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BOUNDARY BLOW-UP SOLUTIONS OF SECOND ORDER QUASILINEAR
EQUATION ON INFINITE CYLINDERS

INDRANIL CHOWDHURY AND N. N. DATTATREYA

AssTtrACT. This article studies large solutions, for a class of Quasi-linear equations involving
p-Laplacian on the infinite cylindrical domains. We study the wellposedness of ‘weak’ large
solutions on infinite cylinders by the convergence of large solutions on finite cylinders and
observe that any such solution coincides with the large solution on its cross-section. Finally,
the results are generalized to a class of operators involving non-linearity in the gradient.

1. INTRODUCTION

The focus of this paper is the existence and uniqueness of solutions for the following prob-
lem

(L1 {diV(Q(IVul)Vu) = fw  inS(w)

u(x) = o as dist(x, dS (w)) — 0,

on the infinite cylinder S (w) = w X R, where w is a C?> domain in R"™!, Q : (0, ) — (0, o)
is a C! function such that Q(0*) = 0 and (Q(r)r)’ > O for r > 0, and f : [0,00) — [0, c0)
increasing, continuous function such that f(r) — oo as r — oo.

In general, the existence of a solution for (1.1) is connected with the ‘Keller-Osserman’
condition, when Q(r) = 1 it reads as

< ds
VE(s)

where F is the primitive of f. Such solutions, whenever they exist, are called Large Solutions.
Other terminologies used in the literature are Explosive Solutions and Boundary Blow-up So-
lutions. In connection with complex analysis, the work of L.Biberbach [11] in 1916 dealt with
the wellposedness of similar problems for Q(r) = 1 andandroid f(¢) = €' on a planer domain,
and conformal map representation of the solution on a simply connected domain. Simulta-
neous yet independent works of Keller and Osserman around 1957 marked the beginning of
studying large solutions. Keller’s work was on Electrodynamics concerning the equilibrium
of charged gas particles in a container [26, 27], and Osserman’s [40] is concerned with the
geometry of the ball and the Gauss curvature. Another interesting work towards the boundary
blow-up solution involving the Laplace operator related to stochastic control is [29] by J. M.
Lasry and P. L. Lions.

< oo,

The wellposedness of large solutions for semi-linear elliptic equations on bounded domains
are well studied by now, the related developments are in e.g. [7, 33, 5, 6, 1, 34] and the
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references therein. For instance, the existence of blow-up solutions for two types of locally
Lipschitz non-decreasing force function, one having zero and the other strictly positive, is
studied in [1]. The articles [5, 6] deal with —Au = au — b(x)f(u) and Au + |Vu|? = p(x)u”
respectively. Whereas [13, 31] deal with a symmetric solution on a ball for f(¢) = f (1) — At.

Another interesting topic regarding the large solution is its asymptotic behaviour near the
boundary, see [13, 21] for the results in the unit ball and half cylinder respectively. The
asymptotic behaviour of large solutions is largely studied for its dependence is not just on
the operator or the force function but also on the shape of the domain’s boundary, we refer
[7, 21, 30, 9, 2, 3, 25, 31] for related results on bounded domains. Papers [2, 3] deal with the
force functions of the form u? and e*, [25] provides the exact rate of blow-up of the solution to
Au = b(x)f(u) on a smooth domain. The second-order effect for such is in [9]. Asymptotic on
the derivative of the large solution is found in [8]. The dependence of the large solution on the
curvature of the boundary can be found in [10, 15]. Results for a non-smooth domain can be
found in [34] and on fractal domains in [36]. Work regarding Logistic Equations is available
in [22, 14]. The existence of large solutions to the Monge-Ampere equation is dealt with in
[35, 39, 42, 41]. An interesting use of a large solution is discussed in [28].

The wellposedness and asymptotic of large solutions on bounded domains associated with
p-Laplacian have also been explored in recent decades, we refer [37, 38, 23] and the references
therein. In [16, 19], the authors studied similar results on a bounded domain for a general
quasilinear equation of the form —div(Q(|Vu|Vu)) + Af(u) = g, and, on the same note, fully
nonlinear problems of the form u — A,u + B|Vul|? = f are studied in [12].

If f = 0, the Keller Osserman condition fails, rendering the non-existence of large solutions.
Blowing up at the boundary isn’t an inherent property of this local operator but is imposed by
the boundary condition. Non-linearity tries to avert the solution from blowing up in the form
of a local bound on the solution, boundary condition encourages the solution to blow up. The
border at which one takes over the other is the Keller-Osserman condition.

As discussed in [27], the non-existence of blow-up solution on the whole space R”" raises
a natural question: to explore similar results when one or more directions are unbounded,
but not all! The answer for semi-linear equations (Q(r) = 1) can be found in [4]. In this
paper, the authors proved that such a solution on an infinite cylindrical domain exists using
the convergence of a large solution on the finite cylinders becoming unbounded in particular
direction(s), and proves that such a large solution coincides with the large solution on the
corresponding slice of the cylinder, intuition to which is from the same problem in R, where
they have shown that the solutions v, in (—¢, £) converges to zero locally uniformly as £ — co.

We aim to achieve similar existence results of (1.1) by the approximation of the large so-
lutions on finite cylinders becoming unbounded in particular direction(s). For simplicity, first
we carry out the analysis when Q(r) = r”> for p > landon § = § (BllV ~1(0)), and prove the
following statements:

(i) There exists u € Wllo’so(S ) that solves (1.1) with Q(r) = "2, p > 1, when f satisfy
Keller Osserman type condition given in (A1) bellow.
(ii) u is independent of the last variable and solves a corresponding problem on B’f‘l(O) for
a fixed last variable.
(iii) u is unique in solving (1.1) for Q(r) = rP~2,p > 1, with an additional compatible
condition on f.
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The first two results are then generalized to (1.1) in section 5.

Along the proof, we observe that {u,}, the large solutions on finite cylinder BllV “L0yx(-¢, 0),
is a decreasing sequence of non-negative functions, and so define u to be its limit. In the case
of the Laplace operator, local uniform convergence of u; to u pushes the limit beyond the
operator as in [4], where the authors consider point-wise solutions. They construct Maximal
large solutions and Minimal large solutions on the infinite cylinder and show that both maximal
and minimal large solutions of the finite cylinders converge to the maximal large solution on
the infinite cylinder, which is due to the construction of the maximal large solution (see [4]),
for the minimal large solution, they consider a slightly different, finite boundary data on finite
cylinders. For p # 2, our solution is weak, which facilitates the need to change the limit and
the integral, where the hurdle appears due to two reasons: One is the presence of non-linearity
in the gradient, and the other is the boundary condition, which doesn’t allow the solution to
become a test function, up to scaling and translation. Although it is possible to get a local
uniform convergence similar to the proof of the existence of a large solution on a bounded
domain as in [16], which uses a local uniform gradient bound on domains with positive mean
curvature, we avoid it since we are only concerned about the limit of {u,} being a large solution
on the infinite cylinder, which can be achieved by a weaker convergence. We show a local W'+
convergence using a vector inequality and a suitable cutoff test function. In section 3, we show
how the idea in the proof of blow-up control in [37] can be used to get a local uniform bound
on the solution of (1.1) by building a radial, blow-up super solution on balls, with the help of
results from section 2.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we discuss the problem
given, in dimension one. in Section 3, we provide definitions and basic properties. We also
prove a local uniform bound for weak solutions and local L” norm bound for its gradient in
a bounded domain. In Section 4, we prove the results stated above, and in Section 5, we
generalize some of those results to (1.1).

2. AnaLysis IN ONE-DIMENSION

This section demonstrates a one-dimensional analysis for a problem general than (1.1). The
results are similar to [4] studied for a linear operator and also conjectured for the equation
of type (2.1). This analysis provides an intuition to the asymptomatic in higher dimensions.
Moreover, the solution built in this provides a way to construct a radially symmetric increasing
solution for (1.1) on balls. Similar techniques for (1.1) are in [17]. The uniqueness of positive
large solutions to the p-Laplace operator can be found in [24].

Consider the problem on a sequence of domains in R, whose limit is the whole space. For
¢ > 0, we take,

(2.1) A = f) in (=40
2.2) v(x) > o as x— =zl

Where A : R — R is a continuously differentiable, increasing function with A(0) = 0 and
A’(r) > 0V r > 0; further assumptions on A, required for the analysis, will be discussed in
due course. In addition, f : [0, 00) — [0, c0) is a continuous function which is increasing and
f(r)>0forr>0and f(f) » coast — oo.

Example. One may consider,
i) A(r) = |r|P~%r, which is the p-Laplacian.
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ii) A(r) = \/127

(A1) We assume the following Keller Osserman condition: For any r > 0

0 ds
\PA(I”) = j: m < 0

Which is denoted as f ® % < 0. Where

F(x) = fxf(s) ds, B(x)= fo'(s)s ds.
0 0

e ([~ d
Example. When A(r) = |rP~%r we get W,(r) = (1 - —)If xl < oo and for f(t) =
p r F(s)r

< d
(Al) becomes f * oco. Therefore, g > p — 1.

g+1

xr
For a vy € (0, +0), we consider the following IVP:
2.3) (AW)) = f(w) Vx> xp
wi(x,) =0 and w(x,) = v.

Multiplying both sides by w’, integrating between x,, < x, and by a change of variable

W (X) w(x)
f A'(s)sds = f(s) ds.
0 V

0

Then we have by the above notation, B(w’(x)) = F(w(x)) — F(vo). Which implies
(2.4) W) ~1
B~H{F(w(x)) - F(vo)}

Integrating from x,, to x with the change of variable applied to the left-hand side, we get,

w(x)
2.5) f‘ ___ds = X - X
w  BTHF(s) = F(v)}

Note that the right side of (2.5) blows-up to oo as x — oo, whereas by assuming (A1) the left
side remains finite as long as vy = v(x,,) > 0. Therefore w should blow up at a finite value of
x, say x = £(vg), where (x,,, £(vg)) is the maximal interval of existence. We have

0 ds
(2.6) f0o) =+ f B~ {F(w(x) = F(vo)}’

Tracing the steps back, any w defined implicitly as in (2.5) solves (2.3). To see the uniqueness
of solution to (2.3), assume w; and w, are two solutions, then by (2.5)

fW2(X) ds
=0,
wiw BTHEF(s) = F(vo)}
implies w; = wy for all x > x,, as the integrand is positive. To this end, we have that w is the
only solution to (2.3) and is implicitly given by (2.5).
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Similarly, let w solve the counterpart

{(A(w’))' = fw) VY x<x,

W (xm) =0 w(Xpm) = Vo,

we can construct a function

V(x) = {w(x) if x > x,,

w(x) if x < x,

that solves (2.1) and (2.2) uniquely on (—£(vy), €(vg)) and is given implicitly as in (2.5).

Further whenever x < x,, by reflection, 2x,,, — x > x,, and so v(2x,, — x) solve (2.3), and vice
versa. We deduce that v(2x,, — x) = v(x) for all x for which v is defined. Since the domain we
are looking for is symmetrical about 0, we are forced to consider x,, = 0. Thus, v blows up at
+{(vg), v(—x) = v(x) for all x € (—€(vp), €(vp)) and, is implicitly given by

v(x) ds
@7 | iR g = Y e CLoo oo

It is easy to see that v is decreasing in (—£(vg), 0) and increasing in (0, £(vp)) as v > 0 by chain
rule. Thus we have

(2.3) Vo = v(x) = v(xp)

min
x&(=t(vo),L(vo))
Before going further, we consider some necessary assumptions regarding the integrability

of fo W;(S)} for any r € (0, 00), which is, denoted by fo+ m.

(A2) f0+ #;(s)} = oo, which is called the Osgood Condition.

ds
(A3) jé+ m < 00,

First, we prove a lemma that gives non-existence of a large solution on R
Lemma 2.1. Assume (A2) and vy as in (2.8), then vy # 0.

Proof. Assume the contrary, then F(vg) = 0. The equation (2.3) in this case has a unique
solution w = 0, because, if w(x) > 0 for some x, take xo = min{x | w(x) > 0}, then x5 > 0,
w(xg) = 0 and (xp, o) € {x | w(x) > 0}.

By (2.7), with the same argument as between (2.3) and (2.5), and integrating between x < y

we get,
fW(y) ds
—_— - X
vy BUF()

Letting x — xg, we get a contradiction to (A2) as the left-hand side would then become infinite,
whereas the right-hand side remains finite. Hence vg # 0. O

Theorem 2.2. With (A1) and (A2), for any £ > O there exists a unique solution v, to (2.1),(2.2)
with the following properties:

(i) vg is convex.
(ii) v¢ — O uniformly on any compact subset of R, as £ — oo.
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Proof. We prove the existence of v, for all £ > 0 by showing that £(vy) : (0, +o0) — (0, +00),
as a function of vy, is onto, and uniqueness by showing that it is one-one. To show that it is
onto, we show that it is continuous, lim £(vg) = 0 and lim0 {(vg) = oo.

vo—

Vp—00
We have defined v, above. As we have observed by chain rule v'* > 0, hence (i) holds.
Step 1: €(vp) is onto.

By (2.6) and change of variable, we get,

00 ds
t(vo) = ’
(VO) ﬁ B—I{F(v(s +v9)) — F(v)}

hence ¢ is a continuous function of vy. Differentiating the denominator of the integrand with
respect to vo

d
(2.9) d_vo{F(s +vo) = F(vo)} = f(s +vo) = f(vo) 2 0,

implies that F(s+vg)— F(vp) is increasing with respect to v for a fixed s. Since B is increasing,
B~YF(s + vy) — F(v)} is increasing in v and hence £(v) is decreasing in vo. For s > 0

S+Vo S+Vo

F(s+vo)— F(v) = f@)dt> Sfvo) dt = sf(v),
Vo Vo
thus F(s + vg) — F(vg) — 400 as vy — oo because f(r) — co when r — co. We claim that
B(x) = +00 as x — +oo. With this we have, B~ {F(s + vo) — F(vg)} — o as vy — oo and so
lim £(vg) = 0.

Vp—00
To prove the claim, we notice that A’ > « for some @ > 0 as it is continuous. Hence,
X

lim B(x)> lim as ds = +oo.
X—+00 x—+o0 Jg

On the other hand, as vo — 0, F(s + vo) — F(vo) — F(s), thus B"Y{F(s + vo) — F(vp)} de-
creases to B~!{F(s)} by (2.9). By Monotone convergence theorem and (A2) we then conclude
that lim £(vg) = oo.

V0—>0

Step 2: To show that ¢ is strictly decreasing with respect to vg.
Since f is monotonically increasing, f(s + vg) — f(vg) > O for large s, by (2.9) we get that
F(s +vy) — F(vg) is strictly increasing for large s and so

1
B~YF(s+vp) — F(vp)}

is strictly decreasing, as a result ¢ is strictly decreasing. That proves the claim.

Step 3: Uniqueness for solution of (2.1),(2.2).

Say v; and v, are two solutions. If v(l) = v(z), uniqueness follows from the uniqueness of (2.3)

and its counterpart. If v(l) < v%, then, f(v(l)) < f(v%). They can not simultaneously solve (2.2).
Step 4: Proof of (ii).
Integrating (2.4) from x > x,, to £(vo) for w = vy, we get,

0 ds
={ - X.
fw(x) BF(s)— Fogy 0 ™%
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When ¢ = £(vg) — oo, due to Keller-Osserman and Osgood conditions v¢(x) — 0. For any
compact set K in R we can find a > 0 in R such that K C [—a, a] in R, since vg(a) — 0, vy — 0
uniformly on K as £ — co. O

Corollary 2.3. (Non-existence) There is no large solution solving (A(V')) = f(v) on R.

Proof. From (2.6), there is a unique €(vg) < +oco whenever vy > 0 and from the last proof

lim €(vg) = +oo. Given that f > 0, if v is such a large solution on R, then vy = miﬂg v(x) = 0.
Vo — XE.

A contradiction to Lemma 2.1. O

Theorem 2.4. Assume (Al) and (A3). Fix

szooL
o B UYF(s)}

then there is a unique solution vy to (2.1),(2.2). Also V¢ — 0 uniformly on any compact set,
moreover for € > L, V¢ develops dead core.

Proof. Arguments are similar for ¥y > 0, except when ¥y — 0, F(¥g + s) — F(¥9) — F(s) and
so by Monotone convergence theorem

© oy
1im€(v0)=f _ Y <
vo—0 0 B_l{F(S)}

For the case when 7y = 0 and ¢ > L, we construct the solution using the solution v; from the
previous theorem, and before doing so, we see how it should fit.
If an increasing v should solve (2.3), let xg = min{x > x,, | v(x) > 0}, define v for x > x,

implicitly by
v(x) ds
T o =X~ X0 Y x> xo,
o BTH{F(s)}

when x — L + xg we have v(x) — co. By taking xy = £ — L we have a solution for (2.3) that
blows up at . i,e,. there is a unique solution ¥, solving (2.3) such that ¥,(x) = 0V x € (x,,, {—L]
and is given implicitly by

Ve (x) ds
f 1—=x—f+L Vxel[-L,7).
o BTH{F(s)}

By the symmetric construction, we’ll have a unique solution to (2.1), (2.2) of the form
Ve(x) =0 VYxel[L-¢¢+L],

And is implicitly defined by
Ve(x) ds
f ———— =x—{+L Vxe(-(,L-O)U({-LY).
o B UYF(s)

Thus, ¥, develops dead core in [L — ¢,€ + L]. Uniform convergence of ¥, follows from the
uniform convergence of v;. O
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3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS FOR HIGHER DIMENSION

In the current section, we gather results for large solutions on bounded domains in general
dimension n. Similar results can be found in [16].

Let Q € R" be bounded and for p > 1 we consider the problem
@3.1) Apu= f(u) in Q,
along with the boundary condition

u(x) » oo as x — 0Q.

The assumption on f is as follows:

(A4) f : [0,00) — [0,00) be a continuous, increasing function that is positive on (0, ),

f(0) = 0 and satisfies Keller-Osserman condition (A1).

Example of such an f is x? for ¢ > p — 1. We consider a notion of a local weak solution, as
follows:

Definition 3.1. Let Q be a domain in R" and u € Wi}’f (Q) is a weak solution of Apu = f(u) in
Qif
— | IVuPVu-Vodx= | fapdx V¢e W, Q)
o o
for every Q' cc Q.
By a weak subsolution (or, weak supersolution) to Apu = f(u) in Q, we mean

_ IVulP>Vu - Ve dx > f fu)¢ dx (or, < f fu)e dx) Yoe WS’P(Qr)’(p >0,
o o o
for every Q' cc Q.

One of the most important tools available for dealing with the wellposedness of general
nonlinear operators is the comparison principle, we state the same for (3.1), proof can be found
in [16, Theorem 2.2] and [32, Theorem 2.15].

Proposition 3.2 ([16]). (Comparison Principle) Let u,v € Wllo’f (Q) N C(Q) be two function
such that
Apu— f(u) > Apv — f(v) inQ, weakly
where f is increasing with f(0) = 0 and that,
lim sup @ <1 asdist(x,0Q2) — 0.
v(x)
Then u < v in Q. In particular, if u is a weak subsolution and v is a weak supersolution, the
result holds.

Next, we give a local uniform bound for the solution of (3.1). Similar results can be found
in [37] and [16].

Proposition 3.3. Let Q be a bounded domain in R”, u € Wllo’f (Q)NC(Q) be a weak sub solution
of (3.1). For any xo € Q and R > 0 such that Br(xy) CC Q, we have

(3.2) u(x) < w(l—;) for all x € Bg(x),
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where w solves

/ -2, ’ _ . _
(3.3) {(Iw PP 0’ ) = flw(®)  in(-R,R)

w(t) > oo ast — *=R.

Proof. We construct a radially symmetric weak boundary blow-up solution v, of (3.1), on
Br(xp), and use the comparison principle for # and v.

Define v(x) = w(|x—xg|) € C(Br(xp)). For any ¢ € C°(Bg(xp)), by denoting x = xp + é@(x),
where ¢ € (0, R) and 6(x) € dBg(xp), we get

f IVVP=2Vy - Vo dx
Br(x0)

= f o’ ((1x = xol)IP 2w’ (x = xo])
Br(xo)

X — X0

Vo dx

lx — xol

(3.4) R
= f f lw' (P20’ (1)0(x) - V(t, x) dH (x)dt
0 0B;(xo)
R n—1
= fo Iw'(;)|p—2wf(t) aBR(xo)%(t’X)ZT" dH(x)dt.

as 22(1, x) = (x) - Vo1, x).

Define
1 o n—1
o0 = o sy 5(6Cs, 00 %) dH(x)ds  for >0
0 fort <0,
which is a C.(R) function as ¢ € C.°(Br(xp)). ¢(x) = 0 for |x| = R, implies

t o n—1
() = f f % .. N dH(x)ds fort >0,
0 JoBr(xo) 98 R
Thus |
0¢ "
n'(f) = f — (s, x)— dH(x)dt.
OBR(x0) ot R"
w is a solution, by (3.4)

R
f IVVP=2Vy - Vo dx = f Flw®)n() dt
Br(xo) 0

R tn—l
= f J(w®) f ¢(t, X)— dH(x)dt
0 9Br(x0) R
= f JO(x0))$(x) dx.
Bgr(xo0)
v(x) — oo as |x| — R, since u < oo in Bg(xp), comparison principle implies
u(x) < v(x) forall x € Br(xgp).
Because w is increasing in (0, R) we get (3.2). O

Next, we will see that the gradient of the sub-solution has a local integrability independent
of the boundary conditions and its L” norm, by the usual cutoff technique.
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Proposition 3.4. Let Q be a bounded domain in R", u € Wi}’f Q) N C(Q) be any weak sub
solution of (3.1), then ||VullL» k) is bounded independent of u.

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of Q, K; € Q be compact such that K ¢ K and ¢ € C°(K})
such that ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 on K. Given the Proposition 3.3, by taking u¢ as a test function in the
weak formulation, we get,

VulP¢pdx < | fupdx— | |VulP2uVu- Ve dx
K

K K

< | fwuedx+ f IVulP ' u|Ve| dx.
K, K,

By the assumption that f is increasing and Proposition 3.3, also using young’s inequality for
c >0,

cp-1) 1
IVulP¢ dx < f(llullze )l i) | K| + P IVul” dx + —— f ul|Vo|P dx
K, p K pcp K

Choosing ¢ = we get

P
2(p-1)

20(p - 1yr!

fK 1Vl < 2 e ol K1 |+ ===V e,

The result follows from the previous proposition and the compactness. O

The existence result for a large solution in a bounded domain is stated in the proceeding
theorem in a compact form. Proof and related explanations can be found in [16, Section 6] and
[37].

Theorem 3.5 ([37],[16]). Let Q be a bounded domain in R", n > 2 whose boundary C?, let u,,
solve

(3.5) {Ap”m - fum) =0 inQ

Uy =M on 09,
with f satisfying (A4).
(1) Then {u,,} C Ly, () is bounded.
(2) Let u(x) = sup uy,(x), then u € Wllo’;o(Q), and u solves

{Apu = fw) inQ

(3.6)
u(x) - oo as x — € 0Q.

Existence and C' regularity of solution to (3.5) can be found in [18].

The uniqueness of the boundary blow-up solutions can be formalized by looking at its as-
ymptotic at the boundary, one needs to assume an additional condition on the relation between
the operator and the force function.

(AS) f be such that

Tp(ﬁt;) >1 forallpe(0,1) (¥, defined in (A1)).

lim inf
p



LARGE SOLUTIONS OF QUASI-LINEAR EQUATION ON INFINITE CYLINDERS 11

Theorem 3.6 ([37]). Let Q be a bounded domain in R" with C* boundary and u € Wllo’f (Q) be
a solution of (3.6), where f satisfy (A4) and (AS). Then

. ux)
3.7) SO,

where @, is the inverse of ¥, and d(x) = dist(x, 0Q).

Proof. Since Qs C2, it has uniform interior and exterior ball conditions. For z € dQ, let R > 0
be such that Bfe(xo) for some xy € Q, is the interior ball and, Efe(yo) for some yg € QF, be the

exterior ball associated with z. For 0 < r < R, we consider two barriers w, € le’f (B4(x0))

which is radially symmetric, increasing function on B%(xp) and v, € le’f (Ei ,r(00)), which is
radially symmetric, decreasing function on the annulus Ei Hr(00) = EgR(yo) \ Bf(yo). They

individually solve

{A,,wro) = fow())  in[0,7)

w,(t) = oo ast —r,

and
Apvi(t) = f(v (1)), for t € (r,2R)
V() — oo, ast—r
v (t) — 0, ast — 2R,

where f has (A4). w, and v, verifies

fim 220

t—r r—t
and
v t
lirnM <l
t—r f—7r
For the existence of such a function, we refer [37, Corollary 3.5, Proposition 4.2 and Propo-
sition 4.3]. Comparison principle implies u < w, on B(xo) and hence ¥,(u) > ¥,(w,) on
Bi(xp). Therefore,
Y,(u(x) t-r S
d(x,z) ¥pwi(x))

Letting r — R, as d(x) < d(x,z)

. Ypu(x)
(3.8) }Cl_rg W >

For the other way inequality, we compare u and v, on Bi,ZR(yO) N Q and letting » — R and (3.8),

W)
= -

By the condition (AS) on f, one can derive (3.7). m|

This leads to the uniqueness,

Theorem 3.7. Let Q, f be as in Theorem 3.6, then (3.6) admits a unique solution.
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Proof. If u and v are two solutions of (3.6), then by (3.7)
u(x)

im — =
x—0Q v(x)

using the comparison principle we can derive that u = v. O

1,

In [37], the solutions are not necessarily C(£2), and the regularity of the solution considered
is C1*(K) for some compact subset K of Q and some @ € (0, 1). The composition principle
used is local in nature, as given in [18]; thus, uniqueness needs more assumption of f.

4. INFINITE CYLINDER

In this section, we address the existence and uniqueness of large solutions on infinite cylin-
ders. Like in [4], we would like to get the existence by the approximation of solutions on the
finite cylinders B’l"l(O) x (=€, £). However, to work with a C? bounded domain, we modify
B’l"l(O) X (—{, {) by attaching suitable domains on either side. Let

n—-1 n—1
Se={xeR": Y X <l,~0<x <OUKeR": ) x}+(n+0* <1).
1 1

whose boundary is at least C 2. We note S; — S when £ — oo, where § = (B'II‘I(O) X R) c R”.
By the comparison principle, we have the following result

Proposition 4.1. Let f satisfy (A4) and u; solve (3.6) on S, in the weak sense. Then,
@ up=20v¥€>0 (as f(0)=0)
(ii) {ue(x)}¢ is a decreasing sequence in the following sense:
For €(x) > 0 with x € S ¢(x), {ue(X)}ese(x) is decreasing in {.

Define
4.1) u(x) = él}(fx) ue(x) VxeS.

Then by Proposition 3.3, u € L®(§) for every S compactly contained in S (§ cc §). Thus,
4.2) ur—u inliS) forl<g<oco andforany S ccS.
Our aim is to find a large solution to the following problem

{Apv: fv) in S

4.3)
v(x) — oo asx — [ €0S.

The function u defined in (4.1) is a candidate, but one needs to pass the limit through the weak
formulation.
Theorem 4.2. For ug,u and S as above and f satisfying (A4), we have
up—u in WH(S)
Lp
Thus u e W, (S).
Proof. The result follows directly follows from Proposition 3.3 and 3.4. O
This brings us to the crucial part:

Theorem 4.3. For f satisfying (A4), p > 2, u defined in (4.1) solves (4.3) in the weak sense.
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Proof. Note that u(x) — oo as x — JS by the definition of u.

We have that {u,}, for large ¢ is uniformly bounded on § by the Proposition 3.3 and hence
{f(ug)} is bounded uniformly on §. For any ¢ € C>(S), by taking S such that supp(¢) C S,
dominated convergence theorem implies that

ff(uf)¢—>ff(u)¢-
5 5

That is

(4.4) fs Va2V - Vo — fS fg.

We aim to achieve

4.5) hgqudVQVug-V¢—+vglVMVQVu-V¢,

by showing that uy — u in whr(s).

We use a vector-valued inequality (see [32]): For x,y € R" there is a positive constant ¢ such
that
(4.6) =17 < e (a2 = P 2y) - (e - ).

Choose a cutoff function i € C2(S ) such that y = 1 on § and 0 < ¢ < 1, then

j:|Vug - Vul? < | YIVur - Vulf
(4.7 S S1

<c | wl(Vuel”Vue — [VulP2Vu) - (Ve — Vu)).
S

Since ¢ +— fﬁl A IVulP2Vu - V¢} is a continuous linear functional on whreis), by weak con-
vergence

CYIVulP VU Vg —u) > 0 as £ — oo
S
Consider,

} \Vauel?>Vug - ¢V (ug — u) = fs IVuel?2Vug - {V (e — ) — (g — u)Vip}

=1 - L.

As |[Vug||rr is uniformly bounded with respect to £ by the Proposition 3.4, there is a K > 0
such that

-1 -1 {—0
2] < f IVuel? [Villug — ul < sup [VYllIVuell}, llue — ullr < Kllue — ullr — 0.
S §

A

Taking care of /1 is more delicate, we rewrite it as,
L= | (Vud”>Vug - V(e — w) = f@)ue — ) + | f)ue — up.
S1 S

The second integral on the right-hand side tends to 0 when £ — 0 by (4.2).
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By (4.4) and density

f Va2V Vo — [ faos, ¥ oe WSy,
Sl Sl

this implies

fg IVul”>Vug - Ve — f(u)¢‘s ODligllyir ¥ &€ W' (S,
Taking ¢ = (us — u)y, we get,

Ve Ve - Viue — wr — fu)(ue — uy

< 0Dl = Wyt s, < OLDM.
S

for some M > 0, as uz, u are bounded in W?(S1). Thus
Vuel? Vg - V(e — up) — fu)ue —upy > 0 as € — co.
A

Thus I; — 0 when £ — 0. Then uy — u in W"P(S) follows by (4.7).
Up to a subsequence, with the dominated convergence theorem (4.5) holds. The proof is
complete by (4.4) and (4.5). m|

Similar arguments can also be found in [16, Theorem 6.4], [37] and Browder-Minty method
from [20].

Finally, we show that the large solution of (4.3) coincides with the large solution of the same
problem on B’f‘l(O) c R™!, as stated in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Assume (A4) and u is as in the Theorem 4.3, then u is independent of the n™
variable. ie, u(x) = u(x') where x = (X', x,,). Moreover, if we denote v(x') = u(x’, x,,) for a
fixed x,, v solves

4.8) {Apv _f0 =0 inB0)

Vv — 00 as dist(x, aB’l’_l(O)).

Remark. The large solution on the infinite cylinder coincides with the large solution on the
cross-section B’l‘_l(O). In other words, solutions of (3.6) on S ¢ asymptomatically converge to
the large solution of the cross-sectional problem.

Proof of the Theorem 4.4. Lett = (0,---,0,7,) with 7, € R, define
ur(x) = u(x + 7).

As S = B’l‘_l(O) x R and u is a weak solution of (4.3), for any y € C.°(S) we have
f Ve ()1 Viur(x) - Vip(x) dx = f IVu(x)P > Vu(x) - Vi(x) dx
S S

=- j; J)(x) dx = - j; Ju(x + D)(x) dx = - j; S (xX)p(x) dx.

Thus u; also solves (4.3). Then by comparison principle (Proposition 3.2) u(x + 1) < u(x).
Replacing 7 by —7 we get u(x — 1) < u(x). Then for y = x+7 we have, u(x) = u(y —7) < u(y) =
u(x + 7). Thus u(x) is independent of the last variable.
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To see v is the large solution on B’l’_l(O), consider ¢ € C?(B’l’_l(O)), take ¢ € C(R) such
that fRJ) = 1 and define y(x) = ¢(x")d(x,), Clearly ¢ € C>(S). Then,

49 - fs VP2 Vu(x) - (k) Vo 6), ) F (1)) dx = fS FUCOW ) d,

where Vu = (V,v,0). Now separating the domain of integration in x” and x, variables, and
using &J) = 1 we find

- f Vv 2V n(x) - Vo d(x) dx’ = f OO dx'.
B1(0) B1(0)

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.5. (Uniqueness:) Assume f satisfies (AS) and (A4), then the equation (4.3) has a
unique solution.

Proof. The result follows from the Theorem 3.7 and the Theorem 4.4. O

5. EXTENSION

In this section, we generalize the results from the preceding section to

e Operator of the form:
(5.1) div(Q(|Vu)Vu) — f(u) =0 in Q,

where Q : (0, 00) — (0, ) is a continuously differentiable function such that Q(0%) =
0, denoting a(r) = Q(r)r, we assume that a’(r) > 0 for r > 0.

e Domains that become unbounded in more than one direction but not all, and having C?
cross-section.

In both cases, we discuss the dissimilarity in the proof of the results given in section 4.

While considering (5.1), one needs to modify the notion of weak solution; first we notice
that |Vu|P~>Vu gives a bounded linear functional on WLP(Q) whenever u € W'P(Q), which,
need not be the case with Q(|Vu|)Vu, thus we have the following definition.

Definition 5.1. Let 1 < g < oo and ¢’ be its conjugate. Let Q be an open set in R", u € {v €
Wllo’f(Q) | O(IVv)Vv € (LZ)C(Q))"} is called a Weak Solution to (5.1) if for any ' cc Q

f O(Vu|)Vu - Vv = f fuyv VVEWé’q(Q’)
(94 [9)4

whenever f(u) € L7 (Q).

loc

For Q(r) = r”~2 we get p-Laplacian. Another example for Q is (1 + r2)%1, see [16, Remark
2.1]. The definition of weak super solution and weak sub solution follows parallel to Definition
3.1 and the modification of the above definition. The existence result on the infinite cylinder
for (5.1), closely follows the results in Section 4.

Theorem 5.2. Let S /(w) and S (w) be as above, also u; be a large solution to (5.1) on S ¢((w)
with f satisfying (A4), then there is a function u € Wllo’;o(S (w)) such that

up —u in Wi}’f(S (w)) where 1 < g < oo,
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and

up = uin Wh(S (w)).

loc

Moreover u solves (1.1) .

Proof. An essential ingredient for the proof is a local uniform bound for the gradient of the
solution. See [16, Corollary 5.5] for such an estimate. By replacing |Vu|P~2Vu with Q(|Vu|)Vu
in the proof of the Proposition 3.3, we get a local bound for the solution u. The first part of the
result is from the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and separability. To show that u solves (1.1), one
needs to get similar inequality for non-linearity in the gradient as in (4.6), to have local strong
convergence of uy. Otherwise, one has to work with weak convergence. The idea can be found
in the proof of the existence of a large solution on a bounded domain in [16, Theorem 6.4]. O

This solution is translation invariant with respect to the unbounded variable.

Theorem 5.3. Let u be as in the Theorem 5.2 then u is independent of n'* variable. Moreover,
if we denote v(x') = u(x’, x,) for a fixed x,, v solves

div(Q(IVv))Vv) — f(v) =0 inw
VY — 00 as dist(x, Ow).

“Large solution on the infinite cylinder coincides with the large solution on the cross-section

”»

w
The proof is similar to that in the Theorem 4.4.
Remark. The large solution on S (w) is unique whenever the large solution on w is unique.

For completeness, we state the comparison principle for (5.1), see [16, Theorem 2.2] for the
proof.

Proposition 5.4. (Comparison Principle) Let u,v € Wé’p (Q) N C(Q) be two function such that
div(Q(IVu)Vu — f(u) = div(Q(|Vv))Vv — f(v) in Q,
and that,

lim sup @ <1 asdist(x,0Q) — 0.
v(x)

Then u < v in Q. In particular, if u is a weak subsolution and v is a weak supersolution, the
result holds.

In order to discuss the results for domains becoming unbounded in more than one direction,
consider the infinite cylindrical domain S(w) = w X R"™, where 1 < m < nand w C R”
is an open bounded domain with C? boundary. Let §/(w) be a C*> bounded domain such that
WX (=€, 0™ C § f(w), and § ¢(w) — S(w) as £ — 0.

Theorem 5.5. Let f satisfy (A4) and w¢ be a solution of (3.6) on S (w), define w(x) =
}im we(x), for x € S (w), then

(1) The function w € W, (S (w)) and we — w in W," (S (w)).
(2) The function w solves (3.6) on S (w)
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(3) Let x = (x1,x), where x| € w and x, € R"™™. The solution w is independent of x»
variable. w(xy, xp) solves (4.8) on w for each fixed x, € R"™™.
(4) In addition if f satisfies (A5), then (3.6) on S(w) has unique solution.

Apart from the usual technical generalization, the proof is similar to the proofs in Section 4,
and we omit them here.
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