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Abstract: Let Ay be the Dunkl generalized Laplacian operator associated with a root system R of RN, N > 2, and
a nonnegative multiplicity function k defined on R and invariant by the finite reflection group W. In this study,
we study the existence and nonexistence of weak solutions to the semilinear inequality —Axu + ﬁu 2 |ufP in
RMB; under the boundary condition u = 0 on 8By, where p > 1, A = —=(N - 2 + 2y)?/4, and B, is the open unit
ball of RN. Namely, we show that the dividing line with respect to existence and nonexistence is given by a
critical exponent that depends on A, N, and y(k), where y(k) = Y ,egk(a) and R* is the positive subsystem.
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1 Introduction

We consider RY with the inner product (-,-) and its associated norm |-|. For a € RM\{0}, let g, be the reflection
with respect to the hyperplane (a)* orthogonal to q, i.e.,

>, @)

|af?
Let R € RM\{0} be a root system, W = W(R) be the reflection group of R generated by the reflections g,, a € R,
and k : R —» R be a W-invariant function (multiplicity function). We denote

y=yk) = Y ka),

aER*

(X)) =x-2 a, x€RV,

where R* is the positive subsystem. Throughout this article, we will assume that
k=20, y>0, |a?=2, forall a €R.
The Dunkl Laplacian Ay associated with the root system R and the multiplicity function k is defined by

Mf=0f+2 Y k(@8.(f), f€ CHRY),

aER*
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where

Vf &, @) fO) — f(aX))

(a, x) (a, x)?

8u(f) =

The objective of this work is to study the existence and nonexistence of weak solutions to the semilinear
exterior problem

A —
-Apu + Wu > |u|p, X € [RN\Bl,

uz0, Xx€OadB,,

11

where N>22, p>1, A2 -

2
W] , By is the open unit ball of RY, B; is the closure of By, and 0B; is the

N-2+2y

2
2 ] is the sharp constant in the Hardy-type inequality for Dunkl operators [36].

boundary of B;. Note that

A

In the special case k = 0, the operator -4y + TXE reduces to
A

=0+ —.

L XP

Such an operator appears naturally in the nonlinear Wheeler-De Witt equation, which deals with the minis-
uperspace model in quantum cosmology (see Berestycki and Esteban [4] and references therein for a complete

description of the model). Brezis et al. [7] studied the problem of existence and nonexistence of nonnegative
2

N-2
and

solutions to the semilinear elliptic equation £u = u? (u = 0) in a ball of R¥, N = 3, where A > - 5

2
p > 1. We recall that [%l is the best constant in the standard Hardy inequality. Namely, the existence of a

critical exponent p* > 1 is shown, such that the problem admits nontrivial solutions if and only if p < p*. This is
a well-established theory for which we refer to the following partial list: [1-3,6,8-10,14,15,17,20] (see also
references therein). Among other problems, Jleli et al. [26] considered the semilinear elliptic inequality

Lwu = uP, x € RM\B, 1.2)

under the Dirichlet-type boundary condition

u(x) z f(x), x € 0By, 1.3)
2
where N>2, A 2 —[?] ,p >1and f€ LY(8B,). Namely, it was proven that
0o, if N-2+2AN)=0,
PO =1, 4 Nogsav
TN-2+ 20N +20(N) > 0,
where
_ 2
AN = 4+ [%]

is a critical exponent for (1.2)—(1.3) in the following sense:
(@) If1<p <p,@4, N), then (1.2)-(1.3) admit no weak solution, provided that

j FOOda(x) > 0.

0B,

(i) If p > p..(4, N), then (1.2)-(1.3) admit weak solutions for some f> 0.
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We remark that the critical behavior of semilinear exterior problems has become a topic of intense study (see,
e.g., [5,24,25,27,34,37]).

Dunkl operators have been introduced in 1989, in [13]. These operators have many applications to the
study of special functions with root systems. Furthermore, the commutative algebra generated by these
operators has been used in the study of certain exactly solvable models of quantum mechanics, namely,
the Calogero-Sutherland-Moser models (see, e.g., [21,22,28]). Dunkl operators also find applications in harmonic
analysis and integral transforms (see, for instance, [11,12,16,18,19,29,30,32,33,35]), as they naturally lead to the
Laplace-Dunkl operators of type Ax, which are second-order differential/difference operators that generalize
the standard Laplace operator.

Gallardo and Godefroy [18] extended the classical Liouville theorem for harmonic functions to Dunkl
harmonic functions. Namely, it was shown that if u is a bounded Dunkl harmonic function in R¥, then it is a
constant. A Liouville theorem for Dunkl polyharmonic functions in R¥ has been proved by Ren and Liu [31].

To the best of our knowledge, the study of existence and nonexistence for nonlinear problems involving
Dunkl operators has not been previously considered in the literature. Motivated by this fact and the afore-
mentioned results, the problem of existence and nonexistence for (1.1) is investigated in this work. More
precisely, the proof of the nonexistence part is based on nonlinear capacity estimates specifically adapted
to the operator -4y + ﬁ the considered domain, and the boundary condition. The existence results are
established by the construction of explicit solutions.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic notions and properties
related to Dunkl operators. The main results are stated in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to some preliminary
estimates. In Section 5, we prove the obtained results.

We fix below some notations that will be used throughout this article:

+ For 7 > 0, the open ball of RN with center 0 and radius 7 is denoted by B.. Its closure is denoted by B;.

+ The support of a function ¢ : RN 3 x = ¢(x) € R is denoted by supp(¢).

* We mean by ¢t > 1 that t > 1 is sufficiently large.

* By C and C;, we mean generic positive constants independent of the scaling parameter 7 and the solution u.
Their values are not necessarily the same from one line to another.

2 Dunkl operators

For the reader’s convenience, we recall in this section some basic notions and properties related to Dunkl
operators. For more details, we refer to [30,32,33].
For any x € RY, N 2 1, we denote by (x)* the hyperplane orthogonal to x, i.e.,

XY ={z€RN:(z,x) =0}
For a € RM\{0}, let g, be the reflection in the hyperplane (x)*, i.e.,

(x, a)
|af*

O(X)=x-2 a, x €ERV,
We remark that every reflexion g, is an orthogonal transformation (it preserves the inner product).
A finite subset R € RM\{0} is said to be a root system (see the monography of Humphreys [23] for details on
root systems), if for all a € R, we have
(i) o,R =R,
(i) R NRa = {ta}.

For a given root system R, the subgroup of O(N,R) (the orthogonal group with respect to function
composition) generated by g, a € R, is denoted by W = W(R), and called the reflection group (or the
Coxeter-Weyl group) associated with R. Note that (see Rosler [33, Lemma 2.2]) W is finite and the set of
reflections contained in W is exactly {g,, a € R}.
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Let R be a root system. For a given 8 € R¥\Uqer{(a)*, we denote by R* the positive subsystem
R*={a €R: (a,p) >0}

We know that for every a € R, we have a € R* or —a € R".
Letk : R » R be a multiplicity function on the root system R, i.e., k is invariant under the natural action of
W onR,ie.,

k(a) = k(w(a)),

for allw € W and a € R. As mentioned in the previous section, we set

y=yk) = Y k(a),

aER*
and we assume that
k=20, y>0, |af =2, forall a €R. 2.1

Furthermore, we denote by wy the weight function given as

) = [] I(a, x)P@,

a€ER*

For f € LY(RY, wi(x)dx), we have the relation

©

[re0wGoax = |
[RN

0

rN-ldr,

[ reooro)dace)

SN*l

which can be written, due to the homogeneity of wy, as

r2vN-1qr,

[ rao)w@)a00)

sN—l

[rooweox = |
[RN

0

where do is the normalized surface measure on the unit sphere S¥~! of R¥. In particular, if f is radial, i.e.,
f(x) = F(|x|), then we obtain
J’ FOOw )X = a[Faryryv-1ar, 22)
N

R 0

where

¢ = j W (0)da(0).
SN—l

For j = 1,2, ..,N, the Dunkl operators T; associated with the root system R and the multiplicity function k,
are given by

Tif(x) = g—g(x) + Y k(a)ajw

ors @wo 7 & CR,

where a = (a, ...,ay). Note that by the W-invariance of k, the definition of the Dunkl operator does not depend
on the special choice of R*. Also, the length of the roots is irrelevant in the formula for T;.

We note some results from Mejjaoli and Triméche, more precisely, referring to [30, Proposition 2.1],
we have

If f€ C.(RY) (f is continuous and compactly supported in R¥) and g € CY(RY), then

[ Tre0g0menax = - [ Tgeopeoweodx.
RY RY
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If f,g € CY(RN) and g is W-invariant, then
Ti(fg) = &Tif + fTig.
The Dunkl Laplacian Ay associated with the root system R and the multiplicity function k is defined by
A f= %szf= M +2 ) k(@a(f), f€ CHRY),
j=1 aER*
where

Vf&D, @) fO) ~ f(aa(x))

(a, x) (a, x)?

6u(f) =

We remark that in the case k = 0, the Dunkl Laplacian 4y reduces to the standard Laplacian.
If f is a radial function, i.e., f(x) = F(r), r = |x|, then (see [30, Proposition 4.15])
2y+N-1
AfOO) = Py + L ———F). 2.3)

Finally, we recall below Green’s formula for A (see [30, Theorem 4.11]):
Let Q be an open bounded regular set of R, which is W-invariant, and f, g € C3(Q). Then,

0 o)
J g - gt o = I[ff - ga—{,]wk@do@), @4
Q 0Q

where % denotes the normal derivative on 9.

3 Main results

Let k : R » R be a multiplicity function on the root system R € R¥\{0} and invariant by the finite reflection
group W = W(R). Throughout this study, it is assumed that (2.1) holds. We consider (1.1), where N> 2, p > 1

2
N-2+2y
2

and A = - . Before stating our main results, we first define the weak solutions to (1.1).

Let Q = RMB;. We introduce the set of functions

3
® =19 € C*Q) : supp(@) € Q, 9 2 0, ¢|sp, =0, a—($|aBl <0

3

where v is the outward unit normal vector on 8B, relative to Q, and :—v denotes the normal derivative on 8B;.
Note that dB; C Q.

Definition 1. We say that u € L} (Q, wdx) is a weak solution to (1.1), if

(x)kdX, BD

A
J;Iulpqiwkdx < _([u[—Ak(p + W‘P

for every ¢ € ®.

Remark 1. Note that any regular solution to (1.1) is a weak solution in the sense of Definition 1. Namely, let u be
a regular solution to (1.1) and ¢ € ®. We can take p > 1 sufficiently large so that supp(¢) G A(l, p) =
{x € RV :1 < |x| < p}. Note that A(1, p) is W-invariant since W C O(N, R). This allows us to use the Green’s
formula (2.4) that requires the domain of integration is invariant with respect to the reflexion group. Hence,
multiplying the first inequality in (1.1) by pwy and integrating over A(1, p), we obtain (3.1).



6 =—— Mohamed Jleli et al. DE GRUYTER

Let us introduce the parameters

N-2+2p)
AN, y) = |4+ [fy] (3.2)
and
N-2+2
1= AN, y) - fy 33)
Our first main result is stated in the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1. We distinguish the following cases:
() For all
2
1<p<1+m, (34)
(1.1) admits no nontrivial weak solution.
(I) For all
2

+7)
u+2y+N-2

(1.1) admits nontrivial solutions.

Remark 2. We point out the following:
(i) By (2.1), we have
2y + N -2 .

p+2y+N-2=AN,y)+ 5

0.

(ii) From Theorem 3.1, the dividing line with respect to existence and nonexistence of weak solutions to (1.1) is
given by the critical exponent
2

S R )

(3.6)

(iii) If A = 0 (so u = 0), we deduce from Theorem 3.1 that the exterior problem

-Au = [ulP, x € RMB,
uz0, x€o0oB,

admits as critical exponent the real number

pcr(O: N, V) =1+ m

Our second main result is concerned with the critical case p = p..(A, N, y).

Theorem 3.2. Let p = p(A, N, y), where p(A, N, y) is given by (3.6). Assume that one of the following condi-

tions hold:
2

nA>-

’

2

N—2+2y]

2

N2y and N + 2y 2 6.

2

(iIn A=-

Then, (1.1) admits no nontrivial weak solution.

2
Remark 3. At this moment, when A = - W] ,N+2y<6,and p = p.(4, N, y), we do not know whether we

have existence or nonexistence of weak solutions to (1.1). We leave this problem as an open question.



DE GRUYTER On semilinear inequalities involving the Dunkl Laplacian == 7

4 Preliminary estimates

This section will discuss the properties of families of test functions. Furthermore, we will construct the

preliminary estimates related to our results. In this section, we construct some estimates. Let p > 1
2

and A = - .

N-2+2y
2

4.1 A priori estimate

For ¢ € @, we introduce the integral term

P
p-1

wkdx. (4.1)

i 2
X@) = [ |-aep + Y
Q

We have the following a priori estimate.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that u € L} .(Q, wxdx) is a weak solution to (1.1). Then,

Ilul”wkdx < x(@), (4.2)
Q

for every ¢ € @, provided that y(¢) < .

Proof. Assume that u € LE.(Q, wxdx) is a weak solution to (1.1). Let ¢ € ® be such that y(¢) < . By (3.1),
we have

A
Jlulpwwkdx < _[|H| =Mk + I’ widx. (4.3)
Q Q
Making use of Young’s inequality, we obtain
A ; 2 Lt
[1u|-aeo + P | ondx = | Iul(wwk)él 97 |~dkg + W(/)‘ " ]dx
) Q 4.4)
1 p-1
<5 Ilulpfpwkdx M X(@).
Q
Then, (4.2) follows from (4.3) and (4.4). O
4.2 Construction of families of test functions
Let us introduce the function F defined in Q by
_ 2
(L= X200, i 2> —[W] ,
F(x) = Ne 2ol 4.5)
IX[¢ In|x], if A= —[fy] ,

where A(N, y) and u are the parameters defined, respectively, by (3.2) and (3.3). Some useful properties of F are
provided by the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 4.2. The function F satisfies the following properties:
() FeC¥Q);

(i) F = 0;

(iii) For all x € 0By, we have

N-2+2)
SAN,y) i A [—V] ,
oF 2
FO0 =0, 5-() = )
% . N-2+2y
_1 lf‘ A ) _[—] ;
2
(iv) -AcF + ﬁp =0,in Q.

Proof. Properties (i)-(iii) follow immediately from the definition of F. On the other hand, since F is radial,
making use of (2.3), we obtain (iv). O

Lemma 4.3. The following hold:

2
(1) Let A > - W] .Forr>>1and% < |x| < 7, we have
GiT# £ F(x) < G4, |VF(x)| < Cr# 1,
2
(i)) Let A=~ W] .Fort>>1and ; < |x| < 7, we have

GTInt € F(x) € Gr*Int, |VF(x)| € Ct*InT.

Proof. (i) Let A > -

2
] . By (4.5), we have

FOO = x| = [x[2O0),

N-2+2y
2

Since F(x) ~ |x|* as |x] — oo, for |x| > 1, it holds that
Cy|x|* < F(x) < G |x|*.
In particular, for 7 > 1 and % < |x] < 7, we obtain
Cith < F(x) < GTH

On the other hand, we have

VF(0) = X[ - (u - 22N, y>)|x|-2A<N’V>]%,
which yields
IVEGO| = [ = (i = 2AN, p)X[ 2D,
Observing that --%9! — |y| as x| - w, we deduce that for [x| > 1, we have
[ X

[VE()| < C |x|]* 1.
In particular, for 7 > 1 and % < |x] < 7, we obtain
[VF(x)| < Ct#71,

(ii) Let A = -

2
N-2+2y
T] . By (4.5), we have
F(x) = |x* In|x].

On the other hand, by (3.3), we have
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N-2+2

u= 2 )

which implies that for s > 1, the function s = s#1Ins is decreasing. Hence, for 7 > 1 and% < |x| < 7, we obtain

T\ (T
#InTt < F(x) < 2 In 2 < GT#InT.
Furthermore, we have
1 |x
VF(x) = |x|* In|x||u + —|—,
0O =1Ix |x]fu x| |

which implies that for |x| > 1,
[VF(x)| < C |x[* Y In|x|.
In particular, for 7 > 1 and % < |x] < 7, we obtain

[VF(x)| € Ct#Int. O

4.2.1 Test functions of the first type

Let € : [0, %) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that

1, if 0<s< l
i) =1" T
0, if s=21,
and for 7 > 1, set
X|
&x)=¢ |T—| , XEQ. (4.6)
Lemma 4.4. For T > 1, we have
0<&<1, &eC™(Q), supp(&)={xeRY:1<|x <17} 4.7
and
V&l <t A& < Cr2 (4.8)

Proof. The properties (4.7) follow immediately from the definition of &.. On the other hand, for all x € Q, we

have
i

Furthermore, since ¢; is a radial function, it follows from (2.3) that

V&) =77t <CrL

e X)L 2V EN-1 X
= 2gmnf 71 Zr 7 "1z M
M&r(x) =T7% . + N T t
which implies by the properties of ¢ that
T
supp(4xé:) CIX € Q: 2 Sks r],

and for all x € Q with ; < |x| < 7, we obtain
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{5 o)
{3l

Then, (4.8) is proved. O

+ Cr x|

A& 001 < T ’Z[

< T_Z[

<Crt2

+ C &

For 7, t > 1, we introduce test functions of the form
o(x) = FX)&(x), x€Q, 4.9)

where F and &; are defined, respectively, by (4.5) and (4.6). On this basis, we establish the following result.
Lemma 4.5. For 7, t > 1, the function ¢(x) = F(x)&X(x), given in (4.9), belongs to ®.

Proof. Clearly, ¢ € C%(Q) and ¢ = 0. By the definition of F and (4.7), we have
supp(@) = {x €RY : 1< |x| < 7.
On the other hand, since F = 0 on 8By, ® = 0 on dB,. Furthermore, we have
Vp(x) = VF(X)&(X) + FOOV(E00).

Since F=0ondByand & =1forl<|x| < % we deduce that
o0} oF
T - — (= .
Py 69) oy (x), x€0dB;

Then, by Lemma 4.2 (iii), we have g—f la, < 0. Consequently, ¢ € ®. (I

4.2.2 Test functions of the second type

Let {: R — [0,1] be a smooth function such that

1, if s<0,

¢ = ‘0, if s>1.

For 7> 1, let

_ [ Inlx| _
GO0 =¢ vz 1], X €0,
ie,
1, if 1<x <7,
In|x| .
= - < < 410
GO0 =1¢ Nz 1]0, if JTtsx=sv, (4.10)
0, if |x] =2t

For these families of test functions, we note the following properties.

Lemma 4.6. For t > 1, we have

0<¢ <1, eCQ), supp({)={x€RN:1<|x|<7} (4.11)
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and

V& < Ak G| < (4.12)

|x[Inz’ |x[?Int"

Proof. The properties (4.11) follow immediately from the definition of {;. On the other hand, for all x € Q, we
have

1
[x[In/T

Injx| ” . C

V&) = Invt < |x|l—nr

(/

Furthermore, since {; is a radial function, it follows from (2.3) that

A0 = 1 1% In|x| +2y+N—1 | Injx|
KT T XPIn(vD P |InvT XPInvT ° |InvT
C
<—.
X InvT
Then, (4.12) is proved. OJ

Combining the previous families of test functions, for 7, ¢t > 1, we can introduce a new test function of the
form

Yoo = FOO&(0), x €0, “13)
where F and {; are defined, respectively, by (4.5) and (4.10). We remark now a key feature of ¢ in the following
result.

Lemma 4.7. For 7, t » 1, the function ¥(x) = F(x){!(x), given in (4.13), belongs to .

Proof. Clearly, ¥ € C%(Q) and ¢ = 0. By the definition of F and (4.11), we have
supp(®) ={x eRN : 1< |x| < 7}.
On the other hand, since F = 0 on 8By, ¥ = 0 on dB;. Furthermore, we have
Vip(x) = VE(X)EH () + FOOV(S7(X)).
Since F=0o0ndB; and {; =1 for 1 < [x] < /T, we deduce that

oy

oF
- = — (= .
pw x) P (x), x€0B

Then, by Lemma 4.2 (iii), we have % las, < 0. Consequently, we deduce that y € ®. O

4.3 Estimates of y()

For 7,t > 1, let ¢ be the test function defined by (4.9). The following two lemmas provide estimates of y(¢).

N-2+2y

Lemma 4.8. If A > -|—;

2
] , then

U=2+2y+N)p-u-2y-N

x(p) < e (4.19)

Proof. For all x € Q, we have

Mep(x) = A(F(OE (X))
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Since F and ¢; are the radial functions, we obtain by (2.3) that

A

A
~Mep(x) + Wfﬂ(x) = —FOO)M (&) = EAF () — 2(VF(), VE{(X)) + P

FOO& (0

= &0 A F(x) + #F (0| = FOOE00E00MEX) + (¢ = DIVEOP)

= 2ENO(VE(x), VE(X)).
From Lemma 4.2 (iv), we deduce that

A

=8k () + T2 0() = =tFOOE00E00MEX) + (¢ = DIVE)PR) = 268 0O(TF(x), V&),

[x[?
which implies by (4.1), (4.8), Lemma 4.3(i), and the properties of ¢ that

P
p-1

i A
o= | o Lo+ 7 a0| ondx

T
< <
Selxi<

and

‘—Akw(X) + #q)m S C(@H 26200 + T2 00)  Co 00, 7 < I <

The aforementioned estimate together with Lemma 4.3(i) yields (we recall that 0 < &, < 1)

A ”% (u-2)p op =t
-1 . — -1 -
07100| ~8cp(0) * T 59(0| < Ce o &P Fri0EP T ()
s
<ct" e P
< CTL;EI;#.

Then, by (2.2) and (4.16), we obtain

T
(u-2)p-u (u-2+2y+N)p-u-2y-N

x(@) < Ct »- I rvtNdr=Ct e,

r=

S

which proves (4.14).

(4.15)

(4.16)

Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.8 and using Lemma 4.3(ii), we obtain the following estimate.

N-2+2y

2
5 ],then

Lemma 4.9. If A = -

(N-2+2y)p-N-2y-2

(@) £ Ct 2w Int.

4.4 Estimates of y(v)

For 7, t > 1, let ¢ be the test function defined by (4.13).

2

N-2vy and p = p..(A, N, y), where p.(A, N, y) is given by (3.6), then

Lemma 4.10. If A = —-|—;

¥(¥) < C(n7)r .

4.17)
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Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.8, we obtain that for all x € Q,
A
M P() + Wl/)(x) = ~tFOOC200(G 005 () + (¢ = DIVG(OP) = 2t OV (x), VX)),  (4.18)

which implies by (4.1) and (4.10) that

= [ " . 4.19)

JT<x|<t

A
A + W!ﬁ

On the other hand, by the definition of F, using Lemma 4.6 and (4.18), we obtain that for all x € RN with
JT < Ix| <7,

< GFOOGE 20014k G001 + IVGOOPR) + Cogt(0IVFOIIVE ()]

A
M Y(x) + W!P(X)
< CCE*()|x[* 2 In|x|(n 7)™,

which implies by (2.2) and (4.19) that
. t—zl 2
@ <canot [ ¢ Peo s InfxleCodx
JT<|x|<T
< C(Int) j IX|#~7% Injx|a () dx

VT<Ix|<T
T

= C(In7)pt I rE=p i 2 N1 I rdr.,

r=Jt
2
Furthermore, from A = - % and p = p,(4, N, y), we have
2p
- +2y+N=0.
u p-1 4 0

Therefore, we obtain
T

X(®) < C(n7)r I rinrdr = C(nt)r
r=yJt

which proves (4.17). O

5 Proofs of the main results
This section describes the proofs of our main theorems in detail.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof consists in two parts.
(I) We argue by contradiction. Namely, let us suppose that u € L{.(Q, wydx) is a nontrivial weak solution
to (1.1). Then, from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.5, we have

Ilulpwwkdx < x(@), G.1)
Q
where for 7, t > 1, the function ¢ is given by (4.9). On the other hand, by the definition of ¢, the properties of &

and (4.6), we have

[lupowedx = [luprgiwdx > | upFelodx = [ juPFodx, 52

0 Q 1<lx|<3 1<ixl<g
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Then, it follows from Lemmas 4.8, 4.9, (5.1), and (5.2) that

(/A—Z+2y+1:_)q—y—2y—N’ lf A S _[N - 22+ 2)}]2’
[ pFodx < N (53)
—2+ —N-2y— —_ +
1<lxl<d CT(N : Zz@pll)v i Int, if A= —[fyl .
N-2+2 2
Note that if A = - TV] , then we have
(N-2+2))p-N-2y-2 _ (W-2+2y+N)p-u-2y-N
2p-1) p-1 '
So, (5.3) yields
I |ulP Fwgdx < CTW# Inz. G.4)
1<lxj<} '
Observe also that by (3.4), we obtain
(W-2+2p+N)p-pu-2y-N <0
p-1 '
Now, passing to the limit as 7 — « in (5.4), we conclude that
I|u|pkadx =0, 5.5)

Q

which contradicts the fact that u is nontrivial. This proves part (I) of Theorem 3.1; hence, we pass to the second
part of the statement.
(II) This time, we discuss two cases.

2
Case1:/1>—@].

For

2
T ﬂ’, (.6)

U= 2A(N,y) < 0 <min ’

let
PO)=-6*+@2-2y-N) + A

Observe that u — 2A(N, y) < u (since A(N, y) > 0) and (3.5) is equivalent to

U - 2A(N,y) < P 1

which show that the set of 8 satisfying (5.6) is nonempty. On the other hand, the polynomial function P(0)
admits two distinct roots 8; and 6, given by

01=u—2A(N,y) < =06,
which implies that P(8) > 0 for all 6 satisfying (5.6). We now consider solutions of the form
ux)=¢|x°, xe0Q, (5.7
where
0 <& < [P(O)]r. (5.8)

Since u is a radial function, we obtain by (2.3) that
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A
—-Au + Wu = gP(0)|x|?2. (5.9)

Then, making use of (5.6), (5.7), (5.8), and (5.9), we obtain

[u[? = e PO P2 2 1,

_A u+ Lu

BTG

for all x € Q and ujss, = € > 0. This shows that for all 8 and ¢ satisfying, respectively, (5.6) and (5.8), the
function u defined by (5.7) is a solution to (1.1).

N-2+2y

Case 2: A = - 5

2
] .For0 <0 <1and e >0, we consider functions of the form

u(x) = & X [In@XDP, x € Q. (5.10)

Since u is a radial function, we obtain by (2.3) that

A
~Meu + —u = e0(1 - O)x*2[In(2x]*2,

IxP*
which implies that
A
A+ gt = [ = € g In@xDI (0L - 0) — ! eV Inpe) 70, (5.1
Remark that (3.5) is equivalent to
u(p -1 +2<0,

which implies that

lim [x]“P=D*2[In(2|x|)]P~0+2 = 0.

|x|—>co

Then, by continuity of the function Q 3 x = |x|“P~D*2[In(2|x|)]%¢+2, we deduce that there exists a constant
t > 0 such that

|X|[FP=D*2[In(2)x|) ]P0+ < 1, x € Q.

Then, taking
1
D<e< [M]“’ (5.12)
l

we deduce from (5.10) and (5.11) that

A
“Aeu+ —su - |ufP 20,
x|

for all x € Q and usp, = €[In2]? > 0. This shows that for all 0 < § < 1 and ¢ satisfying (5.12), the function u
defined by (5.10) is a solution to (1.1). The proof of part (II) of Theorem 3.1 is then complete. O

Now, we give the proof of our second main result.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We also use the contradiction argument. Namely, let us suppose thatu € L5.(Q, widx) is
a nontrivial weak solution to (1.1). The order of presentation of arguments is as follows:

2
(D Let A > —[W] . Taking p = p(A, N, y), we obtain by Lemma 4.8 and (5.3) that
x@)=C (5.13)

and
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J' |ulP Fodx < C.
1<| x|<%
The aforementioned estimate implies that

u € LP(Q, F(xX)wy(x)dx). (5.14)

On the other hand, by the properties of &, (4.6), and (4.15), we have

A
g+ 50| C

supp X

T
xe[RN:Es|x|ST’,

which implies by Hélder’s inequality that

A A
Jlal-a0+ 20| dx = [l -ao + 0| wnax
Q %<|x|<r
) A Bt
- [Iul(wwk)%] 07 |t + 0| o’ ]dx
%<|x|<‘[

1
r

[ wprgwax| o’

T
=< <
S elxi<t

I\

Then, using (5.13) and that 0 < &; < 1, we obtain

Jiu

which implies by (3.1) and (5.2) that

1

p

A

M + 7(P

0| wdxs € J |ufP Foodx | ,

T
< <
Telxi<r

1
p

_[ |ulP Fandx < C I |ulP Fodx | .

1<|x|<% %<|x|<1’

Finally, passing to the limit as 7 — « in the aforementioned inequality, using (5.14) and the dominated con-
vergence theorem, we obtain (5.5), which contradicts the fact that u is nontrivial. This proves part (I) of

Theorem 3.2. It remains to prove the second part of the statement.
2

(II) Let A = - w and N + 2y = 6. From Lemmas 4.1 and 4.7, we have
Jlupyordx < xw), (5.15)
Q
where for 7, t > 1, the function ¥ is given by (4.13). On the other hand, by the definition of ¢ and (4.10), we have
I|u|l’lpa)kdx 2 I |u|P Fwydx. (5.16)
Q 1<|x|<JT

Note that from N + 2y 2 6 and p = p_(4, N, y), we have p < 2, which implies by Lemma 4.10 that
x@) < C. 517

Hence, in view of (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17), we have

j |ufP Fodx < C,
1<|x|<VT
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which implies (5.14). Furthermore, from (4.10) and (4.18), we have

supp CixeRN: 7T < |x| < 1},

A
MY + Wl/)

which implies by (5.17) and Hélder’s inequality that

Jiui

Then, by (3.1) and (5.16), it holds that

1
14
wpdx < C J' |ulP Fordx
VT <|x|<T

MY + Llﬁ

Ix?

1

12
[ wpredxsc| [ jupFedx
1<|x|<VT JT<|x|<T

Therefore, passing to the limit as 7 — « in the aforementioned inequality, using (5.14) and the dominated
convergence theorem, we obtain (5.5), which contradicts the fact that u is nontrivial. This proves part (II) of
Theorem 3.2. O
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