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Abstract
Let © be a bounded, smooth domain of R, N > 2. For p > N and 1 < ¢(p) < 0o set

Ap,q(p) = inf {/ (Vul’dz :u € WOLP(Q) and / |U|q(p) dx = 1}
Q Q

and let u, () denote a corresponding positive extremal function. We show that if pan;o q(p) = oo,
then lim )\117/ (f(p) = ||dQ||;ol, where dq denotes the distance function to the boundary of Q2. Moreover,
p—oo P

in the hyperdiffusive case: lim ap) oo, we prove that each sequence u with p, — oo,

p—oo P
admits a subsequence converging uniformly in 2 to a viscosity solution to the problem

Prsq(Pn)?

—Axu=0 in Q\M
u=0 on 0f)
u=1 in M,

where M is a closed subset of the set of all maximum points of dg.
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1 Introduction
Let Q be a smooth, bounded domain of RN, N > 2. For p > N and 1 < g < oo let
Apg = inf {Hvuug cu e WyP(Q) and full, = 1} (1.1)

denote the Sobolev constant corresponding to the compact embedding VVO1 P(Q) — LIY(Q). Here and
what follows [|-[|, denotes the standard norm of the Lebesgue space L"(2), 1 < r < oo, and [V,
denotes the standard norm of the Sobolev space I/VO1 P(Q).

As it is well known, )\, , is achieved by a function u, , € VVO1 P(Q) N L>°(Q) which is positive in €.
Moreover, u,, , is a weak solution to the Dirichlet problem

(1.2)

—Apu=Apglul"?u in Q
u=20 on Of),


http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.17103v1

where Aju := div <\Vu\p —2 Vu) is the p-Laplacian operator. A minimizer u, , will referred in this paper
as Sobolev extremal function.

In the sublinear case: 1 < g < p, the function u, 4 is the only positive minimizer to (1.1), but in
general this uniqueness property does not hold in the superlinear case: p < ¢ < oco. For this matter we
refer to the paper [3] by Brasco and Lindgren and references therein.

When ¢ = p the homogeneous Dirichlet problem

(1.3)

—Ayju=AufP?u in Q
u=0 on 0N

has a positive weak solution u if and only if A = A\, , and u = ku,,,, for some positive constant k. This

problem is known as the eigenvalue problem for the Dirichlet p-Laplacian. In this context, A, ) is known

as the first eigenvalue since it is the least value of A for which (1.3) has a nontrivial weak solution.
However, if p # ¢ the Dirichlet problem

_ — q—2 ;
{ Apu=Aul""u in Q (1.4)

u=0 on 0f),

is not homogeneous and this enables it to have at least one positive weak solution for each A > 0.
Actually, if 1 < ¢ < p the problem (1.4) has a unique positive solution uy) which is given by the

1
A\ a»p
Ux =\ Up,q (1.5)
Apg

where u,, 4 is the only positive Sobolev extremal function.
If ¢ > p the problem (1.4) might have multiple weak solutions for each A > 0. Among them, those
obtained by Nehari method, that is, as minimizers of the energy functional

expression

1 A
Ex(u) := » IVull; - " lullg

on the Nehari manifold

Ny = {u e WEP(@) : [Vully = Afult}.

It turns out that such minimizers are of the form (1.5) for some Sobolev extremal function wu,, 4.
In [13], Juutinen, Lindqvist and Manfredi studied the asymptotic behavior, as p — oo, of the pair
(Appsup,p). They first deduced that the infimum

Ao :=inf {||[Vull s u € Co(Q)N whe(Q) and |ull, = 1} (1.6)
is achieved by dq/ ||dal|, ; where dg denotes the distance function to the boundary of :

do(x) == yie%ffz lz—y|, ze.

Thus,
[ Vdall, 1
ldelle  lldelle
(We recall that dg € Co(Q) N W1(Q) and [Vdg| =1 a.e. in Q. Moreover, ||da/,, is the inradius of €,
i.e. the radius of the greatest ball inscribed in (2.)

Ao = [[V(da/ [ldall o)l




Still in [13], Juutinen, Lindqvist and Manfredi, showed that
lim ()‘p,p)l/p = Moo

p—o0

and proved that any sequence (up, p, ), with p, — oo, admits a subsequence converging uniformly in Q
to a function us € Co(Q) N WH(Q) which is a positive minimizer in (1.6), that is,

Uso > 01n Q, |l =1, and A = [[Voo|| o -

Moreover, they proved that u., is a viscosity solution to the Dirichlet problem

min {|Vu| — Ao, —Aseu} =0 in Q (1.7)
u=20 on 0f), '
where
N
Ao := Z Uy Uge ;U5
ij=1

denotes the infinity Laplacian.

These results were independently obtained by Fukagai, Ito and Narukawa in [11], where the asymp-
totic behavior (as p — 00) of the higher eigenvalues of the Dirichlet p-Laplacian was also studied.

The value Ay, = ||dq|| has been referred in the literature as the first eigenvalue for the infinity
Laplacian and the Dirichlet problem (taken in the viscosity sense)

min {|Vu| — Au, —Asu} =0 in Q
u=0 on 02

has been referred as the eigenvalue problem for the infinity Laplacian in €.
Charro and Peral in [4] (¢(p) < p) and Charro and Parini in [5] (¢(p) > p), studied the asymptotic
behavior, as p — oo, of the positive weak solutions u, to the problem

—Apu = gy [u|?® 2y in Q (1.8)
u=>0 on 0f), ’
where p;, > 0 is such that
A= Tim ()P € (0, 00). (1.9)

pP—00

In both papers it is assumed that ¢ = ¢(p) varies with p in such way that @ € (0, 00), where

Q@ := lim _q(p).
p—oo P
In [4] it is considered the subdiffusive case: @ € (0,1) whereas in [5] it is considered the superdiffusive
case: () € [1,00). The weak solution u, to (1.8)-(1.9) studied in [5] is obtained by the Nehari method.
In both works it is proved that any sequence up,,, with p, — oo, admits a subsequence converging

uniformly to a viscosity solution to the problem

{ min {|Vu| — Au®?, —~A,u} =0 in Q

u=20 on 0. (1.10)

In this paper we first derived the following result related to the asymptotic behavior of A, ;) and

U ,as p — Q.

P,q(p)



Theorem 1.1 If
lim ¢(p) = oo, (1.11)

pP—00

then

lim Al/p

Jim AT 1. (1.12)

= Ay and plgglo “UP7Q(I7)|’00 -

Moreover, each sequence (upmq(pn)) , with p, — 0o, admits a subsequence that converges uniformly to a
function us, € Co(2) N WE(Q) which enjoys the following properties:

1. 0 < uoo(z) < Asoda () for all x € Q.

2. |uolloe =1 and As = [[Vioo|| o -

3. M:={xeQ:ux(x) =1} C Mg :={zx € Q:do(z) = |dall}-
4. Uso infinity superharmonic in Q0 and (consequently) positive in €.

Note from item 2 above that the function u, is also a solution to the minimization problem given
by (1.6).
As far as we know, the first limit in (1.12) was not yet observed in the literature (except in the

case ¢(p) = p as described above). Such limit combined with the results by Charro-Peral in [4] and
p

Charro-Parini in [5] determine the asymptotic behavior of )\II) (v

Q € (0,00).
Our main result, stated in the sequence, focuses on the limit problem satisfied by the limit function
Uso 1 the case not yet treated in the literature, which we call hyperdiffusive case: Q) = oo.

) and u, 4(p), as p — oo, whenever

Theorem 1.2 If
)
im —=

Jim = = oo, (1.13)

then the function us, € Co(Q2) NWH°(Q) obtained in Theorem 1.1 is a viscosity solution to the problem

—Au=0 in Q\M

u=20 on 0f) (1.14)
u=1 m M.
Moreover,
do
Uso = (1.15)
= ldell

if and only if

M = Mg = Xq (1.16)

where
Yo = {z € Q:dq is not differentiable at x} .

We recall that Yq, known as the ridge set of €2, is precisely the set of all points of €2 whose distance to
the boundary is achieved at least two points in 0€2, so that X contains Mq. A consequence of Theorem
1.2 is that the equality (1.15) is not possible if ¢ is larger than Mgq, as it is the case of a square and
other polygons.



We emphasize that the closed set M is given abstractly as the set of maximum points of u., but
it enjoys the property of being a subset of Mq. We also observe that u., might depend on particular
subsequences of the family (up,q(p)) , the same occurring with M. However, the uniqueness of u, is
guaranteed whenever M = Mg as the problem

—Axu=0 in Q\ Mg
u=0 on 0N (1.17)
u=1 on Mg

has a unique viscosity solution according to the comparison principle by Jensen in [12] (note that
02\ Mq) = 09U Mq). Thus, if M = Mq then us must be the uniform limit of the whole family
(up,q(p)). The simplest case is when Mg is a singleton, and it occurs when 2 is a ball or a square, for
instance.

If Mg is not a singleton, the determination of M or even the verification that M is a proper subset
of Mg seems to be a hard task as it would require a deeper analysis of the extremal Sobolev functions
Uy q(p) under suitable assumptions on {2 (possibly involving geometric aspects such as convexity or special
symmetries).

Inspecting carefully [4] one can verify that, in view of the first limit in (1.12), the results obtained by
Charro and Peral described above are also valid for y;, = A, ;) when @ = 0, but under the hypothesis
(1.11). More precisely, such results show that the family (u,, (,)) converges uniformly to us, = Ascdg

as
1<gq(p) <p, lim q(p)=o0c and lim @ =0.
p—00 p—oo P
The uniqueness of uq, is guaranteed by the fact (see [12, Theorem 2.1]) that A dq is the only viscosity
solution to the problem
min {|Vu| — Aso, —Ascu} =0 in
{ u=20 on Of).

In order to complement our analysis on the asymptotic behavior of A, ;) and uy,
following result related to @@ = 0.

q(p) We prove the

Proposition 1.3 If

r:= lim ¢(p) € [1,00), (1.18)
p—00
then 1
. /p
Jm A e = ldall.

and

lim wu _ o uniformly in Q

oo p,q(p) — dall, Yy :

Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.3 are proved in Section 2.

2 Proofs

2.1 Preliminaries

Let us recall the concept of viscosity solution to the partial differential equation (PDE)

F(u, Vu, D*u) =0 (2.1)



where F : R xRN x SV is a continuous function, with SV denoting the set of all real symmetric matrices
of order N x N.
In the sequel, B(xo) will denote a ball centered at x.

Definitions 2.1 Let D C RY be a bounded domain and let w € C(D). We say that:

1. w is a viscosity supersolution to (2.1) in D if, for each xo € D and each ball B(xg) C D one has

F(¢(w0), Vo(xo), D*(a0)) > 0
for every ¢ € C*(B(z¢)) such that

¢(z) — u(x) < 0= d(zo) —u(xo) for all x € B(zo) \ {zo}.

2. w is a viscosity subsolution to (2.1) in D if, for each xo € D and each ball B(xy) C D one has

F(¢(w0), Vo(xo), D*(0)) < 0
for every ¢ € C*(B(z¢)) such that

¢(z) — u(x) > 0= d(zo) —u(xo) for all x € B(zo) \ {zo}.

3. w is a viscosity solution to (2.1) in D if u is both a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity superso-
lution to F in D.

We say that w € C'(D) is infinity harmonic in D if u is a viscosity solution to the PDE
—Asu =0 (2.2)

in D. If u is a viscosity supersolution (subsolution) to (2.2) in D we say that u is infinity superharmonic
(subharmonic) in D and use —Asu > 0 (—Axu < 0) in D as notation.
The following result is well known (see [2, Theorem 1] and [15, Corollary 4.5]).

Lemma 2.2 Let D C RY be a bounded domain and let u € C(D). If u is a nonnegative and —Asu > 0
in D, then either u =0 in D oru >0 in D.

By a viscosity solution to the Dirichlet problem (1.14) we mean a function v € C(£2) that is infinity
harmonic in Q \ M and such that: v =0 on 99 and u = 1 on M.
We observe that

Apu = (p —2) |[Vulf ™ {% |Vu|* Au + Amu}
p_

for a function of class C2. Thus, in the viscosity solution approach the partial differential equation in
(1.2) is usually written as

1
—(p—2) |Vuf™* {ﬁ |Vul? Au + Aoou} — Mg lulfEu=0. (2.3)

By a viscosity solution to (1.2) we mean a viscosity solution v € C(£2) to (2.3) that vanishes on 0S2.
We will make use of the following known facts stated in form of lemmas.



Lemma 2.3 Let p, — oo and for each n € N let u,, € Wol’p"(Q) be nonnegative in ). Suppose that

limsup ||Vu,l, <C.
n—o0

There exists a subsequence of (u,) converging uniformly in Q to a function ues € Co(Q)NW () such
that
0 < uoo(®) < [|Vull da(z) < Cda(z) for all z € Q.

Lemma 2.4 For each p > N the embedding Wol’p(Q) < C(Q) is compact and the infimum

A, :=inf {HVUHp RS Wol’p(Q) and ”uHoo = 1}

is reached at a function u, € Wol’p(Q) N C’O’lf%(ﬁ). Moreover (see [8]),

lim A, = A (2.4)

p—o0

We recall that u,, 4, denotes a Sobolev extremal function corresponding to A, (), that is, a positive

minimizer of the constrained problem (1.1), with ¢ = q(p). Therefore, u, ;) € Wol’p(Q) NL>®(Q) is a
weak solution to (1.2), with ¢ = ¢(p). Moreover,

Up q(p) > 0in €, Hu

pﬂ(p)Hq(p) =1, and A4 = [|Vu

P4(p) Hi : (2.5)

The proof of the next lemma follows directly from the proof of Lemma 1.8 in [13], where the case
q(p) = p is treated.

Lemma 2.5 The Sobolev extremal function w4 1s a viscosity solution to

—Apu = )‘P,Q(p) ‘u’q(p)_Q u in Q
u=>0 on 0.

Lemma 2.6 The function do/ ||dal|,, is the only viscosity solution to (1.17) if and only if Yq = Mq.

Proof. It is well known (see [1], [6, Corollary 3.4]) that —Asdo = 0 in 2\ Xq in the viscosity sense.
Hence, if ¥ = Mq then dqo/ ||dal|,, is the only viscosity solution to (1.17).

Inversely, if do/ ||da||, is the viscosity solution to (1.17), then it is differentiable in Q \ Mq as it is
infinity harmonic on this set (see [10, Theorem 3.2]). It follows that ¥q = Mq. =

In order to simplify the notation in the proofs, in the sequel we will denote w,, 4,) by un and
Apn.a(pn) DY An, whenever p, — oo,
2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1
Proof. It follows from (2.5) that
1/ -1
Ap,;p) - |’vup7q(p)Hp > Ay HUPA(IJ)HOO > Ay €] fa®) (2.6)
where we have used that
Hvup,q(p) H 1
Ap < I I £ oand 1= Hup,q(p)Hq(p) S Hup,q(p)Hoo /@
Up,a(p) |l o



Hence, combining (2.4) with (2.6) we get, on the one hand,

Ao = lim A, < lim |Q)Y9P liminf A\Y? = liminf Y7 (2.7)

On the other hand, as

1/p ||VdQHp _ ‘ml/p
p,a(p) — HdQHq(p) HdQHq(p)

we obtain
|Q|1/p 1

. 1/p ; = =
lim sup A < lim
N Pa(p) = poo HdQHq(p) ||dQHoo

Ase. (2.8)

Gathering (2.7) and (2.8) we conclude the proof of the first limit in (1.12). Hence, returning to (2.6)
and taking (2.4) into account again, we get the second limit in (1.12).

Now, let p, — oco. As HVuann = A,ll/p” — A it follows from (2.8) and Lemma 2.3 that, up to a
subsequence, u, — Uso € Co(Q) N WH(Q), uniformly in Q, with

0 < Uuso(z) < V| o da(z) < Asoda(z) for all x € Q.

The uniform convergence and the second limit in (1.12) imply that

[[too oo = 1
Therefore,
Vsl o
[Vuosolloo € Aoo € 72 = [V o »
100l oo
so that
HVUOOHOO = Ao,

completing thus the proof of items 1 and 2.
The proof of item 3 is direct: if zg € M, then

~—

do(xg
ldall s

1 = ux (o) < Asoda(xg) = <1

so that x¢g € Mq.
In order to prove item 4, let us first verify that —Astse > 0 in Q. Let zg € € and fix a ball
B(rg) C Q and a function ¢ € C?(B(z0)) such that

O(x) — Uuso(z) < 0= ¢(x0) — Uso(x0) for all z € B(xo) \ {zo} -

If [V (z0)| = 0, then we have trivially that —As ¢ (z¢) = 0. Thus, we can assume that |V¢(xg)| > 0.
As u, — us uniformly, there exists a sequence (x,) C 2 such that x,, — z¢ and

d(z) —up(z) < 0= ¢(xy,) — up(zy) forall z € B(z,) \ {z,}.

(See [14, Lemma 4.5]). We can also assume that |V¢(x,)| > 0.
Owing to Lemma 2.5,

_Apngb(xn) 2 )\nqs(xn)qn—l = )‘nun(xn)qn_l >0,



that is,
(=D [V0lan) P { g (D000 Ben) + Bt | 2 0.

n

It follows that 1

pn_2

~Aosop(wn) > V() [* Ag()

and hence, after letting n — oo, we obtain

1

lim
n—00 Py — 2

—Aod(w0) > |V (z0)* Ad(x0)

This shows that —A s > 0 in  and in addition proves that us,, > 0 in € according to Lemma
22. m

2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof. According to item 4 of Theorem 1.1, —A us, > 0 in Q\ M. Thus, as us = 0 on Q and us, = 1
on M, it remains to prove that —A e < 0 in 2\ M. At this point we use (1.13), a stronger hypothesis
than (1.11).

We recall that

M :={z€Q:ux(zr) =1} C Mg :={z € Q:do(z) = ||do| -},

so that Q\ M is an open set.
Let us fix 29 € 2\ M, a ball B(zo) C 2\ M, and a function ¢ € C?(B(zo)) such that

O(x) — Uso(z) > 0 = ¢(z0) — Uso(x0) for all z € B(xo) \ {zo} -

If [V (z0)| = 0 then we obtain directly that —A,.¢(xg) = 0. Thus, we assume that |V¢(xg)| > 0.
Let p,, — oo be such that u,, — us uniformly. We recall from (1.12) and (1.13) that

lim AY/Pn = A, and  lim In _ . (2.9)

n— o0 n—oo pn

The uniform convergence u, — us guarantees the existence of a sequence (z,,) C Q\ M such that
T, — To and

d(x) —up(z) > 0= d(xy,) —up(z,) forall z € B(x,) \ {z,}.
As |Vo(xo)| > 0 and 0 < uso(xp) < 1 we can assume that |V¢(x,)| > 0 and

0<a<up(x,) <b<1 forallneN, (2.10)

where the constants a and b are uniform with respect to n.
Using again Lemma 2.5 we have

Vo (an)|

2
—(pn — 2) |V¢(5ﬂn)|pni4 { P — 2 Ag(xn) + Aoogb(xn)} < An(ﬁ(xn)qnil = )‘nun(xn)qnil-



Hence, after rearranging terms we obtain

L gn—1 pn—4
\V(b(xn)\Q 1 Ao g () Pt
YOI Ap() — Adr() < 2.11
pn—z D0n) = Beodlen) < U | TG ) 210
Combining (2.9) and (2.10) we have
A () B A
n’ Up(Typ)Prn—1 00 . an—1
lim = lim w,(x,)m—4 =0
T Voo Voo e )
so that
S B |
1 AT up (g, ) Pr—2
lim =0.
n—00 Py — 2 V()|
As

n—00 Pn — 2

we conclude, after letting n — oo in (2.11), that

lim {— ! Vo (zn)* Ap(zp) — Aw¢(xn)} = —Ad(x0)

This shows that e is subharmonic in 2\ M and finishes the proof that u is harmonic in Q\ M.
The first equality in (1.16) implies that u., is a viscosity solution to (1.17) and by Lemma 2.6 the
second equality in (1.16) implies that do/ ||dq| . is also a viscosity solution to the same problem. Thus,
by uniqueness us = do/ [|dal|, -
Inversely, if uo = do/ ||dal|,, in ©\ M, then dgq is harmonic and, therefore, differentiable in Q\ M.
Consequently, M = X and this implies that ¥q = Mg (as M C Mg C 3g). =

Remark 2.7 The equalities in (1.16) hold for a ball Br(xo), since Mg, (zy) = LBy(zo) = {70} - Hence,
it follows from (1.15) that

|z — x|

Uoo(T) =1 — 7

for all © € Br(x).

Remark 2.8 The limiting behavior of a family (vpa),. n of weak solutions to (1.8)-(1.9) obtained by
the Nehari method does not depend on A in the hyperdiffusive case. In fact, according to (1.5) one has

1
A qa(p)—p
. p,q(p) ;
phggo Vp q(p) = <—,Up > Up,q(p) = 1M Uy o)

as (1.13) yields

1 o1
lim (22 )y (Reaw) )R (Ao i B
pP—00 p pP—00 p A

10



2.3.1 Proof of Proposition 1.3

Proof. The simpler case in which the function ¢(p) is constant, say g(p) = s € [1,00), has already been
proved in [9, Theorem 4.2]. According to that result,

1
lim AP = 2.12
p—yoo P ldal| ( )
and
lim u —=_ uniformly in Q. 2.13
0o P = Jdgl. Y (2.13)

In the sequence we combine (2.12)-(2.13) with the following fact: the function ¢ +— |Q|§ Ap,q 18
strictly decreasing, for each fixed p € [1,00). This monotonicity result was proved for 1 < p < N in [7,
Proposition 2], but the proof given there also works for p > N.

Let € > 0 be arbitrarily fixed. Owing to (1.18) we have that q(p) < r + € for all p sufficiently large,
say p > po. Hence, according to the above mentioned monotonicity result we have

_p P
Aprte |Q|r+eam) < Ap,q(p) for all p > pg

so that

1 1
Q|+ 7
KUT 7 i g AV
||dQ||r_|_e pooo  Pap)
Letting € — 0, we obtain on the one hand
1/p
Tl < Bmint A, ). (2.14)

On the other hand, the inequality

1/p - HVdQHp B |Q|1/p

MW= ldally) — lldallye)

lead us to the estimate 1
li A /p 2.15
WS X 0) < g, (2.15)

Combining (2.14) and (2.15) we conclude that

1
1t D A p—
p—oo” PAP) T ||dg|,
Now, let p,, — co. As )\p/ (f(p HVu , Lemma 2.3 and (2.15) imply that, up to a subsequence,

Up,, q(pn) CONVErges uniformly in Qto a functlon Uso € Co(Q) N WH(Q) satisfying

do . =

0 < U < ——in
<7 dall,

(2.16)

The uniform convergence and (1.18) yield

lim Hu

=00 pnv‘](pn)H hm Hupn#l(pn)Hq(pn) = HuOOHr .

n—oo

11



Hence, recalling that ||u = 1, we have that ||u||, = 1, which combined with (2.16) yields

Pn»q(Pn) Hq(pn)

Uoy = 792
o = lldell,." ) )
As the limit function wu. is always the same, we conclude that
do —
lim u = uniformly in €.
oo pia(P) Idall.

[ |
As already mentioned in the Introduction, the solution w, to (1.8)-(1.9) studied by Charro and Parini
in [5] is a minimizer of energy functional

1 %
u [Vully — == ull

q(p)

q(p)
q(p)

on the Nehari manifold
1
Nup = {U} S WO’p(Q) . HV’U)HP = Hp HU}Hq(p)} .

a(p)
Therefore, such a solution can also be obtained by scaling a Sobolev extremal function wuy, 4(,), that
- A ®
p.a(p) \ P
Up = <—> Up,q(p)- (2.17)
Hop

According to the first limit in (1.12), one has

_1 _1
lim (AZMI(I))) q(p)—p B (A;.O> Q-1
p—00 p LA '

These facts show that our analysis can be applied to the solutions studied by Charro and Parini in [5]
to recover the same results as them, since the scaled function

1 1
Ao -1 . >‘p,q(p) a(p)—p
() = (522)™

solves (1.10) in the viscosity sense. The same holds with respect to the results by Charro and Peral in
[4] as the only solution to (1.8)-(1.9) is also given by (2.17).
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