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Abstract
We study qualitative positivity properties of quasilineguations of the form

Qlpvv] = —div(|Vo5 2 A(2) Vo) + V() |[v[ 20 =0 T e,

where(2 is a domain iNRR™, 1 < p < oo, A = (ai;) € Lis.(;R™ ™) is a symmetric and locally uniformly
positive definite matrix} is a real potential in a certain local Morrey space (dependimp), and

n

lEa=A@)E-6= D> ay(@&s  zeQ E=(6,..., &) €R™

i,j=1

Our assumptions on the coefficients of the operatopfer 2 are the minimal (in the Morrey scale) that ensure
the validity of the local Harnack inequality and hence thadét continuity of the solutions. For some of the
results of the paper we need slightly stronger assumptidmenw < 2.

We prove an Allegretto-Piepenbrink-type theorem for therapr@’s ,, v+, and extend criticality theory to
our setting. Moreover, we establish a Liouville-type tleorand obtain some perturbation results. Also, in the
casel < p < n, we examine the behavior of a positive solution near a nonvabie isolated singularity and
characterize the existence of the positive minimal Greentfan for the operato®’y ,, v [u] in Q.
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a domain ifR™, n > 2. The Allegretto-Piepenbrink (AP) theorem asserts thatursdme regularity
assumptions on a real symmetric matdxand a real potentidl’, the nonnegativity of the Dirichlet energy

/ (|vu|§1 + V(J:)|u|2) dr>0 forallue C=(Q),
Q

is equivalento the existence of a positive weak solution of the Schrielirequation

— div(A(z)Vv) + V(z)v =0 in Q, (1.1)
where
€5 = A@)E-E= D a(2)&& >0 Vo eQ, andVe = (&,...,&) € R™ (1.2)
i,j=1

After the original results in_[4]/133], a sequence of papgedually relaxed the assumptions.drandV (see
[34], [31], [5] and [6]). It was established by Agmon in [3Jahif A € L{$ (Q; R™*™) is symmetric and locally
uniformly positive definite in2, andV € L{ () with ¢ > n/2, then the AP theorem holds true. Af is the
identity matrix, further relaxation on the regularity Bfis established in_[45;C8], albeit some global condition
onV~ is required there. We refer to [24] and references thereiariaip to date account.

A generalization of the AP theorem to certain quasilinearatigns with A being the identity matrix and
V e L3 (2) has been carried out in [38]. This was recently extendeld6htf8include Agmon’s assumptions on

the matrixA. More precisely, fol < p < co, A as above, anll’ € L (£2), the nonnegativity of the functional

loc
Quapvli] = /( (1Vulfy + V)P ) de> 0 forallu e C2(9), (1.3)
)]

is proved to be equivalent to the existence of a positive veedltion to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange quasi-
linear equation
Q' pvlu] = —div([Voly ?A(2)Vv) + V(@) 2o =0  inQ. (1.4)

Clearly, the quasilinear equatidn_(1.4) satisfies the hamneity property of equatioi (1.1) but not the additivity
(such an equation is sometimes calfedf-linear). Consequently, one expects that positive solutionis d} (¢ould
share some properties of positive solutiong ofl(1.1).

An essential common implication of the various assumptamd andV in the aforementioned results, is the
validity of the local Harnack inequality for positive salns of [1.1) and(1]4). For instance, Agmon’s assumption
onV is optimal in the Lebesgue class of potentials for the Hatrraequality to be true. We stress that when the
Harnack inequality fails, then the AP theorem might not bidvdndeed, denote’ := p/(p — 1) the conjugate
index ofp, and suppose that is the identity matrix. LeV” € Dlj)i’p/ (€2), whereD~1'(Q) is the dual ofD,? ()
which is in turn defined as the closure@f° (©2) under the semi-norfiVu|| .» .. If in addition to [1.3), one
has that i

/ (|Vu|p - kV|u|p) de>0 forallue C®(Q),
Q
for some positive constait then the equation

— div(|Vo|P72Vo) + aV[v[P~?v =0 in Q, (1.5)



admits a positive solution (in a certain weak sense) forany (0, p*), wherep! < 1 is given explicitly and
depends only op (see 21, Theorem 1.2 (i)], or [20, Theorem 1.1 (i)] fo= 2). Moreover, this range fot is
optimal as examples involving the Hardy potential revesé® (21, Remark 1.3], dr [0, Example 7.3] fo& 2).
We note that under the above assumptions, the local Harnagklity for positive solutions of (1.5) is in general
not valid.

The first aim of the present paper is to extend the AP theoreﬂnéooperatoQ;mV by relaxing significantly
the conditionV’ € Li° (). In particular, under Agmon’s (minimal) assumptions on tiatrix A, we requirel”
to lie in a certain local Morrey space, the largest such tattarnack inequality for positive solutions (and hence
the local Holder continuity of solutions) holds true. Thians that we assume (see for instance {88,[43],

[28] and also[[1P] for[(1]1))

sup <pq(r)/ |[V]dz < oo forallw € Q, (1.6)
WHBT(y)

Yyew
O<r<diam(w)

wherey, () has the following behaviour ne@r

r—la=1)/a withg >n/p if p<n,
Palr) ~ { log?™ D/™(1/r)  withg>n  ifp=n, (1.7)
1 if p > n.

We prove in addition, that the assertions of the AP theoresmeguivalent to the existence of a weak solution
T € LY (Q;R™) of the first order (nonlinear) divergence-type equation

loc
— div(AT) + (p — V)|T5, = V.

We refer to[[20, Theorem 1.3] for a related result witlequals the identity matrix ang= 2.

Recall that in general functions in Morrey spaces cannopipecximated by functions i6’>°(2), nor even by
continuous functions (see [49]). Therefore, we cannot nsgpgroximation argument to extend the AP theorem
to our setting. Consequently, we need to start our study fhenbeginning of the topic and present in detail proofs
involving new ideas.

Another aim of the paper is to extend to the above class ofabper several classical results and tools that
hold true ingeneralbounded domains (cf[[7, 17, 136], where stronger regulassumptions on the coefficients
and the boundary are assumed). In particular, we prove tisteaxe of the principal eigenvalue, establish its
main properties, and study the relationships between tkgiyity of principal eigenvalue, the weak and strong
maximum principles, and the (unique) solvability of theiBtet problem.

We then proceed to our main goal: establishinigicality theoryfor (I.4) with A andV satisfying the above
assumptions. To present the main results of the paper, letaadl that in case inequalitf (1.3) holds true but
cannot be improved, in the sense that one cannot add onlitshémd side a term of the fortfy, Wu|? dx with
a nonnegative functiofl” # 0, then the nonnegative function@l4 , v is calledcritical in Q. Furthermore, a
sequencéuy reny C Wol’p(Q) is called anull sequencevith respect to the nonnegative functiodah ,, v in Q if

a)ug > 0forall k € N,
b) there exists a fixed open s&t e €2 such that|uy||z» k) = 1 forall k € N.

C) lim QA,p,V[uk] =0,
k— o0

A positive functionp € W, (Q) is called aground stateof Q 4 ., in Qif ¢ is anL?, () limit of a null sequence.
Finally, a positive solution: of the equatior@’, ,, /[u] = 0 in © is aglobal minimal solutiorif for any smooth
compact subsek’ of €2, and any positive supersolutienc C(2\ intK) of the equatior®)’ , /[u] = 0in Q\ K,
we have the implication

u<vondK = u<vinQ\K.
The central result of this paper is summarized in the foltmptheorem.



Theorem (Main Theorem) Let 2 be a domain irR™, wheren > 2, and suppose that the function@ly , v is
nonnegative oil’°(2), whereA is a symmetric and locally uniformly positive definite matri €2, and

A e L (Q;R™ ™), andV satisfies[(16) withp, as in (7)) if p> 2,

loc

loc

A e CEY(Q;R™™), v € (0,1), andV satisfies[(1I6) withp, ~ ri,g>n ifp<2.
g

Then the following assertions are equivalent:
1. Qa,p,v is critical in €.
2. Qa,p,v admits a null sequence in.
3. There exists a ground statewhich is a positive weak solution ¢f.4).
4. There exists a unique (up to a multiplicative constansjifpee supersolutiom of (1.4)in .
5. There exists a global minimal solutiarof (I.4)in €.
In particular, ¢ = c;v = cou for some positive constants, cs.
Moreover, ifl < p < n, then the above assertions are equivalent to
6. Equation(I1.4)does not admit a positive minimal Green function.

Remark 1.1. The additional regularity assumptions dnandV for the casel < p < 2 in the Main Theorem
seems to be technical, and might be nonessential. Howé&ese assumptions guarantee the Lipschitz continuity
of solutions of [T.4) (in fact they guarantee that solutiareC:®, see[[26, Theorem 5.3]), a property which (as in
[38,[3€)) is essential for the proof of the Main Theorem irsttéinge ofp. On the other hand, throughout the paper
we do not use the boundary point lemma, which was an esseiah [17,/38/36].

The structure of the article is presented next§2il we define the local Morrey space of potentidlsve are
going to work with, and also present an uncertainty-typejuradity for such potentials due to C. B. Morrey for
p=2,and D. R. Adams (sek [281.3]) for1 < p < oo, that holds true in this space. This is the key property that
is used in[[28_48] in order to extend Serrin’s elliptic reayitly theory [44] for such equations. §2.3 we recall
several well-known local regularity and compactness prtigeeof (sub/super)solutions of equatién {1.4) found in
[28] and [41].

In g3 we deal with bounded domains. Firstly,§8.1 we establish some helpful lemmas, including the esémat
(3.8) that extends to our case, a well-known inequality afifdqvist [27] proved for the-Laplace equation and
concerns the positivity of the correspondihfunctional of Ananel[B] (see also Diaz and Saa [10]). We nlog t
(3.8) replaces throughout our paper Picone’s identity tdgsietto and Huan@[7]; a key tool in[28,136]. In addition,
we prove ing3.7 the weak lower semicontinuity and the coercivity for firactionals related to the solvability of
the Dirichlet problem in bounded domains. §8.2 we use the results froff8.1 to prove the existence, simplicity
and isolation of the principal eigenvalue in a generalbounded domain. Then we extend the main result in
[17] concerning the equivalence &f being positive, the validity of the weak/strong maximummpiple, and the
existence of a unique positive solution for the Dirichlediglem

Qupovll =g inw, veW;?(w),  wherege L” (p;w) is nonnegative.

In passing from local to global, the results in bounded dowmaif §3 are exploited in the last two sections.
More precisely, if§4.7 we establish the AP theorem while§f.2 we prove among other results the equivalence
of the first four statements of the Main Theorem. In additiae, prove a Poincaré-type inequality for critical
operators, and a Liouville comparison principle, genenadj results in[[38] and [35, 40], respectively (see also
[36]).

The last two statements of the Main Theorem are treatg8.lhafter establishing a suitable weak comparison
principle (WCP) in§5.1, and the behaviour of positive solutions near an isdlsitegularity in§5.2.

We emphasize here, that generally speaking, we omit stfaigéard proofs that follow exactly the same steps
as in the aforementioned papers, provided the needed taedstieen obtained.



2 Preliminaries

In this section we fix our setting and notation, introduce safefinitions, and review basic local regularity results
of solutions of the equation (1.4).

Throughout the paper we assume that

o 1 <p<oo.

e () is a domain (an open and connected sef}'inwheren > 2.

o A= (a;j) € Lo (Q; R™™) is asymmetricandlocally uniformly positive definitenatrix.

The assumptions oA imply in particular that

a;j(z) = aj;(x) fora.e.x € Q, andi,j=1,....n, (S)
Ywe Q, 30, >0 suchthatd,|¢| < |€|a <6,1¢|  fora.e.r € wandVé € R™, (E)

where we have set

> aiy(@)ég

i,5=1

1€]a = VA@)E- €=

fora.e.x € Qand¢ = (&, ...,&,) € R™.

Moreover, we adopt the following notation:

¢’ is the conjugate index af € (1,), i.e.¢' = ¢/(qg—1).

w € 2 meanswv is a subdomain of2 with compact closure if2.

B.(y):={x € R": |z — y| < r}, wherer > 0, y € R™.

L™(E) is the Lebesgue measure of a measurabl&setR".

(f)., is the mean value of a functighin w.

supp{ f} is the support of .

ft:=max{f,0}, f~ := —min{f,0} are the positive and negative partsfofespectively.

~ andy’ will always stand for numbers if0, 1).

1I,, is the identity matrix of sizex x n.

C(a,b,...) is a positive constant depending only @rb... , and may be different from line to line.

2.1 Local Morrey spaces

In the present subsection we introduce a certain class oféiepaces that depend on the ingewherel < p <
oo. Itis the class of spaces where the poteritiaif the operatoQg_’p_’V belongs to.

Definition 2.1. Letgq € [1,00] andw € R™. For a measurable, real valued functipdefined inw, we set

1
fllara) == sup —/ fldz.
[pAlpveres: yew T4 meT(y)| |

r<diam(w)
We write thenf € M (Q) if for any w € Q we have|| f|| ya(.) < oo.

() € L (9) for any

loc

Remark 2.2. Note thatM} () = L{ .(Q) andM2(Q) = L2 (), but L] (Q) € M
q € (1,00).

For the regularity theory of equations with coefficients iniy spaces we refer to the monographs[[28, 30], and
also to the papers$ [42] and| [9] for further regularity issuEer generalizations of the Morrey spaces and other
applications to analysis and systems of equations we @{821, [1] and [2].

Next we define a special local Morrey spak _(p; ©2) which depends on the values of the exponent



Definition 2.3. Forp # n, we define

Mq

M? (Q)withg>n/p ifp<n,
loc(p;Q) =

L (Q) if p>n,

loc

while forp = n, f € M _(n;2) means that for somg> n and anyw € 2 we have

flssmar = s ul) [ gl <oc,
YEw wNB(y)
O<r<diam(w)
whereg, (r) := log(diam(w)/r)%/" and0 < r < diam(w).

In what follows we will frequently use the following key fagometimes called an uncertainty-type inequality)
originally due to Morrey and further generalized by Adanee(830, Lemmas 5.2.1 & 5.4.2] fpr= 2, [48, Lemma
5.1]for1 < p < n, and [43], [28, Corollary 1.95]).

Theorem 2.4(Morrey-Adams theorem)Letw € R™, and suppose thadt € M?(p;w).
(i) There exists a constafit(n, p, q) > 0 such that for any > 0 and allu € W, * ()

5n/(pq—n) Ma(p;w)

C(n,p,q) “n
/ Vlul? dz < 8V ull?, ) + e IV It ull? - (2.1)

(#4) For anyw’ € w with Lipschitz boundary there exist positive const@iit, p, ¢, w’, w) andd, such that for
any0 < § < §p and allu € Whr(w')

/, |V||u|p dIL' S 5||vu|‘ip(w/;]gn) + C(napv%av HV”]\/Iq(p;w))HuHip(w/)'

Proof. (i) The case wherg < n is contained in[[28]. In particular, fg5 < n this follows from [28, Corollary
1.95] (see also inequality (3.11) therein), while for n one repeats that proof usirig [28, Theorem 1.94] instead
of [28, Theorem 1.93]. Thus, we only need to arguerfas n. In this case our assumption reddsc L!(w).
Recall also that by the Sobolev embedding theorem we Hay/8(w) c C/(w). It follows that

[ Wil dz <Vl lullw
< Cn )V Il @) IVl o ey 4l 7o oy »
where we have used the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality fieexample[[11, Theorem 1.1 i1X]). The result

follows by applying Young’s inequality:

- n/(p—n)
ab < §aP/™ + p—n (E) P pe/(p=n)
p \pd
with a = [[Vul[7, ) b = Cn, p) IV L1 lullp)-
(ii) Letw’ € w with dw’ being Lipschitz. We may then consider the extension ope(age for example [13,

84.4])
E WY (W') = WP (w)

such that for any: € WP (w’) to have
Eu=u inw,
||Eu||LP(UJ) S C(n)p7 w/7w)||u||LT)(w’)7 (22)

IV (Bl ooy < O,y ) [l

6



Thus, if§ > 0 andu € WP (w'), it follows from (2.1) that

C(n,p,q)

s IV [iaoey” |1 Eul

/w VIIEuP do < 819 (Bu) [ + va/ e

p
LP(w;R™ Lr(w)”

Applying (2.2) to the latter inequality yields:). |

2.2 Regularity assumptions onrA and V/

We are now ready to introduce our regularity hypotheses erctefficients of the operat@}’, , ;. Throughout
the paper we assume that

the matrixA satisfies(S), (E), and the potential” € M} (p; Q). (HO)

In the sequel, in the cade< p < 2, we sometimes make the following stronger hypothesis:

A€ CLY(Q; R™™) satisfies(S), (E), andV e M{ (), whereq > n. (H1)

loc

2.3 The(p, A)-Laplacian with a potential term in M} _(p; Q)

For a vector field” € L}, (Q;R™) we define

divaT := div(AT),

wherediv(AT') is meant in the distributional sense.
In this paper we are interested in the A)-Laplacian equation plus a potential term, that is

Qv [v] = —diva([Vo] 2Vo) + VuP 2o =0  inQ. (2.3)

This is the Euler-Lagrange equation associated with thetfomal
Qapvlu] == /Q (IValy + ViaP) de we C(@). (2.4)
Definition 2.5. Assume thatd andV’ satisfy (HO). A functionv € W,>7(Q) is asolutionof (Z3) inQ if
/Q Vol 2 AV - Vuda + /Q Vo~ 2oudz =0  forallu e C2(Q), (2.5)
and a(sub)supersolutioof (2.3) inQ if
/Q |Vv|’j(2AVv -Vudzx + /Q VoP2oudz (<) >0 for all nonnegative, € C° (). (2.6)

A strict supersolutiorof (Z.3) inQ is a supersolution which is not a solution.

Remark 2.6. The above definition makes sense because of condifignthe Morrey-Adams theorem (Theo-
rem[Z2.4), and Holder’s inequality. In light of our assurops onA andV, and by a density argument, one can
replaceC(2) in Definition[Z5 byW 7 (€2), the space of alL?((2) functions having compact supportihand
first-order weak partial derivatives ¥ ((2).

The following theorem follows from [28, Theorem 3.14] foethasey < n, and from[41, Theorem 7.4.1] for the
casep > n.



Theorem 2.7(Harnack inequality) Under hypothesiéH0), any nonnegative solutionof (2.3)) in 2 satisfies the
local Harnack inequality. Namely, for any € w € 2 there holds

supv < Cinfu, (2.7)

w

whereC is a positive constant depending onlyweyp, g, dist(w’, w), 0,,, and|| V|| a7a(.,) (@nd not onw).

Remark 2.8 (Local Holder continuity) A standard consequence of Theofen 2.7 is the following eggulasser-
tion found in [28, Theorem 4.11] fgr < n, and in [41, Theorem 7.4.1 ] for > n:

Under hypothesigHO0), any solutionv of [23)) in © is locally Holder continuous of ordet; (depending on
n,p,q, andf,,), and for any’ € w € 2, we have

[v]yw < Csup|vl, (2.8)

whereC' is a positive constant depending only anp, g, dist(w’, w), 6., and ||V|[aze(). Here[v], .. is the
Holder seminorm of in w’.

Remark 2.9(Local Lipschitz continuity) Later on, when proving Lemnfia4]12 for< 2, we will need conditions
under which the local Lipschitz continuity of solutions isaganteed. In other words, in the case: 2 we will
need conditions that ensure the local boundedness of thalosdf the gradient of a solution df (2.3). This and
more are provided by [26, Theorem 5.3]:

Under hypothesigH1), any solutiorw of (Z3)) in Q is of cIassC’llo"C”,(Q) for somey’ € (0,1) depending only
onn,p,~, qandf,,.

In particular, we will use the fact that whenevére w € (2, then

sup Vo] < Csup o],
w’ w

for some positive constafit, depending only om, p, v, ¢, dist(w’, w), bu, [| Al co(wy, and||V || aza () -

Remark 2.10(Weak Harnack inequality)Forp > n, Theoreni 2J7 holds true verbatimifs merely a nonnegative
supersolution of (2]3) i (see[41, Theorem 7.4.1]). Fpr< n we only have[[28, Theorem 3.13]:

Letp < n and sets = n(p — 1)/(n — p). Under hypothesiéH0), any nonnegative supersolutiorof (2:3)) in
Q satisfies the weak Harnack inequality, namely, for ahy¥ w € Q and0 < ¢ < s there holds

[v][z¢(wry < Cinfo, (2.9)

where(' is a positive constant depending onlyoyp, ¢, dist(w’, w), L™ (w’) and ||V || pa () -

We conclude the section with the following important reghht will be used several times throughout the
paper.

Proposition 2.11. [Harnack convergence principle[Consider a matrixA € L*°(Q; R™"*"™) which satisfies con-
ditions(A) and (E). Let{w; };cn be a sequence of Lipschitz domains such ¢ha€ 2, w; € w;41 fori € N, and
Usenw; = €, and fix a reference pointy € w;. Assume also thgtV; }ien € M9(p;w;) converges im/y! (p; Q)
toV € My (p; Q). Foreachi € N, letv; be a positive solution of the equatid,, ,, ,,.[v] = 0 in w; such that
Ui(l’o) =1.

Then there exists thén< 8 < 1, so that up to a subsequenge; } converges irCﬂ;f(Q) to a positive solution
v of the equatior®)’, ,, ,[v] = 0in €.



Proof. The convergence id‘&f(Q) follows by Arzela-Ascoli theorem from the local Harnaclequality [2.7),
and the local Holder estimate (2.8).

Now pick an arbitraryw € Q. We will show that a subsequence{of; };cn converges weakly il 1:?(w) to
a positive solution oQ’Aypyv[u] = 0in Q. Recall first that the definition af; being a positive weak solutions to
Q' p v, [v] = 0inw; reads as

/ Vi[5> AV - Vuda Jr/ Vil " tuda = 0 Yu € WyP (wi). (2.10)

By RemarK2.By; are also continuous for all€ N. Fix ¥ € N. Foru € C2°(wy) we may thus pick;|u|P €
WhP(wy); i > k as atest function in{2.10) to get

190l < [ V0l Valado+ [ ot ul? da.

Wk Wi

On the first term of the right hand side we apply Young's indityiapab < ca?’ +[(p—1)/c]P~1b"; ¢ € (0,1), with

a= |sz-|’j4_1|u|1’—1 andb = v;|Vu|4. On the second term we apply the Morrey-Adams theorem (Emal@.4).
We arrive at

-1
(1= )lIVoilault, .,y < (0~ 1/e)" ol Valalh, )
FOIV @) 70 oy ey + C 002, €5 0, 1V | ars ooy ) ) Vil o -
By (E) and the simple fact that
[V (viu HLp(wk Rn) < 2p_1(||viVuH§p(Wk;]Rn) + Huvvilﬁp(wk;m),

we end up with the following Caccioppoli estimate valid féiria> k and anyu € C2°(wy,)

(0 =eyz, — 2 %007 ) IV eilull,

-1, _
< ((o=1)/2) " 057 +2728) oul Tl I, )+ C 02, 08, IV Ints s ) Moty (21)

Without loss of generality we assume thatontainsz,. Pickingw’ € Q2 such thatv C «’, we findk > 1 such
thatw’ C wy,. Next we chosé < (1 —¢)2' 702" and specialize: € C¢°(wy,) such that

supp{u} Cw’, 0<u<1linw’, w=1linw and |Vu|<1/dist(w' w)inw. (2.12)

Applying this to the Caccioppoli inequality (2]11), andngsthe fact tha{v; };cn is bounded in thd.*°(w)-norm
uniformly in 7 (due to the local Harnack’s inequalify (2.7)), we conclude

IVl ) + 103112 ) < C 0P 0,2, 6, dist (), Oy [Vl ra(rses))  foralli > k.

So{v;}ien is bounded in théV 1P (w). By weak compactness 8 17 (w), there exists a subsequence, still denoted
by {v; }ien, that converges weakly i :?(w) to a nonnegative functionwith v(xq) = 1.

Next we show thav is a solution of@Q’, , ,[u] = 0 in ©@ € w such thatry € @. First note that for a
subsequence (that once more we do not rename) wethawev a.e. inw and inL? (w). For the potential term of
the equation we note first that (up to a subsequebige) V a.e. inw. Thus,V;v? P=1 _ yyr=1 a.e. inw, while
Viv? 7 < ¢|V] a.e. inw, wherec is independent of. Since|V| € M _(p;Q) C LL.(Q) we may apply the
dommated convergence theorem to get

/ Vol tude — / VoP~ly dx forallu € C°(w). (2.13)
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It remains to prove that
= |Vvi|i72AVvi = |Vv|272AV1) =:¢ in ¥’ (@; R™). (2.14)
11— 00

To this end, letting: be as in[(Z.12) but with, w’ replaced by, w respectively, we take(v; —v) as a test function
in (2.10), to obtain

/ u&; - V(v; —v)dae = — / (v; — )& Vuder — / Vivf_lu(vi —v)dz. (2.15)
We claim that
/ u&; - V(v —v)de — 0. (2.16)
w 71— 00

Indeed, by an argument similar to the one leadin@ fo {2.h8)second integral on the right 6 (2115) converges
to 0 asi — oo. For the first one, apply Holder’s inequality to get

| —/ — )& Vuda| < 07 (05 — v}Vl ooy [ V0525
S C(paewadiSt(a})w )HUZ - ’UHLP(UJ)HV’UlHLP(w ;R7)?

which also converges asi — oo since||Vv;|| 1»(;r») are uniformly bounded ang — v in LP(w).
Notice that as in the case whefe= I,,, we have foranyX, Y € R™; n > 1,

(IXE2AX — VIR 2AY) - (X =Y) = | X[ — |X[5°AX Y + [V[F - [YV]52AY - X
> X5 = (XY A+ YIS = VXA
= (IXPE = YD (X4 = Y]a)
>0 (2.17)

The above considerations imply that

0<Z; ::/(Si—§)~V(vi—v)dx §/u(§i—§)~V(v —v)dz — 0,
) w 71— 00
where we have use@(Z]16) and the weak convergené® i; R") of Vo, to Vu. Thuslim;_,. Z; = 0 and
invoking a celebrated Lemma of Maz'yia [29] (see also Lemniia 8f [19]), (2.14) follows.

Hence, using Harnack’s inequality, we have thas a positive weak solution GDC‘X,p,V[u] = 0 in @ with
v(xzg) = 1. We now use a standard Harnack chain argument and a diagati@ii procedure to obtain a new
subsequence (once again not renamed);cn, such thab; — v in Wé’f(ﬂ) (and locally uniformly in2), where
v is a positive weak solution @@’y , ,[u] = 0in 2. |

3 Principal eigenvalue and the maximum principle

Throughout the present section we fix a bounded domaiin R™, and suppose that is a uniformly elliptic,
bounded matrix inv, andV' € MY(p;w). We consider in the operatoQ’, , - defined in[(2.8), and fou €
C°(w) we denote

Qapvu;w] = / (IVuli + V(x)|u|p) de.

w

Definition 3.1. We say that\ € R is aneigenvalue with an eigenfunctiarof the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem

{ Q] = Nl 2w inw,

w=20 onodw, (3.1)

10



if v € W, "(w)\ {0} satisfies

/ Vo[l 2 AV - Vuda Jr/ Viv|[P~2vudz = )\/ [v[P~2vu dz forallu € C°(w). (3.2)

w

Definition 3.2. A principal eigenvalugs an eigenvalue of (3.1) with a nonnegative eigenfunction.

The existence of a principal eigenvalue for the problem)(&add its variational characterization by the Rayleigh-

Ritz variational formula
M= M@Qapviw) = inf  Zanvisel (3.3)

wewg P @\ o} vz,

is established in Propositién 3.9 below.
Consider first the equation

Qupvlv]l =g inw, whereg € M?(p;w) is nonnegative (3.4)

By a (sub, super)solution df (3.4) we mean a function Wé’f(w) such that

/|Vv|§’2AVv-Vud:r + /V|v|p*2vudz(§, 2):/gud$ for all (nonnegative) € C° (w).

w

One of our targets in the following subsection is to chamd@mtein terms of the strict positivity of the principal
eigenvalue of probleni(3.1), the following properties

a) the solvability in¥/, * (w) of (34),
b) the (generalized) weak maximum principle for{3.4),
c¢) the strong maximum principle fdr (3.4).

Recall at this point that th@generalized) weak maximum princigta the operatoQg_’p_’V asserts that a solution
of the equation{3]4) which is nonnegative @n is nonnegative iw, while thestrong maximum principlasserts
that in addition to the weak maximum principle, a solutioff@#) which is nonnegative abw, is either identically
zero or strictly positive inwv.

3.1 Preparatory material

We start with the following technical lemma that generalizemputations found in [8, 10, 27], where the case
Vi =V, =0andA = I, is considered. This useful lemma replaces Picone’s idewtitich is a key tool in
[38,[36]. We note that in the present paper the lemma is uslgd@rthe casd/; = V5, but this assumption does
not affect at all the volume of computations of the generaéca

Lemma 3.3. Letg;, V; € M%(p;w), wherei = 1, 2. There exists a positive constant depending only op such
that the following assertions holds true:
(i) Suppose thatv;, wy € W, (w) \ {0} are nonnegative solutions of

Qapvi[wiw] = g1, and Q) v, [wiw] = g2, (3.5)

respectively, and lew; ;, := w; + h, whereh is a positive constant, and= 1, 2. Then

-1 p—1
g1 — Viwy g2 — Vow
Ip, I:/ ( L : )(wihfwgh)dx

1 1 ,
wlf, wg,h
p .
/(wfh—i—wgh)‘Vlogw dz if p>2,
w0 " wa,p A
> ¢p (3.6)

w 2 - .
/(wfhang h)‘Vlog —wl’h A(|V1ogw1,h|A+|V10gw27h|A)p *dz if p< 2.
’ ’ 2,h

w
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(ii) In the particular case of nonnegative eigenfunctiares,

[P

Wy ‘= Wy, W= Wy, Jg1:= )\|w)\|p_2wA7 g2 = :u’|w,u Wy,
with A, 4 € R, we have
[ (0= = 03 =) @k = gy
wy |P .
/w(w’;—l—wﬁ)Vlogw—#‘Adx if p> 2,
> Cp
PP wa | p=2 '
(wh +wp)|Vlog w—’A(|V10gw)\|A + |Viogwy|a)" “dz ifp<2.
w 1

(iii) Suppose further thaw is Lipschitz, and letv;, ws € W1P(w) be positive solutions of (3.5) respectively,
such thatw; = ws > 0 0ondw, in the trace sense. Then

g g
| (5 - 25 - - W) - uf)do

w wh
P
/(wf—f—wg)Vlogﬂ‘Adx if p>2,
w w2
> Cp
2 — .
/(wlf—i—wg) Vlog%’AﬂVlogwﬂA+|Vlogw2|,4)p ? da if p < 2.
w 2

Proof. Setyy 5 = (wf, — wg_’h)w};f. Itis easily seen that; , € W,"*(w), and using it as a test function in the
definition ofw; being a solution of the first equation 6f(B.5), we get

_ w
/(wih —wy )|V (logws p)% dz — p/ wh |V (logwi,p) [y 2AV (logwy 1) - V(log Lh) dz

W1, h

p—1

gl - ‘/iwl D p

—/ - w1 (wl,h _w2,h) dz.
w 1,h

In the same fashion we sgt ;, := (w} h— wl h)wéjf and use it as a test function in the definitiongfbeing a
solution of the second equation Bf(BB.5), to obtain

[t~ ut )V toguantyds p [

w

p—1

g2 — ‘/QU}Q D D

= / — T (wQ,h - th) dz.
w U}27

wf |V (log wa,p) i * AV (log wa ) V(log —wl’h) dz

Adding these we arrive at

_ w
/ wy [|V(1ogw1,h)|€x — [V(log wa, 1) — |V (logwa p) 5> AV (log wa 1,) - V(logih)} dz

w2 h
p p p p—2 W2.n
+/ w19 Qoguws)lf — [V (logwn )l —pIV (ogw )y *AV (loguws) - ¥ (log 2 )| da
= Iy. (3.7)

Now we use the following inequality found in [27, Lemma 4.@t A being the identity matrix,,, cf. [40, (2.19)]
(the proof is essentially the same and we omitfity:all vectorsa, g € R™ and a.ex € w, we have

P |85 — plBET2A()B - (a— B) > C { 3.8
off = P =A@ 0= 2O, @
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Applying this to both terms of the left hand side bf (3.7), weain the inequality of part).
To prove part {i), takeg; = ANw1|P~2w1, g2 = plwa|P~ 2w, for some), p € R, and renamev;, ws to
wy, w, respectively. The integrand & in this case satisfies for d@ll< h < 1

‘ {()\ - %)(%)p_l — (k- VQ)(E;)”‘T (WX —wp, 1)
< (A =Vl + | = Va)[(wx + 1)P + (w, + 1)P] € L' (w),

by Theoreni ZK4). Ash — 0, we have

wy \P—1 w,, \P~1
(O-M(G2) == W(GE) ek — i) = O p = Vi )l - )
a.e. inw. By applying the dominated convergence theorem and theufi@toma on the inequality of pari)( we
get the desired estimate. Pant]) follows from part ¢) by settingh = 0.

We modify to our case a well known lemma on the negative paxtsnipersolution (see for example, [3, Lemma
2.7], or [40, Lemma 2.4]).

Lemma 3.4. LetV € M{ (p; Q). If v € WL7(Q) is a supersolution of)’,  ,,[u] = 0in Q, thenv™ is a7 (2)
subsolution of the same equation.

Proof. Though this argument is quite standard, we add it for corepks, and since it requires the use of the
Morrey-Adams theorem in the final limit argument. Followithg steps of the proof in[3], we define
Ve — U

Pe 1= 0, ® and v = (v 4212,

with ¢ being an arbitrary nonnegative functiondi® (2). Itis straightforward to see that

Vo, - Vo < Vo - v(ﬁgo) ae. inQ,
Ve
and then )
EV(’UE —v) -V < -V - V. a.e. in. (3.9
Thus, takingp. € W1P(Q) as a test function in the definition of € Wli’cp(ﬂ) being a supersolution of

" pvlul = 01in Q, and then applyind (319), we conclude that we only need to shatwe can take the limit
¢ — 0, in the following expression

1
5/ |Vv|’1’472AV(v€ —v) - Vedz — / V|v[P~2vp. dz < 0. (3.10)
Q Q
Note that sincéV (v. — v) /2 — Vo™, andvp. — —v~¢ ase — 0, this would readily give
/ Vo~ 52 AVe™ - Vo da +/ Vv~ P20 pdz <0, for all nonnegativer € C°(9).
Q Q

However, the justification of taking the limit inside bothegrals in[(3.1ID) is verified by the dominated convergence
theorem. For the first one we use Holder’s inequality, wfolethe second we apply first Holder’s inequality and
then the Morrey-Adams theorem. |

Definition 3.5. Let (X, | - | x) be a Banach space. A functiondl: X — R U {co} is said to becoercive
if J[u] - oo as|lullx — oo. The functionalJ is said to be(sequentially) weakly lower semicontinudfis
Ju] < 1ikm inf J[ux) wheneven, — u.

—00
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We have
Proposition 3.6. (a) Letw € R™,V € M4(p;w) andG € L? (w). Define the functional : W, *(w) — RU{occ}
by
Ju] = Qapyu;w] — / Gu dz. (3.11)
Then.J is weakly lower semicontinuous i#f, ** (w).

(b) Letw € w’ € R™ with w being Lipschitz, and le§, V € M(p;w’). Define the functional : WP (w) —
R U {0} by

Tlu] = Quapylus o] — / Glul dz. (3.12)
ThenJ is weakly lower semicontinuous i -» (w).

Proof. We first prove statement), Letu, {uy }ren C WHP(w) be such thaty, — win WP (w). By the uniform
boundedness principle, we have
K = sup [lukllwrrw) < oo,
keN

and thus by the compact imbeddingldf-?(w) in L?(w), and by passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
ur — uwin LP(w) and a.e. inv.
Letd > 0. By Minkowski's inequality and the Morrey-Adams theorenh€breni 2.4+()), we have

(/ VE|ug|P dx) Ve (/ VE|ulP dx) v < (/ VE|uy — ul? dx) v

1/p
< (019 = @) iy + C0 2, 4,8, IV E stk = ) (3.13)
< 8YP(K + ||Vl owrn) + C(n,p, 4,8, | VE | asa pseor) lur — | oo
This shows that

hmsup/ VE|ug|P dz §/Vi|u|pdx.

k—o0

On the other hand, by Fatou’s Lemma, we have
/ VE|u|P dx < hrninf/ VE|ug|P d.
w k—oo J,,

The last two inequalities imply

lim /V|uk|pdx:/V|u|pdx,
k—oo J, w

The weak lower semicontinuity of the gradient term followsnh the convexity of the Lagrangiagh— |C|Z(I).
We deduce then

Qapylu] < liminf Qapvlur]. (3.14)

For the last term off, we work similarly

' 1/p
/gi|uk|dx—/gi|u|dz < ||gi||§/fzw)(/ G* g~ ul” d)
1 /
< VPN GEIL ) (K + 1Vl Loizn) + C 0,0, 4,8, 1GE  aro ) 1tk — ul] o
and thus

1imsup/gi|uk|dx§/gi|u|d:p.

k—o0
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On the other hand,
/ GFlu|dx < 1iminf/ GF ug| dz.
w k—oo J,,
The last two inequalities imply

lim /g|uk|dx:/g|u|dx,
k—oo J, w

and thus/ is weakly lower semicontinuous i 17 (w).
For the proof of the weak lower semicontinuity #fin W, ”(w), one follows the same steps, but uses The-

orem[Z2-) in (3I3), in order to obtairf{3.14). Note that since we iegin this case tha € L* (w), the
functionall(u) := [ Gudx is weakly continuous since it is a bounded linear functional |

Proposition 3.7. (a) Letw € w’ € R, wherew is Lipschitz, andj, V € M?(p;w’). If V is nonnegative, then
forany f € W'P(w) we have that/ is coercive in

A:={uc W' (w)st.u= fondw}.
(b) Letw € R,V € M(p;w) andG € L* (w). Assume that for some> 0 we have
Qapyu;w] > 5||u||’£p(w) for all u € W, P (w). (3.15)
ThenJ is coercive in, * (w).
Proof. (a) Fixt € R, and suppose thatc A is such that/[u] < t. Itis enough to prove that
llullwrrew) = [lullLrw) + VUl e wrny < C, (3.16)

with C independent ofi. To this end, from/[u] < t and since’ > 0 a.e. inw, we readily deduce

/|Vu|idz§t+/g|u|dx
/ 1/p
<+ 1911 ( [ 1olhup do)
S t + CHUle,p(w). (317)

for some positive constard that depends only on, p, q,w, |Gl amre(pyry @Nd |G| £1(w), Where we have used
Theoreni.ZK4() in the last inequality. Thus, applying also assumption \& obtain

Hvru‘”}["v(w;Rn) <ca+ CQHUHWLP(w)a (318)
wherecy, co are positive constants independent:ofNext observe that — f € Wol’p (w), so that

llullrwy < llu = fllee@w) + 1fllzew)
< Cp|IV(u— F)llorwrny + 1 fllLew),

for a positive constant'» depending only om andw, because of the Poincaré inequalityI/I@l”’(w). Using (E)
we have successively

lullLrw) < Cp(IVUll Lo@irny + IV fllr@wmrn)) + 1l 2r)

CP 1/p

= 7(( [ vutiaz) +|Vf||m<w;w>> + £ leroy
Cp .

< 9—((15 + Cllullwrr(w)) /. ||Vf|\Lp(w;Rn)) + £l o)
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with C as in [31V). This implies the estimate
ull7 oy < €3+ callullwrw), (3.19)
wherecs, ¢4 are positive constants independent.oNow (3.18) and[(3.19) give
[ullfy10 () < €5 + collellwin),

for some positive constants, ¢ that are independent af. This implies in turn||u||y1.»(,) < max{1l, (c5 +
cg)/P=D1, and [3.IB) is proved.

(b) Let us prove the coercivity of in W,"*(w). Assume that/[u] < ¢ in (3I8), then by applying Holder's
inequality, we obtain
€HuH§p(w) < t+/wgud:r
SEA NG Lo (o 1wl Lo (w)-

This implies the estimate

1/(p—1)
t+ g ' (w
[ull Loy < m = max{L (#) } (3.20)
From J[u] < t, applying once more Holder’s inequality and also the Mpi#elams theorem (Theorelm 2.4y
we get

/|Vu|idx§t+/gudx+/ [V||u|P dz
< 44161 o 0y + SNV oy + Ol (3.21)

whereC’ = C,, , ;06 (Pa=") HVH]]”\%E’Z';?J)"). Thus, from[3.20) [(3.21) and assumption (E) we have faro?,

(6%, — ) [Vull2 gy < t+ 1G] ot oy + C'?,
which, together with[(3.20), impliegu/|yy1.0 () < C. [ |

Remark 3.8. Proposition§ 316 anld 3.7 will be used to prove the existefieeminimizer for the Rayleigh-Ritz
variational problem(313), and to establish the weak coisparprinciple using the sub/supersolution method (see
§5.1).

3.2 Existence, properties and characterization of the posvity of \;

The following theorem generalizes several results in tteedture concerning the principal eigenvalye(see for
example([7, Theorem 2.1],1[8, Proposition 2],[17, Lemmg38, Lemma 6.4]). Note that our results applies to a
general bounded domain, and in particular, the boundamt feinmas are not used in the proof (¢f.[17, Lemma
3] and [36]). In addition, we do not need any further regijasissumption on the entries of the matrbas in the
aforementioned references, while the poteritias far from being bounded.

Theorem 3.9. Letw be a bounded domain iR", and assume that is a uniformly elliptic, bounded matrix i,
andV € M‘(p;w). Then the operato®’, , ;- in w admits a principal eigenvalug; given by the Rayleigh-Ritz
variational formula [3.8). Moreovep,; is the only principal eigenvalue, it is simple and an isothéggenvalue in
R.

16



Proof. We define\; by (3.3) and prove that it is a principal eigenvalue. UsirgMorrey-Adams theorem (Theo-
remZ.4) withd = 07 one sees that

M 2 ~Clnp. @)™ VTR > —oe.

In particular, setting’ := V — A1 + ¢, with ¢ > 0, we get that

Qapyluw] > elull,,  forallueWy?(w).

Applying Propositions 316«) and3.7-§) with G = 0, we getthat) 4 , v—x, +<[-; w] is coercive and weakly lower
semicontinuous ifiV, ¥ (w), and consequently, also I, (w) N {llu|l ry = 1}. Hence, the infimum

. QAp, V-2 +eltiw
€ = mf p 1+5[ ) ]7

wewg P @0y llullZa,

is attained ini,"?(w) \ {0} (see e.g./146, Theorem 1.2]), and thusis attained iV, ”(w) \ {0}.

Let v; be a minimizer of[(313). It is quite standard to see thats a solution of [311) withA = );. Since
v1| € WP (w) \ {0}, it follows that|V(|v1 )| , = |[Vv1|4 a.€. inw. This implies thatv: | is also a minimizer of
(3.3) and thus a nonnegative solution[of {3.1) wite= \;. By the Harnack inequality, and the Holder continuity
of |v1 |, we obtain thatv, | is strictly positive inw. In light of the homogeneity of the eigenvalue problém](3.g
may assume that; is strictly positive inw.

To prove the simplicity of\;, we assume that, € Wol’p(w) is another eigenfunction df (3.1) with= \;. Hence,
vy is @ minimizer of [3.B), and thus has a definite sign. Withosslof generality, we may assume that> 0 in
w. Applying Lemmd3B-(ii) witht; = Vo =V, A = u = Ay andw, = vy, w, = vs We obtain

0>c¢

{ fw(vwavg)‘Vlogz—;idx, if p> 2,

[, (0] +v5)|Vieg & y (|V1ogvi|a + |V10gv2|,4)p_2 dz, ifp<2,

from which because of (E) we dedupeVuv; — v1Vus| = 0 a.e. inw, which in turn implies the existence of a
positive constant such that, = cv; a.e. inw.

Next we show thad, is the only eigenvalue possessing a nonnegative eigemburagsociated to it. Ih > A; is
an eigenvalue with eigenfunctianw, > 0, wheree > 0 is small. Then by Lemma3.3-(ii) with; = V5, =V,
= A1, andw,, = v, we have

(A — Al)/(svi —o?)dz >0,
which is a contradiction for small enough.

It remains thus to prove thay is an isolated eigenvalue IR. Suppose that there exists a sequence of eigenvalues
{A\k}ken C R such that\; | A1, ask — oco. Let{v; }ren be a sequence of the associated normalized eigenfunc-
tions. We claim tha{uv;, } xcx is bounded iV, * (w). Indeed, by the Morrey-Adams theorem, we obtain for some
0 <d < 1that

/ Voul de < A + / V| [og]? de
S 6||vvk||ip(w;]]§n) + Ca (322)
which implies our claim. Therefore, up to a subsequengepnvergence weakly iW()l’p (w), and also inL?(w).
Nextwe claim thavy, — w in W, " (w). Sincevy, — win W, ?(w), itis enough to show thalt] V|| s (w:zn) }

is a Cauchy sequence. Let> 0 be arbitrary. The inequality

la? — bP| < pla — b|(a?~' + 0P~ 1) a,b >0,
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together with the Holder inequality, and the Morrey-Adammesorem imply for all sufficiently largé, ! € N

‘/ |Vvk|idx—/|Vvl|de‘
<Du= A+ [ Vil = ] do

< €+p/ |V ||vg *Ul|’|vk|%1 + |Ul|p71‘d$-
w

1/p 1/p
§€+C’(p)</ [Vljox -l dz) (/ |V||vk|de+/|V||vl|de) . (3.23)

Applying first the Morrey-Adams theorem and then (3.22), ee that both integrals on the second facto[ of (3.23)
are uniformly bounded i, [ respectively. For the first factor we use again the Morreyw#fd theorem to arrive at

‘/ |Vvk|idx—/|Vvl|de}
1/
SE—I—Cl(s/|V(vk—Ul)|pdx+02€"/(”7pq)/|vk—vl|pdx) p, (3.29)

whereC1, C, are positive constants independenkof. The convergence ifi? (w) of vi to v implies that there
existsm. € N such that

/ lvg — vP da < g/ (pa—n)+1 forall k,1 > m..

Coupling this with [[3.24) implies thalti| Vo[ 1» .;r») } iS @ Cauchy sequence.
By a similar argument, one shows that

Qapvlw] = Afwllz,

hencew is a minimizer of the Rayleigh-Ritz variational probleim3g.and hence an eigenfunction bf (3.1) with
A = A1. The simplicity of\; implies thatw = +v, wherev > 0 is the normalized principal eigenfunction with an
eigenvalue\;. Without loss of generality, we may assume that— v in Wol"p(w).

Setw, = {z € w| v, < 0}. By Lemma3.4 (withy = V — )\;) we have thaw, is a subsolution of
Qs vz, [u] = 0inw, and thus from((3]2)

/ Vo [P, de < / WV = Aellor P da
<OV iy + C (0, @0 PV — A R o
for anyé > 0, where we have used TheorEml2.4. Fer 62, we deduce because of assumption (E) that

(08, — Vg [y < Cln,p, @)6 ™ I ||V — dg ot P

w;R™
Sincev, = 0inw \ w, , we use Poincaré’s inequality

_ LM (wy )\ _
o oy < ( mig’b) V05 o usmn. (3.25)

to get

_ S (pa—m _ny L (wy )\ P/ _
08 = DI W < COnpd 1 T (o)™ 190

w
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Canceling|| Vv, ||’£p(w;Rn), rearranging and raising to the/p we arrive at

- n n n? -n -n —-n
L (wy ) > Cn,p, @) L™(By) (07, — 8)"/2om/wlwa=mljjy — x| ra/tea=m), (3.26)
Notice that]|V' — Ay | aza(piw) IS @ strictly positive number. Indeed, assume tiét— A1 || p7a (i) = 0. Thenvy is
a nontrivial solution of the Dirichlet problem for th{g, A)-Laplace operator which is false under our assumptions
on A (see for examplé [19, 41]).
On the other hand,V' — Ax || ara(piw) = IV — Al ara(pi) @Sk — oo. Therefore, there exists > 0 such that

IV = Mellarapy = CIV = Millaragey Yk > ko (3.27)
Consequently[{3.27) applied {0 (3126) implies that
LM(wy)>C>0  Vk> ko,

for a positive constant’ independent os.

With this at hand, the rest of the proof follows [8, Théo®]. We include it for completeness: Let> 0.
Recalling thab is continuous inv, we may pick a compact set, € w andm,, > 0, such that’" (w\ w,) < nand
v(xz) > m, for everyz € w,. Up to subsequence that we don’t renameconverges ta a.e. inw, and thus in
wy. By the Egoroff theorem (see [18].2]) we have the existence of a measurables$et w, with £ (w') < n
such thaty, converges uniformly te onw, \ w’. Sincev > m,, > 0 in w, we deduce that for any large enough
we havey, > 00onw, \w'. Thusw; C w’U(w\wy), whichimplies that’™ (w; ) < 27. Sincen > 0 is arbitrary,
for k large enough this contradicts our estimate(w; ) > C. [ ]

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section. iightey the corresponding results in [17] 36]. We
have

Theorem 3.10. Letw be a bounded domain, and assume thas a uniformly elliptic, bounded matrix i, and
V € M(p;w). Consider the following assertions:

a1 Q) , v satisfies the weak maximum principledn

g Q) satisfies the strong maximum principle.in

ag: A >0.

oy The equation)’ ,, /[v] = 0 admits a positive strict supersolution Wi, P (w).

oy The equatio’, , -[v] = 0 admits a positive strict supersolution i (w).

as: For0 < g e L¥ (w), there exists a unique nonnegative solutioflif)”” (w) of Qv =g
Thenay & as & as = a4 = o)), andaz = a5 = .

Remark 3.11. In Corollary[4.14 we prove (imposing stronger regularitguamptions ord andV whenp < 2)
thatin fact,a, = «3. Hence, under these additional assumptiong far2, all the above assertions are equivalent.

Proof. a; = ay. Letv € W1P(w) be a solution of[(314) and suppose> 0 on dw. The nonnegativity of and
the weak maximum principle implies thatis a nonnegative supersolution bf (2.3)udn Suppose that for some
xo, 21 € w We havev(zy) # 0 andv(z1) = 0 and letw” € w contain bothzy andz;. Recalling Remark2.10,
we apply the weak Harnack inequalityzif < n, or the Harnack inequality ip > n, to getv = 0 in w’. This
contradicts the assumption thdtrg) # 0. Thus, ifv # 0 we necessarily have > 0 in w.

ae = az. Suppose that; < 0andletv € Wol’p(w) be the corresponding principal eigenfunction. Ther- —v
is a supersolution of the equatign (2.3)insatisfyingu = 0 ondw, andu # 0. By the strong maximum principle,
u is positive which is absurd.
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az = ;. Letv € WP(w) be a solution ofi(314) such that> 0 on dw. Takingv~ € W,*(w) as a test function
we see that

Qapvlo il = [ guas

wherew™ := {z € w | v < 0}. The nonnegativity of givesQ , v[v;w] < 0, which implies that\; < 0.
Thus, we must have™ = 0 a.e. inw, or in other words) > 0 a.e. inw.

as = ag. Sincel; > 0, it follows that the principal eigenfunction is a posititeist supersolution of the equation
(Z3) inw.
a4 = o). Thisis trivial.

a3 = as. Consider the functional
Ju] == Qapviuw| — / gudz u e Wy (w).

By Propositio 3.6+), J is weakly lower semicontinuous Wol"p(w), and by Proposition 3l %), J is coercive.
Therefore, the corresponding Dirichlet problem admitslatgm v, € Wol"p(w) (see for example| [46, Theorem
1.2]). Sincers = a3, this solution is either zero or strictly positive.

If v; = 0, theng = 0, and by the uniqueness of the principal eigenvalue, equ@d) inw does not admit a
positive solution in¥, ¥ (w). So, we may assume that > 0 and letv, € W, **(w) be another positive solution.
Applying Lemmd3.B-(i) withy; = g2 = g andV;, = V4, = V, we obtain

1 1 v1 \P~1 vy \P~1
0> / 9(= = 5 )00 — h ) do > / vI(ZR) - () |eh, - ) de
w Vg Lo w U1,h V2,h

The integrand of the integral on the right converge8 te. inw, and also it satisfies the following estimate for

everyh <1
v; \P~1 vy \P~1 » » 1
- — (= _ < P P .
VIGE) - GE) et -] s2viie - 0r e+ e L)

Thus

. 1 1
lim g( p—1 pfl)(vf,h - Ug,h)dx =0,

h=0Jy Moy, Yo h
which together with Fatou’s lemma imply that the right haiteof (3.6) equals zero. Thus; = v; a.e. inw.

as = ay. Letov € Wol’p(w) be a positive solution of (3.4) with = 1. Thenw is readily a positive strict
supersolution of(2]3) iw. [ ]

4 Positive global solutions

In the present section we pass from local to global propedigositive solutions of the equatidn (2.3)¢h In
§4.1 we establish the AP theorem, while§A.2 we prove among other results the equivalence of the &st f
statements of the Main Theorem.

4.1 The AP theorem

In this subsection we prove the AP theorem for the ope@t)p_’}ro_rv under hypothesis (HO). We will add a couple
of equivalent assertions to this theorem, regarding tHeviahg first-order equation

—divaT+ (p— DTS =V inQ, (4.1)

wheredivsT = div(AT) andT € L7,

e R™); see[20, Theorem 1.3] for a similar study whén= I,,, and
p=2.
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Definition 4.1. Suppose the matri¥ satisfies (S), (E) and lét € L (). A vector fieldT € Lﬁ:C(Q;R") is a
solutionof (4.1) inQ if
/Q AT - Vudz + (p— 1) /Q TP wda = /Q Vudz  forallu e C2°(), (4.2)
and a(super)subsolutioonf (£.7) in if
/QAT -Vudz+ (p—1) /Q |T|Zu dz (>) < /Q Vudx for all nonnegative: € C;° (). (4.3)

Remark 4.2. The additional assumptiori € M (p; 2) allows the replacement &f°(€2) in Definition[4.1 by
Whr(Q).
Theorem 4.3(The AP theorem) Under hypothesis (HO), the following assertions are edeiva

At Qapviu]l >0forall u e C(Q).

Azt @y, [w] = 0 admits a positive solution € W7 ().

Az : Qv [w] = 0 admits a positive supersolutianc WLP(Q).

Ay : @) admits a solutiofl” € L. (Q;R™).

As: (@) admits a subsolutiofl € L?_(; R™).

Proof. We proved; = A; = A; = A5 = Ay, wherej = 3,4.

A = Ay We fix a pointzy € Q and let{w;},cn be a sequence of Lipschitz domains such thate wy,
w; € wir1 € Q,1 € N, andU;enw; = Q. Fori > 2, we consider the problem

{ Qypvyrplul =fi inw;,

4.4
u=20 on dw;, (4.4

wheref; € C(w; \ w;—1) \ {0} are nonnegative. Assertio#y, implies

| —=

M(Qap,vi1yiswi) > = foralli € N,

~

so that by Theorerin 3,10 there exists a positive solutioa Wol"p(wi) of (4.4). Sincesupp{f;} C w; \ @Wi_1,
settingw, = w;_1, we have

(Vi[5> AV, - Vuda + / (V+1/i)P lude =0 for all u € WP (w)). (4.5)

Wi Wi

By Theoreni 2l7, the solutions we have obtained are continuous. We may thus normdlise thatv; (zo) = 1
for all : € N. To arrive to the desired conclusion we apply the Harnackemence principle (Proposition 2]11)
with V; :=V + 1/i.

Aoy = As. This is immediate withh = v.

Ay = A4 and A3 = As. Letwv be a positive (super)solution ¢f(2.3). By the weak Harnagquality (Remark
[2.10) in case < n, or by the Harnack inequality i > n, we havel /v € L (Q2). Set

loc

T := —|Vlogv[’, *Vlogu,
and letu € C°(2). We may thus picku|Pv!=P € W1P(Q) as a test function i (2.6) to get

(p—l)/ TP |uf? da gp/ |T|A|u|p*1|vu|,4dx+/ ViulP da, (4.6)
Q Q Q
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Note that from[(Z6) we obtain; just by using Young's inequalityab < (p — 1)a?’ + b with a = |T'| z|ulP~!
andb = |Vu|4 in the first term of the right hand side. Towards, we use instead Young'’s inequality

p’ p— 1\t D
pab < naP? + (—— b, 4.7)
n

with € (0,p — 1) and the above, b. We arrive at
(p—1- / (TPl de < ( / Vul?, da +/ V|ul? da.

This, together wit{E) and Theorerh 214 imply by specializingthatT € LIOC(Q; R™). Next we show that” is a
(sub)solution off{Z]1). To this end, far € C°(Q2), or for nonnegative: € C>°(Q2), we pickuv!=? € WlP(Q)
as a test function in.(2.5), dr (2.6) respectively, to obtain

f/AT~Vudxf(p71)/ |T|Z’udx+/Vudz (>)=0.
Q Q

Q

Ay = As. This is immediate with™ = T'.
As = A;. Suppose now that € L1OC(Q§R") and letu € C¢°(©2). We compute

—/AT~V(|u|p)dx:—p/ |ulP~tAT - V|u| dz
Q Q
< [ Jup 714l Vulada
Q
<=0 [ WPy des [ Vo,
Q Q

where we have also used Young’s inequatityy < (p — 1)a? + b7, with a = |u|P~|T| 4 andb = |Vu|4. This
readily implies

/ |Vulh) dz > —/ AT - V(|ulP)dz — (p — 1)/ |T|€;|u|pdx forallu € C°(Q). (4.8)
Q Q Q

If T"is a subsolution of(4]1), then testirig (4.3) [y, one readily sees frorh (4.8) th@t , v [u] is nonnegative
foranyu € C(Q). |
Remark 4.4. Inequality [4.8) withA = I,, has been obtained in14].

4.2 Criticality theory

In the present subsection we generalize several globaiyigsproperties of the functiona 4 , v, whereA and
V satisfy (at least) our regularity assumption (HO). For tbevenience of the reader, we recall the following
terminology.

Definition 4.5. Assume that 4 , v is nonnegativan Q (that is, Qa4 , v[u] > 0 for all uw € C°(Q)) with
coefficients satisfying hypothegid0). Then@ 4, v is calledsubcriticalin 2 if there exists a nonnegative weight
functionW e M (p; Q) \ {0} such that

Qapyvul > / Wlul? dz forallu € C°(Q). 4.9)
Q
If this is not the case, the@ 4 ,, v is calledcritical in €.

The functional@ 4, v is calledsupercriticalin Q if Q4 , v is not nonnegative i) (that is, there exists
u € CX(Q) such tha 4 , v[u] < 0).

22



Definition 4.6. A sequencguy} C Wol’p(ﬂ) is called anull sequencevith respect to the nonnegative functional
QapyvinQif

a)ug > 0forall k € N,
b) there exists a fixed open s&te €2 such that|uy||z»x) = 1 forall k € N,

€) lim Qapvux] = 0.

We call a positivep € Wé’f(ﬂ) aground stateof Q4 , v in Qif ¢ isanL?

loc

() limit of a null sequence.

Remark 4.7. Letw C R™ be a bounded domain, and suppose thas uniformly elliptic and bounded matrix
inw, andV € M%(p;w). Letv; be the principal eigenfunction with eigenvalde. SetCx := ||v1]/r(k),
whereK €  is fixed. Then the constant sequer{(ﬁé;(lvl} is a null sequence ar(df(lvl is a ground state of
QA,p,Vf)\l in w.

The following proposition states an elementary positipitgperty of the functional) 4 v

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that, > V; a.e. inQ and L™ ({V» > V;i}) > 0.
a) If Qa,p,v, is nonnegative if2, thenq 4 ,,v, is subcritical in€2.

b) If Q4 p, v, is critical in 2, thenQ 4 v, is supercritical inf2.

Proof. Partb) follows from parta) by contradiction, and from the obvious relation

Quapvalt] = Qapvilul + / (Va— Vi)l de  forallu € C°(Q),
Q

parta) evident. [

Note here that definitiois 4.5 ahd 4.6, and also Proposifi@make perfect sensef is merely inL] ()
for all values ofp.

Now we connect the criticality/subcriticality of the fuimtal Q) 4 ,, v in © with the existence of positive weak
(super)solutions problem for equatidn (2.3)¢¥ through the existence of ground states. Towards this wd nee
to give sufficient conditions o andV’, under which a null sequence with respect to the nonnegfatietional
Qa.p,v, Will converge inL? _ to a function iniv,>7.

loc

We need the following definition for the case< p < 2.

Definition 4.9. Suppose that < p < 2. A positive supersolution of (2.3) will be calledregular provided that
and|Vv| are locally bounded a.e. in.

Remark 4.10. Under hypothesis (H1) far < p < 2, any positive supersolutionof (2.3) satisfying? 4, v [v] =
g >0with g € v (Q) is regular (see Remalk 2.9).

loc

We start with the following proposition that gives us theuitibn that any null sequence converges in some
sense tany positive (regular ifp < 2) (super)solution. Note that our proof for the casec 2 is considerably
shorter than the corresponding prooflinl[38] and [36].

Proposition 4.11. Suppose thafu,} C Wol’p(Q) is a null sequence with respect to a nonnegative functional
Q a,p,v In Q with coefficients satisfying hypothe§i0).

Letv be a positive supersolution of the equatibn12.3¥2inIn casel < p < 2 we assume further that is
regular. Setwy, := uy/v. Then{wy,} is bounded ifV,.?(Q), andVwy, — 0in LY, (2 R™).

loc

Proof. Let K & (2 be the set such that the null sequefeg} satisfies|ux| .»(x) = 1 forall & € N. Fix a
Lipschitz domainv such thatk’ € w € €.
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By Minkowski and Poincaré inequalities, and the weak Hekrinequality, we have

will Loy < lwe = (i) kNl o) + (W) [£™(w)]?

1 n
< C(n,p,w, K)||[Vwg| e (wirny + ian’U<Uk>K[£ (w)]l/P.

Sincelluk| r»xy = 1, applying Holder’s inequality we deduce

1 [E”(w) }l/p.

R (4.10)

P(w <C s My 7K P(w;R™ N
Wil Lo () < C(n,p,w, K)||[Vwg | Lo )+ e

Let
/ VIVl de p>2,
Q
I(v,wg) := C(p) )
.
[ 19w (19wl +wdvela) e 1<p<
Q

whereC(p) is the constant if(3]8). We now u$e (3.8) with= V(w,v) = Vuy, S = wi Vo to obtain

I(U,wk)g/ |Vuk|’j4dx—/w£|VU|de—/U|VU|Z_2AVU-V(w£)dx (4.11)
Q Q Q

= /Q |Vug|'y de — /Q Vol ? AV - V(whv) dz,
Sincew is a positive supersolution, we get
I(v,wg) < /Q [Vug " dz + /Q Vup de = Qa,p,v|ugl. (4.12)
Suppose now that > 2. Using the definition of , and the weak Harnack inequality, we obtain frém (#.12) that
c/ |[Vwg|P de < C’(p)/va|Vwk|€1 de < Qapviur] =0 ask — oo, (4.13)

wherec > 0 is a positive constant. By the weak compactnes$lgf?(w), we get forp > 2 that (up to a
subsequence)

Vwy, =0 inLP_(Q;R™). (4.14)
By (4.10) and[(4.113), we have that, is bounded irWli;(f’(w) for anyp > 2.

On the other hand if < 2, then by the definition of and [4.1P), we get

02| Vwy |2
C(p)/Q (v 4

For convenience we sel, = Q4,,,v[ux]. By Holder's inequality with conjugate exponerntgp and2/(2 — p),
we get

G- de < Qapviur] — 0 ask — oo.
vwi)| A +wk|Vv|A)

/ VP Vg |y da

2|V |2 p/2 , 1-p/2
< </ 7| Vwg |y o dz) </ <|V(vwk)|,4 +wk|Vv|A) dz)
Q (|V(’UU)k ) w

)a+ wk|Vo|a

1-p/2
wh | Vol dac)

w

SC(P)1QZ/2</UP|Vwk|idx+/
SC(P)ilqz/Q(/Up|Vwk|idx+/wz|Vv|Z dx—i—l).

24



Sincevw is locally bounded, and locally bounded away from zero, [&nhd is locally bounded, and is uniformly
elliptic and bounded i, we get using(4.10) that for some positive constantd < j < 4, that are independent
of k, there holds

cl/|Vwk|pdac§02q£/2(/|Vwk|pdac+/widx—i—l)
§02q£/2(03/ |Vwk|pdx+04).

Sinceq, — 0 ask — oo, we conclude that also in the cgsec 2 we have

Vuwg — 0 in LP

loc

(€ R™),
and thus by{(4.70) we have thaf, is bounded irWli;Cp(w) foranyp < 2. |

Several consequences follow. In the following statememigueness is meant up to a positive multiplicative
constant.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose thaf) 4 ,,v iS nonnegative if2 with A and V' satisfying hypothesigi0) if p > 2, or
(H1)if 1 < p < 2. Then any null sequence with respect}a , v converges, i’ and a.e. inQ, to a unique
positive (regular ifp < 2) supersolution of(2]3) if. In particular, a ground state is the unique positive saati
and the unique positive (regularif < 2) supersolution ofl(2]3) ifi?, and so the ground state &7 if p > 2, or

Chrif 1< p<2.

Remark 4.13. At this point we need to add the stronger assumption (H1landV in the casel < p < 2,
since in this case we assume the existence of a positivearg@ulper)solution. In fact, the proof presented here for
p < 2 applies under the least assumptionsbandV that ensures the Lipschitz continuity of positive solution
This fails if we just keep the assumpti¢R) on the matrix4, even forV = 0 (see[22]). To our knowledge, the
least known assumptions ehandV ensuring the Lipschitz continuity of solutions are due tedldrman[26] (see
our Remark29).

Proof of Theorerh 4.12From the AP theorem we may fix a positive (regular i 2) supersolution € Wli’f(Q)

and a positive (regular i < 2) solutionv € Wé’f(ﬂ) of (2.3). Settingu, = ug/v we have by Propositidn 4.111
thatVw;, — 0in L} (€;R™). Rellich-Kondrachov theorem implies (see the proof of [PBeorem 8.11]) that,
up to a subsequence; — ¢ for somec > 0 in Wi)’f(Q). This implies in turn that, up to a further subsequence,
up — cv a.e. inQ, and also inL{, (Q2). Consequently; = 1/||v||.»(x) > 0. It follows that any null sequence
{ur} converges (up to a positive multiplicative constant) toshee positive (regular j§ < 2) supersolutiorv.
Since the solutiom is a (regular ifp < 2) supersolution, we see that= Cv for someC > 0, and therefore it is

also the unique positive solution ¢f (P.3)¢h |

We can now close the chain of implications between the asserof Theoreri 3.10 (see Remark3.11).

Corollary 4.14. Letw € R™ and suppose that is uniformly elliptic and bounded matrix in, andV € M (p; w).
In casel < p < 2, we suppose in addition that and V' satisfy hypothesi@1).

If the equationy’, , i-[v] = 0 admits a positive, regular, strict supersolutionii?(w), then the principal
eigenvalue is strictly positive.

Hence, all assertions of Theorém 3.10 are equivalent (if by@ersolution we mean, in cage< 2, a regular
one).

Proof. o)y = as3. From the AP theorem we gé ,, v[u;w] > 0 for all uw € C2°(w), which implies that\; > 0.
Suppose thah; = 0. Then by Remark4l7 and Theorém 4.12, the principal eigeifum which is a positive
(regular ifp < 2) solution of [Z.B) inw is the unique (regular ip < 2) positive supersolution of that equation.
This shows that this equation cannot have a positive steguar ifp < 2) supersolution. |
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In the next theorem we state characterizations of critigaubcriticality and existence of a null sequence. We
also state a useful Poincaré inequality in the case wiarg v is critical. It generalizes the corresponding results
in [37,[38,39| 36, 47].

Theorem 4.15. Suppose thaf) 4 ,, v is honnegative o’s° (Q2) with A andV satisfying hypothesigi0)if p > 2,
or (H1)if 1 < p < 2. Then

(i) Qa,p,v iscriticalin Q2 if and only if@Q 4, v admits a null sequence.

(i) Qa,p,v admits a null sequence if and only[if {2.3) admits a uniquetives(regular if p < 2) supersolution.

(iii) Qap,v is subcritical inQ2 if and only if there exists a strictly positive weight functiv € C°(Q) such that
(4.9) holds true.

(iv) If Qa4 v admits a ground state, then there exists a strictly positive weight functidbne C°(2) such that
for everyy € C°(Q) with [, ¢ypda # 0, the following Poincaé type inequality holds:

1
Qapviu] + C‘ / mpdx‘p > 6/ WlulP dz forall u € W, (Q),
Q Q

and some positive constafit> 0.

Remark 4.16. In the sequel (Lemm@_4.22) we add the following accompanyon@ statement:if Q4 , v is
critical in ©, then there exists a null sequence that converges locaifgranly in 2 to the ground state.

Proof of Theore 4:15. (if Qa ,,v is critical in€2. We claim that for any) # K € Q

= inf =0. 4.15
oK ogueué?(n) Qapvul ( )

lullLp(xy=1

To see this, pickV € C°(K) \ {0} suchthad < W < 1. Then
CK/ WiulPdze < cx < Qap,vul, forallu € C°(Q) with [|u|| r(ky = 1,
Q

a contradiction to the criticality af 4 ,, v in caseckx > 0. Picking one sucli’, (4.15) implies the existence of a
null sequence with respect @4 ,,v.

If Qa,p,v admits a null sequence, then by Theolem#.12, equdfioh §218)ts a unique positive solution
v, which is also its unique (regular if < 2) positive supersolution. Suppose now to the contrary, ¢hat,
is subcritical inQ2 with a nonzero nonnegative weighif. By the AP theorem we obtain a positive solution
of the equatior®’, ,, ;- _y-[u] = 0 which is readily another positive supersolution [of 12.3pisTcontradicts the
unigueness of, and thus 4 ,, v has to be critical irf2.

(i) The sufficiency is captured by Theorém 4.12. To prove the s®ige letv be the unique positive (su-
per)solution of@’, , ;- in Q2. By part(i) we have that the nonexistence of null sequences with respézs ,, v
implies thatQ) 4 ,,, v is subcritical in(2. Now the same argument as in the proof of the necessity ofrtestatement
of part(i) implies thatv is not unique, a contradiction.

(iii) The necessity follows by the definition of subcriticalityn@e other hand, the proof of the sufficiency
of the first statement of paft) implies thatcx > 0 for any domaink € . Using a standard partition of unity
argument we arrive at a strictly positiVe that satisfied (4]9) (se€, [38, Lemma 3.1]).

(iv) The proof is identical td [38, Theorem 1.6-(4)] (and alsqg]]36 |

Corollary 4.17. Suppose that fof = 0, 1, the functional@ 4 , v, is nonnegative 2 with A, V; satisfying
hypothesigHO) if p > 2, or (H1)if 1 <p < 2. Fort € (0,1) set

Vi = (1 —t)VO +tV.

ThenQ4,,,v, is nonnegative i for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Moreover, ifL" ({Vy # Vi}) > 0, thenQ . ,,v, is subcritical
in Q foranyt € (0,1).
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Proof. The nonnegativity of) 4 ,, v, fort € (0, 1) follows from the obvious relation

QAJLW[“] =(1- t)QAp,vo [u] + tQA,p,vi [u]. (4.16)

Suppose now thafu,} ¢ C°(Q) is a null sequence with respect @, v, in £ for somet € (0,1), such
thatu, — ¢ in L} (Q2). It follows from (4.16) that{u,} is also a null sequence f@,, v, andQa p,v, in
Q. By Theoren{4.12¢ is a solution ofQ’, , . [u] = 0in Q, for both values of,, which is impossible since

L ({Vo # V1}) > 0. n

Finally, we state generalizations of the correspondingltesn [38,36]. We skip their proofs since they are
essentially the same.

Proposition 4.18. Suppos€)’ C € is a domain. Letd andV satisfy hypothesiéH0) in casep > 2, or (H1) if
I<p<2.

a) If Q 4 p,v is nonnegative if2, then@ 4 , v is subcritical in€Y’.

b) If Q. p,v is critical in &', then@ 4, v is supercritical in<.

Proposition 4.19. Suppose thaf) 4 ,, v is subcritical in©2 with A and V' satisfying hypothesig0) if p > 2, or
(H1)if 1 < p < 2. LetU € L*>*(Q) \ {0} such thaty > 0 andsupp{U} € Q. Then there exist; > 0 and
T_ € [—00,0) such that) 4, v+v is subcritical inQ if and only ift € (7_, 7 ) andQ 4, v+~ v is critical in €.

Proposition 4.20. Suppose thaf) 4 ,, v is critical in © with A and V' satisfying hypothesigi0) if p > 2, or (H1)
if 1 < p < 2. Denote by the corresponding ground state. Considére L>°(Q2) such thasupp{U} € Q. Then
there exist$) < 7, < oo such thaiQ 4, v4+v is subcritical inQ for ¢ € (0,7) if and only if [, U|¢[? dz > 0.

The following theorem extends the corresponding theoren35,/36) 40]; see some applications therein.

Theorem 4.21. [Liouville comparison theorem]Suppose that for = 1, 2, the functionaly 4, ,, v, iS nonnegative
in Q with A;, V; satisfying hypothesi@0)if p > 2, or (H1)if 1 < p < 2. Suppose in addition that:

(i) Qa,.p,v, admits a ground state in €.
(i) The equationQ’y, , v, [u] = 0in Q admits a weak subsolutiahwith ¢+ # 0.
(iii) There existsM > 0 such that the matri>(M¢(x))2A1(z) — (¢4 (x))QAo(z) is nonnegative-definite iR™
for almost every: € Q.
(iv) There existsV > 0 such tha{Vy [, 2 | < NP=2|Vg[f, ¢ for almost every: in Q N {¢ > 0}.
Then the functiona 4, ,,v; is critical in 2, andy is the unique positive supersolution@f, 1. [u] = 01in Q.

We close this section by showing that the ground state isaljeaniform limit of a null sequence. This is a
generalization of the second statement_of [36, TheoremZ&]1 (Ve give a detailed proof, as it utilizes many of
the results presented above.

Lemma 4.22. Supposel) 4 ,,v is critical in 2 with A and V' satisfying hypothesi€H0) if p > 2, or (H1) if
1 <p < 2. ThenQ 4 ,,v admits a null sequence that converges locally uniformlyéoground state.

Proof. Let {w; };en be a sequence of Lipschitz domains such tha€ 2, w; € w;41 fori € N, andU;enw; = Q.
We fix g € w; and a nonnegativé € C>°(Q) \ {0} with supp{U} C w;. By Proposition 4.79, for everyc N
there exists; > 0, such that the function&} 4 , v ¢, v is critical inw;. Fori € N we denote by; WP (w;) the
corresponding ground states, normalizedibiry) = 1. The sequence of’s is strictly decreasing with. Indeed,
we have by Propositidn 4.118 tht ,, v_+,u has to be supercritical iw; ;. There exists thus € C°(wit1)
such that) 4, v, v [u; wit1] < 0. This in turn implies that

QAp, V-t Ut;wiva] < (ti — fi+1)/ Ulul? dz.
Wi41
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The criticality of Q 4 p,v—¢, . v iN w1 implies by definition that) 4 , v+, ,v IS nonnegative i, and thus
t; > tiv1. Settingto, := lim,_, o, t;, by Harnack’s convergence principle (Proposifion P.1p)taia subsequence,
{¢:}ien converges locally uniformly to a positive solutierof the equationg_’p_rvftooU[u] =0in Q. The AP
theorem (Theoremn 4.3) implies th@ts ,, v+ v is nonnegative if). Clearly,t., > 0. Let us show that in fact
to = 0. IfnotthenV — ¢, .U < V a.e. inQ, and since by our assumptiofis , v is critical in {2, partd) of
Propositioi 4.B gives tha@ 4 ,, v .. v IS supercritical, contradicting its nonnegativity.

Summarizing, for each € N we have obtained a ground statec W' (w;) of Qap,v—t,u INw;, and the
sequence ¢; };en converges locally uniformly to a positive solutienof the equation[(Z]3) if2. To conclude
we will show that{¢; };cn is in fact a null sequence. Consider the principal eigeralUQ 4 , v —+,u,;wi); @ €
N, which is nonnegative. Suppose that for soine N we hadX(Qa,p,v—+,v,;w;) > 0. Then the principal
eigenfunctionv}’ € W, (w;) would be a positive, strict supersolution of the equatigp,, . r[v;wi] = 0,
which contradicts the fact thaf is the unique positive supersolution and also a soluti(ﬁ’/gpvfti[,[v; w;] =0
(see Theorern 4.12). Thus (Qa,p,v—,u:;wi) = 0 for eachi € N, and sincep; is also the unique positive
solution ofQ’y , v,_;./[v; wi] = 0 (see again Theoreim 4]112) we conclygde= v} € W, P (w;). Consequently,

1—00 i—00 o

After a further normalization, we may assume that for séme K € €, there also hold§¢; || .»(x) = 1 for all
1€ N.

5 Positive solutions of minimal growth at infinity

The present section is devoted to the existence of positikgisns of the equatio®’, , i/[v] = 0in Q\ {zo}
that have minimal growth at infinity if2, and their role in criticality theory. For this purpose wedend in the
following subsection theveak comparison principl@VCP) (cf. [17/36]). Subsectidn 3.2 is devoted to the study
of the behaviour of positive solutions near an isolateddagty. Finally, in §5.3 we study positive solutions of
minimal growth at infinity inQ2, and prove the last two parts of the Main Theorem.

5.1 Weak comparison principle (WCP)

We prove first a simple version of the WCP that holds true fepthaplacian operator with aonnegativeotential
(see for instanceé [41, Theorem 2.4.1)).

Lemma 5.1. Letw be a Lipschitz domain ifR™. Suppose thatl is a uniformly elliptic and bounded matrix in
w,andg, ¥V € Mi(p;w) withV > 0 a.e. inQ2. Suppose that; (respectivelyp.) is a subsolution (respectively,
supersolution) of the equation

Qapylt] =G inw. (5.1)
If v1 < vy a.e. ondw in the trace sense, thean < v, a.e. inw.

Proof. Our assumption that < v, a.e. oMw, implies(ve —v1)~ € Wol"p(w). Using this as a test function in the
definitions ofv;, v9 being respectively sub/supersolutions[of5.1), and sghtrg the two resulting inequalities
we obtain

/ (|VU1|’:2AVU1 - |Vv2|’:2AVU2) -V(vg —vp)” da

+/ V(|v1|p72v1 — |v2|p72v2)(v2 —v1)" dz <0.
In other words

/{ } ((|Vv1|i72AVv1 - |va|i72AVv2) . (Vvl — va) dx
v <v1

+V(|vl|p72v1 — |’02|p721)2)(1)1 — vg)) dz <0.
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By (2.17) we have that each term of the sum of the integrandrisegative with equality if and only Wv; = Vs
a.e. in the sefvy < vy}, or what is the samé@v; — v1)~ = ¢ > 0 a.e. inw. Since(vs —v1)~ =0 a.e. oNdw in
the trace sense, we conclude< v, a.e. inw. |

The following proposition deals with the sub/supersolutiechnique.

Proposition 5.2. Letw be a Lipschitz domain iiR™. Assume thatl is a uniformly elliptic and bounded matrix in
w,andg, V € M4(p;w), whereg > 0 a.e. inw. Letf, o, ¢ € WhP(w) N C(w), wheref > 0 a.e. inw, and

Qg_’py[w] <g< Qg_’pﬂv[tp] in w, in the weak sense
Yp< f<o on dw,
0<yv <y inw.

Then there exists a nonnegative solutiog W' (w) N C (&) of

{ Qh,p,V[u] =g in w,

u=f ondw,

(5.2)
such that) < u < pin w.
Moreover, iff > 0 a.e. indw, then the solutiom is the unique solution of5.2).

Proof. Consider the set
K={veW"(w)nCw) | 0<y <v<pinw},

For anyx € w andv € K we define
G(z,v) == g(z) + 2V~ (z) (U(ac))p_l.

Note thatG' € M%(p;w) andG > 0 a.e. inw. The mapl’ : K — WP (w) defined byT'(v) = u, whereu is the

solution of
Q' p v [ul = G(z,v) Inw,
Anlvi (5.3)
u=7f in the trace sense aiw,
is well defined by Propositiofis 3.6 and13.7. Indeed, consfdefunctionals
J, J: WP (w) — RU{co}
defined respectively ih(3.12) arld (3 11), with= |V'| andG = G(z, v). Let
{uptren C A:i={ue W"P(w) | u= fondw},
be such that
Jug] § m = JgiJ[u]
Sincef > 0, we have thaf|ux|}ren C A as well, which impliesn < J[|lux|] = J[ux] < J[ug], the latter

inequality holds sinc€ > 0 a.e. inw. In particular, it follows thatnf,c 4 J[u] = m. Lettingk — oo we deduce

Jug] = m.

But, by Proposition 3164), .J is weakly lower semicontinuous, and by Proposilion 3:)(is also coercive. Since
A is weakly closed, it follows (see for example, [46, Theoreg])lthatm is achieved by a nonnegative function
u € A that satisfies/(u) = m. Moreover,J(u) = J(u) = m. So,u is a minimizer ofJ on A, and hence a
solution of [&.3).
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Observe that the map is monotone. Indeed, let, v» € K be such thaty < vy. Then sinceG(z,v) is
increasing irv we have

Qh,pﬂ\v\[T(Ul);w] =g(z,v1) < g(w,v2) = Q%,p,\v\[T(W);W]v

and sincel'(v1) = f = T'(v2) ondw, we get from Lemm@5l1 withy = |V | andG = g(z, v1) thatT(vy) < T'(ve)
inw.
Letv € WhP(w)NC(w) be a subsolution of (5.2). Thedl, , v lv] = Qv [v]+G(2,0) —g(2) < G(w,v)

in w, in the weak sense, and thuss a subsolution of{513). On the other hafidy) is a solution of[(5.B). Lemma
withY = |V| andG = G(z,v) givesv < T'(v) a.e. inw. This implies in turn that

Qupv[TW)]=g+2V7 (W20~ [T()P?T() <g  inw,

in the weak sense.

Summarizing, ifv is a subsolution of(5]2) thefi(v) is a subsolution of(5]2) such that< T'(v) a.e. inw. In
the same fashion, we can show that i€ W'?(w) N C(@) is a supersolution of (5.2) thefi(v) is a supersolution
of (5.2) such that > T'(v) a.e. inw.

Defining the sequences
uy =, wu, =T(u, ;)=T" ), and Ty =@, Ty :=T(U1)=T"(p) neN,

we get from the above considerations that } and{w, } increases and decreases, respectively, to functiamsl
u for everyz € w. Moreover, the convergence is clearly alsdif(w) (by Theorem 1.9 in[25]). Then, using an
argument similar to the proof of Proposition 2.11, it folthatu andw are fixed points of’, and both solvd (512)
and satisfyp <u <u < ¢ inw.

The unigueness claim follows from part (iii) of Leminal3.3. |

Finally, we extend the WCP (cf. [1[7,136,141])
Theorem 5.3(Weak comparison principle)Letw C R"™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Suppose thas a
uniformly elliptic and bounded matrix i@, andg, V € M%(p;w) with g > 0 a.e. inw. Assume thak; > 0,
where), is the principal eigenvalue of the operat@Y, , - defined by[(313). Let, € W'?(w) N C(®) be a
solution of
Qh,p,V[UQ] =g in w,
ug >0 ondw.
If u; € WhP(w) N C(w) satisfies
QfA,p,V[ul] S QfA,p,V[uQ] in w,
up < ug onodw,
then,u; < ug inw.

Proof. Sinceu, is a supersolution of (2.3) in that is positive ordw, the strong maximum principle implies
ug > 0in@. Lete := max{1, maxg u1/ ming us }, thenu; < cus in @. Consider now the problem

{ Q/A,p,V[v] =g in W,

V= Us ondw.

(5.4)

By the choice of: and our assumption we have that is a supersolution of(5.4) such that < us < cus ondw,
while u; is a subsolution of(5l4). Applying Propositibnb.2 with= u; and¢ = cuz, we get a unique solution
v of (5.4) such that; < v < cusy in w andv = uz 0N dw, in the trace sense. Clearlyjs a supersolution of (2.3)
in w that is positive ordw. Again, by the strong maximum principle, we get- 0 in @. By the uniqueness of the
boundary probleni(5l4) (Propositibnb.2), we have u,. Henceu; < us in w. [ |
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5.2 Behaviour of positive solutions near an isolated singatity

Using the weak comparison principle of the previous sulise¢Theoreni 5.13) we study the behaviour of positive
solutions near an isolated singular point. We have

Theorem 5.4. Letp < n andxy € Q. Supposed andV satisfy hypothesi@H0) in 2, and letu be a nonnegative
solution of the equatio®’, , y/[v] = 0in Q\ {zo}.

1. If u is bounded neat,, thenu can be extended to a positive solutiorfin

2. If u is unbounded neaty, then lim u(z) = oc.

Tr—rTo

Proof. 1. This is a special case 6f [28, Theorem 3.16], which is in &m extension t& € M (p;Q) of [44,
Theorem 10], wher#&  is assumed to be if{ (2) for someg > n/p. In particular, this part of the theorem holds
true for solutions of arbitrary sign if \ o, whereo is a set having zerp-capacity

2. We follow the argument ir_[15] (for a bit different arguntesee [44, p. 278]). Without loss of generality,
we assume that, = 0 andB;(0) € 2. Forr > 0, we denote the balB, := B,(0), and the corresponding sphere
S, := 0B,.

Sincelimsup,_,, u(xz) = oo, there exists a sequenéey }ren C Q converging ta), such thatu(xy) — oo
ask — oo. Letr, = |zx|, wherek = 1,2,..., and consider the annular domaifig := Bs,, /2 \ B,, /2. For
eachk we scaled, to the fixed annulud’ := B3 ,,(0) \ By /2(0). Note next that if. is a solution of the equation
Q' v[v] = 0inQ\ {0}, then for any positive?, the functionur(z) := u(Rx) satisfies the equation

Qo pvaltr] = —diva, {|Vurls ?Ar(2)Vur} + Va(@)|upP"ugr = 0 in Qg, (5.5)
whereAg(z) := A(Rx), Vr(z) := RPV(Rx), andQgr := {z/R |z € Q\ {0}}. Applying thus the Harnack
inequality inA’, we have foik sufficiently large

sup u(z) = sup ur, () < C inf u,, () = C inf u(x), (5.6)
TEA TEA’ TEA’ TEAL

where the positive constant is independent of. To see this for example in the cage< n, observe that
VRl araary = Rp_"/‘IIIVIIMq(AR) and by our assumptions @rwe have that the exponent dhis nonnegative
(itis in fact positive). Now from[{516) we may readily deduce

Iélinu(x) — 00 ask — co. (5.7)
"k
Letv be a fixed positive solution of the equatiQ¥, ,, -[w] = 0in By, and setfod < r < 1
m, = min u(@) .
s, v(x)

Then, as in[[15, Lemma 4.2], the WCP implies that the functigris monotone as — 0. This together with[(5]7)
imply thatm,. is monotone nondeceasing n@aiThereforelim, o m, = oo, and thuslim, g u(z) = co. M

Remark 5.5. The asymptotic behavior of positive solutions of the equrad’, , [v] = 0 near an isolated singular
point remains open for further studies (see [15/16, 39] hede¢ferences therein for partial results).

5.3 Positive solutions of minimal growth and Green’s functbn

The following notion was introduced by Agmonl [3] in the limezase and was extended geLaplacian type
equations of the forni.(1l.4) in [38] and [36].

Definition 5.6. Let K, be a compact subset 6f A positive solution of (2.3) inQ2 \ Ky is said to be gositive
solution of minimal growth in a neighborhood of infinity éh and denoted by, € Magq.x,, if for any smooth
compact subset di with Ky € intK, and any positive supersolutienc C((Q2 \ intK) of 23) inQ \ K, we
have

u<wvondK = u<vinQ\K.

If u e Mg, thenu is called aglobal minimal solution of(Z]3) iK.
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We first prove that itQ 4 ,,, v is nonnegative i, then for anyzy € Q, Mg, (.1 # 0. This result extends the
corresponding results in [38,139], and [36].

Theorem 5.7. Suppose thaf) 4 , v is nonnegative irf2 where A and V' satisfy hypothesigH0). Then for any
zp € , the equatiorQ’y ,, /[v] = 0 admits a solution: € Mg, 4}

Proof. We fix a pointzy € Q and let{w; };cn be a sequence of Lipschitz domains such that w1, w; € w11 €
Q, wherei € N, andU;enw; = Q. Settingr; := sup,¢, dist(z; 0w;) (the inradius ofv;), we define the open
sets

Ui =Wy \ Brl/(lgrl)(wo).
Pick a fixed reference point; € U; and note thal/; € U,41; ¢ € N, and alsaJ;enU; = Q \ {zo}. Let also
fi € C (B, ji(x0) \ By, yi+1)(0)) \ {0} be a sequence of nonnegative functions. The nonnegativipy.g, v
implies A1 (Qa,p,v+1/:; Us) > 0, and thus by Theorem 3.110 we obtain for eaehN, a positive solution; of

Qy pviryiltl=fi InU;,
v=0 onov;.

Normalizing byu;(z) := v;(z)/v;(x1), the Harnack convergence principle (Proposition?.11)iesghat{ u; } jen
admits a subsequence converging uniformly in compact $sib$€ \ {z(} to a positive solution: of (2.3).

We claim thatu € Mg, (.- To this end, let< be a compact smooth subset®tuch thatry € int K, and let
v € C(Q\ intK) be a positive supersolution ¢f (2.3) §h\ K with « < v ondK. Letd > 0. There exists then
ix € Nsuch thasupp{f;} € K foralli > ix, and in addition:; < (14 §)v ond(w; \ K). The WCP (Theorem
B.3) impliesu; < (1+4d)vinw; \ K, and letting; — oo we obtainu < (1+4§)vin Q\ K. Sinced > 0 is arbitrary
we conclude: < vinQ\ K. [ |

Definition 5.8. A functionu € Mg ¢,,} having a nonremovable singularity & is called aminimal positive
Green function of)’, |, in  with a pole atz,. We denote such a function ¥} |, (z, zo).

The following theorem states that criticality is equivdlenthe existence of a global minimal solution, that is
A1 < As inthe Main Theorem presented in the introduction. It extei3@, Theorem 9.6] and also [38, Theorem
5.5] and[[39, Theorem 5.8].

Theorem 5.9. Suppose thad 4 , v is nonnegative ifi2 with A andV satisfying hypothes{10) if p > 2, or (H1)
if 1 < p < 2. ThenQa,p,v is subcritical inQ if and only if [Z.3) does not admit a global minimal solutior(l. In
particular, ¢ is a ground state of (213) it if and only if¢ is a global minimal solution of (2] 3) ife.

Proof. To prove necessity, l&D 4 ,, v be subcritical irf2. Clearly (By the AP theorem) there exists a continuous
positive strict supersolution of (2Z.3) in2. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose there exists a giolvainal
solutionu of 3) in 2 and fix K to be a compact smooth subset@f Leteyx := mingx v/ maxgx u. Then
coru < 0, andsg}(v is also a positive continuous supersolution[of](2.3inUsing it as a comparison function
in the definition ofu € Mg, we getegru < vinQ\ K. Letting alsos x := ming v/ maxg u, we readily have
exu < vin K. Consequently, by setting:= min{esx, ex } we have

eu<v inQ.

Now we define
g0 := max{e > 0 such thatu < v in Q},

and note that sinceyu andv are respectively, a continuous solution and a continugics stipersolution of((Z]3)
in Q, we havesqu # v. There exist thug; € Q, andd, r > 0 such thatB,.(z1) C Q and

(1+6)eou(z) <wv(x) forallz € B,(z1).
But sinceu € Mg, it follows that

(1+0)eou(r) <w(x) forallx € Q\ B,(z1).
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Consequently(l + d)epu(x) < v(z) in Q, which contradicts the definition af,. We note that in the proof of this
part, we did not use the further regularity assumption (H1).

To prove sufficiency, assume th@ , v is critical in €2 with ground statep satisfying¢(x,) = 1, for some
z1 € Q. We will prove thaty € Mg.y. To this end, consider an exhaustifu, };cn of Q such thaty € w, and
x1 € Q\wi. Fixj € N, and letf; € C(B,, /;(x0)) \ {0} satisfy0 < f;(z) < 1, where as in the previous proof
we writer; for the inradius ofu;. Letwv; ; be a positive solution of

vl = inw,
v=20 onJw;.

The WCP (Theorem Bl 3) ensures that the sequéncgl;cn is nondecreasing. ifv; ;(z1)} is bounded, then the
sequence convergesig, wherev; is such that)’, , y/[v;] = f; in Q. Thusv; would be a strict supersolution of
(2.3), which contradicts Theordm 4115, since the grourte §t& the only positive supersolution &f, , i/ [w] = 0

in Q. Thereforew; ;(z1) — oo asi — oo. Defining thus the normalized sequenge(z) := 5;;1'((;1)), by the
Harnack convergence principle (Proposifion 2.11) we méngeka subsequence fi; ; } that convefges as— oo
to a positive solution; of the equation[(2]3) if2. Once again by the uniqueness of the ground state, we have
Uj = ¢

Now let K be a smooth compact set @fand assume thaty € int(K). Letv € C(Q \ intK) be a positive
supersolution of(2]3) if2 \ K such thatp < v ondK. Letj € N be large enough, so thaipp{f;} € K. For
anyd > 0 there existss € N such that for > is to have

0=Qhpvti] < Qupyle] Nwi\ K,

Qpvlv] =0 inw; \ K,
Ogui,j §(1+5)U ona(wi\K),
which implies thatp = u; < (14 0)vin Q\ K. Lettingd — 0 we obtaing < vin Q\ K. |

To conclude the paper, it remains to establish the equigalbrtweend; and.4¢ of the Main Theorem.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose thaf) 4 ,, v iS nonnegative if2 with A and V' satisfying hypothesig0) if p > 2, or
(H1)if 1 < p < 2. Letu € Mg ,,) for somer, € €.

a) If v has a removable singularity af, then@ 4, v is critical in 2.

b) Letl < p < n, and suppose that has a nonremovable singularity ag, then@ 4, v is subcritical in€2.

c) Letp > n, and suppose thathas a nonremovable singularity a§. Assume further thdtm,_, ., u(z) = ¢,
wherec is a positive constant. Thep, ,, v is subcritical in€2.

Proof. a) If « has a removable singularity ag, its continuous extension is a global minimal solutior{¥pand
Theoreni 5.9 assures th@l ,, v is critical in €.

b) Assume that, has a nonremovable singularityzaf, and suppose for the sake of contradiction tat,
is critical in Q. Theoreni 5.0 implies the existence of a global minimal sofut of (2.3) inQ). By Theoreni 54
we havelim, ., u(x) = oo, and thus by comparisan< cu in §2, wheree is an arbitrary positive constant. This
implies thatv = 0, a contradiction.

¢) Suppose tha®) 4 ,, v is critical in 2, and letv > 0 be the corresponding global minimal solution. We may
assume that(zo) = c. Since bothu andwv are continuous at, it follows that for any= > 0 there existg. > 0
such that for alD < § < 6.

(1 —e)u(z) <wv(z) < (1+¢e)u(z) Vo € Bs(xo).

Sinceu andw are positive solutions (i \ {zo } and(?, respectively) of minimal growth at infinity if?, the above
inequality implies that

(1 —e)u(z) <wv(z) < (1+¢e)u(z) Vo € Q\ {zo}.
Lettinge — 0, we getu = v in , which contradicts our assumption thahas a nhonremovable singularity at
Zo- [ |
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Remark 5.11. For sufficient conditions ensuring that in the subcriticase withp > n, the limit of the Green
functionG%yV(:c, x0) asz — xo always exists and is positive, séel[16].
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