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A SYMMETRY PROBLEM FOR SOME QUASI-LINEAR EQUATIONS IN

EUCLIDEAN SPACE

RAMYA DUTTA AND PIERRE-DAMIEN THIZY

Abstract. We prove sharp asymptotic estimates for the gradient of positive solutions to certain
nonlinear p-Laplace equations in Euclidean space by showing symmetry and uniqueness of positive
solutions to associated limiting problems.

1. Introduction

In this article we are concerned with symmetry and uniqueness results for two quasi-linear elliptic
equations in Euclidean space under point-wise bounds for the solutions. The first is the positive
entire solutions of the eigenvalue problem for the p-Laplace operator in Euclidean space R

n where
n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n,

−∆pv = −λvp−1 in R
n. (1.1)

By standard elliptic regularity theory [11], [33] any weak solution v ∈ W 1,p
loc (R

n) of (1.1) is in fact

C1,α
loc (R

n). We remark that when λ < 0, by a standard application of Picone’s identity (see for

example [2, Theorem-2.1]) it follows that there are no positive W 1,p
loc (R

n) solutions to (1.1). When
λ = 0, the solutions v are called the p-harmonic functions and by a well known Liouville theorem the
only positive p-harmonic functions are constant. We refer to [21, Corollary-6.11] for the Liouville
theorem and for more details on p-harmonic functions in general. Henceforth we will only consider
the case λ > 0.

The second is a two weight quasi-linear elliptic equation in the punctured space R
n \ {0} aris-

ing from the Euler-Lagrange equation of the Hardy’s inequality in R
n with two radial weights.

Namely we consider the positive weak solutions u ∈ W 1,p
loc (R

n \ {0}) of the equation

− div
(

|x|−ap|∇u|p−2∇u
)

=
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−1 in R

n \ {0} (1.2)

where, n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, a ∈ R, −∞ < µ ≤ µa and µa :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

n− (a+ 1)p

p

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

. The number µa is

the best constant in Hardy’s inequality when a 6=
n− p

p
(see [22, Proposition-1.1] and also [1], [3]).

Again by standard elliptic theory all positive weak solutions u of (1.2) are in C1,α
loc (R

n \ {0}).

1.1. The eigenfunction equation in R
n.

We are concerned with solutions to the problem (1.1) together with the point-wise bounds

−∆pv = −λvp−1 in R
n

C1e
αλ〈x,ξ〉 ≤ v(x) ≤ C2e

αλ〈x,ξ〉
(1.3)
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where, C1, C2 > 0 are positive constants, ξ ∈ S
n−1 and αλ :=

(

λ

p− 1

)1/p

when λ > 0. Note that

v(x) = Ceαλ〈x,ξ〉 solves the equation (1.3). The main result here is the 1-dimensional symmetry and
uniqueness (up to multiplication by a positive constant) of solutions to the problem (1.3).

Theorem 1.1. Let, n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n and λ > 0. Then any weak solution of the problem (1.3) has
1-dimensional symmetry and is given by v(x) = Ceαλ〈x,ξ〉 for some C > 0.

Problem of 1-dimensional symmetry and monotonicity of positive solutions has been extensively
studied in context of p-Laplacian. For symmetry results in half-space Rn

+, we refer to [10], [13], [16]
and for results in this direction for full space R

n, we refer to [14], [19] and references therein.

A similar problem was considered in [12] for the positive eigenfunctions in the real Hyperbolic
space H

n of sectional curvature −1, where the moving plane technique was adapted appropriately
to prove horospherical symmetry which lead to the uniqueness up to multiplication by a positive
constant. A suitable adaptation of moving plane technique does not seem to be immediate for the
Euclidean problem (1.3). Instead we will use a variation of the strong maximum (or minimum)
principle to show that the solutions of problem (1.3) have 1-dimensional symmetry from which the
uniqueness result follows.

Problem (1.3) together with the point-wise bounds appear naturally as a limiting problem in various
contexts. As a first application of Theorem-1.1 we look at sharp asymptotic gradient estimates at
infinity of positive solutions of p-Laplace equations with a non-linearity. In [20] the authors consider
the following problem

−∆pu−
µ|u|p−2u

|x|p
+ λ|u|p−2u = f(u) in R

n (1.4)

for u ∈ W 1,p(Rn) where, n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, 0 ≤ µ < µ :=

(

n− p

p

)p

, λ > 0 and f ∈ C(R) is a

continuous function such that

lim sup
t→0+

|f(t)|

|t|q−1
≤ A < +∞, lim sup

t→+∞

|f(t)|

|t|p∗−1
≤ A < +∞ (1.5)

with 1 < p < q < p∗ =
np

n− p
.

The sharp point-wise asymptotic estimates of the solutions and its gradient for the case λ = 0,
µ = 0 and f(u) = |u|p

∗−2u, which corresponds to a quasi-linear critical Sobolev equation in R
n,

was first proved in [35]. In [20, Theorem-1.3 and Theorem-1.6] the following precise point-wise
asymptotic estimate of positive solutions of (1.4) has been established using comparison theorems.
Let γ1, γ2 be the two roots of the equation

γp−1(n− p− (p− 1)γ) = µ (1.6)

such that 0 ≤ γ1 <
n− p

p
< γ2 ≤

n− p

p− 1
where, µ ∈ [0, µ), αλ :=

(

λ

p− 1

)1/p

and u ∈ W 1,p(Rn)

be any positive solution of (1.4) such that f(u) is non-negative in Bρ(0) and R
n \ BR(0) for some
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ρ, R > 0, then the following sharp point-wise asymptotic estimates hold

u(x) ≍ |x|−γ1 , for x ∈ Bρ(0) \ {0} (1.7)

u(x) ≍ |x|−
n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x|, for x ∈ R
n \BR(0) (1.8)

where the constants of asymptotics depend implicitly on the solution u as well as the parameters
n, p, µ, q, A, f of the equation (1.4). We use the notation f ≍ g for positive functions f, g to mean
C1g ≤ f ≤ C2g for some positive constants C1, C2 > 0.

Sharp apriori point-wise asymptotic estimates on the general positive entire solutions and its gra-
dient at infinity play a crucial role in problem of classification and proving radial symmetry of
solutions to problems involving the p-Laplacian. The sharp asymptotic gradient estimate is espe-
cially relevant to the proof of radial symmetry of positive entire solutions using the moving plane
technique. The upper bound on the gradient estimate is usually easier to prove and follows from
the standard C1,α-estimates of [11], [33]. However proving the gradient estimate from below relies
on an additional blow-up analysis and classification of solutions to the associated limiting problem.
We refer to [29], [35] for proof of radial symmetry of positive entire solutions in D1,p(Rn) to problem
(1.4) with critical non-linearity f(u) = up∗−1 when λ = µ = 0 and to [25] for λ = 0, µ ∈ (0, µ). It
is worth pointing out that when λ = 0 and f(u) = up∗−1, the solutions have polynomial decay at
infinity. In particular u(x) ≍ |x|−γ as |x| → ∞ where γ = γ2 is the larger root in (1.6). In this case
sharp behavior of the gradient at infinity |∇u(x)| ≍ |x|−γ−1 is proved by classifying the blow-up
limit of rescaling the solution uR(x) := Rγu(Rx) → u∞(x) in R

n \ {0} as R → ∞ where the limit
function u∞ develops an isolated singularity at origin. The limiting solution u∞ ∈ C1,α(Rn \ {0})
satisfies the equation







−∆pu∞ −
µ

|x|p
up−1
∞ = 0 in R

n \ {0}

u∞ ≍ |x|−γ.
(1.9)

and the solutions are given by u∞(x) = C|x|−γ where, γ is a root of (1.6). More recently this
technique of establishing sharp asymptotic gradient estimate by classification of isolated singular-
ities has been extended to the anisotropic p-Laplacian in [15], where the classification result has
been proved using a refined comparison principle. The classification of isolated singularity of p-
harmonic functions (1 < p ≤ n and µ = 0) in punctured space R

n \ {0} follows from [24]. In

case µ = µ =

(

n− p

p

)p

the classification result was established in [27]. We refer to [5], [6] where

the sharp asymptotic estimate of positive solutions and its gradient at infinity proved in [31], [35]
was used to classify the solutions. We refer to [17], [18] and also [7], [8] in the anisotropic setting
where the classification of isolated singularity of the n-Laplacian and respectively the anisotropic
n-Laplacian in R

n \ {0} plays a vital role in the analysis and classification of solutions to the Liou-
ville equation in R

n.

Now coming back to the problem (1.4) when λ > 0, owing to the exponential decay of the positive
solutions of equation at infinity, the nature of blow-up is different and the corresponding limiting
problem is (1.3). In [20, Theorem-2.1] for positive radial solutions u(r) of (1.4) a precise asymptotic

expansion of

(

−
u′(r)

u(r)

)p−1

as r → +∞ has been established, the principal term of which is given
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by

lim
r→+∞

(

−
u′(r)

u(r)

)p−1

= αp−1
λ =

λ

p− 1
. (1.10)

Applying Theorem-1.1 we retrieve the asymptotic behavior of gradient at infinity as in (1.10) but
for general positive solutions u ∈ W 1,p(Rn) of (1.4) (without the radiality assumption).

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, 0 ≤ µ < µ :=

(

n− p

p

)p

, λ > 0, γ1 be the smaller root of

(1.6) such that γ1 ∈

(

0,
n− p

p

)

and u ∈ W 1,p(Rn) be a positive solution of (1.4) with f ∈ C(R)

satisfying (1.5) such that f(u) is non-negative in Bρ0(0)\{0} and R
n\BR0(0) for some R0 > ρ0 > 0.

Then

lim
|x|→0+

|x||∇u(x)|

u(x)
= γ1 (1.11)

lim
|x|→+∞

|∇u|

u
(x) = αλ (1.12)

and this in particular implies |∇u(x)| ≍ |x|−γ1−1 in Bρ(0) \ {0} and |∇u(x)| ≍ |x|−
n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x| in
R

n \BR(0) for some R > ρ > 0.

As a second application we look at a problem which is closely related to the Martin boundary
problem coming from potential theory. When p = 2 this corresponds to the problem of identifying
the ‘ideal-boundary’ of the operator Hλ := (−∆+ λ) in R

n. We refer to [26] and references therein
for a more detailed exposition of the problem from potential theoretic context. It is known that the
ideal-boundary of operator Hλ in R

n can be identified with the unit sphere Sn−1. Positive solutions
v of Hλv = 0 in R

n are given by the representation formula

v(x) =

∫

Sn−1

eαλ〈x,ξ〉 dµ(ξ) (1.13)

where, µ is a positive measure on S
n−1, in particular v(x) = eαλ〈x,ξ〉 corresponds to the dirac mass

µ = δξ on S
n−1. However such representation formulas are not available for p-Laplacian when p 6= 2.

In case of the p-Laplacian we are able to get the following analogue of [26, Example-2.14] as an
immediate application of Theorem-1.1.

Corollary 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, λ > 0 and u be a positive solution to the problem

−∆pu = −λup−1 (1.14)

in an exterior domain R
n \Br0(0) for some r0 > 0 such that u ∈ W 1,p(Rn \Br0(0)). Then u satisfies

the point-wise asymptotic estimate u(x) ≍ |x|−
n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x| in R
n \Br0(0) and the limit

Pλ(x, ξ) := lim
t→+∞

u(x− tξ)

u(−tξ)
(1.15)

exists and Pλ(x, ξ) = eαλ〈x,ξ〉 for x ∈ R
n and ξ ∈ S

n−1.
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1.2. The two weight quasi-linear equation with Hardy potential in R
n \ {0}.

We consider a class of quasi-linear elliptic Euler-Lagrange equations arising from the Hardy’s
inequality (see [22, Proposition-1.1] and also [1], [3]) with two radial weights. Let n ≥ 2, p ∈ (1, n),

a ∈ R \

{

n− p

p

}

and µa :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

n− (a + 1)p

p

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

> 0 denote the best constant in the Hardy’s inequality

µa

∫

Rn

|v|p

|x|(a+1)p
dx ≤

∫

Rn

|∇v|p

|x|ap
dx, for v ∈ C∞

c (Rn \ {0}) . (1.16)

We are considering the problem

−∆p,au−
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−1 = 0 in R

n \ {0}

C1|x|
−γ ≤ u(x) ≤ C2|x|

−γ
(1.17)

where, n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, −∆p,au := − div
(

|x|−ap|∇u|p−2∇u
)

, a ∈ R, −∞ < µ ≤ µa, C1, C2 > 0
and γ is a real root of the equation

|γ|p−2γ(n− (a+ 1)p− (p− 1)γ) = µ. (1.18)

Note that we are also considering the case a =
n− p

p
. The radial function u(x) = |x|−γ solves (1.17)

if and only if γ satisfies (1.18). Now consider the auxiliary function

f(γ) := |γ|p−2γ(n− (a + 1)p− (p− 1)γ).

It attains its maximum at the unique point γ∗
a :=

n− (a+ 1)p

p
, with maximum value f(γ∗

a) =
∣

∣

∣

∣

n− (a+ 1)p

p

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

= µa. So f(γ) = µa has the unique real root γ = γ∗
a. Otherwise if µ < µa,

then f(γ) = µ has two distinct real roots γ1,a, γ2,a such that γ1,a < γ∗
a < γ2,a. We summarize the

placement of the roots γ according to µ and a,

0 ≤ γ1,a ≤ γ∗
a ≤ γ2,a ≤

n− (a + 1)p

p− 1
, when µ ∈ [0, µa] and a <

n− p

p
(1.19)

γ1,a < 0 <
n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
< γ2,a, when µ < 0 and a <

n− p

p
(1.20)

γ1,a ≤ 0 ≤ γ2,a, when µ ≤ 0 and a =
n− p

p
(1.21)

n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
≤ γ1,a ≤ γ∗

a ≤ γ2,a ≤ 0, when µ ∈ [0, µa] and a >
n− p

p
(1.22)

γ1,a <
n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
< 0 < γ2,a, when µ < 0 and a >

n− p

p
. (1.23)

The case a = 0 and µ ∈ [0, µa) corresponds to (1.9). A complete classification and asymptotic
behavior of the radial solutions to (1.17) was given in [23].

Theorem 1.4. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, a ∈ R, −∞ < µ ≤ µa, γ is a real root of (1.18) and
u ∈ C1,α

loc
(Rn \ {0}) be a solution to the problem (1.17). Then u(x) = C|x|−γ in R

n \ {0} for some
C > 0.
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Remark 1.5. When a ≤
n− p

p
and γ = 0 (µ = 0) then (1.17) corresponds to bounded A-

harmonic functions − divA(x,∇u) := − div
(

|x|−ap|∇u|p−2∇u
)

= 0 with a removable singularity

at origin. We refer to [21, Example-2.22] the weight ω(x) := |x|−ap in the stated range of

a ≤
n− p

p
corresponds to the class of p-admissible weights and the (p, ω)-capacity of the singleton

set {0} is zero, i.e., Capp,ω({0}) = 0. Therefore by [21, Theorem-7.36] the solution u has a
removable singularity at origin and the result follows from the Liouville theorem [21, Theorem-

6.10]. Theorem-1.4 extends this result to the full range a ∈ R. Note that when a =
n− p

p
,

the solution u(x) = −c log |x| is a non-removable singularity of − div
(

|x|p−n|∇u|p−2∇u
)

= 0 in
R

n \ {0}, however, Theorem-1.4 does not capture this.

As an immediate application of Theorem-1.4 we have the sharp gradient estimates of solutions to
the following quasi-linear elliptic Hardy-Sobolev-Maz’ya equation with critical exponent considered
in [28],

−∆p,au−
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−1 =

up∗a,b−1

|x|bp
∗

a,b
in R

n

u > 0 and u ∈ D1,p
(

R
n, |x|−ap

)

(1.24)

where, 0 ≤ a <
n− p

p
, a ≤ b < a + 1, the critical exponent p∗a,b :=

np

n− (a+ 1− b)p
∈ (p, p∗] and

0 < µ < µa. The space D1,p
(

R
n, |x|−ap

)

denotes the completion of C1
c (R

n) with respect to the
semi-norm

‖v‖D1,p(Rn,|x|−ap) :=

(
∫

Rn

|∇v|p|x|−ap dx

)1/p

.

The sharp point-wise asymptotic estimates of the solutions and its gradient for the case µ = 0,

−∞ < a <
n− p

p
, which corresponds to a quasi-linear elliptic Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg equation

in R
n, was first proved in [31]. Let u be a solution of (1.24) then the following sharp point-wise

asymptotic estimate was established in [28],

u(x) ≍ |x|−γ1,a in Bρ(0) \ {0} (1.25)

u(x) ≍ |x|−γ2,a in R
n \BR(0) (1.26)

for some 0 < ρ < R where, γ1,a, γ2,a are the two positive real roots of (1.18) such that

0 < γ1,a <
n− (a + 1)p

p
< γ2,a <

n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
(note that 0 < µ < µa here). The constants of

asymptotics depend implicitly on the solution u as well as the parameters of the equation n, p, µ, a, b.
Using Theorem-1.4 one can then proceed exactly as in the proof of (1.11) in Theorem-1.2 (which
closely follows the proofs of [25, Theorem-3.3] and [15, Theorem-1.4]) to get the following sharp
gradient estimates of the solutions to (1.24). We omit the proof of this result.
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Theorem 1.6. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n, 0 ≤ a <
n− p

p
, a ≤ b < a + 1, the critical exponent

p∗a,b :=
np

n− (a+ 1− b)p
∈ (p, p∗] and 0 < µ < µa. Let u be a solution of (1.24) then it satisfies

lim
|x|→0+

|x||∇u(x)|

u(x)
= γ1,a (1.27)

lim
|x|→+∞

|x||∇u(x)|

u(x)
= γ2,a (1.28)

and hence the sharp point-wise asymptotic gradient estimates

|∇u(x)| ≍ |x|−γ1,a−1 in Bρ(0) \ {0} (1.29)

|∇u(x)| ≍ |x|−γ2,a−1 in R
n \BR(0) (1.30)

for some 0 < ρ < R and the constants of asymptotics depend on the parameters n, p, µ, a, b and
the solution u, where γ1,a, γ2,a are the two positive real roots of (1.18) such that 0 < γ1,a <
n− (a+ 1)p

p
< γ2,a <

n− (a + 1)p

p− 1
.

2. Main ideas and motivation for the proof of Theorem-1.1

Before going to the proof of Theorem-1.1 we briefly motivate the strategy of proof. We remark
that a similar problem of classification of eigenfunctions was also considered in context of the real
Hyperbolic space of constant sectional curvature −1 in [12, Theorem-3.8] where the result was
proved using a suitable modification of the moving plane method. A similar adaptation of moving
plane technique does not seem to be immediate for the Euclidean problem (1.3). Instead we will use
a variation of the strong maximum (or minimum) principle to show that the solutions of problem
(1.3) have 1-dimensional symmetry which in turn implies the uniqueness result of Theorem-1.1.

It is interesting to note that the solutions of problem (1.3) correspond to the equality case in a
gradient estimate with the best constant for positive eigenfunctions in R

n. A gradient estimate
with the best constant for positive eigenfunctions of p-Laplacian on complete non-compact mani-
folds (M, g) with negative lower bound on Ricci curvature Ric ≥ −(n − 1)g was proved in [32]. A
straightforward adaptation of [32, Theorem-1.1] gives the best constant for the gradient estimate
of positive eigenfunctions in R

n. We add a detailed proof of the lemma in Appendix for the sake of
completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < p < n and λ > 0. Suppose v ∈ C1,α
loc

(Rn) to be a positive eigenfunction
of the p-Laplacian corresponding to the eigenvalue −λ i.e.,

−∆pv = −λvp−1 in R
n. (2.1)

Then v satisfies the sharp gradient estimate

|∇ log v| ≤ αλ (2.2)

where, αλ =

(

λ

p− 1

)1/p

.

We start by considering the simple situation where equality is attained in the gradient estimate
(2.2) by a positive solution of (2.1) at an interior point x0 ∈ R

n.
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We use the notation u⊗ v := uvT that is (u⊗ v)ij = (uivj) for u,v ∈ R
n and

〈(u⊗ v)x,y〉 = 〈v,x〉 〈u,y〉

for x,y ∈ R
n. We denote the formally linearized p-Laplace operator by

Lv(f) := div
(

|∇v|p−2A(∇f)
)

(2.3)

where,

A(∇f) :=
[

Id + (p− 2)|∇v|−2(∇v ⊗∇v)
]

(∇f) = ∇f + (p− 2)|∇v|−2 〈∇v,∇f〉∇v.

Note that when |∇v| > 0 we have

〈A(∇f),∇f〉 = |∇f |2 + (p− 2)|∇v|−2 〈∇v,∇f〉2 ≥ min{1, p− 1}|∇f |2 (2.4)

so that Lv is a strictly positive definite elliptic operator whenever |∇v| > 0. Suppose v to be a
C1,α positive solution of (2.1), by standard elliptic regularity theory v is smooth away from the
critical point set of v i.e., v ∈ C∞(Rn \ Cv) where the set Cv := {∇v = 0} of critical points of v is

closed. Therefore, vxj
=

∂v

∂xj
(for j = 1, · · · , n) satisfies the linearized equation corresponding to

(2.1) weakly,

−Lv(vxj
) = −(p− 1)λvp−2vxj

(2.5)

for each j = 1, · · · , n in R
n \ Cv. That is

∫

Rn

|∇v|p−2
〈

∇vxj
,∇ϕ

〉

+ (p− 2)|∇v|p−4
〈

∇v,∇vxj

〉

〈∇v,∇ϕ〉 dx = −(p− 1)λ

∫

Rn

vp−2vxj
ϕdx

(2.6)

for all ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Rn \ Cv) with compact support. We also make a note of the simple fact that

−Lv(v) = −(p− 1)λvp−2v. (2.7)

Therefore taking linear combination of (2.5) and (2.7) we get

−Lv(〈∇v, ξ〉+ cv) = −(p− 1)λvp−2(〈∇v, ξ〉+ cv) (2.8)

is satisfied weakly in R
n \ Cv for any ξ ∈ R

n and c ∈ R .

Lemma 2.2. Let v be a positive C1,α solution of (2.1) in R
n such that |∇ log v|(x0) = αλ for some

x0 ∈ R
n. Then v(x) = Ceαλ〈x,ξ〉 for some C > 0 and ξ ∈ S

n−1.

Proof. Let us denote
∇ log v(x0)

|∇ log v(x0)|
= ξ ∈ S

n−1. Then from the gradient estimate of Lemma-2.1 and

(2.8), we know (αλv − 〈∇v, ξ〉) is a non-negative weak solution of the linearized equation

−Lv(αλv − 〈∇v, ξ〉) = −(p− 1)λvp−2(αλv − 〈∇v, ξ〉) (2.9)

in R
n \ Cv where, Cv = {∇v = 0}. Furthermore, (αλv − 〈∇v, ξ〉)(x0) = 0 implies |∇v(x0)| > 0

i.e., Lv is strictly positive definite and elliptic in a neighborhood Bδ(x0) for some δ > 0. Applying
Harnack inequality (see [30], [34]) for (2.9) in Bδ(x0) we get (αλv− 〈∇v, ξ〉) ≡ 0 in Bδ(x0). This in

particular also implies |∇v| > 0 in Bδ(x0). Let Ω denote the connected component of Rn \ Cv such
that x0 ∈ Ω. Again applying Harnack inequality we have

αλv − 〈∇v, ξ〉 ≡ 0 in Ω. (2.10)

Then |∇v| > 0 on ∂Ω which leads to a contradiction unless ∂Ω = ∅ i.e., Ω = R
n. But from the

gradient estimate |∇v| ≤ αλv we get 〈∇v, ξ′〉 ≡ 0 for any ξ′ ∈ ξ⊥ i.e., 〈ξ′, ξ〉 = 0. This implies v is
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only a function of 〈x, ξ〉. This combined with αλv−〈∇v, ξ〉 ≡ 0 in R
n from (2.10) gives the desired

conclusion v(x) = Ceαλ〈x,ξ〉. �

In light of the inequality (2.2) and Lemma-2.2 it is natural to expect rigidity for positive solutions
v of (2.1) among the class of functions

log v = αλE + b (2.11)

where, E satisfies |∇E| ≡ 1 in R
n and b is a bounded function in R

n. The only entire solutions
of |∇E| ≡ 1 in R

n are given up to additive constants by the affine functions E(x) = E(x, ξ) + C
where,

E(x, ξ) := 〈x, ξ〉 (2.12)

(see for instance [9, Lemma-7.1] and [4]). Note that is the Busemann function in R
n corresponding

to ξ ∈ S
n−1 is precisely the affine function

lim
t→+∞

(t− |x− tξ|) = 〈x, ξ〉 . (2.13)

Positive solutions v of (2.1) in class (2.11) are necessarily extremals of the inequality (2.2), i.e.,
sup
Rn

|∇ log v| = αλ but the boundedness assumption on b or equivalently the point-wise bounds on

v assumed in (1.3) does not immediately imply that equality in (2.2) happens at an interior point
x0 ∈ R

n. We show that the boundedness assumption on b is sufficient to establish 1-dimensional
symmetry of the solutions which in turn implies that equality must hold in (2.2) at in interior point
x0 ∈ R

n i.e., we must have |∇ log v| ≡ αλ in R
n and b must be a constant function. Although the

best constant in the inequality (2.2) of Lemma-2.1 is not directly used in the proof of Theorem-1.1,
it is implicitly being used through the point-wise bounds assumed in (1.3). We will also see this in
proof of Theorem-1.4, where the best constant of the relevant gradient estimate (3.33) is not known
a priori, but the point-wise bounds on the solutions are sufficient for the purpose.

3. Proof of the main results

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem-1.1.

Proof of Theorem-1.1. Note that by making an orthogonal change of coordinates, without loss of
generality we may assume ξ = en ∈ S

n−1. Therefore we have

−∆pv = −λvp−1 in R
n (3.1)

C1e
αλxn ≤ v(x) ≤ C2e

αλxn. (3.2)

We will use the point-wise bounds (3.2) to show that v has 1-dimensional symmetry i.e., it is a
function of the xn variable. The uniqueness (up to multiplication be a positive constant) will follow
from this. By translation invariance of (3.1), C1,α-estimate ([33, Theorem-1], [11]) and Harnack
inequality [34] we have

|∇v|(x0) ≤ sup
B1/2(x0)

|∇v| ≤ C sup
B1(x0)

v ≤ c(n, p, λ)v(x0)

for all x0 ∈ R
n for some universal constant c(n, p, λ) > 0 i.e., |∇ log v| ≤ c(n, p, λ) in R

n.
Let us denote w := log v, then from (3.1) and (3.2) we get w satisfies

−∆pw = −λ + (p− 1)|∇w|p in R
n (3.3)

αλxn + c1 ≤ w(x) ≤ αλxn + c2 (3.4)
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for c1, c2 ∈ R. For ν ∈ S
n−1
+ := S

n−1 ∩ {xn > 0}, we denote wν := 〈∇w, ν〉 and since
|∇w| = |∇ log v| ≤ c(n, p, λ) we have

−∞ < β(ν) := inf
Rn

wν ≤ sup
Rn

wν := α(ν) < +∞. (3.5)

We prove the result in two key steps.
Step-I: We claim that in (3.5) we have

α(ν), β(ν) ∈ {0, αλ 〈ν, en〉} (3.6)

for all ν ∈ S
n−1
+ . We prove the claim for β(ν), the proof for α(ν) follows similarly. To see this

we fix ν. If β(ν) = 0 then we are through. Suppose now that β(ν) 6= 0, then we show that
β(ν) = αλ 〈ν, en〉.
Let

{

y(k)
}

k∈N
be a sequence of points in R

n such that wν(y
(k)) → β(ν) as k → ∞. Define the

function w(k)(x) := w(x+ y(k))− αλy
(k)
n . As before we note that w(k) satisfies the equation











−∆pw
(k) = −λ+ (p− 1)|∇w(k)|p

αλxn + c1 ≤ w(k)(x) ≤ αλxn + c2
w(k)

ν (0) = wν(y
(k)) → β(ν).

(3.7)

Furthermore, from definition we have inf
Rn

w(k)
ν = inf

Rn
wν = β(ν) for all k ∈ N. Applying C1,α-estimate

([33, Theorem-1], [11]) we have [w(k)]C1,α(BR) ≤ CR for some constant CR > 0. Letting R → ∞

and passing through a subsequence (which we continue to index with k) we have w(k) → w(∞)

in C1
loc(R

n) such that w(∞) also satisfies (3.3) and (3.4). Owing to C1
loc(R

n) convergence we have
inf
Rn

w(∞)
ν ≥ β(ν) and

inf
Rn

w(∞)
ν = w(∞)

ν (0) = β(ν)

i.e., the infimum is attained for w(∞)
ν in the interior of Rn.

Let us denote by v(∞) = ew
(∞)

which also satisfies (3.1) and (3.2). Denoting v(∞)
ν :=

〈

∇v(∞), ν
〉

and

using (2.8) we have (v(∞)
ν − β(ν)v(∞)) is a non-negative weak solution of the linearized equation

−Lv(∞)(v(∞)
ν − β(ν)v(∞)) = −(p− 1)λ

(

v(∞)
)p−2

(v(∞)
ν − β(ν)v(∞)) (3.8)

in R
n \ Cv(∞) where, Cv(∞) = {∇v(∞) = 0}. Since, β(ν) 6= 0 and (v(∞)

ν − β(ν)v(∞))(0) = 0, this
implies there are no critical points of v(∞) in an open neighborhood of the origin. Arguing similarly
to the proof of Lemma-2.2, applying Harnack inequality ([30], [34]) we get (v(∞)

ν − β(ν)v(∞)) ≡ 0
in this neighborhood and we get from a connectedness argument

(v(∞)
ν − β(ν)v(∞)) ≡ 0 in R

n (3.9)

i.e., w(∞)
ν ≡ β(ν) in R

n. Since
d

dt
w(∞)(νt) = w(∞)

ν (νt) ≡ β(ν), we have

w(∞)(νt) = w(∞)(0) + β(ν)t, for t ∈ R. (3.10)

However, from the point-wise bounds (3.4) of w(∞) we also have

αλ 〈ν, en〉 t+ c1 ≤ w(∞)(νt) ≤ αλ 〈ν, en〉 t+ c2, for t ∈ R. (3.11)

Comparing (3.10) and (3.11) we get β(ν) = αλ 〈ν, en〉, completing the proof of the claim.

Step-II: Finally with the previous claim we note that wν ≥ 0 for all ν ∈ S
n−1
+ as αλ 〈ν, en〉 > 0.
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By continuity we must also have wν ≥ 0 for all ν ∈ ∂Sn−1
+ = S

n−1 ∩ {〈ν, en〉 = 0} as well. But this
implies wxj

≡ 0 for all j = 1, · · · , n−1 and wxn ≥ 0 i.e., w is a non-decreasing function of the single
variable xn and consequently so is v. By abuse of notation, let us denote v(x) = v(x′, t) = v(t)
where x = (x′, t) ∈ R

n−1 × R.

We claim that v(t) = Ceαλt for some C > 0. Note that v satisfies the ordinary differential equation

−(|v′|p−2v′)′ = −λvp−1. (3.12)

Since, v′ ≥ 0 we can write (3.12) as

((v′)p−1)′ = λvp−1 (3.13)

and using the asymptotic behavior C1e
αλt ≤ v(t) ≤ C2e

αλt and its derivative 0 ≤ v′(t) ≤ Ceαλt, we
integrate (3.13) from −∞ to t to get

(v′(t))p−1 = λ

∫ t

−∞

vp−1(s) ds ≥ Cp−1
1 λ

∫ t

−∞

e(p−1)αλs ds =
Cp−1

1 λ

(p− 1)αλ
e(p−1)αλt ≥ C ′v(t)p−1 (3.14)

for some C ′ > 0. Thus in particular with ν = en in (3.5) we have

0 < β(en) = inf
t∈R

v′

v
≤ sup

t∈R

v′

v
= α(en)

i.e., α(en) and β(en) are always non-zero. Therefore from Step-I, (3.6) we get β(en) = α(en) = αλ.

Consequently we have
v′(t)

v(t)
≡ αλ, i.e., v(t) = Ceαλt for some C > 0, completing proof of the

theorem. �

We now present the proofs of Theorem-1.2 and Corollary-1.3 as applications of Theorem-1.1 and
Theorem-1.4.

Proof of Theorem-1.2. We start by proving (1.12). Using the point-wise decay estimate (1.8) of u

and the fact that
|f(u)|

up−1
≤ C(uq−p + up∗−p), we may rewrite equation (1.4) as

−∆pu =

(

−λ+
µ

|x|p
+

f(u)

up−1

)

up−1 =

(

−λ+
µ

|x|p
+O

(

|x|−
n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x|
)q−p

)

up−1 (3.15)

for x ∈ R
n \BR0 for some R0 > 0 large. Let {xk}k∈N be a sequence of points in R

n \BR0 such that

|xk| → ∞ as k → ∞ and let us denote ξk :=
xk

|xk|
∈ S

n−1. Define the function uk(x) :=
u(x− xk)

u(−xk)
which satisfies

−∆puk =

(

−λ+
µ

|x− xk|p
+O

(

|x− xk|
− n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x−xk|
)q−p

)

up−1
k = (−λ+ o(1))up−1

k (3.16)

in BR as k → ∞ for any R > 0 such that BR(xk) ⊂ R
n \BR0 .

Also by the point-wise decay estimate (1.8) of u we have the bounds

uk(x) ≍

(

|x− xk|

|xk|

)− n−1
p(p−1)

e−αλ(|x−xk|−|xk|) ≍ eαλ〈x,ξk〉 (3.17)
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in BR with uniform constants of asymptotics for all k ≥ KR for some KR chosen large depending
on R. Here we used the fact that

|xk| − |x− xk| =
|xk|

2 − |x− xk|
2

|xk|+ |x− xk|
=

2

1 + |x−xk|
|xk|

(

〈x, ξk〉 −
|x|2

2|xk|

)

= 〈x, ξk〉+ o(1)

as k → ∞.
Using C1,α-estimates [11], [33] to (3.16) and noting the locally uniform bounds in (3.17) we have
[uk]C1,α(BR) ≤ CR for some CR > 0 depending only on R > 0. Then letting R → ∞ and passing

through a subsequence (which we continue to index with k) we get ξk =
xk

|xk|
→ ξ ∈ S

n−1 and

uk → u∞ in C1
loc(R

n) as k → ∞ such that u∞ satisfies

−∆pu∞ = −λup−1
∞ in R

n. (3.18)

Furthermore from (3.17) we have the point-wise bounds

c1e
αλ〈x,ξ〉 ≤ u∞(x) ≤ c2e

αλ〈x,ξ〉. (3.19)

Then by Theorem-1.1 we have u∞(x) = eαλ〈x,ξ〉 as u∞(0) = uk(0) = 1 for all k ∈ N. By C1
loc(R

n)
convergence of uk → u∞ we get |∇uk|(0) → |∇u∞|(0) = αλ. Therefore for every sequence xk → ∞

we have a subsequence such that
|∇u(−xk)|

u(−xk)
→ αλ as k → ∞. Hence the limit (1.12) exists and

equals αλ. The sharp asymptotic gradient estimate of u at infinity now follows from this limit and
the point-wise bounds (1.8).

Now to prove (1.11) one can proceed exactly as in the proofs of [25, Theorem-3.3] and [15, Theorem-
1.4]. Let {xk}k∈N be a sequence of points in R

n \ {0} such that Rk := |xk| → 0+. We consider the

rescaling of the solution uk(x) :=
u(Rkx)

u(xk)
for k ≥ 1.

Using the sharp point-wise asymptotic estimates (1.7), for any R > 1 we have

C1|x|
−γ1 ≤ uk(x) ≤ C2|x|

−γ1 in A(R) := BR(0) \B1/R(0) (3.20)

uniformly for all k ≥ K for some K ∈ N chosen large enough depending on R.

Also from (1.5) we have
|f(u)|

up−1
≤ C(uq−p + up∗−p). Since, 0 < γ1 <

n− p

p
we have p− (q − p)γ1 ≥

p− (p∗ − p)γ1 > 0. From the point-wise behavior of u, we get uk satisfies the equation

−∆puk −
µ

|x|p
up−1
k = −λRp

ku
p−1
k +Rp

kO
(

uq−p(Rkx) + up∗−p(Rkx)
)

up−1
k

= −λRp
ku

p−1
k +R

p−(p∗−p)γ1
k O

(

|x|−(q−p)γ1 + |x|−(p∗−p)γ1
)

up−1
k = o(1) (3.21)

in A(R) = BR(0) \B1/R(0) as k → +∞.
Therefore using the C1,α-estimates [11], [33] to (3.21) together with the point-wise bounds (3.20)
we have [uk]C1,α(A(R)) ≤ CR for some CR > 0. Letting R → ∞ we may extract a subsequence (which

we continue to index with k) such that ξk :=
xk

Rk
→ ξ ∈ S

n−1 and uk → u∞ in C1
loc(R

n \ {0}), where

u∞ satisfies the limiting problem

−∆pu∞ −
µup−1

∞

|x|p
= 0 in R

n \ {0}

u∞(x) ≍ |x|−γ1 .

(3.22)
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Using Theorem-1.4 we have u∞(x) = |x|−γ1 as u∞(ξ) = lim
k→∞

uk(ξk) = 1. In particular for every

sequence xk → 0 we may extract a subsequence such that

Rk|∇u(xk)|

u(xk)
= |∇uk(ξk)| → |∇u∞(ξ)| = γ1. (3.23)

Hence the limit (1.11) exists and equals γ1. The sharp asymptotic gradient estimate of u near origin
now follows from the point-wise bounds (1.7). �

Proof of Corollary-1.3. Since, u ∈ W 1,p(Rn \ Br0), we note that from the explicit sub and super-
solution to the problem (1.14) constructed in proof of [20, Theorem-1.6] and the weak comparison
theorems we have

u(x) ≍ |x|−
n−1

p(p−1) e−αλ|x|

in {|x| > r0}. Define the function vk(x) :=
u(x− tkξ)

u(−tkξ)
, where tk → ∞ as k → ∞. It satisfies the

equation

−∆pvk = −λvp−1
k in R

n \Br0(tkξ). (3.24)

Fix R > 0, from the explicit point-wise bounds on u we have

C1

(

|x− tkξ|

|tkξ|

)− n−1
p(p−1)

e−αλ(|x−tkξ|−|tkξ|) ≤ vk(x) ≤ C2

(

|x− tkξ|

|tkξ|

)− n−1
p(p−1)

e−αλ(|x−tkξ|−|tkξ|) (3.25)

uniformly in x ∈ BR and k ≥ KR, for some KR ∈ N and the constants C1, C2 are independent of
R. Note that

lim
t→∞

(

|x− tξ|

|tξ|

)− n−1
p(p−1)

= 1, lim
t→∞

(t− |x− tξ|) = 〈x, ξ〉

converges locally uniformly in R
n, so that we have

vk(x) ≍ eαλ〈x,ξ〉 (3.26)

in BR for all k ≥ KR with constants of asymptotics independent of R. Applying C1,α-estimate [11],
[33] on (3.24) we have [vk]C1,α(BR) ≤ CR for some CR depending only on R > 0. Letting R → ∞
and passing through a subsequence (which we continue to index with k) we get vk → v∞ in C1

loc(R
n)

with v∞ satisfying

−∆pv∞ = −λvp−1
∞ in R

n (3.27)

c1e
αλ〈x,ξ〉 ≤ v∞(x) ≤ c2e

αλ〈x,ξ〉 (3.28)

from (3.24) and (3.26). Therefore by Theorem-1.1 we have v∞(x) = eαλ〈x,ξ〉 as v∞(0) = vk(0) = 1
for all k ∈ N. Since this is true for all sequences tk → ∞ we get the desired existence of limit (1.15)
and P (x, ξ) = eαλ〈x,ξ〉. �

We now present a proof of Theorem-1.4 using essentially the rescaling and rotational invariance of
the problem. The proof closely parallels the main ideas used in the proof of Theorem-1.1.
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Proof of Theorem-1.4. Note that (1.17) is invariant under rescaling and orthogonal transformations
i.e., uR(x) := u(Rx) and uA(x) := u(Ax) where, A ∈ O(n) is an orthogonal matrix, also solves the
equation. We may linearize equation (1.17) by differentiating with respect to R or by differentiating
against a one parameter family of rotations about the origin in R

n \{0} away from the critical point
set of u. In this case we note that the formal linearized operator corresponding to −∆p,a is given
by

Lu(ϕ) := div
(

|x|−ap
(

|∇u|p−2∇ϕ+ (p− 2)|∇u|p−4 〈∇u,∇ϕ〉∇u
))

(3.29)

which is a strictly positive definite elliptic operator whenever |∇u| > 0 in R
n \ {0}.

Note that V0(u) :=
d

dR

∣

∣

∣

∣

R=1

uR(x) = 〈x,∇u〉, so that from (1.17) and (3.29) we get V0(u) = 〈x,∇u〉

solves

−Lu (V0(u)) = (p− 1)
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−2V0(u) (3.30)

weakly in R
n \ ({0} ∪ Cu) where, Cu = {∇u = 0}.

Let us denote by M (i0,j0) := (ej0 ⊗ ei0 − ei0 ⊗ ej0) =
(

m
(i0,j0)
i,j

)

n×n
for 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n, the

matrix with entries m
(i0,j0)
i0,j0

= −1, m
(i0,j0)
j0,i0

= 1 and m
(i0,j0)
i,j = 0 otherwise. Note that

(

M (i0,j0)
)2

=

− (ei0 ⊗ ei0 + ej0 ⊗ ej0). We consider the one parameter family of rotation matrices A(i0,j0)(t) :=

exp
(

M (i0,j0)t
)

for 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n which are rotations in ei0-ej0 plane, given by

A(i0,j0)(t) = In +M (i0,j0) sin t+
(

M (i0,j0)
)2

(1− cos t) =
(

a
(i0,j0)
i,j (t)

)

n×n

where, a
(i0,j0)
i0,i0

(t) = a
(i0,j0)
j0,j0

(t) = cos t, a
(i0,j0)
i0,j0

(t) = − sin t, a
(i0,j0)
j0,i0

(t) = sin t and a
(i0,j0)
i,j (t) = δi,j for

i, j /∈ {i0, j0}.
For 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n we have

Vi0,j0(u) :=
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

u(A(i0,j0)(t)x) =
〈

M (i0,j0)x,∇u
〉

=

(

xi0

∂u

∂xj0

− xj0

∂u

∂xi0

)

solves the equation

−Lu (Vi0,j0(u)) = (p− 1)
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−2Vi0,j0(u) (3.31)

weakly in R
n \ ({0} ∪ Cu). We remark that we may interpret (3.30) and (3.31) classically in

R
n \ ({0} ∪ Cu) as by standard regularity theory the solution u is smooth away from Cu.

We note that the vector fields Vi0,j0 := xi0

∂

∂xj0

− xj0

∂

∂xi0

for 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n and V0 :=

n
∑

i=1

xi
∂

∂xi

span the tangent space of Rn \ {0} at any point and Vi0,j0 ⊥ V0 for 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n.
Therefore combining (1.17), (3.30) and (3.31) we have

−Lu (V (u) + cu) = (p− 1)
µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−2(V (u) + cu) (3.32)

weakly in R
n \ ({0} ∪ Cu), for any c ∈ R and V ∈ span{V0, Vi0,j0 : 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n}.
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Now we prove the following gradient estimate for the solutions of problem (1.17):

sup
Rn\{0}

|x||∇u(x)|

u(x)
:= γ̃ < ∞. (3.33)

To see this we note that vR(x) := RγuR(x) = Rγu(Rx) satisfies the problem (1.17) for all R > 0.
In particular wR := log vR satisfies the equation

−∆p,awR =
µ

|x|(a+1)p
+

(p− 1)

|x|ap
|∇wR|

p (3.34)

− γ log |x|+ c1 ≤ wR(x) ≤ −γ log |x|+ c2 (3.35)

in R
n \ {0} for some constants c1, c2 ∈ R.

Now fix a ρ > 1 and consider the equation (3.34) in the annular set A(ρ) := Bρ(0) \ B1/ρ(0).
Note that by (3.35) the wR is uniformly bounded in A(ρ) for all R > 0 with bounds depending
only on ρ. Therefore we may apply C1,α-estimate of [11], [33] to wR in the annular sets A(ρ) to get
[wR]C1,α(A(ρ)) ≤ C(ρ) for some constant C(ρ) > 0 depending on the parameters n, p, µ, γ, c1, c2 and
ρ. In particular we have the gradient estimate

sup
A(ρ)

|∇wR(x)| = sup
A(ρ)

|∇vR(x)|

vR(x)
= sup

A(ρ)

R|∇u(Rx)|

u(Rx)
≤ [wR]C1,α(A(ρ)) ≤ C(ρ) (3.36)

uniformly in R > 0. This in turn implies the gradient estimate (3.33).

Let us fix i0, j0 with i0 < j0 and consider the vector field V := κ1V0 + κ2Vi0,j0 for some given
κ1 > 0 and κ2 ∈ R. Note that V is non-vanishing as V0 is non-vanishing and Vi0,j0 ⊥ V0. Owing to
the gradient estimate (3.33) we have

−∞ < β := inf
Rn\{0}

V (u)

u
≤ sup

Rn\{0}

V (u)

u
:= α < +∞. (3.37)

We split the rest of the proof into two key steps.

Step-I: We claim that in (3.37) we have

α, β ∈ {0,−κ1γ} (3.38)

where κ1 is as in the definition of V . We prove the claim for α = sup
Rn\{0}

V (u)

u
, the proof for

β = inf
Rn\{0}

V (u)

u
follows similarly. If α = 0 then we are through. Suppose to the contrary α 6= 0,

then we show that α = −κ1γ when γ 6= 0 or arrive at a contradiction when γ = 0.

Let {xk}k∈N be a sequence of points in R
n \ {0} such that

V (u)

u
(xk) → α as k → ∞. Let us denote

the sequence of radii Rk := |xk| and the points ξk :=
xk

|xk|
∈ S

n−1. Then note that

sup
Rn\{0}

V (u)

u
= sup

Rn\{0}

V (uR)

uR
= sup

Rn\{0}

V (wR) = sup
ξ∈Sn−1,
R>0

V (uR)(ξ)

uR(ξ)
= sup

ξ∈Sn−1,
R>0

V (wR)(ξ) = α (3.39)
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for all R > 0 and in particular

V (u)(xk)

u(xk)
=

V (uRk
)(ξk)

uRk
(ξk)

= V (wRk
)(ξk) → α (3.40)

as k → ∞. Using the estimate from (3.36), [wRk
]C1,α(A(ρ)) ≤ C(ρ) for ρ > 1 we may extract

a subsequence (which we continue to index with k) such that ξk → ξ ∈ S
n−1, wRk

→ w∞ in
C1

loc(R
n \ {0}) and w∞ satisfies

−∆p,aw∞ =
µ

|x|(a+1)p
+

(p− 1)

|x|ap
|∇w∞|p (3.41)

− γ log |x|+ c1 ≤ w∞(x) ≤ −γ log |x|+ c2. (3.42)

Hence, u∞ := ew∞ satisfies the problem (1.17). Also from the definition, C1
loc(R

n \ {0}) convergence
of wRk

→ w∞ and (3.39) we have

sup
Rn\{0}

V (u∞)

u∞
= sup

Rn\{0}

V (w∞) ≤ α (3.43)

and in particular from (3.40) we have
V (u∞)

u∞
(ξ) = V (w∞)(ξ) = α.

Therefore, from (3.32) and (3.43) we have (αu∞ − V (u∞)) is a non-negative weak solution to the
linearized equation

−Lu∞
(αu∞ − V (u∞)) = (p− 1)

µ

|x|(a+1)p
up−2
∞ (αu∞ − V (u∞)) (3.44)

in R
n \ ({0} ∪ Cu∞

). Since (αu∞ − V (u∞))(ξ) = 0, α 6= 0 by our assumption, u∞ > 0 and V is
non-vanishing, we have |∇u∞| > 0 in an open neighborhood of ξ in R

n \ {0}. By applying Harnack
inequality ([30], [34]) and a connectedness argument as before we have V (u∞) ≡ αu∞ in R

n \ {0}
i.e., V (w∞) ≡ α in R

n \ {0}. Therefore, w∞ grows linearly along the integral curves of V .

Let y(t) be an integral curve of the vector field V = (κ1V0 + κ2Vi0,j0) in R
n \ {0} i.e., y′(t) = V |y(t).

We denote this system of linear ordinary differential equations as

y′(t) = Ay(t) (3.45)

where, A = κ1In + κ2M
(i0,j0), i.e., y′i0(t) = κ1yi0(t) − κ2yj0(t), y′j0(t) = κ1yj0(t) + κ2yi0(t) and

y′i(t) = κ1yi(t) for i 6= i0, j0. Then the curve y(t) with initial point y(0) := y0 ∈ R
n \ {0} is given by

y(t) = exp (At) y0 = eκ1t exp
(

κ2M
(i0,j0)t

)

y0. (3.46)

Using the fact that
d

dt
w∞(y(t)) = V (w∞)(y(t)) ≡ α we get

w∞(y(t))− w∞(y0) = αt

for all t ∈ R. Therefore, u∞(y(t)) = eαtu∞(y0) and from the point-wise estimate on u∞ we have

eαtu∞(y0) = u∞(y(t)) ≍ |y(t)|−γ =
∣

∣eκ1t exp
(

κ2M
(i0,j0)t

)

y0
∣

∣

−γ
≍ e−γκ1t (3.47)

for all t ∈ R. Hence, α = −γκ1 when γ 6= 0 and leads to a contradiction when γ = 0 (as α 6= 0),
proving the claim.



A SYMMETRY PROBLEM FOR SOME QUASI-LINEAR EQUATIONS IN EUCLIDEAN SPACE 17

Step-II: From previous step (3.38) when γ ≥ 0 we have α ≤ 0 i.e.,

V (u) = κ1V0(u) + κ2Vi0,j0(u) ≤ 0

and when γ < 0 we have β ≥ 0 i.e.,

V (u) = κ1V0(u) + κ2Vi0,j0(u) ≥ 0

for all κ1 > 0 and κ2 ∈ R. In either case letting κ1 → 0+ and setting κ2 = ±1 we get Vi0,j0(u) ≡ 0
in R

n \ {0} for 1 ≤ i0 < j0 ≤ n. Therefore, 〈∇u, ξ〉 = 0 for all ξ ∈ V ⊥
0 and hence u must be a

radial function. By abuse of notation we denote u(x) = u(r) where, r = |x|. Then if γ ≥ 0 we
have V0(u) = ru′(r) ≤ 0 i.e., u is non-increasing and if γ < 0 we have V0(u) = ru′(r) ≥ 0 i.e., u is
non-decreasing. Then the equation (1.17) can be written as

−
(

rn−1−ap|u′(r)|p−2u′(r)
)′
= µ rn−1−(a+1)pup−1(r) in R+ = (0,∞) (3.48)

C1r
−γ ≤ u(r) ≤ C2r

−γ. (3.49)

Also from the point-wise gradient estimate (3.33) we have r|u′(r)| ≤ γ̃u(r).

First we consider the case µ = 0 so that either γ = 0 or γ =
n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
(when n− (a+ 1)p 6= 0).

We have
(

rn−1−ap|u′(r)|p−2u′(r)
)′
= 0 in R+ and consequently either u′(r) ≡ 0 in which case u is a

constant function or |u′(r)| = Cr−
n−(a+1)p

p−1
−1 for some C > 0. If n − (a + 1)p = 0 then |u′(r)| =

C

r

can be ruled out by the point-wise bounds (3.49). So the remaining possibility is u(r) = Cr−
n−(a+1)p

p−1

for some C > 0.

Otherwise when µ 6= 0 we have γ 6= 0,
n− (a + 1)p

p− 1
as well. We use the point-wise bounds (3.49)

on RHS of (3.48), the point-wise gradient estimate (3.33)

r|u′(r)| ≤ γ̃u(r) =⇒ rn−1−ap|u′(r)|p−1 ≤ C ′r(p−1)(n−(a+1)p
p−1

−γ)

and integrate (3.48) from 0 to r when γ <
n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
or from r to ∞ when γ >

n− (a+ 1)p

p− 1
to get the point-wise estimate for the gradient |u′(r)| ≍ r−γ−1 in (0,∞). This in particular implies

α := sup
Rn\{0}

V0(u)

u
= sup

r>0

ru′(r)

u(r)
and β := inf

Rn\{0}

V0(u)

u
= inf

r>0

ru′(r)

u(r)
in (3.37) are never equal to 0.

Therefore by the claim in Step-I for V = V0 we must have α = β = −γ. Hence
ru′(r)

u(r)
≡ −γ in

(0,∞) i.e., u(r) = Cr−γ for some C > 0. �

4. Appendix

4.1. Proof of the sharp gradient estimate for eigenfunctions. In this section we present a
proof of the sharp gradient Lemma-2.1.
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Proof of Lemma-2.1. By translation invariance of (2.1), C1,α-estimate [11], [33] and Harnack
inequality [34] we have

|∇v|(x0) ≤ sup
B1/2(x0)

|∇v| ≤ C sup
B1(x0)

v ≤ c(n, p, λ)v(x0)

for all x0 ∈ R
n for some universal constant c(n, p, λ) > 0 i.e., |∇ log v| ≤ c(n, p, λ) in R

n.
We set the notations w := −(p− 1) log v and the constant κp/2 := (p− 1)p−1λ. Then w satisfies the
equation

∆pw = −λ(p− 1)p−1 + |∇w|p (4.1)

and further we use the notation f = |∇w|2.
Claim: f ≤ κ in R

n.
Suppose to the contrary that {f > κ} is non-empty. Following the notation of linearized p-Laplacian
from (2.3) and [32, Lemma-2.1] we have the point-wise Bochner identity

Lw(f) = 2f
p
2
−1w2

ij +
(p

2
− 1

)

|∇f |2f
p
2
−2 + pf

p
2
−1 〈∇w,∇f〉 (4.2)

wherever f = |∇w|2 > 0. In this case we note that Ric = 0 in the identity. By standard Elliptic
regularity theory we know w, f ∈ C∞ wherever f = |∇w| > 0. By Sard’s theorem almost all level
sets {f = c} for c > 0 are regular and smooth. The outward unit normal to ∂{f > c} = {f = c} is

given by ν := −
∇f

|∇f |
for these levels.

Let δ > 0 be such that {f = κ + δ} is a regular level set. Denote ω := (f − (κ + δ))+ and the

support of ω as Ω := {f > κ+ δ}, so that ω ∈ C∞(Ω). The first step is to show that there exists
positive constants a, b > 0 depending only on the parameters n, p, δ such that

∫

Rn

Lw(ϕ)ω dx ≥

∫

Rn

ϕ(aω − b|∇ω|) dx (4.3)

for all non-negative test functions ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn). Applying integration by parts twice on LHS of

(4.3) we have
∫

Rn

Lw(ϕ)ω dx =

∫

Ω

Lw(ω)ϕdx+

∫

∂Ω

f
p
2
−1 〈A(∇ϕ), ν〉ω dσ −

∫

∂Ω

f
p
2
−1 〈A(∇ω), ν〉ϕdσ (4.4)

where, ν = −
∇f

|∇f |
is the outward unit normal to ∂Ω. By a abuse of notation we will also denote

ν = −
∇ω

|∇ω|
on ∂Ω. Note that the first boundary term on RHS of (4.4) vanishes as ω = 0 on ∂Ω

and as for the second boundary term in (4.4) we have

−

∫

∂Ω

f
p
2
−1 〈A(∇ω), ν〉ϕdσ =

∫

∂Ω

f
p
2
−1

〈

A(∇ω),
∇ω

|∇ω|

〉

ϕdσ ≥ 0.

Therefore
∫

Rn

Lw(ϕ)ω dx ≥

∫

Ω

Lw(ω)ϕdx (4.5)

for all non-negative test functions ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn).

It suffices to show that Lw(ω) ≥ (aω − b|∇ω|) in Ω. Using an orthonormal frame of coordinates
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{e1, · · · , en} in R
n such that en =

∇w

|∇w|
we can rewrite equation (4.1) as

∆pw = |∇w|p−2
(

∆u+ (p− 2)|∇w|−2
〈

(∇2w)∇w,∇w
〉)

= −λ(p− 1)p−1 + |∇w|p

=⇒ f
p
2
−1 (w11 + · · ·+ wnn + (p− 2)wnn) = f

p
2 − λ(p− 1)p−1

=⇒ w11 + · · ·+ wn−1,n−1 = f − f 1− p
2λ(p− 1)p−1 − (p− 1)wnn. (4.6)

Then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the first term on the RHS of equation (4.2) followed by
the substitution of the identity (4.6) we have

∑

1≤i,j≤n

w2
ij ≥

(w11 + · · ·+ wn−1,n−1)
2

n− 1
+

∑

1≤i≤n

w2
in

=
(f − f 1− p

2λ(p− 1)p−1 − (p− 1)wnn)
2

n− 1
+

∑

1≤i≤n

w2
in. (4.7)

Note that ∇f = 2|∇w|(w1n, · · · , wnn)
T = 2f 1/2(w1n, · · · , wnn)

T . Therefore, 〈∇f,∇w〉 = 2fwnn.
Also,

∑

1≤i≤n

w2
in =

|∇f |2

4f
.

Therefore, using these we rewrite the RHS of inequality (4.7) as

∑

1≤i,j≤n

w2
ij ≥

(f − f 1− p
2λ(p− 1)p−1)2

n− 1
− 2

p− 1

n− 1
wnn

(

f − f 1− p
2λ(p− 1)p−1

)

+
∑

1≤i≤n

w2
in

=
(f − f 1− p

2λ(p− 1)p−1)2

n− 1
−

p− 1

n− 1

(

f − f 1− p
2λ(p− 1)p−1

) 〈∇f,∇w〉

f
+

|∇f |2

4f
. (4.8)

Using inequality (4.8) in the identity (4.2) we get

Lw(ω) ≥ 2f 1− p
2
(f

p
2 − λ(p− 1)p−1)2

n− 1
− 2

p− 1

n− 1
f−1

(

f
p
2 − λ(p− 1)p−1

)

〈∇f,∇w〉

+

(

p− 1

2

)

|∇f |2

4f
+ pf

p
2
−1 〈∇w,∇f〉 . (4.9)

Note that we have 0 < κ + δ ≤ f = |∇w|2 ≤ C(n, p, λ), f = ω + κ + δ and ∇f = ∇ω in Ω. Using
the mean value theorem we may write

(f
p
2 − λ(p− 1)p−1)2 =

p2

4
ξp−2(f − κ)2 ≥ c0ω (4.10)

where, κ < ξ < f and c0 is a constant depending on n, p, κ, δ. Finally using this in (4.9) together
with the point-wise bounds on f , |∇w| in Ω we have

Lw(ω) ≥ aω − b|∇ω| in Ω (4.11)

and consequently together with the inequality (4.5) we get (4.3).



20 R. DUTTA AND P.-D. THIZY

Testing (4.3) with ϕ2ωq for some non-negative test function ϕ in R
n we get the inequality

−

∫

Ω

f
p
2
−1

〈

A(∇(ϕ2ωq)),∇ω
〉

dx ≥

∫

Ω

(

aϕ2ωq+1 − bϕ2ωq|∇ω|
)

dx. (4.12)

Rearranging the terms in (4.12) and using the inequality 〈A(∇ω),∇ω〉 ≥ min{1, p − 1}|∇ω|2 we
have

a

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq+1 dx ≤ b

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq|∇ω| dx+ c1

∫

Ω

ϕωq|∇ϕ||∇ω| dx− c2q

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq−1|∇ω|2 dx. (4.13)

Again using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

a

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq+1 dx ≤ ǫ

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq+1 dx+
b

4ǫ

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq−1|∇ω|2 dx

+ ǫ

∫

Ω

|∇ϕ|2ωq+1 dx+
c1
4ǫ

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq−1|∇ω|2ωq−1 dx

− c2q

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq−1|∇ω|2 dx. (4.14)

Then choosing ǫ < a/2 to be sufficiently small and q > 1 to be large enough such that c2q >
b+ c1
4ǫ

we have

a

∫

Ω

ϕ2ωq+1 dx ≤ 2ǫ

∫

Ω

|∇ϕ|2ωq+1 dx. (4.15)

Choosing ϕ ≡ 1 in Bk such that |∇ϕ| ≤ 2 in Bk+1 \Bk for positive integers k we successively get

a

∫

Bk

ωq+1 dx ≤ 4ǫ

∫

Bk+1\Bk

ωq+1 dx =⇒
c

ǫ

∫

Bk

ωq+1 dx ≤

∫

Bk+1

ωq+1 dx. (4.16)

Iterating this for k ≥ 1 we get
∫

BR

ωq+1 dx ≥ CeR log c
ǫ (4.17)

for all R sufficiently large. However, ω is a bounded function and the volume of the ball
|BR| = |B1|R

n only grows polynomialy. This leads to a contradiction unless ω ≡ 0, i.e., f ≤ κ in
R

n. This completes the proof of the sharp gradient estimate from above. �
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