arXiv:2202.09458v1 [math.AP] 18 Feb 2022

SOME RESULTS FOR SEMI-STABLE RADIAL SOLUTIONS OF k-HESSIAN EQUATIONS

MIGUEL ANGEL NAVARRO AND JUSTINO SÁNCHEZ

Abstract. We devote this paper to study semi-stable nonconstant radial solutions of S_k(D^2u) = w(|x|)g(u) on the Euclidean space R^n . We establish pointwise estimates and necessary conditions for the existence of such solutions (not necessarily bounded) for this equation. For bounded solutions we estimate their asymptotic behavior at infinity. All the estimates are given in terms of the spatial dimension n, the values of k and the behavior at infinity of the growth rate function of w.

1. Introduction and main results

This paper deals with the semi-stability of nonconstant radial solutions of

(1.1) S_k(D^2u) = w(|x|)g(u),

posed in R^n , where n ≥ 1, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the function g ∈ C^1(R) is nonnegative and nonincreasing, and w is a nonnegative radial function that satisfies some suitable conditions. The operator S_k(D^2u) is the k-Hessian of u, which is defined by the sum of all k-th principal minors of the Hessian matrix. Alternatively, S_k(D^2u) is the kth elementary symmetric polinomial of the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix D^2u. According to [1], to ensure ellipticity of equation ( 1.1), we consider k-admissible or k-convex solutions, i.e., functions that belongs to

Φ^k := { u ∈ C^2(R^n ) : S_l(D^2u) ≥ 0, l = 1, 2, . . . , k } . We point out that there are no previous works concerning semi-stable solutions to the k-Hessian operator in the whole space R^n for general nonlinearities and k ≠ 1. In fact, to the best of our knowledge, the only results devoted to stable solutions to ( 1.1) are contained in the work [10] and they concern only the particular cases w(r) ≡ 1 and g(u) a power nonlinearity. More precisely, in [10], the authors gave a definition of stable radial solutions of the k-Hessian equation F_k(D^2V ) = (−V )^p in R^n , where F_k (D^2V ) = S_k(D^2V ). They stablished connections between stability and certain critical exponents of Joseph-Lundgren type available for k-Hessian operators. Their tools also include Wolff potentials.

For existence and non-existence results for equations of the form ( 1.1) we refer to [3], where a special emphasis was put in the model equation (−1)^kH_ku = a(|x|) |u|^{q−1} u, being

H_k = k (_{n−1} k−1 ) T_k, for 1 ≤ k ≤ n (integer) and T_k = S_k(∇^2).

Some existence and non-existence results for radial solutions are given in terms of an integral condition involving the function a. In [6], among others results, the 1

author construct explicit negative solutions of the equation F_k (D^2V ) = R(x)(−V )^q in R^n , where F_k(D^2V ) = S_k(D^2V ) and R(x) is a radial function that satisfies C^{−1} ≤ R(x) ≤ C for some constant C > 1. See [6, Theorem 4.2].

Throughout this work, we identify a radial solution u by their one variable representant, that is, u(x) = u(r), |x| = r. At the point x = (r, 0, ..., 0), the eigenvalues of D^2u are λ_1 = u^{′′}, which is simple, and λ_2 =^{u′}_r , which has multiplicity n − 1, where by abuse of notation, we write u^′ or ∂_ru as the radial derivative of a radial function u. Thus the k-Hessian operator acting on radially symmetric C^2 functions can be written as (1.2) S_k(D^2u) = c_{n,k}λ^{k−1}_2 (nλ_2 + k (λ_1 − λ_2)) = c_{n,k}r^{1−n}∂_r ( r^nλ^k_2 ) , r > 0, where c_{n,k} is defined by c_{n,k} = (_n k ) /n. Remark 1. Note that, if u is a radial solution of ( 1.1) then, in particular, S_1(D^2u) = r^{1−n}(r^{n−1}u^′)^′ ≥ 0. Thus G(r) = r^{n−1}u^′ is nondecreasing, since G(0) = 0, we deduce that G ≥ 0 and hence u is nondecreasing. As a consequence, λ_2 ≥ 0.

Definition 1.1. We say that a radial solution u ∈ Φ^k of ( 1.1) is semi-stable if

(1.3) Q_u(ξ) := ∫ R^n kc_{n,k} |x|^{1−k} |∇u|^{k−1} |∇ξ|^2 + w(|x|)g^′(u)ξ^2 ≥ 0, for every radially symmetric function ξ ∈ C^1_c (R^n ).

In this paper, we establish pointwise estimates and necessary conditions for the existence of semi-stable solutions (not necessarily bounded) of ( 1.1). For bounded solutions we estimate their asymptotic behavior at infinity. All the estimates are given in terms of the spatial dimension n, the values of k and the behavior at infinity of the growth rate function of w, that is, the function W (r) :=^{rw′(r)}_{w(r)} .

We now stablish our precise assumptions on the weight w(r) that we will assume throughout the paper:

(1.4)

The functions w and W belongs to C^1 (R^n \ {0}) and W (r) is nonincreasing on (0, ∞). Set Γ = lim_{r→0} W (r), γ = lim_{r→+∞} W (r)

and assume that Γ and γ are finite.

In order to state our main results, we need the following notation: Let

(1.5) α(r) = ∫_r 1 {_{v(s)+}√_{v(s)2 + n} k v(s)+^n_k −1−sv^′ (s) s } ds log r ,

(1.6) δ(r) =

−n + 2α(r) + 2k + 2 k + 1

, ∀r ≥ 1 and δ_∞(γ) = lim_{r→+∞} δ(r),

where

(1.7) v(s) = k − 1 + W (s) k + 1 , ∀s ≥ 0. Note that when k = 1 and w ≡ 1, δ(r) take the constant value −^n_2 + √ n − 1 + 2, which plays a crucial role in pointwise estimates. We refer to [9] by Villegas for details. A great difference here is that δ(r) is a variable exponent, this produce additional technical difficulties.

Our main results are

Proposition 1.2. Let n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ) and u be a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1). Then |∇u(x)| > 0 for all |x| > 0.

We have the following pointwise estimate for not necessarily bounded solutions of ( 1.1).

Theorem 1.3. Let w ∈ C^1 (R^n \ {0}) be a radial function that satisfies ( 1.4), n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ) and u be a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1) (not necessarily bounded). Then, there exist M > 0 and r_0 ≥ 1 depending on u and w such that for all r ≥ r_0, (1.8) |u(r)| ≥ M { r^{δ(r)} if n ≠ 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) , log r if n = 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . Remark 2. This theorem is sharp for some β ∈ R, μ =^σ_k + 2 and

u_β(r) := sgn(β) (1 + r^μ)^{βμ} if β ≠ 0, ∀r ≥ 0,

(_1 μ ) log (1 + r^μ) if β = 0, ∀r ≥ 0,

where σ > −k and w(r) = r^σ , as shown in the Appendix.

Theorem 1.4. Let w ∈ C^1 (R^n \ {0}) be a radial function that satisfies ( 1.4), n ≥ 2 and u be a semi-stable nonconstant bounded radial solution of ( 1.1). Then, i) n > 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . ii) There exists u_∞ = lim_{r→+∞} u(r) ∈ R and M > 0 depending on u and w such that for all r ≥ 1, (1.9) |u(r) − u_∞| ≥ Mr^{δ(r)}. Remark 3. Theorem 1.4 is sharp (see Example 2.4 in the Appendix).

Remark 4. See [9] to compare our results with the semilinear case (k = 1) and for related equations involving the p-Laplacian operator, see [2, 5, 8].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove our main results, Proposition 1.2, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. We conclude the paper by presenting in the Appendix some examples of functions w and g for which our theorems are sharp.

2. Proof of the main results

We claim that if u is a C^2 radial solution, then u^′ ∈ C^{0,1}_{loc} (R^n ). To prove our claim, we first observe that u^′ ∈ C^0(R^n )∩C^1(R^n \{0}) with u^′(0) = 0 and |u^′(x)| ≤ C_R |x| in any open ball B_R of radius R > 0. Now from ( 1.1) and ( 1.2) we obtain, for r > 0, kc_{n,k} ( u^′ r )_{k−1} (( n − k k ) ( u^′ r ) + u^{′′} ) = wg(u), from which we deduce that

u^{′′} = ( wg(u) kc_{n,k} ) ( u^′ r )_{1−k} − ( n − k k ) ( u^′ r ) , r > 0.

Thus, for any R > 0, the function u^{′′} is bounded on B_R \ {0}. Also for any x, y ∈ R^n such that R > |y| > |x| > 0, we have

|u^′(|y|) − u^′(|x|)| ≤ ∫_{|y|} |x| |u^{′′}(t)| dt ≤ sup ξ∈[|x|,|y|] |u^{′′}(ξ)| (|y| − |x|) ≤ sup z∈B_R\{0} |u^{′′}(|z|)| |y − x| .

We conclude that u^′ ∈ C^{0,1}_{loc} (R^n ). This will be used in the proof of Lemma 2.1 below.

Lemma 2.1. Let n ≥ 2 and u be any radial solution of ( 1.1). Then (2.1) Q_u(u^′η) = kc_{n,k} ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 {| | | ||x| ∇η + v xη |x| | | | | 2 − ( v^2 + n k v + n k − 1 − (x, ∇v) ) η^2 } ,

for every radially symmetric function η ∈ (H^1_c ∩ L^∞_{loc}) (R^n ), where v is defined as in ( 1.7). Here (·, ·) denotes the standard scalar product in R^n .

Proof. Let η ∈ H^1_c (R^n ) ∩ L^∞_{loc}(R^n ) and ζ ∈ C^{0,1}_{loc} (R^n ) be radial functions. Then, by a standard density argument, we can take ξ = ζη ∈ H^1_c (R^n ) ∩ L^∞_{loc}(R^n ) in ( 1.3) to obtain

(2.2) Q_u(ζη) = ∫ R^n kc_{n,k} | | | u^′ |x| | | |^{k−1} |∇(ζη)|^2 + w(|x|)g^′(u)(ζη)^2.

Thus, as u and ζ are radial functions, we get

(2.3) | | | u^′ |x| | | | k−1 |∇(ζη)|^2 = λ^{k−1}_2 ( ζ^2 |∇η|^2 + ( 2ζη(∇ζ, ∇η) + η^2 |∇ζ|^2 )) ,

where λ_2 = u^′/|x|.

From ( 1.2) and differentiating ( 1.1) with respect to r, we obtain

c^{−1}_{n,k}wg^′(u)u^′ = −c^{−1}_{n,k}w^′g(u) − n − 1 r^2 ( u^{′k} r^{k−1} ) + Δ ( u^{′k} r^{k−1} )

= −c^{−1}_{n,k}wg(u) W r − (n − 1)λ^k_2 r + Δ ( λ^{k−1}_2 u^′ ) , r > 0.

Then, multiplying the latter equation by u^′η^2, integrating by parts and using ζ = u^′ in ( 2.2), ( 2.3), and taking into account that λ_2 ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^n ), we have 1 kc_{n,k} ∫ R^n wg^′(u)(u^′η)^2 = − ∫ R^n λ^{k−1}_2 |∇ (u^′η)|^2 + ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { |x|^2 |∇η|^2 + ( k − 1 k + 1 ) ( x, ∇η^2 ) }

− ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { 2n − k − 1 k + 1 + n k W } η^2 − 1 k + 1 ∫ R^n W ( x, ∇λ^{k+1}_2 ) η^2 = − ∫ R^n λ^{k−1}_2 |∇ (u^′η)|^2 + ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { |x|^2 |∇η|^2 + ( k − 1 + W k + 1 ) ( x, ∇η^2 ) }

− ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { 2n − k − 1 +^n_k W − (x, ∇W ) k + 1 } η^2.

Now from ( 1.7), we have

W = (k + 1)v + 1 − k and (x, ∇W ) = (k + 1) (x, ∇v) .

Hence ∫ R^n λ^{k−1}_2 |∇ (u^′η)|^2 + 1 kc_{n,k} ∫ R^n wg^′(u)(u^′η)^2 = ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { |x|^2 |∇η|^2 + v ( x, ∇η^2 )}

− ∫ R^n λ^{k+1}_2 { n k v + n k − 1 − (x, ∇v) } η^2,

which concludes the proof. □ Multiplying the equation ( 1.2) by r^{n+ nk −1}λ_2, we obtain (( r^{nk} λ_2 )_{k+1})′ = (k + 1)(kc_{n,k})^{−1}wg(u)r^{n+ nk −1}λ_2. Since rλ_2 = u^′, the above equation is equivalent to

(2.4) (( r^{nk −1}u^′ )_{k+1})′ = (k + 1)(kc_{n,k})^{−1}r^{n−1}wg(u)r^{nk −1}u^′. On the other hand, from ( 1.4) and ( 1.7), we have

(2.5) v(r) ≥ v_∞ := lim_{r→+∞} v(r) = k − 1 + γ k + 1 , ∀r ≥ 0. Thus, if n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ), it follows that

(2.6) n k v(r) + n k − 1 ≥ n k (v_∞ + 1) − 1 = n(2k + γ) k(k + 1) − 1 > 0, ∀r ≥ 0. Proof of Proposition 1.2. We follows an argument similar to that of Proposition 1 in [4]. Let n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ) and let u be a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1). Arguing by contradiction, assume that u^′(r_0) = 0 for some r_0 > 0, so u^′χ_{B(0,r0)} ∈ H^1_c (R^n ) ∩ L^∞_{loc}(R^n ) and from ( 2.1), we get that Q_u ( u^′χ_{B(0,r0)} ) = −kc_{n,k} ∫ B(0,r_0) (n k v + n k − 1 − (x, ∇v) ) r^2λ^{k+3}_2 ≤ 0,

where we have used the fact that λ_2 ≥ 0, ( 2.6) and the monotonicity of v to get the above inequality. Thus, the semi-stability of u implies that u(r) = u_0 for all r ∈ [0, r_0].

Let v(r) = (r^{nk −1}u^′)^{k+1}. From ( 2.4), we have the following problem

u^′ = r^{1− nk} v^{1k+1} r > r_0 > 0, v^′ = (k + 1)(kc_{n,k})^{−1}r^{n−1}wg(u)v^{1k+1} r > r_0 > 0, u(r_0) = u_0, v(r_0) = 0.

Finally, by Cauchy’s theorem, we get that u = u_0 for any r > 0, a contradiction. □ We adapt some estimates given by Villegas in [9] for the nonweighted semilinear equation. Here is one of our main integral estimates.

Lemma 2.2. Let w ∈ C^1 (R^n \ {0}) be a radial function that satisfies ( 1.4), n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ) and u be a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1). Then, there exists K > 0 depending on u and w and such that

(2.7) ∫_R r ds s^{n−k}(u^′(s))^{k+1} ≤ Kr^{−2α(r)} ∀R > r ≥ 1. Proof. From Proposition 1.2, we have that u^′(r) ≠ 0 for all r > 0. Furthermore, u^′ > 0 on (0, ∞) (see Remark 1).

Next we show that α(r) defined in ( 1.5) is strictly positive for all r ≥ 1. For this, let κ ≥ 0 and define the function

Ψ(r, κ) := v(r) + √ v(r)^2 + n k v(r) + n k − 1 + κ. From ( 2.6), we have

(2.8) v(r) + n 2k > k n ( 1 − n k ) + n 2k = k^2 + (n − k)^2 2kn > 0. Then

(2.9) ∂Ψ ∂r (r, κ) = ( 1 + v(r) +^n_{2k} √ v(r)^2 +^n_k v(r) +^n_k − 1 + κ ) v^′(r) ≤ 0 for r > 0.

Thus, from ( 1.4), ( 2.6), ( 2.8) and ( 2.9), we obtain Ψ(r, −rv^′(r)) > v(r) + |v(r)| ≥ 0, ∀r ≥ 0, and Ψ(r, −rv^′(r)) ≥ Ψ(r, 0) = v(r) + √( v(r) + 1 k ) (k (v(r) − 1) + n)

≥ lim_{r→+∞} Ψ(r, 0) = v_∞ + √ n k (v_∞ + 1) + (v_∞ + 1)(v_∞ − 1) > k − 1 + γ k + 1 + √ 1 + (2k + γ)(γ − 2) (k + 1)^2 = k − 1 + γ + |k − 1 + γ| k + 1 ≥ 0. Therefore by the previous inequalities, we get

α(r) = ∫_r 1 {_{v(s)+}√_{v(s)2 + n} k v(s)+^n_k −1−sv^′ (s) s } ds log r

≥ v_∞ + √ n k (v_∞ + 1) + (v_∞ + 1)(v_∞ − 1) > 0 for r ≥ 1.

(2.10)

We now fix R > r ≥ 1 and consider the function

η(t) = 1 if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, t^{−α(t)} if 1 < t ≤ r, r^{−α(r)} ∫_R t ds sn−k(u′ (s))k+1 ∫_R r ds sn−k (u′ (s))k+1 if r < t ≤ R, 0 if R < t < ∞. Since, u is a semi-stable solution, from ( 2.1), we have

0 ≤ (ω_nkc_{n,k})^{−1}Q_u(u^′η) = I_1 + I_2 + I_3 = (∫_1 0 + ∫_r 1 + ∫_R r ) { t^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_2 ( (tη^′)^2 + 2v(t) (tηη^′) − (n k v(t) + n k − 1 − tv^′(t) ) η^2 ) dt } ,

(2.11)

where ω_n is the measure area of the n − 1 dimensional unit sphere S^{n−1}.

Then by ( 2.6), we have

I_1 = −

∫_1 0 t^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_2 ((n k v(t) + n k − 1 − tv^′(t) )) dt ≤ − (n k (v_∞ + 1) − 1 ) ∫ 1 0 t^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_2 dt, (2.12)

and by ( 1.5), we obtain

I_2 = ∫_r 1 t^{n−2α(t)−1}λ^{k+1}_2 (( t (α(t) log t)^′ − v(t)

)_2

− ( v(t)^2 + n k v(t) + n k − 1 − tv^′(t) )) dt = 0.

(2.13)

Now to estimate I_3, we need to consider two cases according to the sign of v in the interval [r, R]. For this, we rewrite I_3 as

I_3 = I^+_3 + I^−_3 = ∫ {t∈[r,R]:v(t)≥0} + ∫ {t∈[r,R]:v(t)<0} , (2.14)

and we define Φ_R : [r, R] → R as

Φ_R(t) = ∫_R t s^{−(n+1)}λ^{−(k+1)} 2 ds, and recall that λ_2 = u^′(s)/s for s > 0.

Thus for t ∈ [r, R]:

• If v(t) ≥ 0, then by ( 2.6), it follows that

(2.15) I^+_3 ≤ r^{−2α(r)} Φ_R(r) . • If v(t) < 0, then for all ϵ > 0

−2v(t)Φ_R(t)t^{−n}λ^{−(k+1)}_2 ≤ ϵ^2v(t)^2Φ_R(t)^2 + t^{−2n}λ^{−2(k+1)} 2 ϵ^2 , and I^−_3 ≤ ( 1 + 1 ϵ^2 ) r^{−2α(r)} Φ_R(r) − r^{−2α(r)} Φ_R(r)^2 × × ∫ {t∈[r,R]:v(t)<0} t^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_2 ( −ϵ^2v(t)^2 + n k v(t) + n k − 1 − tv^′(t) ) Φ_R(t)^2dt.

Moreover, by ( 1.4) and ( 1.7), we have that |v_∞| > |v(t)| > 0 for any t ∈ {t ∈ [r, R] : v(t) < 0}. By ( 2.6) we can pick ϵ ∈ ( 0, √_n k v_∞ +^n_k − 1/ |v_∞| ) . Then applying the Young’s inequality with ε to −v(t)Φ_R(t)t^{−n}λ^{−(k+1)}_2 with exponents 2 and 2, and using again ( 2.6), we have

−ϵ^2v(t)^2 + n k v(t) + n k − 1 − tv^′(t) ≥ −ϵ^2v^2_∞ + n k v_∞ + n k − 1 > 0, and therefore

(2.16) I^−_3 ≤ ( 1 + 1 ϵ^2 ) r^{−2α(r)} Φ_R(r) . Finally, from ( 2.11)-( 2.13), ( 2.15) and ( 2.16), the lemma follows. □

Applying Lemma 2.2 enables us to prove the following pointwise estimate.

Proposition 2.3. Let w ∈ C^1 (R^n \ {0}) be a radial function that satisfies ( 1.4), n > k(k + 1)/(2k + γ) and u be a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1). Then, there exists K^′ > 0 depending on u and w and such that (2.17) |u(2r) − u(r)| ≥ K^′r^{δ(r)}, ∀r ≥ 1.

Proof. Fix r ≥ 1. Applying Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.2 with R = 2r and recalling that u^′ does not vanish in (0, ∞), we deduce (∫_2 1 t^{− n−kk+2} dt ) r^{− n−2k−2k+2} = ∫_{2r} r t^{− n−kk+2} dt

≤ (∫_{2r} r dt t^{n−k}(u^′(t))^{k+1} )^1_{k+2} (∫_{2r} r u^′(t) dt )^{k+1}_{k+2}

≤ ( Kr^{−2α(r)} |u(2r) − u(r)|^{k+1} ) 1_{k+2} , which gives ( 2.17). □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let δ(r) and δ_∞(γ) as in ( 1.6). By ( 2.5) and ( 2.6), we obtain

v_∞ + 1 = 2k + γ k + 1

> 0 and k(v_∞ − 1) + n >

(n − k)^2 n ≥ 0. Thus, from ( 1.4), ( 1.5), ( 1.7), the L’Höspital rule and the elementary equality 2 √ ab = a + b − ( √ a − √ b)^2 for a, b ≥ 0, we have

δ_∞(γ) =

−n + 2 lim_{r→+∞} α(r) + 2k + 2

k + 1 = −n + 2 ( v_∞ + √(_{v∞+1} k ) (k(v_∞ − 1) + n) ) + 2(k + 1)

k + 1 = (k + 1)^2 (_{v∞+1} k ) − (√ k(v_∞ − 1) + n − √_{v∞+1} k )2 k + 1 = ( 2 ( k +^{2(k+1)(v∞ +1)} k ) − n ) ( k √_{v∞+1} k + √ k(v_∞ − 1) + n )

(k + 1) ( (k + 2) √_{v∞+1} k + √ k(v_∞ − 1) + n )

= C ( 2 ( k + 2γ k + 4 ) − n ) ,

(2.18)

where C is a positive constant depending on n, k and γ.

Additionally, from ( 2.10) and ( 1.6), we obtain (2.19) δ(r) ≥ δ_∞(γ), ∀r ≥ 1. Now, according to the dimension n, we consider three cases:

• Case n > 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . By ( 2.18), δ_∞(γ) < 0, and by continuity there exists r_0 > 1 such that δ(r) < 0 for any r ≥ r_0. At this point, we have two subcases:

– lim_{r→+∞} |u(r)| ∈ (0, ∞]. From ( 2.19), we have 0 > δ(r) ≥ δ_∞(γ) for any

r ≥ r_0. Then, 1 > r^{δ(r)} ≥ r^{δ∞ (γ)}, ∀r ≥ r_0 and it follows that lim r→+∞ r^{δ(r)} ∈ [0, 1].

If lim_{r→+∞} r^{δ(r)} ∈ (0, 1], we have a contradiction. Hence, lim_{r→+∞} r^{δ(r)} = 0 and ( 1.8) follows immediately.

– lim_{r→+∞} |u(r)| = 0. Let R ≥ 2r and r ≥ 1. Thus, by the monotony of u and Proposition 2.3 there exists K^′ > 0 such that: |u(R) − u(r)| = |u(R) − u(2r)| + |u(2r) − u(r)| ≥ |u(2r) − u(r)| ≥ K^′r^{δ(r)}. (2.20)

Letting R → +∞, ( 1.8) is proved for r_0 = 1. • Case n < 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . We have three subcases:

– lim_{r→+∞} |u(r)| r^{−δ(r)} = 0. From ( 2.17), we have that K^′ = 0, a contradiction.

– lim_{r→+∞} |u(r)| r^{−δ(r)} = L ∈ (0, +∞). Then, ∀ϵ > 0 there exists r_0 ≥ 1

such that | ||u(r)| r^{−δ(r)} − L | | < ϵ for any r ≥ r_0 and ( 1.8) is proved for r_0.

– lim_{r→+∞} |u(r)| r^{−δ(r)} = +∞. Then there exists r_0 ≥ 1 and K > 0 such

that |u(r)| r^{−δ(r)} ≥ K for any r ≥ r_0 and ( 1.8) is proved for r_0. • Case n = 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . Let r ≥ 1. Then there exists m ∈ N and 1 ≤ r_1 < 2 such that r = 2^{m−1}r_1. Thus, by the monotony of u and Proposition 2.3, it follows that |u(r)| ≥ |u(r) − u(r_1)| − |u(r_1)| = m−1∑ j=1 | |u(2^j r_1) − u(2^{j−1}r_1) | | − |u(r_1)|

≥ m−1∑ j=1 K^′(2^{j−1}r_1)^{δ(2j−1 r1)} − |u(r_1)| .

(2.21)

By ( 2.19), we have ( 2^{j−1}r_1

)_{δ(2}^{j−1}_{r1 )} ≥ ( 2^{j−1}r_1 )_{δ∞(γ)} = 1, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , m − 1} and together with ( 2.21), we get

(2.22) |u(r)| ≥ K^′(m − 1) − |u(r_1)| = ( K^′ log 2 ) (log r − log r_1) − |u(r_1)| ,

and ( 1.8) follows easily. □

Proof of Theorem 1.4. From ( 1.8) of Theorem 1.3, it follows that n ≠ 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . Recall that δ(r) = −n + 2α(r) + 2k + 2 k + 1 . Let R ≥ 2r and r ≥ 1. From ( 2.19) and ( 2.20), we have |u(R) − u(r)| ≥ K^′r^{δ(r)} ≥ K^′r^{δ∞ (γ)}. Thus, letting r → +∞, we conclude that δ_∞(γ) must be negative, which is equivalent to n > 2 ( k +^{2γ}_k + 4 ) . This prove i).

Finally, letting R → +∞, we have |u(r) − u_∞| ≥ K^′r^{δ(r)}, ∀r ≥ 1, which is ii) with M = K^′. The proof is complete. □

Appendix We will see that the results obtained in the previous section are optimal.

Example 2.4. Let σ_1, σ_2, τ, μ ∈ R, (n ≥ 2) ∈ N and k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Define the function

(2.23) w(r) = r^{σ1} (1 + r^{σ2} )^{− τσ2} , and (2.24) μ = σ_1 k + 2.

We assume that σ_1, σ_2, τ and n satisfy the following conditions:

• If τ = 0, then

(2.25) σ_1 > −k and n > k(k + 1) 2k + σ_1 . • If τ > 0, then

(2.26) k(σ_2 − 2) ≥ σ_1 > −k, 2k + σ_1 > τ and

n > max {√ τσ_2 k + 1 + 2k − (k − 1)σ_1 k , k(k + 1) 2k + σ_1 − τ } . Now, let u_β be a radial function defined by

u_β(r) := sgn(β) (1 + r^μ)^{βμ} if β ≠ 0, ∀r ≥ 0, (_1 μ ) log (1 + r^μ) if β = 0, ∀r ≥ 0.

On the other hand, let β ∈ R such that β ≥ Q(r) := −n + 2ν + 2k + 2

k + 1 + + 2 k + 1 { ∫_{r1 v(s)s ds} log r if r ≥ 1,

v(r) if r ∈ [0, 1),

(2.27)

where ν := √ v(0)^2 +^n_k v(0) +^n_k − 1 − v^′(1) and v is defined by ( 1.7).

Then u_β is a semi-stable nonconstant radial solution of ( 1.1) with g = g_β defined by • If β ≠ 0,

g_β(s) := c_{n,k} |β|^k (( |s|^{μβ} − 1 )^σ2_μ + 1 ) τ_{σ2} × if s ∈ I_{β≠0}, × ( n + k(β − 2) + k (μ − β) |s|^{− μβ} ) |s|^{k− kμβ} C^1 − extension if s ∉ I_{β≠0}, • If β = 0,

g_0(s) := c_{n,k} ( (e^{μs} − 1)^{σ2μ} + 1 ) τ_{σ2} (n + k(β − 2) + kμe^{−μs}) e^{−kμs} if s ∈ I_0, C^1 − extension if s ∉ I_0, where

(2.28) I_β :=

[1, +∞) if β > 0, [0, +∞) if β = 0, [−1, 0) if β < 0.

To establish the above result we need the following auxiliary Lemmata. Lemma 2.5. Let θ ∈ R and ρ ∈ C(R^n ), 0 ≤ V ∈ C^1 (R^n \ {0}) be radial functions such that (2.29) θ (rV^′ + (n − 2ρ − 2)V − θV ) ≥ 0, ∀r > 0, and (2.30) lim_{r→0} r^{n−2}V = 0.

Then (2.31) ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V ( (rη^′ + ρη)^2 − θ^2η^2 4 ) dr ≥ 0, for every radially symmetric function η ∈ C^1_c (R^n ). Proof. Let η ∈ C^1_c (R^n ) be a radial function, then ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V (θη − t (rη^′ + ρη))^2 dr ≥ 0, for all t ∈ R. Extending the above expression, we get the following quadratic inequality for t: θ^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V η^2 dr − tθ ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V ( r(η^2)^′ + 2ρη^2 ) dr+ +t^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V (rη^′ + ρη)^2 dr ≥ 0. Integrating by parts and using ( 2.30), we obtain

θ^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V η^2 dr + tθ ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}η^2 (rV^′ + (n − 2ρ − 2)V ) dr+

+t^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V (rη^′ + ρη)^2 dr ≥ 0. Therefore, the above quadratic inequality is equivalent to 4 ( θ^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V η^2 dr ) (∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}V (rη^′ + ρη)^2 dr )

≥ ( θ ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}η^2 (rV^′ + (n − 2ρ − 2)V ) dr

)_2 , from ( 2.29), it follows ( 2.31). □ We are now ready to establish Example 2.4.

Proof of Example 2.4. We claim that 2k + γ > 0, where γ is given in ( 1.4). To this end, let w(r) as in ( 2.23). Then, differentiating log w(r) = σ_1 log r−^τ_{σ2} log (1 + r^{σ2} ) with respect to r, we obtain rw^′(r) w(r) = σ_1 − τh_{σ2} (r),

where (2.32) h_λ(r) = r^λ 1 + r^λ ∈ [0, 1), ∀λ > 0 and r ≥ 0. It follows that (2.33) rh^′_λ(r) λ = (1 − h_λ(r)) h_λ(r) ∈ [ 0, 1 4 ] , ∀λ > 0 and r ≥ 0. From ( 1.7), we have

(2.34) v(r) = k − 1 + σ_1 − τh_{σ2} (r) k + 1

= v(0) − τ k + 1 h_{σ2} (r), with v(0) = k − 1 + σ_1 k + 1 . Moreover, we also obtain that (2.35) rv^′(r) = − τσ_2 k + 1

(1 − h_{σ2} (r)) h_{σ2} (r).

On the other hand, by ( 2.34) we get

(2.36) γ = lim_{r→+∞} rw^′(r) w(r) = lim_{r→+∞} {σ_1 − τh_{σ2} (r)} = σ_1 − τ,

which, by ( 2.25) and ( 2.26), implies that (2.37) 2k + γ = 2k + σ_1 − τ > 0, and the claim follows.

Next, we divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. For any β ∈ R, u_β is a k-convex solution of ( 1.1) with g = g_β and w defined by ( 2.23).

A direct calculation gives that

u^′_β = { |β| r^{μ−1} (1 + r^μ)^{βμ −1} if β ≠ 0, r^{μ−1} (1 + r^μ)^{−1} if β = 0.

By ( 2.24)-( 2.26), it follows that μ − 1 = σ_1 k + 1 > 0 ⇒ u^′_β (0) = 0, also

(2.38) λ_{2,β} := u^′_β r = |β| r^{μ−2} (1 + r^μ)^{βμ −1} if β ≠ 0,

r^{μ−2} (1 + r^μ)^{−1} if β = 0.

Consequently, differentiating log λ_{2,β} with respect to r and using ( 2.32), we obtain

(2.39) rλ^′_{2,β} λ_{2,β} = μ − 2 + (β − μ) h_μ(r).

Fix any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. By ( 1.2), we have

S_j (D^2u_β) = c_{n,j} λ^{j−1}_{2,β} ( nλ_{2,β} + jrλ^′_{2,β} ) = c_{n,j} λ^j_{2,β} (n + j ((μ − 2) + (β − μ) h_μ(r))) = c_{n,j} λ^j_{2,β} ((n + j(μ − 2))(1 − h_μ(r)) + (n + j(β − 2))h_μ(r)).

(2.40)

Combining ( 2.8), ( 2.25), ( 2.26) and ( 2.34), we have ( v(0) + n 2k )_2 − ( v(r) + n 2k )_2

= (v(0) − v(r)) ( v(r) + v(0) + n k )

≥ ( 2τ k + 1 ) h_{σ2} (r) ( v(r) + n 2k ) ≥ 0, ∀r ≥ 0. By ( 2.32) and setting λ = σ_2 in ( 2.33) together with ( 2.35), we get

rv^′(r) − v^′(1) = τσ_2 k + 1 ( 1 4 − (1 − h_{σ2} (r)) h_{σ2} (r) ) ≥ 0, ∀r ≥ 0.

From the last two inequalities and ( 2.6), ( 2.25), ( 2.26), and the fact that −rv^′(r) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 0, a straightforward calculation gives

ν = √ v(0)^2 + n k v(0) + n k − 1 − v^′(1) = √( v(0) + n 2k )_2

− v^′(1) − ( n 2k − 1 )_2

≥ √ v(r)^2 + n k v(r) + n k − 1 − rv^′(r) ≥ |v(r)| , ∀r ≥ 0. (2.41)

From the previous inequality, ( 2.24) and ( 2.27), we deduce that

n + j(μ − 2) = n + jσ_1 k > n − j ≥ 0, n + j(β − 2) ≥ ( 1 − j k + 1 ) n + 2 (v(r) + |v(r)|) k + 1 > 0.

Therefore, from ( 2.40), S_j (D^2u_β ) ≥ 0 for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. This show that the functions u_β are k-convex.

From ( 2.38) and ( 2.40), we have

S_k(D^2u_β) = c_{n,k}λ^k_{2,β} ( n + k(μ − 2) + k (β − μ) ( r^μ 1 + r^μ ))

= c_{n,k} ({ |β|^k if β ≠ 0, 1 if β = 0. ) r^{k(μ−2)} (1 + r^μ)^{kβμ −k} × × ( n + k(μ − 2) + k (β − μ) ( 1 − (1 + r^μ)^{−1} ))

= c_{n,k} ({ |β|^k if β ≠ 0, 1 if β = 0. ) r^{k(μ−2)} (1 + r^{σ2} )^{−τσ2} ×

× (1 + r^{σ2} )^{τσ}2 ( (n + k(β − 2)) (1 + r^μ)^{kβμ −k} +

− k (β − μ) (1 + r^μ)^{kβμ −(k+1)} ) . On the other hand, it is easy to see that

1+r^μ = |u_β(r)|^{μβ} if β ≠ 0, ∀r ≥ 0, e^{μu0 (r)} if β = 0, ∀r ≥ 0, and r^{σ2} = ( |u_β(r)|^{μβ} − 1 )^σ2_μ if β ≠ 0, ∀r ≥ 0, ( e^{μu0(r)} − 1 )^σ2_μ if β = 0, ∀r ≥ 0. From this, ( 2.23) and ( 2.24), we have

S_k(D^2u_β) = w(r)c_{n,k} |β|^k (( |u_β |^{μβ} − 1 )^σ2_μ + 1 ) τ_{σ2} × if β ≠ 0, × ( n + k(β − 2) + k (μ − β) |u_β|^{− μβ} ) |u_β|^k(^{β−μβ} ) ( (e^{μu0} − 1)^{σ2μ} + 1 ) τ_{σ2} (n − 2k + kμe^{−μu0} ) e^{−kμu0} if β = 0. Now for every s ≥ 0, let us define the function (2.42)

f_β(s) := (q_β (s))^{τσ2} { |β|^k ( n + k(β − 2) + k (μ − β) s^{− μβ} ) s^k(^{β−μβ} ) if β ≠ 0, (n − 2k + kμe^{−μs}) e^{−kμs} if β = 0, with

(2.43) q_β (s) := ( s^{μβ} − 1 )^σ2_μ + 1 if β ≠ 0, (e^{μs} − 1)^{σ2μ} + 1 if β = 0, which lead us to

S_k(D^2u_β ) = w(r)c_{n,k} { f_β(|u_β|) if β ≠ 0, f_0(u_0) if β = 0.

Let y ∈ I_β and s = |y|. Using ( 2.28), we see that:

• If β > 0, then s ≥ 1. • If β = 0, then s ≥ 0. • If β < 0, then s ∈ (0, 1].

Therefore, to study the differentiability of f_β , we must to consider the points s = 0 for β ≤ 0 and s = 1 for β ≠ 0.

Since q_{β≠0}(1) = q_0(0) = 1, from ( 2.42) and ( 2.43), we have

(2.44) lim_{s→1} f_β(s) |β|^k | | | |_{β≠0} = lim_{s→0} f_0(s) = n + k(μ − 2), ∀τ ≥ 0.

Now, differentiating log f_β(s) with respect to s and using ( 2.42), we obtain (2.45)

f^′_β(s) f_β(s) = { 0 if τ = 0, τ σ_2 q^′_β (s) q_β (s) if τ > 0. + k(β−μ)s^{−1} β ( 1 +^{μs−} μ β n+k(β−2)+k(μ−β)s^{− μβ} ) if β ≠ 0, −kμ ( 1 +^{μe−μs} n−2k+kμe^{−μs} ) if β = 0.

If τ = 0, then from ( 2.44) and ( 2.45), we get (2.46)

lim_{s→1} f^′_β(s) |β|^k | | | | β≠0 = k(β − μ)((k + 1)μ + n − 2k) β , lim_{s→0} f^′_0(s) = −kμ((k+1)μ+n−2k),

and if τ > 0, from ( 2.43), we have

(2.47) q^′_β (s) = σ_2 β^{−1} ( s^{μβ} − 1 )^σ2_{μ −1} s^{μβ −1} if β ≠ 0, (e^{μs} − 1)^{σ2μ} e^{μs} if β = 0.

From ( 2.24) and ( 2.26), it follows that μ ≤ σ_2 and then

lim_{s→1} q^′_{β≠0}(s) = {_{σ2} β if μ = σ_2, 0 if μ < σ_2.

, lim_{s→0} q^′_0(s) = { σ_2 if μ = σ_2, 0 if μ < σ_2.

(2.48)

Therefore, concerning the cases s = 0 for β = 0 and s = 1 for β ≠ 0, we have

lim_{s→1} f^′_β (s) |β|^k | | | |_{β≠0} = ( τ σ_2 lim_{s→1} q^′_{β≠0}(s) ) (n + k(μ − 2)) + k(β − μ)((k + 1)μ + n − 2k) β ,

lim_{s→0} f^′_0(s) = ( τ σ_2 lim_{s→0} q^′_0(s) ) (n + k(μ − 2)) − kμ((k + 1)μ + n − 2k).

(2.49)

For the case when β < 0 and τ ≥ 0, we rewrite q_β (s) to get (2.50)

q_β(s) = (( 1 − s^{−μβ} )^σ2_μ + s^{−σ2β} ) s^{σ2β} and q^′_β (s) q_β (s) = σ_2 β ( 1 − s^{−μβ} )^σ2_{μ −1} ( 1 − s^{−μβ} )^σ2_μ + s^{−σ2β} s^{−1}.

From ( 2.24) and ( 2.37), it follows that kμ − τ = 2k + σ_1 − τ > 0. Then

(2.51) τ − kμ β = − kμ − τ β > 0. Thus, from ( 2.42), ( 2.45) and ( 2.50), for β ≠ 0, we get f_β (s) |β|^k = (n + k(β − 2) + o(1)) s^{k+ τ −kμβ} , f^′_β(s) f_β(s) = ( τ + k(β − μ) β + o(1) ) s^{−1}, as s → 0.

Therefore, from ( 2.51), we obtain

(2.52) lim_{s→0} f_β (s) |β|^k | | | |_{β<0} = (n + k(β − 2)) lim_{s→0} s^{k+ τ −kμβ} = 0, and (2.53) lim_{s→0} f^′_β(s) |β|^k | | | | β<0 = (n + k(β − 2)) (τ + k(β − μ)) β lim_{s→0} s^{k−1+ τ −kμβ} = 0.

Collecting ( 2.44), ( 2.46), ( 2.49), ( 2.52) and ( 2.53), there exists a C^1-extension for f_β (s) when s ∉ I_β , and we have that u_β is a radial solution of ( 1.1) with g = g_β, where

(2.54) g_β (s) = c_{n,k}

{ f_β(|s|) if s ∈ I_{β≠0}, C^1-extension if s ∉ I_{β≠0}, { f_0(s) if s ∈ I_0, C^1-extension if s ∉ I_0.

Step 2. For β satisfying the inequality ( 2.27), u_β is a semistable solution of ( 1.1).

Next, for suitable ρ, θ and V we verify the hypotheses of Lemma 2.5. To this end, let V = r^2λ^{k+1}_{2,β} . Differentiating log V with respect to r, from ( 2.32), ( 2.38) and ( 2.39), we have

(2.55) rV^′ V = 2 + (k + 1) (μ − 2 + (β − μ) h_μ(r)) .

Note that in both cases τ = 0 or τ > 0, we have that n > k(k + 1)/(2k + σ_1) and k + σ_1 > 0 by ( 2.25) and ( 2.26). Now, since

k(k + 1) 2k + σ_1 + (k + 1)σ_1 k = (k + 1) (k + σ_1)^2 k(2k + σ_1) > 0, it follows that n > −(k + 1)(σ_1/k). Combining this with ( 2.24) and ( 2.38), we have

(2.56) lim_{r→0} r^{n−2}V = C_β lim_{r→0} r^{n+ (k+1)σ1k} (1 + r^μ)^{(k+1)(β−μ)μ} = 0,

with C_β = |β|^{k+1} for β ≠ 0 and C_β = 1 for β = 0.

Now, consider ρ = v and θ = 2ν. From ( 2.55), we have n − 2ρ − θ − 2 + rV^′ V = n − 2 (v + ν) + (k + 1) (μ − 2 + (β − μ) h_μ(r)) .

We have from ( 2.27) that

n = (k + 1)(2 − Q(r)) + 2ν + 2 { ∫_{r1 v(s)dss} log r if r ≥ 1,

v(r) if r ∈ [0, 1).

From this we obtain n − 2ρ − θ − 2 + rV^′ V = (k + 1) (μ − Q(r) + (β − μ) h_μ(r)) + + 2 { ∫_{r1 v(s)dss} log r − v(r) if r ≥ 1,

0 if r ∈ [0, 1) = (k + 1) (μ − Q(r)) (1 − h_μ(r)) +

+ (k + 1) (β − Q(r)) h_μ(r) + 2 { ∫_{r1 v(s)dss} log r − v(r) if r ≥ 1,

0 if r ∈ [0, 1). Consider the function

A(r) = 2 { ∫_{r1 v(s)dss} log r − v(r) if r ≥ 1,

0 if r ∈ [0, 1).

Note that ∂_r (∫_r 1 v(s)ds s − v(r) log r ) = −v^′(r) log r ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 1 by ( 2.35).

Then ∫_r 1 v(s)ds s − v(r) log r ≥ 0 for every r ≥ 1. Therefore A(r) ≥ 0 for every r ≥ 0.

Now since, β ≥ Q(r) and h_μ(r) ∈ [0, 1), it follows that

(2.57) n − 2ρ − θ − 2 + rV^′ V ≥ 0 if (k + 1) (μ − Q(r)) (1 − h_μ(r)) + A(r) ≥ 0.

We claim that (2.58) (k + 1) (μ − Q(r)) (1 − h_μ(r)) + A(r) ≥ 0.

Using ( 2.24), ( 2.34) and ( 2.35), we can easily see that μ = (k + 1)(v(0) + 1) k , v(0) − v(r) = τ k + 1 h_{σ2} (r) and v^′(1) = − τσ_2 4(k + 1) . (2.59)

Let us now consider the functions:

(2.60) I_± := I_±(r) =

(k^2 + 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k + 2τ k + 1 h_{σ2} (r) ± 2ν. Since n > k/(v(0) + 1) by ( 2.6), we have

(k^2 + 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k > ( k v(0) + 1 ) ( (k^2 + 1)(v(0) + 1)^2 k^2

− 2v(0) − 1 )

= kv(0)^2 v(0) + 1 + v(0) + 1 k > 0.

(2.61)

From this and the fact that ν ≥ 0 by ( 2.41), it follows that I_+ > 0. On the other hand, from ( 2.27), ( 2.59) and ( 2.60), we have

(k + 1)(μ − Q(r)) =

(k + 1)^2(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2ν − 2k − 2 + 2 { − ∫_r 1 v(s)ds s log r if r ≥ 1,

−v(r) if r ∈ [0, 1) = (k^2 + 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k + 2(v(0) + 1) − 2(v(r) + 1) − 2ν − A(r) = I_− − A(r).

(2.62)

It follows that

(k + 1) (μ − Q(r)) (1 − h_μ(r)) + A(r) = (I_− − A(r)) (1 − h_μ(r)) + A(r) = (1 − h_μ(r)) I_− + A(r)h_μ(r) ≥ (1 − h_μ(r)) I_−.

In the following, we will prove that I_−I_+ ≥ 0, which implies that I_− ≥ 0 since I_+ > 0. To do that, we begin by noting that

ν^2 = v(0)^2 + n k v(0) + n k − 1 − v^′(1) = (v(0) + 1) ( v(0) + n k − 1 ) + τσ_2 4(k + 1) , and (2.63) I_−I_+ = B(r)^2 − 4ν^2,

where B(r) :=^{(k2 +1)(v(0)+1)}_k + n − 2k +^{2τ}_{k+1} h_{σ2} (r). Using that ( (k^2 − 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k )_2 = ( B(r) − 2τ k + 1 h_{σ2} (r)

)_2 − 4 ( ν^2 − τσ_2 4(k + 1) ) , together with ( 2.61) and ( 2.63) we then have

I_−I_+ − ( (k^2 − 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k )_2 = 4τ k + 1 h_{σ2} (r) ( (k^2 + 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k ) + + 4τ^2 (k + 1)^2 h^2_{σ2} (r) − τσ_2 k + 1 ≥ − τσ_2 k + 1 .

(2.64)

If τ = 0, we are done. So assume that τ > 0, then ( (k^2 − 1)(v(0) + 1) k + n − 2k )_2 − τσ_2 k + 1 = ( (k^2 − 1)(2k + σ_1) k(k + 1) + n − 2k − √ τσ_2 k + 1 ) × × ( (k^2 − 1)(2k + σ_1) k(k + 1)

+ n − 2k + √ τσ_2 k + 1 )

≥ 0, by ( 2.26). From this and ( 2.64), I_−I_+ ≥ 0, which proves the claim ( 2.58).

Thus, according to ( 2.57) and ( 2.58), we have θ (rV^′ + (n − 2ρ − 2)V − θV ) = θV ( n − 2ρ − θ − 2 + rV^′ V ) ≥ 0. Hence, from the previous inequality and from ( 2.56), we conclude that the conditions ( 2.29) and ( 2.30) of Lemma 2.5 are satisfied. Recall that V = r^2λ^{k+1}_{2,β} , ρ = v and θ = 2ν, then one can see from ( 2.31) and ( 2.41) that ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_{2,β} (rη^′ + vη)^2dr ≥ ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_{2,β} ( θ^2η^2 4 ) dr ≥ ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−1}λ^{k+1}_{2,β} ( v^2 + n k v + n k − 1 − rv^′ ) η^2 dr, for every radially symmetric function η ∈ C^1_c (R^n ).

Therefore, from Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 1.8 of [7], we have that u_β is a semistable solution of ( 1.1). Although only the case of a ball appear in Corollary 1.8, one can see that the proof of this lemma can be adapted without difficulties to the R^n space. □

Proof of Remark 2. Let u_β as in Remark 2 a semi-stable solution of ( 1.1). From Theorem 1.3, there exist M > 0 and r_0 ≥ 1, such that for any r ≥ r_0, we have • If n ≠ 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) , – If β ≠ 0, then

(2.65) C_β r^{β−δ(r)} ≥ |u_β (r)| r^{δ(r)} ≥ M, where C_β = 2^{β/μ} if β > 0 and C_β = 1 if β < 0, – If β = 0, then

(2.66) ( log 2 μ + log r ) r^{−δ(r)} ≥ |u_0(r)| r^{δ(r)} ≥ M, • If n = 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) and β ≠ 0, then

(2.67) C_β r^β log r ≥ |u_β(r)| log r ≥ M, where C_β is as in ( 2.65).

Now, let τ = 0 in ( 2.23), then w(r) = r^{σ1} . Thus from ( 1.6) and ( 2.27) we get Q(r) = δ(r) = δ_∞(σ_1), ∀r ≥ 1.

So, if δ_∞(σ_1) > β, we have

• If n ≠ 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) , from ( 2.65) and ( 2.66), letting r → +∞, we obtain a contradiction.

• If n = 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) , from ( 2.18), we have that δ_∞(σ_1) = 0 and from ( 2.67), letting r → +∞, we obtain a contradiction.

Hence, β ≥ δ_∞(σ_1) = δ(r) = Q(r), ∀r ≥ 1.

In addition, it is easy to check that for any r ≥ 1, we have that

• If n ≠ 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) , |u_β (r)| r^{δ∞(σ1 )} ≥ 2^{βμ} if β < 0, 1 μ log 2 if β = 0, 1 if β > 0.

• If n = 2 ( k +^{2σ1}_k + 4 ) , |u_β(r)| log r ≥ { βe if β > 0, 1 if β = 0.

Therefore, we conclude that Theorem 1.3 is sharp for γ = σ_1 > −k and w(r) = r^{σ1} where M = 2^{βμ} if β < 0,

log 2

μ if β = 0, min{βe, 1} if β > 0, and r_0 = 1. □

Proof of Remark 3. Let β < 0 such that ( 2.27) holds. From Example 2.4 u_β (r) = −(1 + r^μ)^{βμ} is a semi-stable bounded solution of ( 1.1). Now note that from ( 2.8), ( 2.34), ( 2.35) and the fact that, for r ≥ 1, h_{σ2} (r) ∈ [1/2, 1), h^′_{σ2} (r) > 0, we have ∂_r (√ v(r)^2 + n k v(r) + n k − 1 − rv^′(r) ) = ( −τ k + 1 ) h^′_{σ2} (r)× × ( v(r) +^n_{2k} + σ_2 (2h_{σ2} (r) − 1) √ v(r)^2 +^n_k v(r) +^n_k − 1 − rv^′(r) )

< 0. From this and ( 2.41), we obtain ν = √ v(0)^2 + n k v(0) + n k − 1 − v^′(1) > √ v(1)^2 + n k v(1) + n k − 1 − v^′(1)

≥ ∫_r 1 √_{v(s)2 + nk v(s)+ nk −1−sv′ (s)} s ds log r , ∀r ≥ 1. Hence, from ( 2.19), ( 2.27) and ( 2.36), we have Q(r) = −n + 2ν + 2k + 2 k + 1 + ( 2 k + 1 ) ∫ r 1 v(s)ds s log r ≥ −n + 2α(r) + 2k + 2 k + 1 = δ(r), ∀r ≥ 1. (2.68)

From this, we have that 0 > β ≥ δ(r), ∀r ≥ 1 and item i) follows from ( 2.18). Since β − δ(r) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 1, u_{β,∞} = lim_{r→+∞} u_β(r) = 0 and (1 + r^{−μ})^{βμ} ≥ 2^{βμ} , from ( 2.68), we finally obtain |u_β (r) − u_{β,∞}| r^{δ(r)} ≥ |u_β(r)| − |u_{β,∞}| r^{δ(r)} = (1 + r^{−μ})^{βμ} r^{β−δ(r)} ≥ 2^{βμ} ,

and item ii) follows. □

Acknowledgements M. Navarro was supported by XUNTA de Galicia under Grant Axudas á etapa de formación posdoutoral 2017 and partially supported by AEI of Spain under Grant MTM2016-75140-P and co-financed by European Community fund FEDER and XUNTA de Galicia under grants GRC2015/004, R2016/022 and ED431C2019/02. J. Sánchez was partially supported by Fondecyt grant 1221928.

References

[1] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg, and J. Spruck. The Dirichlet problem for nonlinear second-order elliptic equations. III. Functions of the eigenvalues of the Hessian. Acta Math., 155(3-4):261– 301, 1985.

[2] Daniele Castorina, Pierpaolo Esposito, and Berardino Sciunzi. Low dimensional instability for semilinear and quasilinear problems in R^N . Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 8(6):1779–1793, 2009.

[3] Ph. Clément, R. Manásevich, and E. Mitidieri. Some existence and non-existence results for a homogeneous quasilinear problem. Asymptot. Anal., 17(1):13–29, 1998.

[4] A. Farina and M.A. Navarro. Some liouville-type results for stable solutions involving the mean curvature operator : The radial case. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 40(2):1233–1256, 2020.

[5] M. Fazly. Effect of weights on stable solutions of a quasilinear elliptic equation. Can. Appl.

Math. Q., 20(4):435–464, 2012.

[6] Y. Lei. Critical conditions and finite energy solutions of several nonlinear elliptic PDEs in R^n. J. Differential Equations, 258(11):4033–4061, 2015.

[7] M.A. Navarro and J. Sánchez. A characterization of semistable radial solutions of k-Hessian equations. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 497(2):124902, 14, 2021.

[8] Miguel Angel Navarro and Salvador Villegas. Semi-stable radial solutions of p-Laplace equations in R^N . Nonlinear Anal., 149:111–116, 2017.

[9] Salvador Villegas. Asymptotic behavior of stable radial solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in R^N . J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 88(3):241–250, 2007.

[10] Y. Wang and Y. Lei. On critical exponents of a k-Hessian equation in the whole space. Proc.

Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 149(6):1555–1575, 2019.

Departamento de Estatística, Análise Matemática e Optimización, Universidade de Santiago de Compostela, Santiago de Compostela 15782, Spain.

Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad de La Serena, Avenida Cisternas 1200, La Serena, Chile.

Email address: miguel.navarro.burgos@gmail.com and jsanchez@userena.cl