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CLASSIFICATION OF SOLUTIONS TO CONFORMALLY INVARIANT

SYSTEMS WITH MIXED ORDER AND EXPONENTIALLY INCREASING

OR NONLOCAL NONLINEARITY

WEI DAI, GUOLIN QIN

Abstract. In this paper, without any assumption on v and under extremely mild assumption
u(x) = O(|x|K) at ∞ for some K ≫ 1 arbitrarily large, we prove classification of solutions
to the following conformally invariant system with mixed order and exponentially increasing
nonlinearity in R2:

{

(−∆)
1

2u(x) = epv(x), x ∈ R2,

−∆v(x) = u4(x), x ∈ R
2,

where p ∈ (0,+∞), u ≥ 0 and satisfies the finite total curvature condition
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞.

In order to show integral representation formula and crucial asymptotic property for v, we derive
and use an expL +L lnL inequality, which is itself of independent interest. When p = 3

2 , the

system is closely related to single conformally invariant equations (−∆)
1

2 u = u3 and −∆v = e2v

on R2, which have been quite extensively studied (cf. [6, 11, 19, 21, 25, 28] etc). We also derive
classification results for nonnegative solutions to conformally invariant system with mixed order
and Hartree type nonlocal nonlinearity in R3. Extensions to mixed order conformally invariant
systems in R

n with general dimensions n ≥ 3 are also included.

Keywords: Classification of solutions; Conformally invariant; Systems with mixed order; Ex-
ponentially increasing nonlinearity; Method of moving spheres; expL+L lnL inequality; Fractional
Laplacians; Nonlocal nonlinearity.

2020 MSC Primary: 35M30; Secondary: 35A02, 53C18, 35R11.

1. Introduction

1.1. Conformally invariant systems with mixed order and exponentially increasing

nonlinearity in R2. In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the following conformally
invariant system with mixed order and exponentially increasing nonlinearity in R2:

(1.1)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) = epv(x), x ∈ R2,

−∆v(x) = u4(x), x ∈ R2,

where p ∈ (0,+∞), u ≥ 0 and satisfies the finite total curvature condition
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞.

We assume (u, v) is a pair of classical solution to the planar system (1.1) in the sense that
u ∈ C

1,ǫ
loc(R

2) ∩ L1(R
2) with arbitrarily small ǫ > 0 and v ∈ C2(R2). The square root of the

Laplacian (−∆)
1
2 is a particular case of general fractional Laplacians (−∆)

α
2 with α = 1. In

R
n with n ≥ 1, for any u ∈ C

[α],{α}+ǫ

loc (Rn) ∩ Lα(R
n), the nonlocal operator (−∆)

α
2 (0 < α < 2)
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is defined by (see [7, 18, 25, 27, 36, 74])

(1.2) (−∆)
α
2 u(x) = Cn,α P.V.

∫

Rn

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|n+α
dy := Cn,α lim

ε→0

∫

|y−x|≥ε

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|n+α
dy,

where [α] denotes the integer part of α, {α} := α−[α], the constant Cn,α =
(

∫

Rn

1−cos(2πζ1)
|ζ|n+α dζ

)−1

and the (slowly increasing) function space

(1.3) Lα(R
n) :=

{

u : Rn → R
∣

∣

∫

Rn

|u(x)|
1 + |x|n+α

dx < +∞
}

.

The fractional Laplacians (−∆)
α
2 can also be defined equivalently (see [27]) by Caffarelli and

Silvestre’s extension method (see [9]) for u ∈ C
[α],{α}+ǫ

loc (Rn) ∩Lα(R
n). For instance, the square

root of the Laplacian (−∆)
1
2 can be defined equivalently for any u ∈ C

1,ǫ
loc(R

n) ∩ L1(R
n) by

(1.4) (−∆)
1
2u(x) := −Cn lim

y→0+

∂U(x, y)

∂y
= −Cn lim

y→0+

∫

Rn

|x− ξ|2 − ny2

(

|x− ξ|2 + y2
)

n+3
2

u(ξ)dξ,

where U(x, y) is the harmonic extension of u(x) in R
n+1
+ = {(x, y)| x ∈ Rn, y ≥ 0}. The

definition (1.2) of the fractional Laplacian (−∆)
α
2 can also be extended further to distributions

in the space Lα(R
n) by

(1.5)
〈

(−∆)
α
2 u, φ

〉

=

∫

Rn

u(x)(−∆)
α
2 φ(x)dx, ∀φ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn).

Throughout this paper, we define (−∆)
1
2u by definition (1.2) and its equivalent definition

(1.4) for u ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc(R

2) ∩L1(R
2). Due to the nonlocal virtue of (−∆)

1
2 , we need the assumption

u ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc(R

2) with arbitrarily small ǫ > 0 (merely u ∈ C1 is not enough) to guarantee that

(−∆)
1
2u ∈ C(R2) (see [27, 74]), and hence u is a classical solution to the planar system (1.1)

in the sense that (−∆)
1
2u is pointwise well defined and continuous in the whole plane R2.

The fractional Laplacian (−∆)
α
2 is a nonlocal integral-differential operator. It can be used

to model diverse physical phenomena, such as anomalous diffusion and quasi-geostrophic flows,
turbulence and water waves, molecular dynamics, and relativistic quantum mechanics of stars
(see [10, 30] and the references therein). It also has various applications in conformal geometry,
probability and finance (see [2, 7, 18] and the references therein). In particular, the fractional
Laplacian can also be understood as the infinitesimal generator of a stable Lévy process (see
[2]).

Being different from higher dimensions n ≥ 3, one should notice that Liouville type theorem
for super-harmonic functions (bounded from below) (cf. e.g. Theorem 3.1 in [43]) only holds
on the plane R

2, hence R
2 (endowed with the standard flat metric) is a parabolic Riemannian

manifold. Euclidean space Rn with n > 3 (endowed with the standard flat metric) is not a
parabolic Riemannian manifold. Indeed, for any n > 3, the non-constant positive function

u(x) :=
(

√
n(n−2)

1+|x|2

)
n−2
2

solves the Yamabe equation −∆u = u
n+2
n−2 in Rn. Thus the Liouville type

theorem for super-harmonic functions (bounded from below) does not hold in Rn with n > 3.

Consider fractional order or higher order geometrically interesting conformally invariant equa-
tion of the form

(1.6) (−∆)
α
2 u = u

n+α
n−α in R

n,
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where n ≥ 1 and α ∈ (0,+∞). We say (1.6) has subcritical, critical or super-critical order
if α < n, α = n or α > n respectively. In the special case n > α = 2, equation (1.6) is the
the well-known Yamabe problem. In higher order case that 2 ≤ α 6= n is an even integer,
equation (1.1) arises from the conformal metric problems, prescribing Q-curvature problems,
conformally covariant Paneitz operators and GJMS operators and so on ... (see e.g. [4, 19, 21,
22, 24, 45, 51, 52, 55, 61, 63, 69, 72, 75, 76, 78] and the references therein). In the fractional
order or fractional higher order case that α ∈ (0, n)\2N, conformally invariant equation (1.6) is
closely related to the fractional Q-curvature problems and the study of fractional conformally
covariant Paneitz and GJMS operators and so on ... (cf. e.g. [17, 18, 54] and the references
therein).

The quantitative and qualitative properties of solutions to conformally invariant equations
(1.6) have been extensively studied. In the special case n > α = 2, positive C2 smooth solution
to the Yamabe equation (1.6) has been classified by Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg in [50], and
Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck in [8]. When n > α = 4, Lin [61] proved the classification results
for all the positive C4 smooth solutions of (1.6). In [75], among other things, Wei and Xu
classified all the positive Cα smooth solutions of (1.6) when α ∈ (0, n) is an even integer. In
[26], by developing the method of moving planes in integral forms, Chen, Li and Ou classified

all the positive L
2n

n−α

loc solutions to the equivalent integral equation of the PDE (1.6) for general
α ∈ (0, n), as a consequence, they obtained the classification results for positive weak solutions
to PDE (1.6), moreover, they also derived classification results for positive Cα smooth solutions
to (1.6) provided α ∈ (0, n) is an even integer. Subsequently, Chen, Li and Li [25] developed a
direct method of moving planes for fractional Laplacians (−∆)

α
2 with 0 < α < 2 and classified

all the C1,1
loc ∩Lα positive solutions to the PDE (1.6) directly as an application (see also [28] for

the direct method of moving spheres for (−∆)
α
2 ).

One can observe that all the above mentioned classification results of nonnegative classical
solutions are focused on the cases that 0 < α < 2 or 2 ≤ α < n is an even integer. When
α = 3 < n, Dai and Qin [36] derived the first classification result of nonnegative classical
solutions to third order equation (1.6) under weak integrability assumption. Subsequently,
by taking full advantage of the Poisson representation formulae for (−∆)

α
2 and introducing

the outer-spherical average associated with (−∆)
α
2 , among other things, Cao, Dai and Qin

[13] established super poly-harmonic property of nonnegative solutions and hence classified all
nonnegative classical solutions to (1.6) for any real number α ∈ (0, n). In the super-critical
order cases, for classification results of positive classical solutions to equation (1.6) and related
IE with negative exponents, please refer to [63, 69, 76] and the references therein.

In the limiting case (or the so-called critical order case) n = α = 2, by using the method of
moving planes, Chen and Li [21] classified all the C2 smooth solutions with finite total curvature
of the equation

(1.7)











−∆u(x) = e2u(x), x ∈ R2,

∫

R2 e
2u(x)dx < +∞.

They proved that there exists some point x0 ∈ R2 and some λ > 0 such that

u(x) = ln

[

2λ

1 + λ2|x− x0|2
]

.
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Equations of type (1.7) arise from a variety of situations, such as from prescribing Gaussian
curvature in geometry and from combustion theory in physics.

Let us briefly review the geometry background of the planar equation (1.7). Let gS2 be the
standard metric on the unit 2-sphere S2. If we consider the conformal metric ĝ := e2wgS2, then
the Gaussian curvature Kĝ satisfies the following PDE:

(1.8) ∆g
S2
w +Kĝe

2w = 1 on S2,

where ∆g
S2

denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to the standard metric gS2 on

the sphere S2. In particular, if we take Kĝ ≡ 1 in (1.8), then from the Cartan-Hadamard theo-
rem, we can deduce that w = 12 ln |Jφ|, where Jφ denotes the Jacobian of the transformation
φ. That is, ĝ := e2wgS2 is the pull back of the standard metric gS2 through some conformal
transformation φ (i.e., ĝ is isometric to gS2). Through the stereographic projection π from S2

to R2, one can see that equation (1.7) on R2 is equivalent to the equation (1.8) on S2 with
Kĝ ≡ 1.

In general, suppose (M, g) is a smooth compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, a met-
rically defined operator A is said to be conformally covariant if and only if

(1.9) Aĝ(φ) = e−bwAg(e
awφ)

for all functions φ ∈ C∞(M), where ĝ := e2wg is a conformal metric of g. When n = 2, the
Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g is conformally covariant with a = 0 and b = 2. When n ≥ 3,
the conformal Laplace-Beltrami operator Ln

g := −∆g +
n−2

4(n−1)
Rg is conformally covariant with

a = n−2
2

and b = n+2
2
. Suppose (M, g) is a smooth compact 4-dimensional Riemannian manifold,

Paneitz [72] extended the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g to the fourth order operator P 4
g on

(M, g) which is defined by

(1.10) P 4
g := ∆2

g − δ

[(

2

3
Rgg − 2Ricg

)

d

]

,

where δ is the divergent operator, Rg is the scalar curvature of g and Ricg is the Ricci curvature
of g. The Paneitz operator P 4

g has the conformally covariant property with a = 0 and b = 4.

In [4], Branson generalized the Paneitz operator P 4
g to conformally covariant operator P n

g on

manifolds (M, g) of other dimensions n > 3 with a = n−4
2

and b = n+4
2
.

On general compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n, the existence of such a
conformally covariant operator Pn,g with a = 0 and b = n for even dimensional manifold (i.e.,
n = 2m) was first derived by Graham, Jenne, Mason and Sparling in [52]. The authors in [52]
discovered the conformally covariant GJMS operator with the principle part (−∆g)

n
2 (see also

[4, 19, 55, 69]). However, it is only explicitly known for the Euclidean space R
n with standard

metric g and hence for the n-sphere Sn with standard metric gSn . The explicit formula for
Pn,gSn on Sn with general integer n ∈ N+ is given by (cf. [4, 19, 52, 55, 69]):

(1.11) Pn,gSn (·) =
n
2
∏

k=1

[

−∆gSn +
(n

2
− k
)(n

2
+ k − 1

)]

(·) , if n is even,

(1.12) Pn,gSn (·) =
[

−∆gSn +
(n− 1)2

4

]
1
2

n−1
2
∏

k=1

[

−∆gSn +
(n− 1)2

4
− k2

]

(·) , if n is odd.
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On (Sn, gSn), if we change the standard metric gSn to its conformal metric ĝ := e2wgSn

for some smooth function w on the n-sphere Sn, since the GJMS operator Pn,g is conformlly
covariant, it turns out that there exists some scalar curvature quantity Qn,g of order n such
that

(1.13) − Pn,gSn (w) +Qn,ĝe
nw = Qn,gSn on Sn.

When the metric ĝ is isometric to the standard metric gSn , then Qn,ĝ = Qn,gSn = (n− 1)!, and
hence (1.13) becomes

(1.14) − Pn,gSn (w) + (n− 1)!enw = (n− 1)! on Sn.

We reformulate the equation (1.14) on Rn by applying the stereographic projection. Let
us denote by π : Sn → Rn the stereographic projection which maps the south pole on Sn to
∞. That is, for any ζ = (ζ1, · · · , ζn+1) ∈ Sn ⊂ Rn+1 and x = π(ζ) = (x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Rn,

then it holds ζk = 2xk

1+|x|2 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n and ζn+1 = 1−|x|2
1+|x|2 . Suppose w is a smooth function

on Sn, define the function u(x) := φ(x) + w(ζ) for any x ∈ Rn, where ζ := π−1(x) and

φ(x) := ln
[

2
1+|x|2

]

= ln |Jπ−1|. Since the GJMS operator Pn,gSn is the pull back under π of the

operator (−∆)
n
2 on Rn (see Theorem 3.3 in [5]), w satisfies the equation (1.14) on Sn if and

only if the function u satisfies

(1.15) (−∆)
n
2 u = (n− 1)!enu in R

n.

In [19], for general integer n, Chang and Yang classified the Cn smooth solutions to the
critical order equations (1.15) under decay conditions near infinity

(1.16) u(x) = ln

[

2

1 + |x|2
]

+ w (ζ(x))

for some smooth function w defined on Sn. When n = α = 4, Lin [61] proved the classification
results for all the C4 smooth solutions of

(1.17)











∆2u(x) = 6e4u(x), x ∈ R4,

∫

R4 e
4u(x)dx < +∞, u(x) = o (|x|2) as |x| → +∞.

When n = α is an even integer, Wei and Xu [75] classified the Cn smooth solutions of (1.15) with
finite total curvature

∫

Rn e
nu(x)dx < +∞ under the assumption u(x) = o (|x|2) as |x| → +∞.

Zhu [78] classified all the classical solutions with finite total curvature of the problem

(1.18)











(−∆)
3
2u(x) = 2e3u(x), x ∈ R3,

∫

R3 e
3u(x)dx < +∞, u(x) = o(|x|2) as |x| → +∞.

The equation (1.18) can also be regarded as the following system with mixed order:

(1.19)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) = 2e3v(x), x ∈ R3,

−∆v(x) = u(x), x ∈ R3,
∫

R3 e
3v(x)dx < +∞, v(x) = o (|x|2) as |x| → +∞.
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One should note that the planar system (1.1) has higher degree of nonlinearity than (1.19).
Recently, Yu [77] classified (u, v) ∈ C2(R4) × C4(R4) to the following conformally invariant
system

(1.20)











−∆u(x) = e3v(x), u(x) > 0, x ∈ R4,

∆2v(x) = u4(x), x ∈ R4,
∫

R4 u
4(x)dx < +∞,

∫

R4 e
3v(x)dx < +∞, v(x) = o (|x|2) as |x| → +∞.

For more literatures on the quantitative and qualitative properties of solutions to fractional
order or higher order conformally invariant PDE and IE problems, please refer to [3, 6, 7, 11,
16, 20, 21, 24, 37, 38, 39, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 54, 64, 65] and the references therein.

In this paper, by using the method of moving spheres, we classify all the classical solutions
(u, v) to the conformally invariant planar system (1.1) with mixed order and exponentially
increasing nonlinearity. One can observe that, if we assume the relationship u = e

v
2 on R2

between u and v in the following two conformally invariant equations:

(1.21) (−∆)
1
2u = u3 and −∆v = e2v in R

2

with the finite total curvature
∫

R2 e
2v(x)dx < +∞, the resulting system is

(1.22)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) = e

3
2
v(x), x ∈ R2,

−∆v(x) = u4(x), x ∈ R2

with the finite total curvature
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞, i.e., system (1.1) with p = 3

2
. For more

literatures on the classification of solutions and Liouville type theorems for various PDE and
IE problems via the methods of moving planes or spheres and the method of scaling spheres,
please refer to [8, 13, 14, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45,
50, 53, 54, 61, 63, 64, 65, 70, 71, 73, 75, 76, 77, 78] and the references therein.

Our main classification result for system (1.1) is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume p ∈ (0,+∞) and (u, v) is a pair of classical solutions to the planar
system (1.1) such that u ≥ 0 and

∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞. Suppose there exists some K ≫ 1

arbitrarily large such that u(x) = O
(

|x|K
)

as |x| → +∞, then (u, v) must take the unique
form:

(1.23) u(x) =

(

6

p

)
1
4
(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2
)

1
2

, v(x) =
3

2p
ln







(

6
p

)
1
6
µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2







for some µ > 0 and some x0 ∈ R2, and

(1.24)

∫

R2

u4(x)dx =
6π

p
and

∫

R2

epv(x)dx =

(

6

p

)
1
4 2π√

µ
.

Remark 1.2. One should note that, in Theorem 1.1, we do not need any assumption on v.
The assumption “u(x) = O

(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for some K ≫ 1 arbitrarily large” is an extremely
mild condition, which is much weaker than the condition “u is bounded from above” and any
other assumptions (such as u(x) = o(|x|2) at ∞ and (1.16)) in previous literatures on higher
order equations or systems mentioned above. In fact, the necessary condition for us to define
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(−∆)
1
2u is u ∈ L1 (i.e., u

1+|x|3 ∈ L1(R2)), which already indicates that u grows slowly and

must has strictly less than linear growth at ∞ in the sense of integral. In addition to (1.24) in
Theorem 1.1, by direct calculations, one can also find that

(1.25)

∫

R2

e
4
3
pv(x)dx =

(

6

p

)
1
3

π.

Remark 1.3. For general s ∈ (0, 1), through similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.1,
we can also classify all classical solutions (u, v) to

(1.26)











(−∆)su(x) = epv(x), x ∈ R2,

−∆v(x) = u
2

1−s (x), x ∈ R2.

We focus particularly on the case s = 1
2
in this paper for the sake of simplicity and leave the

classification result for generalized problem (1.26) to interested readers.

We would like to mention some key ideas and main ingredients in our proof of Theorem 1.1.

First, from the finite total curvature condition
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞, we can derive the integral

representation formula for u (see Lemma 2.1), that is,

(1.27) u(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
pv(y)dy,

and hence |x|−1epv ∈ L1(R2). Combining this with the assumptions u(x) = O
(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for
someK ≫ 1 arbitrarily large and u4 ∈ L1(R2), by elliptic estimates and proving an expL +L lnL
inequality, we get v+ = o(|x|δ) at ∞ for arbitrarily small δ > 0 (see Corollary 2.4) and the

asymptotic property lim
|x|→+∞

ζ(x)
ln |x| = −α, where v+ := max{v, 0}, ζ(x) := 1

2π

∫

R2 ln
[

|y|
|x−y|

]

u4(y)dy

and α := 1
2π

∫

R2 u
4(x)dx. The expL +L lnL inequality can be regarded as a limiting form of

Young’s inequality or Hölder inequality, which implies that

(1.28)

∫

Ω

|f(x)g(x)|dx ≤
∫

Ω

(

e|f(x)| − |f(x)| − 1
)

dx+

∫

Ω

|g(x)| ln (|g(x)|+ 1) dx

=: |f |expL(Ω) + ‖g‖L lnL(Ω) ,

where f ∈ expL(Ω) and g ∈ L lnL(Ω) (see Lemma 2.6, Remarks 2.7 and 2.8). By exploiting the
expL +L lnL inequality, we get the following estimate on integral with logarithmic singularity:

(1.29)

∫

B1(x)

ln

(

1

|x− y|

)

u4(y)dy ≤
∫

B1(x)

1

|x− y|dy +
∫

B1(x)

u4(y) ln
(

u4(y) + 1
)

dy

≤ 2π +

[

max
|y−x|≤1

ln
(

u4(y) + 1
)

]
∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy,

which is crucial in deriving the integral representation formula and asymptotic property for v.
Based on these properties, by Liouville type results in a corollary of Lemma 3.3 in Lin [61]

(see Lemma 2.9 and Corollary 2.10), we can deduce the integral representation formula for v,
that is,

(1.30) v(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

ln

[ |y|
|x− y|

]

u4(y)dy + γ
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for some constant γ ∈ R, and hence the crucial asymptotic behavior lim
|x|→+∞

v(x)
ln |x| = −α (see

Lemma 2.5). The asymptotic behavior of v implies that α ≥ 1
p
, and furthermore, β :=

1
2π

∫

R2 e
pv(x)dx < +∞ and the asymptotic behavior lim

|x|→+∞
|x|u(x) = β provided that α > 2

p

(see Corollary 2.11).

Next, by making use of these properties, we can apply the method of moving spheres to
the IE system for (u, v) consisting of (1.27) and (1.30). For any x0 ∈ R2, we first prove that,
ux0,λ ≤ u and vx0,λ ≤ v in Bλ(x0) \ {x0} for λ ∈ (0,+∞) sufficiently large if α ≥ 3

p
, ux0,λ ≥ u

and vx0,λ ≥ v in Bλ(x0) \ {x0} for λ ∈ (0,+∞) sufficiently small if 1
p
≤ α ≤ 3

p
(see (2.44)

for definitions of the Kelvin transforms ux0,λ and vx0,λ). Then, for any x0 ∈ R2, we show the
limiting radius λx0 = 0 if α > 3

p
and λx0 = +∞ if α < 3

p
(see (2.83) and (2.95) for definitions of

the limiting radius λx0), and hence derive a contradiction from Lemma 11.2 in [64] (see Lemma
2.13), the finite total curvature condition and the system (1.1). Finally, we must have α = 3

p

and hence ux0,λ ≡ u and vx0,λ ≡ v in R2 \ {x0} for any x0 ∈ R2 and some λ > 0 depending on
x0. As a consequence, Lemma 11.1 in [64] (see Lemma 2.13) and the asymptotic properties of
(u, v) yield the desired classification results in Theorem 1.1.

1.2. Conformally invariant systems with mixed order and Hartree type nonlocal

nonlinearity in R3. We also investigate the following conformally invariant system with mixed
order and Hartree type nonlocal nonlinearity in R3:

(1.31)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) =

(

1
|x|σ ∗ v6−σ

)

v4−σ(x) in R3,

−∆v(x) = u
5
2 (x) in R3,

where σ ∈ (0, 3), u ≥ 0 and v ≥ 0. We assume (u, v) is a pair of classical solution to the system
(1.31) in the sense that u ∈ C

1,ǫ
loc(R

3) ∩ L1(R
3) with arbitrarily small ǫ > 0 and v ∈ C2(R3).

Consider nonnegative solutions to the following physically interesting static Schrödinger-
Hartree-Maxwell type equations involving higher-order or higher-order fractional Laplacians

(1.32) (−∆)su(x) =

(

1

|x|σ ∗ up

)

uq(x) in R
n,

where n ≥ 1, 0 < s := m + α
2
< n

2
, m ≥ 0 is an integer, 0 < α ≤ 2, 0 < σ < n, 0 < p ≤ 2n−σ

n−2s

and 0 < q ≤ n+2s−σ
n−2s

. When σ = 4s, p = 2, 0 < q ≤ 1, (1.1) is called static Schrödinger-Hartree

type equations. When σ = n−2s, p = n+2s
n−2s

, 0 < q ≤ 4s
n−2s

, (1.1) is known as static Schrödinger-

Maxwell type equations. When p = 2n−σ
n−2s

and q = n+2s−σ
n−2s

, we say equation (1.32) is conformally

invariant or has critical growth (on nonlinearity).

One should observe that both the fractional Laplacians (−∆)
α
2 and the convolution type

nonlinearity are nonlocal in equation (1.32) and system (1.31), which is quite different from
most of the known results in previous literature. PDEs of type (1.32) arise in the Hartree-Fock
theory of the nonlinear Schrödinger equations (see [60]). The solution u to problem (1.32)
is also a ground state or a stationary solution to the following dynamic Schrödinger-Hartree
equation

(1.33) i∂tu+ (−∆)m+α
2 u =

(

1

|x|σ ∗ |u|p
)

|u|q−1u, (t, x) ∈ R× R
n
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involving higher-order or higher-order fractional Laplacians. The higher order and fractional
order Schrödinger-Hartree equations have many interesting applications in the quantum the-
ory of large systems of non-relativistic bosonic atoms and molecules and the theory of laser
propagation in medium (see, e.g. [49, 58] and the references therein).

The qualitative properties of solutions to fractional order or higher order Hartree or Choquard
type equations have been extensively studied, for instance, see [1, 12, 14, 15, 29, 31, 32, 34,
35, 36, 57, 59, 62, 66, 67, 68] and the references therein. In [35], Dai, Liu and Qin proved the
super poly-harmonic properties of nonnegative classical solutions by using the outer-spherical
average associated with (−∆)

α
2 and classified all nonnegative classical solutions to Schrödinger-

Hartree-Maxwell type equations (1.32) in the full range s := m+ α
2
∈ (0, n

2
), m ≥ 0 is an integer,

0 < α ≤ 2, 0 < σ < n, 0 < p ≤ 2n−σ
n−2s

and 0 < q ≤ n+2s−σ
n−2s

. In critical and super-critical order
cases (i.e., n

2
≤ s := m+ α

2
< +∞ and p, q ∈ (0,+∞)), they also derived Liouville type theorem.

In this paper, by using the method of moving spheres, we classify all the classical solutions
(u, v) to the conformally invariant 3D system (1.1) with mixed order and Hartree type nonlocal
nonlinearity. One should observe that, if we assume the relationship u = v2 on R3 between the
nonnegative solutions u and v in the following two conformally invariant equations:

(1.34) (−∆)
1
2u(x) =

(

1

|x|2 ∗ u2

)

u(x) and −∆v(x) = v5(x) in R
3,

the resulting system is

(1.35)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) =

(

1
|x|2 ∗ v4

)

v2(x) in R3,

−∆v(x) = u
5
2 (x) in R

3,

i.e., system (1.31) with σ = 2.

Our classification result for system (1.31) is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Assume σ ∈ (0, 3) and (u, v) is a pair of nonnegative classical solution to the
3D system (1.31). Then we have, either (u, v) ≡ (0, 0), or (u, v) must take the unique form:

(1.36) u(x) =

[

2× 32(5−σ)

I
(

σ
2

)

] 1
24−5σ

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2 ,

(1.37) v(x) =





3× 2
5
2

I
(

σ
2

)
5
2





1
24−5σ

(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2
)

1
2

for some µ > 0 and some x̄ ∈ R3, where I(γ) :=
π

3
2 Γ( 3−2γ

2 )
Γ(3−γ)

for any 0 < γ < 3
2
.

1.3. Extensions to mixed order conformally invariant systems in Rn with general

n ≥ 3. We also consider the following mixed order conformally invariant system in Rn:

(1.38)











(−∆)
1
2u(x) = v

n+1
n−2 (x), x ∈ R

n,

−∆v(x) = u
n+2
n−1 (x), x ∈ Rn,
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where n ≥ 3 and u, v ≥ 0. We assume (u, v) is a pair of classical solution to the system (1.38)
in the sense that u ∈ C

1,ǫ
loc(R

n) ∩ L1(R
n) with arbitrarily small ǫ > 0 and v ∈ C2(Rn).

One should observe that, if we assume the relationship un−2 = vn−1 in Rn between the
nonnegative solutions u and v in the following two conformally invariant equations:

(1.39) (−∆)
1
2u(x) = u

n+1
n−1 (x) and −∆v(x) = v

n+2
n−2 (x) in R

n,

the resulting system is the system (1.38).

By applying similar but simpler arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we can derive the
following classification result for the system (1.38).

Theorem 1.5. Assume n ≥ 3 and (u, v) is a pair of nonnegative classical solution to the system
(1.38). Then we have, either (u, v) ≡ (0, 0), or (u, v) must take the unique form:

(1.40) u(x) =

[

[n(n− 1)(n− 2)]
n+1
3

n− 1

]
n−1
2n (

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2
)

n−1
2

,

(1.41) v(x) =
1

n(n− 2)

[

[n(n− 1)(n− 2)]
n+1
3

n− 1

]
n+2
2n (

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2
)

n−2
2

for some µ > 0 and some x̄ ∈ Rn.

Remark 1.6. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.4, so we leave the
details to interested readers.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will carry out our proof of
Theorem 1.1. Section 3 is devoted to proving our Theorem 1.4.

In what follows, we will use C to denote a general positive constant that may depend on p

and σ, and whose value may differ from line to line.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we classify all the classical solutions (u, v) to the planar system (1.1) and
hence carry out our proof of Theorem 1.1.

Assume (u, v) is a pair of classical solution to the planar system (1.1) with u ≥ 0. One

should observe that, if (u, v) solve the system (1.1) for any given p ∈ (0,+∞), then ũ := p
1
4u

and ṽ := pv + 1
4
ln p solve (1.1) with p = 1. Due to this observation, we will take p = 1 in (1.1)

hereafter in section 2 in order to make the notation lighter.

We first prove the following integral representation formula for u(x).

Lemma 2.1. Assume
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞. Then we have, for any x ∈ R2,

(2.1) u(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy.

Consequently, u > 0 in R2, u(x) ≥ c
|x| for some constant c > 0 and |x| large enough, and

(2.2)

∫

R2

ev(x)

|x| dx < +∞.
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Proof. For arbitrary R > 0, let

(2.3) ηR(x) =

∫

BR(0)

GR(x, y)e
v(y)dy,

where Green’s function for (−∆)
1
2 on BR(0) ⊂ R2 is given by

(2.4) GR(x, y) :=
C0

|x− y|

∫
tR
sR

0

1

(1 + b)
√
b
db if x, y ∈ BR(0)

with sR := |x−y|2
R2 , tR :=

(

1− |x|2
R2

)(

1− |y|2
R2

)

, C0 :=
1
2π

[

∫ +∞
0

1
(1+b)

√
b
db
]−1

, and GR(x, y) = 0 if

x or y ∈ R2 \ BR(0) (see [56]). Then, we can derive that ηR ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc (BR(0)) ∩ C(R2) ∩ L1(R

2)
satisfies

(2.5)

{

(−∆)
1
2 ηR(x) = ev(x), x ∈ BR(0),

ηR(x) = 0, x ∈ R2 \BR(0).

Let wR(x) := u(x) − ηR(x) ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc (BR(0)) ∩ C(R2) ∩ L1(R

2). By system (1.1) and (2.5), we

have wR ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc (BR(0)) ∩ C(R2) ∩ L1(R

2) and satisfies

(2.6)

{

(−∆)
1
2wR(x) = 0, x ∈ BR(0),

wR(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ R2 \BR(0).

Now we need the following maximum principle for fractional Laplacians.

Lemma 2.2. (Maximum principle, [25, 74]) Let Ω be a bounded domain in Rn, n ≥ 2 and

0 < α < 2. Assume that u ∈ Lα ∩ C
[α],{α}+ǫ

loc (Ω) with arbitrarily small ǫ > 0 and is l.s.c. on
Ω. If (−∆)

α
2 u ≥ 0 in Ω and u ≥ 0 in Rn \ Ω, then u ≥ 0 in Rn. Moreover, if u = 0 at some

point in Ω, then u = 0 a.e. in Rn. These conclusions also hold for unbounded domain Ω if we
assume further that

lim inf
|x|→∞

u(x) ≥ 0.

By Lemma 2.2, we deduce from (2.6) that for any R > 0,

(2.7) wR(x) = u(x)− ηR(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

Now, for each fixed x ∈ R2, letting R → ∞ in (2.7), we have

(2.8) u(x) ≥ 1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy =: η(x) > 0.

Taking x = 0 in (2.8), we get that v satisfies the following integrability

(2.9)

∫

R2

ev(y)

|y| dy ≤ 2πu(0) < +∞.

One can observe that η ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc(R

2) ∩ L1(R
2) is a solution of

(2.10) (−∆)
1
2 η(x) = ev(x), ∀ x ∈ R

2.

Define w(x) = u(x) − η(x), then by system (1.1) and (2.10), we have w ∈ C
1,ǫ
loc(R

2) ∩ L1(R
2)

and satisfies

(2.11)

{

(−∆)
1
2w(x) = 0, x ∈ R2,

w(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ R2.
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Now we need the following Liouville type theorem for α-harmonic functions in Rn with n ≥ 2.

Lemma 2.3. (Liouville theorem, [3]) Assume n ≥ 2 and 0 < α < 2. Let u be a strong solution
of

{

(−∆)
α
2 u(x) = 0, x ∈ R

n,

u(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Rn,

then u ≡ C ≥ 0.

For the proof of Lemma 2.3, please refer to [3], see also e.g. [9, 42].
From Lemma 2.3, we get w(x) = u(x)− η(x) ≡ C ≥ 0. Thus, we have proved that

(2.12) u(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy + C > C ≥ 0.

Now, by the finite total curvature condition
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞, we get

(2.13)

∫

R2

C4dx <

∫

R2

u4(x)dx < +∞,

from which we can infer immediately that C = 0. Therefore, we arrived at

(2.14) u(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy,

that is, u satisfies the integral equation (2.1).
In addition, from the integral representation formula (2.1) for u, we get, for any |x| sufficiently

large,

u(x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy ≥ 1

2π

∫

1≤|y|< |x|
2

1

|x− y|e
v(y)dy(2.15)

≥ 1

3π|x|

∫

1≤|y|< |x|
2

ev(y)

|y| dy ≥ 1

6π|x|

∫

|y|≥1

ev(y)

|y| dy =:
c

|x| .

This finishes our proof of Lemma 2.1. �

From Lemma 2.1, we can get immediately the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Assume
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞ and u = O

(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for some K ≫ 1 arbitrarily
large. Then we have, for any δ > 0 small,

(2.16) v+(x) = o
(

|x|δ
)

as |x| → +∞,

where v+(x) := max{v(x), 0} for all x ∈ R2.

Proof. From (2.2), we infer that, for any (bounded or unbounded) domain Ω ⊆ R
2 and k ∈ N

+,

(2.17)
1

k!

∫

Ω

[v+(x)]
k

|x| dx ≤
∫

Ω

ev(x)

|x| dx ≤
∫

R2

ev(x)

|x| dx < +∞.

For any x such that |x| sufficiently large, by the condition u = O
(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for some K ≫ 1

arbitrarily large, (2.17) and standard elliptic estimates, we have, for arbitrary 0 < ε < 1
16K2
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small and arbitrary k ∈
(

1√
ε
,+∞

)

∩ N+ large,

v+(x) ≤ ‖v+‖
L∞

(

B 1
2
(x)

) ≤ C
{

‖v+‖L1(B1(x)) + ‖u4‖L1+ε(B1(x))

}

(2.18)

≤ C

{

π‖v+‖Lk(B1(x)) +

(

max
|y−x|≤1

u(y)

) 4ε
1+ε
(
∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy

) 1
1+ε

}

≤ C

{

(
∫

B1(x)

ev(y)

|y| dy
)

1
k

|x| 1k +O
(

|x| 4Kε
1+ε

)

(
∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy

)
1

1+ε

}

≤ o
(

|x| 1k
)

+ o
(

|x| 4Kε
1+ε

)

= o
[

|x|
√
ε
]

,

where C is a positive constant independent of x. This finishes our proof of Corollary 2.4. �

Since
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞, we can define

(2.19) ζ(x) :=
1

2π

∫

R2

ln

[ |y|
|x− y|

]

u4(y)dy, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

We can prove the following integral representation formula and asymptotic property for v.

Lemma 2.5. Assume
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞ and u = O

(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for some K ≫ 1 arbitrarily
large. Then we have

(2.20) v(x) = ζ(x) + γ :=
1

2π

∫

R2

ln

[ |y|
|x− y|

]

u4(y)dy + γ, ∀ x ∈ R
2,

where γ ∈ R is a constant. Moreover,

(2.21) lim
|x|→+∞

v(x)

ln |x| = −α,

where α := 1
2π

∫

R2 u
4(y)dy ∈ (0,+∞).

Proof. We will first prove the following asymptotic property:

(2.22) lim
|x|→+∞

ζ(x)

ln |x| = −α.

To this end, we only need to show that

(2.23) lim
|x|→+∞

∫

R2

ln(|x− y|)− ln |y| − ln |x|
ln |x| u4(y)dy = 0.

We need the following useful expL +L lnL inequality, which is itself of independent interest
and can be regarded as a limiting form of Young’s inequality or Hölder inequality.

Lemma 2.6 (expL +L lnL inequality). Assume n ≥ 1 and Ω ⊆ Rn is a bounded or unbounded
domain. Suppose f ∈ expL(Ω) and g ∈ L lnL(Ω), then we have fg ∈ L1(Ω) and

(2.24)

∫

Ω

|f(x)g(x)|dx ≤
∫

Ω

(

e|f(x)| − |f(x)| − 1
)

dx+

∫

Ω

|g(x)| ln (|g(x)|+ 1) dx

=: |f |expL(Ω) + ‖g‖L lnL(Ω) ,

where the spaces expL(Ω) :=
{

f | f : Ω → C measurable,
∫

Ω

(

e|f(x)| − |f(x)| − 1
)

dx < +∞
}

and L lnL(Ω) :=
{

g | g : Ω → C measurable,
∫

Ω
|g(x)| ln (|g(x)|+ 1) dx < +∞

}

.
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Proof. In order to prove Lemma 2.6, we only need to show the following elementary inequality:

(2.25) ab ≤ [ea − a− 1] + b ln(b+ 1), ∀ a, b ≥ 0.

Indeed, since x = ln(1 + y) is the inverse function of y = ex − 1, one has

(2.26) ab ≤
∫ a

0

(ex − 1) dx+

∫ b

0

ln(1 + y)dy = [ea − a− 1] + [(b+ 1) ln (b+ 1)− b]

with the equality attained if and only if ea − 1 = b. The inequality (2.25) now follows immedi-
ately from (2.26) and the fact ln (b+ 1) ≤ b for any b ∈ R. This finishes our proof of Lemma
2.6. �

Remark 2.7. For a, b ≥ 0, Young’s inequality states ab ≤ ap

p
+ bq

q
with 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1 and 1 < p < +∞.

The inequality (2.26) can be regarded as the limiting form of Young’s inequality as p → +∞.
If a, b ≥ 0, then (2.26) implies ab ≤ [ea − a− 1] + b ln (b+ 1) ≤ ea + b ln b. If a, b ≥ 1, then
(2.26) yields ab ≤ ea−1 + b ln b with the equality attained if and only if ea−1 = b.

Remark 2.8. The inequality (2.24) in Lemma 2.6 can be regarded as the limiting form of Hölder’s
inequality as q → 1+ (i.e., p → +∞). In fact, assume n ≥ 1, 0 ∈ Ω ⊆ Rn is a bounded domain
and f : Ω → C is measurable. Hölder’s inequality implies (ln |x|) f ∈ L1(Ω) provided f ∈ Lq(Ω)
for some 1 < q ≤ +∞. However, there are counter-examples in the endpoint case q = 1. For
instance, f = |x|−n [ln |x|]−2 ∈ L1(Ω) but (ln |x|) f 6∈ L1(Ω). Nevertheless, if f ∈ L lnL(Ω), i.e.,
∫

Ω
|f(x)| ln (|f(x)|+ 1) dx < +∞, then Lemma 2.6 implies (ln |x|) f ∈ L1(Ω). Indeed, by the

expL +L lnL type inequality (2.24), we have

(2.27)

∫

Ω

∣

∣ ln |x|f(x)
∣

∣dx ≤
∫

Ω

(

|x|− 1
2 + |x| 12

)

dx+ 4

∫

Ω

|f(x)| ln (|f(x)|+ 1) dx < +∞.

By using the expL +L lnL inequality (2.24) in Lemma 2.6, we get

(2.28)

∫

B1(x)

ln

(

1

|x− y|

)

u4(y)dy ≤
∫

B1(x)

1

|x− y|dy +
∫

B1(x)

u4(y) ln
(

u4(y) + 1
)

dy

≤ 2π +

[

max
|y−x|≤1

ln
(

u4(y) + 1
)

] ∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy.
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As a consequence, by (2.28), the conditions
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞ and u = O

(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for
some K ≫ 1 arbitrarily large, we have, for any |x| ≥ e2 large enough,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ln(|x− y|)− ln |y| − ln |x|
ln |x| u4(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

(2.29)

≤ 3

∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy +
2π

ln |x| +
O (4K ln |x|)

ln |x|

∫

B1(x)

u4(y)dy

+

max
|y|≤ln |x|

∣

∣

∣
ln
(

|x−y|
|x|

)∣

∣

∣

ln |x|

∫

|y|<ln |x|
u4(y)dy +

1

ln |x|

∫

|y|<ln |x|
|ln |y||u4(y)dy

+ sup
|y−x|≥1
|y|≥ln |x|

|ln(|x− y|)− ln |y| − ln |x||
ln |x|

∫

|y|≥ln |x|
u4(y)dy

≤ o|x|(1) +
2π

ln |x| +
ln 2

ln |x|

∫

R2

u4(x)dx +
1

ln |x|

∫

|y|<1

ln

(

1

|y|

)

u4(y)dy

+
ln (ln |x|)
ln |x|

∫

R2

u4(y)dy +

(

2 +
ln 2

ln |x|

)∫

|y|≥ln |x|
u4(y)dy = o|x|(1),

where we have use the fact 1 > 1
|x| +

1
|y| ≥

|x−y|
|x|·|y| ≥ 1

2|x|2 for any |y − x| ≥ 1 and |y| ≥ ln |x|. By
letting |x| → +∞ in (2.29), we obtain

(2.30) lim
|x|→+∞

∫

R2

ln(|x− y|)− ln |y| − ln |x|
ln |x| u4(y)dy = 0,

and hence (2.22) holds.

Next, we aim to show (2.20). We need the following Lemma from Lin [61].

Lemma 2.9 (Lemma 3.3 in [61]). Assume n ≥ 2. Suppose that w is a harmonic function in

R
n such that ew−c|x|2 ∈ L1(Rn) for some constant c > 0. Then w is a polynomial of degree at

most 2.

From Lemma 2.9, we can derive the following corollary.

Corollary 2.10. Assume n ≥ 2. Suppose that w is a harmonic function in Rn. Then we have
(i) If w+ = O(|x|2) at ∞, then w is a polynomial of degree at most 2.
(ii) If w+ = o(|x|2) at ∞, then w is a polynomial of degree at most 1.
(iii) If w+ = o(|x|) at ∞, then w ≡ C in R

n for some constant C.

Proof. Conclusion (i) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.9, we omit the details. For (ii), if
w+ = o(|x|2) at ∞, then w must take the form

(2.31) w(x) = a0 +

n
∑

k=1

akxk +

n
∑

k=1

bkx
2
k,

where bk ≤ 0. If there is some bk0 < 0, then ∆w(x) ≤ 2bk0 < 0, which is absurd since w is
harmonic. Thus we must have bk = 0 for every k = 1, · · · , n and hence w is a polynomial of
order at most 1. As to (iii), if w+ = o(|x|) at ∞, then we also have ak = 0 for every k = 1, · · · , n
and hence w ≡ a0 in Rn. This finishes our proof of Corollary 2.10. �
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Note that

(2.32) −∆(v − ζ) (x) = 0, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

From (2.22), we infer that ζ = O(ln |x|) at ∞. Since Corollary 2.4 implies that v+ = o
(

|x|δ
)

at ∞ for arbitrary δ > 0 small, Corollary 2.10 (iii) yields immediately that, for some constant
γ ∈ R,

(2.33) v(x)− ζ(x) ≡ γ, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

Thus the integral representation formula (2.20) for v holds. The asymptotic property (2.21)
follows immediately from (2.20) and (2.22). This completes our proof of Lemma 2.5. �

As a consequence of Lemma 2.5, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.11. Assume
∫

R2 u
4(x)dx < +∞ and u = O

(

|x|K
)

at ∞ for some K ≫ 1 arbi-
trarily large. Then we have, for arbitrarily small δ > 0,

(2.34) lim
|x|→+∞

ev(x)

|x|−α−δ
= +∞ and lim

|x|→+∞

ev(x)

|x|−α+δ
= 0.

Consequently,

(2.35) α :=
1

2π

∫

R2

u4(x)dx ≥ 1.

Moreover, if α > 2, then

(2.36) β :=
1

2π

∫

R2

ev(x)dx < +∞,

(2.37) lim
|x|→+∞

|x|u(x) = β.

Proof. The asymptotic property (2.21) in Lemma 2.5 implies that v(x) = −α ln |x| + o(ln |x|)
at ∞. Therefore, as |x| → +∞,

(2.38) ev(x) = e−α ln |x|+o(ln |x|) = |x|−αeo(ln |x|).

Therefore, we have, for arbitrarily small δ > 0,

(2.39) lim
|x|→+∞

ev(x)

|x|−α−δ
= +∞ and lim

|x|→+∞

ev(x)

|x|−α+δ
= 0.

By (2.39), one can easily verify that the integrability
∫

R2
ev(x)

|x| dx < +∞ derived in (2.2) in

Lemma 2.1 implies that α ≥ 1.
If we assume α > 2, it follows immediately from the asymptotic property (2.34) that β :=

1
2π

∫

R2 e
v(x)dx < +∞. Take δ := α−2

2
, then (2.34) implies that, there exists a R0 ≥ 1 large

enough such that

(2.40) ev(x) ≤ 1

|x|α+2
2

, ∀ |x| ≥ R0.

In order to prove (2.37), by the integral representation formula (2.1) for u, we only need to
show

(2.41) lim
|x|→+∞

∫

R2

|x| − |x− y|
|x− y| ev(y)dy = 0.
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Indeed, by (2.36) and (2.40), we have, for any |x| > 2R0 sufficiently large,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

|x| − |x− y|
|x− y| ev(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

(2.42)

≤
∫

|y−x|< |x|
2

1

|x− y||y|α2 dy + 3

∫

|y−x|≥ |x|
2

|y|≥ |x|
2

ev(y)dy

+
2

|x|

∫

|y|<R0

|y|ev(y)dy + 2

|x|

∫

R0≤|y|< |x|
2

1

|y|α2 dy

≤ 2
α
2 π

|x|α−2
2

+ o|x|(1) +
2

|x|

∫

|y|<R0

|y|ev(y)dy + 4π

|x|τ(x) = o|x|(1),

where τ(x) := 2
4−α

(

|x|
2

)
4−α
2

if 2 < α < 4, τ(x) := ln
(

|x|
2

)

if α = 4 and τ(x) := 2
α−4

R
4−α
2

0 if

α > 4. Hence the asymptotic property (2.37) holds. This completes our proof of Corollary
2.11. �

We have proved that classical solution (u, v) to the PDE system (1.1) also solves the following
IE system:

(2.43)















u(x) = 1
2π

∫

R2
1

|x−y|e
v(y)dy, x ∈ R2,

v(x) = 1
2π

∫

R2 ln
[

|y|
|x−y|

]

u4(y)dy + γ, x ∈ R2,

where γ ∈ R is a constant. Next, we will apply the method of moving spheres to show that
α = 3 and derive the classification of (u, v).

To this end, for arbitrarily given x0 ∈ R2 and any λ > 0, we define the Kelvin transforms of
(u, v) centered at x0 by

(2.44) ux0,λ(x) :=
λ

|x− x0|
u
(

xx0,λ
)

, vx0,λ(x) = v
(

xx0,λ
)

+ 3 ln
λ

|x− x0|
for arbitrary x ∈ R2 \ {x0}, where xx0,λ := λ2(x−x0)

|x−x0|2 + x0.

Now, we will carry out the the method of moving spheres to the IE system (2.43) with respect
to arbitrarily given point x0 ∈ R2. Let λ > 0 be an arbitrary positive real number. Define
wu

x0,λ
(x) := ux0,λ(x) − u(x) and wv

x0,λ
(x) := vx0,λ(x) − v(x) for any x ∈ R2 \ {x0}. We start

moving the sphere Sλ(x0) := {x ∈ R2 | |x − x0| = λ} from near λ = 0 or λ = +∞, until its
limiting position. Therefore, the moving sphere process can be divided into two steps.

In what follows, the two different cases α ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ α ≤ 3 will be discussed separately.

Step 1. Start moving the circle Sλ(x0) from near λ = 0 or λ = +∞.

Case (i) α ≥ 3. We will show that, for λ > 0 sufficiently large,

(2.45) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
That is, we start moving the sphere Sλ(x0) := {x ∈ R

2 | |x − x0| = λ} from near λ = +∞
towards the point x0 such that (2.45) holds.

Define

(2.46) B+
λ,u(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} | wu
x0,λ

(x) > 0
}

,
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(2.47) B+
λ,v(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} | wv
x0,λ

(x) > 0
}

.

We will show that, for λ > 0 sufficiently large,

(2.48) B+
λ,u(x0) = B+

λ,v(x0) = ∅.

Since (u, v) solves the IE system (2.43), through direct calculations, we get, for any λ > 0
and all x ∈ R2,

(2.49)

u(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y)

|x− y|dy +
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y
x0,λ)

|x− yx0,λ|

(

λ

|y − x0|

)4

dy

=
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y)

|x− y|dy +
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

evx0,λ(y)
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

dy,

(2.50)

v(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |y|
|x− y|

]

u4(y)dy

+
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |yx0,λ|
|x− yx0,λ|

]

u4(yx0,λ)

(

λ

|y − x0|

)4

dy + γ

=
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |y|
|x− y|

]

u4(y)dy +
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |yx0,λ|
|x− yx0,λ|

]

u4
x0,λ

(y)dy + γ.

Consequently, we deduce from (2.49) and (2.50) that, for arbitrarily given x0 ∈ R2, any λ > 0
and all x ∈ R2 \ {x0},

(2.51)

ux0,λ(x) =
1

2π

λ

|x− x0|

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y)

|xx0,λ − y|dy

+
1

2π

λ

|x− x0|

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y
x0,λ)

|xx0,λ − yx0,λ|

(

λ

|y − x0|

)4

dy

=
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ev(y)
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

dy +
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

evx0,λ(y)

|x− y| dy,

(2.52)

vx0,λ(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |y|
|xx0,λ − y|

]

u4(y)dy

+
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |yx0,λ|
|xx0,λ − yx0,λ|

]

u4
x0,λ

(y)dy + γ + 3 ln
λ

|x− x0|
.

It follows from (2.49), (2.50), (2.51) and (2.52) that, for any x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0},

(2.53)

wu
x0,λ

(x) = ux0,λ(x)− u(x)

=
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣





(

evx0,λ(y) − ev(y)
)

dy,
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(2.54)

wv
x0,λ

(x) =vx0,λ(x)− v(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[ |x− y|
|xx0,λ − y|

]

u4(y)dy

+
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln

[
∣

∣x− yx0,λ
∣

∣

|xx0,λ − yx0,λ|

]

u4
x0,λ

(y)dy + 3 ln
λ

|x− x0|

=
1

2π

∫

Bλ(x0)

ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|





(

u4
x0,λ

(y)− u4(y)
)

dy

+ (3− α) ln
λ

|x− x0|
,

where α := 1
2π

∫

R2 u
4(x)dx ∈ [1,+∞).

From (2.53) and the mean value theorem, one can derive that, for any x ∈ B+
λ,u(x0),

(2.55)

0 < wu
x0,λ

(x) = ux0,λ(x)− u(x)

≤ 1

2π

∫

B+
λ,v

(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣





(

evx0,λ(y) − ev(y)
)

dy

≤ 1

2π

∫

B+
λ,v(x0)

1

|x− y|e
ξx0,λ(y)wv

x0,λ
(y)dy

≤ 1

2π

∫

B+
λ,v

(x0)

evx0,λ(y)

|x− y|w
v
x0,λ

(y)dy,

where v(y) < ξx0,λ(y) < vx0,λ(y) for any y ∈ B+
λ,v(x0). Here we have used the fact that

|x− y| <
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣
for any x, y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.

By direct calculations, one can obtain that, for any x, y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} and x 6= y,

(2.56)

0 < 2 ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|



 = ln



1 +

(

λ− |x−x0|2
λ

)(

λ− |y−x0|2
λ

)

|x− y|2





≤ ln

(

1 +
λ2

|x− y|2
)

.

It is obvious that, for arbitrary ε > 0,

(2.57) ln(1 + t) = o (tε) as t → +∞.

This implies, for any given ε > 0, there exists a δ(ε) > 0 such that

(2.58) ln(1 + t) ≤ tε, ∀ t > 1

δ(ε)2
.

Therefore, from (2.56) and (2.58), we deduce that

(2.59) ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|



 ≤ 1

2

λ2ε

|x− y|2ε , ∀ 0 < |x|, |y| < λ, |x− y| < λδ(ε),
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(2.60) ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|



 ≤
ln
[

1 + 1
δ(ε)2

]

2
, ∀ 0 < |x|, |y| < λ, |x− y| ≥ λδ(ε).

Due to α ≥ 3, from (2.54), (2.59), (2.60) and the mean value theorem, one can derive that, for
any given ε > 0 small and all x ∈ B+

λ,v(x0),

(2.61)

0 < wv
x0,λ

(x) = vx0,λ(x)− v(x)

≤ 1

2π

∫

B+
λ,u

(x0)

ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|





(

u4
x0,λ

(y)− u4(y)
)

dy

≤ 1

π

∫

B+
λ,u

(x0)∩Bλδ(ε)(x)

λ2ε

|x− y|2εη
3
x0,λ

(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy

+
ln
[

1 + 1
δ(ε)2

]

π

∫

B+
λ,u(x0)\Bλδ(ε)(x)

η3x0,λ
(y)wu

x0,λ
(y)dy

≤ 1

π

∫

B+
λ,u

(x0)∩Bλδ(ε)(x)

λ2ε

|x− y|2εu
3
x0,λ

(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy

+ C (δ(ε))

∫

B+
λ,u

(x0)\Bλδ(ε)(x)

u3
x0,λ

(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy,

where u(y) < ηx0,λ(y) < ux0,λ(y) for any y ∈ B+
λ,u(x0).

Now we need the following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (cf. e.g. [48, 49, 59], see
also [33, 40, 41, 70]).

Lemma 2.12 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Let n ≥ 1, 0 < s < n, and 1 < p < q <

+∞ be such that s+ n
q
= n

p
. Then we have

(2.62)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rn

f(y)

|x− y|n−s
dy

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lq(Rn)

≤ Cn,s,p,q‖f‖Lp(Rn)

for all f ∈ Lp(Rn).

By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, Hölder inequality, (2.55) and (2.61), we have, for
any given ε ∈ (0, 1

6
) small enough (to be chosen later) and any 1

ε
< q < +∞,

(2.63)

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u(x0))

≤ C
∥

∥evx0,λ wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
6q

5q+6 (B+
λ,v(x0))

≤C ‖evx0,λ‖
L

6
5 (B+

λ,v(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

≤Cλ
1
3

(

∫

|x−x0|≥λ

e
6
5
v(x)

|x− x0|
2
5

dx

) 5
6
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

≤Cλ
1
3

(

∫

R2

e
6
5
v(x)

|x− x0|
2
5

dx

)
5
6
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

,
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where r = 3q
q+3

∈
(

3
1+3ε

, 3
)

, and

(2.64)

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v

(x0))

≤Cλ2ε
∥

∥u3
x0,λ

wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
q

1+(1−ε)q (B+
λ,u

(x0))

+ C(δ(ε))
∣

∣B+
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
q

∫

B+
λ,u(x0)

u3
x0,λ

(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy

≤Cλ2ε ‖ux0,λ‖3
L

9
2−3ε (B+

λ,u
(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))

+ C(δ(ε))
∣

∣B+
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
q ‖ux0,λ‖3

L
3r
r−1 (B+

λ,u
(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))

≤Cλ− 1
3
−2ε

(
∫

R2

|x− x0|
1+12ε
2−3ǫ u

9
2−3ǫ (x)dx

)
2−3ε

3
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u(x0))

+ C(δ(ε))λ− 1
3
− 2

q

(∫

R2

|x− x0|
q+12
2q−3u

9q
2q−3 (x)dx

)
2q−3
3q
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u(x0))

.

Since α ≥ 3, by the asymptotic properties of (u, v) in (2.34) and (2.37) in Corollary 2.11, we

deduce that, for ε ∈ (0, 1
6
) sufficiently small and hence q ∈

(

1
ε
,+∞

)

large enough, e
6
5 v

|x−x0|
2
5
∈

L1(R2), |x−x0|
1+12ε
2−3ǫ u

9
2−3ǫ ∈ L1(R2) and |x−x0|

q+12
2q−3u

9q
2q−3 ∈ L1(R2). Therefore, (2.63) and (2.64)

yields that

(2.65)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))
≤ Cq,εmax

{

λ−2ε, λ
− 2

q

}

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))
,

(2.66)
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

≤ Cq,εmax
{

λ−2ε, λ
− 2

q

}

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

.

As a consequence, if we choose ε ∈
(

0, 1
6

)

sufficiently small and hence q ∈
(

1
ε
,+∞

)

large enough,
there exists a Λ0 > 0 large enough such that

(2.67)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u)

≤ 1

2

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u)

,
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v)

≤ 1

2

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v)

for all Λ0 ≤ λ < +∞. By (2.67), we arrive at

(2.68)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))
=
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v

(x0))
= 0,

which means B+
λ,u(x0) = B+

λ,v(x0) = ∅ for any Λ0 ≤ λ < +∞. Therefore, we have proved that,
for all Λ0 ≤ λ < +∞,

(2.69) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0, wv
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
This completes Step 1 for the case α ≥ 3.

Case (ii) 1 ≤ α ≤ 3. We will show that, for λ > 0 sufficiently small,

(2.70) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
That is, we start moving the sphere Sλ(x0) := {x ∈ R2 | |x− x0| = λ} from near the point x0

outward such that (2.70) holds.
Define

(2.71) B−
λ,u(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} | wu
x0,λ

(x) < 0
}

,



22 WEI DAI, GUOLIN QIN

(2.72) B−
λ,v(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} | wv
x0,λ

(x) < 0
}

.

We will show that, for λ > 0 sufficiently small,

(2.73) B−
λ,u(x0) = B−

λ,v(x0) = ∅.

From (2.53) and the mean value theorem, one can derive that, for any x ∈ B−
λ,u(x0),

(2.74)

0 > wu
x0,λ

(x) = ux0,λ(x)− u(x)

≥ 1

2π

∫

B−
λ,v

(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣





(

evx0,λ(y) − ev(y)
)

dy

≥ 1

2π

∫

B−
λ,v

(x0)

1

|x− y|e
ξ̄x0,λ(y)wv

x0,λ
(y)dy

≥ 1

2π

∫

B−
λ,v

(x0)

ev(y)

|x− y|w
v
x0,λ

(y)dy,

where vx0,λ(y) < ξ̄x0,λ(y) < v(y) for any y ∈ B−
λ,v(x0). Due to 1 ≤ α ≤ 3, from (2.54), (2.59),

(2.60) and the mean value theorem, one can derive that, for any given ε > 0 small and all
x ∈ B−

λ,v(x0),

(2.75)

0 > wv
x0,λ

(x) = vx0,λ(x)− v(x)

≥ 1

2π

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)

ln





∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|

λ
(y − x0)

∣

∣

∣

|x− y|





(

u4
x0,λ

(y)− u4(y)
)

dy

≥ 1

π

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)∩Bλδ(ε)(x)

λ2ε

|x− y|2ε η̄
3
x0,λ

(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy

+
ln
[

1 + 1
δ(ε)2

]

π

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)\Bλδ(ε)(x)

η̄3x0,λ
(y)wu

x0,λ
(y)dy

≥ 1

π

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)∩Bλδ(ε)(x)

λ2ε

|x− y|2εu
3(y)wu

x0,λ
(y)dy

+ C (δ(ε))

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)\Bλδ(ε)(x)

u3(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy,

where ux0,λ(y) < η̄x0,λ(y) < u(y) for any y ∈ B−
λ,u(x0).

Now we choose ε = 1
9
∈
(

0, 1
6

)

small enough and q = 12 ∈
(

1
ε
,+∞

)

. Since u ∈ L∞
loc(R

2) and
v ∈ L∞

loc(R
2), from Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, Hölder inequality, (2.74) and (2.75),

we derive that

(2.76)

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

≤C
∥

∥ev wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
11 (B−

λ,v
(x0))

≤C ‖ev‖
L

6
5 (B−

λ,v
(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))

≤Cλ
5
3

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))



CONFORMALLY INVARIANT SYSTEMS WITH MIXED ORDER 23

and

(2.77)

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))

≤Cλ
2
9

∥

∥u3wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
36
35 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

+ C
∣

∣B−
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
12

∫

B−
λ,u

(x0)

u3(y)wu
x0,λ

(y)dy

≤Cλ
2
9 ‖u‖3

L
27
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

+ C
∣

∣B−
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
12 ‖u‖3

L
36
7 (B−

λ,u(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

≤Cλ
4
3

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u(x0))
.

Consequently, (2.76) and (2.77) yields that

(2.78)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

≤ Cλ3
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

,

(2.79)
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))
≤ Cλ3

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))
.

As a consequence, there exists a ǫ0 > 0 small enough, such that

(2.80)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u)
≤ 1

2

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u)
,

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v)

≤ 1

2

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v)

for all 0 < λ ≤ ǫ0. By (2.80), we arrive at

(2.81)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

=
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))
= 0,

which means B−
λ,u(x0) = B−

λ,v(x0) = ∅ for any 0 < λ ≤ ǫ0. Therefore, we have proved that, for
all 0 < λ ≤ ǫ0,

(2.82) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, wv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.

This completes Step 1 for the case 1 ≤ α ≤ 3.

Step 2. Moving the sphere Sλ outward or inward until the limiting position.

In what follows, we will derive contradictions in both the cases α > 3 and 1 ≤ α < 3, and
hence we must have α = 3.

Case (i) α > 3. Step 1 provides a starting point to carry out the method of moving spheres
for any given center x0 ∈ R2. Next we will continuously decrease the radius λ as long as (2.45)
holds. For arbitrarily given center x0, the critical scale λx0 is defined by

(2.83) λx0 := inf
{

λ ∈ (0,+∞) | wu
x0,µ

≤ 0, wv
x0,µ

≤ 0 in Bµ(x0) \ {x0}, ∀λ ≤ µ < +∞
}

.

From Step 1, we know that λx0 is well-defined and 0 ≤ λx0 < +∞ for any x0 ∈ R
2. We first

show that, in the case α > 3, it must hold λx0 = 0. Suppose on the contrary that λx0 > 0, we
will prove that the the sphere can be moved a bit further, which contradicts the definition of
λx0.
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By the definition of λx0, we have wu
x0,λx0

≤ 0 and wv
x0,λx0

≤ 0 in Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}. Then, we

infer from (2.54) that, for any x ∈ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}, it holds

(2.84)

wv
x0,λx0

(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλx0
(x0)

ln





∣

∣

∣

λx0 (x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|
λx0

(y − x0)
∣

∣

∣

|x− y|





(

u4
x0,λx0

(y)− u4(y)
)

dy

+ (3− α) ln
λx0

|x− x0|

≤ (3− α) ln
λx0

|x− x0|
< 0,

which combined with (2.53), further implies that

(2.85)
wu

x0,λx0
(x) =

1

2π

∫

Bλx0
(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λx0(x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|
λx0

(y − x0)
∣

∣

∣





×
(

evx0,λx0 (y) − ev(y)
)

dy < 0.

Now choose δ1 > 0 sufficiently small, which will be determined later. Define the narrow
region

(2.86) Aδ1 :=
{

x ∈ R
2 | 0 < |x− x0| < δ1 or λx0 − δ1 < |x− x0| < λx0

}

⊂ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}.

Since that wu
x0,λx0

and wv
x0,λx0

are continuous in R2 \ {x0} and Ac
δ1
:=
(

Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}

)

\Aδ1 is

a compact subset, there exists a positive constant C0 > 0 such that

(2.87) wu
x0,λx0

(x) < −C0 and wv
x0,λx0

(x) < −C0, ∀ x ∈ Ac
δ1
.

By continuity, we can choose δ2 > 0 sufficiently small such that, for any λ ∈ [λx0 − δ2, λx0],

(2.88) wu
x0,λ

(x) < −C0

2
and wv

x0,λ
(x) < −C0

2
, ∀ x ∈ Ac

δ1
.

Hence we must have

(2.89)
B+

λ,u ∪B+
λ,v ⊂ (Bλ(x0) \ {x0}) \ Ac

δ1

=
{

x ∈ R
2 | 0 < |x− x0| < δ1 or λx0 − δ1 < |x− x0| < λ

}

for any λ ∈ [λx0 − δ2, λx0]. By (2.63) and (2.64), we conclude that, for ε ∈
(

0, 1
6

)

small and

q ∈
(

1
ε
,+∞

)

large,

(2.90)

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u

(x0))
≤C ‖evx0,λ‖

L
6
5 (B+

λ,v(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v

(x0))

≤Cλ,ε ‖evx0,λ‖
L

6
5 (B+

λ,v(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u(x0))

×
(

‖ux0,λ‖3
L

9
2−3ε (B+

λ,u
(x0))

+
∣

∣B+
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
q ‖ux0,λ‖3

L
3r
r−1 (B+

λ,u
(x0))

)

,

and

(2.91)

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

≤Cλ,ε ‖evx0,λ‖
L

6
5 (B+

λ,v(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

×
(

‖ux0,λ‖3
L

9
2−3ε (B+

λ,u
(x0))

+
∣

∣B+
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
q ‖ux0,λ‖3

L
3r
r−1 (B+

λ,u
(x0))

)

,
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where r = 3q
q+3

. Since α ≥ 3, we can infer from the asymptotic properties of (u, v) in (2.34)

and (2.37) in Corollary 2.11 that, for ε ∈
(

0, 1
6

)

sufficiently small and hence q ∈
(

1
ε
,+∞

)

large

enough, evx0,λ ∈ L
6
5 (R2) and ux0,λ ∈ L

9
2−3ε ∩ L

9q
2q−3 (R2). Therefore, by (2.89), we can choose δ1

and δ2 sufficiently small such that, for any λ ∈ [λx0 − δ2, λx0],

(2.92) Cλ,ε ‖evx0,λ‖
L

6
5 (B+

λ,v(x0))

[

‖ux0,λ‖3
L

9
2−3ε (B+

λ,u)
+
∣

∣B+
λ,v

∣

∣

1
q ‖ux0,λ‖3

L
3r
r−1 (B+

λ,u)

]

<
1

2
.

Combining this with (2.90) and (2.91), we obtain that, for any λ ∈ [λx0 − δ2, λx0 ],

(2.93)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lr(B+
λ,u(x0))

=
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B+
λ,v(x0))

= 0,

and hence

(2.94) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
This contradicts the definition of λx0 . Therefore, we must have λx0 = 0 for any x0 ∈ R2.

In order to derive a contradiction, we also need the following calculus Lemma (see Lemma
11.1 and Lemma 11.2 in [64], see also [63, 65, 76]).

Lemma 2.13 (Lemma 11.1 and Lemma 11.2 in [64]). Let n ≥ 1, ν ∈ R and u ∈ C1(Rn). For

every x0 ∈ Rn and λ > 0, define ux0,λ(x) :=
(

λ
|x−x0|

)ν

u
(

λ2(x−x0)
|x−x0|2 + x0

)

for any x ∈ Rn \ {x0}.
Then, we have
(i) If for every x0 ∈ Rn, there exists a 0 < λx0 < +∞ such that

ux0,λx0
(x) = u(x), ∀ x ∈ R

n \ {x0},
then for some C ∈ R, µ > 0 and x̄ ∈ R

n,

u(x) = C

(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2
)

ν
2

.

(ii) If for every x0 ∈ Rn and any 0 < λ < +∞,

ux0,λ(x) ≥ u(x), ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0},
then u ≡ C for some constant C ∈ R.

Remark 2.14. In Lemma 11.1 and Lemma 11.2 of [64], Li and Zhang have proved Lemma 2.13
for ν > 0. Nevertheless, their methods can also be applied to show Lemma 2.13 in the cases
ν ≤ 0, see [63, 65, 76].

From the conclusion (ii) in Lemma 2.13 (replacing u by −u therein), we deduce that u ≡ C

for some constant C. Since u4 ∈ L1(R2), we must have u ≡ 0. However, by the first equation
in the system (1.1), we have

0 = ev(x) > 0 in R
2.

This is a contradiction and hence α > 3 is impossible.

Case (ii) 1 ≤ α < 3. In this case, for arbitrarily given center x0, the critical scale λx0 is defined
by

(2.95) λx0 := sup
{

λ > 0 | wu
x0,µ

≥ 0, wv
x0,µ

≥ 0 in Bµ(x0) \ {x0}, ∀ 0 < µ ≤ λ
}

.

Step 1 yields that λx0 is well-defined and 0 < λx0 ≤ +∞ for any x0 ∈ R2. We will show that
λx0 = +∞, which will lead to a contradiction again as in Case (i) α > 3. Suppose on the
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contrary that λx0 < +∞, we will prove that the sphere can be moved a bit further, which
contradicts the definition of λx0 .

By the definition of λx0, we have wu
x0,λx0

≥ 0 and wv
x0,λx0

≥ 0 in Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}. Then, we

infer from (2.54) that, for any x ∈ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}, it holds

(2.96)

wv
x0,λx0

(x) =
1

2π

∫

Bλx0
(x0)

ln





∣

∣

∣

λx0 (x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|
λx0

(y − x0)
∣

∣

∣

|x− y|





(

u4
x0,λx0

(y)− u4(y)
)

dy

+ (3− α) ln
λx0

|x− x0|

≥ (3− α) ln
λx0

|x− x0|
> 0,

which combined with (2.53), further implies that

(2.97)
wu

x0,λx0
(x) =

1

2π

∫

Bλx0
(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λx0(x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|
λx0

(y − x0)
∣

∣

∣





×
(

evx0,λx0 (y) − ev(y)
)

dy > 0.

Now choose δ1 > 0 sufficiently small, which will be determined later. Define the narrow
region Aδ1 ⊂ Bλx0

(x0) \ {x0} by (2.86). Since wu
x0,λx0

and wv
x0,λx0

are continuous in R2 \ {x0}
and Ac

δ1
:=
(

Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}

)

\Aδ1 is a compact subset, there exists a positive constant C1 > 0
such that

(2.98) wu
x0,λx0

(x) > C1 and wv
x0,λx0

(x) > C1, ∀ x ∈ Ac
δ1
.

By continuity, we can choose δ2 > 0 sufficiently small, such that, for any λ ∈ [λx0 , λx0 + δ2],
there holds

(2.99) wu
x0,λ

(x) >
C1

2
and wv

x0,λ
(x) >

C1

2
, ∀ x ∈ Ac

δ1
.

Hence we must have

(2.100)
B−

λ,u ∪B−
λ,v ⊂ (Bλ(x0) \ {x0}) \ Ac

δ1

=
{

x ∈ R
2 | 0 < |x− x0| < δ1 or λx0 − δ1 < |x− x0| < λ

}

for any λ ∈ [λx0, λx0 + δ2]. By (2.76) and (2.77), we conclude that

(2.101)

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

≤C ‖ev‖
L

6
5 (B−

λ,v
(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))

≤Cλ ‖ev‖
L

6
5 (B−

λ,v
(x0))

∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

×
(

‖u‖3
L

27
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

+
∣

∣B−
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
12 ‖u‖3

L
36
7 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

)

,

and

(2.102)

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v(x0))

≤Cλ ‖ev‖
L

6
5 (B−

λ,v(x0))

∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v(x0))

×
(

‖u‖3
L

27
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

+
∣

∣B−
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
12 ‖u‖3

L
36
7 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

)

.
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By the local boundedness of u and v, we can choose δ1 and δ2 sufficiently small such that, for
any λ ∈ [λx0, λx0 + δ2],

(2.103) Cλ ‖ev‖
L

6
5 (B−

λ,v
(x0))

(

‖u‖3
L

27
5 (B−

λ,u(x0))
+
∣

∣B−
λ,v(x0)

∣

∣

1
12 ‖u‖3

L
36
7 (B−

λ,u(x0))

)

<
1

2
.

Then, by (2.101) and (2.102), we obtain that, for any λ ∈ [λx0 , λx0 + δ2],

(2.104)
∥

∥wu
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
12
5 (B−

λ,u
(x0))

=
∥

∥wv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L12(B−
λ,v

(x0))
= 0,

and hence

(2.105) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
This contradicts the definition of λx0 . Therefore, we must have λx0 = +∞ for any x0 ∈ R2.

From the conclusion (ii) in Lemma 2.13 and the fact that u4 ∈ L1(R2), we must have u ≡ 0,
which will lead to a contradiction again by the first equation in system (1.1). Hence, the case
1 ≤ α < 3 can not happen.

From the contradictions derived in both Cases (i) and (ii), we conclude that

(2.106) α :=
1

2π

∫

R2

u4(x)dx = 3.

In this case, we deduce from Step 1 that, for λ > 0 large,

(2.107) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0};
while for λ > 0 small,

(2.108) wu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
If the critical scale (defined in (2.95)) λx0 < +∞, then we must have wu

x0,λx0
= wv

x0,λx0
= 0 in

Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}, or else the sphere Sλ can be moved a bit further such that (2.108) still hold

(see Case (ii) or Case (i) in Step 2), which contradicts the definition (2.95) of λx0. If the
critical scale (defined in (2.95)) λx0 = +∞, it follows from (2.107) that wu

x0,λ
= wv

x0,λ
= 0 in

Bλ(x0) \ {x0} for λ sufficiently large. As a consequence, for arbitrary x0 ∈ R2, there exists a
λ > 0 (depending on x0) such that

(2.109) wu
x0,λ

(x) = 0 and wv
x0,λ

(x) = 0, ∀x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.
Then, we infer from the conclusion (i) in Lemma 2.13 that, for some C ∈ R, µ > 0 and x0 ∈ R2,
u must be of the form

(2.110) u(x) = C

(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2
)

1
2

, ∀ x ∈ R
2,

which combined with the first equation in system (1.1) and the asymptotic behavior (2.21)
imply

(2.111) v(x) =
3

2
ln

[

C ′µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2
]

, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

Then, by the formula (2.106) and direct calculations, we can obtain that C = 6
1
4 and hence

(2.112) u(x) = 6
1
4

(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2
) 1

2

, ∀ x ∈ R
2.
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Moreover, by the asymptotic behavior (2.37) in Corollary 2.11, one has

(2.113) β :=
1

2π

∫

R2

ev(x)dx = 6
1
4

1√
µ
.

Combining (2.111) and (2.113) yields that C ′ = 6
1
6 and hence

(2.114) v(x) =
3

2
ln

[

6
1
6µ

1 + µ2|x− x0|2

]

, ∀ x ∈ R
2.

In addition, one can verify by calculations that (u, v) given by (2.112) and (2.114) is indeed a
pair of solutions to the IE system (2.43) and hence a solution to the PDE system (1.1). This
concludes our proof of Theorem 1.1.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we carry out our proof of Theorem 1.4 and derive the classification of nonneg-
ative classical solutions (u, v) to the system (1.31) with mixed order and Hartree type nonlocal
nonlinearity in R3.

Through entirely similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, by using Green’s functions
for (−∆)

1
2 and −∆ on balls BR(0), one can deduce from the Liouville theorems and maximum

principles for (−∆)
1
2 and −∆ that nonnegative solution (u, v) of PDE system (1.31) also solves

the following IE system

(3.1)















u(x) = 1
2π2

∫

R3

v4−σ(y)P (y)
|x−y|2 dy in R3,

v(x) = 1
4π

∫

R3

u
5
2 (y)

|x−y| dy in R3,

where P (y) is given by

(3.2) P (y) :=

∫

R3

v6−σ(z)

|y − z|σ dz, ∀ y ∈ R
3.

The proof of the integral representation formula (3.1) is quite similar to Lemma 2.1, so we
omit the details here.

By the IE system (3.1), it is easy to see that if u 6≡ 0 or v 6≡ 0, then we must have u > 0
and v > 0 in R3. Therefore, in what follows, we will consider positive solutions (u, v) to the IE
system (3.1) instead of the PDE system (1.31).

For arbitrary x0 ∈ R3 and λ > 0, we define the Kelvin transforms for u, v and P by

(3.3) ux0,λ(x) =
λ2

|x− x0|2
u(xx0,λ), vx0,λ(x) =

λ

|x− x0|
v(xx0,λ), ∀ x ∈ R

3 \ {x0},

(3.4) Px0,λ(x) =
λσ

|x− x0|σ
P (xx0,λ), ∀ x ∈ R

3 \ {x0},
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where xx0,λ = λ2(x−x0)
|x−x0|2 + x0. By (3.1), (3.3), (3.4) and straightforward calculations, one can

verify that

u(x) =
1

2π2

∫

R3

P (y)v4−σ(y)

|x− y|2 dy

=
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (y)v4−σ(y)

|x− y|2 dy +
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (yx0,λ)v4−σ(yx0,λ)
∣

∣

∣

|y−x0|(x−x0)
λ

− λ(y−x0)
|y−x0|

∣

∣

∣

2

(

λ

|y − x0|

)4

dy

=
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (y)v4−σ(y)

|x− y|2 dy +
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

Px0,λ(y)v
4−σ
x0,λ

(y)
∣

∣

∣

|y−x0|(x−x0)
λ

− λ(y−x0)
|y−x0|

∣

∣

∣

2dy,

(3.5)

and

ux0,λ(x) =
λ2

2π2|x− x0|2
∫

R3

P (y)v4−σ(y)

|xx0,λ − y|2 dy

=
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (y)v4−σ(y)
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2dy

+
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (yx0,λ)v4−σ(yx0,λ)

|x− y|2
(

λ

|y − x0|

)4

dy

=
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

P (y)v4−σ(y)
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2dy +
1

2π2

∫

Bλ(x0)

Px0,λ(y)v
4−σ
x0,λ

(y)

|x− y|2
dy.

(3.6)

Similarly, by direct calculations, we have

(3.7) v(x) =
1

4π

∫

Bλ(x0)

u
5
2 (y)

|x− y|dy +
1

4π

∫

Bλ(x0)

u
5
2
x0,λ

(y)
∣

∣

∣

|y−x0|(x−x0)
λ

− λ(y−x0)
|y−x0|

∣

∣

∣

dy,

and

(3.8) vx0,λ(x) =
1

4π

∫

Bλ(x0)

u
5
2 (y)

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

dy +
1

4π

∫

Bλ(x0)

u
5
2
x0,λ

(y)

|x− y| dy.

Define ωu
x0,λ

(x) := ux0,λ(x) − u(x) and ωv
x0,λ

(x) := vx0,λ(x) − v(x) for x ∈ R3 \ {x0}. The
moving sphere process can be divided into two steps.

Step 1. Start moving the sphere Sλ(x0) from near λ = 0.

We will show that, for λ > 0 sufficiently small, there holds

(3.9) ωu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ωv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.

Obviously, it suffices to prove that B−
u,λ(x0) = B−

v,λ(x0) = ∅ for λ > 0 small, where B−
u,λ(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}|ωu
x0,λ

(x) < 0
}

and B−
v,λ(x0) :=

{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}|ωv
x0,λ

(x) < 0
}

.
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By (3.5) and (3.6), for any x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}, we derive

ωu
x0,λ

(x) = ux0,λ(x)− u(x)

=
1

2π2

∫

Bλ

[

1

|x− y|2 −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

[

Px0,λ(y)v
4−σ
x0,λ

(y)− P (y)v4−σ(y)
]

dy

≥ 1

2π2

∫

Qλ

[

1

|x− y|2 −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

[

Px0,λ(y)v
4−σ
x0,λ

(y)− P (y)v4−σ(y)
]

dy

=
1

2π2

∫

Qλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 − 1
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

P (y)
(

v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)− v4−σ(y)
)

dy

+
1

2π2

∫

Qλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 − 1
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

(Px0,λ(y)− P (y)) v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)dy,

(3.10)

where the subset Qλ(x0) ⊆ Bλ(x0) \ {x0} is defined by

(3.11) Qλ(x0) :=
{

x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}|Px0,λ(x)v
4−σ
x0,λ

(x) < P (x)v4−σ(x)
}

.

We have used the identity
∣

∣

∣

|y−x0|(x−x0)
λ

− λ(y−x0)
|y−x0|

∣

∣

∣
=
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣
and the fact that

|x− y| <
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣
for any x, y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.

Through direct calculations, one has, for any y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0},

Px0,λ(y)− P (y)

=

∫

Bλ(x0)

[

1

|y − z|σ − 1
∣

∣

∣

λ(y−x0)
|y−x0| − |y−x0|(z−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

σ

]

(

v6−σ
x0,λ

(z)− v6−σ(z)
)

dz.
(3.12)
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Then, we infer from (3.10), (3.12) and mean value theorem that, for any x ∈ B−
u,λ(x0),

0 > ωu
x0,λ

(x)

≥ 1

2π2

∫

Qλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 − 1
∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

P (y)
(

v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)− v4−σ(y)
)

dy

+
1

2π2

∫

Qλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

(Px0,λ(y)− P (y)) v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)dy

≥ 4− σ

2π2

∫

Qλ∩B−
v,λ

(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

P (y)v3−σ(y)ωv
x0,λ

(y)dy

+
6− σ

2π2

∫

Qλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y|2 −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

2

]

v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)

×
[

∫

B−
v,λ(x0)

(

1

|y − z|σ − 1
∣

∣

∣

λ(y−x0)
|y−x0| − |y−x0|(z−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

σ

)

v5−σ(z)ωv
x0,λ

(z)dz

]

dy

≥
∫

Qλ(x0)∩B−
v,λ(x0)

(4− σ)

2π2|x− y|2P (y)v3−σ(y)ωv
x0,λ

(y)dy

+

∫

Qλ(x0)

(6− σ)v4−σ
x0,λ

(y)

2π2|x− y|2

[

∫

B−
v,λ(x0)

v5−σ(z)ωv
x0,λ

(z)

|y − z|σ dz

]

dy

(3.13)

Similarly, by (3.7), (3.8) and mean value theorem, one can deduce that for any x ∈ B−
v,λ(x0),

0 > ωv
x0,λ

(x)

≥ 5

8π

∫

Bλ(x0)

[

1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λ(x−x0)
|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)

λ

∣

∣

∣

]

u
3
2 (y)ωu

x0,λ
(y)dy

≥ 5

8π

∫

B−
u,λ

(x0)

u
3
2 (y)ωu

x0,λ
(y)

|x− y| dy.

(3.14)

Define Wx0,λ(y) :=
∫

B−
v,λ

(x0)

v5−σ(z)ωv
x0,λ

(z)

|y−z|σ dz for any y ∈ Qλ(x0). By (3.13), (3.14), Hardy-

Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Hölder inequality, we have, for any q > max
{

3, 3
σ

}

, it holds
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that

‖ωu
x0,λ

‖Lq(B−
u,λ

(x0))

≤ C
∥

∥P (y)v3−σ(y)ωv
x0,λ

(y)
∥

∥

L
3q
3+q (Qλ(x0)∩B−

v,λ
(x0))

+ C
∥

∥Wx0,λv
4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
3q
3+q (Qλ(x0))

≤ C
∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ(x0))

∥

∥ωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
v,λ

(x0))
+ C

∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))
‖Wx0,λ‖Lq(Qλ(x0))

≤ C
∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ

(x0))

∥

∥ωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
v,λ)

+ C
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

L
3q

3+(3−σ)q (B−
v,λ)

≤ C
∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ

(x0))

∥

∥ωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
v,λ(x0))

+ C
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σ
∥

∥

L
3

3−σ (B−
v,λ(x0))

∥

∥ωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
v,λ(x0))

≤ C1

(

∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ

(x0))
+
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σ
∥

∥

L
3

3−σ (B−
v,λ(x0))

)

∥

∥ωv
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
v,λ(x0))

,

(3.15)

and

‖ωv
x0,λ

‖Lq(B−
v,λ(x0))

≤ C
∥

∥

∥
u

3
2ωu

x0,λ

∥

∥

∥

L
3q

3+2q (B−
u,λ

(x0))
≤ C2

∥

∥

∥
u

3
2

∥

∥

∥

L
3
2 (B−

u,λ
(x0))

∥

∥ωu
x0,λ

∥

∥

Lq(B−
u,λ

(x0))
.(3.16)

In order to continue, we need the upper bound of v4−σ
x0,λ

in Qλ(x0), which will be given by the
lower bound of Px0,λ in view of the definition of Qλ(x0). From the definition of P (y), one can
get the following lower bound:

(3.17) P (y) ≥ C

|y − x0|σ
∫

|z−x0|≤ 1
2

v6−σ(z)dz =:
C

|y − x0|σ
, ∀ |y − x0| ≥ 1,

where C > 0 is a positive constant depending on x0 and v. Thanks to (3.17), we can obtain
the following lower bounds for Px0,λ in Bλ(x0) \ {x0}. We first consider 0 < λ < 1. Note that
if 0 < |y − x0| ≤ λ2, then |yx0,λ − x0| ≥ 1. Then we infer from (3.17) that

(3.18) Px0,λ(y) =

(

λ

|y − x0|

)σ

P (yx0,λ) ≥ C

λσ
, ∀ 0 < |y − x0| ≤ λ2.

Now suppose λ2 ≤ |y − x0| < λ, then |yx0,λ − x0| ≤ 1, and we have

(3.19) Px0,λ(y) =

(

λ

|y − x0|

)σ

P (yx0,λ) ≥
(

min
B1(x0)

P

)

(

λ

|y − x0|

)σ

≥ min
B1(x0)

P =: C > 0.

For λ ≥ 1, it holds |yx0,λ − x0| > λ ≥ 1 for any y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}, and hence (3.17) yields

(3.20) Px0,λ(y) =

(

λ

|y − x0|

)σ

P (yx0,λ) ≥ C

λσ
, ∀ y ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0}.

By the definition of Qλ(x0), the continuity of v and P in R3, the lower bound estimates
(3.18), (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain the following upper bounds: for any x ∈ Qλ(x0),

(3.21) v4−σ
x0,λ

(x) <
P (x)v4−σ(x)

Px0,λ(x)
≤ C(1 + λσ)

(

max
B1(x0)

Pv4−σ

)

=: C(1 + λσ), if 0 < λ < 1;

(3.22) v4−σ
x0,λ

(x) <
P (x)v4−σ(x)

Px0,λ(x)
≤ C(1 + λσ)

(

max
Bλ(x0)

Pv4−σ

)

=: Cλ(1 + λσ), if λ ≥ 1.
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From the local boundedness of u, v and P in R3, the upper bound (3.21) of v4−σ
x0,λ

in Qλ(x0), we
deduce that

(3.23)

(

∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ

(x0))
+
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σ
∥

∥

L
3

3−σ (B−
v,λ

(x0))

)

∥

∥

∥
u

3
2

∥

∥

∥

L
3
2 (B−

u,λ
(x0))

→ 0,

as λ → 0. Therefore, there exists 0 < ǫ0 < 1 small enough such that, for all 0 < λ < ǫ0,

(3.24) C1C2

[

∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ(x0))

+
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σ
∥

∥

L
3

3−σ (B−
v,λ

)

]

∥

∥

∥
u

3
2

∥

∥

∥

L
3
2 (B−

u,λ
)
<

1

2
,

where C1 and C2 are the constants in the last inequality of (3.15) and (3.16) respectively.
Immediately, we conclude from (3.15) and (3.16) that, for any 0 < λ < ǫ0,

(3.25) ‖ωu
x0,λ

‖Lq(B−
u,λ

(x0))
= ‖ωv

x0,λ
‖Lq(B−

v,λ
(x0))

= 0,

which implies that both B−
u,λ(x0) and B−

v,λ(x0) have measure 0. Then, due to the continuity of

ωu
x0,λ

and ωv
x0,λ

in Bλ(x0) \ {x0}, we must have B−
u,λ(x0) = B−

v,λ(x0) = ∅ for any 0 < λ < ǫ0.
Hence we have derived (3.9) for all 0 < λ < ǫ0.

Step 2. Moving the sphere Sλ outward until the limiting position.

Step 1 provides a starting point to carry out the method of moving spheres for arbitrarily
given center x0 ∈ R3. Next, we will continuously increase the radius λ as long as (3.9) holds.
For arbitrarily given center x0, the critical scale λx0 is defined by

(3.26) λx0 := sup
{

λ > 0 | ωu
x0,µ

≥ 0 and ωv
x0,µ

≥ 0 in Bµ(x0) \ {x0}, ∀ 0 < µ ≤ λ
}

.

Then it follows from Step 1 that 0 < λx0 ≤ +∞ for any x0 ∈ R3.

It seems that the critical scale λx0 may depend on the center x0. However, we have the
following crucial Lemma on the synchronism of λx0 with respect to x0.

Lemma 3.1. One of the following two assertions holds, that is, either
(A) For every x0 ∈ R

3, the corresponding critical scale 0 < λx0 < +∞,
or
(B) For every x0 ∈ R3, the corresponding critical scale λx0 = +∞.

In order to prove Lemma 3.1, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. If λx0 < +∞, then ux0,λx0
(x) ≡ u(x) and vx0,λx0

(x) ≡ v(x) for any x ∈
Bλx0

(x0) \ {x0}.
Proof of Proposition 3.2. We will prove Proposition 3.2 by contradiction arguments. By the
definition of λx0, we know that ωu

x0,λx0
≥ 0 and ωv

x0,λx0
≥ 0 in Bλx0

(x0) \ {x0}.
Suppose on the contrary that Proposition 3.2 is false. We first assume that ωu

x0,λx0
6≡ 0 in

Bλx0
(x0)\{x0}, then there exists x̄ ∈ Bλx0

(x0)\{x0} and δ > 0 such that Bδ(x̄) ⊂ Bλx0
(x0)\{x0}

and ωu
x0,λx0

> C > 0 in Bδ(x̄). Then, we derive by (3.14) that, for any x ∈ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0},

ωv
x0,λx0

(x) ≥ 5

8π

∫

Bλx0
(x0)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λx0 (x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)
λx0

∣

∣

∣



 u
3
2 (y)ωu

x0,λx0
(y)dy

≥ 5

8π

∫

Bδ(x̄)





1

|x− y| −
1

∣

∣

∣

λx0 (x−x0)

|x−x0| − |x−x0|(y−x0)
λx0

∣

∣

∣



 u
3
2 (y)ωu

x0,λx0
(y)dy

> 0.

(3.27)
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Combining this with (3.12) and (3.13) imply that

(3.28) ωu
x0,λx0

(x) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}.

Similarly, if ωv
x0,λx0

6≡ 0 one can also deduce that from (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) that

(3.29) ωu
x0,λx0

(x) > 0, ωv
x0,λx0

(x) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}.

Let η1 > 0 be sufficiently small, which will be determined later. Define the narrow region

(3.30) Aη1 := {x ∈ R
3 | 0 < |x− x0| < η1 or λx0 − η1 < |x− x0| < λx0}.

Since ωu
x0,λx0

and ωv
x0,λx0

are continuous in R3 \ {x0} and Ac
η1

:=
(

Bλx0
(x0) \ {x0}

)

\ Aη1 is a

compact subset, there exists a C0 > 0 such that

(3.31) ωu
x0,λx0

(x) > C0, ωv
x0,λx0

(x) > C0, ∀ x ∈ Ac
η1
.

By continuity, we can choose η2 > 0 (depending on η1) sufficiently small such that, for any
λ ∈ [λx0, λx0 + η2],

(3.32) ωu
x0,λ

(x) >
C0

2
, ωv

x0,λ
(x) >

C0

2
, ∀ x ∈ Ac

η1
.

Hence we must have, for any λ ∈ [λx0 , λx0 + η2],

(3.33)
B−

u,λ(x0) ∪ B−
v,λ(x0) ⊂ (Bλ(x0) \ {x0}) \ Ac

η1

=
{

x ∈ R
3 | 0 < |x− x0| < η1 or λx0 − η1 < |x− x0| < λ

}

.

By (3.33), the continuity of u, v and P , the the upper bounds (3.21) and (3.22) of v4−σ
x0,λ

in
Bλ(x0) \ {x0}, we can choose η1 sufficiently small (and η2 more smaller if necessary) such that,
for any λ ∈ [λx0, λx0 + η2],

(3.34) C1C2

[

∥

∥Pv3−σ
∥

∥

L3(B−
v,λ

(x0))
+
∥

∥v4−σ
x0,λ

∥

∥

L3(Qλ(x0))

∥

∥v5−σ
∥

∥

L
3

3−σ (B−
v,λ)

]

∥

∥

∥
u

3
2

∥

∥

∥

L
3
2 (B−

u,λ(x0))
<

1

2
,

where C1 and C2 are the constants in the last inequality of (3.15) and (3.16) respectively.
Immediately, we conclude from (3.15) and (3.16) that

(3.35) ‖ωu
x0,λ

‖Lq(B−
u,λ

(x0))
= ‖ωv

x0,λ
‖Lq(B−

v,λ
(x0))

= 0,

and hence B−
u,λ(x0) = B−

v,λ(x0) = ∅ for any λ ∈ [λx0 , λx0 + η2]. Consequently, we obtain that,
for any λ ∈ [λx0, λx0 + η2],

(3.36) ωu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ωv
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0},
which contradicts the definition of the critical scale λx0 . This completes our proof of Proposition
3.2. �

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. If there exists a x0 ∈ R3 such that λx0 = +∞, we have, for any λ > 0,

(3.37) ωu
x0,λ

(x) ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ Bλ(x0) \ {x0},
which implies that, for any λ > 0,

(3.38) u(x) ≥ ux0,λ(x), ∀ |x− x0| > λ.

Then, due to the arbitrariness of λ > 0, (3.38) yields that

(3.39) lim
|x|→+∞

|x|2u(x) = +∞.
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However, if we assume there exists another point z0 ∈ R3 such that λz0 < +∞, then by
Proposition 3.2, we have

(3.40) uz0,λz0
(x) = u(x), ∀ x ∈ R

3 \ {z0}.
The above identity immediately implies that

(3.41) lim
|x|→+∞

|x|2u(x) = λ2
z0
u(z0) < +∞,

which contradicts (3.39). This finishes our proof of Lemma 3.1. �

Now we are to complete our proof of Theorem 1.4. Suppose that, for every x0 ∈ R3,
the critical scale λx0 = +∞. Then, by conclusion (ii) in Lemma 2.13 and the integrability
∫

R3

v6−σ(x)
|x|σ dy < +∞, we conclude that v ≡ 0 and hence u ≡ 0, which contradicts u > 0 and

v > 0 in R3. Therefore, we must have, for every x0 ∈ R3, the critical scale λx0 < +∞. Then
by Proposition 3.2 and conclusion (i) in Lemma 2.13, we have

(3.42) u(x) = C
µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2 , v(x) = C ′
(

µ

1 + µ2|x− x̄|2
)

1
2

for some C, C ′, µ > 0 and x̄ ∈ R3. Consequently, we have proved that any nontrivial nonneg-
ative solutions (u, v) to IE system (3.1) and PDE system (1.31) must have the form (3.42) for
some C > 0, C ′ > 0, µ > 0 and x̄ ∈ R3.

Furthermore, from (37) in Lemma 4.1 in [31], we have the following integral formula:

(3.43)

∫

Rn

1

|x− y|2γ
(

1

1 + |y|2
)n−γ

dy = I(γ)

(

1

1 + |x|2
)γ

for any n ≥ 1 and 0 < γ < n
2
, where I(γ) :=

π
n
2 Γ(n−2γ

2 )
Γ(n−γ)

. By the IE system (3.1), the integral

formula (3.43) with n = 3 and direct calculations, we deduce that the constants C and C ′ in
(3.42) can be calculated accurately by

(3.44) C =

(

2× 32(5−σ)

I
(

σ
2

)

)
1

24−5σ

and C ′ =





3× 2
5
2

I
(

σ
2

)
5
2





1
24−5σ

,

where I
(

σ
2

)

=
π

3
2 Γ( 3−σ

2 )
Γ(3−σ

2 )
. This concludes our proof of Theorem 1.4.
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[2] J. Bertoin, Lévy Processes, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 121, Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1996.

[3] K. Bogdan, T. Kulczycki and A. Nowak, Gradient estimates for harmonic and q-harmonic functions of

symmetric stable processes, Illinois J. Math., 46 (2002), 541-556.
[4] T. P. Branson, Group representations arising from Lorentz conformal geometry, J. Funct. Anal., 74 (1987),

199-291.
[5] T. P. Branson, Sharp inequality, the functional determinant and the complementary series, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 347 (1995), 3671-3742.
[6] H. Brezis and F. Merle, Uniform estimates and blow-up behavior for solutions of −∆u = V (x)eu in two

dimensions, Commun. Partial Differential Equations, 16 (1991), 1223-1253.



36 WEI DAI, GUOLIN QIN
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