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CLASSIFICATION OF POSITIVE SOLUTIONS OF CRITICAL

ANISOTROPIC SOBOLEV EQUATION WITHOUT THE FINITE

VOLUME CONSTRAINT

LU CHEN AND YABO YANG

Abstract. In this paper, we classify all positive solutions of the critical anisotropic
Sobolev equation

−∆H
p u = up∗

−1, x ∈ R
n

without the finite volume constraint for n ≥ 2 and (n+1)
3 ≤ p < n, where p∗ = np

n−p

denotes the critical Sobolev exponent and −∆H
p = −div(Hp−1(·)∇H(·)) denotes the

anisotropic p-Laplace operator. This result removes the finite volume assumption on the
classification of critical anisotropic p-Laplace equation which was obtained by Ciraolo-
Figalli-Roncoroni in the literature [8]. The method is based on constructing suitable
vector fields integral inequality and using Newton’s type inequality.

Keywords: Critical anisotropic Sobolev equation, Classification, Without finite volume con-
straint, Integral identity, Regularity
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1. Introduction

Given n ≥ 2 and 1 < p < n, the classical Sobolev inequality [29] in R
n states that for

any u ∈ W 1,p(Rn), there holds

(1.1)

∫

Rn

|u|p
∗

dx ≤ C(n, p, s)

∫

Rn

|∇u|pdx,

where p∗ = np

n−p
denotes the critical Sobolev exponent. Aubin [1] and Talenti [33] applied

the technique of symmetry and rearrangement combining the Bliss Lemma to show that
all radial extremals of Sobolev inequality must take the form as

U =
(

1 + |x|
p

p−1
)−n−p

p ,

up to some dilations and calculated the sharp constant of Sobolev inequality. However,
they didn’t classify all extremals of Sobolev inequality. Later, Erausquin, Nazaret and
Villani [7] show that all extremals must take the form as

U =
(

1 + |x|
p

p−1
)−n−p

p ,

The first author was partly supported by the National Key Research and Development Program (No.
2022YFA1006900) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12271027), the second author
was supported by a grant from Beijing Institute of Technology (No. 2022CX01002).
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up to some dilation and translation by using the optimal transportation method. Obvi-
ously, the extremals of Sobolev inequality satisfy the critical Sobolev equation:

(1.2)











−∆pu = u
np

n−p
−1, x ∈ R

n

u ≥ 0, x ∈ R
n

u ∈ W 1,p(Rn).

The classification of positive solutions to (1.2) in R
n started in the crucial papers [17] and

[18] and it has been the object of several studies. Damascelli-Merchán-Montoro-Sciunzi
[11] and Sciunzi [32] established the symmetry of positive solutions of equation (1.2),
which together with Aubin and Talenti’s results deduces the uniqueness of extremals of
Sobolev inequality.

A natural problem is whether we can classify the positive solutions of critical Sobolev
equations without the finite volume assumption. In fact, this is proved to be true by
Caffralli, Giddas and Spruck [5] applying Kelvin transform and moving plane method to
classify all the positive solutions of the Yamabe equation [21] when p = 2. We also note
that Dai and Qin [12, 13, 14] applied the method of scaling sphere to establish Liouville-
type theorem for Laplace operator or high-order Laplace operator involving polynomial
nonlinearity in bounded or unbounded domain.

However, the Kelvin transform is not available for the general p-Laplace equation, hence
the classification problem of critical Sobolev equation for p 6= 2 without the finite volume
assumption is a challenging problem. Recently, Ou [28] solved the classification problem
under the assumption n+1

3
≤ p < n. The same method has been also used successfully

in the analogous problems on critical Sobolev and Hardy-Sobolev equation on Euclidean
space and Heisenberg group (see [10], [20], [26] and [36]). However, the classification result
for critical Sobolev equation without the finite volume assumption in the remaining index
still keeps open.

Now, let us turn to the introduction of anisotropic Sobolev inequality. Anisotropic
Sobolev inequality can be stated as follows: for any u ∈ W 1,p(Rn), there holds

(1.3)

(
∫

Rn

|u|p
∗

dx

) 1
p∗

≤ C(n, p)

(
∫

Rn

Hp(∇v)dx

) 1
p

,

where H is a 1-homogenous convex function ( see details in Section 2.1) and Cn,p denotes
the best possible constant which make the anisotropic Sobolev inequality hold. This sharp
inequality was first obtained by Alvino, Ferone, Trombetti and Lions [2] using the con-
vex symmetrization technique. However, they did not solve the uniqueness problem of
extremals of anisotropic Sobolev inequality. Ciraolo, Figalli and Roncoroni [[8],Appendix
A] solved the uniqueness problem by adapting the optimal transportation method. Fur-
thermore, they proved that all positive solutions of anisotropic Sobolev equation with
finite volume constraint

(1.4)











−div (a(∇u)) = up
∗−1, x ∈ R

n

u ≥ 0, x ∈ R
n

∫

Rn |u|
np

n−pdx < +∞.
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must take the form as

Uλ(x) =





(λ
1

p−1 (n
1
p (n−p

p−1
)
p−1
p )

λ
p

p−1 +H0(x)
p

p−1





n−p

p

,

where a(∇u) = Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u), up to some translation and calculated the sharp
constant of critical anisotropic Sobolev inequality. They provided a new approach based
on an integral identity to classify all positive solutions and furthermore extended the
classification result to the case of critical anisotropic Sobolev equation in convex cone.
It should be noted that in the above research of the classification problem, the finite
volume assumption plays an important role. However, the classification problem of critical
anisotropic Sobolev equation without the finite volume constraint is still unknown.

In this paper, we are devoted to classified positive solutions of critical anisotropic
Sobolev equation

(1.5)

{

−div (a(∇u)) = up
∗−1 x ∈ R

n,

u ≥ 0 x ∈ R
n.

We are motivated by recent progress in Ma-Ou’s work in [26], Ma-Ou-Wu’s work [27] and
Ou’s work in [28]. Our main result states

Theorem 1.1. For n+1
3

≤ p < n, assume that u ∈ W
1,p
loc (R

n) is a positive weak solution
of (1.5). Then u must take the form as

(1.6) Uλ(x) =





(λ
1

p−1 (n
1
p (n−p

p−1
)
p−1
p )

λ
p

p−1 +H0(x)
p

p−1





n−p

p

,

up to some translation.

Remark 1.2. To be precise, the proof of this Theorem 1.1 is based on researching integral
inequality involving the suitable vector fields. By constructing the correlation between the
matrix W = {Wij} and vector fields and applying the integral inequality, we obtain that
the matrix is trace free, which could help us to classify all positive solutions of critical
anisotropic Sobolev equation.

Remark 1.3. A function u ∈ W
1,p
loc (R

n)
⋂

L∞
loc(R

n) is said to be a weak solution of (1.5)
if

∫

Rn

Hp−1(∇v)∇H(∇v) · ∇ψdx−

∫

Rn

up
∗−1ψ = 0,(1.7)

for any ψ ∈ W
1,p
0 (Rn).

Here we mention some well-known facts about solutions of (1.5), which are instrumental
in the proof of Theorem 1.1. By the strong maximum principle, all nonnegative nontrivial
solutions of (1.5) must be strictly positive. In what follows, for any positive weak solution
u of (1.5), we have

(1.8) u ≥ C(n, p,min
|x|=1

u)|x|−
n−p

p−1 for |x| > 1,
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where C is denote as a general positive constant. In fact, the estimate (1.8) has been
derived for positive weak sup-p-harmonic functions (see [8]).

Organization of the paper: This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we in-
troduce some notations involving anisotropic norms and give a brief proof of regularity
of solutions of critical anisotropic Sobolev equation. In Section 3, we construct suitable
vector fields and solve the vital integral inequality which plays a very important role on
classification of critical anisotropic Sobolev equation. In Section 4, we classify the positive
solutions of critical anisotropic Sobolev equation without the finite volume constraint.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some basic notations and properties about anisotropic
norms and present the regularity of weak solutions of anisotropic equation.

2.1 Some basic properties of anisotropic norms: Let H : Rn → R is a norm such
that H2 is of class C2(R\{0}) and it is uniformly convex. This fact is easily seen to be
equivalent to the following three properties:

H is convex;(2.1)

H(ξ) ≥ 0 for ξ ∈ R
n and H(ξ) = 0 if and only if ξ = 0;(2.2)

H(tξ) = tH(ξ) for ξ ∈ R
n and for t > 0.(2.3)

All norms in R
n are equivalent. Hence, there exist positive constants C1 and C2 such that

C1|ξ| ≤ H(ξ) ≤ C2|ξ|, for ξ ∈ R
n.(2.4)

Accordingly, H0 denotes the dual norm to H given by

H0(ξ) = sup
ξ 6=0

ξ · η

H(ξ)
, ∀η ∈ R

n.(2.5)

The following properties hold provided H ∈ C1(Rn\{0}) (see [3], section 2.2)

H(∇ηH0(η)) = 1, H0(∇ξH(ξ)) = 1,(2.6)

for every ξ, η ∈ R
n\{0}. Furthermore, the map H∇ξH is invertible with

H∇ξH = (H0∇ξH0)
−1.(2.7)
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From (2.6) and the homogeneity of H0, (2.7) is equivalent to

H(ξ)∇ηH0(∇ξH(ξ)) = ξ.(2.8)

Sometimes we write

∆H
p u = −div (a(∇u)),

in the sense of distributions, where ∆H
p is called the Finsler p-Laplace(or anisotropic

p-Laplace) operator and a(∇u) is given by (1.4). More precisely, (1.5) reads as

(2.9) −∆H
p u = up

∗−1,

where
p∗ =

np

n− p
.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that H in C2(Rn\{0}), it holds that

(1)
n
∑

i=1

Hi(ξ)ξi = H(ξ),

(2)
n
∑

i=1

Hij(ξ)ξi = 0,

(3) Hij(tξ) =
1
t
Hij(ξ).

Proof. Although we believe this result to be well-known to the experts (see [3]) and other
references, we still present all the details here just for the convenience of the reader. Using
the equation (2.3), we can derive that

n
∑

i=1

Hi(ξ)ξi =
d

dt
|t=1H(tξ)

= H(∇u).

(2.10)

Then the proof of statement (1) is accomplished. Furthermore, derivation the left side of
(2.10) with respect to ξj gives

n
∑

i=1

(Hi(ξ)ξi)ξj =
n

∑

i=1

(

Hij(ξ)ξi +Hi(ξ)(ξi)ξj
)

.

From statement (1), we obtain
n

∑

i=1

(Hi(ξ)ξi)ξj = (H(ξ))ξj = Hj(ξ).
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Combining the above estimate, we deduce that
n

∑

i=1

Hij(ξ)ξi = 0,(2.11)

and accomplish the proof of statement (2).
Finally, we can proceed to compute the derivatives of both sides of the equation

(2.3) with respect to ξi, and then obtain that Hi(tξ) = Hi(ξ) (implies that Hi(ξ) is
0-homogeneous). Thus, by a straightforward computation it is easy to show that

(Hi(tξ))ξj = tHij(tξ).

On the other hand, since Hi(ξ) is 0-homogeneous, we also have

(Hi(tξ))ξj = (Hi(ξ))ξj

= Hij(ξ).

Then the proof of statement (3) is proved. �

The regularity theory for Sobolev equation in divergence form, modeled upon the p-
Laplacian, has extensively been developed in the past years (see [4, 6, 15, 16, 19, 22, 23, 24,
34, 35, 36] and the references therein). However, we could not find a convenient literature
for the results of regularity of anisotropic Sobolev equation, so for completeness and
reader’s convenience we present some results regarding regularity of anisotropic equation.
Notice that Einstein summation convention of summation is used throughout the paper,
we will omit the sum sign below.

2.2 Regularity of solutions of critical anisotropic Sobolev equation.

Proposition 2.2. For 1 < p < n, let u ∈ W
1,p
loc (R

n) be any weak solution of (2.9), then

u belongs to C1,τ
loc (R

n) for some τ > 0.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 2.2, we first introduce the following Lemma 2.3,
Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5 from references [31],[25] and [8].

Lemma 2.3 (See [31], Theorem 1). Let u be a weak solution of the equation

divA(x, u,∇u) = B(x, u)(2.12)

defined in some bounded domain Ω ⊆ R
n. If A(x, u,∇u) and B(x, u) satisfies the following

condition:

(2.13)











|A| ≤ a|∇u|p−1, (2.13a)

|B| ≤ b|u|p−1 + c, (2.13b)

∇u · A ≥ d|∇u|p, (2.13c)

where a, d ∈ R
+ and b, c ∈ Lr(Ω), with r > n

p
, then u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω).
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Lemma 2.4 (See [25], Theorem 1). Let u be a weak solution of the equation

divA(x, u,∇u) = B(x, u),(2.14)

defined in some bounded domain Ω ⊆ R
n. If A(x, u,∇u) and B(x, u) satisfies the following

condition:

(2.15)











|∂Ai

∂uj
|ζiζj ≥ a|∇u|p−2|ζ |2, (2.15a)

|∂Ai

∂uj
| ≤ b|∇u|p−2, (2.15b)

|B| ≤ c, (2.15c)

where a, b, c be positive constants with b ≥ a. If u is a bounded weak solution of the
problem (2.14), then u ∈ C

1,τ
loc (Ω) for some τ > 0.

Lemma 2.5 (See [8], Proposition 2.8). Let u be a local weak solution of equation (2.9) with
a(·) given by (1.4), where H satisfies the assumptions in subsection 2.1. Then a(∇u) ∈
W

1,2
loc (R

n).

Proof of Proposition 2.2

Proof. We first show that u ∈ L∞
loc(R

n). From (2.4) and Lemma 2.1, there exist constants
a, d such that

|Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)| ≤ a|∇u|p−1,

and
|∇u ·Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)| = |Hp(∇u)| ≥ d|∇u|p.

Thus (2.13a) and (2.13c) have been proved. Thus, according to Lemma 2.3, we only need
to verify the condition (2.13b) is applicative to obtain the desired result. Now, we rewrite
the equation (2.9) satisfied by u as follows:

−div(Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)) = b|u|p−1 + c,

where

(2.16) b =

{

0 if u < 1,

up
∗−p if u ≥ 1,

and

(2.17) c =

{

0 if u > 1,

up
∗−1 if u ≤ 1.

As in the proof of [[8], Lemma 2.1], we know that b ∈ Lr
loc(R

n), with r > n
p
and c ∈

L∞(Rn). This proves that u is bounded in L∞
loc(R

n).
Next, we start to show that u ∈ C

1,τ
loc (R

n). According to Lemma 2.4, we need to prove
that the conditions (2.15a)-(2.15c) are applicative for the equation

−div (Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)) = up
∗−1.
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We notice that H is positively homogeneous of degree 1 and Hi is homogeneous of degree
0 for all i ∈ (1, n) from Lemma 2.1. Therefore, there exists a constant M1 such that

|Hi(∇u)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hi(|∇u|
∇u

|∇u|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hi(
∇u

|∇u|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

max
ξ∈Sn−1

Hi(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤M1.

(2.18)

Since H ∈ C2(Rn\{0}), Hij ∈ L∞(Sn−1). Thanks to the Lemma 2.1 (3), there exists a
constant M2 such that

|Hij(∇u)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hij(|∇u|
∇u

|∇u|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|∇u|
Hij(

∇u

|∇u|
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

|∇u|

∣

∣

∣

∣

max
ξ∈Sn−1

Hij(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
M2

|∇u|
.

(2.19)

Recalling H2 is uniformly convex and positive definite, there exists a constant C such
that

(H2)ξiξjζiζj = (2HHi)ξjζiζj

= (HiHj +HHij)ζiζj

≥ C|ζ |2.

(2.20)

Inserting (2.20) into (2.15a) and choosing ε = p−1
n−1

, a = p−1
n−1

CC1, we obtain that for any
1 < p < n there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂(Hp−1(∇u)Hi(∇u))

∂uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

ζiζj =
∣

∣(p− 1)Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u)ζiζj +Hp−2(∇u)H(∇u)Hij(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj

≥
∣

∣(p− 1)Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj +
∣

∣εHp−2(∇u)H(∇u)Hij(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj

≥
∣

∣(p− 1)Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj + ε
∣

∣Hp−2(∇u)
∣

∣C|ζ |2

− ε
∣

∣Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj

=
(n− 2)(p− 1)

n− 1

∣

∣Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u)
∣

∣ ζiζj +
p− 1

n− 1
C
∣

∣Hp−2(∇u)
∣

∣ |ζ |2

≥
p− 1

n− 1
C
∣

∣Hp−2(∇u)
∣

∣ |ζ |2

= a|∇u|p−2|ζ |2,

(2.21)
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where we use HiHjζiζj = (Hiζi)
2 ≥ 0 and Hijζiζj ≥ 0. A slight adjustment of constants

shows that the statement (2.15a) must hold. Moreover, applying (2.18) and (2.19), we
get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂(Hp−1(∇u)Hi(∇u))

∂uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |(p− 1)Hp−2(∇u)Hi(∇u)Hj(∇u) +Hp−2(∇u)H(∇u)Hij(∇u)|

≤ (p− 1)M2
1C2|∇u|

p−2 +M2C
2
2 |∇u|

p−2,

≤ b|∇u|p−2,

where b = max{(p− 1)M2
1C2,M2C

2
2}, which ends the proof of (2.15b). The proof of the

condition (2.15c) is easily modified by Lemma 2.3. Hence, applying the Lemma 2.4, we
conclude that u ∈ C

1,τ
loc (R

n). Recalling the definition of H , we obtain H(∇u) ∈ C
1,τ
loc (R

n)
and ∇H(∇u) ∈ Cτ

loc(R
n). �

3. Some differential identities and a key integral inequality on vector

fields

In this section, we need some preliminaries results before proving Theorem 1.1. More
precisely, the key integral inequality (3.16) plays a key role in proving Theorem 1.1.
Hence our main goal in this section is to prove the key integral inequality (3.16). Before
presenting of (3.16), we first define vector fields and show some lemmas that we need.

3.1 Definition of vector fields. Let u > 0 be any weak solution of (2.9). By the

regularity of solutions of critical anisotropic p-Laplace equation in part two, we take

v = u−
p

n−p and v satisfies, also in the weak sense

(3.1) −∆H
p v =

n(p− 1)

p
v−1Hp(∇v) + (

p

n− p
)p−1v−1 in R

n.

Obviously, v inherits some properties from u. Notice that, applying the property (1.8) to
u we deduce

(3.2) v ≤ C(n, p,max
|x|=1

v(x))|x|
p

p−1 for |x| > 1.

Recalling that we have already obtained u ∈ C
1,τ
loc (R

n) in the previous Proposition 2.2,
one could immediately deduce that

(3.3) v ∈ C
1,τ
loc (R

n).

Furthermore, the Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.5 are used to infer that

(3.4) Hp−1(∇v)∇H(∇v) ∈ W
1,2
loc (R

n).
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Now we introduce the following vector fields

−→v i = Hp−1(∇v)Hi(∇v),

Wij =
−→v i,j −

1

n
−→v h,h δij,

and

Wj = v−1viWij ,

where and in the sequel. With the help of (3.4) and C1,α regularity of v, −→v i ∈ L∞
loc(R

n)
and Wi,j ∈ L2

loc(R
n). Obviously, the matrix W = Wij is trace free, i.e., TrW = Wii ≡ 0,

but may not be symmetric.

Denote the function

g = αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1,

with α = p−1
p
n, β = ( p

n−p
)p−1. Then v satisfies the equation

∆pv =
−→
v k

,k = g in R
n

in the weak sense, that is

(3.5) −

∫

Rn

−→
vkψk =

∫

Rn

gψ.

Furthermore, direct calculation also gives

Wij =
−→
v i,j −

1

n
gδij.

3.2 Some fundamental differential identities. Before proving the key integral in-
equalities Lemma 3.3, we first give some fundamental differential identities below.

Lemma 3.1. With the notations as in above, then we have

(1) gj = nv−1viWij = nWj

(2) Wij,i =
n−1
n
gj = (n− 1)Wj

(3) (−→v jWij),i =WijWji + (n− 1)−→v jWj = Tr{W 2}+ (n− 1)−→v jWj



CRITICAL ANISOTROPIC SOBOLEV EQUATION WITHOUT THE FINITE VOLUME CONSTRAINTS11

Proof. The proof of the statements go in the same way as the proof of Lemma 2.1 from
[28], we present statements here just for the convenience of the reader.

We first prove the statement (1). Careful computation gives

v−1viWij = v−1vi(
−→v i,j −

1

n
−→v k,k δij)

= v−1vi((H
p−1(∇v)Hi(∇v))j −

1

n
gδij)

= v−1vi((p− 1)Hp−2(∇v)Hj(∇v)Hi(∇v) +Hp−1(∇v)Hij(∇v)−
1

n
gδij)

= (p− 1)v−1Hp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v)−
1

n
gv−1vj.

(3.6)

Using the definition of g, we have

gj = (αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1)j

= ((αHp(∇v) + β)jv
−1 + (αHp(∇v) + β)(v−1)j)

= αpHp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v)v
−1 + (αHp(∇v) + β)(−v−2vj)

=
n(p− 1)

p
pHp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v)v

−1 − (αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1)v−1vj

= n(p− 1)v−1Hp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v)− gv−1vj.

(3.7)

Hence, we find that

gj = nv−1viWij ,(3.8)

that is the statement (1) holds true.

For the proof of (2), by applying the statement (1) and using the definition of Wj, we
conclude that

Wij,i = (−→v i,j −
1

n
gδij)i

= −→v i,ji −
1

n
giδij

=
n− 1

n
gj

= (n− 1)Wj.

(3.9)

Hence, statement (2) holds true. By virtue of the statement (1), (2) we notice that W is

trace free and yields

(−→v jWij),i =
−→v j,iWij −

−→v jWij,i

=WijWij + (n− 1)−→v jWj

= Tr{W 2}+ (n− 1)−→v jWj .

(3.10)

Thus, the statement (3) holds true. �
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Lemma 3.2.

(3.11) (vqgm−→v j),j = (q + a)vq−1gmHp(∇v) + bvq−1gm + nmvqgm−1Wj
−→v j

and

(3.12) (vqgm−→v jEij),i = vqgmTr{E2}+ (q + n− 1)vqgm−→v jEij + nmEig
m−1vq−→v jEij

Proof. First we prove that

(vqgm−→v j),j = qvq−1vjg
m−→v j +mvqgm−1gj

−→v j + vqgm−→v j,j

= qvq−1gmvjH
p−1(∇v)Hj(∇v) +mvqgm−1(nWj)

−→v j + vqgm(av−1Hp(∇v) + bv−1)

= qvq−1gmHp(∇v) + vq−1gmaHp(∇v) + vqgmbv−1 + nmvqgm−1Wj
−→
v j

= (q + a)vq−1gmHp(∇v) + bvq−1gm + nmvqgm−1Wj
−→v j.

(3.13)

Furthermore, using the statement (3.11) and the statement (3) of Lemma 2.1, we obtain

(vqgm−→v jWij),i = (vqgm)i
−→v jWij + vqgm(−→v jWij)i

= (qvq−1vig
m +mvqgm−1gi)

−→
v jWij + vqgm(Tr{W 2}+ (n− 1)−→v jWj)

= vqgmTr{E2}+ (q + n− 1)vqgm−→v jWj + nmWig
m−1vq−→v jWij.

(3.14)

�

3.3 The key integral inequality. In this subsection, we will prove the key integral

inequality (3.16) which plays a vital role in proving Theorem 1.1. Let ρ be a smooth
cut-off function satisfying:

(3.15)



















ρ ≡ 1 in BR

0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 in B2R

ρ ≡ 0 in R
n\B2R

|∇ρ| . 1
R

in R
n

where and in the sequel. Moreover we use ” . ”,” ⋍ ” to replace ” ≤ ”, ” = ”, etc., to
drop out some positive constants independent of R and v.

Lemma 3.3. Let u be any weak solution of (2.9) and using the notations as before, then
for every 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) we have

(3.16)

∫

Rn

ϕv1−ngmTr{W 2}+ nm

∫

Rn

ϕv1−ngm−1−→v jWijWi ≤ −

∫

Rn

v1−ngm−→v jWijϕi

In order to prove the Lemma 3.3, we first introduce the following Lemma 3.4.
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Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < p < n, γ ∈ R and u be a positive weak solution of 1.1. Then for
every 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn) we have
∫

Rn

(uγI(x) + ψ) ≤ −

∫

Rn

ω · ∇φ.(3.17)

where

ω := uγ(−→v · ∇−→v −
1

n
−→v div−→v ),

and

ψ = uγ+2α−1[(1−
np

n− p
)γg(u)−

n− 1

n
ug′(u)]Hp(∇u)− (

p− 1

p
(γ + 2α− 1)γ +

n− 1

n
α2)uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)

+ (
n− 1

n
α +

p− 1

p
γ)div (uγ+2α−1−→uHp(∇u)).

Proof. Put

(3.18) −→u = Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u), −→v = uα−→u = uαHp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u).

Then according to Lemma 2.1, we have

(3.19) −→u · ∇u = Hp(∇u), −→v · ∇u = uαHp(∇u), div −→u = −g(u).

Moreover, since −→
v ∈ W

1,2
loc (Ω) from section 2 , we still have

(3.20)

∇−→v = αuα−1Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)
⊗

∇u+ uα∇−→u div−→v = uα−1[αHp(∇u)− ug(u)],

where
−→
U = ∇−→u ,

−→
V = ∇−→v are the Jacobian matrices of −→u , −→v . Finally, with standard

matrix multiplication notation and Lemma 2.1,

−→
U∇u = (∇−→u )∇u

= ∇(Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u))∇u

= (p− 1)Hp−2(∇u)∇H(∇u)∇2u∇H(∇u)∇u+Hp−1(∇u)∇2H(∇u)∇2u∇u

= (p− 1)Hp−1(∇u)∇H(∇u)∇2u

=
p− 1

p
∇(Hp(∇u)).

(3.21)

Furthermore, we define

I(x) =|
−→
V −

1

n
Tr{

−→
V }Idn |2,
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where Idn is the identity tensor. Note that I(x) ∈ L1(Ω) since
−→
V ∈ L2(Ω).

Now we are in position to prove Lemma 3.4. For the right side of the (3.17) and the
definition of ω, we have

−

∫

Rn

ω · ∇φ = −

∫

Rn

uγ(−→v · ∇−→v −
1

n
−→v div−→v )∇φ

≡ I0 + I1.

For the second term I1, combining with (3.16)-(3.21), we conclude that

I1 =
1

n

∫

Rn

uγ(div −→
v )−→v∇φ

= −
1

n

∫

Rn

div(uγ(div −→v )−→v )φ

= −
1

n
γ

∫

Rn

uγ−1∇u uα−1[αHp(∇u)− ug(u)]uα−→u φ−
1

n

∫

Rn

uγ∇[uα−1(αHp(∇u)− ug(u))]uα−→u φ

−
1

n

∫

Rn

(div−→v )2φ

= −
1

n
αγ

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)φ−
1

n
α

∫

Rn

uγ+α∇(uα−1Hp(∇u))−→u φ−
1

n

∫

Rn

uγ(div−→v )2φ

+
1

n

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1[(α+ γ)g(u) + ug′(u)]Hp(∇u)φ.

(3.22)

For the first term I0, combining with (3.16)-(3.21), we have

I0 = −

∫

Rn

uγ−→v · ∇−→v∇φ

= −α

∫

Rn

uγ+α−1−→v · ∇u −→u · ∇φ−

∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v · ∇−→u · ∇φ

= I2 + I3.

(3.23)

With the help of (3.16)-(3.21) one finds that

I2 = −α

∫

Rn

uγ+α−1−→v · ∇u −→u · ∇φ

= α

∫

Rn

div(uγ+α−1−→v · ∇u −→u )φ

= α

∫

Rn

[(γ + 2α− 1)uγ+2α−2Hp(∇u)−→u · ∇u+ uγ+2α−1∇(Hp(∇u))−→u − uγ+2α−1Hp(∇u)g(u)]φ

= α(γ + 2α− 1)

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)φ+ α

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1∇(Hp(∇u))−→u φ− α

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1Hp(∇u)g(u)φ.

(3.24)

The integral I3 is difficult involving a delicate interchange of order of differentiation. The
proof of this step closely follows the proof of [[30] , Proposition 6.2]. For convenience, we
state the result that we need here. Readers could see the paper for more details.
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Let
−→
Uh be the matrix with exponents

−→
Uh

j
i =

Hp−1(∇u(x+ hi))Hj(∇u(x+ hi))−Hp−1(∇u(x))Hj(∇u(x))

h
.

Since −→u ∈ W
1,2
loc (Ω), it is standard that

−→
Uh → ∇−→u in L2

loc(Ω) as h → 0. Hence we can
write

I3 = − lim
h→0

∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v
−→
Uh · ∇φ

= lim
h→0

(
∫

Rn

−→v
−→
Uh · ∇(uγ+α)φ+

∫

Rn

uγ+αTr{
−→
V
−→
Uh}φ+

∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v · div(
−→
UT
h )φ

)

= I4 + I5 + I6.

(3.25)

By (3.16)-(3.21), with convergence in the sense of L2
loc(Ω), we have

I4 = lim
h→0

∫

Rn

−→
v
−→
Uh · ∇(uγ+α)φ

= (γ + α)

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u · ∇−→u · ∇uφ

=
p− 1

p
(γ + α)

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u · ∇(Hp(∇u))φ.

(3.26)

and

I5 = lim
h→0

∫

Rn

uγ+αTr{
−→
V
−→
Uh}φ

=

∫

Rn

uγ+αTr{
−→
V ∇−→u }φ

=

∫

Rn

uγ+αTr{
−→
V ∇(u−α−→v )}φ

=

∫

Rn

uγ+α(u−αTr{
−→
V 2} − αu−1−→u · ∇u · ∇−→v )φ

=

∫

Rn

uγ+α(u−αTr{
−→
V 2} − αu−1−→u · ∇u · ∇(uα−→u ))φ

=

∫

Rn

uγTr{
−→
V 2}φ− α2

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)φ− α
p− 1

p

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u∇(Hp(∇u))φ.

(3.27)
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Since u(x+hj)−u(x)
h

→ ∇u and
1
∫

0

g′(u(x)+t(u(x+hj)−u(x))) dt→ g′(u) as h→ 0 uniformly

on compact subsets of Ω, the distribution sense I6 on compact subsets of Ω is

I6 = lim
h→0

(
∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v · div(
−→
UT
h )φ

)

= lim
h→0





∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v · (−

1
∫

0

g′(u(x) + t(u(x+ hj)− u(x))) dt)
u(x+ hj)− u(x)

h
φ





=

∫

Rn

uγ+2αHp(∇u)g′(u)φ.

(3.28)

Finally, inserting (3.26), (3.27) and (3.29) into (3.25), we get

I3 = lim
h→0

(
∫

Rn

−→v
−→
Uh · ∇(uγ+α)φ+

∫

Rn

uγ+αTr{
−→
V
−→
Uh}φ+

∫

Rn

uγ+α−→v · div(
−→
UT
h )φ

)

=
p− 1

p
(γ + α)

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u · ∇(Hp(∇u))φ+

∫

Rn

uγTr{
−→
V 2}φ− α2

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)φ

− α
p− 1

p

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u∇(Hp(∇u))φ+

∫

Rn

uγ+2αHp(∇u)g′(u)φ

=
p− 1

p
γ

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−1−→u · ∇(Hp(∇u))φ+

∫

Rn

uγTr{
−→
V 2}φ− α2

∫

Rn

uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)φ

+

∫

Rn

uγ+2αHp(∇u)g′(u)φ.

(3.29)

It is clear that the right side of (3.17) has the form

−

∫

Rn

ω · ∇φ = I0 + I1.(3.30)

Combing with the calculated above , we have
∫

Rn

(uγI(x) + ψ)φ = −

∫

Rn

ω · ∇φ.(3.31)

where

ω := uγ(−→v · ∇−→v −
1

n
−→v div−→v ),

and

ψ = uγ+2α−1[(1−
np

n− p
)γg(u)−

n− 1

n
ug′(u)]Hp(∇u)− (

p− 1

p
(γ + 2α− 1)γ +

n− 1

n
α2)uγ+2α−2H2p(∇u)

+ (
n− 1

n
α +

p− 1

p
γ)div (uγ+2α−1−→uHp(∇u)).
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Next we turn to the proof of inequality (3.17). To this end we set

Ωε = {x ∈ R
n : 0 <| ∇u |< ε}.(3.32)

Then
∫

Rn

(uγI(x) + ψ)φ =

∫

Ωε

(uγI(x) + ψ)φ+

∫

Rn\Ωε

(uγI(x) + ψ)φ

By formula (7.22) in [30] we have

lim inf
ε→0

∫

Ωε

(uγI(x) + ψ)φ ≥ 0.

Thus by monotone convergence theorem and passing to the limit as ε tends to 0 in (3.31),
we conclude that

∫

Rn

uγI(x)φ ≤ −

∫

Rn

ω · ∇φ,(3.33)

which finishes the proof. Now we are in position to prove Lemma 3.3. �

Proof of Lemma 3.3

Proof. Applying the definition of I(x) and ω, and combining with lemma 3.4 (especially
with γ = 1−n), we could choose the suitable test function ϕ to obtain needed inequality.
Using an argument analogous to the (3.33) with m = 0 , that is,

∫

Rn

ϕv1−nTr{W 2} ≤ −

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWijϕi.(3.34)

For m 6= 0 we can choose the test function as (gǫ)
mϕ in (3.33) and get

∫

Rn

v1−n(gǫ)
mϕTr{W 2} ≤ −

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWij [(gǫ)
mϕ]i

= −m

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWij(gǫ)
m−1(gǫ)i −

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWij(gǫ)
mϕi

= −I1 − I2.

(3.35)

For the left side of (3.35), we want to prove that

lim
ǫ→0

∫

Rn

v1−n(gǫ)
mϕTr{W 2} =

∫

Rn

v1−ngmϕTr{W 2}.(3.36)

From C1,α regularity of v, we have g = av−1Hp(∇v) + bv−1 ∈ L∞
loc(R

n) and gǫ → g in
L∞
loc(R

n) by the convolution approximation. Combining these with ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn), v ∈

L∞
loc(R

n), Tr{W 2} ∈ L2
loc(R

n) and Hölder inequality, we derive (3.36).

For the integral term I1 on the right side, since −→v j = Hp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v) ∈ L∞
loc(R

n),
v ∈ L∞

loc(R
n), Wij ∈ L2

loc(R
n), gǫ → g in L∞

loc(R
n) and (gǫ)i → gi in L

2
loc(R

n), we obtain

lim
ǫ→0

m

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWij(gǫ)
m−1(gǫ)i = m

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWijg
m−1gi(3.37)
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through Hölder inequality. Finally, for the integral term I2 on the right side, we calculate
that

lim
ǫ→0

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWij(gǫ)
mϕi =

∫

Rn

v1−n−→v jWijg
mϕi.(3.38)

The combination of (3.35), (3.37) and (3.38) leads to the result of Lemma 3.3.
�

3.4 Asymptotic estimates on bounded region. The main goal of this subsection is
to prove Lemma 3.5 below. In particular we could only use familiar Hölder inequality to
prove the inequality 3.39 and 3.40. It will remove the finite volume assumption, which is
crucial in [8].

Lemma 3.5. For p ≤ q < α + 1,
∫

BR

v−qHp(∇v) . Rn−q,(3.39)

and for 0 < q ≤ α+ 1
∫

BR

v−q . Rn−q.(3.40)

Before giving the proof of Lemma 3.5, we first introduce a useful Lemma as follow.

Lemma 3.6.

(3.41) (α + 1− q)

∫

Rn

v−qHp(∇v)ψ + β

∫

Rn

v−qψ = −

∫

Rn

−→v jv1−qψj

Proof. Replacing ψ by v1−qψ in (3.5), then we consider the term on the left side

−

∫

Rn

−→v j(v1−qψ)j = −

∫

Rn

(1− q)−→v jv−qvjψ −

∫

Rn

−→v jv1−qψj

= −

∫

Rn

(1− q)Hp−1(∇v)Hj(∇v)v
−qvjψ −

∫

Rn

−→v jv1−qψj .

(3.42)

From the term on the right side of (3.5), we obtain
∫

Rn

v1−qgψ =

∫

Rn

v1−q(αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1)ψ

=

∫

Rn

αv−qHp(∇v)ψ +

∫

Rn

βv−qψ.

(3.43)

Combining (3.42) with (3.43), we get

(3.44) (α+ 1− q)

∫

Rn

v−qHp(∇v)ψ + β

∫

Rn

v−qψ = −

∫

Rn

−→v jv1−qψj ,

which ends the proof of Lemma . Now we turn to the proof of Lemma 3.5. �

Proof of Lemma 3.5
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Proof. Let θ > 0 be a constant big enough and ρ be the cut-off function as (3.15). Using
(3.44) with ψ = ρθ we have

(α+ 1− q)

∫

Rn

v−qHp(∇v)ρθ + β

∫

Rn

v−qρθ = −θ

∫

Rn

v1−q−→v jρjρ
θ−1.(3.45)

Since H ∈ C
1,τ
loc (R

n) what we got from Proposition (2.2), there exists a constant M1 > 0
such that Hj(∇v) ≤M1. Moreover, since |−→v jρj | .

M1

R
Hp−1(∇v), we derive that

−θ

∫

Rn

v1−q−→v jρjρ
θ−1 .

M1

R

∫

Rn

v1−qρθ−1Hp−1(∇v)

≤ ερθv−qHp(∇v) +
M

p
1

εp−1Rp
ρθ−pvp−q,

(3.46)

where ε > 0 is a sufficiently small constant by using the Young’s inequality with exponent
pair ( p

p−1
, p). Hence, the inequality (3.46) is used to get that

(α + 1− q)

∫

Rn

v−qHp(∇v)ρθ + β

∫

Rn

v−qρθ . ε

∫

Rn

ρθv−qHp(∇v) +
M

p
1

εp−1Rp

∫

Rn

ρθ−pvp−q.

(3.47)

Since p < q implies q

q−p
> 1, similarly, we obtain

M
p
1

εp−1Rp
ρθ−pvp−q ≤ εv−qρθ +

M
q
1

εq−1Rq
ρθ−q,(3.48)

by using the Young’s inequality with exponent pair ( q

q−p
, q
p
). Inserting (3.48) into (3.47)

yields

(α + 1− q)

∫

Rn

v−qHp(∇v)ρθ + β

∫

Rn

v−qρθ . ε

∫

Rn

ρθv−qHp(∇v) + ε

∫

Rn

v−qρθ +
M

q
1

εq−1Rq

∫

Rn

ρθ−q.

(3.49)

If a + 1 − q > 0, by recalling the definition of the test function ρ in (3.15) and taking
ε > 0 small enough with θ > q, we see that

∫

BR

v−qHp(∇v) +

∫

BR

v−q . Rn−q.(3.50)

This implies (3.39) and (3.40) for p ≤ q < α + 1. On the other hand, for 0 < s < p ≤ q,
it follows from Hölder inequality that

∫

BR

v−s ≤

(
∫

BR

(v−s)
q

s

)
s
q

·

(
∫

BR

(1)
q

q−s

)
q−s

q

.
(

Rn−q
) s

q · (Rn)
q−s

q

≤ Rn−s,

(3.51)

where in the second step we have used (3.40) with p ≤ q < α + 1 . This implies (3.40)
also valid for 0 < q < p and hence we get that (3.40) holds for all 0 < q < a+ 1.
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To prove (3.40) for q = α+ 1, we first notice that the first term in (3.45) vanishes and
now we have

b

∫

Rn

v−α−1ρθ .
M1

R

∫

Rn

v−αρθ−1Hp−1(∇v),(3.52)

or that
∫

BR

v−α−1 .
M1

R

∫

B2R

v−αHp−1(∇v).(3.53)

Next we estimate the right hand side of (3.53). By Hölder inequality

∫

B2R

v−αHp−1(∇v) ≤

(
∫

B2R

(v−α+(p−1)(1−ε))

) 1
p

·

(
∫

B2R

(vε−α−1Hp(∇v))

)
p−1
p

.(3.54)

Choosing 0 < ε < min{1, n−p

p
(p − 1)} implies p < a + 1 − ε < α + 1 and 0 < α − (1 −

ε)(p− 1) < α+ 1. Then for the right hand side of (3.54), we can apply (3.40) and (3.39)
to get

∫

B2R

v−αHp−1(∇v) ≤

(
∫

B2R

(v−α+(p−1)(1−ε))p
)

1
p

·

(
∫

B2R

(vε−α−1Hp(∇v))
p

p−1

)
p−1
p

. Rn−α.

(3.55)

Inserting the latter into the preceding integral estimate (3.53) then yields
∫

BR

v−q =

∫

BR

v−(α+1)

.
1

R
· Rn−α

= Rn−α−1

= Rn−q,

(3.56)

which completed the proof of (3.40) for q = α + 1. �

4. Proof of Theorem

In this section, our main effort is to prove the Theorem 1.1 by constructing the cor-
relation between the matrix W = {Wij} and vector fields and applying the key integral
inequality (3.16) what we got in Lemma 3.3, we obtain that the matrix is trace free. Let

u > 0 be any weak solution of (1.3) and take v = u
− p

n−p . We will use the notations and
the results presented in section 2 and 3. For the sake of the proof of the matrix is trace
free, we also need the following lemma. More details of the proof of this Lemma 4.1 can
be founded in the reference [28].

Lemma 4.1. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n and u ∈ W
1,p
loc (R

n)
⋂

C
1,α
loc (R

n) be a positive, weak

solution of (1.3) , v and g be the functions defined as v = u−
p

n−p and g = av−1Hp(∇v) +
bv−1 respectively. W be the n × n square matrix whose elements are denoted by {Wij}.
Then we have
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(1)For each A = {aij} be an n× n square matrix

Tr{AW} ≤ c(p)Tr{AA
T}+ Tr{W

2},

where c(p) is a positive constant depending only on p.

(2)By summing over i and j, we have

Tr{W
2} =WijWji.

Remark 4.2. We should explain that the importance of the matrix W is trace free. More
precisely, we first observe that −→v i

,j = (Hp−1(∇v)Hi(∇v))j = Hp−2(∇v)BC, with C is

Hessian matrix of v and B = (p− 1)∇H(∇v)
⊗

∇H(∇v)+H(∇v)Hij(∇v). Since H
2 is

uniformly convex, Hessian matrix of H2 is positive definite and we obtain that the matrix
B is positive definite. Hence, there exists an orthogonal matrix T such that T−1BT = D

where D is a diagonal matrix and is written as D = {dij}. Then we can rewrite W =
Hp−2(∇v)BC − 1

n
gI = BF with F = Hp−2(∇v)C − 1

n
gB−1. Obviously, the matrix F is

symmetric implies that T−1FT = Q where Q is symmetric and is written as {qij}. Thus,
we get

Tr{W
2} = Tr{BFBF}

= Tr{T
−1BFBFT}

= Tr{T
−1BTT−1FTT−1BTT−1FT}

= Tr{DQDQ}.

(4.1)

If Tr{W
2} = 0, applying D is diagonal and positive definite, and Q is symmetric, then

we have

0 = Tr{W
2}

= Tr{DQDQ}

=
n

∑

i,j,k,l=1

dijqjkdklqli

=
n

∑

i,k=1

diidkkq
2
ki,

(4.2)

which implies that DQ = 0. It follows that W = BF = TDQT−1 = 0. Now, we will
prove that the matrix W is trace free.

Proof of the matrix is trace free

Proof. Let θ > 0 be a constant big enough and ρ be the smooth cut off functions as before.
Replacing m by −m and ϕ by ρθ in (3.16), we have
(4.3)
∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} − nm

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1−→v jWijWi ≤ −θ

∫

Rn

v1−ng−m−→v jWijρ
θ−1ρi
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Because g = αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1, we can rewrite the left side of (4.3) to conclude that
∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} − nm

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1−→v jWijWi

=

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1(αv−1Hp(∇v) + βv−1)Tr{W 2} − nm

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1−→v jWijWi

= β

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1v−1Tr{W 2}+ (α− nm)

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)Tr{W 2}

+ nm

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)Tr{W 2} − nm

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1−→v jWijWi

≥ β

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Tr{W 2}+ (α− nm)

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)Tr{W 2}

+ nm

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)
(

Tr{W 2} −WijWji

)

.

(4.4)

By Lemma 4.1 the bracket pair in above last integral is equal to zero. Now if we take
m = p−1

p
− ε0 with 0 < ε0 <

p−1
p
, then

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} − nm

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−m−1−→v jWijWi

≥ β

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Tr{W 2}+ nε0

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)Tr{W 2}

=
pε0

p− 1

[

p− 1

pε0
β

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Tr{W 2}+ α

∫

Rn

ρθv−ng−m−1Hp(∇v)Tr{W 2}

]

≥
pε0

p− 1

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2}.

Inserting this inequality into the preceding integral estimate (4.3) then yields

pε0

p− 1

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} ≤

∫

Rn

v1−ng−m−→v jWijρ
θ−1ρi.(4.5)

Furthermore, if we take the matrix B as the form Bij = ǫρ−1ρi
−→v j for ǫ > 0 small enough,

then we get

ρ−1ρi
−→v jWij ≤

c(p)

ǫ
ρ−2ρiρj

−→v i−→v j + ǫT r{W 2},(4.6)

by using Lemma 4.1. Plugging this into (4.5) we obtain

(
pε0

p− 1
− ǫ)

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} ≤
c(p)

ǫ

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mρiρj
−→v i−→v j.

Since |ρiρj | ≤
1
R2 and |−→v i−→v j| ≤ M2

1H
2p−2(∇v), taking ǫ = pε0

2(p−1)
we arrive at

∫

Rn

ρθv1−ng−mTr{W 2} ≤
M2

1

R2

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mH2p−2(∇v).(4.7)

For the term on the right side of (4.7), by

g−m ≤ (αv−1Hp(∇v))−(p−1
p

−ε0),
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we can compute

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mH2p−2(∇v) ≤

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−n(v−1Hp(∇v))−(p−1
p

−ε0)H2p−2(∇v)

.

∫

B2R

v
1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0Hp−1+pε0(∇v)

=

∫

B2R

v
(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p Hp−1+pε0(∇v) · v1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p ,

(4.8)

Recalling 0 < ε0 <
p−1
p
, furthermore, we assume 0 < ε0 < min{p−1

p
, 1
p
}. Then we deduce

that

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mH2p−2(∇v) .

∫

B2R

v
(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p Hp−1+pε0(∇v) · v1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

≤

(
∫

B2R

v(ε0−α−1)Hp(∇v)

)

p−1+pε0
p

(
∫

B2R

v
(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0

)

1−pε0
p

= I1 · I2,

(4.9)

by using Hölder inequality with exponent pair ( p

p−1+pε0
, p

1−pε0
) to (4.8).

Next, we are going to estimate the two terms I1 and I2 of (4.9) by applying lemma 3.5.

To this ends, we assume furthermore 0 < ε0 < min{p−1
p
, 1
p
, np−n−p2+p

p
}. So, for the first

one I1, by 0 < ε0 <
np−n−p2+p

p
we have p < α + 1 − ε0 < α + 1. Analogously to what we

did in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we see that

I1 =

(∫

B2R

v(ε0−α−1)Hp(∇v)

)

p−1+pε0
p

. R(n+ε0−α−1)
p−1+pε0

p .(4.10)

For the second one I2, we observe that the exponent of v could read as

(1− n +
p− 1

p
− ε0 − (ε0 − α− 1)

p− 1 + pε0

p
)

p

1− pε0
=

1

p
[3p2 − 2(n+ 1)p+ n] + [

3p− 1− n
1
p
− ε0

+ 1]ε0.

So we consider the mater in the following two cases:

(i)
n+ 1

3
≤ p <

(n+ 1) +
√

(n+ 1)2 − 3n

3
,

(ii)
(n+ 1) +

√

(n+ 1)2 − 3n

3
≤ p < n.

Case (i). In this case, we see −α−1 ≤ 1
p
[3p2−2(n+1)p+n] < 0 and [3p−1−n

1
p
−ε0

+1]ε0 > 0. So

if we choose ε0 > 0 small enough, say 0 < ε0 < min{p−1
p
, 1
2p
, np−n−p2+p

p
,
−[3p2−2(n+1)p+n]

p[ 3p−1−n
1
2p

+1]
},

then −α − 1 < (1− n+ p−1
p

− ε0 − (ε0 − α− 1)p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0
< 0. Therefore, we can use
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Lemma 3.5 to obtain

I2 =

(∫

B2R

v
(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0

)

1−pε0
p

. (R
n+(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0 )
1−pε0

p

= Rn·
1−pε0

p
+(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

).

(4.11)

The combination of (4.10), (4.11) and (4.9) leads to

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mH2p−2(∇v) .

∫

B2R

v
(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p Hp−1+pε0(∇v)v1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

≤

(∫

B2R

v(ε0−α−1)Hp(∇v)

)

p−1+pε0
p

(∫

B2R

v
(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0

)

1−pε0
p

. R
(n+ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p · Rn·

1−pε0
p

+(1−n+ p−1
p

−ε0−(ε0−α−1)
p−1+pε0

p
)

= R
2− 1

p
−ε0 .

(4.12)

Case (ii). In this case, we still have (1 − n + p−1
p

− ε0 − (ε0 − α − 1)p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0
> 0

easily. Thus, by virtue of (3.2) we get

(
∫

B2R

v
(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0

)

1−pε0
p

.
(

R
n+(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0
· p

p−1

)

1−pε0
p

.

(4.13)

From (4.9), (4.10) and (4.13) it holds that

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mH2p−2(∇v) ≤ R
(n+ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p ·

(

R
n+(1−n+ p−1

p
−ε0−(ε0−α−1)

p−1+pε0
p

) p

1−pε0
· p

p−1

)

1−pε0
p

≤ R
2− (2p−1)(n−p)

p2(p−1)
+

ε0
p−1

(α+ 1
p
+ε0−p)

.

(4.14)

Hence, for any n+1
3

≤ p < n, combining (4.7) with (4.12) and combining (4.7) with (4.14)
separately, we conclude that

∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mTr{W 2} . R−µ(ε0),(4.15)

with µ(ε0) =
1
p
+ε0 in case (i) or µ(ε0) =

(2p−1)(n−p)
p2(p−1)

− ε0
p−1

(α+ 1
p
+ε0−p) in case (ii). Finally,

if we choose ε0 > 0 small enough such that 0 < ε0 < min{p−1
p
, 1
2p
, np−n−p2+p

p
,
−[3p2−2(n+1)p+n]

p[ 3p−1−n
1
2p

+1]
,
(2p−1)(n−p)

p2(α+2)
}

then it holds that
∫

Rn

ρθ−2v1−ng−mTr{W 2} . R−µ,(4.16)
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for some constant µ > 0 depending only on n, p in both cases. Letting R → ∞ in (4.16)
we deduce

∫

Rn

v1−ng−mTr{W 2} ≤ 0,(4.17)

which implies W = 0 a.e. in R
n, since Tr{W 2} ≥ 0 and the ”=” happens if and only if

W = 0 (see Remark 4.2). Now we are in position to prove Theorem 1.1. �

Proof of the Theorem 1.1

Proof. By the definition of Wij , W = 0 is equivalent to

Hp−1(∇v)∇H(∇v) = λ(x− x0),(4.18)

which implies that

x− x0 =
1

λ
Hp−1(∇v)∇H(∇v).(4.19)

We notice that, acting H0 on both sides of (4.18) and applying (2.6), one could obtain
that

Hp−1(∇v) = λH0(x− x0).(4.20)

Furthermore, according (4.18) and (4.20) we have

∇H(∇v) =
λ(x− x0)

Hp−1(∇v)

=
x− x0

H0(x− x0)
.

(4.21)

Submitting (4.20) and (4.21) into (2.8), and applying the property of 0-homogeneous of
∇H0 (the proof is same as Hi in Lemma (2.1)), then we compute

∇v = H(∇v)∇H0 (∇H(∇v))

= H(∇v)∇H0(
x− x0

H0(x− x0)
)

= λ
1

p−1H
1

p−1

0 (x− x0)∇H0(x− x0)

=
p− 1

p
λ

1
p−1∇

(

H
p

p−1

0 (x− x0)
)

,

(4.22)

which implies that

v = C1 + C2H
p

p−1

0 (x− x0),

for some C1, C2 > 0. Thus we have u = Uλ and the proof of Theorem 1.1 has been
proved. �

Data availability: Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were
generated or analysed during the current study.
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