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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF SOLUTIONS TO ELLIPTIC

EQUATIONS IN 2D EXTERIOR DOMAINS

HIDEO KOZONO, YUTAKA TERASAWA AND YUTA WAKASUGI

Abstract. The asymptotic behavior of solutions to the second order elliptic
equations in exterior domains is studied. In particular, under the assumption
that the solution belongs to the Lorentz space L

p,q or the weak Lebesgue space
L
p,∞ with certain conditions on the coefficients, we give natural and an almost

sharp pointwise estimate of the solution at spacial infinity. The proof is based
on the argument by Korobkov–Pileckas–Russo [4], in which the decay property
of the solution to the vorticity equation of the two-dimensional Navier–Stokes
equations was studied.

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be an exterior domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. We study the

following second order elliptic equation in Ω:

(1.1) Lu := −
2
∑

i,j=1

∂i(aij(x)∂ju) +
2
∑

j=1

bj(x)∂ju+ c(x)u = 0.

Here, the coefficients aij , bj, c are smooth functions, and (aij)i,j=1,2 is assumed to
be uniformly elliptic.

The problem (1.1) is motivated from the vorticity equation of two-dimentional
stationary incompressible fuilds

(1.2) −∆ω + v · ∇ω = 0 in Ω.

Here, v(x) = (v1(x), v2(x)) is the velocity vector and ω(x) = rot v(x). The as-
ymptotic behavior of the solution ω under the condition of finite Dirichet integral
∇v ∈ L2(Ω) was studied by Gilbarg–Weinberger [3] and Korobkov–Plieckas–Russo
[4, 5]. They proved that ω satisfies

ω(x) = o(|x|−3/4) as |x| → ∞.

Recently, the authors [8] obtained the asymptotic behavior

ω(x) = o(|x|−(1/p+1/p2)) as |x| → ∞

under the generalized finite Dirichlet condition ∇v ∈ Lp(Ω) with some p ∈ (2,∞).
For the study of the asymptotic behavior of the solution to the vorticity equation
(1.2), it is crucial to treat the velocity v(x) as a given coefficient and to clarify
how the decay property of v(x) at spacial infinity influences that of ω(x). Such
an observation naturally indicates the following question: for general second-order
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elliptic equations (1.1), under what conditions on the coefficients we can obtain the
pointwise decay properties at spacial infinity for the solution belonging to Lp(Ω) ?

To this question, our previous result [6] showed that, under the assumptions that
the coefficients satisfy

|aij(x)| = O(|x|α), |bj(x)| = O(|x|β) as |x| → ∞, c(x) ≥ 0,

with some α ∈ [0, 2] and β ≤ 1 and either div(b1, b2) ≤ 2c(x) or | div(b1, b2)(x)| =
O(|x|β−1), the asymptotic behavior of the smooth solution u ∈ Lp(Ω) with some
p ∈ [2,∞) is given by

|u(x)| = o(|x|−
1

p(1+
γ

2
)) as |x| → ∞

with γ = min{1− β, 2− α}. In particular, when α = 0 and β ≤ −1, we have

|u(x)| = o(|x|−
2

p ) as |x| → ∞,

which seems natural and almost optimal in view of the assumption u ∈ Lp(Ω).
Moreover, as a corollary, we have the following Liouville-type result: let Ω = R

2

and let u be a classical solution to (1.1) satisfying u ∈ Lp(R2) with some p ∈
[2,∞), then u ≡ 0 in R

2. The analysis of [6] is based on the classical result by
Gilbarg–Weinberger [3]. The points of this method is to apply the energy estimate,
the integral mean value theorem for the radial variable, the fundamental theorem
of calculus for the angular variable, and the maximum principle. We also refer
readers to [7], [10] and the references therein for the asymptotic behavior and
Liouville-type theorems of 3D Navier-Stokes equations and elliptic equations in
general dimensions.

In this paper, we study a similar almost optimal estimate including the cases
p ∈ [1, 2) under different conditions on the coefficients by another approach.

To state our main result, we impose the following assumptions on the coefficients
of the differential operator L in (1.1).
Assumption (C)

{aij}i,j=1,2 ∈ C1(Ω)∩L∞(Ω), b = (b1, b2) ∈ C1(Ω)∩C(Ω) and c ∈ C(Ω) satisfy

(C1) There exsits some constant λ > 0 such that

2
∑

i,j=1

aij(x)ξiξj ≥ λ|ξ|2 for all x ∈ Ω and ξ ∈ R
2;

(C2) ∇aij(x) = O(|x|−1) and b(x) = O(|x|−1) as |x| → ∞;
(C3) c(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Ω;
(C4) (div b− c)− ∈ L1(Ω), where f− ≡ max{0,−f}.

Furthermore, we put the following assumptions on the solution u.
Assumption (S)

(S1) u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C(Ω);
(S2) lim|x|→∞ u(x) = 0;
(S3) u|∂Ω ≥ 0.

Theorem 1.1. Let the coefficients (aij)i,j=1,2, b = (b1, b2) and c satisfy Assump-
tion (C). Suppose that u is the solution of (1.1) satisfying Assumption (S). Then
we have the following decay property of u:

(i) If u ∈ Lp,q(Ω) with some p ∈ [1,∞) and q ∈ [1,∞), then u has the pointwise
decay u(x) = o(|x|−2/p) as |x| → ∞.
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(ii) If u ∈ Lp,∞(Ω) with some p ∈ [1,∞), then u has the pointwise decay
u(x) = O(|x|−2/p) as |x| → ∞.

Remark 1.1. The decay rate |x|−2/p are almost optimal in view of the assumptions
u ∈ Lp,q(Ω) and u ∈ Lp,∞(Ω) in (i) and (ii), respectively. Compared with the
previous result [6], we refine the range of integral exponent p denoting the decay
of the solution u at spacial infinity from Lp(Ω) with p ∈ [2,∞) to Lp,q(Ω) with
p ∈ [1,∞), q ∈ [1,∞]. Concerning the assumption on the coefficients, Assumption
(C) requires that they need to be bounded, which is stronger than [6]. On the other
hand, the conditons on divb in (C4) is assumed to have an integral form, which
is weaker than [6]. We also remark that in the case divb = 0, (C4) is replaced by
the assumption that c ∈ L1(Ω).

Although the idea of our proof is based on the argument by Korobkov–Pileckas–
Russo [4], our method seems so refined as to be applicable to generalized elliptic
equations in two-dimensional exterior domains. For the vorticity equation (1.2)
they proved that ω(x) = o(|x|−1) under the condition of the finite Dirichlet integral
by making use of the fact that the level sets of ω separate infinity from the origin.
In contrast to their method, the first key point of our proof is to show that the
level sets form a family of disjoint closed curves containing the obstacle Ωc = R

2 \Ω
except for zero measure values. The second one is to estimate the integral of the
gradient of the solution on the level set curve, from which and the coarea formla
we obtain a bound of the length of level set curve. By using this bound and the
special property of the two-dimensional geometry, we are able to show the desired
pointwise estimate of the solution. In [4], they made use of such apriori bounds as
ω ∈ L2(Ω) and ∇ω ∈ L2(Ω), which had been already proved by the pioneer work
by Gilbarg–Weinberger [3]. In this paper, we remove such an assumption on priori
estimates and are successful to modify their argument by using a cut-off method.

Finally, we introduce the notations used throughout this paper. The letter C
indicates generic constant which may change from line to line. Sometimes we use
the notation C(∗, . . . , ∗) for a constant depending only on the quantities in the
parenthesis. For R > 0, we denote BR := {x ∈ R

2; |x| < R}. For a function
f = f(x), f+ := max{f, 0} and f− := f+ − f are the positive and negative parts of
f , respectively. For a Lebesgue measurable set E in R

2, |E| stands for the Lebesgue
measure of E. Let H1(F ) be the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure of F .

For 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, Lp,q(Ω) denotes the Lorentz space defined by

Lp,q(Ω) = {f : Ω → R; ‖f‖Lp,q < ∞}

with

‖f‖Lp,q =















(

p

∫ ∞

0

tq (|{x ∈ Ω; |f(x)| ≥ t}|)
q/p dt

t

)1/q

(1 ≤ q < ∞),

sup
t>0

t|{x ∈ Ω; |f(x)| ≥ t}|1/p (q = ∞).

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

2.1. Key lemma. The following is the key lemma to prove Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.1. Let BR be a ball with radius R > 0 satisfying Ωc ⊂ BR. Under
Assumptions (C) and (S), there exists a constant t∗ > 0 satisfying the following:
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for every p ∈ (0,∞), there exists a constant C = C(R, aij ,b, c, p) > 0 such that

u(x) ≤ C|x|−
2

p

(
∫

Et

|u(y)|p dy

)1/p

holds for all t ∈ (0, t∗) \ Cr(u) and x ∈ u−1(t), where Cr(u) is the set of critical
values of u, i.e., Cr(u) := {u(x); ∇u(x) = 0, x ∈ Bc

R = R
2 \ BR}, and where Et is

the region between two level sets u−1( t2 ) and u−1(t) in Bc
R:

Et :=

{

y ∈ Bc
R; u(y) ∈

(

t

2
, t

)}

.

We first show that Lemma 2.1 implies Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (i) Let u ∈ Lp,q(Ω) and take t∗ as in Lemma 2.1. For t ∈
(0, t∗) \ Cr(u), we have

(
∫

Et

|u(y)|p dy

)1/p

≤ t|{y ∈ Bc
R; |u(y)| > t/2}|1/p

≤ C|{y ∈ Bc
R; |u(y)| ≥ t/2}|1/p

(

∫ t/2

0

τq
dτ

τ

)1/q

≤ C

(

∫ t/2

0

τq (|{y ∈ Bc
R; |u(y)| ≥ τ}|)q/p

dτ

τ

)1/q

.

By virtue of u ∈ Lp,q(Ω), the right-hand side is bounded and tends to 0 by
letting t → 0 with avoiding Cr(u). Thus, the conclusion of Lemma 2.1 gives
u(x) = o(|x|−2/p) as |x| → ∞. (ii) can be proved in the same way by using
t|{y ∈ Bc

R; |u(y)| > t/2}|1/p ≤ ‖u‖Lp,∞. �

2.2. Geometry of level sets. First, if u ≡ 0, the claim of the theorem obviously
holds. Thus, noting the condition (S2), we may suppose that u is not identically a
constant.

By the assumption c ≥ 0, the operator L has the strong maximum principle (see
e.g., [2, Theorem 3.5]). Let u be a smooth solution to (1.1) satisfying Assump-
tion (S). Then, by the strong maximum principle, u takes neither a non-negative
maximum nor non-positive minimum in the interior of Ω. Therefore, if u attains a
negative value, then it contradicts the condition (S2). Thus, u must be nonnega-
tive in Ω. Then, using the strong maximum principle again, we conclude that u is
positive in the interior of Ω.

Let BR be a open ball with radius R > 0 satisfying Ωc = R
2 \ Ω ⊂ BR. Then,

we have
t∗ := min

x∈∂BR

u(x) > 0.

Next, the Morse–Sard theorem (see e.g., [9] for a simple proof) implies that
almost every t ∈ (0, t∗) is a regular value of u. Thus, putting

I := (0, t∗) \Cr(u),

with Cr(u) denoting the set of critical values of u defined as in Lemma 2.1, from
the implicit function theorem, we obtain that for any t ∈ I, the level set u−1(t)
is a union of smooth closed curves. Moreover, the maximum principle implies
that for any t ∈ I, u−1(t) has a unique connected component which contains BR
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inside. Since t < t∗, it is obvious by the maximum principle that one connected
component, say C1, of u

−1(t) contains BR inside. Assume that there is another
connected component C2 of u−1(t) outside of C1. Again by the maximum principle,
u does not attain the non-negative maximum in the interior outside of C1, which
yields that u(x) < t in such an exterior region. Since C2 lies outside of C1 and since
u|C2

= t, we have a contradiction.
Thus, u−1(t) divides Bc

R into two parts, and let us call the unbounded one Ωt.
Then, by the assumption lim|x|→∞ u(x) = 0, we have Ωt ⊂ Ωs if t, s ∈ I and t < s.
Indeed, otherwise we have Ωs ⊂ Ωt. However, it implies that u takes the maximum
inside Ωt, which contradics the maximum principle. In particular, we remark that
u(x) < t holds in Ωt.

Ωc

BR

u−1(s)
u−1(t)

Ωt

2.3. Proof of Lemma 2.1. We will use the same notations with the previous
subsection. Let t ∈ I and let ρ > R be a sufficiently large parameter satisfying
∂Ωt = u−1(t) ⊂ Bρ. Define a cut-off function ηρ(x) by

ηρ(x) := η

(

x

ρ

)

, where η ∈ C∞
0 (R2), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η(x) =

{

1 (|x| ≤ 1),

0 (|x| > 2).

By the definition, it is easy to see that

|∇kηρ(x)| ≤ Cρ−k, supp∇kηρ ⊂ {x ∈ R
2; ρ < |x| < 2ρ} (k = 1, 2).

Multiplying the equation (1.1) by ηρ, and then integrating the result identity over
Ωt, we have twice by integration by parts that

0 =

∫

Ωt

Lu(x)ηρ(x) dx(2.1)

= −

∫

u−1(t)

2
∑

i,j=1

∂iu

|∇u|
aij(x)∂ju(x)ηρ(x) dS

−

∫

Ωt

2
∑

i,j=1

∂j(aij(x)∂iηρ(x))u(x) dx

+

∫

u−1(t)

∇u

|∇u|
· b(x)u(x)ηρ(x) dS −

∫

Ωt

u(x)b(x) · ∇ηρ(x) dx

+

∫

Ωt

(− divb(x) + c(x))u(x)ηρ(x) dx,

where we remark that the unit outward normal vector on ∂Ωt = u−1(t) is ∇u/|∇u|.
First, by the assumption (C4) and the fact that 0 < u(x) < t in Ωt, we see that
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the last term is estimated as
∫

Ωt

(− divb(x) + c(x))u(x)ηρ(x) dx ≤ t‖(divb− c)−‖L1(Ω).

Next, for the second and forth terms of the right-hand side of (2.1), by the assump-
tion (C2) and again by the fact that 0 < u(x) < t in Ωt, we have

−

∫

Ωt

2
∑

i,j=1

∂j(aij(x)∂iηρ(x))u(x) dx ≤ t

∫

B2ρ\Bρ

2
∑

i,j=1

|∂jaij(x)∂iηρ(x) + aij(x)∂i∂jηρ(x)| dx

≤ Ct

∫

B2ρ\Bρ

2
∑

i,j=1

(|∂jaij(x)|ρ
−1 + |aij(x)|ρ

−2) dx

≤ Ct

and

−

∫

Ωt

u(x)b(x) · ∇ηρ(x) dx ≤ t

∫

B2ρ\Bρ

|b(x) · ∇ηρ(x)| dx ≤ Ctρ−1

∫

B2ρ\Bρ

|b(x)|dx ≤ Ct.

Finally, the third term of the right-hand side is calculated as
∫

u−1(t)

∇u

|∇u|
· b(x)u(x)ηρ(x) dS = t

∫

u−1(t)

∇u

|∇u|
· b(x) dS

= −t

[

∫

Ω\Ωt

divb(x) dx −

∫

∂Ω

n · b(x) dS

]

≤ t‖(divb)−‖L1(Ω) + C‖b‖L∞(∂Ω)t.

It should be noted by Assumptions (C3) and (C4) that 0 ≤ (divb)− ≤ (divb−c)−,
which yields that (div b)− ∈ L1(Ω). Putting the above estimates together to (2.1),
we conclude

∫

u−1(t)

1

|∇u|

2
∑

i,j=1

aij(x)∂iu∂ju dS ≤ C(aij ,b, c)t

with some constant C(aij ,b, c) > 0. Furthermore, by (C1) and the above estimate,
we have

∫

u−1(t)

|∇u| dS ≤ λ−1

∫

u−1(t)

1

|∇u|

2
∑

i,j=1

aij(x)∂iu∂ju dS ≤ C∗t

with some constant C∗ = C∗(aij ,b, c, λ) > 0. For t ∈ I, we set

Et := {x ∈ Bc
R;u(x) ∈ (t/2, t)} =

⋃

s∈(t/2,t)

u−1(s).

Recalling the coarea formula (see [1])

(2.2)

∫

Et

f |∇u| dx =

∫ t

t/2

(

∫

u−1(τ)

f dS

)

dτ
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for f ∈ C(Ω) and applying it to f = |∇u|, we have
∫

Et

|∇u|2 dx =

∫ t

t/2

(

∫

u−1(τ)

|∇u| dS

)

dτ

≤

∫ t

t/2

C∗τ dτ

≤ C∗t
2.

Furthermore, application of (2.2) to f = 1 enables us to obtain
∫ t

t/2

(

∫

u−1(τ)

1 dS

)

dτ =

∫

Et

|∇u| dx

≤ |Et|
1/2

(
∫

Et

|∇u|2 dx

)1/2

≤
(

C∗|Et|t
2
)1/2

≤

(

2pC∗t
2−p

∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/2

.

From the above estimate, we have that for every t ∈ I, there exists τ ∈ [t/2, t] such
that

(2.3)
t

2
H1(u−1(τ)) ≤

(

2pC∗t
2−p

∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/2

.

In fact, if

t

2
H1(u−1(τ)) >

(

2pC∗t
2−p

∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/2

holds for all τ ∈ [t/2, t], by integration of both sides over [t/2, t] with respect to τ ,
we have

t

2

∫ t

t/2

(

∫

u−1(τ)

dS

)

dτ >
t

2

(

2pC∗t
2−p

∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/2

,

which contradics the previous inequality. Therefore, we obtain (2.3). Let

g(t) := sup{|x|;x ∈ u−1(t)}.

Then, by an elementary geometric argument, we see that g(t) ≤ H1(u−1(τ)) with
τ satisfying (2.3). Therefore, we conclude

tg(t) ≤ tH1(u−1(τ)) ≤ 2

(

2pC∗t
2−p

∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/2

,

which implies

tg(t)
2

p ≤ C′
∗

(
∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/p

.

Thus, for every t ∈ I and x ∈ u−1(t), we have

u(x) ≤ C′
∗|x|

− 2

p

(
∫

Et

|u(x)|p dx

)1/p

.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.1.
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