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A PRIORI BOUND FOR NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATION AND SYSTEM
INVOLVING A FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN

WOOCHEOL CHOI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study nonlinear elliptic system involving the fractional Laplacian
on bounded domains. We obtain existence and non-existence results, a priori estimates of

Gidas-Spruck type, and the symmetric property.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the following nonlinear problem:

Asu = 0P in Q,

Asv = uf ?n Q, (1)
u>0,v>0 in Q,

u=v=0 on 0,

where 0 < s < 1,p > 1, ¢ > 1, Q is a smooth bounded domain of R™ and A denotes the fractional
Laplace operator (—A)® in Q with zero Dirichlet boundary values on 052, defined in terms of the
spectra of the Dirichlet Laplacian —A on €.

The fractional Laplacian appears in diverse areas including physics, biological modeling and
mathematical finances and partial differential equations involving the fractional Laplacian have
attracted the attention of many researchers. An important feature of the fractional Laplacian is
its nonlocal property, which makes it difficult to handle. Recently, Caffarelli and Silvestre [I1]
developed a local interpretation of the fractional Laplacian given in R™ by considering a Neumann
type operator in the extended domain R*" := {(z,#) € R"*! : ¢ > 0}. This observation made a
significant influence on the study of related nonlocal problems. A similar extension was devised by
Cabré and Tan [6] and Capella, Ddvila, Dupaigne, and Sire [§] (see Brandle, Colorado, de Pablo,
and Sanchez [3] and Tan [23] also).

Based on these extensions, many authors studied nonlinear problems of the form Asu = f(u),
where f: R™ — R is a certain function. When s = %, Cabré and Tan [0] established the existence of
positive solutions for equations having nonlinearities with the subcritical growth, their regularity,
the symmetric property, and a priori estimates of the Gidas-Spruck type by employing a blow-up
argument along with a Liouville type result for the square root of the Laplacian in the half-space.
Bréndle, Colorado, de Pablo, and Sénchez [3] dealt with a subcritical concave-convex problem. For
f(u) = u? with the critical and supercritical exponents ¢ > ngi ,
was proved in [3} 22 23] in which the authors devised and used the Pohozaev type identities. The
Brezis-Nirenberg type problem was studied in [22] for s = 1/2. Choi, Kim, and Lee [10] studied

the nonexistence of solutions
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the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the slightly sub-critical problem and the Brezis-Nirenberg
type problem for 0 < s < 1.

When s = 1 the nonlinear problem ([T]) corresponds the Lane-Emden system, which have been
studied extensively by numerous authors. We refer to [13] [14, [T7, [I5] and references therein, and
the book [2I] for a systematic study of this subject.

Before studying the problem (II) we provide a different proof to the a priori estimate for
solutions to the problem

Asu = f(u) in ,
u>0 in Q, (1.2)
u=0 on 0.

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2 and 0 < s < 1. Assume that Q C R" is a smooth bounded domain and
flu)=uP, 1<p< 22

n—2s"’

Then, there exists a constant C(p,s,Q) depending only on p, s and Q such that every weak
solution of (1.1) satisfies

lull o) < C(p, 5,€).

Moreover, the statement holds for any function f: Ry — R satisfying Condition A (see Section

4)-

The result of Theorem [Tl was proved by Cébre-Tan [0] for s = 1/2 and Tan [23] for 1/2 < s < 1.
They employed the blow-up argument combining the Liouville type results. In our proof, first we
obtain uniform bounds of L> norm near the boundary and LP(£2) norm for solutions to ([2]). Next,
combining this with a local Pohohzaev inequality of Proposition Bl we shall get a uniform bound
for a higher norm. Then we use the Sobolev embedding interatively to obtain the L estimate.
As this approach does not require a Liouville-type result, the function f(u) is not required to have
a precise asymptocity as u — co. Moreover, since this approach is more flexible to obtain a priori
estimates for the nonlinear system ([I). In studying the nonlinear system (L)) we say that a

. . s . 1 1 _92 ey . 1 1 —92
pair of exponents (p,q) is sub-critical if Tt > n=2s | critical if Tt o = n—=2 " and
super-critical if ﬁ + qul < "*TQS Then we have the following existence result.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (p,q) is sub-critical. Let o > 0 and 8 > 0 be such that

1 1 Q@ 1 1 B
— <=, - —— <, d = 2s.
2 p+1 n 2 q+1 n and a+f s

Then, there exists a (nontrivial) weak solution (u,v) € HF(£2) x Hg(Q) to the problem (B.IJ).

See Section 2 for the definition of weak solution and the space H§(£2). We shall obtain a

Pohozaev type identity to obtain the following non-existence result.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that the domain Q is bounded and starshaped. Take p > 1 and q¢ > 1 such
that (p,q) is critical or sub-critical, i.c.,
1 1 n—2s
+ < .
p+1 q+1 n
Then (L)) does not has a bounded weak solution.

Next we state the symmetric property of solutions.

eq-one
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Theorem 1.4. Suppose that a bounded smooth domain £ C R™ is convez in the x1-direction and
symmetric with respect to the hyperplane {x1 = 0}. Let (u,v) be a C%(Q) solution of ().
Then, the functions uw and v are symmetric in xy-direction, that is, u(—z1,2") = u(xy,2’),
ou

v(x1,2") = v(—z1,2") for all (z1,2") € Q. Moreover we have 5~ <0 and 88—;1 <0 for zy > 0.

Finally we shall establish a priori estimates of Gidas-Spruck type.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that Q C R™ is a smooth convex bounded domain and p > 1 and q > 1
are such that (p,q) is sub-critical. Then, there exists a constant C(p, q, ), which depends only on
p and §, such that every weak solution of (L)) satisfies

lull Lo o) + vl Lo @) < Clp, q, ).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly review the basic results
concerning the fractional Laplacian. In section 3, we shall prove two important estimates for
solutions to (L)) and ([2]) from the Pohozaev identities. These estimates will be used importantly
in the proofs of a priori estimates. In Section 4 we prove Theorem [T The nonlinear system
(T will be studied throughout Section 5. First we establish the existence and the non-existence
results of Theorem [[.2] and Theorem [[L3] Then we obtain a Brezis-Kato type result and study the
regularity of solutions to (ILI]). Next, we establish a moving plane argument to prove Theorem [[4]
Finally, we shall prove Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we first recall the backgrounds of the fractional Laplacian. We refer to [3, [6] [T}
[8, 23] for the details.

2.1. Fractional Sobolev spaces, fractional Laplacians and s-harmonic extensions. Let (2
be a smooth bounded domain of R™. Let also { A, ¢x}72, be a sequence of the eigenvalues and
corresponding eigenvectors of the Laplacian operator —A in Q with the zero Dirichlet boundary
condition on 02,

—A¢r = Apdr in €,

d)k =0 on 89,
such that ||x][z2(0) = 1 and Ay < Az < A3 <---. Then we set the fractional Sobolev space H(€2)
(0<s<1)by

H{(Q) = {u = arpr € L*(Q): Y ai) < oo} : (2.1)
k=1

k=1

which is a Hilbert space whose inner product is given by
<Zak¢kazbk¢k> = arbeAy i > ardr, Y brdy € Hy ().
k=1 k=1 HE(Q) k=1 k=1 k=1

Moreover, for a function in H{(€2), we define the fractional Laplacian A, : H5(2) — HF(Q2) ~
Hi%(Q) as

As (Z amk) = b
k=1 k=1
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We also consider the square root AL/? : H(Q) — L2(Q) of the positive operator A, which is in
fact equal to A, /5. Note that by the above definitions, we have

(u,9) s ) = /Q ALYy A2y = i Agu-v for u,v e Hy().

Regarding (Z3) (see also ([Z4]) below), we need to introduce some more function spaces on
C = Q x (0,00) where  is either a smooth bounded domain. If Q is bounded, the function space
H§ 1 (C) is defined as the completion of

°5(C):={UeC>(C):U=0o0ndLC=00x(0,00)}

with respect to the norm
1

e = ( [ #-2wor)”. (2.2)

Then it is a Hilbert space endowed with the inner product
(U, V)e = /Ctl_QSVU VYV for U, V€ H;(C).
Recall that if  is a smooth bounded domain, it is verified that
H3(9) = {u = trlax U - U € Hj,,(C)} (2.3)
in [II] Proposition 2.1] and [8, Proposition 2.1] and [23] Section 2]. Furthermore, it holds that
NU (5 0) || s mmy < OHUHRTI
for some C > 0 independent of U € D*(R1).

Now we may consider the fractional harmonic extension of a function u defined in €2, where 2
is a smooth bounded domain. By the celebrated results of Caffarelli-Silvestre [I1] (for R™) and
Cabré-Tan [6] (for bounded domains, see also [8, 3}, 23]), if we set U € Hj 1 (C) (or Ds(RH)) as
a unique solution of the equation

div(t'=2*VU) =0 inC,

U=0 on JrC, (2.4)

U(z,0) = u(z) for x € Q,
for some fixed function v € H§(Q) (or H*(R™)), then Asu = 9;U|qxf0y where the operator
u = 05U|qax oy is defined in (Z6). Consequently, we study the following type local problem on a
half-cylinder C := Q x [0, 00),

div(t!=2VU) =0 inC =0 x (0,00),

U=0 on 91,C := 09 x (0, 00), (2.5)
o:U = g(x) on Q x {0},
where v is the outward unit normal vector to C on © x {0} and
iU (2,0) == —C; ' | lim tlfQSa—U(:zz t) for z € Q (2.6)
veam e s \t—=0+ ot ™ '

where C; := 2172T'(1 — s)/T'(s). Under appropriate regularity assumptions, the trace of a solution
U of (Z3) on 2 x {0} solves the nonlinear problem

{ Asu(z) = g(z) in Q,

2.7
u=~0 on 0f). 27)

weighted_norm

s—extension

ulinc



lem-trace

For n > 2, we have the following Sobolev trace inequality

(n—1)/2n 1/2
( |w(x,0)|2"/(”1)dx) <C (/ |Vw(x,y)|2d:vdy) Yw € H&)L(C),
Q c

where the constant C' > 0 depends on the dimension n. We set trg be the trace operator on Qx {0}
for functions in Hg ; (C):

trou := v(z,0) for v € Hy 1 (C).
By weak solutions, we mean the following: Let g € L™ (©). Given the problem
Asu = g(x) in Q, 2.5)
u=>0 on 0,

we say that a function u € H§ () is a weak solution of ([2.8) provided

AV AV2 ¢ de = / g(z)p(x) dz (2.9)
Q

Q
for all ¢ € HF(€2). Also, given the problem

div('=>VU) =0  inC,
o:U = g(x) on 2 x {0},
we say that a function U € H} (t172%,C) is a weak solution of (ZI0) provided

/t1_2SVU(3:,t)-V<I)(3:,t) d:z:dt:Cs/ g(x)®(x,0) dx (2.11)
C Q

for all ® € H}(t1725,C).

We have the following trace inequality.

1

( |U (x,0))? (S)da:> < f/fé_ </ t125|VU(x,t)|2dxdt> , UeHi(t'%,0). (212
Q s C

Next we state the embedding result.

Lemma 2.1 (see [11]). Let w € LP(Q) for some p < £L. Assume that U is a weak solution of the
problem
div(t'=*VU) =0 inC,
U=0 on 9C, (2.13)
osU =w on 2 x {0}.
Then we have
1o, O)”Lq(ﬂ) <Cpyq ”w“LP(Q) J (2.14)

for any q such that % < % — 2s.
Proof. We multiply I3) by |U|#~'U for some 8 > 1 to get
/w(x)|U|ﬂ—1U(x,0) d:c:ﬁ/t1_25|U|3_1|VU|2d:vdt. (2.15)
Q c

Then, applying the trace embedding ([ZI2]) and Holder’s inequality we can observe

o1 ¢ H oy S ColIUPCO s o Tl (2.16)

where p satisfies 1 s+ (N( N3 +i) =1. Let g= ( 1) , then (210 gives the desired inequality. O

| eq-sharp-trace

eq-lem-beta
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3. A LOCAL POHOZAEV INEQUALITY

In this section, we prove a useful inequality satisfied by solutions to (II]), which will be crucially
used in the proof of Theorem [[1] and Theorem For each r > 0 we set Z(Q,r) = {x € Q :
dist(x, 09) > r} and O(,r) = {z € Q : dist(z, 92) < r}. Then we have the following results.

prop-sub-estimate | Proposition 3.1.

(1) Suppose that U € H§ 1(C) is a solution of the problem [3) with f such that f = F" for a
function F € C'(R). Then, for each § > 0 and q > 2 there is a constant C = C(8,q) > 0
such that

n — 2s

n/ F(U)dac—( )/ Uf(U)dx
T(Q,r/2)x {0} 2 T(Q,r/2)x {0}

2 2
<o ( / If(U)quw> + |F<U>|dw+( / If(U)Id:v>
0(€,25)x {0} 0(€,25)x {0} I(9,6/2)x {0}
@)

(2) Suppose that U € Hg 1 (C) is a solution of the problem ([Z3)) with f such that f = I’ for a
function F € C*(R). Then, for each § > 0 and q > 2 there is a constant C' = C(8,q) >0
such that

n / (F(U) + G(V)] do — / K
T(Q,r/2)x {0} T(Q,r/2)x {0}
<C (/ (1) + |9(V)|)qd$> +/ |[F(U)| + |G(V)|dx

0(2,26)x {0} 0(2,26)x {0}

2
+ ( / If(U)|+|g(V)|dw> .
Z(9,6/2)x {0}

min
r€[9,20]

n — 2s

min

rels,20] - 9) UfU)+ 9Vg(V)} dx

(3.2) ‘ eq_local_poho_2

Remark 3.2. The statement (1) of Proposition Bl was proved in [I0]. We note that a solution u
to (L2) with f(z) = aP satisfies (u,u) satisfies (1)) with ¢ = p. Thus the statement (1) follows
directly from the statement (2) in Proposition Bl

Proof. By the above remark, it sufices to prove (32). By a direct computation, we have the
following identity

div[tt 2% (2, Vo) Vu + 172 (2, Vu) Vo] — div(t =2 2(Vu - Vo)) + (n — 28)t72*Vu - Vo = 0. (3.3)

For a given set A € C, using integration by parts we have

/ A=2570, . Vo dedt — / tl_QS(Vu, v)v dS + Opu v(x)dx
A o+ A %A

50
= / 1725 (Vo v)u dS + Oou v(x)dx.
otA O A

Also we have

/ div [t'7%*(z, Vv)Vu + t'7%(z, Vu) Vo] dadt
A

_ / [t1725 (2, Vo) (Vu, v) + 1725 (2, Vu) (Yo, v)] dS +/ (2, Vau)0iu + (x, Vyu)divde,
ot A

OpA
b 35



and

/Adiv(tlfzsz(Vu -Vv)) = / 1725 (2,v)(Vu - Vo)dS. (3.6)

otA
We define the following sets:

D, = {z e Rt : dist(2,Z(Q,7) x {0}) <r/2},
26
oD = oD, N {(z,t) eR"™ :¢t >0} and E;= ] oD/
r=4§

Note that 0D, = D} U (Z(Q,7/2) x {0}). Fix a small number § > 0 and a value § > 0. We
integrate the identity [B.3) over D, for each r € (0, 26] to derive

9/ 8ﬁu~vdx—|—(n—2$—9)/ ;v - udx
Z(Qr/2)x {0} Z(Qr/2)x {0}

+ / [(z, Vav)0iu + (x, Vyu)0iv] da
Z(Q,r/2)x {0} (3.7)

=—0 725 (Vu, v)vdS — (n — 2s — 9)/ t725(Vo, v)udS
aDF oD}

" / 17252, ) (V- Vo)dS — (1725 (2, Vo) (Vu,v) + t'72% (2, Vu)(Vo, v)] dS,
oD oDy

where (B4), 3), and (B6) are used. By using 05U = f(V), 05V = ¢(V) and performing
integration by parts, we derive

9/ g(v) -vdz + (n —2s —0) / f(u) - udx — / [nF(u) + nG(v)] dz
Z(Q,r/2)x {0} T(Q,r/2)x {0} Z(Q,r/2)x {0}

=—0 725 (Vu, v)vdS — (n — 2s — 9)/ t725(Vo, v)udS
aD; oD

+ / 1725 (2,v)(Vu - Vo)dS — [t'72% (2, V) (Vu,v) + t'72%(z, Vu)(Vo,v)] dS
aD; oD

+ / (@, v)(F(u) + G(v))dS.
OZ(Q,r/2)x {0}

From this identity we get

/ [0g(v) - v —nG(v)]dx + / [(n—2s—0)f(u) -u—nF(u)]dx
Z(Qr/2)x{0} Z(Q,r/2)x {0}

< C/ 2|\ VUPP +U? + |VV|2+V2)dS+/ (z, V) (F(U) + G(V))dS,.
aD;" AZ(Q,r/2)x{0}
We integrate this identity with respect to r over an interval [d,26] and then use the Poincaré

inequality. Then we observe

min

v s /I P [Bg(v) - v — nG(v)] dz + / [(n— 25— 0)f(u) - u— nF(u)]dz

T(Q,r/2)x {0}

<O | (| VUP 4+ U+ [VV]2 + V?)dz + C/ |F(U)(x,0)] + |G(V)(x,0)|dz.
Es 0(Q,0)

We only need to estimate the first term of the right-hand side of the previous inequality since the
second term is already one of the terms which constitute the right-hand side of ([BI]). Note that

sz(Z) = ‘/QVZGR1+1(27y)f(U)(y70)dy _/QVZHC(Zvy)f(U)(yvo)dy (38)
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for z € FEy.
Let us deal with the last term of (B8] first. Admitting the estimation

Sup/ t1725|VZHC(Z,y)|2dZ <C (3.9) |eq—appendix—H—pr
yeQ JEs

for a while and using Hélder’s inequality, we get

/Eé -2 (/Q |VzHc(z,y)f(U)(y70)|dy>2d2

2 2
s(sup / t”ﬂvzﬂc(z,y)wz) < / If(U)(y,O)Idy) sc( / |f<U><y,o>|dy>
yeQ J By Q Z(2,6)U0(,5)

2 2
q
<c ( / If(U)(y,O)I“dy> . ( / |f<U><y,o>|dy> ,
0(92,25) (2,5/2)
o0
which is a part of the right-hand side of (B1]).

The validity of ([0) can be reasoned as follows. First of all, if y is a point in Q such that
dist (y, Es) < /2, then it automatically satisfies that dist (y,9€) > §/2 from which we know

sup </ t125|VZHC(z,y)|2dz) < sup </ t125|VZHC(z,y)|2dz) <C.
FEs C

dist (y,0Q)>6/2 dist (y,0Q)>6/2

See the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [I0] for the second inequality. Meanwhile, in the complementary
case dist (y, Es) > §/2, we can assert that

172\ V  He(2,y)2dz < C / 12| He (2, y)|*d> (3.11) |eg-h-nabla
/| 5 _—

where N(Es,0/4) := {z € C : dist (z, E5) < 0/4}. To show this, we recall that He satisfies

{ div(t'=2VHe(,y)) =0  inC,

OpHe(-y) =0 on Q x {0}. ( ) |eq-appendix

Fix a smooth function ¢ € C§°(N(FEjs,8/4)) such that ¢ = 1 on Es and [V¢|? < Cy¢ holds for
some Cp > 0, and multiply He (-, y)¢(+) to (B12). Then we have

/Ct1_2S|VHC(27y)|2¢(Z) + ‘/C t1_2S[VHC(Zu y) ’ v¢(2)]HC(Zu y)dZ =0.
From this we deduce that
[ Ve )P
c
= —/Ct1_2S[VHc(z,y) -Vé(2)|He(z,y)dz

1 —2s —2s
<— [t |VHc(Z,y)|2|V¢(Z)|2dZ+200/ t'72° | He (2, y) P dz.
2Co Je N(E5,5/4)

Using the property |Vo¢|? < Co¢ we derive that

/ 125 g (2, y)26(2)d= < 4Co / 125 o (2, ) [2dz.
c N(Es,6/4)
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It verifies inequality (BI0]). Since the assumption dist (y, Es) > §/2 implies dist (y, N(Es,0/4)) >
0/4, it holds

sup sup  |He(z,y)| < sup sup  |Ggnra(z,9) < C.
dist (y,E5)>8/2 zEN(Es,5/4) dist (y,E5)>8/2 zEN(E5,6/4) +

Combination of this and BII]) gives

sup (/ t125|VZHc(z,y)|2dz> <C / t1=2dz | < C.
dist (y,Es)>8/2 \J E; N(Es,6/4)

This concludes the derivation of the desired uniform bound (B.3).
It remains to take into consideration of the first term of ([B.8]). We split the term as

| V-Gag s )0

— [ VG OO+ [ V.G () ) 01y
0(2,26)

7(2,26)
= A1(2) + Aa(2).

Take ¢ > = and r > 1 satisfying % + % = 1. Then

|A1(2)] < </ |VZGR"+1(Zuy)|Tdy> £ 0)lao(@,26)-
0(£,26) +

In light of the definition of GRK+1, it holds that

1 1
: 1 :
|V.Gpnti(z,y)['dy | <C / dy
(/0(9,25) R o(@,28) |(T —y, t)|(n=2s+)r

< C'max {t%f("fzsﬂ), 1} = C'max {t7%+2571, 1} )

Thus we have
|A1(2)] < C'max {t7%+25717 1} 1£@) (- 0)l|La(o(02,26))-

Using this we see

1
/ 125 A (2)Pdz < C/ max {fl_zsf 2"n+45727f1_25} £ 07 000,26 4t
Es 0

(3.13) ‘ eq-appendix-G-1

! s—2n —2s
= [ {2 O 0 o am

< CIFU) G0 a0 (.25

Concerning the term Az, we note that Es is away from Z(€2,20) x {0}. Thus we have
sup |V.Ggni1(2,y)] < C.
2€Es,y€T(£,26) +

Hence

Ag(2)] < C / FO) @ 0)ldy, = € Bs.
7(Q,26)

Using this we find

2
/ 1725\ Ay (2)|2dz < C </ |f(U)(y,0)|dy> ) (3.14) |eq—appendix-G-2
Es Z(£2,20)
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We have obtained the desired bound of [, t'72*|[VU|*dz through the estimates (B.10), (3.13) and
(BI4). The proof is complete. O
4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I[]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LTl Here we set the condition
Condition A:

. flu) 1/2 . fw) _
et AT I e =
with one of the following assumptions
(1) Q is convex and
) uf(u) — 0F (u) 2n
llﬁsolip W < O, for some 0 € [O, n——25) (41)

(2) Condition (@I]) holds and the function v — f(u)uf% is nonincreasing on (0, o).
First we obtain a uniform L! bound away from the boundary and a uniform L° bound near the
boundary for positive solutions to (L2)). For r > 0 we let
O, r) =4z € Q| dist(z,00) < r}.

Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a C%(Q) solution of (L) with f satsifying

lim inf Q) > AL (4.2)

n—00 u

For each r > 0, there exists a number C = C(r,Q) > 0 such that

/ flu)ydz < C, (4.3)
Z(Q,r)
and
sup  u(x) < C. (4.4)
ze0(Q,r)

Proof. Recall that ¢; is the eigenfunction of —A | with the smallest eigenvalue \; > 0. Using
this and (L2)), we get

/Q wlu(a:)da::/ﬂ(d‘ls‘bl)“(x)dx

= [ ¢ Asu(z)dx (4.5)

By the condtion ([@2]) there are constants § > 0 and C' > 0 such that f(u) > (\] + d)u — C for all
u > 0. With this, (L3 gives

/ {o1udr > /()\i + d)uprdx —/ Crdex,
Q Q Q
which yields

/ drudr < 1/ Cordx < C(6,9, f). (4.6)
Q o Ja
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On the other hand, it is well-known ¢; > C on Z(€2, r) with a constant C' = C'(r). Combining this
and ([L6) we get

/ udr < C | ¢rudr < C. (4.7)
Q\Qq Q

From the identity (LX), we obtain the estimate [{3]).

When  is strictly convex, the moving plane method in [0 23] yields that the solution increases
along an arbitrary line toward inside of ) starting from any point on 0€). Given this fact, it
is well-known that the estimate (1) gives the uniform bound near the boundary (see e.g. [21]
Lemma 13.2]).

For the general domain without the convexity assumption, we make use of the Kelvin transform
of v in the space R™*!. Since ) is smooth, for a point zy we can find a ball which contact xy from

the exterior of 2. We may assume 29 = 1 and the ball is B(0, 1) without loss of generality. Set

w(z) = |22 " <#) .

div(t!=2Vw) =0 in k(C),

Then, w satisfies

w >0 in k(C),
w=0 on k(09 x [0, 00)),
Fw = g(y,w) on #(€ x {0}),

where g(y,w) = f(ly|""*w)/|y|" 2. For A > 0 we set

e Dy=r(C)N{ze R 1 [2] <1, 2y >1- A},

e 9D\ = D\ N IR},

e Th(y) = (2—2X—y1, %2, , Ynt1)-
Let wx(y) = w(Tx(y)) and {x = wy —w defined on Dy. We claim that vy > 0 if A > 0 is sufficiently
small. Set vy, = max{0,—vx}. Then,

0= ¢y div(t' V() dady
. (4.8)
= [ C;aﬁCAd$+/ 28V ¢y P dady.
0Dy D
‘We have
/ (=)0 Cade = / (~G) (@(Taz, wn) — gz, w))de
. . (4.9)
-/ (w ) 9(z,w) = g(Trz, )z
OD xN{wy<w}

Since u — f(u)u~ s nonincreasing, we see that g(z,w) < g(Thx,wy) because |x| > |Th(x)|.
Using this we deduce that

/ t172s|v<;|2d$dy < / (w—w)\)(g(I,w) —g($7W)\))d:E
N éka{wkgw}
< / (w— w)\)Qh(CC, w, wy)dz (4.10)
BDAﬁ{wASW}

- / (&) h(e, w, wy)de,
5D,\ﬁ{w,\§w}
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g(z,w)—g(@,w»)
W—Ww )

By Hoélder’s inequality we deduce that

where h(z,w,wy) = . Since f is locally Lipschitz it is bounded by sup;p, [Jw|+|wx[].

/ 2|V Pdady < C | (¢))?dx
Dy AD AN {wy<w} (4.11)

< C1IDA N fws < W} PG (202,

Using the trace inequality, we get
16 G0 L2nrn-2000) < CIIDAN {wn < w}*/™[¢5 (O 2n -2 2y
which yields that ¢, = 0 for small .
Now we set
n=sup{A>0:Tx(Dy) C k(C)},
and
S = {0<A§g:<}20 onDA}U{O}.

We shall prove that S = [0,7/2]. Since (, is a continuous function of A, the set S is closed. Thus,
it is enough to show that S is also open in [0,7/2]. Note that the constant C' in the inequality
(1) can be chosen uniformly for A € [0,7/2] since supg< <, /2 Sup;p, [[w| + [wx[] is bounded.

Choose any 0 < Ay < 1/2 contained in S. Then we have (, > 0. Since (), > 0 on (9 x
[0,00))N Dy, and div(t'=2*V(,,) = 0 in Dy, we see that ¢y, > 0 in D, by the maximum principle
(see e.g. [B]). Thus we can find ¢ > 0 such that

|.D)\07c = {ac € Dy, : (x> C}| > |D>\0| — 5/2.

By continuity, there is € > 0 such that (x > £ and [Dy \ D,| < § for A € [Ag, Ao + €). For such A
we then see that

(9]

c 5
: _ > —_—_— = = — 0.
{zeDr:> S} 12 DA -5 —5=1Dal =34

This yields that
{z € Dx: (<0} <4

Then the inequality (A1) implies that {5 > 0 for A € [Ao, Ag + €). Therefore we have that w
increases in any line in ) starting from a boundary point. Since w(z) > w(y) we deduce that
u(z/|x|?) > cu(y/ly|?) holds with some ¢ € (0, 1) uniformly for (z,vy) satisfying min(|z|, [y|) > 1/2.
Then we can obtain the L bound near the boundary 0f). It completes the proof. O

n

(T2) with f(u) =uP. Then there exists a constant C' = C(p,Q) > 0 such that

/ uP ™ (z)dx < C.
Q

Moreover, in the general case of Theorem[LZ, there exists a constant C = C(f,Q) > 0 such that

/Qx{o} {nF(U) _z _22svf(v)} dr < C,

where F(v) := fov f(s)ds.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that 1 < p < "i‘gz and let u € C?(C) be a solution of the equation
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Proof. In this proof, we assume that 2 is strictly convex. The general case will be proved in the
last part of the proof of Theorem [T 11
We make use of Lemma 1] to get a number ¢ > 0 and a constant C' = C(4,€2) > 0 so that

sup u(x) < C, (4.12)
O(0,8)
and
/ fu)(x)de < C. (4.13)
7(2,5)

We apply these estimates to the inequality ([B.I]) . Then we obtain

/n\% nF(U) - (n _225) U f(U)d

The proof is completed. O

min
re(d,26]

<cC. (4.14)

Remark 4.3. In the local problem —Au =uP in Q, u =0 on 99, with 1 < p < Z—J_rg, given the L*°

bound ([#4)) of a solution unear the boundary, one can use WP regularity estimate on O(Q,6) to
get the L™ estimates of |[Vu| on the O(£,5/2). Then, for f(u) = u? and p < 22, the Pohozaev

n—2"7
2 n n—2
/ (z,v)do = (— - >/up+1d:17
a9 p+1 2 Q

gives a uniform bound of fQ uPt1dr. Then using the Sobolev embeddings iteratively we can get

identity

@
on

the uniform bound of ||u|| e (q). This is not applicable to our problem (L2) because the Pohozaev
identity is given on the extended domain 2 x [0, c0) as follows (see [22] Lemma 3.1])

1 -2
_/ VU P (2, v)do = (L - S) / U [P+ de, (4.15)
2 aL.C p+1 2 Qx{0}

where U is the harmonic extention of w. In this case the left-hand side would not be bounded by

using only the L™ estimate of u(x) = U(z,0) near 02 since the harmonic extension U(z) is made

of all values of u(x) for x € Q. This is the reason that we rely on the estimates of Proposition Bl
We are now in a position to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[1l For the sake of simplicity, first we prove the theorem for f(u) = uP. Since

< ngz we get g1 > p for # — qil = % — ¢ with sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Using Lemma 2] we
get
lullgy < CllAsul| 22 < Cllu? || o2 < C.
P P
For k > 1, we define ¢ by the relation qﬂk — qklﬂ = 2—715 — ¢ and stop the sequence when we have
=< 25 _¢. Then, using Lemma 2] for k=1,--- , N — 1, we have

[l < CllAwulls < Ol o < O,
We then have ||u||qy < C1, and use Lemma 2] again to deduce |ul/z~ < C1. It completes the

proof when € is convex and f(u) = uP, p < :’:—gz

Now we shall prove the theorem for general function f satisfying Condition A. We first see
from Proposition that

/QX{O} {nF(v) _ ”_223Uf(v)} de < C. (4.16)
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From the condition (@), for any ¢ > 0, we can find C. > 0 such that
wf(u) < OF (u) + eu® f(u)®/" + C.. (4.17)

In what follows, C. may be chosen differently in each line. Using Holder’s inequality and the
Sobolev embedding we deduce that

[t

/uf(u)dx:/uASudx:/A;/z’u-A;/?udx: || AL/ 2 2. (4.19)
Q Q Q

From (EI0) and ([@I7), we can deduce that

(-5 [t [ reoan e

Choose € = €(f,n) > 0 small enough so that (% — 252¢) > £. Then combining ([@I8) and @IJ)
with the above inequality yields for a constant C' = C'(6,n) > 0 we have

2s 2s/n
Fdw < ull a0l @73y < CIAYull, (4.18)

and we have

-2
(5-"57) ha2ulp < c5lay2ulg + ., (4:20)

which implies
AL 2|2 < C. (4.21)

Let p>Tlandg= (p+1)=5

< Then

n—2

(/ uqd:v> R Hu(p+1)/2||22n
Q n—2s

<C Vu 2 [*de = C, Vu - V(uP)dz
0 (0,00) 2 (0,00) (4.22)

=C, /— uPdx

+2s
< eCp/ uRES Py + C..
Q

(p+1)

Since p + 1 = 2=234 we have

/u%updxz/uq(n_2s)/nuﬁd$
Q Q
n—2s 2s
n n
< </ uq("%)/”'mdx) </ uﬁ"daj)
Q Q

n2s (4.23)

<o [ A
Q

n—2s

SC(/uqu) ! ,
Q

where we used ([L2I)) in the last estimate. Combinig this with [@22]) yields that

1/q
</ uqdzzr> <,
Q
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Since p is an arbitrary number, we can use Lemma 2.1l to conclude that
||U||Loo S Ce'

It completes the proof. O

5. THE LANE-EMDEN SYSTEM

In this section, we study the Lane-Emden system involving the square root of the Laplacian

Agu = vP in C,
Asv =l %n C, (5.1)
u>0,v>0 in C,
u=v=0 on OC.
We shall also denote by u and v the harmonic extensions of v and v. Then, we have
div(t'=25Vu) = div(t!=2Vo) =0 in C,
=v=0 7]
uw="un on 0;.C, (5.2)
Osu =P, J3v =ul on  x {0},
u>0,v>0 in C.

First, the existence of weak solution and Brezis-Kato type estimate will follow from the same
proof of [I7]. We shall obtain a Pohozaev type identity, which proves nonexistence of nontrivial
solutions for the system (G.I)) in critical and supercritical cases. Next, we shall establish a moving
plane argument. Then, we shall obtain the a priori estimate for subcritical cases by applying the
framework which was used in the proof of Theorem [T}

The existence result follows by applying the proof of [I7, Theorem 1]. with minor modifications.
The proof uses the following result of Benci-Rabinowitz [2].

Theorem 5.1 (Indefinite Functional Theorem). Let H be a real Hilbert sapce with H = Hy © Ho.
Suppose L € C*(H,R) satisfies the Palais-smale condition, and
(1) L(u) = &(Lu,u)y — H(u), where L : H — H is bounded and self-adjoint, and L leaves Hy
and Hy invariant;
(2) H' is compact;
(3) there ewists a subspace H C H and sets S C H, Q C H and constants o > w such that
(a) SC Hy and L |s> «,
(b) Q is bounded and L < w on the boundary 0Q of Q in H,
(¢) S and 0Q link.

Then L possesses a critical value ¢ > «.

We set
o E4(Q) = HYQ) x H*7%(Q), 0<a<2s.
o BF = {(u,£(—=A)*"2u) :u e HY(Q)}.
We then have
EQ)=EteoE ={u=ut+u", vt e E*} (5.3)

We easily see that E+ have their orthonormal basis

{%(/\;“/2@,1/\2/2_1@) : k_1,2,-~-}. (5.4)
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L= ( 0 (—a)e ) . (5.5)

Let

Then,

(=A)°u,u) = =(Lu,u)gr. (5.6)

N =

Proof of Theorem [, We apply Theorem [5.1] with the spaces H = E™(Q), H; = ET, and Hy =
E~. In this setting, it follows from the proof of [I7, Theoreml] with minor changes that the
conditions (1)-(3) of Theorem [Tl are satisfied. Then the existence of a weak solution (u, v) follows.
We omit the detail for the simplicity of exposition. The difference of the range of (p, ) is due to

the different ranges of the Sobolev inequalities. O
We have the following Brezis-Kato type result.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that (p,q) is critical or sub-critical. Let (u,v) be a weak solution of
(CI). Then we have u € L=(2) and v € L>°(R).

Proof. Note that

Asv = a(x)u in Q,
{ Asu = b(z)v in Q. (5.7)
Since a(x) € L%(Q) we have
a(:v)u(x) = QG(J;)U’(‘T) + fe(x)v (58)
where fo € L*°(£2) and HqEH%(Q) < e. We have
u(@) = (As) 7 (b) (@) (5.9)
Hence,
v = (AS)71 [QE(AS)il(bv)] + (AS)ilfe(x)- (5.10)

From Lemma 2] and Holder’s inequality, we have the following embedding properties of linear
maps; Fix a > 1, then
e w — b(x)w is bounded form L*(Q) to L?(Q) for
1 ¢g—1 1
- =—+—. 5.11
B q+1 « (5.11)
e w— (As)"'w is bounded from L?(Q) to L7(2) for

25—n<%—%>. (5.12)

e w — ¢.(z)w is bounded from L7 to L* with the norm HqEHLLﬂ @ for
bt

1 p—1 1

=t oy 5.13

a p+1 v (5.13)
e w — (A;) 1w is bounded from L%() to L°(f2) for

25 =n G - %) : (5.14)
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Combining these facts, we see that the map w — (As) ™" [ge(As) ™ (bw)] is bounded from L*(€2)
to L*(Q) for any « > 1. Thus,

[ollze < 1(=A) 7" [ge(A) ™ (b0)] ey + 1(A) ™ fell Lo
< Cllgellllvll o) + [1(As) ™! fellLa(qy-

Since ||g|| p+1 < €, we can deduce from (BIH) that ||v||Le < C for some C' > 0. Then using Lemma
p—1
211 we deduce that v € L>(Q). From this we also get v € L>°(§2). The lemma is proved O

(5.15)

Now we recall the regularity result form [T} 23]. Consider weak solution U € Hg ;(C) N L>(C)
to the problem
div(t"=2*VU) =0 inC,
U=0 on 9;C, (5.16)
0:U(x,0) = g(x) on 2 x {0}.
Then, for g € C*(9), we have

a+2s :
{ vel Q) it o +2s <1, (5.17)

veOharTLQ)  ifa+2s> 1.

Using this result iteratively, we can prove the following result.

Proposition 5.3. Let (u,v) is a weak solution of (L)) such that w € H® (Q) N L>®(Q) and
v € H*2(Q)NL>®(Q) for some s1 >0 and sa > 0. Then it holds that u € C»*(Q) and v € CH(Q)
for any a € (0,1).

We shall obtain a Pohozaev type identity for the system (52]). It will gives the nonexistence

result for the critical and supercritical cases.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that (u,v) € C?(C) x C?(C) satisfies

div(t' 2% )u = din(t'"**Vv) =0 inC, (5.18)
U=1v=0 on 0rC.
Then we have
/ 725 (2 - V)%%dtf
aLe ov Ov
(5.19)

= —/ [(z, Vy0)0u + (x, Vau)opvlde — (n — 2s) / 72V - Vodz.
Qx {y=0} c
Proof. We have
div[t! ™2z - Vu)Vu + 1722 - VuV]
= (2, Vo)div(t' 72*Vu) + (2, Vu)div(t' =2 Vo) + 1722 . V(Vu - Vo) + 26172V - Vo,
(5.20)
Therefore, from (BI]) in C, we have
div[t' =% (2, Vo) Vu + t1 725 (2, Vu) Vo] = t1 722 - V(Vu - Vo) + 26125V - Vo, (5.21)
We also have
div[t' 2% (2)(Vu - Vv)] (divt' =252)(Vu - Vo) + 17252 - V(Vu - Vo)
(n+2—28)t'"2(Vu - Vo) + 17252 . V(Vu - Vo).

lcxnu
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The above two formulas gives the following equality:
div[t! =% (2, Vo) Vu + t1 725 (2, Vu) Vo] — div(t' ™ 2(Vu - Vv)) + (n — 2s)t' "2 Vu - Vo = 0.(5.22)
Using the divergence theorem and the fact that u = v = 0 on 99 x [0, ), we get
/ div[t' =% (2, Vo) Vu + t1 2% (2, Vu) Voldz
Qx(0,R)

= / 21725z . V)@ . @da +/ [(z, Vy0)05u + (z, Vyu)0)v|dx (5.23)
Qx(0,R) v v Qx{y=0}

+/ t725(z, Vou) (Vu, v) + (2, Veu)(Vo, v)]de,
Qx{y=R}

and
c (4128 1-2s du v 2-2s
div(t"™*z(Vu-Vv))dz = t Nz v) (57— )do+ R="**(Vu-Vov)dx.
Qx(0,R) A0 % (0,R) ov v Qx{y=R}
(5.24)
Letting R — oo we obtain
/ div[t' ™% (2, Vo) Vu + t'72%(2, Vu) Voldz
c
1-2s du v s s (525)
= [ 207z v)=— —do+ [(z, Vy0)05u + (z, Vyu)opvlde,
c ov Ov Qx {y=0}
and
/div(t1_2sz(Vu -Vo))dx = /t1_25(2 . u)(@ : @)da (5.26)
C C ov v

Integrating (5:22)) over C and using the above two formulas we obtain

/t1_25(z . I/)% : @da + / [(z, Viv)0iu + (x, Vyu)oyvlde = (n — 2s) / 12 VuVudz,
c dv v Qx{y=0} C

which is the desired identity (GI9). O

Proof of Theorem[[.3. We may assume that (Q is starshaped with respect to the origin, that is,
(x-v) >0 for any x € .. It easily implies that (x - ) > 0 holds also for x € 9.C.

Suppose that (u,v) € C2(C) x C?(C) satisfies (5.2)) and denote also by u and v the harmonic
extensions of u and v. Let f(v) = vP and g(u) = uP and set

F(v) = / f(s)ds and G(u) = / g(s)dx.
0 0
Because F(0) =0 and u = 0 on 9 x {0}, we get

/ (x, Vz0)0ou(z)dx = / (x, V) f(v)dz
Qx{0} Qx{0}

(5.27)
= / (2, V. F(v))dx = —/ nF(v)dz.
Qx {0} Qx{0}

Likewise, we have

/Q @ TeEv(a)dn == / nG(u)de.

Qx{0}



19

For a solution (u,v) of the system (G.1I), we get

1 1—9s Ou Ov
2/8Lct (x V)(?uayda

n n
= — —(n—2s5)0 vp+1—|—<—— n—2s 1—9>uq+1d:v.
/Qx{y—o}<p+1 ( )> q+1 ( I )

Since u = v = 0 on J1,C we see that % > 0 and % > 0 on 0.C. If (p,q) is super-critical we can
find 6 € (0,1) such that

(5.28)

n n
—(n—25)0 <0 and —— —(n—2s)(1-0) <0.
- n-29) (21— 0)
It implies that u = v =0 on Q x {0}. In the critical case, we have

l/ tlfQS(x,u)%@da,
2 Jo.c Ov Ov

which implies that $%(zo) = 0 or 9%(xo) = 0. Since div(t'~2*Vu) = div(t'"**Vv) = 0 and u
and v are nonnegative on C, it follows from Hopf’s lemma that « = 0 or v = 0, which yields that

u = v = 0. The proof is complete. O

Next, we shall establish the moving plane argument, which will give the symmetry result and
the L bound near the boundary of positive solutions to (GIl). As a preliminary step, we need

the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that ¢ <0, d <0 and Q is a bounded (not necessary smooth) domain of R™
and set C = Q x (0,00). Suppose u,v € C*(C) N L>®(C) is a solution of the system

div(t*=25Vu) = div(t'=2*Vv) =0 in C,

u>0,v>0 on 01.C, (5.29)
Oiu+c(x)v >0 on  x {0}, '
Oiv+d(z)u >0 on 2 x {0},

and there is some point xo € C such that u(xg) = v(xg) = 0. Then, there exists 6 > 0 depending
only on ||c||L=(q), |||z~ and n such that if

2N {u(-,0) <0} - 12N {v(-,0) < 0} <4,
then u >0 and v >0 in C.
Proof. Set u~ = max{0, —u} and v~ = max{0,—v}. Asu~™ =v~ =0 on 9N x [0,00), we get
0= / u”div(t' ™3 Vu)dedy = / u- Oyudr + / 25| Vu~ |Pdady.
c Qx{0} c

Then, as ¢ < 0, we deduce that

/t1725|Vu7|2dxdy = —/ v Opudx
C Qx{0}
:/ u” cvdx
Qx{0}

g/ u” (—c)v~dx
Qx{0}
<N {u (5,0) > 03>/ ™||e]l Lo () 1w [l 20 /201 ()~ 07 | 20/ (200 (1)

(5.30)
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By the same argument for v—, we get
/Ctl_QSIW_Fdxdy < QN {u(0) > 0P dl| oo oy lu [l 2nrcn-200 0 - 07 L2002 3631)

Multipliying the above two inequalities, we obtain

(/ t1_2S|Vu_|2dxdy> (/ t1_25|Vv_|2dxdy>
c c

<120 {u(,0) > 030 {0 (-,0) > 0} el oo eyl e (@) 1™ 1202y [0 [ o200
(5.32)

We now use the Sobolev trace inequality

5’0”“_('70)||%2n/<n723)(9) S/C|Vu_|2d;vdy
and

Sollv™ (5 0)| T 2n/tn 200 () S/CIVU|2d:z;dy.
Then it follows that

Sgllu(-,0) ||%2n/<n72s>(gz) [v™(-0) ||%2n/<n72s>(g)

<120 {u™(,0) > 032/ {v™ (,0) > O}/ lell o o ] oo 6 107 [ o200y 10 2020 -

If we choose § so that S3 > 6'/"||c||p=(q)l|d]| z=(n), the above inequality yields that u~ = 0 or
v= =0. Say u~ =0, then we have [, |Vv~|*dzdy = 0 from (53T). Thus we have Vo~ = 0, and

since v(zp) = 0, we conclude that v~ = 0. The proof is complete. i
For y € 9Q and A > 0 we set

T(y5 /\) = {.I € R™: <y - .I,I/(y» = )‘}a
Sy, ) ={z e Q: (y—a,v(y) <A},

and define R(y, \) be the reflection with respect to the hyperplane T'(y, A). We also set ¥/(y, \) :=
R(y, M)X(y, A) and

Ay r=sup{A > 0:X(y,\) C Q}. (5.33)

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that (u,v) € C?(Q) is a solution of ([LI). Then, for any y € O and
x € X(y,\), we have

u(R(y, \)z) > u(z) and v(R(y,\)z) > v(x)
for any A € (0, A,].

Proof. We may assume that 0 € 9Q and v = (1,0) is a normal direction to 9 at this point. It is

sufficient to prove the lemma at this point. For A > 0 we set
Ya={(z1,2) € Q:21 > A} and T\ = {(z1,2') € Q:21 = \}.
For z € Xy, define x\ = (2A — x1,2). From the defintion ([£.33]) we see

{zx:2€X\} CQ VA < Ag.
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We denote also by u and v the harmonic extension of v and v in C. Then, (u,v) € C?(C) satisfies

div(t'=2Vu) = div(t!=2*Vv) =0 in C,

u=v=20 on 0;.C, (5.34)
Osu =P, O5v =ul on Q x {0}, '
u>0,v>0 in C.

For (z,y) € ¥ x [0,00), we set
ux(z,y) = u(zy,y) = w2\ — x1,2',y)
and
O‘A(Iay) = (’UJ)\ - u)(x,y), ﬂ)\(xvy) = (UA - v)(xvy)'

Then we have uy = vy = 0 on T\ x [0,00) and obtain from (34 that uy > 0 and vy > 0 on
(002N 2y) x [0,00). Since 9L, = Ty U (922N X)) we see that (ay, By satisfies

div(tl_QSVa,\) = diV(tl_%VAﬁ)\) =0 in ¥y x (0,00),

ax=>0, x>0 on (9%,) x (0,00),
Ipax +ex(@)Br =0 on ¥, x {0},
9,8 +dr(z)ax =0 on ¥, x {0},
where
P _ P P _ P
Ck("EuO) = _’U)\ Y and d)\({I;,O) — —7,“)‘ u .
U — U Uy — U

Note that ¢y < 0 and d) < 0. Now we choose a small number £ > 0 so that the set ¥ has small
measure for 0 < A < k. We then deduce from Lemma [529 that, for all A € (0, k),

ay >0 and () >0 on Xy x (0,00).

The strong maximum principle implies that a) and () are identically equal to zero or strictly
positive in Xy x (0,00). Since A > 0, we have ay > 0 and 8y > 0 in (92N 9IXy) x (0,00), and so
we deduce that cy > 0 and Sy > 0 in Xy x (0,00).

We let Ay = sup{\ > OJay > 0 and B\ > 0 in Xy x (0,00)}. We claim that \y = Ap. With a
view to contradiction, we suppose that A\; < A\g. By continuity we have oy, > 0 and 5, > 0 in
¥, X (0,00). As before, from the strong maximum principle, we have that «y, > 0 and 5, > 0
in ¥y, x (0,00). Next, let 6 > 0 be a constant and find a compact set K C X, such that
[Zx, VK| < §/2. We have ay, > > 0 and 8y, > n > 0 in K for some constant 7, since K is
compact. Thus, we obtain that ax,4c(-,0) > 0 and 8y, 1c(-,0) > 0 in K and that |Xx, 4+ \ K| < ¢
for sufficiently small € > 0.

By using Lemma [5.29in Xy, . X (0,00) to the function (ay, +c, Ox,+c), we have that ay, 1. >0
and fx,+e > 0in K. Thus {ax,+e < 0}, {Br;4+e < 0} C Ty, + \ K, which have measure at most ¢.
We take 0 to be the constant of Lemma [5.29] Then we deduce that

ax+e >0 and By 4e >0 in Xy 4 X (0,00).

This is a contradiction to the definition of A;. Thus, we have that Ay = A, which proves the

lemma. O

This lemma gives the following symmetry result of Theorem [[L4l We are now ready to prove
Theorem



Proof of Theorem[1.A Since Q is convex and smooth, there exist constants Ao > 0 and ¢y > 0 such
that

Y(y,A) CQ, A<Xo, and (v(z),v(y)) >co, x € IL(y, o) NN (5.35)

If (p, q) is sub-critical, we may choose 6 € (0,1) so that

n

n
—(n—2s)0 d ——-(n—2s5)(1—-4 .
P (n—2s)0 >0 an ) (n —2s)( )>0

Recall that ¢ is the positive eigenfunction of —A on Q with the eigenvalue A\;. Using (1)) we

obtain
/Up¢1d:v=/ vV A\ugrdr  and /uq¢1dx=/ vV A\vgrde.
Q Q Q Q

We use a convex inequality to get

/Q Muprdr > C(/ vordr)?  and /Q AMvordr > C(/ uprdx)?,

Q Q
which yields that

/ vprdr < C' and / uprdr < C.
Q Q
We also have
/(vp +u?)prdx < C.
Q

From (53%), Lemma and the above inequality, we can obtain L°°-bound for (u,v) near the
boundary 0f2. Thus we obtain

/(U”Jrl +u?™)dx < C.
Q

We now use the bootstrap argument to improve the integrability of v and u. For this, we need

(p+1)p - (q+1)pt1 < - and T 7 — P < -
It is enough to get
R S T [ N
p+1 (g+Dp n g+1 (p+)p " n

We need to choose p so that

%>max[(q+1)("_28—L>’(p+1)(n_2s_L>}'

n p+1

Because p% + q% = 2=2% 4 ¢, we may choose p so that
1 .
—>1—emin(p+1,¢+1).
p
This enables the bootstrapping. The proof is complete. O
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