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GRADIENT ESTIMATE FOR SOLUTIONS OF THE EQUATION ∆pv + avq = 0

ON A COMPLETE RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLD

JIE HE, YOUDE WANG, AND GUODONG WEI

Abstract. In this paper, we use the Nash-Moser iteration method to study the local and
global behaviors of positive solutions to the nonlinear elliptic equation ∆pv + avq = 0 de-
fined on a complete Riemannian manifolds (M, g) where p > 1, a and q are constants and
∆p(v) = div(|∇v|p−2∇v) is the p-Laplace operator. Under some assumptions on a, p and q, we
derive gradient estimates and Liouville type theorems for such positive solutions.

1. Introduction

Gradient estimate is a fundamental and powerful technique in the study of partial differential
equations on Riemannian manifolds. For instance, one can use gradient estimates to derive
Harnack inequalities, to deduce Liouville type theorems, to study the geometry of manifolds, etc.
Many mathematicians pay attention to the study on this topic (see for example, [9, 13, 15, 22,
25, 27, 28] and the references there in).

In this paper we are concerned with the following equation defined on a complete Riemannian
manifold (M,g),

∆pv + avq = 0, (1.1)

where p > 1, a, q ∈ R are constants and ∆p(v) = div(|∇v|p−2∇v) is the p-Laplace operator.
When q 6= p− 1 and a > 0, the constant a can be absorbed by a dilation transformation, then

equation (1.1) reduces to the classical Lane–Emden–Fowler equation

∆pv + vq = 0, (1.2)

which has been widely studied in the literature (see for example,[1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 14, 20]). In
particular, Serrin-Zou in [20] showed that if 1 < p < n, then equation (1.2) defined on R

n admits
no positive solution if and only if

0 < q <
np

n− p
− 1.

Next, we pay our main attentions on the equation (1.1) defined on a Riemannian manifold.
When p = 2, and q = 2∗, equation (1.1) has a deep relationship with the Yamabe problem (see
[17, 18, 19]). When M is the two sphere, equation (1.1) is also closely relevant to the stationary
solutions to Euler’s equation on S

2 (see for example, [6, 7]).
Now, we will focus on the Liouville type results for equation (1.1) on Riemannian manifolds.

When a = 0, equation (1.1) becomes the p-Laplace equation

∆pv = 0, p > 1. (1.3)
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The celebrated Cheng-Yau’s gradient estimate for harmonic functions showed that when p = 2,
any solution bounded from above or below to (1.3) is a constant ([5]) provided the Ricci curvature
of the manifold is nonnegative. Kotschwar-Ni ([12]) proved that any positive p-harmonic function
on a complete Riemannian manifold with nonnegative sectional curvature is a constant. Later,
Wang-Zhang ([25]) initially applied the Nash-Moser iteration technique to study the gradient
estimates and proved that any positive solution to (1.3) is a constant provided the Ricci curvature
of the manifold is nonnegative. Wang-Zhang’s results only assumed the lower bound of Ricci
curvature of M , and hence generalized Cheng-Yau’s result ([5]) for harmonic function to p−
harmonic function (p > 1) and substantially improved Kotschwar-Ni’s results. Compared with
Cheng-Yau’s method, Wang-Zhang’s approach only involves differentiating the distance function
once and hence bypasses the Laplacian comparison theorem.

Motivated by Wang-Zhang’s method, Zhao-Yang in [28] studied the gradient estimates of the
following weighted p-Laplacian Lichnerowicz equation

∆p,fu+ auσ = 0, p > 1 and σ ≤ p− 1,

defined on a Riemannian manifold with m-Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature bounded from below.
However, their results can not cover Wang-Zhang’s results in the case that f is a constant and
a = 0. Very recently, the second named author and third named author ([26]) also used the Nash-
Moser iteration method to show that equation (1.1) where p = 2 and a is a positive constant
admits no positive solutions if (M,g) has non-negative Ricci curvature and

q ∈
(

−∞,
n+ 1

n− 1
+

2
√

n(n− 2)

)

.

Instead of assuming the lower boundedness of curvature, it is worthy to point out that Grigor’yan-
Sun showed in [10] that any nonnegative solution to equation (1.1) with p = 2 and a = 1 is identi-

cally zero provided the volume growth of geodesic ball with radius r less than r2q/(q−1) ln1/(q−1) r.
Later, Sun ([21]) showed the analogous results also hold for (1.1) with general p (p > 1).

Inspired by Wang-Zhang’s work ([25]), we shall use the Nash-Moser iteration method to study
the gradient estimate and the Liouville property to the equation (1.1) with general p defined on
a Riemannian manifold. Now, we state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,g) be an n-dim(n > 2) complete manifold with Ricg ≥ −(n− 1)κg, where
κ is a non-negative constant. Assume v is a positive solution to equation (1.1) on the geodesic
ball B(o,R) ⊂M . If the constants a, q and p (p > 1) satisfy one of the following two conditions,

(1)

a

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

≥ 0; (1.4)

(2)

p− 1 < q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1). (1.5)

Then there holds

sup
BR

2
(o)

|∇v|2
v2

≤ c(n, p, q)
(1 +

√
κR)2

R2
.
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Note that when a = 0, one can easily derive Wang-Zhang’s gradient estimates ([25]) from the
case (1) in Theorem 1.1. Moreover, compared with the previous work ([28]), our result largely
extend the range of q for which the gradient estimate holds for (1.1).

By carefully analyzing the conditions (1.4) and (1.5) in Theorem 1.1, the following result holds.

Corollary 1.2. Let (M,g) be an n-dim(n > 2) complete manifold with Ricg ≥ −(n−1)κg, where
κ is a non-negative constant. Assume v is a positive solution to equation (1.1) on the geodesic
ball B(o,R) ⊂M . If

a > 0 and q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1),

or

a < 0 and q > p− 1,

then

sup
BR

2
(o)

|∇v|2
v2

≤ c(n, p, q)
(1 +

√
κR)2

R2
.

When the Ricci curvature of (M,g) is non-negative, we can obtain the corresponding Liouville
property of the equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.3. Let (M,g) be a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold with non-negative
Ricci curvature. If a, p and q satisfy one of the conditions given in Theorem 1.1, then equation
(1.1) admits no positive solutions.

Remark 1. Here we want to give several remarks of the above Liouville type result.

(1) There is no extra restriction on p in our result.
(2) In [20], Serrin-Zou showed that if 1 < p < n, then equation (1.2) defined on R

n admits no
positive solution if and only if 0 < q < np/(n− p)− 1. Combining this with our result, it
seems that the optimal range of q for which the Liouville type result holds for (1.2) defined
on a complete Riemannian manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature with 1 < p < n is
(−∞, np/(n− p)− 1). Direct computation shows that

n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1) <

np

n− p
− 1.

Thus, this problem certainly deserves further study.
(3) When a > 0 and p = 2, by Theorem 1.3, we deduce that for q ∈ (−∞, (n+ 3)/(n − 1)),

equation(1.1) has no positive solutions. Since

n+ 3

n− 1
>
n+ 1

n− 1
+

2
√

n(n− 1)
,

Theorem 1.3 improved Wang-Wei’s main results in [26].

Theorem 1.4. Let (M,g) be a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold with Ricg ≥ −(n−
1)κg, where κ is a non-negetive constant. Suppose v is a positive solution of equation (1.1) with
the constants a, p and q satisfy (1.4) or (1.5). Fix x0 ∈M , then for any x ∈M , there holds

v(x0)e
−c(n,p,q)

√
κd(x,x0) ≤ v(x) ≤ v(x0)e

c(n,p,q)
√
κd(x,x0),

where d(x0, x) is the geodesic distance between x0 and x.
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We notice that just one week ago, Huang-Guo-Guo posted a preprint on arxiv (see [11]) in where
they also study the gradient estimates of equation (1.1). We point out here that their results are
much different from ours. First, their Theorem 1 and Theorem 3 are all weaker than ours since
in our gradient estimate and Liouville type theorem, the range of q is larger. What’s more, their
Theorem 1 needs a restriction on p and their Theorem 3 does not have a detailed proof; Second,
it is mysterious that their gradient estimate can not completely cover Wang-Zhang’s gradient
estimate for p-harmonic functions (see [25]).

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will give a meticulous estimate
of L

(

|∇ log v|2α
)

(see (2.2) for the explicit definition of the operator L). We will see in the proofs
of our main results that by choosing an appropriate α, we can largely improve the range of q for
which the gradient estimate holds for equation (1.1). This is the main innovative point in our
article. We shall also recall Saloff-Coste’s Sobolev embedding theorem ([16, Theorem 3.1]) in this
section that will play a key role in the iteration process. In section 3, we will carefully use the
Moser iteration to provide the proofs of the main results in this paper.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we denote (M,g) an n-dim Riemannian manifold, and ∇ the corre-
sponding Levi-Civita connection. For any function ϕ ∈ C1(M), we denote ∇ϕ ∈ Γ(T ∗M) by

∇ϕ(X) = ∇Xϕ. We denote the volume form vol =
√

det(gij)dx1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxn where (x1, . . . , xn)
is a local coordinates, and for simplicity we may omit the volume form of integral over M .

The p-Laplace operator is defined by

∆pu = div
(

|∇u|p−2∇u
)

.

The solution of p-Laplace equation ∆pu = 0 is the critical point of the energy functional

E(u) =

∫

M
|∇u|p.

Definition 2.1. v is said to be a (weak) solution of equation (1.1) on a region Ω ⊂ M , if

v ∈ C1(Ω) ∩W 1,p
loc (Ω) and for all ψ ∈W 1,p

0 (Ω), we have

−
∫

Ω
|∇v|p−2〈∇v,∇ψ〉+

∫

Ω
avqψ = 0.

It is worth mentioning that any solution v of equation (1.1) satisfies v ∈ W 2,2
loc (Ω) and v ∈

C1,β(Ω) for some β ∈ (0, 1)(for example, see [8, 23, 24]).
Next, we recall the Saloff-Coste’s Sobolev inequalities (see [16, Theorem 3.1]) which shall play

an key role in our proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 2.2 ([16]). Let (M,g) be a complete manifold with Ric ≥ −(n − 1)κ. For n > 2, there
exists a positive constant Cn depending only on n, such that for all B ⊂ M of radius R and
volume V we have for f ∈ C∞

0 (B)

‖f‖2
L

2n
n−2

≤ eCn(1+
√
κR)V − 2

nR2

(
∫

|∇f |2 +R−2f2
)

.

For n = 2, the above inequality holds with n replaced by any fixed n′ > 2.
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By a logarithmic transformation u = −(p− 1) log v, equation (1.1) becomes

∆pu− |∇u|p − becu = 0, (2.1)

where

b = a(p− 1)p−1, c =
p− q − 1

p− 1
.

Now we consider the linearisation operator L of p-Laplace operator:

L(ψ) = div
(

fp/2−1A(∇ψ)
)

, (2.2)

where f = |∇u|2, and
A(∇ψ) = ∇ψ + (p− 2)f−1〈∇ψ,∇u〉∇u. (2.3)

We first derive an useful expression of L(fα) for any α > 0.

Lemma 2.3. For any α > 0, the equality

L(fα) =α
(

α+
p

2
− 2
)

fα+
p
2
−3|∇f |2 + 2αfα+

p
2
−2
(

|∇∇u|2 +Ric(∇u,∇u)
)

+ α(p− 2)(α − 1)fα+
p
2
−4〈∇f,∇u〉2 + 2αfα−1〈∇∆pu,∇u〉

(2.4)

holds point-wisely in {x : f(x) > 0}.
Proof. By the definition of A in (2.3), we have

A
(

∇(fα)
)

= αfα−1∇f + α(p − 2)fα−2〈∇f,∇u〉∇u = αfα−1A(∇f).
Hence

L(fα) = αdiv
(

fα−1f
p
2
−1A(∇f)

)

= α
〈

∇(fα−1), f
p
2
−1A(∇f)

〉

+ αfα−1L(f).
Direction computation shows that

α
〈

∇(fα−1), f
p
2
−1A(∇f)

〉

=
〈

α(α− 1)fα−2∇f, f p
2
−1∇f + (p− 2)f

p
2
−2〈∇f,∇u〉∇u

〉

, (2.5)

and

αfα−1L(f) =αfα−1
((p

2
− 1
)

f
p
2
−2|∇f |2 + f

p
2
−1∆f + (p − 2)

(p

2
− 2
)

f
p
2
−3〈∇f,∇u〉2

+ (p− 2)f
p
2
−2〈∇〈∇f,∇u〉,∇u〉+ (p − 2)f

p
2
−2〈∇f,∇u〉∆u

)

.
(2.6)

We combine (2.5) and (2.6) to obtain

L(fα) =α
(

α+
p

2
− 2
)

fα+
p
2
−3|∇f |2 + αfα+

p
2
−2∆f

+ α(p− 2)
(

α+
p

2
− 3
)

fα+
p
2
−4〈∇f,∇u〉2

+ α(p− 2)fα+
p
2
−3〈∇〈∇f,∇u〉,∇u〉+ α(p − 2)fα+

p
2
−3〈∇f,∇u〉∆u.

(2.7)

On the other hand, by the definition of the p-Laplacian we have

〈∇∆pu,∇u〉 =
(p

2
− 1
)(p

2
− 2
)

f
p
2
−3〈∇f,∇u〉2 +

(p

2
− 1
)

f
p
2
−2〈∇〈∇f,∇u〉,∇u〉

+
(p

2
− 1
)

f
p
2
−2〈∇f,∇u〉∆u+ f

p
2
−1〈∇∆u,∇u〉.
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Thus, the last term of the right hand side of (2.7) can be rewritten as

α(p − 2)fα+
p
2
−3〈∇f,∇u〉∆u = 2αfα−1〈∇∆pu,∇u〉 − 2αfα+

p
2
−2〈∇∆u,∇u〉

− α(p − 2)
(p

2
− 2
)

fα+
p
2
−4〈∇f,∇u〉2

− α(p − 2)fα+
p
2
−3〈∇〈∇f,∇u〉,∇u〉.

(2.8)

By (2.8) and the following Bochner formula

1

2
∆f = |∇∇u|2 +Ric(∇u,∇u) + 〈∇∆u,∇u〉,

we have

L(fα) =α
(

α+
p

2
− 2
)

fα+
p
2
−3|∇f |2 + 2αfα+

p
2
−2
(

|∇∇u|2 +Ric(∇u,∇u)
)

+ α(p− 2)(α − 1)fα+
p
2
−4〈∇f,∇u〉2 + 2αfα−1〈∇∆pu,∇u〉.

Thus, we finish the proof of the lemma. �

3. Proof of main theorem

3.1. Estimate for the linearisation operator of p-Laplace operator. We first need to prove
a pointwise estimate for L(fα).

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a solution of equation (2.1) on (M,g) with Ric ≥ −(n − 1)κ. Denote

f = |∇u|2 and a1 =
∣

∣

∣
p− 2(p−1)

n−1

∣

∣

∣
. The followings hold:

(1) If

a

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

≥ 0,

then for any α ≥ 1, the inequality

L(fα) ≥2αfα+
p
2

n− 1
− 2(n− 1)ακfα+

p
2
−1 − αa1f

α+ p
2
− 3

2 |∇f |.

holds point-wisely in {x : f(x) > 0}.
(2) If

p− 1 < q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1),

then there exists some α0(p, q, n) > 0 such that for any α ≥ α0, the inequality

L(fα) ≥2αβn,p,q,αf
α+ p

2 − 2α(n − 1)κfα+
p
2
−1 − αa1f

α+ p
2
− 3

2 |∇f |

holds point-wisely in {x : f(x) > 0}, where

βn,p,q,α =
1

n− 1
−
(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2 (2α− 1)(n − 1) + p− 1

4(2α − 1)
> 0.
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Proof. Let {e1, e2, . . . , en} be an orthonormal frame of TM on a domain with f 6= 0 such that

e1 =
∇u
|∇u| . We have u1 = f1/2 and

u11 =
1

2
f−1/2f1 =

1

2
f−1〈∇u,∇f〉. (3.1)

In this case, ∆pu has the following expression (see [12, 25]),

∆pu =f
p
2
−1

(

(p− 1)u11 +

n
∑

i=2

uii

)

.

Substituting the above equality into equation (2.1), we obtain:

(p− 1)u11 +
n
∑

i=2

uii = f + becuf1−
p
2 . (3.2)

Using the fact u1 = f1/2 again yields

|∇f |2/f = 4
n
∑

i=1

u21i. (3.3)

By Cauchy inequality, we arrive at

|∇∇u|2 ≥
n
∑

i=1

u21i +
∑

i=2

u2ii ≥
|∇f |2
4f

+
1

n− 1

(

∑

i=2

uii

)2

. (3.4)

It follows from (2.1) that

〈∇∆pu,∇u〉 = pf
p
2u11 + bcecuf. (3.5)

Substituting (3.1), (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) into (2.4), we have

f2−α− p
2

2α
L (fα) ≥1

2

(

α+
p− 3

2

) |∇f |2
f

+
1

n− 1

(

∑

i=2

uii

)2

+Ric(∇u,∇u)

+ 2(p − 2)(α − 1)u211 + f1−
p
2

(

pf
p
2u11 + bcecuf

)

.

(3.6)

Furthermore, noting that |∇f |2/f ≥ 4u211 which follows from (3.3), and the fact α + p−3
2 > 0

since α ≥ 1 and p > 1, we can infer from (3.6) that

f2−α− p
2

2α
L (fα) ≥2

(

α+
p− 3

2

)

u211 +
1

n− 1

(

∑

i=2

uii

)2

+Ric(∇u,∇u)

+ 2(p− 2)(α − 1)u211 + f1−
p
2

(

pf
p
2u11 + bcecuf

)

.

(3.7)
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By (3.2), we have
(

∑

i=2

uii

)2

=
(

f + becuf1−
p
2 − (p− 1)u11

)2

=f2 +
(

becuf1−
p
2 − (p− 1)u11

)2
+ 2becuf2−

p
2 − 2f(p− 1)u11.

Substituting the above inequality into (3.7) yields

f2−α− p
2

2α
L (fα) ≥(p − 1)(2α − 1)u211 − (n− 1)κf +

(

p− 2(p − 1)

n− 1

)

fu11 +
f2

n− 1

+ b

(

c+
2

n− 1

)

ecuf2−
p
2 +

1

n− 1

(

becuf1−
p
2 − (p− 1)u11

)2
.

(3.8)

If we denote a1 =
∣

∣

∣
p− 2(p−1)

n−1

∣

∣

∣
, by (3.1) we have

2

(

p− 2(p − 1)

n− 1

)

fu11 ≥ −a1f
1
2 |∇f |.

Substituting a1 into (3.8), we have

f2−α− p
2

2α
L(fα) ≥(p − 1)(2α − 1)u211 − (n − 1)κf − a1

2
f

1
2 |∇f |+ f2

n− 1

+ b

(

c+
2

n− 1

)

ecuf2−
p
2 +

1

n− 1

(

becuf1−
p
2 − (p− 1)u11

)2
.

(3.9)

Case I: the constants a, p and q satisfy

a

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

≥ 0.

For this case we have

becuf

(

c+
2

n− 1

)

= a(p − 1)p−1ecuf

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

≥ 0.

Since α ≥ 1, by discarding some non-negative terms in (3.9) we obtain

L(fα) ≥2αfα+
p
2
−2

(

f2

n− 1
− (n− 1)κf − a1

2
f

1
2 |∇f |

)

,

which is just the inequality in the first case of Lemma 3.1.
By expanding the last term of the right hand side of (3.9), we obtain

f2−α− p
2

2α
L(fα) ≥(p − 1)

(

2α − 1 +
p− 1

n− 1

)

u211 − (n− 1)κf

+ b

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

ecuf2−
p
2 − a1

2
f

1
2 |∇f |+ f2

n− 1

+
1

n− 1

(

b2e2cuf2−p − 2(p − 1)becuf1−
p
2u11

)

.

(3.10)
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Case II : the constants a, p and q satisfy

p− 1 < q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1).

In the present situation, the condition is equivalent to

1

n− 1
− 1

4

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2

> 0.

This implies

lim
α→∞

1

n− 1
−
(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2 (2α − 1)(n− 1) + p− 1

4(2α − 1)
> 0.

Thus, we can choose α0 = α0(n, p, q) large enough such that, for any α ≥ α0 there holds true

βn,p,q,α =
1

n− 1
−
(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2 (2α− 1)(n − 1) + p− 1

4(2α − 1)
> 0. (3.11)

On the other hand, by using the inequality a2 − 2ab ≥ −b2 we have

(p− 1)

(

2α− 1 +
p− 1

n− 1

)

u211 − 2
(p − 1)

n− 1
becuf1−

p
2u11

≥− (p − 1)b2e2cuf2−p

((2α − 1)(n − 1) + p− 1)(n − 1)
.

(3.12)

Combining (3.10) and (3.12) yields

f2−α− p
2

2α
L(fα) ≥ (2α− 1)b2e2cuf2−p

(2α− 1)(n − 1) + p− 1
− κ(n − 1)f − a1

2
f

1
2 |∇f |

+ b

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

ecuf2−
p
2 +

f2

n− 1
.

(3.13)

Applying the inequality a2 + 2ab ≥ −b2 again, we have

(2α − 1)b2e2cuf2−p

(2α− 1)(n − 1) + p− 1
+ b

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

ecuf2−
p
2

≥−
(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2 (2α − 1)(n − 1) + p− 1

4(2α − 1)
f2

(3.14)

Substituting (3.14) into (3.13), we arrive at

f2−α− p
2

2α
L(fα) ≥

(

1

n− 1
−
(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)2 (2α − 1)(n − 1) + p− 1

4(2α − 1)

)

f2

− (n− 1)κf − a1
2
f

1
2 |∇f |.

Hence,

L(fα) ≥2βn,p,q,ααf
α+ p

2 − 2α(n − 1)κfα+
p
2
−1 − a1αf

α+ p
2
− 3

2 |∇f |,
where βn,p,q,α > 0 is defined in (3.11). Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma. �
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From now on, we fix

α = α0(n, p, q)

and use a1, a2, · · · , to denote constants depending only on n, p and q. It is worthy to point out
that if

q → n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1) or q → p− 1,

then α0(n, p, q) → ∞.
Denote βn,p,q = βn,p,q,α0. Moreover, from the definition of βn,p,q,α (see (3.11)) we can also see

easily that

βn,p,q <
1

n− 1
.

So, we actually have proved that there holds

L(fα0) ≥ 2α0f
α0+

p
2
−2
(

βn,p,qf
2 − 2(n − 1)κf − a1

2
f

1
2 |∇f |

)

, (3.15)

if one of the conditions (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1 is satisfied.

3.2. Deducing the main integral inequality. Now, we need to establish a key integral in-
equality of f = |∇u|2.
Lemma 3.2. Let Ω = BR(o) ⊂ M be a geodesic ball. Under the same assumptions as in
Lemma 3.1, we have the following integral inequality

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

a3
t
e−t0V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2

≤a5t20R−2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 +

a4
t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2,

where βn,p,q is given in the above Lemma 3.1, a3, a4 and a5 depend only on n, p and q.

Proof. By choosing ψ = f tǫη
2 as the test function of (3.15), where η ∈ C∞

0 (Ω,R) is non-negative,
fǫ = (f − ǫ)+ with ǫ > 0, and t > 1 is to be determined later, we can deduce from (3.15) that

−
∫

Ω
〈fp/2−1∇fα0 + (p− 2)fp/2−2〈∇fα0,∇u〉∇u,∇ψ〉

≥2βn,p,qα0

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2 f tǫη

2 − 2(n− 1)α0κ

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
−1f tǫη

2 − a1α0

∫

Ω
fα0+

p−3
2 f tǫ |∇f |η2.

Hence,

−
∫

Ω
α0tf

α0+
p
2
−2f t−1

ǫ |∇f |2η2 + tα0(p− 2)fα0+
p
2
−3f t−1

ǫ 〈∇f,∇u〉2η2

−
∫

Ω
2ηα0f

α0+
p
2
−2f tǫ〈∇f,∇η〉+ 2α0η(p − 2)fα0+

p
2
−3f tǫ〈∇f,∇u〉〈∇u,∇η〉

≥2βn,p,qα0

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2 f tǫη

2 − 2(n − 1)α0κ

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
−1f tǫη

2 − a1α0

∫

Ω
fα0+

p−3
2 f tǫ |∇f |η2.

(3.16)

Next, we need to use the following two inequalities

f t−1
ǫ |∇f |2 + (p − 2)f t−1

ǫ f−1〈∇f,∇u〉2 ≥ a2f
t−1
ǫ |∇f |2 (3.17)
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where a2 = min{1, p − 1}, and
f tǫ〈∇f,∇η〉+ (p − 2)f tǫf

−1〈∇f,∇u〉〈∇u,∇η〉 ≥ −(p+ 1)f tǫ |∇f ||∇η|. (3.18)

Now, substituting (3.17) and (3.18) into (3.16), dividing both sides by α0 and letting ǫ → 0, we
can obtain

2βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 + a2t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−3|∇f |2η2

≤2(n − 1)κ

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 + a1

∫

Ω
fα0+

p−3
2

+t|∇f |η2

+ 2(p + 1)

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−2|∇f ||∇η|η.

(3.19)

Since u ∈W 2,2
loc (Ω)∩C1,β(Ω), we have f ∈ Cβ(Ω) and |∇f | ∈ L2

loc, and hence the integrals in the
above make sense.

By Cauchy-inequality, we have

a1f
α0+

p−3
2

+t|∇f |η2 ≤ a2t

4
fα0+

p
2
+t−3|∇f |2η2 + a21

a2t
fα0+

p
2
+tη2, (3.20)

and

2(p + 1)fα0+
p
2
+t−2|∇f ||∇η|η ≤ a2t

4
fα0+

p
2
+t−3|∇f |2η2 + 4(p + 1)2

a2t
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2. (3.21)

Now we choose t large enough such that

a21
a2t

≤ βn,p,q. (3.22)

Then, it follows from (3.19), (3.20), (3.21) and (3.22) that

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

a2t

2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−3|∇f |2η2

≤2(n− 1)κ

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 +

4(p + 1)2

a2t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2.

(3.23)

On the other hand, we have

1

2

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

f
α0+t−1

2
+ p

4 η
)
∣

∣

∣

2
≤
∣

∣

∣
∇f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4

∣

∣

∣

2
η2 + fα0+t−1+ p

2 |∇η|2

=
(2α0 + 2t+ p− 2)2

16
fα0+t+ p

2
−3|∇f |2η2 + fα0+t−1+ p

2 |∇η|2.
(3.24)

Substituting (3.24) into (3.23) gives

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

4a2t

(2α0 + 2t+ p− 2)2

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

f
α0+t−1

2
+ p

4 η
)∣

∣

∣

2

≤2(n − 1)κ

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1η2 +

4(p+ 1)2

a2t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2

+
8a2t

(2α0 + 2t+ p− 2)2

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1|∇η|2.
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We choose then a3 and a4 depending on n, p and q such that

a3
t

≤ 4a2t

(2α0 + 2t+ p− 2)2
and

8a2t

(2α0 + 2t+ p− 2)2
+

4(p + 1)2

a2t
≤ a4

t
.

Hence

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

a3
t

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

f
α0+t−1

2
+ p

4 η
)∣

∣

∣

2

≤2(n− 1)κ

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1η2 +

a4
t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1 |∇η|2 .

(3.25)

Moreover, Saloff-Coste’s Sobolev inequality tells us

e−Cn(1+
√
κR)V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤
∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

f
α0+t−1

2
+ p

4 η
)∣

∣

∣

2
+R−2

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1η2.

Substituting the above into (3.25) yields

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

a3
t
e−Cn(1+

√
κR)V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2

≤2(n− 1)κ

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1η2 +

a4
t

∫

Ω
fα0+t+ p

2
−1|∇η|2 + a3

t

∫

Ω
R−2fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2.

(3.26)

Now we set t0 = c1(n, p, q)(1 +
√
κR) where

c1(n, p, q) = max

{

Cn,
a21

a2βn,p,q
, 2

}

,

and choose t such that t ≥ t0. Since

2(n − 1)κR2 ≤ 2(n− 1)

c21(n, p, q)
t20 and

a3
t

≤ a3
c1(n, p, q)

,

there exists a5 = a5(n, p, q) > 0 such that

2(n− 1)κR2 +
a3
t

≤ a5t
2
0 = a5c

2
1(n, p, q)

(

1 +
√
κR
)2
. (3.27)

It follows from (3.26) and (3.27) that

βn,p,q

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

a3
t
e−t0V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2

≤a5t20R−2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 +

a4
t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2.

(3.28)

This is the required inequality and we finish the proof of this lemma. �

3.3. Lβ bound of gradient in a ball with radius 3R/4. Next, we turn to giving the following
Lβ upper bound of the gradient of positive solutions to equation (1.1).

Lemma 3.3. Let (M,g) be a complete manifold with Ric ≥ −(n− 1)κ and

β =
(

α0 + t0 +
p

2
− 1
) n

n− 2
.
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Assume u is a positive solution to equation (2.1) on the geodesic ball B(o,R) ⊂M and f = |∇u|2.
Then there exists a8 = a8(n, p, q) > 0 such that

‖f‖Lβ(B3R/4(o))
≤ a8V

1
β
t20
R2

, (3.29)

where V is the volume of geodesic ball BR(o).

Proof. If

f ≥ 2a5t
2
0

βn,p,qR2
,

then we can obtain from (3.28)

a5t
2
0R

−2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 ≤ βn,p,q

2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2.

We denote Ω1 = {f ≥ 2a5t20
βn,p,qR2 } and Ω2 = Ω\Ω1. Then, it is not difficult to see

a5t
2
0R

−2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 =a5t

2
0R

−2

∫

Ω1

fα0+
p
2
+t−1η2 + a5t

2
0R

−2

∫

Ω2

fα0+
p
2
+t−1η2

≤βn,p,q
2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+tη2 +

2a5t
2
0

R2

(

2a5t
2
0

βn,p,qR2

)α0+
p
2
+t−1

V,

(3.30)

where V is the volume of BR(o). By choosing t = t0 we can obtain from (3.28) and (3.30)

βn,p,q
2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t0η2 +

a3
t0
e−t0V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t0−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2

≤2a5t
2
0

R2

(

2a5t
2
0

βn,p,qR2

)α0+
p
2
+t0−1

V +
a4
t0

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t0−1|∇η|2.

(3.31)

Now, we choose η1 ∈ C∞
0 (BR(o)) satisfying

{

0 ≤ η1 ≤ 1, η1 ≡ 1 in B 3R
4
(o);

|∇η1| ≤ C(n)
R ,

and let η = η
α0+

p
2
+t0

1 in (3.31). Then, we take a direct calculation to derive

a4R
2|∇η|2 ≤ a4C

2(n)
(

t0 +
p

2
+ α

)2
η

2α0+2t0+p−2
α0+p/2+t0 ≤ a6t

2
0η

2α0+p+2t0−2
α0+p/2+t0 .

By Hölder inequality and Young inequality, we have

a4
t0

∫

Ω
f

p
2
+α+t0−1|∇η|2 ≤a6t0

R2

∫

Ω
f

p
2
+α0+t0−1η

2α0+p+2t0−2
α+p/2+t0

≤a6t0
R2

(
∫

Ω
fα0+t0+

p
2 η2
)

α0+p/2+t0−1
α+p/2+t0

V
1

α0+t0+p/2

≤βn,p,q
2

[

∫

Ω
fα0+t0+

p
2 η2 +

(

2a6t0
βn,p,qR2

)α0+t0+p/2

V

]

.

(3.32)
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By combining (3.31) and (3.32) we obtain

(
∫

Ω
f

n(p/2+α0+t0−1)
n−2 η

2n
n−2

)
n−2
n

≤ t0
a3
et0V 1− 2

nR2

[

2a5t
2
0

R2

(

2a5t
2
0

βn,p,qR2

)t0+
p
2
+α0−1

+
a6t0
R2

(

2a6t0
βn,p,qR2

)α0+t0+
p
2
−1
]

≤aα0+t0+
p
2
−1

7 et0V 1− 2
n t30

(

t20
R2

)α0+t0+
p
2
−1

,

(3.33)

where a7 depending only on n, p and q satisfies

a
α0+t0+

p
2
−1

7 ≥ 2a5
a3

(

2a5
βn,p,q

)α0+t0+
p
2
−1

+
a6
a3t0

(

2a6
βn,p,qt0

)α0+t0+
p
2
−1

.

Thus
∥

∥

∥
fη

2
α0+t0+p/2−1

∥

∥

∥

Lβ(Ω)
≤ a7e

t0
α0+t0+

p
2−1V 1/βt

3
α0+t0+p/2−1

0

t20
R2

≤ a8V
1
β
t20
R2

,

where a8 depending only on n, p, q satisfies

a8 = a7 sup
t0≥1

t
3

α0+t0+p/2−1

0 e
t0

α0+t0+
p
2−1 .

Since η ≡ 1 in B3R/4, we obtain that

‖f‖Lβ(B3R/4(o))
≤ a8V

1
β
t20
R2

.

Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma. �

3.4. Moser iteration.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M,g) be a complete manifold with Ric ≥ −(n − 1)κ. Assume u is a solution
to equation (2.1) on the geodesic ball B(o,R) ⊂ M and f = |∇u|2. Then there exists a11 =
a11(n, p, q) > 0 such that

‖f‖L∞(BR/2(o)) ≤a11
(1 +

√
κR)2

R2
.

Proof. We discard the first term of the left hand side of (3.28) to obtain

a3
t
e−t0V

2
nR−2

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 η
∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2

≤ a5t
2
0R

−2

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1η2 +

a4
t

∫

Ω
fα0+

p
2
+t−1|∇η|2. (3.34)

Let rk = R
2 + R

4k
and Ωk = Brk(o). It is easy to see that there exist cut-off functions ηk ∈ C∞(Ωk)

satisfying
{

0 ≤ ηk ≤ 1, |∇ηk| ≤ C4k

R ;

ηk ≡ 1 in Brk+1
(o),
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where k = 1, 2, 3, · · · . Substituting ηk into (3.34) instead of η, we arrive at

a3e
−t0V

2
n

∥

∥

∥
f

α0+t−1
2

+ p
4 ηk

∥

∥

∥

2

L
2n
n−2 (Ωk)

≤a5t20t
∫

Ωk

fα0+
p
2
+t−1η2k + a4R

2

∫

Ωk

fα0+
p
2
+t−1 |∇ηk|2

≤
(

a5t
2
0t+ C216k

)

∫

Ωk

fα0+
p
2
+t−1. (3.35)

By picking β1 = β and βk+1 =
nβk
n−2 , and letting t = tk such that

tk +
p

2
+ α− 1 = βk,

we can deduce from (3.35) that

a3

(
∫

Ωk

fβk+1η
2n
n−2

k

)
n−2
n

≤et0V − 2
n

(

a5t
2
0

(

t0 +
p

2
+ α0 − 1

)

(

n

n− 2

)k

+ C216k

)

∫

Ωk

fβk ,

where k = 1, 2, 3 · · · .
On the other hand, we can choose a9 = a9(n, p, q) which satisfies

a9t
3
0 ≥ max

{

a5t
2
0

(

α0 + t0 +
p

2
− 1
)

, C2
}

,

since n
n−2 < 16. Then we have

a3

(
∫

Ωk

fβk+1η
2n
n−2

k

)
n−2
n

≤2a9t
3
0e

t0V − 2
n 16k

∫

Ωk

fβk . (3.36)

Taking 1
βk

power of the both sides of (3.36), we obtain

‖f‖
Lβk+1(Ωk+1)

≤
(

2a9t
3
0e

t0V − 2
n

)
1
βk 16

k
βk ‖f‖Lβk (Ωk)

.

Noting
∞
∑

k=1

1

βk
=

1
β1

1− n−2
n

=
n

2β1
and

∞
∑

k=1

k

βk
<∞,

we can derive

‖f‖L∞(BR/2(o)) ≤a10V
− 1

β ‖f‖Lβ(B3R/4(o))
,

where a10 depending only on n, p, q satisfies

a10 ≥
(

2a9t
3
0e

t0
)

n
2β1 16

∑
∞

k=1
k
βk .

In view of (3.29), we obtain

‖f‖L∞(BR/2(o)) ≤a11
(1 +

√
κR)2

R2
,

where a11 = a10a8c1(n, p, q). �

Recalling u = −(p − 1) log v where v is a positive solution to (1.1), actually we can conclude
from Lemma 3.4 the following
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Theorem 3.5 (=Theorem 1.1). Let (M,g) be an complete Riemannian manifold with Ricg ≥
−(n − 1)κg, where κ is a non-positive constant. Assume a, q and p (p > 1) satisfy one of the
following two conditions,

(1)

a

(

n+ 1

n− 1
− q

p− 1

)

≥ 0,

(2)

p− 1 < q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1).

Then for any positive solution of ∆pv + avq = 0 on a geodesic ball BR(o) ⊂M , we have

sup
BR

2
(o)

|∇v|2
v2

≤ c(n, p, q)
(1 +

√
κR)2

R2
.

Proof of Corollory 1.2. When a > 0, the union of the range of q in condition (1.4) and the
range of q in (1.5) is

q <
n+ 3

n− 1
(p− 1).

When a < 0, the union of the ranges of q in condition (1.4) and (1.5) is

q > p− 1.

Hence, Corollory 1.2 can be directly deduced from Theorem 1.1. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Choosing κ = 0 in Theorem 1.1 implies

sup
BR/2(o)

|∇v|
v

≤c(n, p, q) 1
R
. (3.37)

By letting R→ ∞ in (3.37), we obtain

∇v = 0.

Hence v is a constant and ∆pv = 0. This contradicts to equation (1.1) since v is positive. We
complete the proof. �

Next, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 1.1, for any p ∈M we have

|∇u(p)| ≤ sup
BR

2
(p)

|∇u| ≤c(n, p, q)1 +
√
κR

R
.

Letting R→ ∞, we obtain that

|∇u(p)| ≤ c(n, p, q)
√
κ, ∀p ∈M.

Fix x0 ∈M , for any x ∈M , choose a minimizing geodesic γ(t) connecting x0 and x:

γ : [0, d] →M, γ(0) = x0, γ(d) = x,
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where d = dist(x, x0) is the distance of x0 and x. So we have

u(x)− u(x0) =

∫ d

0

d

dt
u ◦ γ(t)dt. (3.38)

Since
∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
u ◦ γ(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |∇u||γ′(t)| = c(n, p, q)
√
κ, (3.39)

it follows from (3.38) and (3.39) that

u(x0)− c(n, p, q)
√
κd ≤ u(x) ≤ u(x0) + c(n, p, q)

√
κd.

As u = −(p− 1) ln v, we can derive the required inequality. Thus we finish the proof. �
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