arXiv:2306.03609v1 [math.AP] 6 Jun 2023

NONEXISTENCE RESULTS FOR SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS ON WEIGHTED GRAPHS

DARIO D. MONTICELLI, FABIO PUNZO, AND JACOPO SOMAGLIA

Abstract. We study semilinear elliptic inequalities with a potential on infinite graphs. Given a distance on the graph, we assume an upper bound on its Laplacian, and a growth condition on a suitable weighted volume of balls. Under such hypotheses, we prove that the problem does not admit any nonnegative nontrivial solution. We also show that our conditions are optimal.

1. Introduction

One of the most interesting and investigated class of elliptic inequalities, in view of its relevance in theoretical questions and applications, is

(1.1) Δu + v(x)u^σ ⩽ 0,

both on R^N and on general Riemannian manifolds (M, g), where Δ denotes the Laplace- Beltrami operator associated to the metric and σ > 1.

The study of this problem has a very rich history, starting with the seminal works of Gidas [5] and Gidas-Spruck [6] in the Euclidean setting. It is shown that u ≡ 0 is the only nonnegative solution of equation (1.1) whenever 1 < σ ⩽^N_{N−2} , in case v ≡ 1 and N ⩾ 3. We refer to the fundamental papers of D’Ambrosio-Mitidieri [4] and Mitidieri- Pohozaev [23], [24], [25], [26] for a comprehensive account of results related to these (and also more general) problems on R^N . Note that analogous results have also been obtained for degenerate elliptic equations and inequalities (see, e.g., [3], [27]) and for the parabolic companion problems (see, e.g., [26], [29], [30], [31]).

By means of capacity tools, which make use of carefully chosen test functions, Mitidieri- Pohozaev prove nonexistence of weak or distributional solutions of wide classes of differential inequalities in R^N . In particular, they show that equation (1.1) on R^N does not admit any nontrivial nonnegative solution, provided that

lim inf R→+∞ R^{− 2σσ−1} ∫ B^√_{2R}\B_R v(x)^{− 1σ−1} dx < ∞. Date: June 7, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A01, 35A02, 35B53, 35J05, 35J61, 35R02. Key words and phrases. Graphs, Laplacian on graphs, Liouville theorem, distance function on graphs, weighted volume, test functions.

The research of the authors has been partially supported by GNAMPA (INdAM – Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica). 1

More recently, problem (1.1) has been investigated also in the Riemannian setting; in particular we cite the papers [10], [11], [19], [20], [21] [32]. Using a capacity argument which only exploits the gradient of the distance function from a fixed reference point, in particular the authors showed in [10] that equation (1.1) admits a unique nonnegative weak solution provided that there exist positive constants C, C_0 such that for every R > 0 sufficiently large and every small enough ε > 0,

(1.2) ∫ B_R(x_0) v^{−β+ε} dμ ⩽ CR^{α+C0ε}(log R)^k, where dμ is the canonical Riemannian measure on M, B_R(x_0) is the geodesic ball centered at a point x_0 ∈ M and α = 2σ σ − 1 , β = 1 σ − 1 , 0 ⩽ k < β. The sharpness of the exponent α in this type of results is evident from the Euclidean case (1.1) with v ≡ 1 and N ⩾ 3, where α = N and the corresponding critical growth is σ^∗ =^N_{N−2} . The sharpness of the exponent β is definitely a more delicate question and has recently been settled on a general Riemannian manifold, in case v ≡ 1, in [11]. In that paper, using carefully chosen families of test functions, the authors showed that equation (1.1) with v ≡ 1 does not admit any nonnegative weak solution provided (1.2) holds with k = β. Observe that on a general Riemannian manifold only the gradient of the distance function from a fixed point is used, and not its Laplacian, since the former is always well-defined in the weak sense, while the latter may not exist due to the possible presence of a cut-locus. Therefore, with this type of arguments, while on R^N one may consider very weak solutions, on a general Riemannian manifold one is forced to deal with weak solutions.

The aim of this paper is to study problem (1.1) on weighted graphs (V, ω, μ), where ω and μ are the so called edge weight and node measure, respectively (see Section 2 for more details). Recently, the study of elliptic and parabolic equations on graphs has attracted much attention (see, e.g., [7], [8], [9], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [28]).

In particular, in [1] and [22] Liouville type theorems for equation (1.1) are obtained on weighted graphs (V, ω, μ), when σ = 1. In [12], for σ > 1, under the assumption that there exists p_0 > 1 such that

(1.3) ω(x, y) μ(x) ⩾ 1 p_0 for all x, y ∈ V which are endpoints of an edge of V , it is shown that equation

(1.4) Δu + v(x)u^σ ⩽ 0 in V

with v ≡ 1 does not admit any nontrivial nonnegative solutions, if, for some x_0 ∈ V, C > 0

Vol(B_R(x_0)) := ∑ x∈B_R(x_0)

μ(x) ⩽ CR^{2σσ−1} log R^{1σ−1} for all R ⩾ R_0 , where B_R(x_0) ⊂ V is the ball with centre x_0 ∈ V and radius R > 0, defined in terms of the natural distance on V . The technique used in [12] relies on a test function argument inspired from [11] and is based on a single integration by parts.

In this paper we investigate nonexistence of nonnegative nontrivial solutions to equation (1.4). With respect to the results established in [12], we remove assumption (1.3), we allow for the presence of a potential v, and we can consider a general pseudo-metric d on the graph rather than using the natural distance on the graph. We assume an upper bound on the Laplacian of d(·, x_0), for a fixed reference point x_0 ∈ V , together with a related growth condition on the weighted volume of annuli centered at x_0. Under such hypotheses we show that the only nonnegative solution u to equation (1.4) is u ≡ 0, see Theorem 3.1. Note that this kind of hypothesis on the Laplacian of the distance arises quite naturally when studying problems on Riemannian manifolds, and it follows from curvature conditions on the manifold (see also Remark 2.3).

In our proofs we exploit a test functions argument with test functions depending on d(·, x_0). We integrate by parts twice, since on graphs no regularity issues arise for functions. Our results are sharp; we discuss this aspect with a few examples: in one we deal with the standard lattice Z^N and in another one we consider a homogeneous tree. Let us mention that we construct one example for which the nonexistence results in [12] cannot be used, since hypothesis (1.3) fails, while our main nonexistence theorem applies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce basic notions on graphs. In Section 3 we state our main nonexistence theorem, which is proved in Section 4. Finally, in Section 5 we provide some examples in which our main theorem applies, while in Section 6 we show optimality of our result.

2. Mathematlcal background

2.1. The graph setting. Let V be a countably infinite set and μ : V → (0, +∞) be a given function. Furthermore, let ω : V × V → [0, +∞) be a symmetric function with zero diagonal and finite sum, i.e.

(2.1)

(i) ω_{xy} = ω_{yx} for all (x, y) ∈ V × V ; (ii) ω_{xx} = 0 for all x ∈ V ; (iii) ∑ y∈V ω_{xy} < ∞ for all x ∈ V . Thus, we define weighted graph the triplet (V, ω, μ), where ω and μ are the so called edge weight and node measure, respectively. Observe that assumption (ii) corresponds to ask that V has no loops.

Let x, y be two points in V ; we say that

• x is connected to y and we write x ∼ y, whenever ω_{xy} > 0;

• the couple (x, y) is an edge of the graph and the vertices x, y are called the endpoints of the edge whenever x ∼ y; we will denote by E the set of all edges of the graph;

• a collection of vertices {x_k}^n_{k=0} ⊂ V is a path if x_k ∼ x_{k+1} for all k = 0, . . . , n − 1. A weighted graph (V, ω, μ) is said to be

(i) locally finite if each vertex x ∈ V has only finitely many y ∈ V such that x ∼ y; (ii) connected if, for any two distinct vertices x, y ∈ V , there exists a path joining x to y; (iii) undirected if its edges do not have an orientation.

For any x ∈ V we will call degree of x the cardinality of the set {y ∈ V : y ∼ x}. A pseudo metric on V is a symmetric map, with zero diagonal, d : V × V → [0, +∞), which also satisfies the triangle inequality d(x, y) ⩽ d(x, z) + d(z, y) for all x, y, z ∈ V. In general, d is not a metric, since there may be points x, y ∈ V , x ≠ y such that d(x, y) = 0 . Finally, we define the jump size j > 0 of a general pseudo metric d as (2.2) j := sup{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ V, ω(x, y) > 0}. For any given Ω ⊂ V its volume is defined as Vol(Ω) := ∑ x∈Ω μ(x) . 2.2. The weighted Laplacian. Let F denote the set of all functions f : V → R . For any f ∈ F and for all x, y ∈ V , let us give the following Definition 2.1. Let (V, ω, μ) be a weighted graph. For any f ∈ F,

• the difference operator is (2.3) ∇_{xy}f := f(y) − f(x) ;

• the (weighted) Laplace operator on (V, ω, μ) is Δf(x) := 1 μ(x) ∑ y∈V ω_{xy}[f(y) − f(x)] = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}[f(y) − f(x)] for all x ∈ V . Clearly, Δf(x) = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∈V ω_{xy}(∇_{xy}f) for all x ∈ V . We also define the gradient squared of f ∈ F (see [2]) |∇f(x)|^2 = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∈V ω_{xy}(∇_{xy}f)^2, x ∈ V ; It is straightforward to show, for any f, g ∈ F, the validity of

• the product rule ∇_{xy}(fg) = f(x)(∇_{xy}g) + (∇_{xy}f)g(y) for all x, y ∈ V ;

• the integration by parts formula

(2.4) ∑ x∈V [Δf(x)]g(x)μ(x) = − 1 2 ∑ x,y∈V ω_{xy}(∇_{xy}f)(∇_{xy}g) = ∑ x∈V f(x)[Δg(x)]μ(x) , provided that at least one of the functions f, g ∈ F has finite support.

For any x_0 ∈ V and r > 0 we define the ball B_r(x_0) with respect to any pseudo metric d as B_r(x_0) := {x ∈ V : d(x, x_0) ⩽ r} .

2.3. Assumptions. In this paper, we always make the following assumptions:

(2.5)

(i) (V, ω, μ) is a connected, locally finite, undirected, weighted graph; (ii) there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every x ∈ V, ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} ⩽ Cμ(x); (iii) there exists a pseudo metric d such that the jump size j is finite; (iv) the ball B_r(x) with respect to d is a finite set, for any x ∈ V, r > 0; (v) for some x_0 ∈ V, R_0 > 1, α ∈ [0, 1], C > 0, there holds Δd(x, x_0) ⩽ C d^α(x, x_0) for any x ∈ V \ B_{R0} (x_0).

Remark 2.2. We explicitly note that condition (2.5)-(v) is always satisfied with α = 0 if (2.5)-(ii) and (2.5)-(iii) hold. Indeed, for every choice x_0 ∈ V we have

Δd(x, x_0) = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}[d(y, x_0)−d(x, x_0)] ⩽ 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}d(x, y) ⩽ Cj, for every x ∈ V. Moreover we also note that if there exist C > 0, x_0 ∈ V , p > 1 and R_0 > 1 such that Δd^p(x, x_0) ⩽ C for every x ∈ B^c_{R0} (x_0), then (2.5)-(v) holds for α = min{p − 1, 1}. Indeed by the convexity of the real valued function h(t) = t^p and x ∈ B^c_{R0} (x_0), we get

C ⩾ Δd^p(x, x_0) = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}(d^p(y, x_0) − d^p(x, x_0)) ⩾ p μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}d^{p−1}(x, x_0)(d(y, x_0) − d(x, x_0)) = pd^{p−1}(x, x_0)Δd(x, x_0). Remark 2.3. Observe that, on Riemannian manifolds, assumption (2.5)-(v) is satisfied if a suitable curvature condition holds. In fact, if the Ricci curvature fulfills the bound Ric(x) ⩾ −Cd^{−2α}(x, x_0) whenever d(x, x_0) > 1, for some C > 0, α ∈ [0, 1] and a fixed reference point x_0, then, by means of standard Laplacian comparison theorems, (2.5)-(v) is satisfied. 3. Main results Theorem 3.1. Let assumption (2.5) be satisfied. Let v : V → R be a positive function, and σ > 1. Suppose that

(3.1) ∑ x∈B_{2R}(x_0)\B_R(x_0)

v^{− 1σ−1} (x)μ(x) ⩽ CR^{(1+α)σσ−1} for all R ⩾ R_0 ,

with α ∈ [0, 1], x_0 ∈ V as in (2.5)-(v). Let u : V → R be a non-negative solution of (1.4). Then u ≡ 0.

As a simple consequence of Theorem 3.1, when v ≡ 1 on V we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.2. Let assumption (2.5) be satsfied, let σ > 1. Suppose that (3.2) Vol(B_{2R}(x_0) \ B_R(x_0)) ⩽ CR^{(1+α)σσ−1} for every R ⩾ R_0 , with α ∈ [0, 1], x_0 ∈ V as in (2.5)-(v). Let u : V → R be a non-negative solution of Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in V .

Then u ≡ 0.

Remark 3.3. (i) In Example 5.1 we apply Theorem 3.1 on the N-dimensional integer lattice graph (Z^N , ω, μ), with a suitable μ, for v ≡ 1 and 1 < σ ⩽ N N − 2 if N > 2, σ > 1 if N = 1, 2.

Furthermore in Example 5.2 we apply Theorem 3.1 on a tree where condition (1.3) fails and v ≡ 1; therefore, the nonexistence result in [12] cannot be applied. (ii) Observe that condition (3.1) is optimal. In fact, in view of Theorem 6.1 below there exists a positive solution u to (1.4) with v ≡ 1 on (Z^N , ω, μ), for the same μ appearing in Example 5.1 and with N > 2 and σ > N N − 2 , where condition (2.5) holds while (3.1) fails.

In particular, the critical exponent for (1.4) with v ≡ 1 on (Z^N , ω, μ) for N > 3 is σ^∗ =^N_{N−2} , which is the same critical exponent as that of the problem { Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 on R^N , u ⩾ 0 on R^N .

(iii) Also Theorem 6.2 is about optimality of condition (3.1). Indeed, it guarantees the existence of a positive solution u to (1.4) with v ≡ 1 on a homogeneous tree of degree N (T_N , E, μ), with a suitable μ, where condition (2.5) holds and (3.1) is not fulfilled.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.1 We begin with a strong maximum principle for nonnegative superharmonic functions for the weighted Laplace operator on (V, ω, μ). Lemma 4.1. Let u: V → R be a function fulfilling u ⩾ 0 in V, and Δu ⩽ 0 in V .

Then either u > 0 in V, or u ≡ 0 in V. Proof. Suppose that u(x) = 0 for some x ∈ V . We have

0 ⩾ Δu(x) = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}(u(y) − u(x)) = 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}u(y) ⩾ 0. Therefore u(y) = 0 for every y ∈ V such that y ∼ x. Since the graph is connected, we get u ≡ 0. ■ Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let ψ ∈ C^2([0, +∞)) be any cut-off function on [0, +∞) which satisfies the following conditions

• ψ ≡ 0 on [2, +∞) and ψ ≡ 1 on [0, 1]. • ψ^′(x) ⩽ 0, for each x ∈ [0, +∞).

• There exists C > 0 such that |ψ^′(x)| ⩽ C and |ψ^{′′}(x)| ⩽ C, for each x ∈ [0, +∞). Fix R ⩾ max{R_0, j}. We define φ : V → R by φ(x) := ψ ( d(x) R ) , where d(x) := d(x, x_0). Similarly, for r > 0, we define B_r := B_r(x_0).

We claim that there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for each x ∈ V the following estimate holds

(4.1) −Δφ(x) ⩽ C R^{1+α} 1_{B2R+j \BR−j} . Indeed, observing that for each t, r ⩾ 0 the formula

ψ(t) = ψ(r) + ψ^′(r)(t − r) + ψ^{′′}(ξ) 2 (t − r)^2 holds for some ξ ⩾ 0 between r and t, we get −Δφ(x) = − 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}(φ(y) − φ(x))

= − 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} ( ψ ( d(y) R ) − ψ ( d(x) R ))

= − 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} ( ψ^′ ( d(x) R ) ( d(y) − d(x) R ) + ψ^{′′}(ξ) 2 ( d(y) − d(x) R )_2) , for some ξ > 0 between^{d(x)}_R and^{d(y)}_R . Therefore −Δφ(x) = −ψ^′ ( d(x) R ) ( 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} d(y) − d(x) R ) − 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} ψ^{′′}(ξ) 2 (d(y) − d(x))^2 R^2 = −ψ^′ ( d(x) R ) Δd(x) R − 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} ψ^{′′}(ξ) 2 (d(y) − d(x))^2 R^2 ⩽ | | |ψ^′ ( d(x) R )| | | Δd(x) R + 1 μ(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} | | | ψ^{′′}(ξ) 2 | | | (d(y) − d(x))^2 R^2 ⩽ C ( 1 R^{1+α} 1_{B2R \BR} + 1 R^2 1_{B2R+j \BR−j} ) , where in the last inequality we have used (2.5)-(v), and the following facts: |ψ^′| ⩽ C, |ψ^{′′}| ⩽ C, ψ^′ ≡ 0, ψ^{′′} ≡ 0 outside [1, 2], |d(y) − d(x)| ⩽ d(x, y) ⩽ j, for every x, y ∈ V such that x ∼ y. Finally, observing that α ∈ [0, 1] and R > 1, we get C ( 1 R^{1+α} 1_{B2R\BR} + 1 R^2 1_{B2R+j \BR−j} ) ⩽ C R^{α+1} 1_{B2R+j \BR−j} and the claim is proved. For simplicity, from now on we will denote the subset B_{2R+j} \ B_{R−j} ⊂ V by A_R. Now we are going to show that there exists a constant C such that

(4.2) ∑ x∈V μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x) ⩽ C. Since u fulfills (1.4), we have for each x ∈ V μ(x)v(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ −μ(x)Δu(x).

Let s >^σ_{σ−1} . Multiplying both terms by φ^s(x) and summing over all x ∈ V , we get ∑ x∈V μ(x)v(x)φ^s(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ − ∑ x∈V φ^s(x)μ(x)Δu(x) = − ∑ x∈V ∑ y∼x φ^s(x)ω_{xy}∇_{xy}u = − ∑ x∈V ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}u(x)∇_{xy}φ^s ⩽ −s ∑ x∈V ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}u(x)φ^{s−1}(x)∇_{xy}φ, where in the last inequality we have used the convexity of the function h(t) = t^s, i.e. h(t_1) ⩾ h(t_0) + h^′(t_0)(t_1 − t_0) for every t_0, t_1 ∈ R^+ .

Indeed, ∇_{xy}φ^s = φ^s(y) − φ^s(x) ⩾ sφ^{s−1}(x)(φ(y) − φ(x)) = sφ^{s−1}(x)∇_{xy}φ. Combining the definition of the graph Laplacian with (4.1) we get ∑ x∈V μ(x)v(x)φ^s(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ −s ∑ x∈V ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}u(x)φ^{s−1}(x)∇_{xy}φ = −s ∑ x∈V u(x)φ^{s−1}(x) ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}∇_{xy}φ = −s ∑ x∈V u(x)φ^{s−1}(x)μ(x)Δφ ⩽ C R^{α+1} ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u(x)φ^{s−1}(x).

(4.3)

By a standard application of Young’s inequality the last term of the above inequalities is less or equal than 1 σ ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u^σ(x)φ^s(x)v(x) + σ − 1 σ C R^{(1+α) σσ−1} ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)φ^{s− σσ−1} (x)v^{− 1σ−1} (x). Hence, by taking the first and the last term of the above inequalities and observing that 0 ⩽ φ^{s− σσ−1} (x) ⩽ 1, we obtain ∑ x∈V μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x)φ^s(x) ⩽ C R^{(1+α) σσ−1} ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)v^{− 1σ−1} (x). Finally, observing that ∑ x∈B_R μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x) ⩽ ∑ x∈V μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x)φ^s(x) and that, for R large enough, A_R ⊂ B_{4R} \ B_{R/2}, from (3.1) we get ∑ x∈B_R μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x) ⩽ C R^{(1+α) σσ−1} ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)v(x)^{− 1σ−1}

⩽ C R^{(1+α) σσ−1} [ ∑ x∈B_{4R}\B_{2R} μ(x)v(x)^{− 1σ−1} + ∑ x∈B_{2R}\B_R μ(x)v(x)^{− 1σ−1}

+ ∑ x∈B_R\B_{R/2} μ(x)v(x)^{− 1σ−1} ] ⩽ C. Since this last estimate is independent of R, we obtain (4.2). We are now in the position of proving that u ≡ 0. By (4.3) we have ∑ x∈V μ(x)v(x)φ^s(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ C R^{α+1} ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u(x)φ^{s−1}(x). By applying the Hölder inequality to the right hand side, then by applying (3.1) we obtain ∑ x∈V μ(x)v(x)φ^s(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ C R^{1+α} ( ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u^σ(x)φ^s(x)v(x) ) 1_σ ( ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)φ^{s− σσ−1} (x)v^{− 1σ−1} (x) ) σ−1_σ

⩽ C R^{1+α} ( ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x) ) 1_σ ( ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)v^{− 1σ−1} (x) ) σ−1_σ

⩽ C ( ∑ x∈A_R μ(x)u^σ(x)v(x) ) 1_σ . By (4.2), the right hand side goes to zero as R goes to infinity. It follows that ∑ x∈V μ(x)v(x)u^σ(x) ⩽ 0. Since μ and v are positive, we get u ≡ 0 in V . ■

5. Examples Example 5.1. The N-dimensional integer lattice graph is the graph consisting of the set of vertices Z^N , the edge weight defined by ω : Z^N × Z^N → [0, +∞), ω_{xy} = { 1, if ∑_N k=1 |y_k − x_k| = 1, 0, otherwise.

and the node measure μ(x) := ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} = 2N.

In other words, the set of edges is E = { (x, y): x, y ∈ Z^N , N∑ i=1 |x_i − y_i| = 1 } ; moreover, y ∼ x if and only if there exists k ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that x_k = y_k ±1 and x_i = y_i for i ≠ k. Therefore, ω_{xy} = { 1, if y ∼ x, 0, if y ≁ x. Then for every function u : Z^N → R we have Δu(x) = 1 2N ∑ y∼x (u(y) − u(x)) for all x ∈ Z^N .

We see that the only nonnegative solution to Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in Z^N , is u ≡ 0, provided that

• N ∈ {1, 2} and σ > 1, or • N > 2 and 1 < σ ⩽^N_{N−2} .

In fact, we consider the graph (Z^N , E, μ) endowed with the euclidean distance |x − y| := d(x, y) = (_N ∑ i=1 (x_i − y_i)^2 )_{1/2} . For R > 1, we have ∑ x∈B_R(0) μ(x) = 2N ∑ x∈B_R(0) 1 ⩽ CR^N ⩽ CR^{2σσ−1} , where in the last inequality we have used that 1 < σ ⩽^N_{N−2} , which implies N ⩽^{2σ}_{σ−1} , in the case N > 2, while^{2σ}_{σ−1} > 2 ⩾ N if N ∈ {1, 2}. Condition (3.1) of Theorem 3.1, with v ≡ 1 on Z^N , is satisfied for α = 1. It remains to show that condition (2.5)-(v) of Theorem 3.1 holds as well. For x ∼ y we have x = (x_1, . . . , x_N ) and y = (x_1, . . . , x_k ± 1, . . . x_N ) for some k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. In this case we obtain d^2(y, 0) − d^2(x, 0) = (|x|^2 ± 2x_k + 1) − |x|^2 = ±2x_k + 1, which implies that Δd^2(x, 0) = ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} μ(x) (d^2(y, 0) − d^2(x, 0))

= 1 2N N∑ k=1 (2x_k + 1) + (−2x_k + 1) = 1.

By convexity of the real valued function h(t) = t^2, we get

1 = Δd^2(x, 0) = 1 2n ∑ y∼x (d^2(y, 0) − d^2(x, 0)) ⩾ 1 2n ∑ y∼x 2d(x, 0)(d(y, 0) − d(x, 0)) = 2d(x, 0)Δd(x, 0). From the previous inequality we get Δd(x, 0) ⩽ 1 2d(x, 0) . Finally, applying Theorem 3.1 we obtain the assertion.

The next example of this section shows that Theorem 3.1 can be applied to weighted graphs which lack property (1.3).

We recall that a graph (T, E, μ) is a tree if for each x, y ∈ T there exists only one (minimal) path that connects x to y. Here with an abuse of notation we declare the set of edges E of the graph, i.e. we declare which x, y ∈ T satisfy y ∼ x, instead of a weight function ω; we tacitly assume that we can consider a suitable weight function ω on the graph, which induces the set of edges E.

We consider on T the distance between two vertices x, y ∈ T, denoted by d(x, y), as the cardinality of the set of the edges of the unique (minimal) path between them. Note that the distance d has jump size j = 1. For n ⩾ 0, we set D_n := {x ∈ T: d(0, x) = n}, where 0 is the root of the tree T, while E_n denotes the collection of all edges from vertices in D_n to vertices in D_{n+1}. Note that if x ∈ D_n for some n ⩾ 1, then there exists a unique y ∈ D_{n−1} such that y ∼ x. A tree is said homogeneous of degree N > 1 if each element has degree N, and it will be denoted by (T_N , E, μ).

Example 5.2. Let (T, E, μ) be the tree with root 0 such that each element of D_n has n+1 edges. Note that the cardinality of D_n is equal to (n − 1)! for every n ⩾ 1. For x, y ∈ T we define ω_{xy} = 1 min{h!, k!} , if y ∼ x and x ∈ D_h and y ∈ D_k,

(note that if y ∼ x, then |h − k| = 1), whereas ω_{xy} = 0 if x ≁ y. Hence, if x ∈ D_n and n ⩾ 1, then there are y_1, . . . , y_n ∈ D_{n+1} such that y_k ∼ x for k = 1, . . . , n and only one y_0 ∈ D_{n−1} such that y_0 ∼ x. Therefore we have ω_{xyk} = 1 n! for k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and ω_{xy0} = 1 (n − 1)! . We define the map μ: T → [0, +∞) by

μ(x) := ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} = n n! + 1 (n − 1)! = 2 (n − 1)! for x ∈ D_n, n ⩾ 1. In particular condition (1.3) is not satisfied. Indeed, for any x ∈ D_n with n ⩾ 1 we have ω_{xyk} μ(x) = 1 2n for k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and ω_{xy0} μ(x) = 1 2 . Finally, if x = 0 ∈ D_0, then there exists a unique y ∈ T such that y ∼ x, thus we have ω_{0y} = 1 and μ(0) = 1.

It remains to show that conditions (3.1) and (2.5)-(v) of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. In order to do that let x ∈ D_n, with n ⩾ 1

Δd(x, 0) = ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} μ(x) [d(y, 0) − d(x, 0)]

= n∑ k=1 1 2n [d(y_k, 0) − d(x, 0)] + 1 2 [d(y_0, 0) − d(x, 0)] = 1 2 − 1 2 = 0.

Therefore, in particular it holds that Δd(x, 0) ⩽ C d(x, 0) , and condition (2.5)-(v) of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied for α = 1. We conclude by observing that condition (3.1) is satisfied for the same value of α. Indeed, let N ∈ N and N ⩾ 1, we have

Vol(B_N ) = ∑ x∈B_N μ(x) = N∑ k=0 ∑ x∈D_k μ(x)

= 1 + N∑ k=1 2 (k − 1)!

(k − 1)!

= 2N + 1.

Finally, let R ∈ R and R ⩾ 2. We denote by [R] := max{x ∈ N : x ⩽ R} the integer part of R. Then we have Vol(B_{[R]}) ⩽ Vol(B_R) ⩽ Vol(B_{[R]+1}), which readily implies that Vol(B_R) ≍ R and Vol(B_{2R} \ B_R) ≍ R.

Thus, for v ≡ 1 and σ > 1, by Theorem 3.1 the inequality

Δu + vu^σ ⩽ 0 in T

has no nontrivial nonnegative solutions.

6. Optimality of the volume growth condition The next result, in conjunction with Example 5.1, shows that Theorem 3.1 is sharp with respect to σ.

Theorem 6.1. Let (Z^N , E, μ) be as in Example 5.1. Let N > 2, ε > 0, and σ =^N_{N−2} + ε. Then there exists a non-trivial positive solution u of

Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in Z^N .

Proof. Let φ: R^+ → R^+ be defined by φ(t) = δ (K + t)^γ

where γ =^1_{σ−1} and the parameters δ > 0 and K > 0 will be chosen small and large enough respectively. Let u: Z^N → R be defined by

u(x) = φ(|x|^2) = δ (K + |x|^2)^γ ,

where |x|^2 := N∑ i=1 x^2_i . By the Taylor expansion formula,

φ(t) = φ(r) + φ^′(r)(t − r) + φ^{′′}(r) 2 (t − r)^2 + φ^{′′′}(η) 6 (t − r)^3,

with η between t and r. Then, we obtain

Δu(x) = 1 2N ∑ y∼x [ − γδ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+1}

(|y|^2 − |x|^2) + γ(γ + 1)δ 2(K + |x|^2)^{γ+2}

(|y|^2 − |x|^2)^2

− γ(γ + 1)(γ + 2)δ 6(K + η)^{γ+3}

(|y|^2 − |x|^2)^3 ] , (6.1)

with η between |y|^2 and |x|^2. Now we recall that if y ∼ x we have x = (x_1, . . . , x_N ) and y = (x_1, . . . , x_k ± 1, . . . x_N ) for some k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Then we obtain

|y|^2 − |x|^2 = (|x|^2 ± 2x_k + 1) − |x|^2 = ±2x_k + 1.

Thus ∑ y∼x (|y|^2 − |x|^2) = 2N, ∑ y∼x (|y|^2 − |x|^2)^2 = 8|x|^2 + 2N,

|(|y|^2 − |x|^2)^3| ⩽ C(|x|^3 + 1),

for some C > 0. By (6.1),

Δu(x) + u^σ(x) = − γδ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+1} + γ(γ + 1)δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2}

4|x|^2 + N 2N − 1 2N ∑ y∼x γ(γ + 1)(γ + 2)δ 6(K + η)^{γ+3}

(|y|^2 − |x|^2)^3 + δ^σ (K + |x|^2)^{γσ} = δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} [ − γ(K + |x|^2) + γ(γ + 1)

4|x|^2 + N 2N + δ^{σ−1}(K + |x|^2) + θ(x) ]

= δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} [ − ( γ − 2γ(γ + 1) N − δ^{σ−1} ) |x|^2 − ( γK − γ(γ + 1) 2 − δ^{σ−1}K ) + θ(x) ] . where we have used that γσ = γ + 1 and where θ(x) = − (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} 12N ∑ y∼x γ(γ + 1)(γ + 2) (K + η)^{γ+3}

(|y|^2 − |x|^2)^3.

We set 2λ := γ −^{2γ(γ+1)}_N . Then, since γ =^1_{σ−1} and σ =^N_{N−2} + ε, we get λ > 0 and by choosing 0 < δ ⩽ min{λ^{1σ−1} , (^γ_2 )^{1σ−1} }, we obtain

Δu(x) + u^σ(x) ⩽ δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} [ − λ|x|^2 − ( γ 2 K − γ(γ + 1) 2 ) + θ(x) ]

⩽ − δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2}

[λ|x|^2 + C_0 − θ(x)],

with C_0 > 0 arbitrarily large, up to choosing K ⩾^{2C0}_γ + γ + 1. We now estimate θ(x). For y ∼ x, by construction we have min{|x|^2, |y|^2} ⩽ η ⩽ max{|x|^2, |y|^2}.

Since |x|^2 ∈ N, for |x| ⩾ 1 we have |y| ⩾ |x| − 1 and hence η ⩾ (|x| − 1)^2 ⩾^1_6 (|x|^2 − 1). Clearly also for |x| = 0 one has η ⩾^1_6 (|x|^2 − 1). Thus |θ(x)| ⩽ C(K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} ∑ y∼x 1 (K + η)^{γ+3} ||y|^2 − |x|^2|^3

⩽ C(K + |x|^2)^{γ+2}

|x|^3 + 1 (6K − 1 + |x|^2)^{γ+3} ⩽ C |x|^3 + 1 K + |x|^2 ⩽ C(|x| + 1). Hence, Δu(x) + u^σ(x) ⩽ − δ (K + |x|^2)^{γ+2} [ λ|x|^2 + C_0 − C(|x| + 1) ] ⩽ 0, up to choosing C_0 ⩾ 0, and hence K ⩾ 0, large enough. Therefore u is a positive solution of Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in Z^N , which concludes the proof. ■ The next result is inspired by [12, Theorem 4.1], and it shows that the volume growth assumption (3.1) in Theorem 3.1 is sharp.

Theorem 6.2. Let T_N be a homogeneous tree of degree N ⩾ 2. Let σ > 1. For every ε > 0, there exist ω : T_N × T_N → [0, +∞) and μ: T_N → [0, +∞) and a constant C > 0 such that

(i) for every x ∈ T_N ∑ y∼x ω_{xy} = μ(x); (ii) for every n ∈ N ∑ x∈B_n(0) μ(x) ≍ n^{2σσ−1 +ε}; (iii) for every x ∈ T_N Δd(x, 0) ⩽ C d(x, 0) ; (iv) there exists a positive solution u to Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in T_N .

Proof. Let n ∈ N and x ∈ D_n, we define

(6.2) u(x) = u_n = δ (n + n_0)^{2σ−1} .

For n ∈ N and (x, y) ∈ E_n, we define

(6.3) ω_{xy} = ω_n =

(n + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} (N − 1)^n , while if y ≁ x we define ω_{xy} = 0. Here n_0 ∈ N is large enough and δ > 0 is small enough (see the computation below). Defining

μ(x) := ∑ y∼x ω_{xy}, (i) holds. Therefore, by (6.3), for every x ∈ D_n, we get

(6.4) μ(x) = (N − 1)ω_n + ω_{n−1} for n ⩾ 1

and μ(0) = Nω_0. Hence, by taking n_1 > 1 large enough, for every x ∈ D_n and n ⩾ n_1 we have

Δd(x, 0) = ∑ x∼y ω_{xy} μ(x) [d(y, 0) − d(x, 0)] = (N − 1)ω_n − ω_{n−1} (N − 1)ω_n + ω_{n−1} = (n + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} − (n − 1 + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} (n + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} + (n − 1 + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} = 1 − (1 −^1_{n+n0} )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} 1 + (1 −^1_{n+n0} )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} = 1 2 + o(1) [( σ + 1 σ − 1 + ε ) 1 n + n_0 + o ( 1 n )] ⩽ C n . Thus (iii) follows. Now we are going to prove (ii). Let n > n_1 ∑ x∈B_n(0) μ(x) = n∑ i=0 ∑ x∈D_i μ(x)

= n∑ i=1 N(N − 1)^{i−1}[(N − 1)ω_i + ω_{i−1}] + Nω_0

= n∑ i=1 N [ (n_0 + i)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} + (i + n_0 − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} ] + n^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} 0 N ≍ n^{2σσ−1 +ε}, where in the last passage we have used that n_1 >> n_0. It remains to show (iv). Since the function u : T_N → R defined by (6.2) is positive, it remains to show that it is a solution of

Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 in T_N ,

if we choose δ > 0 small and n_0 > 0 large enough. Let x ∈ D_n; we consider two cases: (a) n = 0, and (b) n > 0.

(a) For x = 0 the inequality Δu(0) + u^σ(0) ⩽ 0 is equivalent to u_1 − u_0 + u^σ_0 ⩽ 0. Therefore we get δ (1 + n_0)^{2σ−1} − δ n^{2σ−1}_0 + δ^σ n^{2σσ−1}_0 ⩽ 0. This is equivalent to δ^{σ−1} ⩽ n^{2σσ−1}_0 ( 1 n^{2σ−1}_0 − 1 (1 + n_0)^{2σ−1} ) = n^2_0

(1 + n^0) 2 σ−1 − n^{2σ−1}_0 (1 + n_0)^{2σ−1} := Λ.

Notice that the right hand side is positive and independent on n.

(b) Similarly as the previous case, let x ∈ D_n. The inequality Δu(x) + u^σ(x) ⩽ 0 is equivalent to (N − 1)ω_nu_{n+1} + ω_{n−1}u_{n−1} (N − 1)ω_n + ω_{n−1}

− u_n + u^σ_n ⩽ 0.

This is equivalent to (n + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε δ}_{(n+n0+1) 2σ−1} + (n + n_0 − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε δ}_{(n+n0−1) 2σ−1}

(n + n_0)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} + (n + n_0 − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} − δ (n + n_0)^{2σ−1} + δ^σ (n + n_0)^{2σσ−1} ⩽ 0. In order to simplify the computation we will use the notation k := n + n_0. Hence the previous formula is equivalent to

k^{σ+1σ−1 +ε δ}_{(k+1) 2σ−1} + (k − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε δ}_{(k−1) 2σ−1}

k^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} + (k − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} − δ k^{2σ−1} + δ^σ k^{2σσ−1} ⩽ 0. By some standard computation, we get δ^{σ−1} ⩽ k^{2σσ−1} [ 1 k^{2σ−1} − k^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}(k − 1)^{2σ−1} + (k + 1)^{2σ−1} (k − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} [k^{σ+1σ−1 +ε} + (k − 1)^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}](k + 1)^{2σ−1} (k − 1)^{2σ−1} ] . Then, we get δ^{σ−1} ⩽ k^2 [ (1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} [(1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} − 1] + (1 −^1_k )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}(1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} [(1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} − 1] [1 + (1 −^1_k )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}](1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} (1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} ] . The denominator converges to 2, hence for n_0, and thus for k, large enough it can be bound above and below by positive constants. Applying the formula

(1 + x)^α = 1 + αx + α(α − 1) 2 x^2 + o(x^2) several times to the numerator, we get ( 1 − 1 k ) 2_{σ−1} [( 1 + 1 k ) 2_{σ−1} − 1 ] + ( 1 − 1 k ) σ+1_{σ−1 +ε} ( 1 + 1 k ) 2_{σ−1} [( 1 − 1 k ) 2_{σ−1} − 1 ]

= 1 k^2 2 σ − 1 [ − 2 σ − 1 + 1 2 ( 2 σ − 1 − 1 ) + σ + 1 σ − 1 + ε − 2 σ − 1 + 1 2 ( 2 σ − 1 − 1 )] + o ( 1 k^2 )

= 1 k^2 2 σ − 1 [ 3 − σ σ − 1 − 4 σ − 1 + σ + 1 σ − 1 + ε ] + o ( 1 k^2 )

= ε k^2 2 σ − 1 + o ( 1 k^2 ) . Therefore for n_0, and thus for k, large enough we get

C_1ε ⩽ k^2 [ (1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} [(1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} − 1] + (1 −^1_k )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}(1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} [(1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} − 1] [1 + (1 −^1_k )^{σ+1σ−1 +ε}](1 −^1_k )^{2σ−1} (1 +^1_k )^{2σ−1} ] ⩽ C_2ε for some constants C_1, C_2 > 0. Hence (iv) is satisfied by the function u defined in (6.2), up to choosing n_0 large enough and 0 < δ^{σ−1} < min{Λ, C_1ε}. ■

References

[1] S. Biagi, G. Meglioli, and F. Punzo, A Liouville theorem for elliptic equations with a potential on infinite graphs, arXiv:2304.00786.

[2] T. Coulhon, A. Grigor’yan, and F. Zucca, The discrete integral maximum principle and its applications, Tohoku J. Math. 57 (2005), 559–587.

[3] L. D’Ambrosio, S. Lucente, Nonlinear Liouville theorems for Grushin and Tricomi operators, J.

Diff. Eq. 193 (2003), 511–541 .

[4] L. D’Ambrosio, V. Mitidieri, A priori estimates, positivity results, and nonexistence theorems for quasilinear degenerate elliptic inequalities, Adv. Math. 224 (2010), 967–1020 .

[5] B. Gidas, Symmetry properties and isolated singularities of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations, Nonlinear partial differential equations in engineering and applied science (Proc. Conf., Univ. Rhode Island, Kingston, R.I., 1979), Dekker New York, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math. 54 (1980), 255–273 .

[6] B. Gidas, J. Spruck, Global and local behavior of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 34 (1981), 525–598 .

[7] A. Grigor’yan, ”Introduction to Analysis on Graphs”, AMS University Lecture Series 71 (2018) . [8] A. Grigor’yan, Y. Lin, Y. Yang, Kazdan-Warner equation on graph, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ.

55 (2016), 1–13.

[9] A. Grigor’yan, Y. Lin, Y. Yang, Yamabe type equations on graphs, J. Diff. Eq. 261 (2016), 4924– 4943.

[10] A. Grigor’yan, V.A. Kondratiev, On the existence of positive solutions of semilinear elliptic inequalities on Riemannian manifolds, In Around the research of Vladimir Maz’ya. II, volume 12 of Int. Math. Ser. (N. Y.), pages 203–218. Springer, New York, 2010.

[11] A. Grigor’yan, Y. Sun, On non-negative solutions of the inequality Δu + u^σ ⩽ 0 on Riemannian manifolds , Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 67 (2014), 1336–1352 .

[12] Q. Gu, X. Huang, and Y. Sun, Semi-linear elliptic inequalities on weighted graphs, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 62 (2023).

[13] B. Hua, D. Mugnolo, Time regularity and long-time behavior of parabolic p-Laplace equations on infinite graphs, J. Diff. Eq. 259 (2015), 6162–6190.

[14] X. Huang, M. Keller, J. Masamune, R.K. Wojciechowski, A note on self-adjoint extensions of the Laplacian on weighted graphs, J. Funct. Anal. 265 (2013), 1556–1578 .

[15] X. Huang, M. Keller, M. Schmidt, On the uniqueness class, stochastic completeness and volume growth for graphs, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), 8861–8884.

[16] M. Keller, M. Schwarz, The Kazdan-Warner equation on canonically compactifiable graphs, Calc.

Var. Part. Diff. Eq. 57 (2018), 1–18.

[17] M. Keller, D. Lenz, R.K. Wojciechowski, ”Graphs and Discrete Dirichlet Spaces”, Springer (2021) . [18] Y. Lin, Y. Wu, The existence and nonexistence of global solutions for a semilinear heat equation on graphs, Calc. Var. Part. Diff. Eq. 56 (2017), 1-22.

[19] V.V. Kurta, On the absence of positive solutions to semilinear elliptic equations, Tr. Mat. Inst.

Steklova, 227 (1999), 162–169 .

[20] P. Mastrolia, D.D. Monticelli, and F. Punzo Nonexistence results for elliptic differential inequalities with a potential on Riemannian manifolds, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 54 (2015), no. 2, 1345– 1372.

[21] P. Mastrolia, D.D. Monticelli, and F. Punzo Nonexistence of solutions to parabolic differential inequalities with a potential on Riemannian manifolds, Math. Ann. 367 (2017), no. 3-4, 929–963.

[22] G. Meglioli, F. Punzo, Uniqueness in weighted l^p spaces for the Schrödinger equation on infinite graphs, arXiv:2212.05928.

[23] V. Mitidieri, S.I. Pohozev, Absence of global positive solutions of quasilinear elliptic inequalities, Dokl. Akad. Nauk 359 (1998), 456–460 .

[24] V. Mitidieri, S.I. Pohozaev, Nonexistence of positive solutions for quasilinear elliptic problems in R^N , Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 227 (1999), 192–222 .

[25] V. Mitidieri, S.I. Pohozaev, A priori estimates and the absence of solutions of nonlinear partial differential equations and inequalities, Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 234 (2001) ,1–384 .

[26] V. Mitidieri, S.I. Pohozaev, Towards a unified approach to nonexistence of solutions for a class of differential inequalities, Milan J. Math. 72 (2004), 129–162 .

[27] D.D. Monticelli, Maximum principles and the method of moving planes for a class of degenerate elliptic linear operators, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 12 (2010), 611–654 .

[28] A. Pinamonti, G. Stefani, Existence and uniqueness theorems for some semi-linear equations on locally finite graphs, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 150 (2022), 4757–4770 .

[29] S.I. Pohozaev, A. Tesei, Nonexistence of local solutions to semilinear partial differential inequalities, Ann. Inst. H. Poinc. Anal. Non Lin. 21 (2004), 487–502 .

[30] F. Punzo, Blow-up of solutions to semilinear parabolic equations on Riemannian manifolds with negative sectional curvature , J. Math. Anal. Appl. 387 (2012), 815–827 .

[31] F. Punzo, A. Tesei, On a semilinear parabolic equation with inverse-square potential, Atti Accad.

Naz. Lincei Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. Rend. Lincei (9) Mat. Appl. 21 (2010) 359–396 . [32] Y. Sun, Uniqueness results for nonnegative solutions of semilinear inequalities on Riemannian manifolds, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 419 (2014), 646–661 .

(D.D. Monticelli) Politecnico di Milano, Dipartimento di Matematica, Piazza Leonardo da Vinci 32, 20133 Milano, Italy Email address: dario.monticelli@polimi.it

(F. Punzo) Politecnico di Milano, Dipartimento di Matematica, Piazza Leonardo da Vinci 32, 20133 Milano, Italy

Email address: fabio.punzo@polimi.it

(J. Somaglia) Politecnico di Milano, Dipartimento di Matematica, Piazza Leonardo da Vinci 32, 20133 Milano, Italy Email address: jacopo.somaglia@polimi.it