Y). Then
problem (L24) with boundary data {1 admits a weak solution.

Proof. Let u,, be the solution of

AUy, + Uy =0 in ©

4.28
a;—nm +ubl = pum on 01, (4.28)

The sequence {u,,} is increasing. For any ¢ € C(Q2), there holds

/ tm (—AC + O da + / wcdS = | cdun (4.29)
Q o0 o0

If we take in particular ( = 1, then

/umdaj+/ uﬁldS:/ d,umg/ dp.
Q o0 o0 o0

Then wu,, is bounded in L %2> (Q) (orany L1(Q) if N = 2) and Vu,, is bounded
in L%’(’O(Q). By the monotone convergence theorem {u,, } converges in L(£2)
to some u and {um, |sq} converges in LP(0N2) to u|sq. Letting m — oo in [@29)
we obtain

Jut-actodos [ weas= [ can
Q 0 o0
which ends the proof. O

In the next result we denote by C*#"  the Bessel (or Sobolev) capacity on 9Q
RN -1

associated to W7’ (RN=1). The corresponding capacity C’égl on the boundary
is defined by local charts and the zero-capacity property does not depend on
the charts.

Proposition 4.4 Let p € M4 (9Q) such that problem ([L24) admits a weak
solution, then u vanishes on Borel set E C 0S) satisfying C’é’é’ (E)=0.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that £ C 0f) is a compact set.
Because of uniqueness, u is nonnegative. Let n € C2(99) ) such that 0 <n <1,
n =1 in a neighborhood of E and v, = Pq[n]. If ¢ € C*(Q) we have

/Qu(—AC+C) do + /8 WS = - /(9 % vas+ | can.

oOn 9

For k > 1 we take ( = v’g, then

/u (—k(k — 1)of=2|Vo, |2 + (1 — k)of) da +/ uPvfdS
Q o9
= —k/ nk_lDQ[n]udS—i—/ n*dp.
o9 o9

Since v, > 0, we obtain

/ upv,];dS + k/ " Dan]|udS > w(E).
o9 o9

Furthermore.

/ nk_1|]D)Q[77]|udS < (/ nkupdS)
o0 o

Taking k£ = p’ and using (£24)), we infer

1
7

< / n’f-p’mn[mw’ds)” .
onN

1
P
[ wwdas e ([ atwds) Il oo 2 0®). 430

If Cé’g{/ (E) = 0, there exists a sequence {n,,} C C3(9€) such that 0 < 5, <1,
n =1 in a neighborhood of E and ||nm||y1.9q) — 0 when m — oco. This
implies that v, — 0 in L*(2), hence the left-hand side of (£30) tends to 0,
and finally u(F) = 0. O

We end the proof of Theorem F with the sufficient condition which follows
from a general result due to Feyel and de la Pradelle [18].

Proposition 4.5 Let p € M, (0Q) such that u(E) = 0 for any Borel set E C
00 satisfying Cég, (E) = 0. Then there exists an increasing sequence {p,} C
M, (0Q) NWLP(OQ) converging to p.

Remark. If 1 < p < =2, WL (9Q) C C(89). Therefore the only set with

Z€ero Cé’é)/-capacity is the empty set. If p > %, a single point has zero Cé’é)/-

capacity. Since dq(a) =1 for any a € 99 there is no solution of problem ([24])
with g = d,.
As a consequence we have a non-removability result.

Corollary 4.6 Let Q be a smooth bounded domain of RN. Then any compact

subset K C 09 with positive C’é’é’l—capacity is mon-removable in the sense that
there exists a nonnegative non-trivial function ux € C1(Q\ K) satisfying

—Au+u=0 mn
4.31
@+|u|1)—1u=o in 0Q\ K. (4:31)
on
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Proof. By [1l Theorem 2.5.3] there exists a positive measure, called the capac-
itary measure pux with support in K and such that ux € W17 (). For such
a measure there exists a positive solution to (L24]), hence u satisfies ([{3T).

O

Remark. We conjecture that the condition Cé’é)/ (K) = 0 is also a sufficient
condition for a compact set K C 9f) to be removable. This is even not known
if K is a singleton.
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