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Abstract
We establish a priori bounds for positive solutions of semilinear elliptic systems of the form
—Au = g(z,v), inQ
—Av = f(z,u), inQ
©w>0,v>0in Q
u=wv = 0ond

where Q is a bounded and smooth domain in R?. We obtain results concerning such bounds
when f and g depend exponentially with respect to v and v.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we establish the existence of a priori bounds for positive solutions of
semilinear elliptic systems of the form

—Au = g(z,v), inQ

—Av = f(z,u), inQ
u>0,v>0in Q
u=v = 0ondf)

(1.1)

where (2 is a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary 92, and A is the Laplace
operator. Let \; denote the first eigenvalue of (—A, H}(Q)). Throughout the paper the
nonlinearities satisfy the following conditions:

(i) f, g:QxR—R" are continuous.

f(z,t) gz t)
t

(ii) lltl’n inf >ay >0 and htHl inf T > a9 >0, withayas > /\%
(iii) %f(x,t) >0 and %g(x,t) >0 in Q, x R, where, for some r > 0,
Q= {z € Q: dist(z,00) <r}. (1.2)

We note that condition (iii) allows the use of the Maximum Principle for cooperative
systems; this is a basic tool to apply the Moving Planes technique (cf. [6], [12]).

To start with, we consider here solutions in the sense of distributions, more precisely,
we assume that u, v, f(z,v), g(z,u) € L*(2) and

f/uAcpdx:/g(x,v)godx and f/vAgodx:/f(m,u)godx, ¢ € C2(Q),
Q Q Q Q

where C2(Q) is the class of C? functions in © which vanish on the boundary d52.

Before stating our main results on a priori bounds, we state a result on the regularity
of the distribution solutions of (1.1). For this, a growth assumption on only one of the
nonlinearities suffices. Making the following hypotheses
(Hy)  f(z,t) < cePt, for some constants ¢ > 0 and some p > 0

(H}) g(x,t) < cel, for some constants ¢ > 0 and some g > 0

we have
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Theorem 1.1 (Regularity of distribution solutions) Assume (H;) (or (Hy)). Then
the distribution solutions of system (1.1) are in fact in L ().

It follows from Theorem 1.1 that, for any solution (u,v) of system (1.1),
Jo9(z,u)de < oo, [ f(x,u)dr < oo. Our next result states that there is a uniform
bound for those integrals. For that matter, due to the fact that we are considering non-
autonomous problems, we need in the theorems below geometric assumptions concerning
the behavior of f and g near the boundary. So,

(H3) (For the case of a convex domain) There exist 7,06 > 0 such that
g(,t), f(-,t) € CH(£,.) forall t > 0, and

Veg(z,t)-0 <0 and V, f(z,t)-0 <0

forall z € Q,, t > 0, and unit vectors 6 such that |§ — v(x)| < 0; v(x) denotes the unit
external normal to OS2 in the point x.

With assumption (H2) one can use the Moving Planes technique to get bounds for the
functions u and v near the boundary. On the other hand, if €2 is not convex we use the
Kelvin transform as in [7] and [5] to reduce the problem to a situation as in the convex
case. So we follow [5] and assume

(H3) (For the case of a general domain) There exists r,C' > 0 such that
g(-,t), f(-,t) € CH(Q,) forall ¢ > 0 and

Vi g(z,t)] < Cg(x,t) and |V, f(z,t)] < Cf(x,t), forallz e, t>0.

Theorem 1.2 (Uniform Estimates) Assume (Hy) (or (H{)), and (Hz) or (Hs) Then
there exists a positive constant C, depending only on f, g and 2, such that

/g(a:,v) de < C /f(x,u) dr < C,
Q Q

for all (u,v) solution of (1.1).

Remark 1.1 One example where this theorem applies is when Q@ = B(0,1) and f(x,t) =
a(|x])ePt and g(z,t) = b(|z|)h(t). Here a and b are C-functions with a’(r),b'(r) < 0 if
r €[l —e,1]and h : R — R is any continuous function.

In order to obtain a priori bounds for the solutions of system (1.1) we have to assume
further conditions regarding the growth at infinity of the nonlinearities f and g. For that
matter we introduce the following conditions:

(Hy) f(z,t) <cet™ , for some constants ¢ > 0 and o > 0,

(HY) g(z,t) < cet” , for some constants ¢ > 0 and 3 > 0.

For the first result on a priori estimates of solutions of system (1.1), we consider
nonlinearities satisfying (Hy) and (H}), with

(Hs) a+ 6 <2
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Remark 1.2 Conditions (Hy), (H}) and (Hjy) will be satisfied if f(z,t) < cer™ and
g(z,t) < ce®” | for any constants p, ¢ > 0, where ¢ > Oand o/, 3 > 0 witha/+3' < 2.

Theorem 1.3 Assume (Hy), (H}) and (Hs). Then there exists a constant C > 0
such that
lullz~ < C and |lollz~ < C,

for all eventual solutions (u,v) of system (1.1).

Note that hypothesis (Hs) allows that one nonlinearity has a growth faster than the pure
exponential, provided the other nonlinearity “compensates” with a suitable growth lower
than the pure exponential. The proof of this theorem is quite direct, using a Holder type
inequality in a suitable Orlicz space setting.

The next theorems concern a limiting case of Theorem 1.3, namely the case when both
nonlinearities have at most exponential growth: f(z,t), g(z,t) < ciet; that is, we have
a=p0p=1.

Remark 1.3 The limiting cases a # (3, a + 3 = 2, remain open.

Our method of proving the two results below requires that one of the nonlinearities
should have a precise exponential growth. Namely, one of the next two assumptions should
hold:

(Hg) f(x,t) > ce', for some constant ¢ > 0,

(H§) g(x,t) > cet, for some constant ¢ > 0.

Theorem 1.4 (A priori bounds - convex domain) Assume (Hy) and (H}) with o =
B =1, and either (Hg) or (H{). Assume furthermore that Q0 is convexr and that
(Hz) holds. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

lullpe < C and |jv||p~ < C,
for all eventual solutions (u,v) of system (1.1).

Theorem 1.5 (A priori bounds - general domain) Assume (Hy) and (Hj) with o =
8 =1, and either (Hg) or (H§). Furthermore, assume (Hs). Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

[ul[Lee < C and |v]|L~ < C,
for all eventual solutions (u,v) of system (1.1).

Remark 1.4 If the nonlinearities satisfy both conditions (H; ) and (H ) for some constants
p, q > 0, we make a change of the variables z = qv and w = pu and the new equations
satisfy conditions (Hy) and (H}) witha = 8 = 1.
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Remark 1.5 It is well known that in the use of Topological methods (Leray-Schauder
degree theory) for the existence of solutions of elliptic equations or systems, the main
difficulty lies in obtaining a priori bounds for solutions. This is our main concern in the
present paper. With some natural assumptions on the nonlinearities f(z,t) and g(x,t) near
t = 0 one can prove that a certain Leray-Schauder index is not zero. The a priori bound
proves that the Leray-Schauder index in a large ball is zero. Therefore, by excision, one
proves that there exists a non trivial solution.

Remark 1.6 Existence of solutions for systems like (1.1) in dimension two has been
studied before by variational methods under a different set of assumptions on the
nonlinearities f(x,t) and g(x,t) (see [8], [9], [11]). Observe that here we are dealing
with non autonomous problems that, as far as we know, have not been considered before.

For the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 we adapt to the case of systems the methods
introduced by Brezis-Merle [4] to treat the scalar case. This will be done in section 5.

2 Regularity of distribution solutions

Next, for easy reference, we state a result due to Brezis-Merle [4] which will be used to
prove Theorem 1.1 above, and also in the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

Proposition 2.1 (Brezis-Merle) Let u be a distribution solution of the linear equation

—Au = h(z) in Q
{ u = 0 on 0f) , (21)

where Q is a bounded domain in R?, and h € L*(2). Then
i) for every § € (0,47), we have

(r D@, _ 4w
/Qe"p[ Tl 4w s =5 (diam@)7.

ii) for every k >0, eF* € L1(Q) .

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (u,v) be a given solution of (1.1). Let us assume condition
(H}). Since —Av = f(z,u) in Q,v = 0 on 9Q and f(z,u) belongs to L'(£2), it follows
from Proposition 2.1 that

/e’“’“dac<oo7 Vk>0.
Q

Next, using the other equation in (1.1), namely —Au = g(x, v) in 2, u = 0 on 912, together
with the assumption (H]), we conclude that u € W?2P?(Q) for every p > 1. Therefore,
u € L*°(Q). Finally, coming back to the equation —Av = f(z, ), we conclude that also
v € L*(Q). Using similar arguments we come to the same conclusions, if (H;) is assumed
instead of (H7).

Remark 2.1 As a consequence of Theorem 1.1 and standard regularity results for elliptic
equations we have that solutions of (1.1) in the distribution sense are, in fact, classical
solutions.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.2 (uniform estimates)

Let ¢; be an eigenfunction associated to the first eigenvalue \; of (—A, H}(€2)), which is
chosen in such a way that ¢; > 0 and fQ o2 =1.

Lemma 3.1 For each (u,v) solution of system (1.1) we have

[sewean<c, [ oo, (31)
Q Q
where the constant C' depends only on f, g and .

Proof. From our basic assumptions (i) and (ii) it follows that, given ¢ > 0, there is a
constant ¢ > 0 such that

flz,t) > (a1 —e)t — ¢ and g(z,t) > (ag — )t —c. (3.2)

Next, multiplying the equations in (1.1) by ¢, integrating by parts and using (3.2), we
obtain

/ g(z,v)p1 dx = )\1/ upy dx > (a3 — 5)/ vy dr — ¢

Q Q Q

/ flz,u)pr dx = )\1/ vy dx > (ag — e)/ upy dr — c1. (3.3)
Q Q Q

Thus

A1/uw1dwzw/us@1dw—c1
Q A1 Q

which implies
/ upy dr < C,
Q

and therefore,

/ g(z,v)pr de < C.
Q

The other inequality in (3.1) is obtained in a similar way. [ ]

Lemma 3.2 Assume condition (Hs) and  convex. Then there exist r,d > 0 such
that
Vu(z) -0 <0 and Vo(x) -0 <0 for all z € Q,, |0 —v(z)| <6,

for each (u,v) solution of (1.1), where Q. is defined in (1.2); 6 and v are as in
(H2).

Proof. We can assume, without loss of generality, that @ C R? := {(z,y) € R? : z > 0}
and (0,0) € 992. Now, we consider Ty := {(x,y) : x = A}, the cap X := {(z,y) € Q:
o < A} and reflected cap ¥} := {(2\ — z,y) : (z,y) € £, }. It follows that there exists A
such that ¥\ U X} C €, for each 0 < A < A. In fact this A depends only on r and not on
the particular point on the boundary.
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For 0 < A < A, define in ¥ the auxiliary functions

wy(z,y) = w2\ —=z,y) —u(z,y),
2z y) = v(2A—z,y) —v(z,y).

Using condition (Hs) we have

Aw}\ = —g((QA—:v,y),v(Z)\—x,y))+g((x,y),v(x,y))
< —g((x,y),v(2)\fx,y))+g((z,y),v(x,y))

Now, using the Mean Value Theorem wee see that
Aw}\ S C(.’K, y)(’U(fE, y) - ,U(2)‘ -, y))a

where

ele.) = 22 (). m(e, ) > 0

and 7n(z, y) is a real number between v(x, y) and v(2A — x, y). Thus
Awy + c(x,y)zx < 0.

Similarly we can prove that
Azy + ¢z, y)wy <0,
where
of

E(m,y) = a((xvy)»g(xvy)) >0

and ((z, y) is a real number between u(x, y) and u(2\ — z,y).

For A sufficiently small and positive we have that 3 has small measure, and so we can
use the Maximum Principle for cooperative elliptic systems in small domains (see [6] and
[2]) to conclude that

wy > 0and z) > 0in 2.

Using similar arguments as in [6] we can also prove that
wy > 0and z) > 0in X5.

Therefore, there exists ¢ > 0 such that v and v are increasing in €2.. Finally, the conclusion
follows in a standard way as in [7]. [ |

The next two lemmas are straightforward adaptations to the case of systems of well
known results in the scalar case.

Lemma 3.3 Assume condition (Hs). Then the same conclusion of Lemma 3.2 holds.

Proof. The use of Moving Planes as in the previous proof is possible after using a Kelvin
transform about the points on the boundary where the domain is not convex, see [7] and
[5]. Condition (Hj3) implies that the transformed equations have nonlinearities with right
monotonicity near the boundary, see details in [5]. [ ]
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Lemma 3.4 Assume the hypotheses of either Lemma 3.2 or Lemma 3.3. Then
there exist € > 0 and C > 0 which depend only on f,g and Q such that
llull o oys VIl < C, for each (u,v) solution of (1.1).

Proof. The proof follows by the same arguments as in [7] (see Step 2 in the proof of
Theorem 1.1, page 45 of [7]), using Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 above. [ ]

Now, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let a := inf{p; (z) : x € Q\Q.}. Using
Lemma 3.4 we obtain that f(z,v) is bounded in €2.. Thus

| e = [ ey / @0
C + I/Q\QE p1f(x,v) de

a

IN

1
C’—i—f/(plf(x,v)deC,
a.Jq

where we have used Lemma 3.1 to estimate the last integral. Using a similar argument we
can prove the result for g(z, u).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we rely on an inequality which was introduced in [8] to treat elliptic systems
in dimension two; it is a sort of Young’s inequality.

Proposition 4.1

e’ — 1+ s(logts)'/2, >0, s> el/4,
st < 2 1.2 1/4
e —1+ 3557, t20,0§5§e/.

) solution of (1.1) belongs to

First we recall that Theorem 1.1 gives that each (u,v
(€2))2. Using the first equation of

(L>°(9))?2, and then it follows that it belongs to (W12

system (1.1) we obtain
/ |Vu|? dr = / ug(z,v) dr.
Q Q

Now, by Proposition 4.1, with ¢t = m\/ 47 and s = g(z,v), we get

ful [ v

/ng(:c,v) dr = Vir Qm\/égg(x,v) dx

[Jwll / 47r(¢)2 / + 1/2
< - e "\Tul) dx —|Q| + z,v)(lo z, )% dx +
it ), 90+ | gle,v)log” gl v))
1 2
+= g(z,v) dm}
2 Jig(aw(@))<er/y
_

Vin {0+/Qg(xw)(1og+ glz,v))"/? dsc} ,
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where in the last estimate we have used the Trudinger-Moser inequality (see [1] and [10]).
So we have proved that

[lull <

1
— C+/ z,v)(log® g(z,v UQdm}. 4.1
A0+ [ gt v)og” gz, 0) (4.1)
Since g(z,t) < ce®™” we have logt g(z,v) < logc + dv® and (log™ g(z,v))Y/? <
c+ dY/2yb/2, So,

Jo 9(@,v)(log" gz, v))"/? d

IN

Jocg(z,v) do+ d¥/? [, g(z, v)vP/? da

(4.2)
C(1+ JoXp>n9(z, v)o?/? dz)

IN

where we have used Theorem 1.2. It remains to estimate fQ X[v>1] g(z, v)vg/ 2 dx. For that
matter we use Holder’s inequality in Orlicz spaces (see [1]) for the Young pair:

o(t) == e and (s) := s((log sV — 1), (4.3)

where v > 0 will be chosen later. So we can proceed as follows:

BI2 4p — 9(z,0) s 17 d
/QX[UZl]g(a:,v)v x /QX[UZH CESD v (v + 1) dx
5/2 n g(z,v)
< 2w+ 0o S e
where 17 > 0 will also be chosen later. Recall that || - ||z« stands for the gauge norm in

the Orlicz space L%, which is defined as follows

[lullLe _inf{k >0: / gp(g) < 1}.
o k

Next we estimate the two gauge norms:
LM+B/2 5
|x@EwW%v+nﬂnw<de%mn¢:nﬁ{k>o;/e<;c> <1}
Q

Now, viewing to use Trudinger-Moser estimate, v and 7 should satisfy v(n 4+ 5/2) = 2.
U2 . . .
Then, if we take k = ||11||2/’Y, we have fQ e*7 < const, and this implies

X210 (v + 1)7|| e < o] (4.4)

Now we estimate the other gauge norm:

Notice that
g((E, ’U) S Cedvﬁ
(v+1)7
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which implies that

+ g(w,v) 1/'y< 1/~,,8/y
(log 71{;(04_1)”) < C+d/"P.

Continuing the estimate of the integral in (4.5) we obtain

g9(z,v) glz,v) NV _ Cglx,v) | g@v) 1y 5 Cyla,v)
m[(lo +m) jl S k(?}—‘rl)n k‘(’U—|—1)77d/ ’Uﬂ/ S A 5

if we choose = 3/~. Thus,

MHM <c /Q o(e,0) do < C. (4.6)

Finally, using (4.1), (4.4) and (4.6) we have

Jull < C—={C+ 0?7} @)

where 7 and 7 have to be chosen in order to satisfy the two conditions above, namely

Y(n+pB/2) =2andn = 3/v.Soy=2(2-5)/B.
Using an argument similar to the one we have just completed, we can prove

1 ’
ol < O—={C + ull) (45)

where 7/ = 2(2 — a)/a.
It follows then from (4.7) and (4.8) that

[ull < C(C + [Jull>7) .

So, in order to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.3, we observe that the condition o+ 5 < 2
implies that 4/(yv) < 1.

5 Proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5

Once the uniform estimates in Theorem 1.2 are established, the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and
1.5 are the same. So from now on we assume conditions (Hy) and (H}) witha = 5 = 1.
Assume that ((uy,v,)) is a sequence of solutions of (1.1). Theorem 1.2 says that
the sequences (f(z,v,)) and (g(x,u,)) are bounded in L!(Q). So it follows, passing to
subsequences if necessary, (see [3]) that there are measures p and v such that

f(zyu,) — p oand g(z,v,) —> v (5.1)

Since f and g are positive functions it follows that x4 and v are nonnegative measures.
We also observe that, as a consequence of Theorem 1.2, the solutions ((u,, v, )) of (1.1)
are bounded in L!(Q):

lunllzr, llonllzr < C, Vn. (5.2)
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Definition 5.1 We say that g € Q is a reqular point of the measure p if there is a
function ¢ € C.(Q), 0 < ¢ < 1, with ¢ = 1 in some neighborhood of x( and such that

/ Ydp < 4.
We denote by ¥, the set of non-regular points in €2 for the measure .

Remark 5.1 For a bounded non-negative measure p, X, is a finite set. Indeed, if o € X,
we have that

[ v 1
for each function 1) € C.(Q2), 0 < ) < 1, with ¢b = 1 in some neighborhood of z(. Thus,

w({xo}) > 4. Finally, since f dp < C, it follows that X, is a finite set.

Let S, be the blow-up set for the sequence (uy,), that is
Sy :={z € Q:3 (x,) C Qsuch that z,, — z and u,(z,) — +oo}.

The assertions of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 will be proved if we show that S, = S, = 0.
This will be achieved in the next lemmas.

Lemma 5.1 Assume that xq is a regular point for the measure p (or for the measure
v). Then there exist constants p > 0 and C, independent of n, such that

[tnll o (B, (20)) < C » [Vnllee (B, @) < C -

Proof. Using the fact that z( is a regular point of the measure p we have a function

P € Ce(), 0 < ¢ < 1, with ¢y = 1 in some neighborhood V,,, of xg, such that

J¥dp < 4w, Thus, [, dp < 4w, which implies that there exist R > 0, § > 0 and ng
z0

such that for all n > ng

fzyuy) de <4r—4§. (5.3)
Br(zo)

Using this estimate, we first work with the second equation in (1.1). Let us write
Up = V1n + V2 n, where

—Awvy , = f(x,uy), in Br(zo) and vy, = 0 for |x — 29| = R.

Notice that —Avs ,, = 0in Br(zo).
Using Proposition 2.1 and (5.3), we obtain

CZ/ 6(47T*%)f1\}:l\ Z/ e@#-%)ii'ﬁ; :/ ePuin (5_4)
Br Br Br

where p > 1 is a constant depending only on J. Using the fact that ¢ < e we get

lvinllLe(Brzo)) < C - (5.5)
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Since the function vs ,, is harmonic in Bg(x), it follows from the Mean Value Theorem
for harmonic functions that

V2,0l Lo (Brj2) < CllvzmllLi(Bg) -

On the other hand, using (5.2) and (5.5) we obtain

lv2,nllzr(Br) < lvnllzrsr) + lvinlloisr) < C,
and so
[v2,nllzoc(Br/s) < C- (5.6)
Let us now use assumption (Hj) with 8 = 1. Then g(z,v,) < ceVtntvzn =
cetne?2m . So it follows from (5.4) and (5.6) that
||g(x,vn)||Lp(BR/2(mD)) < CHGU"HLP(BR/Q(JUO)) <C, forsomep > 1. (5.7)

In order to prove that [|v,, || L (B, (z)) < C, for some p < R/2, it is now enough to prove
a similar bound as (5.6) for v; ,,, namely

01,0l L0 (B, (z0)) < C'- (5.8)
For that matter, we use the first equation in (1.1). Let us write w,, = u1 5, + u2,, Where
—Auyp = g(w,v,), in Brja(xo) and uy , = 0 for [z — x| = R/2.
Observe that in view of (5.7), the assumption on g, and by elliptic regularity we have
lurmllzee (Bra(wo)) < C - (5.9)

Notice that —Awusy , = 0in Bg/2(z0). Thus us , is harmonic in Br/2(70), and it follows
from the Mean Value Theorem for harmonic functions that

luznllLoe (Brje) < N2l Bre) < unllLiBr.) + winlliiBg) <C - (5.10)
From (5.9) and (5.10) we have
unllLoe (Bg, ) < C- (5.11)
Now we go back to the second equation in (1.1). We write v,, := v1 5, + V2 p, Where
—AU1y, = f(2,uy), in Br/y(xo) and 01, = 0 for [z — x| = R/4 .
Using (5.11) and elliptic regularity we have
01,0l Lo (Bry) < C - (5.12)

Notice that —Avy, = 0in Bg /4(;100). As before, from the Mean Value Theorem for
harmonic functions we have
V2l Lo (BR/s) < C - (5.13)

From (5.12) and (5.13) we have
vnlle(Brs) <C,

which together with (5.11) proves Lemma 5.1, taking p = R/8. [ ]
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Lemma52 S, C X, and S, C X,.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 5.1 and the definition of the sets ¥,,, S, S, and
Y. [

Lemma53 X, C S, and ¥, C S,.

Proof. Let zy € ¥,,. We claim that for each R > 0 we have

LA ([t Lo (Br(ze)) = +00- (5.14)
Suppose by contradiction that there exists Ry > 0 and a subsequence, which we denote
also by (uy,), such that
[wnll Lo (Bay (20)) < C-
So,
€™ | o< (B Ry (z0)) < C-

Now using the hypothesis f(z,u) < ce it follows that

I f (@, un)l| L= (Bay (20)) < C,

which implies that for R < Ry we have

/ f(z,u,) < CR%
Br(zo)

Thus, there exists R; > 0, such that

/ flz,up) < 4m.
Br, (20)

This implies that x is a regular point of x, which is a contradiction.

Now we observe that, using Remark 5.1, there exists R > 0 such that zq is the only
non-regular point in Br(xy).

Next, we use (5.14) to prove that zy € S,. Indeed, from (5.14) there exists (x,) C
Bpg(xo) such that z,, — & and v(z,,) — +00. So, one needs to prove = x. Indeed if
this were not the case, then £ would be a regular point, which is not possible, since u,, is
bounded in a neighborhood of a regular point.

With similar arguments as in the proof we just completed, we can prove that 3, C S,,.

]

As a consequence of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 we conclude that those four sets coincide:

Sy =3%,=8,=1%,.

Finally, we prove that this set is indeed empty, and this completes the proofs of the
Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

Lemmas54 S, =0 .
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Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists ¢ € S,. Since xg is isolated, we can
take R > 0 such that Bg (o) N (S, \ {z0}) = 0.
Next, we consider the Dirichlet problem in Bg(x¢),

—Az, = f(z,uy,), in Br(xzg) and z,, = 0 when |z — zo| = R.
‘We know that the function u,, satisfies
—Avy, = f(x,uy), in Br(zo) and u,, > 0 when |z — 29| = R.

Thus, by the Maximum Principle we have

0 < z, < v, in Br(xo)
Taking the limit we have that z,, — z, where z is a solution of the problem
—Az =y, in Bgr(zo) and z = 0 when |z — 2| = R.
On the other hand the problem
—Aw = 4mwdy in Br(zo) and w = 0 when |z — x| = R.
has the solution
w(z) = 2log Tmol”
Since xg is not a regular point it follows that 1 > 47dy. So
z(x) > 2log|z — zo| ™t +o(1), x — x¢

Now with the hypothesis g(z,t) > Cet, we have

lim g(z,v,) > lim 9, 20)
n—o0o BR(JEO) n—oo BR(JEO)
o[ e
BR(CE(})
> c/ e
Br(zo)
> C/ ¥ =00,
Br(zo)
which is impossible. [ ]
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