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LIOUVILLE RESULTS FOR SEMILINEAR INTEGRAL EQUATIONS
WITH CONICAL DIFFUSION

ISABEAU BIRINDELLI, LELE DU AND GIULIO GALISE

ABSTRACT. Nonexistence results for positive supersolutions of the equation
—Lu=v" in Rf

are obtained, —L being any symmetric and stable linear operator, positively homogeneous
of degree 2s, s € (0, 1), whose spectral measure is absolutely continuous and positive only
in a relative open set of the unit sphere of RY. The results are sharp: w = 0 is the

only nonnegative supersolution in the subcritical regime 1 < p < X J_rz , while nontrivial

N+s

supersolutions exist, at least for some specific —L, as soon as p >
The arguments used rely on a rescaled test function’s method, sultably adapted to such
nonlocal setting with weak diffusion; they are quite general and also employed to obtain
Liouville type results in the whole space.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we obtain Liouville theorems for supersolutions of semilinear integral equations
in the half-space Rﬂ\: = {x ERYN : 2y > 0} with the following class of nonlocal operators

(1) bu(e) = (1) [ RIS () ay

where 0 < s < 1 and a(#) € L (S¥™!) is a nonnegative and even function on the unit
sphere SV~! of RY. We will be more precise later, but let us emphasize immediately that
the function a (0) can be chosen so that the operator diffuses only along a cone.

The main result will be about nonexistence of classical solutions, besides the trivial one,
u € C? (RY) N Ly of the problem

(1.2)

—Lu > uP, xERf,
uw>0, zeRY,

where L, is the natural functional space required that will be defined precisely later.

Nonexistence of entire bounded harmonic functions, goes back to Cauchy (1844) and
Liouville (1850), but since the acclaimed works of Gidas and Spruck [24] much attention has
been given to so called semilinear Liouville theorems in the whole space and in half-spaces.
Indeed these nonexistence results in unbounded domains correspond to existence results in
bounded domains thanks to the priori bounds they imply and the use of Leray-Schauder
degree theory.

A particular role has been given in these decades to determine the range of existence, or
better lack of it, when instead of considering solutions, one concentrates on supersolutions.
This has been done for very different cases: the case of cone-like domains for linear and

quasilinear operators appeared for instance in [1, 5,6, 23, 26], existence and nonexistence
1
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for positive supersolutions in the whole space, half-spaces and exterior domains for fully
nonlinear inequalities can be found e.g. in [2,17,27], systems and sub-Laplacians have been
respectively addressed in [10,29] and [4, 7], while as far as nonlinear degenerate elliptic
operators are concerned we refer to [3,8].
We cannot recall all the results in this area but the interested readers can refer to the
book [30] and the references therein. We just remind that, for the Laplacian, if
N +1

l<p< 2
=P=N=1

then the inequality
Au+u? <0 inRY

admits only the trivial solution (in fact such result is still true for p > —1, but in this paper
we only consider the superlinear case p > 1). Furthermore, the bound % is sharp in the
N+1

sense that for p > 375 it is possible to construct explicit positive supersolutions.

In the realm of nonlocal operators, the results are more recent but nonetheless really
numerous, see e.g. [11,13,19,35] concerning entire s-harmonic functions and [14, 18,21, 34]
for positive solutions and supersolutions of Lane-Emden type equations/systems in R or in
exterior domains. Since we mainly concern here with supersolutions of semilinear nonlocal
operators in half-spaces, we will recall results directly related with this cases. In [15], using
the method of moving planes in integral forms, Chen, Fang and Yang have proved that for

1<p< % any nonnegative and locally bounded distributional solution of

(=A)Yu=uP, zeRY,
u=0, = E@,

where RY := {z € RV : zy < 0}, is identically zero. The result has been extended in [16]
for a larger class of operators.

Instead, for supersolutions, the proofs and the range for which the validity of the Liouville
theorem holds are different and very few results are available in the half-spaces. We wish
to mention the result for nonlocal fully nonlinear operators by Nornberg, dos Prazeres and
Quaas [28] where they study the existence of fundamental solutions in conical domains for
fully nonlinear integral operators of Isaacs type and, as application, they obtain Liouville
type results in subcritical regimes. In the special case where the cone is the half-space ]Rf
and the diffusion operator is (—A)® they find in particular that for

N + s
N —s

1<p<

the only nonnegative (in RY) viscosity supersolutions of the problem
(=A)u>wu? in RY
is the trivial one (even in this case the results is still valid for p > —1).

In the works mentioned above, even in the nonlinear case, the kernels of operators
considered are, up to some constant, bounded above and below by that of the fractional
Laplacian. Here instead, the operators L we consider are part of the larger class of infinitesimal
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generators of stable Lévy processes

o u(r+t0) +u(z —th) — 2u ()
(1.3) Lu (1—-s /N 1 / s dtdpu,
where the spectral measure p = u (#) on SV~! satisfies the ellipticity conditions
0< A< inf / |1/-0\2Sdu and / du < A < oo.
veSN-1 Jgn-1 gN-1

When p is absolutely continuous and dp = a (#) df, then (1.1) and (1.3) coincide.
At this stage it is worth to point out that the operator (1.1) converges, as s — 17, to a
second order linear uniformly elliptic operators with constant coefficients, in the sense that
for any u € C3(R"), then
N

lim (1 — s)Lu(z) = Y aydfu(r) Vo eRY,

s—1— i1
where the constant coeflicients a;; depend on the function a(6).

Moreover, let us point out that, since the normalizing constant 1 — s in (1.1) is irrelevant
for the issues that we address in the present paper, henceforth it will be omitted.

We refer to the previous works of Ros-Oton and Serra [32] and in particular to the very
interesting paper [33] where, in order to give boundary estimates, some linear Liouville
theorems in half-spaces are proved under the further assumption that the function a(#) is
positive bounded away from zero everywhere.

Contrarily to the cases where a(#) is positive bounded away from zero everywhere, here
we only suppose that a(f) is positive in some relative open set on S¥~1. Clearly if a(0) is
bounded and bounded away from zero then the kernel of the operator (1.1) can be compared
from above and below by that of the fractional Laplacian, which corresponds to the case
a(f) is a constant function. Other results concerning classifications of entire solutions and
Holder regularity for nonlocal operators with anisotropic diffusion can be found respectively
in [20,25].

We can now give the precise conditions on the function a(f). Let us fix the following
notation: for any vector v € S¥~! and 0 < 7 < 1, we define the closed two fold cone X, (x)
of aperture arccos(1 — 1) € (0, 2] with vertex x € RY and axis v, by

(1.4) Yo (x) = {yGRN: \(y—x)-u]2(1—7)|y—x|}.
In all the paper, we assume that for some constants 0 < d < D,

(1.5) 0<a(@) <D inSV!

and that there exist 1y € SV ! and 0 < 7y < 1 such that

(1.6) a(@)>d>0 in%, ., (0)NSYL

Hence in all the proofs we can only use that the operator (1.1) diffuses along a fixed cone.
This feature will induce some delicate geometric constructions.

Let

Ly = {u € L, (RY) : limsup ﬂ < 400 for somed € (0, 23]} :

|z| =400 |JZ|
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Our main result, is the following

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (0,1) and let L be any operator of the form (1.1) satisfying (1.5)-(1.6).
If1<p< % and u € C*? (Rf) N L is a solution of (1.2), then u = 0.

We were inspired by the pioneering proof used by Berestycki, Capuzzo Dolcetta and
Nirenberg in [5] for supersolutions of semilinear Liouville Theorem in cones. But it is
important to notice that the key ingredients they use need to be completely reconsidered due
both to the nonlocal character of the operators we consider and their weak diffusion. Even
the simple integrations by parts formula, since the test functions we shall use in the proof of
Theorem 1.1 are not smooth on 8Rf , needs to be proved (see Proposition 2.2). The other
novelty is in the ad hoc construction of the test functions. Indeed we construct a sequence of
nonnegative compactly supported test functions that converge to 1 in the whole half space,
but their supports depend on the cone X, -, (0) where the function a(6) is supported.

Interestingly the bound on p, does not depend on the size of the cone. Furthermore, at
least in the case of the fractional Laplacian, the bound is optimal: for any p > %fi the
problem

(=AY u>uw?, xeRY,
u=0 zecRY

admits positive solutions u € C* (RY) N L. This is proved in Theorem 4.1.

The arguments used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 are quite flexible and they also apply to
get the equivalent Liouville result in the whole space RY, in a simplified form due to the
absence of the boundary of the domain which, instead, poses additional difficulties in the
case of half-spaces. We obtain nonexistence of positive solutions provided 1 < p < %,
see Theorem 5.1. This range is known to be optimal for the fractional Laplacian and
even more, as showed by Felmer and Quaas in [22], for Pucci’s nonlinear operators M=,
which are extremal operators among the class of linear integral operators whose kernels,
differently to the cases treated in the present paper, are comparable to that of the fractional
Laplacian. The critical exponents associated to Pucci’s operators are p = Nf—;s, where N+

are dimensional-like numbers which reduce to the dimension N when —M* = (=A)?.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains several technical results that will be
used throughout the paper. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Section 4
is concerned with the optimality of the exponent p = % In the last Section 5, we prove a
Liouville theorem in the whole space. Let us mention that the case N = 1 is much simpler
and some remarks concerning the results in that case are scattered along the paper (See e.g.

Remarks 4.2 and 5.2).

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section we prove several technical results that will be used in the proof of Theorem
1.1. We start by the following simple lemma, where it is proved that the nonnegativity
assumption of v in RY can be, in fact, replaced by the simplest one u = 0 in RY. This
reduction is useful in the integration by parts formula of Proposition 2.2.

Henceforth we denote by ey = (0,...,0,1) and we use the notation C' = C(-) to denote
positive constants depending on given quantities.
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Lemma 2.1. For any nonnegative classical solution u of (1.2), the translation-truncation
function (see Figure 1)

(2.1)

B u(r+en), xeRf,
u(zr) = _
0, r € RY

s a nonnegative classical solution of the problem

—Lu > uP, xERf,
(2.2) i
u=0, xRV

<
<

AN
-1 0

FI1GURE 1. The graph of u.

Proof. For z € RY and any y € RY it holds that
u(rty) <u(x+enx+y).

_Lﬁ(x):_/RNﬂ(x—l—y)—i—ﬂ(x—y)—Qﬂ(:c)a(y)dy

Jy ¥ vl

u(z+ev+y)+tulx+ey—y)—2u(z+en) [y
- N+2s a\ T dy
RN vl

Hence

>
|y

=—Lu(x+ey).
Since u is a solution of (1.2), we have
—Lu(zx) > —Lu(z+ey) >ul (x+ey) =0 ().
O

For any w as in Lemma 2.1, we find that wu satisfies the following regularity condition up
to the boundary of RY:

(2.3) ||u||02(1m@) < 400, V compact K C @
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It is well known that L is a self adjoint operator but we need to take care of the “integration
by part” since the test function is not smooth. This is the object of the next Proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let (25 — 1) < a < 2s, 1 € C} (RY) and v, () = (xn)} ¥ (x). Then

for any u € C? (Rf) N L, satisfying (2.3) and u =0 in RY, we have

/ uLvadx:/ v Ludzx.
RN RN

Proof. Assume that supp ¥ C Bg, R > 1. Let us define two maps
F, F:RY x (RM\{0}) = R
by

'_va(x+y)+va(x—y)—21)a(x)a A
Fl (l’,y) T |y|N+23 <‘y’> ( )

and

_uErytule—y-2u@ (y\,
By (z,y) = ‘y’NJrZs <|y|) o ().

What needs to be proved in order to get (2.3) is

(2.4) /RN (/RN\Fﬂdy> do < +o0

and

(2.5) /RN (/RN || dy> dr < +oo.

Once (2.4) and (2.5) are proved i.e. that Fy, F € L' (RY x RY), we may apply Fubini-
Tonelli’s theorem and it is classical that

/RNuLvadx:/RN (/RNFldy> d:c:/RN (/RNFldx)dy
[ ([ et +vaa =) = 2 0w o) ﬁ(ﬁ) dy
= (L e s n =) 2@l @ o) o ()

:/ </ FQda:) dy:/ (/ ngy> dx:/ voLudz.
RN RN RN RN RN

We first prove (2.4). Note that
(2.6) Fi(z,y) =0 Y(z,y) € RN x (RM\{0}),

we only consider (z,y) € RY x (R¥\ {0}). For any z € RY N{|z| > 2R}, there is v, (z) = 0.
Moreover, if |y + 2| > R, then v, (x £ y) = 0, while if |y £ x| < R, we have
2]

yl 2 Jel = ly— 2] = 5L
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Therefore, for any € RY N {|z| > 2R},

/ |Uo¢(x+y)+va(x_y)_QUa(x)|d
N+2s Y
RN ||

[Vq (2 — )] Ve (2 + y)|
= / N12s dy + N+2s dy
Br@) Y Br(-2) |y

:/ ‘(IN—yN)iw(x—yﬂder/ |(zn +yn)S 0 (z +y))|
BRr(z) Br(—z)

|y|N+28 ’y|N+2$
1

< PR ] g (B ()] + B (-2) e

dy

1
=C <N7 s,q, R, ||1/}||L°0(]R{N)) |I‘N+23'

For any & € RY N Bsp, letting z = %, we have

/ ‘UQ(QZ—Fy)—FUQ(Q?—y)—QUQ(Q?)‘
N+2s
RN ||

dy

B ‘($N+?JN)?L¢(9C+?J)+($N—?/N)i@/’(17—y)—2$%¢($)|
_/]RN |y|N+25 dy

«

A (2, 2)| a—2s
:(/ —N+2sdz xNQ,
RV 2]

Az, 2) = L+ 2850 (x +ayz) + (1 —2n) ¥ (2 —2nz) — 20 (2).
Since A satisfies

[ (1+2) v+ (1-2) v -0 - 200 d
n PRiES Yy

where

A(z,0) =0 Vz € R,
A(r,2)=A(xz,—2) V(z,2) e RY xRY,
Ae? (RN X B_) ,
and o > 0, then for any = € RY N By a second order Taylor expansion yields

127, 2] <
(2.7) 141 < C (o, R [l caen ) %

«

2%, |2 =

Therefore, for z € RY N Byp, by the condition o < 2s,

A
25) / |'T'd <0 (Vo500 R [6onen) ) -

RV |2
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We conclude that

/ |va(x+y)+va(x_y)_2va(x)|dy
RN |y|N+28
! ceRYNB
L2s—a’ x + 2R
x
(2.9) <O (Nos,o R 6l guemy) x4 .

Let us notice that by the assumption u € L, u satisfies (2.3) and v = 0 in @, we deduce
that there exists = §(u) > 0 such that

(2.10) lu| < 8 (1 + |m|28_6> Vz € RV,
Since o > 2s — 1, by (1.5), (2.6), (2.9) and (2.10),

/RN (/RN|F1|dy)dx
:/RN » (/RN \va(aﬁ+y)+|v;|](vﬁ;y)—2va(w)\

: ()l

<p [ ([ a2l ,

|y|N+28
<C(D,N,s,a.R ul g
> , 4V, 8, Q0 7H¢||CQ(RN) 25— T+ N+2s .
| JRYNBag TN RYN{lsl>2R} ||
| 1
<C’<D,N,s,a,R, ) || 7 oo / ——dx
< Wlea) |1lmisa [,
1+ 25—0
+ﬁ/ —|NJ‘F2S dr| < +o00
RYN{lz|>2R} |7
Next, we prove (2.5). Since
(2.11) Fy(z,y) =0 Y(z,y)€ (RTVU (2| > R}) x (RM\ {0}) .

we need to focus on (z,y) € (RY N Bg) x (RV\ {0}). For any z € RY N By, by (2.10),
(212)  Julz+y)| <8 (1 +lr+ yﬁ”) < C(s,6,5,R) (1 + yy|23*5) vy € RV,

Moreover, by (2.3), we obtain u € C*? <@ N B2R> and together with (2.12), we infer that

1
ullce(p, (@) TFmz Yl <N,
(o + )+~ y) — 2u ()] _ (Be @) | V5

N+2s — 1 + |y|25—5
|y| C(SadvﬁvR)W7 |y| > TN




CONICAL DIFFUSION 9

Consequently, for any x € RY N Bp, we get HuHCQ(BxN(x)) < HuHCQ( ) and then

@HBZR

/ u(z+y) +ulr—y) - 2u(z)

dy
RN |y|N+25

1+ Jy|*~°

N+2s

1
< s (£ /| ey + C 8.8 /

lyl>z N |y|
2—2s 1 1
< C <S7 57/87 R? ||u||02(@0323)) TN + 128 + I_(S
N

N
1
(2].3) S C <S7 57&7 R7 ||u||02(@ﬂBgR>)

2s°
N

T

Reasoning that a > 2s — 1, by (1.5), (2.11) and (2.13),

/ (/ |F2|dy> dx

RN RN

_ a lu (x4 y) +u(z —y) — 2u(z)| (i)’ )
—y) -2

< D[] oo vy /NQB % (/RN |u(z +y) +‘Z|(J$+28y> u(:c)!dy) .

R
1
S C <D75757ﬁ7 R? HwHL‘X’(RN) ’ HuHCQ(@ﬂBgR)) / QS—Oédx < +00.

R¥NBr TN

O

Remark 2.3. For the sake of completeness we point out that the assumption a < 2s in
Proposition 2.2 can be in fact removed. Such condition has been used in (2.7)-(2.8). On
the other hand, since the function v is compactly supported in the ball Br, a more precise
estimate of (2.7) can be obtained. Indeed, since for any x € RY N Bag and |z > % we have
that ¥ (x £ xnz) =0, then

Al < C (a,R, H¢”o2(RN)> <

and

1
1+ ——, a>2s,

| | a—2s?

A N

1, a < 2s.
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Therefore for any x € RY N Bap,

/ |va(:€+y)+va(:€—y)—ZUa(x)|d
N+2s Y
RN ||

4] ) .
= dz | x3 ~°
(/]RN |Z’N+2$ N

1’ a > 237

1+ |logx , = 28’
SC(N,S,@,R,\WHCQ(RN)) x 1| e

—5ia @< 2s

TN

and as a result

RYNByR RN
(% (.73—|—y) + Vo (.73 - y) - 2Ua (.77)‘
< D llull; e / (/ | dy | dxr < +o0.
H HL (B2r) Rme2R RN |y|N+28

We are now concerned with the computation of the operator (1.1) acting on barrier type
functions. The result of the next Lemma is partially known, in particular the fact that for
o =s, (zn)] is harmonic see e.g. [12,33]. But a complete result for v € (0,2s) doesn’t seem

to be available, so we decided to put here the statement and a short proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < oo < 25 and w, (z) = (xn). For any x € RY,
Lw, (z) = Cozs ™,

where
<0, 0<a<s,

C,{ =0, a=s,
>0, s<a<?2s.

Proof. For any x € RY,

(e} _ (0% _ 2 o
Lw, (x) = / oyl + (fvji% o ™, (i) dy
RN ||
B / (/+oo (rn + T@N)i + (zn — TQN)f‘L — 2IaNdr> 0 (0) db
sv-1 \Jo

T1+25

sl <1+%r>*;£%_ IS P

By the change of variable t = %r, with Oy # 0, we obtain

o

+oo (1+9—Nr> +(1—9—Nr) —2
0

7"1+25

dr
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(1651 28/+°° (1+t)j‘_+(1—t)i—2dt
TN B t1+2s

2s —28

= Cq |0N|
Moreover, the above equalities are stlll true for y = 0. Thus we have
Lw, (7) = Cozy

Cy = Ca (/ O8] a (6) d9> :
SN-1

By the assumption (1.6) it turns out that

/ O ]> a (0)d0 > 0.
SN—-1

Hence the sign of C,, is given by ¢,. For this, by the same arguments of [12, Lemma 2.4]
concerning the case o = s (see also [9, Lemma 2.3]), we get that

with

<0, O0<a<s,
cad =0, a=s,
>0, s<a<2s.
Hence the result follows. 0
Lemma 2.5. Let u,g,h € C? (RY) N L.
(1) For any R >0 and up = u (%),

Lug (z) = R™*Lu (%) Vo € RY.

(2) For u = gh,
Lu(z) = g (x) Lh(z) + h(z) Lg (z) +]g. k] (x) Vz € RY,
where
o) — lg(z+y) —g@)][h(r+y) —h()]
ot = [ i

+

lg(z —y) —g@)][h(z —y) —h(z)] y
y ¥ }“ (Iyl) w

Proof. For any R > 0,

R e a ()
w (L —y) —2u (L)
S +y)+1 |<N“Sy) B () i
=R Lu ().

hence we get Lemma 2.5-(1). Next, for z € RY and any y € RY,
g@+y)h(z+y)+g@—y h(x—y)—2g()h(z)




12 ISABEAU BIRINDELLI, LELE DU AND GIULIO GALISE
=g +y)+g(r—y) =29 @) h(z)+[h(r+y)+h(z—y)=2h)]g ()
+tlg+y) —g@)]h@+y) —h@)]+]g@—y) —g@]h@-y) —h@)]
Lemma 2.5-(2) is a direct result of the above identity. O

We conclude this section with a continuity property of the function [ introduced in Lemma
2.5-(2) that will be used in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.6. Let (2s — 1) < a <min{1,2s}, p € C} (RY) and w, (z) = (zn)]. For any
{z,} CRY and z,, = zo € RY as n — +o0, we have

nETool [Wa, ] (2n) = I |wa, ] (T0) -

Proof. By Lemma 2.5-(2),

s ) 2) = [

{ [((xn)N + yN)(.T_ - (xn)?v] [90 (xn + y) - (xnﬂ

n PREEE
[((xn)N - yN)j_ — (mnﬁv} [p (zn —y) — ¢ (zn)] a A
i PR (Iyl) dy
= . H, (y)dy.

Since 0 < o < 1, for any n € N and y € RY we have

|((@n)y £yn)T = ()| < lynl”

Moreover,
lyl, lyl <1,
foen )~ o)l £ € (Iolloan) < {1 15
Hence we get
1
T yl <1,
Ha ()] < H (5) = C (D, [ ¢llorem)) x4
Wm, lyl > 1.

By the assumption 2s — 1 < o < 2s, we have H € L' (RN). By Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem, we reach the conclusion. 0

3. NONEXISTENCE IN THE HALF SPACE Rf

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. Observe that Theorem 1.1 is true
if N = 1, in this case the operators (1.1) satisfying (1.5)-(1.6) reduce, up to a positive
multiplicative constant, to the 1-dimensional fractional Laplacian. The proof can be done
in a similar way to the case N > 2 but every step is much simpler, details are left to the
reader. So from now on we suppose that N > 2 unless otherwise specified.

We start with some geometric considerations concerning the cones ¥, - (x), see (1.4) for
their definition. Next lemma is basic, we report a proof for the reader’s convenience.
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Lemma 3.1. Given v € S¥~! and 7 € (0, 1], then for any x € OB it holds
|X,.- () N By > 0.

Proof. If x - v # 0, there exists ¢y € R and g > 0 such that yo = z +tov € ¥, (z) N By and
B, (o) C (X,+ (z) N By), hence

207 () O B > [ Bz, (90)] > 0.

If 2 - v = 0, then we can pick 7 € S¥~! such that 2 -7 # 0 and 0 < |7 — v| < Z. For any
y € X5,z (z) we have

(y—2)-v[ =y —=) v|-lly—2) -V
> (1=Z)ly—al=Fly—al= Q=7 ly—al.
Then Y5 - (z) C X, ; (z) and by the first part of the proof we conclude that
%0 (2) N By| > S5z (2) N By| > 0.

Remark 3.2. In the whole space RN, for any x € 0By, it is obvious that
1S (@) N B NRY| =[S, ()N By| >0

as showed in Lemma 3.1, see also Figure 2.

FIGURE 2. The blue area |X, ; (z) N By| > 0.

However, in the half space RY , there might be that for some x € ORY N OB,
1S, (@) N B NRY| =0,

see Figure 3.
Our strategy is therefore the following: since, as a consequence of Lemma 3.1,

S, (0) N By (e)] > 0,
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we can then slightly move the center of the ball By (en) fromen = (0,...,0,1) to (1 —7) ey =
(0,...,0,1 — =), with v > 0 sufficiently small, in order to guarantee that

‘Bl (1—=7)en) QRY‘ >0
and that for any x € ORY N OB, ((1 — ) en)
(3.1) 1Z- ()N By (1 —7y)en) NRY| >0,
see Figure 4. In fact, condition (3.1) is still true for any x € 9B, (1 — ) ex) NRY.

AN

2z, (x)

RN—]

FIGURE 3. |3, (z) N B; NRY| = 0.

AN

Z, . (x)

RN—]

FIGURE 4. The blue area |, (z) N By ((1 — ) ey) NRY| > 0.

The above considerations are summarized in the following
Corollary 3.3. Given v € SN~' and 7 € (0,1], then there ewist v = v (v,7) € (0,1) such
that for any x € 0By ((1 — ) ex) NRY,
130, () N By (1 —7)en) NRY| > 0.
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Next theorem is the main result from which Theorem 1.1 easily follows, as proved at the
end of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Assume 1 < p < %fﬁ If u € C* (Rf) N Ls is a nonnegative solution of
(2.2) satisfying (2.3), then u = 0.

Proof. For the vy, 79 given in (1.6), by Corollary 3.3, there exists 0 < 79 < 1 such that for

any z € 0By ((1 — ) en) NRY,
(3.2) S0, (@) N By (1 —70) en) NRY| > 0.
We choose ¢ € C5° (R™) such that 0 < ¢ <1in By ((1—7)en) and
1z € By ((L—0)en).
p(z) =
07 xz ¢ Bl ((1_70)61\[)7

see Figure 5.

' %000 @

RN—l

FI1GURE 5. The graph of ¢.

For any s < o < min {1, 2s}, we define
o (z) 1= wa(x)p (2) := (zn)3 @ (2).
Step 1. For any given ag € (s, min {1, 2s}), we show that there exists M > 0 such that
(3.3) —Léo, (x) — Ls (v) < Moy (x) Vo € RY.

For this we first note that for any z € RY N {|x — (1 — 7o) en| > 1}, by the assumption (1.5)
we infer that

— Lo, (x) — Lops (x) = —

¢ao(w+y)+¢ao(x—y)a<y)dy

RN |y|N+28 ‘yl
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os (x+y) + ¢s (x — y) (’ ‘)d <0=Mo,(x).

RN |y‘N+25

Hence we only need to show that

(3.4) inf Loay (@) + Los(2)  _

z€RYNB1((1—0)en) s (x)

Assuming that (3.4) is not true, then there exists a convergent sequence {z,}, C RY N
By ((1 — ) en) such that

(3.5) lim o0 (T ¥ L0 (2n) _

n—-+oo ¢s (J,’n>

Let z, = oo € RY N By ((1 —70) en) as n — +oo. We distinguish different cases, each of
them producing a contradiction to (3.5).

Case 1: 2, € Rﬂ\: N By ((1 — 7o) en). We obtain
lim L¢ao ( n) + L¢s (xn) = L¢ao (:Uoo) + L¢s (xoo)

n—+00
and
0< lm . () = 6 () < +2%,
then
lim Lo, (xn) + Loos () _ Loq, (Too) + Lops (Ioo)
n—+00 s (Tn) s (Too)

Case 2: 2o € RY NOB; ((1 — ) en). Recalling that a > 0, by (1.6) and (3.2) we have
¢a0 (:Eoo + y) + ¢ao (xoo - ( )

’y‘N+2S

lim Loy, (xn) + Los (2,) =

n—+o00 RN

+ N+2s
RN Y|
> d/ Pay (Too +Y) ]"\[i"+‘;25:vo (Too — d
Sug.r0(0) ||

PN 7—0(0)

|y|N+23

Moreover, ¢s (x,) > 0 for any n and

lim ¢ (z,) =0,

n—-+o0o

thus

lim Lo, (xn) + Lds (n)

n—-+o0o ¢s ({L‘n> &
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Case 3: Too € ORY N By ((1 — 7o) en). By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5-(2), for any = € RY
Lo, (2) + Los () = Cagp (2) 23 + 2y Lep (z) + 2y Lo (2)

(3.6) + 1 [Wag, @] () + L ws, ] (z) ,

where C,,, > 0 and
Hwag, #] () + Lws, ¢] (2)
_ / { lo(z+y) — @) [(zy +yn) + (an +yn)} — 23 — o]

‘y’N+2s

[o(x—y) — o (@)] [(zx —yn)T + (2y —yn)} — 23 — 23] A
+ N+2s a\ T Y-
Y| Y|
We see that
i Cagp () - (2)3 7 = oo
and

lim () L (2n) + (20)y L@ (2n) = 0.

n—-+00

Moreover Lemma 2.6 yields

m 1 [Wag, ] (¥0) + 1 ws, 0] (Tn) = 1 [Wag, @] (Too) + L ws, ] (o)

n—-+o0o

hence by (3.6),
lim Lo, (2,,) + Los (2,) = +00.

n—-+40o

By the fact
lim ¢g(z,) =0,

n—-+o00

and ¢, (x,) > 0 for any n, we get

lim Lo, () + Lds (1)

i Bs (1) = oo

Case 4: o € ORY NIB; ((1 — 7o) en). Notice that by (3.6), since ¢(z,) > 0 for any n,
37 Loy (20) + Lo (0) > (w0)§ Lep (24) + (20) 5 L (20)
' + U wag, @] (zn) + Lws, @] (zn) -

It is obvious that
(3.8) lim (2,)30 Lo (20) + () Lep (1) = 0.

n—-+00

Since a > 0, by (1.6), Lemma 2.6 and (3.2) we have

lim | [wao7 90] (xn) + l [U}S7 QD] (.ﬁl?n) — (ba() (xoo + y) ]—Vi_—i_fjo (IOO - y>a (i) dy
n—+00 RN |y| ‘y’
Gs (Too + ) + ¢s (Too — ) <1) d
+ BN |y‘N+28 a ‘y’ y
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¢o¢ (:Eoo + y) + ¢a (xoo -y
Z d/ ° N+2s ° )dy
Sug1m0 (0) ]

dy > 0.

(3.9) +d / i 01 (oo +8) + 01 (70 — )

‘y|N+28

Combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) with the fact
lim g, () =0

n—-+00
and ¢ (x,) > 0 for any n, even in this case we get :
L Lbay () + L6, (1)

o B (1) =t

In conclusion, we have reached a contradiction to (3.5) for any 2o, € RY N By ((1 — ) en),
then inequality (3.3) holds.

Step 2. For any R > 0, we make the following rescaling

1, r € B 0 (R<1_’70)6N)7
. LA R(l 2)
@R(I’)*Qp( >{07 xgéBR(R(l—"yD)eN)

For any s < o < min {1, 2s}, we define
bar () = (vN) R (7).

Since u is solution of (2.2), by Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.5-(1) we obtain

/R . WP, pdr < — R /R ) (%NL orLudz
<R’ /1R ) (%N>+ orLuds — R® /R ) (%N)i onLuds
— _R /RN uLo, (%) dr — R~ /RN uLbag (%) da
e f el (3) s (3]
Now we use (3.3) to infer that

[l G- 10 G210 o e 0

and that
(3.10) / uPos pdr < MR_QS/ ups pdz.
RY RY

Since 0 < ¢y r < (xn)% and Br (R (1 — ) en) C Bag, we may apply the Holder inequality
to get, for any p > 1,

/ ups pdr < / uP gy rdx
Rﬁ REQBR(R(]-_'YO)&N)

p—1

/ ¢S,Rd$
RYNBr(R(1—0)en)

D=
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(N+s)(p—1) v
<C(N,p)R > (/ up¢s,Rd:v) :
RY

Therefore, by (3.10),

(3.11) / Wy pdr < C (N, M,p) RN"*#1,
RY

Step 3. In the case p = 1, we immediately obtain u = 0 by letting R — 400 in (3.10).
We now consider p > 1. Since pr — poo =1 in ]RN and @5 p — @500 = T as R — +o00, if
we let R — 400 in (3.11), we have u =0 prov1ded p < N+S

%fs, then we infer that
S

If instead p =

(3.12) / ryuPdr < 4o00.
]RN

We can rewrite
/ ups pdx :/ ugbsﬁdz—{—/ ups rdx.
RY RY RYn{VR<|z|<2R}

Using once again the fact 0 < ¢,z < (zn)%, by the Hélder inequality we obtain

NByr

p—1

0 e
/ ugs rdxr < / xyuPdx / rydx
RYNB 5 RYNB 5 RYNB 5
1
(N+5)(p—1) P
<C(N,p)R % (/ x}u”dx)
Ry

=C(N,p) R® (/ vaupdx>
RY
and

1
/ ups pdr < xyuPdr / ryd
RYn{VR<|z|<2R} RNm{\F<|x\<2R} RYn{VR<|z|<2R}

1

(N+S)(p 1) g
<C(N,p)R —» / ryuPdz
RYn{VR<|z|<2R}
1

= C(N,p) R* / ryuPdr | .
RYn{VR<e|<2R}

p—1

P

By (3.10), we get

/Up¢s,Rd93§C(N>M,p) R / ryuPde |+ / ryuPd
RY RY RYN{VR<|z|<2R}
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Therefore, by (3.12) the right-hand side of the above inequality goes to 0 as R — +o0 and

we again conclude that u = 0. 0
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u be any nonnegative classical solution of (1.2). By Lemma 2.1,
the function u, defined in (2.1), is a nonnegative classical solution of (2.2). Theorem 3.4
yields @ = 0 in R, hence

>0, zny <1,
Y :0, LL'NZ:[

For any = with Ty = 1, we have
0=u (7) < —Lu(¥) = —/ ity ey, (i) dy <0
RN |y Y
and Lu () = 0. Since u € C? (RY), then u =0 in %, , (Z) NRY. The arbitrariness of z

implies u = 0 in RY and moreover u = 0 a.e. in RY, see Figure 6.

AN
%000 ®)
xy =1
X
u=0
RN—]
0
u=0 ae.
FIGURE 6

4. OPTIMALITY OF THE CRITICAL EXPONENT —%i—z

We prove that the exponent p = % in Theorem 1.1 is sharp, in the sense that there is

at least some operator in the class (1.1) for which problem (1.2) has nontrivial solutions as
soon as p > % In fact, this occurs whenever a(f) is any positive constant function, in

which case —L coincides, up to a multiplicative constant, with (—A)*.
Theorem 4.1. For any p > % and N > 2, the problem

—AYu>uP, reRY,
(4.1) (A = .
u=0, zeRY

admits positive classical solutions.
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Proof. Let
we () = (zn)}, 0<a<s.

Consider the Kelvin transform of w,, given by

_ 1 x (zn)5
Wa (1) = —F=g;Wa ( 2> = W € C* (RY) NL,.

| ]

By the general property of the Kelvin transformation
1
(=8 ali) = vz (-8 ().
77 ]

see e.g. [31, Proposition A.1], from Lemma 2.4 we infer that for any x € Rf,

. 1 TN a=2s Ty 2s
— (=A) W, (z) = Cy z |N+gs( ) :Cawvm»

where C,, < 0.
For 0 < ¢ < (—C,)# T, we define the function

u(x) =ew, ().

For any z € RY, then we have

a—2s ap
(=AY u(r) +uf (r) =eCy—aN  pop TN
| |N 2s+2a |:L‘|(N725+2a)p
a—2s ap—a+2s
R p—1__ IN
(42) - €| |N 254-2c (Ca te |x|(N25+2a)(p1)) ’

When N“ <p< we can choose a € (0, s) in such a way

Nogs
ap—a+2s=(N—-2s+2a)(p—1),

ie a= N(p# Then, from (4.2), for any = € RY we have
a—2s
(4.3) — (=AY’ u(z) +uP(z) < e— N ___ (Ca+e7h) <.

— | ‘N 2542

Thus u is a classical solution of (4.1) when £+ < p <
If p >

N— 23
then for any « € (0,s) one has

popord
ap—a+2s < (N —-2s+2a)(p—1).
In view (4.2), u satisfies (4.3) for any z > 1. As a consequence, the function
_ u(z+ey), zeRY,
u(x) = —
0, x e RY

is in turn a solution of (4.1).

21
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Remark 4.2. The existence result of Theorem /J.1 remains valid even if N = 1. We briefly
discuss this aspect by distinguishing the cases 0 < s < % and % <s< 1.

If 0 < s < 1, using the fact that the function |x|~U=%9 is s-harmonic in R\ {0}, one can
argue as in the proof of Theorem 4.1 with N replaced by 1.

If instead 1 <'s < 1, the function |z|*~! is still s-harmonic in R\ {0} (if s = 1 we simply
mean the constant 1) but unbounded at infinity if s > % The equivalent formulation of (4.2)
for the function

(2)%

u(z) = |z[20-25+1
18
s eCly, eP
- (_A) u (l’) + u? (.T) - rlta + r(1+a—2s)p
€ gp—1
- rlto (Ca + :L‘(1+oc—25)p—1—oz> Va € R+’

1+(2s—1)p

where C,, < 0. In this case we can choose o = s such a way

p—1
(1+a—-2s)p=a+1
and, differently from the previous cases N =1 and 0 < s < % or N > 2, the exponent « is

now always positive since, for any p > }%z, it turns out that H(j%l)p € (2s—1,s). Hence

— (=AY u(z)+uP(x) <0 VreR,.

5. NONEXISTENCE IN THE WHOLE SPACE RV

We prove in this section that below the nonlocal Serrin exponent, the only entire non
negative supersolution in RY is the trivial one. The proof is similar to the case of the half
space but simpler and it is given for completeness and clarity sake.

Theorem 5.1. Let N > 2 and 1 <p < NJ_VQS. Ifue C? (RN) N L, is a nonnegative solution
of

(5.1) —Lu>u? inRY,

then u = 0.

Proof. We choose ¢ € Cg° (]RN) such that 0 < ¢ <1 in By and
1, =€ By,
o r) = {0, v ¢ Bs.
We claim that there exists M > 0 such that
(5.2) —Ly(z) < My (z) VzeRY
By the assumption (1.5), for any |z| > 2

Cto = [ ety tel@—y (y _ .
oto) == [ B () <0010 o)
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Hence (5.2) is equivalent to

L
(53) i 220 o
B ¢ ()
Assume (5.3) does not hold, then there exists a convergent sequence {z,}, C By such that
Ly (z,
(5.4) lim Z2()

n—-+o0o gp ({L‘n)

Let 2, = Zoo € By as n — +00. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1: |zo| < 2. In this case
L L
o Le(n) Lo
n—+oo () ¢ (Too)
which is a finite quantity since ¢ € C5° (RY) and ¢ (z) > 0.

Case 2: |zs| = 2. By the assumptions (1.5)-(1.6) and using Lemma 3.1, we have

. Lgp(xn)_/RNw(fcooer)ﬂLw(fcoo—y)a(g) d

n——+o00 |y|N+25 |y‘
> d/ 0 (T + ) ]Jvrjs(ivoo - y)dy S0
S, (0) |yl
Thus
Lo (z,
lim # (2n) =400

n—-+00 gp (l‘n)

Therefore, the assumption (5.4) can not occur, so that (5.2) holds.

For any R > 0, we consider the rescaled test-function
x

o= e(5)

Multiplying (5.1) by ¢g, integrating by parts, then using Lemma 2.5-(1) and (5.2) we have

(5.5) / uPppdr < —/ uLypgpdr < MR wprdr.
RN RN

RN
By the Holder inequality,

p—1

ungdx < ( uP Rdx) ’ (/ @Rdx) ’
BQR BQR
C .

1

( )RN(p 1) (/ up(dex)p
RN

Thus, by (5.5), we obtain that for any p > 1

IN

2sp

(5.6) / wPprdr < C (N, M,p) RN v-1.
RN
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In the case p = 1, we let R — +o0 in (5.5) to get u = 0. When 1 < p < %%, letting

R — 400 in (5.6), we infer that u = 0. If p = %5, then (5.6) yields, in the limit as
R — 400, that

(5.7) / uPdr < 400.
RN

Moreover, in this case, we can rewrite

/ ugoRdx:/ ugoRd:c—i-/ wpprdz.
RN 2| <VR VR<|z|<2R

By the Hélder inequality

1
/ uprdr < C (N, p) R’ </ upd:v> ’
|z|<VE RN

and

B =

/ uppdr < C (N, p) R* </ updx>
VR<|z|<2R VR<|z|<2R

Therefore, by (5.5), it follows that
R (/ updx> ’ + (/ updx) .
RN VR<|z|<2R

In view of (5.7), we again conclude that u = 0 by letting R — +o0. O

Remark 5.2. If N =1, Theorem 5.1 reads as follows: if s > %, then u = 0 is the only
nonnegative solution of (5.1) for any p > 1; if instead s < %, then the same conclusion holds
provided 1 < p < ﬁ

/ uPordr < C (N, M, p)
RN
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