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Abstract

In this paper, we are concerned with the monotonic and symmetric properties of

convex solutions Monge-Ampère systems for instance, considering

det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

over unbounded domains of various cases, including the whole spaces Rn, the half spaces

Rn
+ and the unbounded tube shape domains in Rn. We obtain monotonic and symmetric

properties of the solutions to the problem with respect to the geometry of domains and

the monotonic and symmetric properties of right-hand side terms. The proof is based

on carefully using the moving plane method together with various maximum principles

and Hopf’s lemmas.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Monge-Ampère systems:

det(D2ui(x)) = f i(x,u(x),∇ui(x)), in Ω, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, (1.1)

where Ω ⊂ Rn, u = (u1, . . . , um), and f = (f1, . . . , fm), n,m ∈ N∗, satisfy some suitable

conditions in different cases.

1.1 Background

The monotonicity and symmetry of solutions to nonlinear partial differential equa-

tions has many applications in mathematics, such as ensure the uniqueness of solution

of some nonlinear elliptic equations as we see in [21]; derive the a-priori bound or

the behaviors at the infinity for solutions to nonlinear elliptic equations; discover the

bifurcation phenomenon [23, 24], especially the situations when symmetry breaking;

determine the geometry of a manifolds [1] and so on. See [3, 4, 22] and the reference

therein for more examples.

These properties have been studied in many years by many mathematician, see

[8,9,12,13] and the reference therein. However, to the best of our knowledge, there are

few papers concerning as for Monge-Ampère equations, especially the case of unbounded

domains, except [6, 16].

Our principal goal of this paper is to give a rather complete and general version

of monotonic and symmetric results to the Monge-Ampère system over unbounded

domains of various cases, including the whole spaces Rn, the half spaces Rn
+ and the

unbounded tube shape domains in Rn. The cases of bounded domains can be seen

here [21].

1.2 Main Results

The main results about symmetry are formally stated as below, in fact we get a

more general results about monotonicity, more detail could be seen in Section 3 to 5.

In order to state our main results, we need firstly introduce some basic hypotheses

on f i : Ω × Rm × Rn → R, (x, z, p) → f i(x, z, p), where z = (z1, . . . , zm). We suppose

that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, f i ∈ C(Ω × Rm × Rn,R), furthermore satisfying some of the

following in different situations.

In order to assure the ellipticity of (1.1), we need the following two kinds of positive

conditions:
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(F1) f i(x, z, p) > 0, ∀(x, z, p) ∈ (Ω× Rm × Rn);

(F2) f i(x, z, p) ≥ cf > 0, ∀(x, z, p) ∈ (Ω× Rm × Rn);

Remark 1.1. (F2), which is in order to assure the uniformly ellipticity of (1.1), is

stronger than (F1), which is merely assure the ellipticity of (1.1).

Next, when Ω assume to be convex in one direction, denote as e1, we can study

whether the solutions to (1.1) will be having some monotonicity, hence we need the

following monotonicity kind conditions on f :

(F3) f i is non-decreasing in zi, whenever the remaining components zj , j ̸= i, and x, p

fixed;

(F4) f i is non-increasing in zj , j ̸= i, whenever the remaining components zk, k ̸= j,

and x, p fixed;

(F5) f i is locally uniformly Lipschitz continuous in the component p, whenever x, z

fixed;

(F6) f i(y1, x
′, z, p̄) ≥ f i(x, z, p), ∀ z ∈ Rm, p ∈ Rn and x = (x1, x

′) ∈ Ω such that

p1 ≤ 0, x1 ≤ 0 with x1 ≤ y1 ≤ −x1, where p̄ := (−p1, p2, · · · , pn);

In order to determine the consistency of the symmetric center of each ui, we some-

times use the following conditions instead of (F4).

(F7) ∀I, J ⊂ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, I, J ̸= ∅, I ∩ J = ∅, I ∪ J = {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ∃i0 ∈ I, j0 ∈ J,

denote the set of x ∈ Ω as Ai0,j0
f such that f i0 is strictly decreasing with respect

to zj0 whenever the remaining components zk, k ̸= i0, j0, and p fixed, we have

|Ai0,j0
f | > 0.

Remark 1.2. Condition (F4) is called the weak coupled condition or cooperative con-

dition, and condition (F7) is called the strong coupled condition, both are insuring the

solutions ui to have the same monotonicity or symmetry, while the latter one can also

determine the consistency of the symmetric center.

Furthermore, when Ω assume to be symmetric in e1, we can study whether the

solutions to (1.1) will be having some symmetry along e1, we need to strengthen (F6).

(F8) f i(x, z, p) = f i(|x1|, x2, . . . , xn, z, |p1|, p2, . . . , pn), ∀(x, z, p) ∈ (Ω× Rm × Rn);

At last, when Ω assume to be symmetric in all directions, we can study whether the

solutions to eq. (1.1) will be radially symmetry, we need to strengthen (F8).
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(F9) f i(x, z, p) = f i(Ox, z, O′p), ∀ O,O′ ∈ O(n), ∀(x, z, p) ∈ (Ω × Rm × Rn), where

O(n) is the n-th order orthogonal group;

For the convenience, we denote

d̃ij(x, z, p, h) :=

{
1
h

(
f i(x, z+ hej, p)− f i(x, z, p)

)
, h ̸= 0,

0, h = 0,
(1.2)

and D̃ :=


d̃11 · · · d̃1m
...

. . .
...

d̃m1 · · · d̃mm

 ,

Remark 1.3. By (F3) and (F4), we have sgn(d̃ij · h) = − sgn(h), and d̃ij ≤ 0, ∀ i, j =

1, . . . ,m, i ̸= j, while d̃ii ≥ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m.

Denote D̃i be the i-th ordered minor of D̃, we need to require some positivity on it

at the infinity:

(F10) D̃i
h := lim

|x|−1+
m∑

j=1
|zj |−1→0

inf
h∈R

D̃i(x, z
1, · · · , zm, 0, h) > 0.

Remark 1.4. Condition (F10) can be used to describe the behaviors of ui at the

infinity. In particular, if D̃ is symmetric, then by Sylvester’s criteria, condition (F10) is

equivalent to:

lim
|x|−1+

m∑
j=1

|zj |−1→0

inf
h∈R

D̃(x, z1, · · · , zm, 0, h) is positive definite.

Now we begin to state our main results about symmetry.

For the case of Ω = Rn, we mainly consider the entire problem, det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), in Rn,

lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,
(1.3)

We have the main results as follow,

Theorem 1.5. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F5), (F7), (F9) and (F10). Let u =

(u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn)]m strictly convex solutions of (1.3) satisfying some
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growth conditions as in Section 3, then each ui must be radially symmetric and strictly

increasing respect to the some point in Rn.

More precisely, denote the rotating center as x∗ ∈ Rn, and r = |x − x∗|, then for

i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(r), ∀ x ∈ Rn,

moreover,
dui

dr
(x) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Rn,

For the case of Ω = Rn
+, we consider the Neumann problem in the half space. Denote

x = (x′, xn), x
′ = (x1, · · · , xn−1) ∈ Rn−1, xn ≥ 0, and r = |x′|, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), x ∈ Rn
+,

ui(x) > 0, x ∈ Rn
+,

∂ui

∂xn
(x) = hi(r), x ∈ ∂Rn

+,

lim
|x|→∞

ui(x) = ∞,

(1.4)

We have the main results as follow,

Theorem 1.6. Assume f satisfy (F2), (F5), (F7), (F9), (F10) and (Fn), h satisfy

(H). Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn
+,R+)]

m strictly convex solutions to

(1.4) satisfying some growth conditions as in Section 3, then each ui must be radially

symmetric and strictly increasing respect to some point in Rn
+.

More precisely, denote the rotating center as x∗ = ((x∗)′, x∗n) ∈ Rn
+, and r = |x′ −

(x∗)′|, then for i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(r, xn), ∀ x ∈ Rn
+,

moreover,
∂ui

∂r
(r, xn) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Rn

+.

For the case of unbounded tubes, we mainly consider the following constant-boundary

Dirichlet problem for (1.1) on C∞,
det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), x ∈ C∞,

ui = hi, x ∈ ∂C∞,

lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, i = 1, . . . ,m.

(1.5)
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where hi satisfy lim
|xn|→+∞

hi(x) = ∞.

We have the main results as follow,

Theorem 1.7. Let C∞ = Ω × (−∞,∞) be a infinite cylinder in Rn, Ω = BR be a

arbitrary ball with radius R in Rn−1. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F9) and

(F10). Let u =
(
u1, · · · , um

)
∈

[
C2

(
C∞

)]m
be a group of strictly convex solutions to

(1.5) satisfying some growth conditions as in Section 3 and 5, then each ui must be

radially symmetric and strictly increasing respect to the axis crossing the center of BR.

More precisely, denote the center of BR as x∗ = ((x∗)′, x∗n) ∈ Rn, and denote

r = |x′ − (x∗)′|, then for i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be

ui(x) = ui(r, xn), x ∈ C∞,

moreover,
∂ui

∂r
(r, xn) > 0, x ∈ C∞.

We mainly follow the moving plane method with concrete procedures proposed by

Troy [20] and Busca [2], and recently developed by Ma-Liu [14–16]. Various maximum

principles and Hopf’s lemmas are repeatedly used in the proof.

With respect to the cases of unbounded domains, we mainly improve the existing

result by reducing the smoothness condition on the right-hand side f i from C1 to

Lipschitz continuous. In particular, we simplify the assumptions in [16] for the case of

whole spaces, while our results for the case of half spaces and of the unbounded tube

shape domains are new. The method is spiritually similar to [18], where symmetry

properties were obtained for positive solutions to certain fully nonlinear elliptic systems

mainly dominated by Pucci operators.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results

for the moving plane method. Section 3 to 5 are concerned with the cases of unbounded

tubes, the whole spaces and the half spaces, respectively. More specifically, in Section 3,

we study the entire problem of Monge-Ampère systems in the whole space; in Section 4,

we deal with the Neumann boundary problem of Monge-Ampère systems in the half

space; and Section 5 is devoted to the case of unbounded tube shape domains.

2 Some Preliminaries

Note that, in what follows, we always consider the classical solutions to the problem,

that is, the solutions being twice continuously differentiable up to the boundary. This is
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always the case if each f i(x,u(x),∇ui(x)) is Cα(Ω) as a function of x by the standard

regularity theory of Monge-Ampère equation; see [5, 7, 10, 11]. And in order to assure

the ellipticity of the equations, the solutions are always considered to be strictly convex.

Here are some notations preparing for the moving plane method. Fixed a direction

vector ν ∈ Rn with |ν| = 1, and a real number λ ∈ R, we defined the related half space

Σλ,ν := {x ∈ Ω | x · ν < λ},

and the corresponding hyperplane

Tλ,ν := {x ∈ Ω | x · ν = λ}.

Let xλ,ν be the reflection of x ∈ Ω through Tλ,ν , that is

xλ,ν := x+ 2(λ− x · ν)ν.

correspondingly, for any set A ⊂ Rn, let Aν
λ be the reflection through Tλ,ν , that is

Aν
λ := {xλ,ν = x+ 2(λ− x · ν)ν | x ∈ A}.

We denote that for a invertible matrix M , M jk := (M−1)jk, and for two matrices

M1,M2, denoted the Frobenius inner product as

⟨M1,M2⟩F :=
n∑

j,k=1

(M1)jk(M2)jk = tr
(
MT

1 M2

)
,

especially, if one of them is symmetric, then ⟨M1,M2⟩F = tr (M1M2).

For a function u ∈ C2(Ω), we define the reflected function uλ,ν(x) through Tλ,ν as

follow,

uλ,ν(x) := u(xλ,ν) = u(x+ 2(λ− x · ν)ν),

and we have

∂uλ,ν
∂xj

(x) =

n∑
i=1

∂u

∂xi
(xλ,ν)(δij − 2νiνj) = ∇u(xλ,ν) · µν

j ,

where µν
j := (−2ν1νj , · · · , 1− 2ν2j , · · · ,−2νnνj), and then

∂2uλ,ν
∂xk∂xj

(x) = ∇(
∂uλ,ν
∂xj

(x)) · µν
j = ∇(∇u(xλ,ν) · µν

k) · µν
j = ⟨D2(xλ,ν), (µ

ν
k)

Tµν
j ⟩F ,
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thus

∇uλ,ν(x) = ∇u(xλ,ν) ·


1− 2ν21 −2ν1ν2 · · · −2ν1νn

−2ν2ν1 1− 2ν22 · · · −2ν2νn
...

...
. . .

...

−2νnν1 −2νnν2 · · · 1− 2ν2n

 = ∇u(xλ,ν) · (I − 2νT ν),

And we at last define the difference function Uλ(x)

Uλ,ν(x) := uλ,ν(x)− u(x).

Once if the domain is somehow convex in one direction, for example ν = e1 =

(1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rn, in this case, for shortly, we denote

Tλ := Tλ,e1 = {x ∈ Ω | x1 = λ},
Σλ := Σλ,e1 = {x ∈ Ω | x1 < λ},
xλ := xλ,e1 = (2λ− x1, x

′), where x′ = (x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn−1

uλ(x) := uλ,e1(x) = u(2λ− x1, x
′).

We can easily see that

∇uλ(x) =

(
− ∂u

∂x1
(xλ),

∂u

∂x2
(xλ), . . . ,

∂u

∂xn
(xλ)

)
= ∇u(xλ) · D̄,

and the Hessian matrix of uλ is

D2uλ(x) =


∂2u
∂x2

1
(xλ) − ∂2u

∂x1∂x2
(xλ) · · · − ∂2u

∂x1∂xn
(xλ)

− ∂2u
∂x2∂x1

(xλ)
∂2u
∂x2

2
(xλ) · · · ∂2u

∂x2∂xn
(xλ)

...
...

. . .
...

− ∂2u
∂xn∂x1

(xλ)
∂2u

∂xn∂x2
(xλ) · · · ∂2u

∂xn∂xn
(xλ)

 = D̄TD2u(xλ)D̄,

where D̄ = diag{−1, 1, · · · , 1}. Note that |∇uλ(x)| = |∇u(xλ)| and the eigenvalue of

D2uλ(x) are the same as D2u(xλ), especially,

det(D2uλ(x)) = det(D2u(xλ)). (2.1)

And we define the difference function in direction x1,

Uλ(x) := Uλ,e1(x) = uλ(x)− u(x).
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Note that at the special case x = xλ, that is, x ∈ Tλ, we have the following useful

results:

∇Uλ(x) =

(
−2

∂u

∂x1
(x), 0, . . . , 0

)
; (2.2)

D2Uλ(x) =


0 −2 ∂2u

∂x1∂x2
(x) · · · −2 ∂2u

∂x1∂xn
(x)

−2 ∂2u
∂x2∂x1

(x) 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

−2 ∂2u
∂xn∂x1

(x) 0 · · · 0

 . (2.3)

Now we are ready to do some preliminary calculations for (1.1). Firstly, we have

∂

∂qij
det(M) = det(M)M ij , ∀M being positive definite, (2.4)

then by the integral form of mean value theorem, we have

det
(
D2uiλ(x)

)
− det

(
D2ui(x)

)
= ⟨Ai(x), D2U i

Λ(x)⟩F = tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

λ(x)
)
, (2.5)

where Ai(x) := (aijk(x))
n
j,k=1 with

aijk(x) :=

∫ 1

0
det

(
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

) (
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

)jk
dt.

(2.6)

On the other hand, ∀λ < 0, x ∈ Σλ, we have x1 < (xλ)1 < −x1, hence by (2.1) and

(F6), ∀x ∈ Σλ such that ∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0, we have

det(D2uiλ(x)) = det(D2ui(xλ))

= f i(xλ,u(xλ),∇ui(xλ))

= f i(xλ,uλ(x),∇uiλ(x))

≥ f i(x,uλ(x),∇uiλ(x)),

(2.7)
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hence by (F3),(F4) and (F5), we have

det(D2uiλ)− det(D2ui)

≥f i(x,uλ,∇uiλ)− f i(x,u,∇ui)

=f i(x,uλ,∇uiλ)− f i(x,u,∇uiλ) + f i(x,u,∇uiλ)− f i(x,u,∇ui)

=f i(x,uλ,∇uiλ)− f i(x, u1λ, · · · , um−1
λ , um,∇uiλ) + · · ·

+ f i(x, u1λ, · · · , uiλ, · · · , um,∇uiλ)− f i(x, u1λ, · · · , ui, · · · , um,∇uiλ) + · · ·
+ f i(x, u1λ, u

2, · · · , um,∇uiλ)− f i(x,u,∇uiλ)

+ f i(x,u,∇uiλ)− f i(x,u,∇ui)

≥d̃im(x, u1λ, · · · , um−1
λ , um,∇uiλ, U

m
λ )Um

λ + · · ·

+ d̃ii(x, u
1
λ, · · · , ui, · · · , um,∇uiλ, U

i
λ)U

i
λ + · · ·

+ d̃i1(x,u,∇uiλ, U
1
λ)U

1
λ − hf i,p|∇U i

λ|,

(2.8)

where dij are defined as (1.2), and hf i,p is the Lipschitz constants of f i in (F5).

Then combining (2.5) and (2.8) we can obtain an elliptic inequality of U i
λ in Σλ:

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ,

(2.9)

with Ai(x) defined as (2.6), and

Bi(x) :=
hf i,p

|∇U i
λ(x))|

χ{|∇U i
λ(x))|̸=0}∇U i

λ(x), (2.10)

Next we give some lemmas here for convenience. In the procedure of using moving

plane methods, the following strong maximum principle and Hopf’s Lemma will be

crucial. The proof of it can be found in [10].

Lemma 2.1 (Maximum Principle & Hopf’s Lemma). Let Ω ∈ Rn be a domain, w ∈
C2(Ω) be a non-positive solution in Ω to the following elliptic inequality

tr
(
A(x)D2w(x)

)
+B(x) · ∇w(x) + c(x)w(x) ≥ 0,

where A(x) := (aij(x))
n
i,j=1, B(x) := (bi(x))

n
i=1, and aij , bi, c ∈ L∞

loc(Ω) with A(x) is

locally positive definite in Ω. Then either w ≡ 0 or w < 0 in Ω.
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Moreover, if w(x0) > 0 for some x0 ∈ Ω, and w(x̄) = 0 for some x̄ ∈ ∂Ω, near

which w is continuously differentiable, then

∂w

∂ν
(x̄) > 0,

where ν is the unit outer normal of ∂Ω.

In our case, since the domain we dealing with may not satisfy the interior ball

condition, we will use the boundary point Hopf lemma at a corner instead, which is the

content of the following lemma in [8] (due to Serrin [19]).

Lemma 2.2 (Serrin’s Corner Lemma). Let Ω be a domain in Rn with the origin Q on its

boundary. Assume that near Q the boundary consists of two transversally intersecting

C2 hypersurfaces {ρ = 0} and {σ = 0}. Suppose ρ, σ < 0 in Ω. Let w be a function in

C2(Ω), with w < 0 in Ω, w(Q) = 0, satisfying the differential inequality

aijwxixj + bi(x)wxi + c(x)w ≥ 0 in Ω,

with uniformly bounded coefficients satisfying aijξiξj ≥ c0|ξ|2. Assume

aijρxiσxj ≥ 0 at Q. (2.11)

If this is zero, assume furthermore that aij ∈ C2 in Ω near Q, and that

D(aijρxiσxj ) = 0 at Q,

for any first order derivative D at Q tangent to the submanifold {ρ = 0} ∩ {σ = 0}.
Then, for any direction s at Q which enters Ω transversally to each hypersurface,

∂w

∂s
< 0 at Q in case of strict inequality in (2.11),

∂w

∂s
< 0 or

∂2w

∂s2
< 0 at Q in case of equality in (2.11).

In order to overcome the difficulties coming from coupling systems, we need the

following lemma of linear algebra.

Lemma 2.3. Let M = (mij)
n
i,j=1 be a real matrix, satisfying mij ≤ 0, i ̸= j. Assume

all the principal ordered minors of M are positive definite, denote its adjoined matrix

as adj(M), then
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(i) all the same order minors of M are positive definite,

(ii) all the algebraic remainders of M are non-negative definite, that is adj(M)ij ≥ 0.

In order to overcome the difficulties coming from unboundedness of domains, we

need two more conditions on ui at the infinity. For ui ∈ C1(Rn), we denote the radial

derivative as
∂ui

∂r
(x) := ⟨∇ui(x),

x

|x|
⟩,

the tangential derivative as

∇τ (x) := ∇ui(x)− ∂ui

∂r
(x)

x

|x|
,

We need the following condition inspired by [17]:

lim
|x|→∞

∂ui

∂r
(x) > 0,

|∇τ (x)| = o

(
∂ui

∂r
(x)

)
as |x| → ∞. (2.12)

Recall that x0,ν = −2(x · ν)ν + x, we also require that

lim
x·ν→−∞

ui(x0,ν)− ui(x) ≤ 0,

equivalently, lim
x·ν→−∞

ui(x0,ν)

ui(x)
≤ 1. (2.13)

3 The Whole Space Ω = Rn.

In this case, we consider the following entire problem: det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), in Rn,

lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,
(3.1)

The behavior of ui at the infinity as above are natural since we always assume ui

to be strictly convex.
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Figure 1: The whole space

3.1 Main Theorem

We begin to state our main theorems.

When f being monotonic in one direction, assumed as e1, we can start to examine

whether the solution to the system (3.1) will satisfy the corresponding monotonicity

along this direction. The main results are the following.

Theorem 3.1. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F6) and (F10). Let u =

(u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn)]m strictly convex solutions of (3.1) satisfying (2.12)

and (2.13), then there exists t1 ≤ 0 such that for each ui,

ui(x1, x
′) ≥ ui(2t1 − x1, x

′) and
∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0 ∀ x ∈ Rn with x1 < t1.

Furthermore, if ∂ui

∂x1
(t1, x

′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = t1}, with t1 = 0 (or t1 < 0), then

such (or all) ui must be symmetric with respect to {x1 = t1} and strictly decreasing in

x1 direction with x1 < t1, that is,

ui(x) = ui(|x1 − t1|, x′), ∀ x ∈ Rn,

moreover,
∂ui

∂x1
< 0, ∀x ∈ Rn with x1 < t1.

If we assume more symmetry on f (substituting (F6) with (F8)), we can furthermore

immediately have the following, by using Theorem 3.1 again with ut1 := (uit1). (Note

13



that in this case, the inequalities (2.7),(2.8) will be slightly different to obtain the same

result.)

Theorem 3.2. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F5), (F7), (F8) and (F10). Let u =

(u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn)]m strictly convex solutions of (3.1) satisfying (2.12)

and (2.13), then there exists t1 ∈ R such that for each ui must be symmetric with respect

to {x1 = t1} and strictly decreasing in x1 direction with x1 < t1.

More precisely, for all i = 1, . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(|x1 − t1|, x′), ∀ x ∈ Rn,

moreover,
∂ui

∂x1
< 0, ∀x ∈ Rn with x1 < t1.

Especially, if we substitute (F6) to the symmetric one (F9), then by using Theo-

rem 3.1 with respect to all directions in Rn, we have:

Corollary 3.3. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F5), (F7), (F9) and (F10). Let u =

(u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn)]m strictly convex solutions of (3.1) satisfying (2.12)

and (2.13), then each ui must be radially symmetric and strictly increasing respect to

the some point in Rn.

More precisely, denote the rotating center as x∗ ∈ Rn, and r = |x − x∗|, then for

i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(r), ∀ x ∈ Rn,

moreover,
dui

dr
(x) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Rn,

3.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1

We are now in a position to prove the theorem.

By the same procedure in calculating (2.9), we can obtain an elliptic inequality of

U i
λ in Σλ: ∀x ∈ Σλ such that ∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0, we have

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ,

(3.2)
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where Ai(x) := (aijk(x))
n
j,k=1 with

aijk(x) :=

∫ 1

0
det

(
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

) (
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

)jk
dt,

are strictly positive definite due to the strictly convexity of ui and (F1), and together

with

Bi(x) :=
hf i,p

|∇U i
λ(x))|

χ{|∇U i
λ(x))|̸=0}∇U i

λ(x)

are all locally bounded due to the twice differentiable continuity of ui.

We firstly prove some lemmas.

We prove the same strong maximum principle as in [21].

Lemma 3.4. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F6), let u be [C2(Ω)]m strictly

convex solutions to (3.1), if

U i
λ ≤ 0,

∂ui

∂x1
≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σλ, ∀i = 1, . . . ,m,

then either

U i
λ < 0, ∀x ∈ Σλ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m,

or

U i
λ ≡ 0, ∀x ∈ Σλ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m.

Next, we describe the behaviors of U i
λ at the infinity

Lemma 3.5. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) satisfy (2.12) and (2.13), then for all λ < 0,

lim
|x|→∞,x1<λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0,∀i = 1, . . . ,m.

Proof. By (2.12),

∂ui

∂x1
=

∂ui

∂r

x1
|x|

+

(
∇ui − ∂ui

∂r

x

|x|

)
· e1

=
∂ui

∂r

(
x1
|x|

+ o(1)

)
, as |x| → ∞, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m,
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Hence for all λ < 0,

U i
λ(x) = ui(2λ− x1, x

′)− ui(x)

= ui(2λ− x1, x
′)− ui(−x1, x

′) + ui(−x1, x
′)− ui(x)

= 2λ

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂x1

(
2(1− t)λ− x1, x

′) dt+ ui(−x1, x
′)− ui(x)

= 2λ

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂r

(
2(1− t)λ− x1

|x|
+ o(1)

)
dt+ ui(−x1, x

′)− ui(x), as |x| → ∞,

Noticing that ∂ui

∂r > 0, as |x| → ∞, hence for x1 sufficiently small such that x1 < 2λ,

then by (2.13),

lim
|x|→∞,x1<2λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0.

On the other hand, for λ < 0,

U i
λ(x) = ui(2λ− x1, x

′)− ui(x1, x
′)

= 2(λ− x1)

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂x1

(
2t(λ− x1) + x1, x

′) dt
= 2(λ− x1)

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂r

(
2t(λ− x1) + x1

|x|
+ o(1)

)
dt, as |x| → ∞,

Noticing that ∂ui

∂r > 0,as |x| → ∞, hence for x1 sufficiently small such that 2λ < x1 < λ,

we have

lim
|x|→∞,2λ<x1<λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0.

Remark 3.6. This lemma is in order to ensure the super-mum of U i
λ on Σλ can be

achieved inside Σλ, not just a sequence of maximizers. This version is the axis symmetric

case, in fact we can weaken the condition (2.12) and (2.13) if we only consider one

direction.

Lemma 3.7. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be a group of strictly convex solutions to (1.1), f

satisfy (F10), then exists R̃ > 0 such that for all λ ∈ R, |x| > R̃, i = 1, . . . , n,

D̃i(x, z
1, · · · , zm, 0, h) > 0,∀h ∈ R

where zk lies in the segment between ukλ(x) and uk(x), k = 1, . . . ,m.
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Proof. Noting that lim
|x|→∞

ui(x) = ∞, and then by (F10).

We are now on the position of proving the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We begin to move the hyperplane parallel to Tλ coming from

the −∞.

Step 1: There exists a real number λ ∈ R, such that U i
µ

∣∣
Σµ

≤ 0,∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ <

λ,.

If not, suppose that ∀λ < 0, exists y0 ∈ Σλ such that for some i0, U
i0
λ (y0) > 0.

Denote index set J := {j = 1, . . . ,m | U j
λ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σλ} ⫋ {1, . . . ,m}, and

I := {1, . . . ,m} \ J. Without lost of generality, we can assume I = {1, . . . , l}, J =

{l + 1, . . . ,m}, l = |I|.
Noting that sup

Σλ

U i
λ > 0, ∀ i ∈ I. By Lemma 3.5, we can choose {yi}i∈I ⊂ Σλ such

that

U i
λ(yi) = max

y∈Σλ

U i
λ(y) > 0.

For fixed i ∈ I, U i
λ

∣∣
Tλ

= 0 shows that yi ∈ Σλ, hence ∇U i
λ(yi) = 0, and D2U i

λ(yi) ≤ 0.

Then the i-th equation in (3.2) at yi transforms to

0 ≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ(yi), · · · , uj(yi), · · · , um(yi), 0, U

j
λ(yi))U

j
λ(yi), (3.3)

By Remark 1.3, definition of J and U j
λ(yi) ≤ U j

λ(yj), ∀j ∈ I, (3.3) becomes

0 ≥
∑
j∈I

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi))U
j
λ(yj). (3.4)

We will prove that U j
λ(yj) ≤ 0, ∀j ∈ I, which will be contradictory to the choice of

yi. Rewrite (3.4) as

MU = V, (3.5)

where U :=
(
U1
λ(y1), . . . , U

l
λ(yl)

)
, V := (v1, . . . , vl), M := (mij)

l
i,j=1, satisfying

vi ≤ 0,mij := d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi)) ≤ 0, i, j = 1, . . . , l, i ̸= j.

We can assume λ < −R̃, where R̃ defined in Lemma 3.7, then Σλ ⊂ Rn \B
R̃
(0), hence

by Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 2.3, M is invertable, hence by (3.5) we can solve U = M−1V ,
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by Cramer’s law and Lemma 2.3, together with Lemma 3.7, we have

U j
λ(yj) = M jkvk =

1

detM

l∑
k=1

adj(M)jkvk ≤ 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , l.

Next we continue to move Tλ by increasing λ, as long as U i
λ(x) ≤ 0 holds for all i

on ΣΛ, we define

Λ := sup
{
λ ∈ R

∣∣ U i
µ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σµ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ < λ

}
.

Step 1 shows that Λ > −∞. On the other hand lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, for sufficiently large

R, we have ui(x) > ui(0), ∀|x| > R, hence Λ < +∞, therefore Λ is finite. Since all the

terms are continuous with respect to λ, we have

U i
Λ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (3.6)

In particular, U i
µ ≤ 0, ∀µ ≤ Λ, hence ∀x ∈ ΣΛ,

∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0 by covering argument. By

(3.2) and Remark 1.3, we have on ΣΛ,

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

Λ(x)− d̃ii(x)U
i
Λ(x) ≥ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (3.7)

Since all the coefficient of (3.7) are locally bounded, by Lemma 2.1, we have ∀i =
1, . . . ,m, either

U i
Λ(x) < 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ,

or U i
Λ(x) ≡ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ.

If the former one happens, we also have

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ TΛ.

Now, if Λ = 0, we have ∂ui

∂x1
(0, x′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = 0}, hence U i

Λ(x) ≡ 0, ∀x ∈
ΣΛ.

Next, we discuss the case of Λ < 0.

Step 2: We will prove that U i
Λ ≡ 0 on ΣΛ for at least one i.

As the discussion above, we only need to exclude the case that all the U i
Λ on ΣΛ

are strictly negative, with directional derivative along x1 being strictly positive on TΛ.

Assume this is happening.
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By definition of Λ, there exists a sequence of {λk}∞k=1 ⊂ R and a sequence of

{yk}∞k=1 ⊂ Rn, such that λk ∈ (Λ, 0), satisfying lim
k→∞

λk = Λ, and yk ∈ Σλk
, such that

at least for one i, U i
λk
(yk) > 0. By Lemma 3.5, we can choose {yk} ⊂ Σλk

\ ΣΛ, such

that

U i
λk
(yk) = max

y∈Σλk

U i
λk
(y) > 0, k = 1, 2, · · · (3.8)

There two cases will happen.

Case 1 the sequence {yk}∞k=1 exists bounded subsequence, that is xk → x∗ ∈ ΣΛ.

By continuity of ui, U i
Λ(x

∗) ≥ 0, Hence by U i
Λ

∣∣
ΣΛ

< 0 we have x∗ ∈ TΛ. By mean

value theorem,

0 ≤ U i
Λ(xk) = 2

∂uiΛ
∂x1

(ξk)(λk − xk,1),

where ξk lies in the segment connecting xk and xλk
k , which shows

∂ui
Λ

∂x1
(ξk) ≥ 0,

hence
∂uiΛ
∂x1

(x∗) ≥ 0,

By continuity of ui, this is contradictory to ∂ui

∂x1

∣∣∣
TΛ

= −1
2
∂U i

Λ
∂x1

∣∣∣
TΛ

< 0.

Case 2 limk→∞ |yk| = +∞. In this case, we can choose k∗ > 0 such that ∀k > k∗,

|yk| > R̃, where R̃ as in Lemma 3.7. Then for each yk, k > k∗, the argument

similar to Step 1 will give a contradiction.

Step 3: We need to prove all the U i
Λ ≡ 0 on ΣΛ.

By Step 2, denote I :=
{
i
∣∣∣ U i

Λ

∣∣
ΣΛ

≡ 0
}
, J := {1, . . . ,m} \ I. If J ̸= ∅, by (F7),

there exists i0 ∈ I, j0 ∈ J, such that∣∣∣{x ∈ Rn
∣∣∣ f i0strictly decreasing with respect tozj0 , aszk, k ̸= i0, j0, pfixed

}∣∣∣ > 0,

that is there exists x0 ∈ Rn, such that

d̃i0j0(x0, u
1
Λ(x0), · · · , uj(x0), · · · , um(x0), 0, U

j0
Λ (x0))U

j0
Λ (x0) < 0.

If x0 ∈ ΣΛ, then by Lemma 3.4 and (3.2), together with d̃ij ≤ 0, i ̸= j in Remark 1.3,

and (3.6) show that

0 ≥
∑
j ̸=i0

d̃i0jU
j
Λ =

∑
j∈J

d̃i0jU
j
Λ

≥d̃i0j0U
j0
Λ > 0,
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which is a contradiction.

If x0 ∈ ΣΛ
Λ, consider the elliptic inequality of ΣΛ

Λ on U i
Λ should be

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

Λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

−d̃ij(x, u
1
Λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

Λ, U
j
Λ)U

j
Λ.

Noting that for j ∈ J , U j
Λ should be strictly positive on ΣΛ

Λ, hence

0 ≥
∑
j ̸=i0

−d̃i0jU
j
Λ =

∑
j∈J

−d̃i0jU
j
Λ

≥− d̃i0j0U
j0
Λ > 0,

by the same reason, which comes out a contradiction again. Hence J = ∅, that is all

the U i
Λ ≡ 0 hold on ΣΛ.

□

4 The Half Space Ω = Rn
+.

Figure 2: The half space

In this case, we consider the following Neumann problem in the half space Ω = Rn
+,

n ≥ 2. Denote x = (x′, xn), x
′ = (x1, · · · , xn−1) ∈ Rn−1, xn ≥ 0, and r = |x′|, for all

1 ≤ i ≤ m,
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det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), x ∈ Rn
+,

ui(x) > 0, x ∈ Rn
+,

∂ui

∂xn
(x) = hi(r), x ∈ ∂Rn

+,

lim
|x|→∞

ui(x) = ∞,

(4.1)

We have here a hypothesis on the boundary condition:

(H) hi(r) ∈ C1([0,+∞)), ∂hi

∂r ≤ 0, i = 1, . . . ,m.

The behavior of ui at the infinity as above are natural since we always assume ui

to be strictly convex.

We need one more technical condition of f ,

(Fn) f i is non-decreasing with respect to zi and strictly increasing on {xn = 0} such

that d̃ii ≥ d > 0, as zk, k ̸= i, x, p fixed;

4.1 Main Theorem

The main results are the following.

Theorem 4.1. Assume f satisfy (F2), (F4), (F5), (F6), (F10) and (Fn), h satisfy (H).

Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn
+,R+)]

m strictly convex solutions to (4.1)

satisfying (2.12) and (2.13), then there exists t1 ≤ 0 such that for each ui,

ui(x1, x
′′, xn) ≥ ui(2t1 − x1, x

′′, xn), ∀ x ∈ Rn
+ with x1 < t1

where x′′ = (x2, · · · , xn−1) ∈ Rn−2, and

∂ui

∂x1
< 0, ∀ x ∈ Rn

+ with x1 < t1.

Furthermore, if ∂ui

∂x1
(t1, x

′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = t1}, with t1 = 0 (or t1 < 0) then

such (or all) ui must be symmetric with respect to {x1 = t1} and strictly decreasing in

x1 direction with x1 < t1, that is,

ui(x) = ui(|x1 − t1|, x′′, xn), ∀ x ∈ Rn
+,

moreover,
∂ui

∂x1
< 0, ∀x ∈ {x ∈ Rn

+ | x1 < t1}.
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If we assume more symmetry on f i (substituting (F6) with (F8)), we can furthermore

immediately have the following, by using Theorem 4.1 again with ut1 := (uit1). (Note

that in this case, the inequalities (2.7),(2.8) will be slightly different to obtain the same

result.)

Theorem 4.2. Assume f satisfy (F2), (F5), (F7), (F8), (F10) and (Fn), h satisfy

(H). Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn
+,R+)]

m strictly convex solutions to

(4.1) satisfying (2.12) and (2.13), then there exists t1 ∈ R such that for each ui must be

symmetric with respect to {x1 = t1} and strictly decreasing in x1 direction with x1 < t1.

More precisely, for all i = 1, . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(|x1 − t1|, x′′, xn), ∀ x ∈ Rn
+,

moreover,

∂ui

∂x1
< 0, ∀x ∈ {x ∈ Rn

+ | x1 < t1}.

Especially, if we substitute (F6) to the symmetric one (F9), then by using Theo-

rem 4.1 respect to all directions in Rn, we have:

Corollary 4.3. Assume f satisfy (F2), (F5), (F7), (F9), (F10) and (Fn), h satisfy

(H). Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be a group of [C2(Rn
+,R+)]

m strictly convex solutions to

(4.1) satisfying (2.12) and (2.13), then each ui must be radially symmetric and strictly

increasing respect to some point in Rn
+.

More precisely, denote the rotating center as x∗ = ((x∗)′, x∗n) ∈ Rn
+, and r = |x′ −

(x∗)′|, then for i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be like

ui(x) = ui(r, xn), ∀ x ∈ Rn
+,

moreover,

∂ui

∂r
(r, xn) > 0, ∀ x ∈ Rn

+.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1

In what follows, we shall use the method of moving plane. We start by considering

hyper-planes parallel to {x1 = 0}, coming from −∞. To proceed, for each λ ≤ 0, we
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define

Σλ := {x ∈ Rn
+|x1 < λ},

Tλ := {x ∈ Rn
+|x1 = λ},

Pλ := ∂Σλ \ Tλ = {x = (x1, · · · , xn−1, 0) ∈ Rn
+|x1 < λ}.

For any point x = (x1, · · · , xn−1, xn) ∈ Σλ, let xλ = (2λ − x1, · · · , xn−1, xn) be the

reflected point with respect to the plane Tλ. Define the reflected function by

uλ(x) := u(xλ)

and introduce the function

Uλ(x) := uλ(x)− u(x) on Σλ.

By the same procedure in calculating (2.9), we can obtain an elliptic inequality of

U i
λ in Σλ: ∀x ∈ Σλ such that ∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0, we have

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ,

(4.2)

where Ai(x) := (aijk(x))
n
j,k=1 with

aijk(x) :=

∫ 1

0
det

(
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

) (
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

)jk
dt,

are strictly positive definite due to the strictly convexity of ui and (F1), and together

with

Bi(x) :=
hf i,p

|∇U i
λ(x))|

χ{|∇U i
λ(x))|̸=0}∇U i

λ(x)

are all locally bounded due to the twice differentiable continuity of ui.

For all λ < 0, the fact that |xλ| ≤ |x| together with assumption (H) lead us to U i
λ

on the boundary that

U i
λ(x) = 0, x ∈ Tλ, (4.3)

∂U i
λ

∂xn
= hi(|xλ|)− hi(|x|) ≥ 0, x ∈ Pλ. (4.4)

Next we prove a preliminary lemma.
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Lemma 4.4. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) ∈
[
C2(Rn

+,R+)
]m

be a group of strictly convex

solutions to (4.1) satisfying the conditions in Theorem 4.1, then ∀λ < 0, i = 1, . . . ,m,

if the maximum point of U i
λ on Σλ exists and the maximum is positive, then such point

must be lying inside Σλ. That is, if U i
λ(y1) = max

y∈Σλ

U i
λ(y) > 0, then y1 ∈ Σλ.

Proof. Let y1 ∈ ∂Σλ such that U i
λ(y1) = max

y∈Σλ

U i
λ(y) > 0. By (4.3), we only need to

show that y1 /∈ Pλ.

By continuity, we can choose r > 0 such that

U i
λ(y) >

1

2
U i
λ(y1) > 0, ∀y ∈ Br(y1) ∩ Rn

+.

Furthermore, since U i
λ

∣∣
Tλ

= 0, we can suppose there exists at least one another point

y2 ∈ Br(y1) ∩ Rn
+ such that U i

λ(y2) < 3
4U

i
λ(y1), this ensure that U i

λ(x) will not be

constant in Br(y1) ∩ Rn
+.

Let U i
λ(x) = U i

λ(x)− Ci, where Ci > 0 to be determined. By (4.2), we deduce the

elliptic inequality of U i
λ on Br(y1) ∩ Rn

+,

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)− d̃ii(x)U i
λ(x)

≥
∑
j ̸=i

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ(x) + d̃ii(x)C

i,
(4.5)

For j = 1, . . . ,m, each uj(x) ∈ C1(Br(y1)), therefore ujλ, U
j
λ, and ∇U i

λ are bounded

on Br(y1), by continuity of f i, so are they on Br(y1). Hence exists M i
j > 0, such that

for all x ∈ Br(y1),∣∣∣d̃ij(x, u1λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i
λ, U

j
λ)U

j
λ

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣f i(x, u1λ, · · · , u

j
λ, · · · , u

m,∇U i
λ)− f i(x, u1λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ)
∣∣∣ < 2M i

j .

Hence by (Fn), min
x∈Br(y1)

d̃ii(x) > 0, choosing Ci > max

 2
m∑

j=1
M i

j

min
x∈Br(y1)

d̃ii(x)
, U i

λ(y1)

 > 0,

such that∑
j ̸=i

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ(x) + d̃ii(x)C

i

≥− 2

m∑
j=1

M i
j + min

x∈Br(y1)
d̃ii(x)C

i > 0.
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Hence, (4.5) becomes

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)− d̃ii(x)U i
λ(x) > 0.

By using Lemma 2.1 on U i
λ(x) < 0 over Br(y1) ∩ Rn

+, noting that y1 is the maximum

point of U i
λ(x) on Br(y1) ∩ Rn

+, we have

∂U i
λ

∂xn
(y1) < 0.

However, if y1 ∈ Pλ, combining with (4.4) and by directly calculating we have

∂U i
λ

∂xn
(y1) =

∂U i
λ

∂xn
(y1) ≥ 0,

which is a contradiction.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We will apply the moving plane method in three steps.

Step 1: there exist a real number λ ∈ R such that U i
µ

∣∣
Σµ

≤ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ <

λ.

Assume for contradiction that ∀λ < 0, there exists y0 ∈ Σλ such that U i0
λ (y0) > 0

for some i0. We set J := {j = 1, . . . ,m | U j
λ ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σλ} ⫋ {1, . . . ,m}, and I :=

{1, . . . ,m} \ J. Up to a permutation of the indices, we can assume I = {1, . . . , l}, J =

{l + 1, . . . ,m}, l = |I|.
Note that sup

Σλ

U i
λ > 0, ∀ i ∈ I. By Lemma 3.5, we may take {yi}i∈I ⊂ Σλ \ Tλ such

that

U i
λ(yi) = max

y∈Σλ

U i
λ(y) > 0.

For fixed i ∈ I, by Lemma 4.4, yi lies in the interior of Σλ, hence ∇U i
λ(yi) = 0, and

D2U i
λ(yi) ≤ 0. Then the i-th equation in (4.2) at yi becomes

0 ≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ(yi), · · · , uj(yi), · · · , um(yi), 0, U

j
λ(yi))U

j
λ(yi), (4.6)

By Remark 1.3, definition of J and U j
λ(yi) ≤ U j

λ(yj), ∀j ∈ I, (4.6) becomes

0 ≥
∑
j∈I

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi))U
j
λ(yj). (4.7)

25



Next we will prove that U j
λ(yj) ≤ 0, ∀j ∈ I, which will be contradictory to the

choice of yi. Rewrite (4.7) as

MU = V, (4.8)

where U :=
(
U1
λ(y1), . . . , U

l
λ(yl)

)
, V := (v1, . . . , vl), M := (mij)

l
i,j=1, satisfying

vi ≤ 0,mij := d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi)) ≤ 0, i, j = 1, . . . , l.

We can assume λ < −R̃, where R̃ as in Lemma 3.7, then Σλ ⊂ Rn \ B
R̃
(0), hence by

Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 2.3, M is invertable, we can then solve U = M−1V by (4.8),

together with Cramer’s law and Lemma 2.3, Lemma 3.7, we have

U j
λ(yj) = M jkvk =

1

detM

l∑
k=1

adj(M)jkvk ≤ 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , l.

Next we continue to move Tλ by increasing λ, as long as U i
λ(x) ≤ 0 holds for all i

on ΣΛ, we define

Λ := sup
{
λ ∈ R

∣∣ U i
µ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σµ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ < λ

}
.

Step 1 shows that Λ > −∞. On the other hand lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, for sufficiently large

R, we have ui(x) > ui(0), ∀|x| > R, hence Λ < +∞, therefore Λ is finite. Since all the

terms are continuous with respect to λ, we have

U i
Λ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (4.9)

In particular, U i
µ ≤ 0,∀µ ≤ Λ, hence ∀x ∈ ΣΛ,

∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0, by covering argument. By

(4.2) and Remark 1.3, we have on ΣΛ,

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

Λ(x)− d̃ii(x)U i
Λ(x) ≥ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (4.10)

Since all the coefficient of (4.10) are locally bounded, by Lemma 2.1, we have ∀i =
1, . . . ,m, either

U i
Λ(x) < 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ,

or U i
Λ(x) ≡ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ.
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If the former one happens, we also have

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ TΛ.

Noting that the Neumann boundary condition shows that U i
Λ

∣∣
PΛ

< 0. In fact,

assume U i
Λ|PΛ

= 0, byLemma 2.1 we have

∂U i
Λ

∂xn
(x) < 0, x ∈ PΛ,

which is contradictory to (4.4). Hence

U i
Λ(x) < 0, x ∈ PΛ.

Now, if Λ = 0, we have ∂ui

∂x1
(0, x′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = 0}, hence U i

Λ(x) ≡ 0, ∀x ∈
ΣΛ.

Next, we discuss the case of Λ < 0.

Step 2: We will prove that U i
Λ ≡ 0 on ΣΛ for at least one i.

As the discussion above, we only need to exclude the case that all the U i
Λ on ΣΛ

are strictly negative, with directional derivative along x1 being strictly positive on TΛ.

Assume this is happening.

By definition of Λ, there exists a sequence of {λk}∞k=1 ⊂ R and a sequence of

{yk}∞k=1 ⊂ Rn
+, such that λk ∈ (Λ, 0), satisfying lim

k→∞
λk = Λ, and yk ∈ Σλk

, such that

at least for one i, U i
λk
(yk) ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.5, we can choose {yk} ⊂ Σλk

\ ΣΛ, such

that

U i
λk
(yk) = max

y∈Σλk

U i
λk
(y) > 0, k = 1, 2, · · · (4.11)

There two cases will happen.

Case 1 the sequence {yk}∞k=1 has bounded subsequence.

Without lost of generality, we can assume

lim
k→∞

yk = y0 ∈
+∞⋂
k=1

Σλk
\ ΣΛ = TΛ,

We claim that
∂U i

Λ
∂x1

(y0) > 0.

If y0 ∈ TΛ, then by Lemma 2.1 we are done. Next, consider y0 ∈ PΛ ∩TΛ. In fact,

for any Q ∈ PΛ ∩ TΛ, we have U i
Λ(Q) = 0, hence

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(Q) ≥ 0.
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Let s = −e1 + en, at Q, locally we can regarded as {ρ ≡ x1 − Λ = 0} intersect

with {σ ≡ xn = 0}, noticing that (2.1) and (2.6) shows that a1j = 0, ∀j = 2, . . . , n,

and then aijρiσj = 0, hence at Q, by using Lemma 2.2 on (4.10), we have either

∂U i
Λ

∂s
(Q) = −

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(Q) +

∂U i
Λ

∂xn
(Q) < 0, (4.12)

or
∂2U i

Λ

∂s2
(Q) =

∂2U i
Λ

∂x21
(Q)− 2

∂2U i
Λ

∂x1∂xn
(Q) +

∂2U i
Λ

∂x2n
(Q) < 0. (4.13)

For (4.1), with (H), by direct calculations showing that

∂2U i
Λ

∂x1∂xn
(Q) = −2

Λ

|Q|
∂hi

∂r
(|Q|) ≤ 0, (4.14)

Hence by (2.2), (2.3), (4.13), (4.14) , only (4.12) can hold, hence

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(Q) > 0. (4.15)

Let Q be y0, we prove the claim.

Next, by mean value theorem

0 < U i
λk
(yk) = ui(yλk

k )− ui(yk) = 2
∂ui

∂x1
(ξk)(λk − yk,1) < 0,

where ξk lies in the segment connecting yk and yλk
k , noticing that the last strict

less than sign can be achieved by sufficiently large k pushing ξk near y0 close

enough, which is a contradiction.

Case 2 limk→∞ |yk| = +∞. In this case, we can choose k∗ > 0 such that ∀k > k∗,

|yk| > R̃, where R̃ as in Lemma 3.7. Then for each yk, k > k∗, the argument

similar to Step 1 will give a contradiction.

Step 3: We need to prove all the U i
Λ ≡ 0 on ΣΛ.

By Step 2, denote I :=
{
i
∣∣∣ U i

Λ

∣∣
ΣΛ

≡ 0
}
, J := {1, . . . ,m} \ I. If J ̸= ∅, by (F7),

there exists i0 ∈ I, j0 ∈ J, such that∣∣∣{x ∈ Rn
+

∣∣∣ f i0strictly decreasing with respect tozj0 , aszk, k ̸= i0, j0, pfixed
}∣∣∣ > 0,

that is there existsx0 ∈ Rn
+, such that

d̃i0j0(x0, u
1
Λ(x0), · · · , uj(x0), · · · , um(x0), 0, U

j0
Λ (x0))U

j0
Λ (x0) < 0.
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If x0 ∈ ΣΛ, then by Lemma 3.4 and (4.2), together with d̃ij ≤ 0, i ̸= j in Remark 1.3,

and (4.9) show that

0 ≥
∑
j ̸=i0

d̃i0jU
j
Λ =

∑
j∈J

d̃i0jU
j
Λ

≥d̃i0j0U
j0
Λ > 0,

which is a contradiction.

If x0 ∈ ΣΛ
Λ, consider the elliptic inequality of ΣΛ

Λ on U i
Λ should be

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

Λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

−d̃ij(x, u
1
Λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

Λ, U
j
Λ)U

j
Λ.

Noting that for j ∈ J , U j
Λ should be strictly positive on ΣΛ

Λ, hence

0 ≥
∑
j ̸=i0

−d̃i0jU
j
Λ =

∑
j∈J

−d̃i0jU
j
Λ

≥− d̃i0j0U
j0
Λ > 0,

which figures out a contradiction again. Hence J = ∅, that is all the U i
Λ ≡ 0 hold on

ΣΛ. □

5 Unbounded Tube Shape Domains

Now we turn our attention on the unbounded tubes, any tubes in Rn can always

regarded as C∞ := Ω× (−∞,∞) up to rotations and translations, where Ω ⊂ Rn−1 is

a bounded simply connected domain, we assume ∂Ω ∈ C2.

In this case, we mainly consider the following constant-boundary Dirichlet problem

for (1.1) on C∞, 
det(D2ui) = f i(x,u,∇ui), x ∈ C∞,

ui = hi, x ∈ ∂C∞,

lim
|x|→+∞

ui(x) = ∞, i = 1, . . . ,m.

(5.1)

where hi satisfy lim
|xn|→+∞

hi(x) = ∞.
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The behavior of ui at the infinity as above are natural since we always assume ui

to be strictly convex.

In this case, we need only a weaken condition instead of (2.12):

For ui ∈ C1(Rn), we denote

∂ui

∂|xn|
(x) := ⟨∇ui(x), en⟩⟨en,

x

|x|
⟩,

∇τ ′(x) := ∇ui(x)− ∂ui

∂|xn|
(x)

x

|x|
,

We require that

lim
|xn|→∞

∂ui

∂|xn|
(x) > 0,

|∇τ ′(x)| = o

(
∂ui

∂|xn|
(x)

)
as |xn| → ∞. (5.2)

Similar to the case of bounded tubes [21], when we move the hyperplane {x1 = λ}
along e1 from left negative infinity, denote λ0 := inf{x1 | x ∈ C∞}. Then we can define

similarly the

Λ0 := sup
{
λ > λ0

∣∣∣ Σλ
λ ⊂ Ω

}
,

with two probably happened situations, and define Λ1,Λ2 respectively.

5.1 Main Theorem

We now state our main theorem for case of unbounded tubes.

When Ω being convex in one direction, assumed as e1, and the nonlinear term

f satisfies some corresponding monotonic conditions in this direction, we can start

to examine whether the solution of the system (5.1) will satisfy the corresponding

monotonicity along this direction. The main results are the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let C∞ = Ω× (−∞,∞) be a unbounded tubes in Rn, where Ω ⊂ Rn−1

is a C2 bounded simply connected domain being convex along with e1. Assume f satisfy

(F2), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F6) and (F10). Let u =
(
u1, · · · , um

)
∈

[
C2

(
C∞

)]m
be a

group of strictly convex solutions to (5.1) satisfying (2.13) and (5.2), then each ui on

{x ∈ C∞ | x1 < Λ0} must be

ui
(
x1, x

′) ≥ ui
(
2Λ0 − x1, x

′) and
∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0.
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Furthermore, if

∂ui

∂x1

(
Λ0, x

′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = Λ0} , (5.3)

then such ui must be symmetric with respect to {x1 = Λ0} and strictly decreasing in e1

direction with x1 < Λ0, more precisely,

ui(x) = ui
(
|x1 − Λ0| , x′

)
, in {x ∈ C∞ | |x1 − Λ0| < Λ0 − λ0},

moreover,
∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0, in {x ∈ C∞ | x1 < Λ0}.

If we assume more symmetry condition on Ω and f (substituting (F6) with (F8)) to

satisfy (5.3), we can furthermore immediately have the following, by using Theorem 5.1

again with uΛ0 := (uiΛ0
). (Noting that in this case, the inequalities (2.7),(2.8) will be

slightly different to obtain the same result.)

Theorem 5.2. Let C∞ = Ω× (−∞,∞) be a unbounded tubes in Rn, where Ω ⊂ Rn−1

is a C2 bounded simply connected domain being convex along with e1. Assume f satisfy

(F2), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F8) and (F10). Let u =
(
u1, · · · , um

)
∈

[
C2

(
C∞

)]m
be a

group of strictly convex solutions to (5.1) satisfying (2.13) and (5.2), then each ui must

be symmetric with respect to {x1 = Λ0}, and strictly decreasing in {x1 < Λ0} in e1

direction with x1 < Λ0.

More precisely, for all i = 1, . . . ,m,

ui(x) = ui
(
|x1 − Λ0| , x′

)
, in {x ∈ C∞ | |x1 − Λ0| < Λ0 − λ0},

moreover,
∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0, in {x ∈ C∞ | x1 < Λ0}.

Especially, when Ω is a ball, that is C∞ being a infinite cylinder, if we substitute

(F6) to the symmetric ones (F9), then by using Theorem 5.1 respect to all directions

in Rn, we have immediately that

Corollary 5.3. Let C∞ = Ω × (−∞,∞) be a infinite cylinder in Rn, Ω = BR be a

arbitrary ball with radius R in Rn−1. Assume f satisfy (F1), (F3), (F4), (F5), (F9)
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and (F10). Let u =
(
u1, · · · , um

)
∈
[
C2

(
C∞

)]m
be a group of strictly convex solutions

to (5.1) satisfying (2.13) and (5.2), then each must be radially symmetric and strictly

increasing respect to the axis crossing the center of BR.

More precisely, denote the center of BR as x∗ = ((x∗)′, x∗n) ∈ Rn, and denote

r = |x′ − (x∗)′|, then for i = 1 . . . ,m, each ui must be

ui(x) = ui(r, xn), x ∈ C∞,

moreover,
∂ui

∂r
(r, xn) > 0, x ∈ C∞.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1

By the same procedure in calculating (2.9), we can obtain an elliptic inequality of

U i
λ in Σλ: ∀x ∈ Σλ such that ∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤ 0, we have

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

λ(x)

≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(x, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um,∇U i

λ, U
j
λ)U

j
λ,

(5.4)

where Ai(x) :=
(
aijk(x)

)n

j,k=1
,

aijk(x) :=

∫ 1

0
det

(
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

) (
(1− t)D2uiλ(x) + tD2ui(x)

)jk
dt,

are strictly positive definite due to the strictly convexity of ui and (F1), and together

with

Bi(x) :=
hf i,p

|∇U i
λ(x))|

χ{|∇U i
λ(x))|̸=0}∇U i

λ(x)

are all locally bounded due to the twice differentiable continuity of ui.

Next we prove a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) satisfy (2.13) and (5.2), then for all λ < 0,

lim
|xn|→∞,x1<λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0,∀i = 1, . . . ,m.
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Proof. By (5.2)

∂ui

∂x1
=

∂ui

∂|xn|
x1
|x|

+

(
∇ui − ∂ui

∂|xn|
x

|x|

)
· e1

=
∂ui

∂|xn|

(
x1
|x|

+ o(1)

)
, as |xn| → ∞, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m,

hence for all λ < 0,

U i
λ(x) = ui(2λ− x1, x

′)− ui(x)

= ui(2λ− x1, x
′)− ui(−x1, x

′) + ui(−x1, x
′)− ui(x)

= 2λ

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂x1

(
2(1− t)λ− x1, x

′) dt+ ui(−x1, x
′)− ui(x)

= 2λ

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂|xn|

(
2(1− t)λ− x1

|x|
+ o(1)

)
dt+ ui(−x1, x

′)− ui(x), as |xn| → ∞,

Noticing that ∂ui

∂|xn| > 0, as |xn| → ∞, hence for x1 sufficiently small such that x1 < 2λ,

by (2.13), we have

lim
|xn|→∞,x1<2λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0.

On the other hand, for λ < 0,

U i
λ(x) = ui(2λ− x1, x

′)− ui(x1, x
′)

= 2(λ− x1)

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂x1

(
2t(λ− x1) + x1, x

′) dt
= 2(λ− x1)

∫ 1

0

∂ui

∂|xn|

(
2t(λ− x1) + x1

|x|
+ o(1)

)
dt, as |xn| → ∞,

Noticing that ∂ui

∂|xn| > 0, as |xn| → ∞, hence for x1 sufficiently small such that 2λ <

x1 < λ, we have

lim
|xn|→∞,2λ<x1<λ

U i
λ(x) ≤ 0.

Remark 5.5. This lemma is in order to ensure the super-mum of U i
λ on Σλ can be

achieved inside Σλ, not just a sequence of maximizers along xn being infinity. This

version is the axis symmetric case, in fact we can weaken the condition (2.13) if we only

consider one direction.
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We will apply the moving plane method in three steps.

Step 1: there exist a real number λ ∈ R such that U i
µ

∣∣
Σµ

≤ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ <

λ.

Firstly, consider ΣR̃
λ := Σλ ∩ {|x| ≤ R̃}, where R̃ is given by Lemma 3.7. Without

lost of generality, we can assume ∂ΣR̃
λ ∩C∞ being C2.(If not, we can generate a larger

C2 surface along with the boundary covering ΣR̃
λ .)

For any x ∈ {x1 = λ0} ∩ ∂C∞, by maximum principle, locally we have ∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0,

hence by the continuity of ∇ui up to the boundary, for sufficiently small ϵx > 0, we

must have
∂ui

∂x1
< 0, x ∈ C∞ ∩Bϵx(x), ∀i = 1, . . . ,m.

Noting that {x1 = λ0} ∩ ∂C∞ is a compact set, hence we must have finite cover of it

by {Bϵx(x)}, denoted as {Bϵxi
(xi)}Ki=1.

Now denote

Cϵ
∞ := C∞ ∩

K⋃
i=1

Bϵxi
(xi),

we have
∂ui

∂x1
(x) < 0, x ∈ Cϵ

∞, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m,

hence when λ sufficiently close to λ0 (such that Σλ ∪ Σλ
λ ⊂ Cϵ

∞, fix such λ, denote as

λ′, For any µ ∈ (λ0, λ
′), we have

U i
µ(x) =

∫ 2µ−x1

x1

∂ui

∂x1
(s, x′)ds < 0, x ∈ Σµ.

Consider ΣR̃c

λ := Σλ \ {|x| ≤ R̃}, we assume that the goal of the step is not true,

that is, assume ∀λ < 0, exists y0 ∈ ΣR̃c

λ such that for some i0, U i0
λ (y0) > 0. We

denote the index set J := {j = 1, . . . ,m | U j
λ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣR̃c

λ } ⫋ {1, . . . ,m}, and
I := {1, . . . ,m} \ J. Without lost of generality, we can assume I = {1, . . . , l}, J =

{l + 1, . . . ,m}, l = |I|.
Noticing that sup

Σλ

U i
λ > 0, ∀ i ∈ I. By Lemma 5.4, we can choose {yi}i∈I ⊂ ΣR̃c

λ

such that

U i
λ(yi) = max

y∈ΣR̃c
λ

U i
λ(y) > 0.
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For fixed i ∈ I, by U i
λ

∣∣
Tλ

= 0, yi ∈ ΣR̃c

Λ , hence ∇U i
λ(yi) = 0, and D2U i

λ(yi) ≤ 0.

Therefore the i-th equation in (5.4) at yi becomes

0 ≥
m∑
j=1

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ(yi), · · · , uj(yi), · · · , um(yi), 0, U

j
λ(yi))U

j
λ(yi), (5.5)

by Remark 1.3, definition of J and U j
λ(yi) ≤ U j

λ(yj), ∀j ∈ I, (5.5) becomes

0 ≥
∑
j∈I

d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi))U
j
λ(yj). (5.6)

We will prove next that U j
λ(yj) ≤ 0, ∀j ∈ I, which will be a contradiction to the

choice of yi. Rewrite (5.6) as

MU = V, (5.7)

where U :=
(
U1
λ(y1), . . . , U

l
λ(yl)

)
, V := (v1, . . . , vl), M := (mij)

l
i,j=1, satisfy

vi ≤ 0,mij := d̃ij(yi, u
1
λ, · · · , uj , · · · , um, 0, U j

λ(yi)) ≤ 0, i, j = 1, . . . , l.

Noticing that ΣR̃c

Λ ⊂ Rn \ B
R̃
(0), by Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 2.3, M is invertable,

hence by (5.7)we can solve U = M−1V , by Cramer’s law and Lemma 2.3, together with

Lemma 3.7, we have

U j
λ(yj) = M jkvk =

1

detM

l∑
k=1

adj(M)jkvk ≤ 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , l,

which is contradictory to the choice of yi. Hence exists λ′′ < 0 such that U i
µ

∣∣
ΣR̃c

µ
≤

0,∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ < λ,

Take λ := min{λ′, λ′′} we finish Step 1.

Next we continue to move Tλ by increasing λ, as long as U i
λ(x) ≤ 0 holds for all i

on ΣΛ. We define

Λ := sup
{
λ ∈ R

∣∣ U i
µ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ Σµ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m, ∀ µ < λ

}
.

Since all the terms are continuous with respect to λ, we have

U i
Λ(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (5.8)
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In particular, U i
µ ≤ 0, ∀µ ≤ Λ, hence by covering argument, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ, we have

∂ui

∂x1
(x) ≤

0, hence by (5.4) and Remark 1.3, on ΣΛ,

tr
(
Ai(x)D2U i

Λ(x)
)
+Bi(x) · ∇U i

Λ(x)− d̃ii(x)U i
Λ(x) ≥ 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . ,m. (5.9)

Since all the coefficient of (5.9) are locally bounded, by Lemma 2.1, we have ∀i =
1, . . . ,m, either

U i
Λ(x) < 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ,

or U i
Λ(x) ≡ 0, ∀x ∈ ΣΛ.

If the former one happens, we also have

∂U i
Λ

∂x1
(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ TΛ.

Step 2: We need to prove Λ = Λ0.

By definition of Λ, there exists a sequence of {λk}∞k=1 ⊂ R and a sequence of

{yk}∞k=1 ⊂ Rn, such that λk ∈ (Λ, 0), satisfying lim
k→∞

λk = Λ, and yk ∈ Σλk
, such that

at least for one i, U i
λk
(yk) > 0. By Lemma 5.4, we can choose {yk} ⊂ Σλk

\ ΣΛ, such

that

U i
λk
(yk) = max

y∈Σλk

U i
λk
(y) > 0, k = 1, 2, · · · (5.10)

There two cases will happen.

Case 1 the sequence {yk}∞k=1 exists bounded subsequence, that is xk → x∗ ∈ ΣΛ.

By continuity of ui, U i
Λ(x

∗) ≥ 0, Hence by U i
Λ

∣∣
ΣΛ

< 0 we have x∗ ∈ TΛ. By mean

value theorem,

0 ≤ U i
Λ(xk) = 2

∂uiΛ
∂x1

(ξk)(λk − xk,1),

where ξk lies in the segment connecting xk and xλk
k , which shows

∂ui
Λ

∂x1
(ξk) ≥ 0,

hence
∂uiΛ
∂x1

(x∗) ≥ 0,

By continuity of ui, this is contradictory to ∂ui

∂x1

∣∣∣
TΛ

= −1
2
∂U i

Λ
∂x1

∣∣∣
TΛ

< 0.

Case 2 limk→∞ |yk| = +∞. In this case, we can choose k∗ > 0 such that ∀k > k∗,

|yk| > R̃, where R̃ as in Lemma 3.7. Then for each yk, k > k∗, the argument

similar to the second part of Step 1 will give a contradiction.
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Step 3: Now Λ = Λ0, hence by continuity of ui, U i
Λ ≤ 0, and ∀λ < Λ, by using

Lemma 3.4 on Σλ, and by covering argument shows that ∂ui

∂x1
< 0 on {x ∈ C∞ | x1 < Λ0}.

For the second part assertion in the theorem, noting that (5.4) also holds on ΣΛ,

hence if ∂ui

∂x1
(Λ0, x

′) = 0 for some x ∈ {x1 = Λ0}, then by Lemma 3.4 again, U i
Λ ≡ 0 on

ΣΛ. □
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