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POSITIVE SOLUTIONS OF QUASILINEAR ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS WITH SUBQUADRATIC GROWTH IN
THE GRADIENT

MOSHE MARCUS AND PHUOC-TAI NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We study positive solutions of equation (E) —Au +
uP|Vul? =0 (0 < p, 0 < ¢ <2, p+gq > 1) and other related
equations in a smooth bounded domain  C RY. We show that
if N(p+q—1) < p+ 1 then, for every positive, finite Borel mea-
sure p on 09, there exists a solution of (E) such that v = p on
0. Furthermore, if N(p+ ¢ —1) > p+ 1 then an isolated point
singularity on 02 is removable. In particular there is no solution
with boundary data d§, (=Dirac measure at a point y € 99Q). Fi-
nally we obtain a classification of positive solutions with an isolated
boundary singularity.
Keywords: quasilinear equation; boundary singularities; Radon mea-
sures; weak singularities; strong singularities; boundary trace, remov-
ability.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are concerned with the boundary data measure
problem associated to the equation

(1.1) —Au+ H(z,u,Vu) =0

in  where Q is a domain in RY and H is a Caratheodory function
defined in 2 x R x RV,

When H depends only on u, much works on the boundary value
problem for equation ([I.I]), especially for the following typical equation

(1.2) —Au+uP =0

with p > 1, have been studied by Le Gall [6] , Gmira and Véron [5],
Marcus and Véron [14], [15], [21], [22]. It was shown that equation
(L2) admits a critical value

N+1
1.3 P
(1.3) Pe= 37
For any 1 < p < p,, if u is a bounded Radon measure on 02, then

there exists a unique solution of ([I.2]) with boundary data p. Moreover
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isolated boundary singularities of solutions of (I.2]) can be completely
described. More precisely, when 1 < p < p., if u € C?(Q) N C(Q\ {0})
is a nonnegative solution of (L.2) vanishing on 02\ {0} then either u
behaves like kP%(.,0) near 0 with some k > 0 and P*(.,0) being the

Poisson kernel in ), or u(x) ~ p(x) |x|_% as * — 0 where p is the
distance function to 0€2. When p > p., the isolated singularities are
removable, namely if u € C?(Q) NC(\ {0}) is a nonnegative solution
of (2] vanishing on 9\ {0} then u = 0. More general results can be
found in [16], [17].

The case H depends only on Vu has been recently investigated by
P.T. Nguyen and L. Véron [19]. Many results have been extended to
quasilinear equations of the form

(1.4) — Au+g(|[Vul) =0

in ). Under suitable conditions on g, if i is a bounded Radon mea-
sure on Jf), they proved existence of a positive solution of (IL4]) with
boundary data p. In the power case, namely g(|Vu|) = |Vul|? with
1 < ¢ <2, they showed that the critical value for (4] is

N+1
1. =
(1.5) q W

and analogous phenomena occur for isolated boundary singularities.
Notice that when ¢ > 2, by [9] if u € C?*(2) is a positive solution of
(L4) then w is bounded in €, therefore there is no singularity on the
boundary.

Motivated by the above papers, we study boundary singularities of
positive solutions of (I.T]) in the case that H depends on both u and Vu.
We are interested in the case of subquadratic growth in the gradient
and concentrate in particular on two model cases

(1.6) H(w,u,€) = wPl€]? V(a,u,6) € Qx Ry x RY
where p > 0, 0 < ¢ < 2 and
(L7)  H(z,u,&) = + ¢! V(r,u,) € Qx Ry x RY

where p > 1, 1 < ¢ < 2. Concerning the above types of nonlinearity,
there have been many works on large solutions, namely solutions that
blow up on the boundary. When H satisfies (ILG), there exists no large
solution to equation (I.1]). When H satisfies ([L7)) there exists a large
solution to (IL1I); moreover large solution is unique if 1 < p < ¢ < 2
(see [1], [2]). To our knowledge, up to now, no study dealing with the
boundary value problem with measure data for these types of nonlin-
earity has been published. We list below results concerning existence
of solution with boundary data as Radon measure, classification of
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isolated boundary singularities in subcritical case and removability in
critical and supercritical case.

In what follows, unless otherwise stated, {2 is a bounded domain
of class C? with 99 containing the origin 0, SV~! the unit sphere,
SVt = SN-1 N RY the upper hemisphere and (r,0) € Ry x S¥~! the
spherical coordinates in RV, To state our main results, it is convenient
to introduce the definition of solutions.

Definition 1.1. i) A function u is called a solution of (L)) if u €
L .(Q), H(z,u,Vu) € L. .(Q) and u satisfies (L)) in the sense of

loc loc
distribution, i.e.

/ (—uA( + H(x,u, Vu)()dz =0
0

for every ¢ € C(Q).

ii) Let p is a positive Borel measure on 0. A function u is called a
solution of

(18) { —Au+ H(z,u,Vu) =0 in §2

u=p on OS2
if u e LY(Q), H(z,u,Vu) € L)(Q) where p(x) := dist (z,0Q) and u
satisfies
a¢
(1.9) (—uAC+ H(z,u,Vu)()de = — [ —du
Q a0 0n

for all ¢ € C3(Q), where n denotes the normal outward unit vector to
o0,

Definition 1.2. A nonlinearity H is called subcritical if the problem
(LR) admits a solution for every positive bounded measure pu on O0S2.
Otherwise, H s called supercritical.

Set

q
(110) m;n’q = max {p, m} .
Following is the main existence result in the subcritical case.

Theorem A. Assume either H satisfies (LO) with 0 < N(p + q —
1) <p+1 or H satisfies (L) with m,, < p.. Then H is subcritical.
Moreover, let {u,} be a sequence of positive bounded measures on OS2
which converges to a positive bounded p in the weak sense of measures
and {u,, } be a sequence of corresponding solutions of (L8)) with p =
fin- Then there exists a subsequence such that {u,, } converges to a
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solution w, of ([L8) in LY(Q) and {H(x,u,, ,Vu,, )} converges to
H(x,u, Vu) in L(2).

Remark. The method used is classical, using the estimates in weak
LP space and compactness of approximating solutions. Due to this
approach, the results stated in Theorem A can be extended to the
following cases:

(1.11) 0 < H(z,u,&) < ay(@)uP€]? V(x,u, &) € Q xRy x RY

where p > 0, ¢ > 0,0 < Np+q—1) <p+1,a € L®(Q) and
a; >c>0;

(1.12)

0 < H(x,u,Vu) < as() f(u) + ag(2)g(I€])  V(w,u,€) € Qx Ry x RY

where a; € L*(Q), a; > ¢ > 0 (i = 3,4), f and g are positive, non-
decreasing, continuous functions in R, satisfying f(0) = ¢(0) = 0
and
/ £ F(1)dt < o0, / =N g(t)dt < oco.
1 1

The uniqueness of the problem remains open. However, if u is con-
centrated at a point on the boundary and the functions a; (i = 1,2, 3)
are positive constants, we prove that the solution of (L)) is unique.

Theorem B. Assume either H satisfies (L6l) with 0 < N(p+q—1) <
p+1 or H satisfies (LT) with my,, < p.. Then for any k > 0, there
exists a unique positive solution to ([L8]) with u = kdy, denoted by uﬁo,
where g is the Dirac mass concentrated at the origin 0. Moreover,

(1.13) ug’o(x) = kP%(x,0)(1 +0(1)) asx — 0.
and there exists di, > 0 such that
(1.14) di P(z,0) < u(x) < kP%(x,0) Vz € Q,

The solutions U%,o are called weakly singular solutions. It follows
from (LI3) that the sequence {ug,} is increasing. Hence, it is inter-
esting to study the limit of this sequence. In order to state the result
involving the limit, we define the class of strongly singular solutions
(see the definition of the boundary trace tryq in section 3.2)

(1.15)
U := {u € C*(Q) positive solution of (LI with trsq(u) = ({0},0)}.

Theorem C. Under the assumptions of theorem B, the function uf} , :=

00,0 =
limy,yo0 U, @8 the minimal element of Uy*.
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The asymptotic behavior of uZ ; can be obtained due to the study
solution of

(1.16) —Au+ H(z,u,Vu) =0 in RY

' u=0 on IRY \ {0}
under the separate form u(x) = r~Pw(c) where 8 > 0, r = |z| and
o = ﬁ € SN1. Denote by V' and A’ the covariant derivative on

SN=1identified with the tangential derivative and the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on SV~ respectively.
When H satisfies (ILH), by plugging u = rPw(o) into (LI6) we de-
duce that
2—q
1.17 =B =1
(1.17) B =p prq—1
and w satisfies
(1.18) —ANw+ F(w,Vw)=0in SY™', w=0o0nasY™*

where Fy(s, &) := s?(87 s* + |€]*)2 — B1(B1 +2 — N)s with s € R and
£ e RV,
When H satisfies (7)) we deduce that

(1.19) B =0 =

pqg 1
where m,  is defined in (ILI0). Moreover if p = ;L then w satisfies
(1.20) —ANw+ Fw,Vw)=0in SY™', w=0o0nasY™*

where Fy(s,€) := s + a3(83 82+ [€]°)F — Ba(Ba +2 — N)s with s € R,
and £ € RY. When p > ﬁ, we consider

(1.21) —ANw+ Fw,Vw)=0in SY™', w=0o0nasY™*
where F3(s,§) := s? — B2(f2+2 — N)s with s € R,. When p < ;L

2—q’
we consider
(1.22) —ANw+ Fy(w,Vw)=0in SY™', w=0o0nasY™*

where Fy(s, &) := a3(83 % + |€]*)2 — Ba(B2 + 2 — N)s with s € R, and
£ e RV,
Denote by & (i = 1,4) the set of positive solutions in C?(SY 1) of

(1.23) —ANw+ F(w,Vw)=0in ¥ w=0o0nads¥ "
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Theorem D. i) If H satisfies ([I.6) with 0 < N(p+qg—1) <p+1
then & # 0. Moreover, if p > 1 then there exists a unique solution wj
of (LIY), namely & = {wi}. In addition, U = {us, o} and

(1.24) I R
G =oesy!

locally uniformly on Siv_l.

ii) If H satisfies (L) with m,, < p. then there & = {w}} where i = 2
ifp= ﬁ, i=3ifp> Q%q, i=4ifp< QL_q. In addition, U} = {U&,o}
and

(1.25) lim 2|20l o (x) = wi (o)

Q35x2—0 ’
T __ N—-1
T =0 €5)

Tzl
locally uniformly on Siv_l .

Remark. Notice that when H satisfies (L0) or H satisfies (I.7)) with
p = 3%, the equation (7)) is unvariant under an appropriate similarity

transformation. However, it is not that case when H satisfies (7)) with
pF# 2%(]; in this situation, there is a competition between u? and |Vul9.

The theorem D shows that when p > z%q, the term u? plays a dominant

Q

: Q Teo 1/
role and hence the solution uy; o behaves like w, o near 0 where u,; . o

is the solution of
(1.26) —Au+uP =0in Q, trag(u) = ({0},0).
q

Otherwise, when p < gt |Vul|? is the dominant term and therefore

ug, o behaves like ug o near 0 where ug g

(1.27) CAu+ |Valf =000 Q,  trao(u) = ({0},0).

As a consequence, we provide a full characterization of isolated sin-
gularities at the origin 0.

Theorem E Assume either H satisfies (L) with 0 < N(p+q—1) <
p+1andp > 1 or H satisfies (LT) with m,, < p.. Let w € C(\
{0})NC3(Q) be a nonnegative solution of (1)) vanishing on OQ\ {0}.
Then

e cither u =0,

e orthere ezists k > 0 such that u(z) = )}y = kP%(z,0)(1+0(1))
as x — 0,

o oru(x) = ull , the unique element of US', and the asymptotic
behavior of u near 0 is given either in (L24]) or in (L25) ac-
cording to the assumptions on H.

is the solution of
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On the contrary, we show that isolated boundary singularities are
removable in the critical and supercritical case. More precisely,

Theorem F Assume either H satisfies (LO) with N(p+q—1) > p+1
or H satisfies (L) with my, > pe. If u € C(Q\ {0}) N C*Q) is a
nonnegative solution of (L)) vanishing on 0Q \ {0} then u = 0.

When H satisfies ([ILG), the proof of Theorem F is divided into three
cases. The case N(p+¢q—1) > p+ 1 is treated due to a priori estimate
for solutions with isolated singularity at 0. The critical case is more
delicate: we first prove removability result for @ = RY and then by
using regularity results up to boundary (see [7]) we get the assertion
when () is bounded. Finally, when ¢ = 2, thanks to a change of un-
known, we deduce that w = 0. When H satisfies (ILT]), the removabilty
result for (I.1]) is derived from the one for (IL.2) and (I.4]).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we establish some
estimates on positive solution of (LL1]) and its gradient, and recall some
estimates concerning weak L” space which play a key role in proving
the existence of solutions with bounded boundary measure data in the
subcritical case. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem A and
to investigate the notion of boundary trace. In section 4, we provide
a complete description of isolated singularities (Theorem B, Theorem
C, Theorem D and Theorem E). Finally, in section 5, we give proof of
removability result (Theorem F).

Throughout the present paper, we denote by ¢, C, ¢, ca,...positive
constants which may vary from line to line. If necessary the dependence
of these constants will be made precise.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The following comparison principle can be found in [4, Theorem 9.2].

Proposition 2.1. Assume H : Q x R, x RY — R is nondecreasing
with respect to u for any (x,€) € Q x RN, continuously differentiable
with respect to & and H(z,0,0) = 0. Let uy, ug € C*(Q)NC(Q) be two
nonnegative solution of (ILT)). If

—Auy + H(x,uy, Vuy) < —Aug + H(x,us, Vug) in Q
and uy; < ug on 0N). Then uy < ug in €.
Next, for 6 > 0, we set
Qs ={xeQ:p(x)<d}, Ds={xeQ:plx)>d}
Y5=0Ds ={z € Q:plx)=10}, X =00
Since € is of class C?, there exists J, > 0 such that
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i) For every x € Qs,, there exists a unique point o(x) € 9§ such that
r = 0(x) — p(x)Ny ) where n, () is the outward unit normal vector to

o at o(x).
ii) The mappings = + p(z) and = +— o(z) belong to C%*(Qs,) and
C'(Qs,) respectively. Moreover, lim, ;) Vp(z) = —n, () and [Vp| =
1in 950'

As a consequence of Proposition 2.1, we deduce a priori estimate

Proposition 2.2. Assume H satisfies (LO) with p > 0, 0 < ¢ < 2,
p+q>1. Let u € C*(Q) be a positive solution of equation (LI)). Then

(2.1) u(z) < Ay p(x)™ + max{u(z): x € Ds,}, Va €,
22 () < Mp) Ml ) Vo€
(2.3) IVu(z)] < Ay p(z) ™71 Ve e

where By is defined in (LIT), A}, = AL (N, &), Ay = Ay(N,p, q,Q, ||u||L1(D®))
and i

(2.4) Ay = <51q:2) pra—1 |

1

Proof. Proof of 21)). Put M;, = max{u(x) : € Ds,}. For each
§ € (0,68), we set ws(x) = Ay(p(x) — §)~P' + My, for x € Ds. We can
choose ¢y < ||A,0||Zolo(9). By a computation, we obtain in Qs, \ Qs,

—Aws + wf |Vws|? > 0.

Since ws; > u on Y5 U X5, by comparison principle Proposition 2.1}
u < ws in g, \ Qs. Letting 6 — 0 leads to the conclusion.

Proof of (2.2)). The estimate (2.2) follows from (2.I]) and [20, Theorem
1.1).

Proof of [23)). Fix z¢ € Q35 and set
4

1
dy = gp(xo), My = max{u(z) : € Bag,(x0)},

u(z) 1 1
M, Y dOSC € Ba(yo), Yo doxo

Then max{uy(y) : y € Ba(yo)} = 1 and uy satisfies
—Aug + MY AT B Vug)? = 0

up(y) =
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in By(yo). It follows from [I1] that there exists a positive constant ¢ =
c(N,p, q, o, ||u||L1(D%Q)) such that maxp, () |Vug| < c. Consequently,

c
max |Vu| < — max u.
Bi(yo) do Ba(yo)

Therefore, we deduce (2.3]). O

By an analogous argument, we obtain

Proposition 2.3. Assume H satisfies (LT) withp > 1, 1 < g < 2.
Let u € C%(Q) be a positive solution of equation (LI)). Then

(2.5) u(@) < Aopla) ™ + Ay HuHLl(D%l)

(2.6) IVu(z)] < Ay p(z) ™1 Vo e

where By is defined in (LI), A2 = A2(p, q), Ay = A5(N, d) and Ay =
A2(N>pa q, Q> ||u||L1(D5&))'
2

Remark. If H satisfies (L.7) with p > 5% then (2.5) can be improved.
Indeed, it follows from Keller-Osserman estimate that there exists a
constant C, depending only on N and p such that

u(z) < Onpp(x)™ Vo e Q.

Denote by G (resp. P%) the Green kernel (resp. the Poisson kernel)
in Q, with corresponding operators G (resp. P%). We also denote
by M, (), o € [0, 1], the space of Radon measures ;1 on 2 satisfying

p*(z)d|p| < oo, by MM(IN) the space of bounded Radon measures

og 0 and by M (0N) the positive cone of M(IN).

Denote L2 (2;7), 1 < p < oo, T € M, (), the weak LP space defined
as follows: a measureable function f in €2 belongs to this space if there
exists a constant ¢ such that

(2.7) Mla;m) =17({x € Q:|f(z)| >a}) <ca™, Va>0.

The function Ay is called the distribution function of f (relative to 7).
For p > 1, denote

LP(Q2; 1) = {f Borel measurable : sup a’As(a;7) < oo}
a>0

and

L A
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The |[[.[[ 15 (q.r) is not a norm, but for p > 1, it is equivalent to the norm
(2.9)
Jo 1fldr

1£1l 22 (:ry = SUP { (@) 7 tw C Q,w measurable ;0 < 7(w) < oo} .

More precisely,
* P *
210 Wlligen < Iflgen < 727 1 iz

The following usefull estimates involving Green and Poisson operators
can be found in [3] (see also [18], [21] and [22]).

Proposition 2.4. For any a € [0, 1], there ezist a positive constant ¢,
depending on «,  and N such that

(2.11)
1C 0 sy + 10N ey, + VO e,
S C1 HVHEIRpa(Q) ?
(2.12)
P2y + PP ) IV, 2 1

for any v € M, (Q) and any p € M(ONY) where

Wil oy = / P@dl] and  lgon = / iyl
Q o0

3. BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM WITH MEASURES AND BOUNDARY
TRACE

3.1. The Dirichlet problem. We first prove a regularity result in the
subcritical case.

Lemma 3.1. Assume either H satisfies ([LO) with 0 < N(p + q —
1) < p+1 or H satisfies (LT) with m,, < p.. Let u be a positive
solution of (L)) (in the sense of distribution) satisfying uw € L; .(S2)
for any 1 < s < ¥ and |Vu| € L], .(Q) for any 1 < r < 5. Then
u € C*Q).

Proof. We provide here the proof in the case H satisfies (L6). The
case H satisfies ([.7)) follows by some modifications.The proof is based
on bootstrap argument. We put f = —u? |Vul?. Let s; > 1 (s; will be
determined later on) and K CC 2. By Holder inequality, for r; > 1
(will be made precise later),

(3.1) / |f°* do < (/ ups”"ld:z) K (/ V|77 dx) "
K K K

-
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We will choose s; and r; such that (N —1)ps;r; < N+1and Ngsr| <
N + 1. It is sufficient to choose s; and r; such that
N+1 N+1 N+1

< < —
p(N—1)1gN M N11_gNs; 'S p(N—1)s;

1<s <

Since u € I/Vllocs(Q) for any 1 < s < %, by Sobolev imbedding, u €
L} (). It follows from interior regularity result for elliptic equations
Nsyp

that u € W2 (Q). Again, by Sobolev imbedding, u € L,". > (Q) and
Nsp

(Vul € L, "1 (Q) if s, < %
Next, let so > 1 (will be determined later on). By Holder inequality,

for ro > 1 (will be made precise later), (B.I]) remains true with s; and

ry1 replaced by s, and ro respectively. We will choose s, and r, such

that (N — 2s1)psar < Ns; and (N — s1)gser’ < Nsj. It is sufficient to

choose sy and ry such that

(N + 1)81 NSl

< S <

p(N —1)+¢N p(N —2s1) + q(N — 51)

N81 N81

Ly < ——m8m8 .
Ns; — Q(N - 31)32 ? P(N - 251)32

1<

Then
N+1—p(N—-1)—¢gN

p(N —1) +qN

_(N+1)s1
We can choose s close 77—

Sg — S > > 0.

enough that v € L;2,(2); hence u €
Nsq Nsq

W22(Q). By Sobolev imbedding, u € L) > (Q) and |Vu| € L) (Q)

if 55 < % Next by iterating the process, we can define a sequence {sy}

such that u € W2 (Q) and

N+1-p(N—1)—gN

>14+k
oK p(N —1)+¢gN

Hence we can find k( large enough such that si, > N and u € Wk (Q).

loc

By Sobolev imbedding, u € C?(£2). O
We now turn to the

Proof of Theorem A. We deal with the case when H satisfies (L.6)).
The case H satisfies (7)) is simpler and can be treated in a similar
way.

Let {u,} be a sequence of positive functions in C*(9€2) such that
{itn} converges to pu in the weak sense of measures and ||, |1 (o) <
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¢2 ||1tllgn(aq) for all n, where c; is a positive constant independent of n.
Consider the following problem

{ —Av + (v + P, )PV (v + P u,])]9 = 0 in

(3.2) v=20 on 0f).

It is easy to see that 0 and —IP}[j,] are respectively supersolution and
subsolution of (3.:2). By [10, Theorem 6.5] there exists a solution v, €
W?2P(Q) with 1 < p < oo to problem ([B.2)) satisfying —P?[u,,] < v, < 0.
Thus u, = v, + P?[u,] is a solution of

{ —Au,, + ub [Vu,|? =0 in Q

(3-3) Up = by, on OSD.

By the maximum principle, such solution is the unique solution of (B.3)).

Assertion 1: {u,} and {|Vu,|} remain uniformly bounded respec-
N N+1

tively in Ly ' (2) and Lw%(Q; pdzx).
Let & be the solution to

(3.4) —AE=1inQ, & =0 on 01,
¢

then there exists a constant c3 > 0 such that ¢3! < —5n < c3 on 0N

and ¢z 'p < € < ¢c3p in Q. By multiplying the equation in (B:3) by &
and integrating on {2, we obtain

(3.5) /und:c + /uz [Vun|" pdz < c4 || pllanon)
Q Q

where ¢, is a positive constant independent of n. From Proposition 2.4]
and by noticing that u,, < P%[u,], we get
(3.6)

ol e < IBall e < s Ml < cxea il

Set f, = —ul |Vu,|? then f, € L})(Q) and u,, satisfies —Au, = f, in
Q, u, = 0 on 0. Again, from Proposition [24] and (3.5), we derive
that

67 1Vl sa < (Il +limlom ) < lilomon

(R2,pdz)

where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on 2 and N. Thus the
assertion 1 follows from (B.6) and (B.1).

By regularity results for elliptic equations [13], there exist a subse-
quence, still denoted by {u,}, and a function u such that {u,} and
{|Vuy,|} converges to u and |Vu| a.e. in .

Assertion 2: {u,} converges to u in L*().
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N
Indeed, since u,, € Ly (), it follow from (Z9) that if G C Q be a
Borel subset, then

1 1
68 [ wde <IGIF fual g, < caclGIF lilman)-

Hence {u,} is uniformly integrable. Therefore the assertion 2 follows
from Vitali’s convergence theorem.

Assertion 3: {uf|Vu,|?} converges to u?|Vu|? in L)(€).
Indeed, let G be a Borel in €2, £ > 0, A > 0 and write

39 /u£|vu"‘qulel+]2+f3+f4
G
where
h :/ ub| Vuy|?p dz,
GN{x:un<l,|Vun(z)|<A\}
IQ :/ up|Vun|qux
(3.10) GN{ziun>0,| Vg ()| <A}
s :/ ub| Vuy|?pdz,
GN{x:un<l,|Vup(z)|>A}
I4 :/ up|Vun|qu:g
G {itin>6,|Vun(2)|>A}

We first notice that

(3.11) I < rae / e
G

Next put A,(t) = {x € Q : u, > t}, t > 0 and a,(t) = / pdz.
An(t)

N1
Since 0 < u, < P%u,] and P9[u,] € Ly ' (4 pdz), it follows that
N1
€ Ly ' (Q; pdx) . By [2.8)) and (2.10), we get
N+1

an(t) < (Junl v )T < T (fup| o )R
Lyt L (Q;pdz) Lyt L (©;pdz)

Combining the above inequality with (2.12]) yields

N+1 N+1 N+1

(3.12) an(t) < TN (16 || pllangan)) YT = stV
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By integration by part and (B.12)), we obtain

/ ub pdr = —/ tPday,(t) = Pa, () —I—p/ an (t)tP~1dt
{z€Qiun>L} ¢ ¢

< Pa,(0) +csp [ P NTdL
¢
< C5(N + 1) Ep_%
" N+4+1—-pN-1)
Hence
C5(N+1) )\qu_%

I <
T N+1-p(N-1)

If A = (51 then

I < cs(N +1) PN-1)+aN = (N+1)

T N4+1-—p(N-1) '

Similarly, we get

(3.13)

(N +1)  p(v-1+aN-(N+1)
14 I3 < ——— N- .
(3.14) SENF1-gN 1

Fix r such that

N+1 N+1
(3.15) i il

N+1-gN " pvn—1
then by Holder inequality,

1 S
Iy < ( / umdm) ( / |vu\‘"’dx) .
{z:un>0} {z:|Vun|>A}

. . N+1 1 1 _
Due to the choice of 7 in B.15), " < 55~ where & + ; = 1. Therefore

N+1 P(N—=1)+gN—(N+1)

(316) Iy < C7£p_(]<’\rj11)r NTNT = C7€ N-1
where ¢; = ¢5(N+1)(N+1—pr(N—1))""(N+1—¢'N)~"". Combining
B.9), BII)-B.IG) yields

G G

For any ¢ > 0, since p(N — 1) + ¢N < N + 1, we fix ¢ large enough
that the second term on the right-hand side of ([B.I7) is smaller than
5. Therefore,

15 (N-1)
/de < ST = /uﬁlvunl"pdx <e.
G 2 G

Thus the assertion 3 is a consequence of Vitali’s convergence theorem.



POSITIVE SOLUTIONS OF QUASILINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 15

For every ¢ € C2(9), we have

P Vet Odr — — [ 28
(3.18) /Q(—unAC + ul |Vu,|* ¢)dx = /aQunandS.

From assertion 2 and assertion 3, by taking into account that |(| < ¢p
in 2, we can pass to the limit in each term in (B.I8) and obtain (L9));
N

so u is a solution of (I8).By Proposition 24 u € Ly " () and |Vu| €
N+1
L (82 pdx).

Next, let {u,} be a sequence of positive bounded measures on 0f)
which converges to a positive bounded p in the weak sense of measures
and {u,, } is be a sequence of corresponding solutions of (3.3). Then by
using the same argument as in assertion 2 and assertion 3, we deduce
that there exists a subsequence such that {u,,, } converges to a solution
u,, of (LY) in L'(Q) and {H (z, uy, , Vu,, )} converges to H(x,u, Vu)
in L)(€). O

A variant of the stability result in theorem A is the following

Corollary 3.2. Assume either H satisfies ([L6) with 0 < N(p+q—1) <
p+ 1 or H satisfies (LT) with m,, < p.. Let {0,,} be a decreasing se-
quence converging to 0, p is a bounded positive measure on OS2 and { ., }
15 a sequence of bounded positive measure on X5, converging to p in the
weak sense of measures and {u,,, } be a sequence of corresponding solu-
tions of ([B.3) in Ds,. Then there exists a subsequence such that {u,,, }
converges in L'(2) to a solution u, of (L8) and {H(x,uy, ,Vu,, )}
converges to H(x,u, Vu) in L().

Proof. As above, we consider the case H satisfies (LLG) because the
case H satisfies (7)) follows by similar argument. We extend wu,,
and |Vu,,| by zero outside Ds, and still denote them by the same
expressions. By regularity results for elliptic equations [13], there exist
a subsequence, still denoted by {u,, }, and a function u such that {u,, }
and {|Vu,, |} converges to u and [Vu| a.e. in Q. Let G C Q be a Borel
set and put G,, = GN Dy, . By using similar argument as in assertion 2
in the proof of theorem A, thanks to the estimate ||P[yu] |26n Li(ss,) <

c7 ||l gn(sy> we derive
(3.19)

1
uundI < |G| ¥ HuunHL

n

< 0102|Gn|% HPQ[M]

N B
’uIJ\]71 (Sn) on Ll(z(sn)

1
< e |GV |l gnssy -
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Hence, {u,,} is uniformly integrable. Therefore, due to Vitali’s con-
vergence theorem, up to a subsequence,{u,,, } converges to u in L*(Q).

Set pn(z) := (p(x)—0,)+. By using a similar argument as in Assertion
3 of the proof of Theorem A and taking into account that | , Prdx <
fG pdz, we obtain that for any € > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 large enough,
independent of n, such that

pP(N—1)+qgN

(3.20) /pnd:c<%£_ N-1 :>/ up, |V, |*pndr < €.
Gn Gn

Therefore, by Vitali’s convergence, up to a subsequence, {uf, |Vu,, |7}
converges to u?|Vu|? in L} ().

Finally, if ¢ € CZ(Q) we denote by ¢, the solution of
(3.21) —A(, =—-A(in Ds,, (,=0o0n dDs,.
Then ¢, € C3(Qs,), ¢. — ¢ in C?%(Q) and sup,, [Call o2, ) < oo
Furthermore,

Gy
Ds, sy, on
By letting n — oo, we deduce that v is a solution of ([L.§]). O

Remark. Let p € 9, (092) and u is a positive solution of (L8). It
follows from Proposition that there exists a constant ¢ depending
on N, p, q, 2 and ||NHzm(aQ) such that

(3.23) u(z) < cp(x)™ Vo e Q,

(3.24) Vu(z)| < cplz) ™ Vi e Q.

Definition 3.3. A nonnegative superharmonic function is called a A-
potential if its largest harmonic minorant is zero.

Proposition 3.4. Assume either H satisfies ([I.6]) with 0 < N(p+q—
1) <p+1 or H satisfies (L7) with m,, < p.. Let p € M (092). If u
is a positive solution of (L.8]) then

(3.25) ilg; % =1 non — tangentially, p — a.e.

Proof. Put v, = P*[u] — u then v, > 0 and —Av, = u|Vu,|? > 0
in Q. It means v, is a positive superharmonic function in Q. By
Riesz Representation Theorem (see [12]), v, can be written as follows:
v, = vy + v, Where vy, is a nonnegative harmonic function and v, is a
A-potential (see [12] for more details). Since the boundary trace of v,
is a zero measure, it follows the boundary trace of v;, and v, is zero
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measure. Hence v, = 0 in Q, therefore v, = v,. By [12, Theorem 2.11
and Lemma 2.13], we derive (3.23]). O

3.2. Boundary trace.

Definition 3.5. A positive solution v of (1)) is moderate is u €
L) and H(.,u,Vu) € L(Q).

It’s clear to see that
Proposition 3.6. The following statements are equivalent
i) u is a moderate solution of (IL.T).
i1) There exists pu € M (ONY) such that u is a solution of (L).

iii) u is bounded from above by an harmonic function in §).

Definition 3.7. Assume p € M(X) and ps € M(Xs) for each § €
(0,00). We say that s — p as 6 — 0 in the sense of weak convergence
of measures if

(326)  lim /E 6(0(x))dps = /E bdu Ve O

A function u € C(2) of (LIl possesses a measure boundary trace
e M) if

(3.27) lim/Z o(o(z))u(x)dS = /Eqﬁd,u Vo € C.(2).

§—0

Similarly, if A is a relatively open subset of 3, we say that u possesses a
trace i on A in the sense of weak convergence of measures if ;i € M(A)

and B2T) holds for every ¢ € C,(A).
By adapting the proof of [17, Cor 2.3] to (I.1I), we obtain

Proposition 3.8. Let u € C*(Q) be a positive solution of (LI)). Sup-
pose that for some z € 0N) there exists an open meighborhood U such
that

(3.28) H(z,u,Vu)pdr < co.
UnQ

Then u € LY(K N Q) for every compact set K C U and there exists a
positive Radon measure v on X N U such that

(3.29)  lim (o(z))u(x)dS = ¢ dv Vo e Co(X2NT).

=0 Jysnu SNU
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Definition 3.9. Let u € C?*(Q) be a positive solution of (LI)). A
point z € 0 is a reqular boundary point of u if there exists an open
neighborhood U of z such that [B.28) holds. The set of reqular points
is denoted by R(u). Its complement S(u) = 0Q \ R(u) is called the
singular boundary set of u.

Clearly R(u) is relatively open and there exists a positive Radon mea-
sure g on R(u) such that v admits p := u(u) as a measure boundary
trace on R(u) and p(u) is uniquely determined. The couple (S(u), p)
is called the boundary trace of u and denoted by troq(u).

Concerning S(u), we get the following result by employing [17, Lemma
2.8].

Proposition 3.10. Let u € C*(2) be a positive solution of (L)) with
the singular boundary set S(u). If z € S(u) is such that there exists
an open neighborhood U of z such that uw € L'(U N Q), then for every
neighborhood V' of z there holds

(3.30) lim udS = oo.

Theorem 3.11. Assume either H satisfies (L6) with 0 < N(p+ q —
1) < p+ 1 or H satisfies (L) with m,, < pe. If u € C*(Q) is a
positive solution of (1), then [B30) holds for every z € S(u).

Proof. By translation we assume z = 0 € S(u) and (3.30) does not
hold. We proceed by contradiction, assuming that there exists an open
neighborhood G of 0 such that

(3.31) liminf/ udS < oo.
YsNG

6—0

It follows from Proposition that if U is a neighborhood of z then
fmUudat = o0, which leads to limsup;_,, fszUdS = o0. For each
n € N,, we take U = B1(0). Then there exists a sequence {0,,.m }men

tending to 0 as m — oo such that lim,, . f26 (O)UdS = 0.

ﬂBl
Then, for any k > 0, there exists my, := m,, , € N such that

(3.32) m > my = udS > k
Z5n,mﬂBl (0)

and m,, ;, — oo when n — oo. In particular there exists t :== t(n, k) > 0
such that

(3.33) / inf{u,t}dS = k.
S, (B (0)

Sn,my, =
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By the comparison principle u is bounded from below in Djg
solution v := vs, ,, of

—Av+ H(z,v,Vv) =0 in Ds, ..
v =inf{u,t} on s

by the

n,mp

(3.34)

n,mg *

When n — oo, inf{u,t(n, k)}dS converges in the weak sense of mea-
sures to kdy. By Corollary 3.2 there exists a subsequence, still denoted
by {vs, ., }n, such that vs,, —— uyly when n — oo where u)} is the
unique solution of (&) and consequently u > uj’, in Q. Therefore,

(3.35) lim inf / u dS > lim / UpoCdS =k
5 6—0 s

6—0

for any nonnegative ¢ € C*(RY) such that ¢ = 1 in a neighborhood
of 0. Since k is arbitrary we obtain

(3.36) liminf/ uCdS = oo
s

6—0

which contradicts (3.3T]). O

4. ISOLATED BOUNDARY SINGULARITIES

4.1. Weak singularities. Let us give useful estimates involving solu-
tions with isolated boundary singlarities which play a key role in the
proof of uniquess and removability results in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1. Assume u € C(Q\{0})NC?(Q) is a nonnegative solution
of [LI)) in Q which vanishes on 02\ {0}.

i) Assume H satisfies (LG). Then

(4.1) u(z) < Aqjz| =™ Vo €,
(4.2) (Vu(z)] < Aglz] ™7 Vo e,
(4.3) w(z)| < Asp(z) || 771 Vo e

where Ay is defined in (24), A3 = As(N, p,q,Q) and Ay = A3(N, p, q,Q)
ii) Assume H satisfies (LT). Then

(4.4) u(z) < Aoz~ Vo €,

(4.5) (Vu(z)] < Aylz] ™7 vz e,

(4.6) w(z)| < Aup(z) || 771 Vo e
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where Ny = Ay (p, q), Ay = As(N,p,q, Q) and Ay = A4(N,p,q, Q).

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of [I9, Lemma 3.3 and Lemma
3.4]. We deal only with the case where H satisfies (ILG)) since the case
H satisfies (L7)) can be treated in a similar way. For € > 0, we set

0 ifr<e
P(r) = ;Tfﬂt?’%;—%%—w—% if e <r < 2e
r— 3¢ if 7 > 2e

and let u, be the extension of P,(u) by zero outside ). There exists Ry
such that Q C Bp,. Since 0 < P/(r) < 1 and P. is convex, u. € C*(RY)
and it satisfies —Aue + u?|Vu|? < 0. Furthermore u, vanishes in B, .
For R > Ry we set

Uer(z) =N ((Jz] =)™ = (R—e)™") Vx € Bg \ B.,
then —AUE,R+U£R\VUE,R|‘1 > 0. Since u, vanishes on 0Bp and is finite
on 0B, it follows u, < U g in Bg \ B.. Letting successively € — 0 and

R — oo yields to ([@.1]).

For ¢ > 0, define T}ul(x) = (Pru(lz), x € QF == (71Q. If 25 € Q,
we set R = |xg| and ug(z) = Th[u](z). Then up satisfies (L)) in
Qf. By @), max{|ug(z)| : & < |z| < 3} < 2°'Ay. By [7, Theorem
1], there exists Ay = A3(N,Q,p,q) such that max{|Vug(z)| : 3 <
lz| < 2} < Az In particular, |[Vug(z)] < As with |z| = 1. Hence
|VU(.§L’0)‘ < A3|LE0‘_51_1.

Finally, (43) follows from ({1]) and (.2]). O

Uniqueness can be obtained if i is a bounded measure concentrated
at a point on 0f2.

Theorem 4.2. Assume either H satisfies (LE) with 0 < N(p+q¢—1) <
p+1 or H satisfies (L) with my,, < p.. Then for every k > 0, there
exists a unique solution, denoted by uﬁo, of the problem

—Au+ H(z,u,Vu) =0 in §2
u = kdy on Of).

Moreover, uilo(z) = k(1 + o(1))P*(z,0) as = — 0. Consequently the
mapping k U%,o 1S 1ncreasing.

(4.7)

The existence of a solution to (A7) is guaranteed by Theorem A. The
uniqueness is obtained due to the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumption of Theorem[4.2, let u be a solution

to (&1). Then
(4.8) GY[H(.,u, Vu)](z) = o(P*(2,0)) asz — 0.
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Proof. We prove (A.8) in the case H satisfies (L6]). The case H sat-
isfies (7)) can be treated in a similar way.

Assertion: For every = € (), there hold
(4.9) \Vu(z)| < Ask ||~

where A5 is a positive constant depending on N, p, g, €.

Indeed, since u is a solution of (A1), it follows from the maximum
principle that u < kP(.,0) < key|z|'™ in Q where cy is a positive
constant depending on N and 2. By adapting argument in Lemma [£.T],

we obtain (Z.9).

Next, it follows from Lemma [.3] that

(4.10) GYH(.,u, Vu)](z) < cs / Gz, y) ly| "IN Gy Ve e Q.
Q

Since G(z,y) < cop(z) |z — y|™~ min{|z — y|, p(y)} for every =,y €

O,z # y where cg = co(IV, 2) (see [18]), we deduce, for ¢, € (0, 1), that

(411)  G%z,y) < cop(a)p(y) = |z —y[*™" Vr,ye Qz#y,

The above estimate, joint with (£I0), implies that
(4.12)
GYH(.,u, Vu)](z)

< ey 2N P, O)/N |z — y| 0N |y m N UpNa—eo g,
R

We fix gg such that 0 < g < min {1, N +1— (N — 1)p — Nq}. By the
following identity (see [§]),

(4.13) / o — y |07y TNTIPTNITE Gy — gy [ NP
RN

where ¢11 = ¢11(N, &g), we obtain
GH (., u, Vu)|(z) < arcigen |z O Dr=Na pe g ),
Since N+1—(N—1)p—Ngq > 0, by letting x — 0, we obtain (£]). O

Proof of Theorem 4.2l Let u be a solution of (L7) then u(x) =
k P%(z,0) — GR[H(.,u, Vu)](z). From (&S], we obtain

(4.14) u(z) = k(1 + 0(1))P%(2,0) asz — 0,

which, along with the comparison principle, implies the uniqueness of
uy and the monotonicity of k — . O
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Proposition 4.4. Assume either H satisfies ([I.6]) with 0 < N(p+q—
1) <p+1 or H satisfies (LT7) with m,, < p.. Then for every k > 0,

there exists a positive constant d;, depending on N, p, q, k and £ such
that

(4.15) dp P9 (x,0) < upo(z) < kP%(x,0) Va € Q.

Proof. The second inequality follows straightforward from compari-
son principle. In order to prove the first inequality, put A = {d > 0 :
dP9(.,0) < uo}. Suppose by contradiction that A = §. Then for
each n € N, there exists a point x,, € € such that

(4.16) nuﬁo(xn) < P%(z,,0).

We may assume that {z,,} converges to a point z* € 2. We deduce from
(4.16) that z* ¢ Q. Thus z* € 9. By Theorem [£2] z* € 9\ B.(0)
for some € > 0. Following the notations in Section 2, denote by o(x,,)
the projection of z,, on 0. It follows from (A.I6]) that
uipo(0 () — uio(n) 1 P%(o(2n),0) = P2(an,0)
p(x) n p(zn)

Q
U0

By letting n — oo, we obtain aan (z*) > 0 which contradicts Hopf
lemma. Thus A # (). Put dy = max.A. By combining (41]) and
boundary Harnack inequality, we deduce that d; depends on N, p, q,

k and €. 0
Proof of Theorem B. The proof follows from Theorem [4.2]and Propo-
sition (4.4l O

The next result give us existence and uniqueness of weakly singular
solution in the case that 2 is unbounded domain.

Theorem 4.5. Assume either H satisfies (LE) with 0 < N(p+q¢—1) <
p+1 or H satisfies (L) with my,, < p.. Let either Q@ = RY := {z =
(@,zy) : xn > 0} or O be compact with 0 € 02 (Q is possibly
unbounded). Then there exists a unique solution ug, to problem (&T).

Proof. 1f 09 is compact, for each n € N large enough, 992 C B, (0).
We set €2, = QN B,(0) and denote by u% the unique solution of

—Au+ H(z,u,Vu) =0 in Q,
(4.17) { w=Fksy  ond,.

Then by the maximum principle,

(4.18) upe(r) < kP (2,0) Vo € Q.
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Thus {uﬁ’a} increase to a function u* which satisfies

(4.19) w'(r) < kP%(z,0) Vo e

By regularity theory, {Vu%() » converges locally uniformly in Q\ B.(0)
for any € > 0 when n — oo, and thus u* € C(Q2\ {0}) is a positive

solution of (7)) in 2 vanishing on 9Q\{0}. The estimate (£.I9) implies
that the boundary trace of u* is a Dirac measure at 0, which is in fact

kdo due to [@EI4) for Q,, (EI8) and ([EIJ). Uniqueness also follows

from these estimates. O

4.2. Strong singularities. Proof of Theorem C. By Theorem B
and Lemma 1], the sequence {uﬁo} is nondecreasing and bounded
from above by either Aj|z|=# or Ag|x|~2. Therefore {ug,} increases
to a function uf ;. By regularity theory, ul , is a solution of (L))
vanishing on 99 \ {0}. Moreover, since ug, , > uy, for every k > 0,
troo(us ) = ({0},0). If v € U then by using the argument as in
the proof of Theorem BII we deduce that v > uf ;. Hence uf , =
min U3’ l

For any ¢ > 0 and any solution of (I.1J), define
(4.20)

Q' =07, T}lul(x) = Pu(lz), THul(z) = Pu(ls) Yo e Q.
Proposition 4.6. Let v € C(Q\{0})NC2(Q) be a nonnegative solution
of ([ILJ)) vanishing on 02\ {0}.

1) Assume H satisfies (LB). For each £, put vy(x) = T [v](x). Then,
up to a subsequence, {v,} converges in CL (RY \ {0}), as £ — 0, to a
solution of

(4.21) — Au+uP|Vul? =0 in RY, u=0 ondRY\ {0}.

2) Assume H satisfies (LT). For each {, put ve(x) = T¢[v](z).

2.i) If p= 3% then , up to a subsequence, {v;} converges in CL(RY\
{0}), as £ — 0, to a solution of

(4.22) —Au+u? + |Vul?=0inRY, u=0ondRY\ {0}.
2.11) If p > ﬁ then , up to a subsequence, {ve} converges in C’}OC(@\
{0}), as £ — 0, to a solution of

(4.23) —Au+u’=0inRY, wu=0ondRY\ {0}

2.4ii) If p < 5L then , up to a subsequence, {v,} converges in CL (RN
{0}), as £ — 0, to a solution of

(4.24) — Au+|Vul!=0nRY, u=0 ondRY\ {0}.
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Pmof We first notice that if H satisfies either (L6) or (ILT) with
p = 3, then v, is a solution of (1) in Q° which vanishes on 99\ {0}.

If H satlsﬁes ([L7) with p > 3. then v, satisfies

(4.25) — Av,+ v +

vy =0 on 09\ {0}.
If H satisfies (L7) with p < 5L then v, satisfies

(4.26) — Avg+ eq*f—?‘””vﬁ +[Vugl” = 0in @, v, =0on Q" \ {0}.

Next, it follows from Lemma [£.1] and [7, Theorem 1] that for every
R > 1 there exists a positive numbers M = M(N,p,q, R) and v =
v(N,p,q) € (0,1) such that

sup{|ve(z)| + |[Vog(z)] : & € T g N QF}
(4.27) s { |Voe(x) — Vu(y)| :

|z —y|”

x,yEFRgRﬂQZ} <M

where Iy, 4, := B, (0) \ By, (0) with 0 < ¢; < t5. Notice that M and
7 are independent of £ € (0,1) because the curvature of 9Q° remains
uniformly bounded when 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus there exists a sequence {/,}

and a function v¥% € Cl(@\ {0}) such that {v,, } converges to v&F

in CL_(RY\ {0}) which is a solution of
—Av+ H(z,v,Vv) =0 in RY
4.28 T o
(4.28) { v =0  in0RY\ {0}
Moreover,
(4.29)

lim (sup{|(ve, —v™*) (@) + |V (ve, =™ )(@)] : @ € Tpo1,gNQ"}) = 0.
O

Proposition 4.7. Under the assumptions of Proposition [{.6, if v =
N N

R RY
uSl o then, up to a subsequence, {vs} converge to ve where Voo™ s a
solution of

(@20) if H satisfies (IL0)
(@22) if H satisfies (L) with p = 5L
(4.30) [@23)) if H satisfies (L) with p >
(@24) if H satisfies (ILT) with p <

O N N
EEEESH
<l 2l

with boundary trace t’f’ag(’lloo ) = ({0},0).
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Moreover, if H satisfies (L) then {v,} converges to

RY RY . . .
Uy oo if p > 3, where uy, ko is the solution of (L26) with Q = RY,
RY g RY - ' N
Ug o0 Bf P < 3, where uy L, o is the solution of (L2T) with @ = RY.
N

. N R
Proof. Since v, > u% for every £ > 0, k > 0, v+ > u, | for every

k> 0. Hence trog(v®) = ({0},0).

If H satisfies (7)) with p # 5+ then by uniqueness of strongly sin-

N N
gular solution (see [17] and [19]) either uf* = {uf;o’o} if p> 3L or

USY = (W% Vifp < <L . Therefore either o®F = ™% if p > -4
o " =A{ugbot if p < 3% . Therefore either v+ =, %, if p > 3

Y it ifp < 5L O
or v =uy oo if p <.

We next study structure of the classes & (i = 1,2,3,4) (& is defined
in (I.23)).

Theorem 4.8. i) Assume either H satisfies (I.6]) with N(p+q—1) >
p+ 1 or H satisfies (LT) with my, 4 > p.. Then & = 0 where i = 1 if
H satisfies ([LO), i = 2 if H satisfies (L) with p = g =3 if H
satisfies (L7) with p > 31, i =4 if H satisfies (L7) with p < 3%

ii) Assume either H satisfies (LO) with 0 < N(p+q¢—1) <p+1 or
H satisfies (L) with my, < p.. Then & # O with i € 1,4 determined

in the statement 7).

Proof. Notice that when H satisfies (LT) with p # ﬁ, the statement
i) and ii) have been proved in [I7] and [19]. Moreover, if m, , = p. then
& ={wj} with i =3 if p> 7L, i =4if p < 3. So we are left with
the case when H satisfies either (L) or H satisfies (IL7) with p = 5%

q
and we only give the proof for the case H satisfies (.0]).

Proof of statement i). Denote by ; the first eigenfunction of —A’ in
VVO1 2(S N=1), normalized such that Maxgn-1 1 = 1, with corresponding

eigenvalue \; = N — 1. Multiplying (L.I8)) by ¢; and integrating over
SH we get

[N_1—51(51+2—N)]/ w prdx

N—-1
S+

+ / wP(B2w? + |V'w|*) 2 pyda = 0.
syt

Therefore if N —1 > (1(f1+2— N), namely N(p+q—1) > p+1,
then there exists no positive solution of (LIS)).
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Proof of statement i1). The proof is based on construction a subsolution
and a supersolution to (ILI8). By a computation, we can prove that
w = 0,0 is a positive subsolution of (LI8) with #;, > 0 small and

1<6, < W Next, it is easy to see that w = 6, with 6, > 0

large enough, is a supersolution of (LIf)) and @ > w in gf_l. Therefore
by [10] there exists a solution wi € W2™(SY¥™) (for any m > N) to
(LI8) such that 0 < w < wi < win SY~'. By regularity theory,
wi € C(SVh). O

The structure of & (i = 1,2) is analyzed in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. i) If H satisfies (L) with N(p+q¢—1) < p+ 1 and
p>1 then & = {w]}.
it) If H satisfies (L1) with my,q < pe and p = 3 then & = {w3}.

Proof. We give below only the proof of statement i) because the state-
ment ii) can be treated in a similar way. Suppose that w; and wy are two
positive different solutions of (LI8]) and by Hopf lemma V'w; (i = 1,2)
does not vanish on Sfrv ~!. Up to exchanging the role of w; and wy, we
may assume maxgy-1 W > MaxgN—1 W) and

To = inf{r > 1:7w; >wyin SY '} > 1.

= Towi, then w; ,, is a positive supersolution to problem
(CIR).Put @ = wi . —wy > 0. If there exists oy € SY ' such that
wlﬂ—o((fo) = CL)Q(O'()) > 0 and V’wlﬁo(ao) = V,MQ(O'()) then (:)(0'0) =0
and V'©(0g) = 0. This contradicts the strong maximum principle (see
[A]). If wi, > we in SY7' and there exists oy € OSY ! such that

a“gl’fo (09) = %(UO) then @ > 0 and g—f(ao) = 0. This contradict the

Hopf lemma (see [4]). O

When Rﬂ\: is replaced by a general C? bounded domain €, the role
of w} is crucial for describing the strong singularities. In that case we
assume that 0 € 9Q and the tangent plane to 9Q at 0 is IRY ! :=
{(2/,0) : 2’ € R¥7!}, with normal inward unit vector ey.

Let u € C(RY \ {0}) be a solution of (LI6). When H satisfies (I.6),
T} u] is a solution of (LI6]) and we say that u is self-similarif T} [u] = u
for every £. When H satisfies (L7) with p = 5%, T7[u] is a solution of
(LI6) and we say that u is self-similar if T7[u] = u for every £ > 0.
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Proposition 4.10. i) If H satisfies (IL0) with N(p+q—1) <p+1
and p > 1 then
(431) lm el o(2) = wi(o),

Q35z2—-0 ’

T __ N—-1
T‘—crES+

locally uniformly on SY .
ii) If H satisfies (LT) with m,, < p. then
(4.32) lim  [2]®ug o (2) = Wi (o),

Q5 —0
T _ N-1
=0 €S

]

locally uniformly on SY ' where i = 2 if p = 2%(], 1 =31ifp> qu
i=4ifp <3zt

Proof. Case 1: H satisfies (L6]). Since the proof is close to the one
of [19, Proposition 3.22], we present the main ideas.

We first note that T} [uiﬁ] = u R o for every ¢ > 0. Hence uiNO
self-similar and satisfies (£31]) with Q replaced by RY.

Next, let B and B’ are two open balls tangent to 992 at 0 such that
BcCQCG:=(B")° Then

is

(4.33) uB <uB <u+<uG <l -

00,0

Vo< i<l 0 <1.

RN
Notice that uooO T u oo and uoo 0+ T o When ¢ — 0 where u,, and
N
ugo are positive solutions of (L) in RY, continuous in RY\ {0} and

vanishing on ORY \ {O} By letting ¢ — 0 in (£50), we obtain

(4.34) o Sty Sty <Ta <ully  V0<i<1.
Furthermore there also holds for 0,0 >0,

(4.35)

T}, uZ o] = THIuE o] = uy and Th[uS o) = THTuS o)) = ully.
Letting ¢ — 0 in (4.35) yields

(4.36) ulo = Thluseo) and Wa'y = Th[a o).

RY RY
+ — . . . . N . .
Thus u.y and U, are self-similar solutions of (L.I)) in R} vanishing

on ORY \ {0} and continuous in ]R—f\ {0}. Therefore they coincide with
Y
00,0

Finally, since

(4.37) uly < THu o) < uf

u

Vo< i<,

ooO
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by letting ¢ — 0 we obtain (A31]).

Case 2: H satisfies (L7) with p = ;2. The proof is similar to the
one in case 1.
Case 3: H satisfies (L7) with p > ;L. For any k£ > 0 and ¢ > 0,

T7[uylo) is a solution of [@25) with boundary trace kdy. Denote by
ug‘;p the solution of
(4.38) —Au4uP =01in Q°, wu=kd on 9Q".
Since 0 < ¢ <1 and p > 2%(], by comparison principle, we get
13 ¢
u?ﬁg«klka’O < Tg2 [Ui{o] < u;zgﬁyH—Nk’o-
in Qf. By letting k — 0o, we obtain

Ug,o < Tz2 [“&,0] < ul,

p,00,0
in Qf where U;?,io,o is the unique problem of
(4.39) — Au+uf =0in QY trag(u) = ({0},0) on 99
By Proposition 7] letting ¢ — 0 we deduce that
. B2, Q o RY
lim (%202, o(02) = u s o(2)

RY . . . . . .
where u, !, is the unique solution of ([f.23)) with strong singularity at

0. Hence, it follows from [I7] that ug, , satisfies ([{.32) with 7 = 3.

Case 4: H satisfies (L.7) with p < ;1. By similar argument in case
3 and results in [19], we derive ([£32) with i = 4. O

We next construct the maximal strongly singular solution at 0.

Proposition 4.11. i) Assume either H satisfies (ILO) with 0 < N(p+
q—1) < p+ 1 then there exists a mazximal element Uo%,o of U In
addition, if p > 1 then
(4.40) lim U2 () = wi(o),

Q35z2—0 ’
L =0€ 5571

]

locally uniformly on Sfrv_l.

ii) If H satisfies (LO) with m,, < p. then there exists a mazimal
element UL, of Us' and

(4.41) i U2 () = i)
L =0c€ Sfr\r71

]
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locally uniformly on SY ' where i = 2 if p = 2%(1, i=3ifp> 5L

q?
z':4ifp<ﬁ.

Proof. Case 1: H satisfies (L.0).

Step 1: Construction mazimal solution. Let u is a positive solution of
(L) which vanishes on 92\ {0}. Since 0 < N(p+¢q—1) < p+1, there
exists a radial solution of (L)) in RY \ {0} of the form

6i+2—N ﬁ
q—1 ’

(4.42) Ud(z) = Ag |z with A = (
1

Therefore, U;"*(z) = Af|z|~? with A* = max{A% A} is a super-
solution of (L) in RY \ {0} and dominates u in Q. For 0 < € <
max{|z| : z € Q}, we construct a decreasing smooth sequence {.,}
on (002 \ B.(0)) U (2N 9B(0)) as follows

0 S ¢5,n S ATE_Bl, 'QDE’n(ZE) = ATE_Bl lf xTr € Q N aBE(O)

Ven() =0 if 2 € 90\ B.(0) and dist (z, DB, (0)) > %

Let ug, the solution of
(4.43)
—Au+uP|Vul? =0 in 2\ B(0)
{ U =Y on (002 \ B.(0)) U (2N 0B(0))

By the comparison principle, v < u., < U;** in Q\ B.(0). Owing to
Corollary B2, {u.,,} converges to the solution uf of

—Aue +uP|Vuel? =0 in Q\ B.(0)
(4.44) ue =0 on 002\ B(0)
ue = ANe ™ on 2N IB(0).

Consequently, u < uf < U1Q " If € < ¢, for n large enough, uf}, < ugn,

therefore

,n

(4.45) u < ult <ul < U (x) in Q.

Letting € to zero, {uf'} decreases and converges to some U§o70 which
vanishes on 02\ {0}. By regularity theory, the convergence occurs in
CLo(2\ {0}), US , € U'. Moreover, there holds

(4.46) ul o <u <UL, < UM ().

Therefore U , is the maximal element of U
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Notice that when H satisfies (LT) with p > 5L, there is no radial

solution of (L) in RN\ {0}. We can instead employ a radial superso-
lution of the form

(4.47) US(z) = AL || with AS = By(Be+2— N)7T
and then we proceed as above to construct the maximal solution.

Step 2: Proof of (440). Assume H satisfies (LG) with p > 1. We first
N

N
take into account that U E:O = U]if,o- Indeed, the assertion follows from
the fact that

(4.48) T e = U e VE>0,

and the Theorem

Next, let B and B’ are two open balls tangent to 92 at 0 such that
B C QC G := (B Note that T}[u®] = u?l for any ¢,e > 0 and any
domain © (with 0 € 90) where u® is the solution of [EZ4) in ©\ B,(0).

By taking © = B and © = @ successively and by letting ¢ — 0 we
deduce that

(4.49) Tzl [Ug,o] = Uoilio and Tel [UoGo,o] = UoGolio-

By comparison,

(450) UZ, <UZ, <US, <US, <US,  Yo<e<l0"<1
and
(4.51)

UB, <UB, <THUL ) <US, <US, Vo<i<l "<l

B! RY RY ot —RY RY
Hence U o T Uy S Uy and UL o L Uy > ULy as £ — 0 where

00,0
RY 77RY " . . . .

U,y and U, are positive solutions of (L) in RY which vanish on

ORY \ {0} and endow the same scaling invariance under 7). Therefore

N
they coincide with uifo. Letting ¢ — 0 in (4L5]) implies (£40).

Case 2: H satisfies (L7) with p = ;2. The proof is smilar to the
one in case 1.

Case 3: H satisfies (L7) with p > 5%.. Since u < T2[u®], by

letting ¢ — 0 we obtain U, < T2[US o] It follows that

< =
4

£ £ £
U&,o < Uo%,O < Téz[Uo%,O] < Tz2 [“;?,oo,o] = u;z?,oo,o
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where U;?,io,o is the solution of (£39). Due to Proposition .7 and the
uniqueness, we deduce

N
R+

pooO’

- Q
%1_3?(1) T?Ux ol =
from which (A1) follows straightforward.

Case 4: H satisfies (L7) with p < 5Z-. The proof is similar to the
one in case 3. 0

Proposition [0 and Proposition d.11lshow that the minimal solution

u ; and the maximal solution US , have the same asymptotic behavior

near 0, which allows us to prove the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Assume either H satisfies (L6l) with N(p+q—1) <
p+1andp > 1 or H satisfies (LT) with myq < p.. Then US § = ug

00,0"

Proof. We follow the method used in [5, Sec 4].

Case 1: H satisfies (LO) with p > 1.
We represent 02 near 0 as the graph of a C? function ¢ defined in
RYN~1N Bp and such that ¢(0) =0, Vx_16(0) = 0 and
ONBr={z=(,zn): 2 € RPN Bg,ay = ¢(2)}.

We introduce the new variable y = ®(z) with ¢’ = 2’ and yy = xny —
é(x'), with corresponding spherical coordinates in RY | (r, o) = (|y|, &)

Let u is a positive solution of (L)) in € vanishing on 09\ {0}. We set

u(x) = r~Po(t,0) with t = —Inr > 0, then a technical computation
shows that v satisfies with n = ‘;
(4.52)

I+e)vg+ 20 +2—N+e)v+ (81 (Bi+2—N)+e)v+ Av
(VI ) + (T, )+ (V(V', e, eb)
— 0P |(=f1v+v)n+ Vv + (=f1v+v)n+ Vv, ey) €L =0,

on Qr = [-InR,00) x S¥ and vanishes on [—In R, 00) x 9SY !,
where Furthermore the 6]1- are uniformly continuous functions of ¢ and
o SNl forj=1,..,7 C' for j =1,5,6,7 and satisfy the following
decay estimates |e;(t,.)] < cipe™ for j =1, ..., 7 and |€],(t,.)[+|V'ej| <
crpe”t for j = 1,5,6,7. By [0, Theorem 4.7], there exist a constant
c13 > 0 and T > In R such that

(4.53)

||U(t, ')HC’ZW(Si\r*l) + ||Ut(t, ')HCLW(SiV i, T ||'Utt( )HCOW(SN Ty <c3
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for any v € (0,1) and t > T + 1. Moreover lim, ,  [ov-1(v] 4 v} +
+
|V'v¢|?)do = 0. Consequently, the w-limit set of v

— 2!
T (v) = NysoUir0(6, ) F )

is a non-empty, connected and compact subset of the set of £. By the
uniqueness of ([LI8), I'"(v) = & = {w}}. Hence lim;_,o, v(t,.) = w} in
(YY),

By taking u = u

Q _ 79 ;
w0 and u = U ; we obtain

Q
. uoo O(x) .
(4.54) B0 T2 o (2)

For any ¢ > 0, by the comparison principle, (1 + e)ul , > U, in
Q\ B-(0). Letting ¢ — 0 yields uS, , > US  in Q and thus ug o= U&O
in Q.

Case 2: H satisfies (L.7) with p = ;Z.. The assertion is obtained
by a similar argument.

Case 3: H satisfies (L7) with p > ;L. In this case, we use the

transformation t = —Inr for ¢ > 0 and (r, o) = r~P2v(¢, o) and obtain
the following equation instead of (£52)
(4.55)

I+ v+ (202+2—N+e) v+ (Ba(fa+2—N)+e3) v+ Av

V0, ) + (Viu, &) + (V(V'v,en), ) — o7

_pP2=g9)—q,

—e U (=frotun+ Vot (=fro+u)n+ Vi, ey) €3 =0

where € has the same properties as €} (j = 1,7). Notice that

hm e_p(zpfq; tt = O

t—o00
since p > 5= By proceeding as in the Case 1, we deduce that uf% 0=
U, in Q.
Case 4: H satisfies (I]:ﬂ) with p < ;L. Using a similar argument
as in Case 3, we obtain ug ; = U ; in Q O
Proof of Theorem D. The proof follows by combining Theorem (.8
Theorem .9, Proposition .10l and Theorem T2 O

Proof of Theorem E.

Case 1: H(.,u,Vu) € L,(€). It follows from Proposition that
R(u) = 09 and hence the boundary trace of u is a bounded Radon
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measure on J). Since u = 0 on 9N\ {0}, p = ko for some k > 0. If
k =0, then u = 0. If £ > 0 then by Theorem u = uy, and (LI4)
follows from Proposition £.4l

Case 2: H(.,u,Vu) ¢ L,(Q). By Theorem BII] trapq(u) = ({0},0).
From Theorem B.12], u = uf! O

00,0

5. REMOVABILITY

In this section we deal with removable singularities in the case that
H is critical or supercritical.

Proposition 5.1. Assume either H satisfies ([LL6l) with N(p+q—1) >
p+ 1 or H satisfies (LT) with my,, > pe. If u € C(Q\ {0}) N C?(Q)
is a nonnegative solution of (LIl) vanishing on 002\ {0} then u cannot
be strongly singular solution.

Proof. We consider a sequence of functions ¢, € C*(RY) such that
|AC,| < ci13n? where ;3 is independent of n. We take £, as a test
function (where ¢ is the solution to (3.4])) and we obtain
(5.1)

(u + H (2,1, Vu)E)Co da — / W(EAG, + 2VENCG) dr = Ty + .
Q Q

Set O, = QN{z: L < |z] < 2}, then |O,| < c14(N)n~". On one hand
Jl S 015./\2'/ nﬁi+2£dl’ S 016n6i+1_N
On

since £(x) < e3p(x) where

(5.2) . [ 1 if H satisfies (I.0),
' T 2 if H satisfies (7).

On the other hand,
(53) Jg S 017Ai/ n5i+1|V§|d:)s S Clgnﬁﬁ_l_N

where i is given by (5.2). By combining (B.))-(53) and then by letting
n — 00 we obtain

(5.4) /Q(u + H(xz,u, Vu)§) dr < oo.

Hence u is a moderate solution of ((ILT). Therefore the boundary trace
of u is a bounded measure. Since u = 0 on 02 \ {0}, the boundary
trace of w is kdy for some k > 0. OJ
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Corollary 5.2. Assume either H satisfies (L.6]) with N (p+q—1) > p+1
or H satisfies (L) with my, > pe. If u € C(Q\ {0})NC*Q) is a
nonnegative solution of (LIl) vanishing on 0\ {0} then u = 0.

Proof. We deduce from the assumption, (5.I))-(5.3) that

/(u + H(z,u, Vu)§)dx = 0,
Q
which implies u = 0. U

Theorem 5.3. Assume either H satisfies (LG) with N(p+q—1) = p+1
or H satisfies (L) with my, = p.. If u € C(Q\ {0}) N C*(Q) is a
nonnegative solution of (L)) vanishing on 0Q \ {0} then u = 0.

Proof. By Proposition[5.1] u admits a boundary trace kdy with k& > 0.
For 0 < ¢ < 1, we set

(@) = T)ul(z) = T2[u](z) = O 'u(ls), wef = %Q

By comparison principle, vy < PQZ(., 0) in QF for every £ € (0,1). Due
to Proposition 4.7, up to a subsequence, vj converges to a function v°
which is a solution of either ([A21)) if H satisfies (L), or (£22) if H
satisfies (L) with p = 5%, or (.23) if H satisfies (L7) Withf > 5L,
or [@24) if H satisfies (ILT) with p < 5%-. Moreover, v < P*+(.,0) in
RY.

If H satisfies (L.7) with p # 3% then since my, ¢ = p,, it follows from
[14] and [19] that v¢ = 0.

If H satisfies (IL6]) or H satisfies (L1 WiE\rhp = ot thenset V= {v:v
is a solution of (L) in RY, v¢ < v < P®+(.,0)} and put @ := sup V.
Assertion: ¥ is a solution of ([£28) in RY.

_Indeed, let {Q,} be a sequence of C? bounded domain such that
Qn C Qui1, Upen@n = RY and 0 < dist (Q,,0RY) < % for each
n € N. Consider the problem

{ —Aw+ H(x,w,Vw) =0 in Q,

(5:5) w = P¥(,0) ondQ,

Since v¢ and PRf(., 0) are respectively subsolution and supersolution
of (A28), there exists a solution w, of the problem (28] satisfying
0<w, <P (.,0) in @,. Hence, by comparison principle 0 < w11 <
w, < PRﬁ(.,O) in Q,, for each n € N. Therefore, w := lim,,_,o, w, <
PRY(.,0) in RY. Again, by [7], we obtain (£27) with v, replaced by w;,
and Q° replaced by Q,. Thus w is a solution of ([@28). On one hand,
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by the definition of v, w < . On the other hand, v < w, in @, for
every n, and consequently v < w in Rﬂ\: . Thus v = w.

For every ¢ > 0, we set w, = T} [0] = T?[0] = (N~ 'o(lx) with x € RY
then w, = sup V. Therefore wy, = v in Rf for every ¢ > 0. Hence v is
self-similar, namely © can be written under the separable form

i(r,0) =r"wi(o)  (r,0) € (0,00) x S

where w] is the nonnegative solution of either (I.I8) if H satisfies (L.6))
or ([L.20) if H satisfies (L.7) with p = 3%_. Since H is critical, it follows
from Theorem that w! = 0, hence v = 0. Thus v* = 0.

Hence

(5.6) Jgrgo(sup{‘vgn(:c)} + |V ()| 2 € Tp1 g NQ"Y) = 0.

Consequently,

lim 2| u(z) =0  and  lim |2V |Vu(z)| = 0.

z—0 z—0
Therefore, lim,_o(|z|™ p(z)"tu(z)) = 0, namely u = o(P%(.,0)). By
comparison principle,u = 0. U

Finally, we deal with the case ¢ = 2.

Theorem 5.4. Assume ¢ =2. Ifu € C(Q\{0})NC?(Q) is a nonneg-
ative solution of (LII) vanishing on 0\ {0} then u = 0.

Proof. Put

1 1- e 71" if [ satisfies (9,
1—e™™ if H satisfies (IL7) with p = T

—q
then v € C(Q\ {0}) N C?(Q2), 0 < v < 1 and v sattisfies

(5.7) —Av <0 inQ, v=0 on 0.

Let ns be the solution of

(5.8) — Ans =0 in Dy, ns =v on dDs

then by the maximum principle v < 75 < 1 in Ds. The sequence {7}
converges to an harmonic function n* > v as § — 0. Since 0 < n* < 1
and n* = 0 on 00 \ {0}, it follows that n* = 0. Hence v = 0, so is
U. U

Proof of Theorem F. The proof follows immediately from Corol-
lary 5.2 Theorem and Theorem [5.41 O
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