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GENERALIZATION OF THE KELLER-OSSERMAN THEOREM
FOR HIGHER ORDER DIFFERENTIAL INEQUALITIES

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

ABSTRACT. We obtain exact conditions guaranteeing that any global weak so-
lution of the differential inequality

> 0%aa(z,u) > g(lu]) nR"
laj=m

is trivial, where m,n > 1 are integers and a,, and g are some functions.
These conditions generalize the well-know Keller-Osserman condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the differential inequality
> 0aa(x,u) > g(lul) inR", (1.1)

|a|=m
where m,n > 1 are integers and a,, are Caratheodory functions such that
|aa(z, Q)| < A[¢], o] =m,

with some constant A > 0 for almost all x = (zq,...,z,) € R” and for all { € R.
By a = (a1,...,a,) we mean a multi-index with |a| = a3 + ...+ a,, and 0% =
olel/(9gr ... 9em). Tt is also assumed that g is a non-decreasing convex function on
the interval [0, c0) and, moreover, g(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0.

Let us denote by By the open ball in R" of radius » > 0 and center at x. In the
case of z = 0, we write B, instead of BY.

A function u € Ly ,.(R™) is called a global weak solution of (LI if g(|u|) €
Ly 10c(R™) and

/Rn > (“1)"aa(z,u)dpde > /Rng(|u|)sod:c (1.2)

|laj=m

for any non-negative function ¢ € C5°(R™).
In their pioneering works [I} 2], J.B. Keller and R. Osserman proved that, under

the condition
~1/2

| ( / g0 d&) a¢ < oo, (13)

Au > g(u) in R" (1.4)
has no positive global solutions. Since then, a lot of papers appeared on the absence
of solutions for various differential equations and inequalities. In so doing, for
the general nonlinearity, most of these papers dealt with second order differential

the elliptic inequality
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operators [3]-[11]. In the case of higher order operators, almost all studies were
limited to the Emden-Fowler nonlinearity g(t) = t* [12]-[14].

In our paper, we obtain exact conditions guaranteeing that any global weak
solution of inequality (L)) is trivial or, in other words, is equal to zero almost
everywhere in R". For inequalities of the form (L4]), these conditions are equivalent
to the Keller-Osserman condition (I3).

2. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 2.1. Let

| amoem i <o (21)
and
litIEJir:%f G ()t < oo, (2.2)
where -
Gty = [ g (2.3

Then any global weak solution of (L)) is trivial.
Theorem 2.2. Let

| amogntac < o (24)
Then (L) has no global wecgk solutions.

Theorem 2.3. Let (2.1)) be valid, then any global weak solution of (1)) satisfies
the estimate

E / lul dz < CG~(kr) (2.5)
T B,

for all r > 0, where G~ is the inverse function to (23)) and the constants C' > 0
and k > 0 depend only on A, m, and n.

The proof of Theorems 2.IH2.3] is given in Section [3]

Remark 2.1. If (21) holds and inequality (L)) has a global weak solution, then in
accordance with Theorem we obviously have

lim G(t) = oo. (2.6)

t—+0

Thus, the right-hand side of (2.0) is defined for all » > 0. Since g is a a non-
decreasing convex function on [0, c0), condition (2.4 implies that g(0) > 0.

Theorem 2.4. Let (1)) be valid, then
1
lim —/ |u| dz =0 (2.7)
B

for any global weak solution of inequality (IL.T]).

Theorem 2.5. Let (21)) be valid and, moreover, m > n. Then any global weak
solution of (ILT) s trivial.

Proof of Theorems 24 and 2. Since G™'(r) — 0 as r — oo, relation (7)) readily
follows from estimate (2H) of Theorem 23l In turn, to prove Theorem 25 it is
sufficient to use Theorem 211 O
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Remark 2.2. In the case of m = 2, condition (2.1]) takes the form

[?wmrmﬂ<m. (2.8)

It does not present any particular problem to verify that (28] is equivalent to the
well-known Keller-Osserman condition (L3]). Really, taking into account the fact
that ¢ is a non-decreasing positive function on the interval (0, 00), we obtain

¢ ¢ g (g)
@iz [ o@iez5o(3) <22
Hence, (2.8]) implies (L3]). At the same time,

¢
[g@&swq (> 1

therefore, (2.8) follows from (L.3)).

Corollary 2.1 (Keller-Osserman). Suppose that (2.8)) is valid, then any non-
negative global weak solution of (L4) is trivial.

Proof. Let u be a non-negative global weak solution of (I4]). By the submean-value

property, we have
1
u(r) < — udy
1 By| J s

for all r > 0 and for almost all z € R", where |B,| is the n-dimensional volume of
the ball B,, whence in accordance with Theorem 2.4] it follows that « = 0 almost
everywhere in R". 0

Example 2.1. Consider the inequality
Z 0% (z,u) > colul® inR™, ¢y = const > 0. (2.9)
|a)|=m
By Theorem 2.1} the conditions
A>1 and A(n—m)<n

imply that any global weak solution of (2.9 is trivial. It can be shown that these
conditions are the best possible [12, [14].

Ezrample 2.2. Let us examine the critical exponent A\ = 1 in the right-hand side
of (29). Namely, consider the inequality

Z 0% (z,u) > colulIn”(2+ |u|) in R™. ¢y = const > 0. (2.10)

|al=m

By Theorem 2.1], if
v>m, (2.11)

then any global weak solution of (2.10) is trivial. At the same time, for all positive
even integers m and real numbers v < m and ¢y > 0 the inequality

A™2y > colu|In”(2 4 |u|) in R"
has a positive infinitely smooth global solution. As such a solution, one can take

k(1+]z]2)1/2
u(z)=e"

where k > 0 is a sufficiently large real number. Thus, condition (2.I1) is also the
best possible.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 21123

In this section, by C' we denote various positive constants that can depend only
on A, m, and n.

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a global weak solution of (1)), then

/ lu| dz > C’(rg—rl)m/ g(|u|) dzx
Bry\Bry B

1

for all real numbers 0 < ry < ry such that ro < 2ry.

Proof. Take a non-negative function ¢y € C*°(R) satisfying the conditions

o — |
o(z) = o (27||>
9 —T1
as a test function in (L.2)), we obtain
ro — |x o — |2
[ coraren () iz [ o (220 b
R r2—T R™ To —T1

|a)l=m
Combining this with the estimates

/ 3 (1) a0 (2, 0800 (Lm) dz| < L/ lu| dz
R" Bry\Br,

. ro — 1 (rog —ry)™

[ ot < [ ot (22 ) as

1

Putting

and

we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a global weak solution of (L)) and r < 1 < 19 < 2r be
positive real numbers. Then

Jp(r2) = Jp(r1) 2 C(ra —r1)"g(Jr(11)),

where
1
J(p) = u| dx. 3.1
0= 1557 J, 1 (31)
Proof. By Lemma 3.1l we have
C(TQ—T’l)m/ C(TQ—T’l)m/
Jp(re) — Jp(r) > ———— ul)de > ————"— ul|) dx.
(ra) = () 2 S [ guiyde > SRR | gqu

1 1

Thus, to complete the proof it remains to note that

1 1
|BT1| Bry |BT1| Bry

since ¢ is a non-decreasing convex function. 0

g(lul) dz = g ( |ul dl‘) > g(Jr(r1))
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Lemma 3.3. Let u be a global weak solution of (ILIl) and r > 0 be a real number
such that

|u| dx > 0. (3.2)
B'r
Then at least one of the following two inequalities is valid:
Jr(2r) dC
> Cr™, (3.3)
Jr(2r)
/ ez o (3.9
Jr(r

where the function J,. is defined by ([B.1).

Proof. Consider a finite sequence of real numbers {r;}!_, constructed as follows.
We take 19 = r. Assume further that r; is already known. If r; > 3r/2, then we
put [ =4 and stop; otherwise we take

riy1 = sup{p € [r,2r] : J.(p) < 2J.(r;)}.

Since J(r9) > 0 and w € Ly j,.(R™), this procedure must terminate at a finite step.
In so doing, we obviously have either

rp=2r and J.(r) <2J.(r_1) (3.5)
or
Jo(riv1) =2J.(ry), i=0,...,1—1. (3.6)
At first, let (B.35]) hold. By Lemma [3.2] we obtain
Jr(ﬁ) - Jr(ﬁ—l)
9(Jr(ri-1))

/mm ¢ Jo(r) = Jo(ria)
g 9(6/2) 7 g(Jr(riea))
and 1 — r;_1 > r/2, this yields (B.3).

Now, let (8.6) be valid. Lemma [3.2] implies that

JT(Ti+1>_JT(Ti) Y = 7= _
( g(J.(r2) ) > Clrips— 1), i=0,...,01—1

Combining this with the inequalities

Jr(rit1) ) . N\ I/m
[ gt z o (F SO o,
J,

>C(rp—r—)™.

Since

n(ri) 9(Jr(r3))
we have
Sl 1 1/m—1 .
/ g~ /2)¢ A = Oy — 1), i=0,...,1—1.
Jr (1)
Finally, summing the last formula over all i =0,...,l — 1, we conclude that
Jr'(’“l)
/ gt m(¢/2)¢ ¢ > Ol — 7o)

Jr(ro)

This implies (3.4)). O

We need the following assertion proved in [I5, Lemma 2.3].
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Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) and v : (0,00) — (0,00) be measurable
functions satisfying the condition

< essinf
7(¢) < Www

with some real number 6 > 1 for almost all ¢ € (0,00). Also assume that 0 < o < 1,
My >0, My >0, and v > 1 are some real numbers with My > vM,. Then

Mo 1/a Mo dg
—« a—ld A
([ r@eta) =af

where the constant A > 0 depends only on «, v, and 6.

Lemma 3.5. Under the hypotheses of LemmaB.3, let (2.1)) be valid. Then

/°° gt (¢ g a¢ = O, (3.7)
I (1)

where the function J,. is defined by (B.1).

Proof. In view of Lemma [3.3] at least one of inequalities (8.3]), (8.4 holds. In the
case where (3.4)) holds, we obviously have

/Oo g ™ (¢/2)¢m T d¢ > O,
I ()

whence (B.7) follows at once. Now, let (3.3) be valid. Lemma [3.4] yields

< m 4 1/m—1d)m C < dC .
(/Jr(r)g (C/4)¢ <) = /Jr(r) 9(¢/2)

Combining this with ([3.3]), we again obtain (3.7). O

Proof of Theorem[22. Assume that (2.4]) holds and, moreover, u is a global weak
solution of (LI]). Since g is a a non-decreasing convex function, we have g(0) > 0.
This means that for all 7 > 0 inequality (3.2)) is valid. Really, if g(0) > 0, then in
accordance with (L2]) a global weak solution of (LT can not vanish on a non-empty
open set. Therefore, in view of Lemma 30 for all » > 0 estimate (3.7 is valid.
Thus, passing in ([B.7) to the limit as » — oo, we arrive at a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3 Let r > 0 be a real number and u be a global weak solution
of (ILI). If u = 0 almost everywhere in B,, then (2.5)) is obvious; otherwise (3.2)
holds and estimate (2.5) follows from inequality (B.7) of Lemma O

Proof of Theorem 21l Let u be a global weak solution of (LLI)). In view of Theo-
rem 2.2] relation (2.6)) is valid. Thus, we have g(0) = 0 and G=!(r) — 0 as r — oo.
In so doing, G is an one-to-one continuous map of the open interval (0, 00) onto
itself and g is an one-to-one continuous map of the closed interval [0, co) onto itself.
Lemma B with r; = r/2 and ry = r yields
[ wwze [ guas (38)
B2

m
r BT'\B’F/2

for all real numbers r» > 0. By Theorem [2.3] this implies the estimate

/ g(Jul)dz < Cr™ "G (kr) (3.9)
B,/
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for all real numbers 7 > 0. In the case of n < m, passing in (3.9) to the limit as
r — oo, we obviously obtain u = 0 almost everywhere in R”. Consequently, we
can further assume that n > m.
Condition (2.2]) is equivalent to
liminf 7"~ G (r) < oo,

r—00

whence in accordance with ([3.9) it follows that

[ allul)de <
therefore,

/ g(Jul)dz — 0 asr — oo. (3.10)
BT\BT/2

Since ¢ is a convex function, we have

! / g(lul)dz > g ! / fu de
mes(Br\Brp) Br\B, /s - meS(Br\Brp) Br\B, /s

or, in other words,

1
B, \ B,j5)gt de | > d
mes(By \ Bry2)g (mes(Br \ B,/2) /BT\BT/Q 9(fu) :):) N /BT\BT/Z ful do

for all real numbers r > 0, where g~! is the inverse function to g. By (B.8), this
implies the inequality

mes(B, \ Byj2) _; 1 / /
ul)dz | > C ul|) dx
e mes(B, \ By a) BT.\BWQ(\ ) Bmg(l )

for all real numbers r > 0, whence it follows that

(/ g(\u\)dx> gm—"<f<r>>f"<r>zc(/ g<|u|>dx) (3.11)
Br\B, /2 B../2

for all real numbers r > 0, where

-1 1
fr=s <meS(Br \ By/2) /BT\BT/Q oAl dx> |

Let us note that f is a continuous function and, moreover, f(r) — 0 as r — oco. In
so doing, since

2t
G(t) > / g—l/m(c)gl/m—l dC > 21/m—1g—1/m(2t)t1/m
t
for all ¢ > 0, condition (2.2) implies the relation
htril}r:%fg " < o0
from which it follows that

lim inf ™" (£(1)) f"(r) < oo. (3.12)
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Taking into account (B.11I), we obtain

n—m

lim inf / g(|ul) dx g () fM(r) = C </ g(|ul) dl‘) -
r—00 BT\BT/Z n
In view of (B.10) and (B:12), the limit in the left-hand side of the last expression is
equal to zero. Thus, u = 0 almost everywhere in R". O
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