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A Liouville theorem for solutions of degenerate
Monge-Ampeére equations

Tianling Jin and Jingang Xiong

Abstract

In this paper, we give a new proof of a celebrated theorenoifelis which states that
every classical convex solution of

det VZu(z) =1 inR?

has to be a second order polynomial. Our arguments do notaraplex analysis, and
can be applied to establish such Liouville type theoremsédutions of a class of degen-
erate Monge-Ampére equations. We prove that every coneagmlized (or Alexandrov)
solution of

det V2u(zy,z2) = |z1|* inR?

wherea > —1, has to be
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for some constanis > 0, b and a linear functioifi(z;, x2).
This work is motivated by the Weyl problem with nonnegativeuGs curvature.

1 Introduction
A celebrated theorem of Jorgens states that every engissichl convex solution of
det VZu(z) = 1 1)

in R? has to be a second order polynomial. This theorem was firsedrby Jorgens [20] using

complex analysis methods. An elementary and simpler prauif;h also uses complex analysis,
was later given by Nitsché [23], where Bernstein theoremviordimensional minimal surfaces
is established as a corollary. Jorgens’ theorem was estetm smooth convex solutions in
higher dimensions by Calahil[8] for dimensigh 5 and by Pogorelov_[26] for all dimensions.
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Another proof was given by Cheng and Yau [9] along the lineafbhe geometry. Note that
each local generalized solution of (1) in dimension two i®eth, but this is false in dimension
> 3. Caffarelli [4] established the Jorgens-Calabi-Pognréheorem for generalized solutions
(or viscosity solutions). Trudinger-Wang [27] proved ttiad only convex open subs@tof R™
which admits a convex'? solution of [1) inQ with lim,_,sq u(x) = oo is = R™. Caffarelli-
Li [6] established the asymptotical behaviors of viscositjutions of[(1) outside of a bounded
convex subset dR™ for n > 2 (the caser = 2 was studied before in Ferrer-Martinez-Milan
[12,[13] using complex analysis), from which the JorgersgaBi-Pogorelov theorem follows.

In this paper, we provide a new proof of this Jorgens’ theoreOur arguments do not
use complex analysis. This allows us to establish such lilieuype theorems for solutions
of a class of degenerate Monge-Ampere equations. Mordsgigcwe classify entire convex
solutions of the degenerate Monge-Ampeére equations

det V2u(xy,x0) = |21|* inR?, 2
wherea > —1. The equation[(2) appears, for instance, as a blowup ligngguation of
det V2u(z1, 22) = (27 4 23)*/? (3)

in Daskalopoulos-Savin [10] in the study of the Weyl probleith nonnegative Gauss curvature.

In 1916, Weyl [28] posed the following problem: Given a Riegmi&n metricg on the2-
dimensional spher§? whose Gauss curvature is positive everywhere, does thestaeglobal
C? isometric embedding : (S?, g) — (R3,ds?), whereds? is the standard flat metric dk3?

Lewy [21] solved the problem in the case thais real analytic. In 1953, Nirenberg [22]
gave a solution to this problem under the regularity assiomphatg has continuous fourth order
derivatives. The result was later extended to the case thad continuous third order derivatives
by Heinz [17]. An entirely different approach was taken ipeledently by Alexandrov and
Pogorelov; see [1, 24, 25].

There are also work (see [19,/14] 18] 10]) which study thelprolwith nonnegative Gauss
curvature. Guan-Li[14] showed that for a6§ metric onS? with nonnegative Gauss curvature,
there always exists a global':! isometric embedding int@R?, ds?); see also Hong-Zuily [18]
for a different approach to thi€'>! embedding result. Guan and Li asked there that whether
the C1! isometric embeddings can be improved to®e” or evenC?!. The problem can be
reduced to regularity properties of solutions of a Mongep&ne equation that becomes degen-
erate at the points where the Gauss curvature vanisheg Gdluss curvature gfonly has one
nondegenerate zero, the regularity of the isometric enibgdanounts to studying the regular-
ity of solutions of [[) near the origin fax = 2, and it has been proved in Daskalopoulos-Savin
[10] that the solutions of {3) ar€? near the origin forx > 0.

A comprehensive introduction to the Weyl problem and relaiees can be found in the
monograph Han-Hong [16].

The main result of this paper is the following:
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Theorem 1.1. Letu be a convex generalized (or Alexandrov) solutiorf@fwith o« > —1. Then
there exist some constants> 0, b and a linear functior/(x;, z2) such that

2

a ab 1
w(xy, ) = ( |z |2 + Tw% + bryxe + %xg + £(21, T2).

a+2)(a+1)

Recall that every generalized solution [of (1) in an open sub&R? is strictly convex (and
thus, smooth). However, this is not the case for general{pecven classical) solutions of
det V2u = |z1|* whena > 0; see Example&413. And it follows from][3] that the generalize
solutions of such equations with homogenous boundary tondire strictly convex.

The paper is organized as follows. To illustrate our methiwdection 2 we first present
another proof of Jorgens’ theorem, which only makes usefefvgroperties of harmonic func-
tions. Those properties also hold in general for solutidnalliptic or even certain degenerate
elliptic equations, such as a Grushin type equation shov8eutior 8 that the partial Legendre
transform ofu satisfies. In Sectidn 4, we show that entire solution§lof (@ s&ictly convex and
prove Theorerh 1]1.

Acknowledgements: Both authors thank Professor YanYan Li for valuable suggestand
constant encouragement. The second author was suppoped by the First Class Postdoctoral
Science Foundation of China (No. 2012M520002).

2 A new proof of Jorgens’ theorem

Proof of Theoreri 111 whem = 0. First of all, we know that: is smooth. Defingd” : R2 — R2
by
T(z1,22) = (21, Va,u(x)) =: (p1,p2). (4)

Clearly, T is injective. Recall that the partial Legendre transfarhip) is defined as
u*(p) = z2Vgu(x) — u(x).
Then
e y* is concave w.r.tp; and convex w.r.tpo;
o (u)* = u;
o Au* =0inT(R?).
Step 1 Prove the theorem under the assumpfigiR?) = R2,

For simplicity, we will denoteV ,,u(z), Vp,u*(p) asu;(z), u!(p) respectively throughout
the paper if there is no possibility of confusion. Sinceis convex w.r.tps, we have

uj, >0 and Auly =0 in RZ
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It follows from Liouville theorem for entire nonnegativeaonic functions that3, = a > 0
for some constant. By the equation of.*, we haveu}, = —a. Hence,
u* = (=pi +p3)a/2 + bpips + L(p1, p2)
for some constarit and linear functiorf. Sinceu = (u*)*, a > 0 and we are done.
Step 2 ProveT' (R?) = R2.

We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that there existsuch that

lm  wug(Zy,22) := 8 < +o0.
Tro—+00

Claim: for anyz; € R,

xQIi)H—i-loo ug(z1,22) = B.

Indeed, by the convexity af, fort > 0
u(z1,0) + 6 > u(z1,t) > u(xy, xe) + ui () (T1 — 1) + ue(x)(t — z2),
namely,
ug(z)(1 —xo/t) < B+ %{u(a‘:l,O) —u(r,z2) —uy(x)(Z1 — 21)}.
Sendingt — oo, we haveus(z1,z2) < 5. Hence,ml_igooug(:cl,xg) < B. Repeating this
argument withr; andz; exchanged, we would see tk;gt_i}&oo ug(z1, 22) > B.
Without loss of generality, we assume titat 1. Therefore,

T(R?) = (=00, +00) x (6o, 1)
for some—oo < By < 1. SinceT  is one-to-one and}(p1, p2) = 2, we have

lim u3(p1,p2) = +o0,
p2—1—
i.e., for anyC' > 2, there exists (may depend om; which is arbitrarily fixed) such that
uy(p1,p2) > C for everypy, > 1 — e. By continuity of u}, u(p1,1 —¢) > C — 1 for
p1 € (p1 — d,p1 + 6) for some smallb. Sinceu’ is monotone increasing ipz, we have
us(p1,p2) > C —1in (p1 —d,p1 +6) x (1 —¢&,1). This shows that

lim us(p1,p2) = +00
(p1.p2)—(P1.1) 2( )

for anyp; € R, and in particulary is positive near the poir{2, 1). Without loss of generality,
we may assume thaf; is positive in[1, 3] x [0,1). For anyC > 0 large, we let

C

% C
v(p1,p2) = ub(p1,p2) — Cp2(p1 — 1)(3 — p1) — §p§’ + 3
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SinceAu} = 0, it follows that Av = 0. By the maximum principley > 0in [1,3] x [0,1). In
particular,v(2, p2) > 0 wherep, € (0, 1) is chosen such that

P2+ p3/3—1/3=1/2.

Henceu;(2, p2) > C/2 for all C' > 0, which is a contradiction. O

3 Homogenous Grushin type equations

Let Q be a bounded domain iR™ with C? boundaryd such that N {x|z; = 0} # 0.
Consider
Lu := Ug, gy + |71 Y Ugpey, =0 N, 5)

wherea > —1. We will see later that the partial Legendre transform ofigohs of [2) satisfies
@®). Also, [B) appears in[7] in extension formulations fadtional Laplacian operators.

Definition 3.1. We say a functiom is a strong solution ofB) if u € C1(Q)NC?(Q\ {z1 = 0})
and satisfies
Lu=0 inQ\ {z; =0}.

In this following, we will see that our definition of stronglation coincides with the classical
strong solutions. Indeed, € W,? for any1 < p < — 1 if a € (~1,0), andu is C>? if a > 0.
We have to be careful if we want to study continuous viscosajutions of [(5) which may
not have uniqueness property, see Remark 413 in [7]. How&Yeriscosity solutions of certain
elliptic equations with coefficients deteriorating alomgre lower dimensional manifolds would
be such strong solutions, see, elg.] [29]. The followingpsition is in the same spirit of Lemma
4.2 in [7]. For regularity properties of solutions of a moengral class of quasilinear degenerate
elliptic equations we refer to [11].

Proposition 3.2. For any g € C(99), there exists a unique strong solutiarof (5)) with v €

C'(©2) andu = g on9f2. Furthermore, we have

max v < max min v > min 6
axu < maxg, minu>ming, (6)

and, for anyQY cc Q andk € N,

k
> IV ullerary < Cllgllcoony, )
=0

whereC > 0 depends only on, «, k, dist()', 09).



Proof. UnigquenessClearly, the uniqueness would follow froml (6). The proof afqueness in
Lemma 4.2 in([7] can be applied to obtaid (6) and we includeitdompleteness. Let be a
strong solution of[(5) withu € C(Q) andu = g ondf. Letv = u—maxpq g+¢|r1|, wheres is
small. Suppose has an interior maximum poiatin 2. Thenz; = 0, since otherwise satisfies
an elliptic equation neaf which does not allow an interior maximum point. On the othemdh
if z; = 0, thenz can not be a maximum point ef sinced,v(z) > d_v(z). Therefore, the
maximum ofv is achieved o2, i.e. u — maxpq g + €|z1| < e diam(Q2). Sendings — 0, we
obtainmaxg u < maxsq g. Similarly, we can show thahing u > mingg g.

ExistenceFore > 0 sufficiently small, le) < n.(z1) € C*°(—o00, 00) such that
Ne(xr1) = |x1|® for |zq| > 2e; ne(z1) =% for |z <e.

By the standard linear elliptic equation theory, there texi unique solution,® € C(Q2) N
C>*(Q) of

Leu® =g o +nettf,,, =0 in€Q, (8)
andu® = g on 2. By the maximum principle, we hawepg, |u®| < supyq |g|. We will establish
proper uniform norms ofi* and obtain the desired solution by sending> 0.

Our proof of this part is different froni_[7] which uses Ca#firGutiérrez's Harnack in-
equality [5] to obtain uniform interior Holder norms of th® approximating solutions. Instead,
we establish an interior bound of,, first, as in Daskalopoulos-Savin |10]. In view of the stan-
dard uniformly elliptic equation theory, we only need to cem about the area nefr; = 0}.
Suppose that € Q2 andB; C 2 for some smal- > 0. We shall show thatug, || (5, ,) < C
for someC independent of.

We claim that there exists a large universal constasiich that

Le(B(uf)? + (wus,)?) 20 inQ, 9)

whereyp is some cutoff function inB; satisfyingy = 1in B, 5, p = 0in Q\ B, andy,, =0
forall |z;| < 7/4.
Indeed, a simple computation yields

Le(u)® = 2((ug,)? + - (ug,)?)

and

Le(pus,)® = Lep®(ug,)? + 9 Le(us,)® + 2(0%)ay (45,) D)y + 202 (07) 2 (u5,) ),

= Lep®(ug,)? + 20° (U50,)” + e (05,0,)%) + 8(0y u5,) (95,4, )
+ 81 (Pay Uiz, ) (PUZy 2, )-

Hence,

Le(B(u)? + (pug,)?) 22810 (ug,)? + 20 (u5,0,)° + 0e(45y0,)%)

+ Lep?(ug,)? + 80y 5, (9U5,0,) + 81 (a5, (PU5, 0, )-
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By the Cauchy inequality and the facts

La(ﬁpz) > _C17757 “P:clu;2‘ < Clna’u;2‘7

the claim follows for larges independent of.
By (@) and the maximum principle, we have

sup S, | < B sup ]
T/2 Q

SinceLu;, = 0, the same arguments can be applied inductively to showdthat/ 0% are
bounded in the interior of2 for anyk € Z*. Since|us,,,| < C for someC independent of
andug, ,, + n:-ug,,, = 0, we have

1
i, < C / ne(ar) day + C,
—1

where we used the fact that, is bounded uniformly forBs, ;4 N {z||z1| > 7/4}. Since

a > —1, the integralf_l1 n-(z1) dz; can be bounded independentsof The same arguments
would show that: .. andu are bounded as well.

xr1T2 L1272

Fora € (—1,0) and any pointt = (71, 72) € B, /4, by the Taylor's formula we have
ua(acl, i‘g)

1

= (T1, ) + S, (T1,82) (21 — T1) + (@1 51)2/0 (1 Nl (6, 22) dA
1

= u®(Z1,T2) + ug, (1, T2)(v1 — T1) — (71 — 3_31)2/0 (1 = Mugyz, (€1, T2)1(Ex) dA

1
= u®(Z1, T2) + ug, (T1,T2)(T1 — T1) — Ugya, (T1,T2) (21 — fl)z/ (1= A)n(éx) dA
. 0
+0(er -2 [ a6 an,
0

whereé, = Z; + M(z; — Z1). One should note thajfo1 n(&x) dr < Clzy — 71| for some
constantC' > 0 independent of. Making use of Taylor’s formula again, we have

1
ua(xl,xg) :ue(l'l,(ig) + U;Q((tl,(iz)(mg - i’g) + §u§2x2(£1,£2)(x2 — £2)2

+O(|zg — T2 + |(x1 — Z1) (22 — 22)°)),

and
us, (21, T2) = us, (T1,%2) + S, 4, (T1, T2) (21 — T1) + O(|lzg — 21 [*1).
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Therefore,

|u® (21, 22) — u® (21, T2) — ug, (T1, To) (21 — Z1) — U, (T1,T2) (w2 — T2)| < Clo — |t
By the arbitrary choice af, we conclude that
[ leravas, ) < C. (10)
The same argument is also applicablexte- 0, and one can conclude that
[l ca(s, ) < C (11)

for somed > 0 depending only om.
By passing to a subsequence, we obtain a strong solutafr{t) andu satisfies[(7). O

Remark 3.3. From the proof of Proposition 3.2, we see that:
s lfa e (—1,0),ue CoT¥Q);

loc

« If a>0,u € C2°(Q) for somes > 0 depending only onv.

Let
d(r1,19) = ]w1]2+a + x% in R (12)
Then ( =
o, [ 24+a)+a)zi|* O
and

_( Ve+a)U+a)al*? 0
(V29)!/? = ( o T s > .

Hence,det V26 = c(a)|z1|®, wherec(a) = 2(a + 2)(a + 1) > 0. For anyx € R? andt > 0,
denote

S(z,t) = Sy(x,t) = {y € R*[p(y) < L(y) +1t},
wherel(y) is the support plane of at (z, ¢(x)). Itis direct to verify

Condition u [5]: For any givend; € (0,1), there exist9, € (0, 1) such that, for all sections
S and all small subset&' C 5,

|E| N
— <0 I
5] < &y implies

fE |21 | da

= <4 13
fs|$1|ad$< ! (13)



Let
o
Alo,2) = < ‘x% 1 >

2+ a)(1+a) 0)7

Clearly,

0 2

which is positive definite itx > —1. Therefore, we can apply Caffarelli-Gutiérrez’s Harnack
inequality [5] to obtain the following proposition.

B = (V2$)2A(V2g)V/? = < (

Proposition 3.4. Letu > 0 be a strong solution of
Lu=0 inS(xg,2),

wherex is an arbitrary point inR2. Then there exists a positive constantiepending only on
« such that

sup v < inf wu.
S(wo,l) S(w()vl)

Corollary 3.5. Letw be a strong solution of
Lu=0 1inS5(0,2).
Then there exist constants > 0 and~y € (0, 1) depending only o such that

lullev(s,1y) < ClliullLe(s(o,2))-
Theorem 3.6. Letu be a nonnegative strong solution of
Lu=0 inR2% (14)
Thenu is a constant ifR?.
Proof. Consider the scaling, = lu(r'/+®z; r1/2z,) for r > 0. Thenu, also satisfied(14).

By Propositior. 3.4, we have

sup u, < fu,(0).
5(0,2)

It follows from Corollary[3.5 that

[urlcvso,n)) < CBur(0).
For any two distinct points;, v in R?, we have, for sufficiently large,

—1/(2+« T—l/(2+a)

Y1, T_1/2y2)|
2|—y/2

):L'l, r_1/2$2) — up(
~2/(24a)

lu(z) —u(y)| = rlu(r
< rlur]er(so,))lr 1= y1)?+r (2 — y2)
< CBu(0)|r=2/F) (g — 1) + 7 (ag — y2) 272

Sendingr — oo, we obtainu(z) = u(y). The proof is completed. O



4 Regularity for solutions of degenerate Monge-Ampre equations

Define the measurg, in R? asdy, = |z1|“dxidxz; for o > —1. For any bounded open convex
setQ c R?, it is clear that the measuye, has thedoubling propertyin €, i.e., there exists a
constant,, > 0, depending only o and{2, such that for anyz,, z2) € Q2 and any ellipsoids
E C R? centered at origin witliz, 7o) + E € (2 there holds

ta((Z1,Z2) + E) > capia(((Z1,T2) + 2E) N Q). (15)
Consequently, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. LetQ) be an open convex setlR¥, andu be the generalized solution of
det VZu(z) = |z1|* inQ,

with v = 0 on 0f2. Thenu is strictly convex i, v € Cllo’f(Q) for somed > 0 depending only
on«a. Furthermore, the partial Legendre transforai of « is a strong solution of

Lu* =0 inT(%),
where the mafT’ is given in(4).

Proof. The strict convexity and th€':% regularity was proved in[2]3]. Hencg,is continuous

and one-to-one, and thug((2) is open. Letu; € C(Q2) N C*>°(N2) be the solution of
det V2uy, = /5 (21) inQ (16)

with w;, = 0 on 99, wheren, (1) is the same as the one in the proof of Proposition 3.2 with
e=1/k. Let
Tk Q) — R2, (SL’l,SL'g) (g (1’1,82uk(l’)),

anduj, be the partial Legendre transform ©f. Thenw; satisfies[(B). Clearly, up to a sub-
sequenceyy, — u in CL_(Q) ask — oco. Thus,limy_,o T(z) = T(z) for anyz € Q,
and for anyy € T'(Q2) there exists\ sufficiently small such thaB)(y) C T'(2) N T3 (92) for
every largek. By the same argument used in proof of Proposition 3.2, weccaclude that
uw* € CHT(Q))NCT(Q)\ {x1 = 0}) and satisfiedu* = 0in T(Q) \ {z; = 0}. O

Theorem 4.2. Letu be a generalized solution ). Thenu is strictly convex.

Proof. By the two dimensional Monge-Ampere equation theory, i§ a generalized solution of

det VZu > co>0 InQ,
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where() is an open set ifR?, thenu is locally strictly convex inQ2. Hence, we only need to
consider the situation > 0. After subtracting a supporting planewht origin, we may assume
that

u>0 inR* andu(0) = 0.

Claim: There exists a sufficiently large > 0 such that

minu > 0. (17)
OBRr

Indeed, if not, namelyming g, u = 0 for all sufficiently largeR > 0. The strict convexity
of u away from{z; = 0} impliesu(Re2) = 0 or u(—Rez) = 0, whereey = (0,1). Without
loss of generality, we may assuméRey) = 0. Let

M = maxu > 0,
0By

and A be the triangle generated by the segmgnt;, 0)||z1| < 1} and the pointRes. By the
convexity ofu, we have
M >y inA.

It is clear that the ellipsoid
1 1
E = {(x1,20) : 23 + ﬁ(xg — R/4)% = 1—6}
sits inA. Let

un(yr,v2) = ulys, Rlys +1/9)

We have
det V2upg(y1,y2) = [y1|* in By,

andupr < % in By 4. Choosing a small constant> 0, depending only om, such that
Sp(0,7) C By,
whereg is given in [12). By the comparison principle (see, elg.])j15
0<upr <+cla) H¢—7)+ 81;1(23}()113 in S4(0,7),
wherec(a) = 2(a + 2)(« + 1). In particular,

0< —vVe(a)=tr + aréa(%x)ug < —Ve(a)~tr + M/R.
That is
R < YAIM

-
which contradicts to the assumption thiatan be arbitrarily large.
Thus, [17) holds and we can conclude Theokrer 4.2 from Thedr@m O
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One might ask if every solution of
det V?u = |2,/ in B; C R?
is strictly convex, wherex > 0. The following example shows that this is not the case.

Example 4.3. It is clear that for everya > 0 there always exists a positive convex smooth
solutionw of the ODE
a(a+2 a+2)?
CRw(tyw(t)” - E2 (' (1) = 1,
w'(0) =1,

neart = 0. Thenu = |x1|aT+2w(:£2) is a generalized solutions @kt V2u = |z1|* in a small
open set irR?2. Butw is not strictly convex (is smooth for certair) though). By proper scaling
and translation we can make the equation hold®3in

Proof of Theorerh T11Let u be a generalized solution &fl (2). It follows from Theorem that
u is strictly convex, and hence is smooth away fror{x; = 0}. By Theoren 4.1, we know
thatu € C(R?) and the partial Legendre transfonm of « is a strong solution of

Lu* = ujy + |p1|*u3, =0 in T(R?), (19)

whereuy; = uy,, andT'(z1,72) = (1, U, (71,72)) = (p1,p2). Moreover,T' is continuous
and one-to-one.
Given Theorend 316 and Propositibn13.4, the rest of the psfmilar to that in Sectionl 2

for a = 0.
Step 1 Prove the theorem under the assumptib(R?) = R2.

Sinceu* is convex with respect tps, we have thatj, > 0. Note thatLuj, = 0 in R?.
By Theoreni 3615, = a for some nonnegative constantBy the equation.u* = 0, we have
ul, = —alp1]|®. Henceujy = ujqy = 0in {p; > 0}. Consequentlyyi, = bin {p; > 0} for
some constarit. It follows from calculus that
a

* 24a , @ 2
Y T D) + =p} + bpipa + Up1, 20
GrD@ry T g e+ o p) (20)

for some linear functior? in {p; > 0}. The same argument applies {p; < 0}. Since
u*,uy € C1(R?), (20) holds for alp € R?. Sinceu = (u*)*, a > 0 and we are done.

Step 2 Prove:T(R?) = R2.
We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that there existsuch that lim wuq(Z1,z2) :=
To—r00
P2 < oo. Then, as in Section 2lim wug(x1,z2) = f for everyz; € R, and we may assume
To—r 00
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B = 1. ThereforeI'(R?) = (—o00, 00) x (B, 1) for some—occ < By < 1. SinceT is one-to-one
andus(p1,p2) = x2, we havelim,, ;- u3(p1,p2) = oo. The same argument in Sectibh 2
shows that

lim uy(p1,p2) = +00
(p1,p2)—(B1,1) 3(p1.p2)

foranyp; € R.
Case 1.a > 0.

Without loss of generality, we may assume tlgts positive in[1, 3] x [0, 1). ForanyC > 0
large, we let

. c, C
v(p1,p2) = u5(p1,p2) — Cpa(pr — 1)(3 —p1) — §p§’ +t3-

It is direct to check thav < 0 in [1,3] x [0,1). By the maximum principlep > 0 in
[1,3] x [0,1). In particular,v(2, p2) > 0 wherep, € (0,1) is chosen such that
Pr+P3/3—1/3=1/2.
Henceu3(2, p2) > C/2 for all C' > 0, which is a contradiction.
Case 2 € (—1,0).

Without loss of generality, we may assume thétis positive in[1/2,1] x [0,1). For any
C > 0 large, we let

« C C
v(p1,p2) = u5(p1,p2) — Cpa(pr — 1/2)(1 — p1) — §p§ + 3

It is direct to check thabv < 0in [1,3] x [0,1). By the maximum principlep > 0 in
[1/2,1] x [0,1). In particular,v(3/4, p2) > 0 whereps € (0,1) is chosen such that
P2/16 4+ p3/3 — 1/3 = 1/32.

Henceu3(3/4,p2) > C/32 for all C > 0, which is a contradiction.

The proof is completed. O
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