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ON BLOW-UP CONDITIONS FOR SOLUTIONS OF HIGHER
ORDER DIFFERENTIAL INEQUALITIES

A A. KON'KOV AND A.E. SHISHKOV

ABSTRACT. For differential inequalities of the form
S (—1)"0%aa(z,u) > b@)ul R, 0> 1,

lee|=m
where a, and b are some functions, we obtain conditions guaranteeing that any

solution is identically equal to zero. We construct examples which show that the
obtained conditions are sharp.

1. INTRODUCTION
We study solutions of the inequality
S (1) () > bl R (1)
|a|=m

where n > 1 and m > 1 are some integers and A is a real number. It is assumed
that b is a positive measurable function and

|aa(z, ¢)| < a(x)[¢] (1.2)
with some positive measurable function a for almost all z = (zy,...,2,) € R”
and for all ¢ € R and |a| = m. As is customary, by o = (ay,...,q,) we mean a

multi-index. In so doing, || = a; +...+a, and 9% = 9l° /921 ... 92, Let us also
denote by B, an open ball in R" of radius > 0 centered at zero.

A function u is called a solution of inequality (LI if b(z)u* € Ly j0.(R™) and
ao(z,u) € Ly 10.(R™) for all |a| = m and, moreover,

/R Zaa(x,u)ﬁawde/ b(x)|u*p de (1.3)

|a|=m R
for any non-negative function ¢ € C5°(R").
Our aim is to obtain conditions guaranteeing that every solution of ([IL.T]) is trivial.
Questions treated in our paper were studied earlier by a number of authors mainly
for inequalities of the second order [1-11, 13-18]. Higher order inequalities have
been studied much less. Until recently, the only effective method for their study
was the method described in [6], [13]. However, this method loses its exactness in the
case where the function 1/b performs large oscillations in a neighborhood of infinity.
In particular, it can not be applied to inequalities considered in Example
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2. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 2.1. Let A > 1 and
/ T(m—n))\—i-n—lq(,r,) dr = 0, (21)
1

( ) BO—T\BT/O.

for some real number o > 1. Then any solution of (L)) is trivial, i.e. u(z) =0
for almost all x € R™.

Theorem 2.2. Let A > 1 and (21)) be valid, where

1-2
1
q(r) = <—/ MY ()Y O () d:v) (2.2)
BO'T\BT/O'

/ran
for some real number o > 1. Then any solution of (L)) is trivial.

Remark 2.1. In relation (Z2)), we do not exclude that
/ MOV () VD (1) da = o0
BUT'\BT'/U

for some real numbers r > 0. Since A > 1, in this case, we have ¢(r) = 0.
Theorems 2.1] and are proved in Section 3]
Example 2.1. Consider the inequality

(—=1)*AFy > b(x)jul*  in R", (2.3)
where A > 1 and b is a positive measurable function such that
b(x) > bolz|', by = const >0, (2.4)
for almost all z from a neighborhood of infinity. According to Theorem 211 if
[ > (n—2k)A—n, (2.5)

then any solution of (23] is trivial. It can be seen that (2.H) coincides with the
well-known blow-up condition given in [I3, Example 5.2].

Now, assume that, in a neighborhood of infinity, the function b satisfy the in-
equality

b(x) > bolz| A" log” |z, by = const > 0. (2.6)
In other words, we examine the critical exponent | = (n — 2k)\ —n in (24). If
v > -1, (2.7)

then in accordance with Theorem 2.1] any solution of (2.3) is trivial.
In the case of n > 2k, condition (2.7 is exact. Really, let v < —1. We put

wo(r) = (24 1) log™ VAT (2 4 7)

[e.e]

1 r n—2 1 »
wi(r) = /O<B> pwi_1(p)dp+——= | pwi_i(p)dp, i=1,... k.

n—2 r n—2/,

For all 1 < < k we obviously have

dr? r dr et
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and

/A= as = o0,

w;(r) ~ r¥* " log
ie.
017“2i_n log—(l—i-u)/()\—l) r < 'lUZ(’f’) < Cg’l“2i_n 1Og—(1+u)/()\—1) r

with some constants ¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0 for all r in a neighborhood of infinity. Thus,
taking

u(z) = ewg(|x]), (2.8)
where € > 0 is a sufficiently small real number, we obtain nontrivial solution of (2.3])
with some positive function b for which (2.6) holds.

Ezample 2.2. In (2.3)), let the positive measurable function b satisfy the inequality
) > bo Z Xo, (@) ]2] " 72PA"" og” 2|, by = const > 0, (2.9)

for almost all z from a neighborhood of infinity, where y,, is the characteristic
function of the set w; = {z € R™ : 2% < |z| < 22F1} ie.

1, zew;,
le(z) - {O, = ]Rn\wZ

In addition, let A > 1 and (2.7)) be valid. Then, applying Theorem 2 I with o = 2'/4,
we obtain that any solution of (2.3)) is trivial. As in Example 21 condition (2.7))
is exact. Really, the right-hand side of (2.9) does not exceed the right-hand side
of (2.6). Thus, in the case of ¥ < —1, formula (2.8)) provides us again with the
desirable solution.

In general, let the positive function b satisfy the inequality

x) > Z biX B, \B,, (T)
=1

where b; > 0 and r; > 0 are some real numbers with r;,y > 2r;, ¢ = 1,2,....
According to Theorem 2.1, if A > 1 and

(m—n) )\—i-n
T, = 00,
=1

then any solution of (2.3)) is trivial.

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2.1] AND

From now on we assume that u is a solution of (LIl and, moreover, A > 1 and
o > 1 are some real numbers. By C' we mean various positive constants that can
depend only on n, m, A, and o. Let us denote

J(r) = / b()|ul* dx

and

1-X
1

h(r) = <_n/ a’\/()‘_l)(x)b_l/()‘_l)(a?) dx) ’
" JB 7 \B, s
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where r runs over the set of positive real numbers. As in the case of the function
q, it is assumed that h(r) = 0 if

/ MO ()oY (2) da = oo.
Bz \B,/ /5

Lemma 3.1. For arbitrary real numbers 0 < ry < ry such that ro < \Jory the
following relationship holds:

J(re) — J(r1) > C(re — rl)’\mrgl_)‘)" sup h J’\(rl). (3.1)

(r1,m2)

Proof. Let ¢q € C*°(R) be a non-decreasing function satisfying the conditions

To — |ZI§'|
p(z) = o ( ) :
ra—mn

/n b(x)\u\’\gode/ b(z)|ul dx

By

We put

It is easy to see that

and

e
ao(xr,u)0%0dr| < —— alx)|u| dx.
/R > e el < o [t

n
|a)l=m

Combining these estimates with (L.3)), we obtain

a(z)|ulde > C(ry —ry)™ b(z)|ul dz. 3.2
/BTQ\B”()H el >/<>|| (3.2)

By,

If

/ MO ()oY () da = oo,
Bry\Bry

then (B.1) is obvious since h(r) = 0 for all r € (ry,75). Hence, we have to consider
only the case where

/ aM O ()b~ VA (2) da < 0.
Bry\Bry

In this case, by the Holder inequality, we have

(A=1)/A
/ a(x)|ul dx < (/ MO ()oY O () dx)
Bry\Bry Bry\Bry

1/
« </ b(:c)|u|’\dx) |
Bry\Bry
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According to (B.2), this implies the estimate

1-X
/ b(:)s)|u|’\ dx > C(T’Q _ ,rl))\m </ a)‘/()‘_l)(l’)b_l/()\_l)(l') dl’)
Bry\Bry Bry\Bry

« </B b(g:)|u|*azx>A

which yields relationship (B]) immediately. O

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < r1 < ry be some real numbers such that ro < \/or; and
2J(r) < J(re). If J(r1) > 0, then

J(1/,\—1)/m(7,1) . J(l/,\—l)/m(rz) > C/T2 r(l/)“l)”/mhl/(’\m) (7,) dr.
T1

Proof. We construct a finite sequence of real numbers {p;}¥_,. Let pg = 1. Assume
further that p; is already defined. If 4.J(p;) > J(r2), we put ripg =19, k =1+ 1
and stop. Otherwise we take p;11 € (p;,r2) such that J(p;11) = 2J(p;). Since J
is a continuous function, such a real number p;,; obviously exists. It is also clear
that this procedure must terminate at a finite step.

From the construction of the sequence {p;}¥_,, it follows that

< pi < pis1 <ryoand 2J(p;) < J(piv1) <4J(p;), i=0,....,k—1. (3.3)
By Lemma B3] for all 0 < i < k — 1 we obtain

J(piv1) — J(pi) > Clpit1 — pi))\mpz('l_)\)n sup b J*(p;)

(pivpi+1)
or, in other words,
(J(pi-i-l) _ J(,Oi))l/()\m) > Clpiar — p )p(l/,\_1)n/m sup B/ (m) (3.4)
- i+1 = Mi)Fj . .
J)\('Oi) (pispit1)
Due to ([33) the following inequalities hold:
JUA=D/m oy — JAA=Dm (Y
J(piv1) — J(Pz‘))l/(m) :

zc( L i=0,... k-1 3.5
Py (39)

Moreover, since p + pt/A=1/™ is a decreasing function on the interval (0, 00), it is
obvious that

(Pi+1—,0i)ﬂ§1//\_l)n/m sup h!/Am)
(Pi,pi+1)

Pit+1
S / AR/ mp O () g G — 0,k — 1. (3.6)

Pi

Combining ([3.4), (3.3)), and ([B.6]), we have
JAPA=D/m( 5y _ J1A=D/m

i+1)
Pi+1

> C/ pAA=Dn/mp L Om) (1Y g G =0,k — 1.
Pi

Finally, summing the last inequalities over all 0 < ¢ < k — 1, we complete the
proof. O



6 A.A. KON’KOV AND A.E. SHISHKOV

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < 11 < 1y be some real numbers such that ro = \/or; and
J(re) < 2J(ry). If J(r1) > 0, then

JA ) — T () > C’/ pM=mA=L R (1Y

T1
Proof. Lemma [B.1] implies the estimate
(J(rs) — J(r))J r1) > C(ra — r) ™" sup h. (3.7)
(7”177“2)

By Lagrange’s average value theorem, we obtain
J7A ) = T () = (A= 1)(J(ra) — J(r1)) R

for some real number R € (J(ry), J(rg)). Since R < 2.J(ry), this allows us to assert
that
Jl_)‘(rl) — JI_A(TQ) > C(J(TQ) — J(Tl))J_A(T’l).

Taking into account the condition ro = /o7y, we also have

T2
(rg — rl)’\mrgl_)‘)" sup h > C/ pm=mdn=lp ) dr,

(r1,m2) 1

In virtue of (3.7) the last two inequalities readily yield the desirable estimate. [

Lemma 3.4 (see [12, Lemma 2.6]). Let 0 < a« <1, 3¢ > 1, v > 1,11 >0, and
ro > 0 be real numbers with ro > vry. Then

2 1/a T2
(/ v(r) dr) > A/ rl/a_lfy(r) dr

for any measurable function v : [ry, 5] — [0, 00), where

v(r) = essinf ¢

(r/3¢,5¢r)

and A > 0 is a constant depending only on «, s, and v.

Proof of Theorem 2.2l Assume the converse. Then there is a real number rq > 0
such that .J(ry) > 0. Let us put 7; = 0/?ry, i = 1,2,.... We denote by Z; the set
of non-negative integers ¢ for which J(r;11) > 2J(r;). In so doing, let =5 be the set
of all other non-negative integers.

If i € =4, then in accordance with Lemma we obtain

JAAD/m gy — JAAD/m () > / PO ) . (3.8)

In turn, if i € =5, then Lemma [3.3] implies the estimate
Tit1
T r) = T (rie) > C’/ p(M=mAEn=Lp (1 d, (3.9)

Let us suppose that

Tit1
Z / T(m_n)A'i'n_lq(T) d']‘ = OO’ (310)

i€z VT

where ¢ is defined by (2.2)). Then, summing inequalities ([B.8) over all i € =, we
obtain

Tit1
J(l/)\—l)/m(,r,o) > C Z/ r(l/)\—l)n/mhl/()\m) (’f’) dT,

1€EZ
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whence in virtue of Am > 1 it follows that

Am
T () > C <Z/ (A= 1n/mp 1/ Om) (. )dr)
SIS Ti
Am
> CZ (/ p(A=1n/m p 1/ O) . )dr) . (3.11)

1€

Using Lemma B4 with ¢(r) = v~N"h(r), a = 1/(Am), and » = v = /o, we

obtain
Ti+1 Am Ti+1
(/ r(l/)\—l)n/mhl/()\m) (,,,,) d’f’) > C/ ,r,(m—n))\—i-n—lq(,r,) dr

for all ¢ € =;. Hence, (3.11)) implies the inequality

Jl)\ >CZ/ mn)\—l—n 1q(7’)d’l“

whose right-hand side is equal to infinity while the left-hand side is bounded. We
obviously arrive at a contradiction. Therefore, (3.I0]) can not be valid, and due to
condition (ZT]) we have

Z/ pm=mAn=lo0) dr = o. (3.12)

S Ti

Summing inequalities (3:9) over all ¢ € =5, one can conclude that

JlA >CZ/ mn)\—i-n lh()d’f‘

Since h(r) > q(r) for all r € (0, 00), this yields
Jl)‘T’Q >CZ/ (mn)\-‘rn 1q()d

i€Ey v T

In virtue of (B:I12)) the last inequality again leads us to a contradiction. U
Proof of Theorem 21l We note that

) 1-A

—/ MO () YO () da > C essinf a™ b

re Bo’r\Br/g BO’T'\BT'/U

for all r € (0,00). Thus, Theorem 2.1] follows immediately from Theorem 2.2 [

4. GENERALIZATIONS

The condition of strict positivity of the function a can be omitted. Instead, we

assume that

b(x) > a’(x)f(x)
with some non-negative function f € L j,.(R") for almost all x € R™.
Theorem 4.1. Let A > 1 and 1)) be valid, where

= inf
q(r) Ssyinf f

for some real number o > 1. Then any solution of (L1) is trivial.
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Theorem 4.2. Let A > 1 and (21)) be valid, where

1-X
1
q('r) = <_n/ f—l/(A—l)(x) dl‘)
r BU"“\BT/U

for some real number o > 1. Then any solution of (L)) is trivial.

It can be seen that

1-A
1
—/ FYOD () da > C essinf f
rn Bar\Br/,_.r B"”"\BT/U

for all 7 € (0,00). Thus, Theorem (1] is a consequence of Theorem .2l In turn,
to prove Theorem [4.2] it is sufficient to establish the validity of Lemma [B.1] with

1-X
) = (= / FUOD () ar |
™ JBz\B,, s

Really, in the case of
/ FYAD (1) de = oo,
Bry\Bry
Lemma [3.T] is evident since h(r) = 0 for all r € (ry,75). If
/ FYOD () dr < o0,
Bry\Bry
then (B.2]) implies the estimate
/ FYM @)Y @) ju| de > C(ry — rl)m/ b(x)|u|* dx. (4.1)
Bry\Bry

B

By the Holder inequality, we obtain

(A=1)/A
/ f_l/)‘(x)bl/)‘(x)‘u‘ dr < (/ f_l/()‘_l)(x) d:c)
Bry\Bry Bry\Bry

1/
« / bl dz |
B\By,

whence in accordance with (4.1]) it follows that

1-X
/ b(@)ul dz > Clrs — 1) < / FUOD () dx)
B""Z \B'rl BT'2 \BT'I

A
« / b dz |
B
This obviously proves (3.1]).

Finally, note that, instead of (LZ), we can consider the inequality
|aa(z, Q)| < al2)[C]7,

where p > 0 is some real number, as was done in [I3]. However, this does not
increase the generality since we can always use the replacement v = |u|P sign u.

1
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