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SYMMETRY RESULTS FOR CRITICAL ANISOTROPIC
p-LAPLACIAN EQUATIONS IN CONVEX CONES
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ABSTRACT. Given n > 2 and 1 < p < n, we consider the critical p-Laplacian equation Apu +
u Tl = 0, which corresponds to critical points of the Sobolev inequality. Exploiting the
moving planes method, it has been recently shown that positive solutions in the whole space
are classified. Since the moving plane method strongly relies on the symmetries of the equation
and the domain, in this paper we provide a new approach to this Liouville-type problem that
allows us to give a complete classification of solutions in an anisotropic setting. More precisely,
we characterize solutions to the critical p-Laplacian equation induced by a smooth norm inside
any convex cone. In addition, using optimal transport, we prove a general class of (weighted)
anisotropic Sobolev inequalities inside arbitrary convex cones.

1. INTRODUCTION
Given n > 2 and 1 < p < n, we consider the critical p-Laplacian equation in R™, namely
Apu+uf" 7t =0, (1.1)

where
pr— P
n—p
is the critical exponent for the Sobolev embedding. The classification of positive solutions to
(1) in R™ started in the seminal papers ] and ﬂQ] for p = 2 and it has been the object of
several studies. Recently, in [39] and N%], positive solutions to (LI]) in R™ belonging to the class

DLP(R™) = {u e LP'(RY) : Vu e LP(R")} (1.2)
have been completely characterized. In particular, it is proved that a positive solution u €
DLP(R™) to (LI) must be of the form u(z) = Uy 4, (z), where

AT <m (Z%f) 2 >
U o (@) = B B ) (1.3)
AT + |z — | P T

for some A > 0 and ¢ € R™. The approach used to achieve this classification needs a careful
application of the method of moving planes, and it requires asymptotic estimates of u and Vu
both from above and below.

When p = 2 it is well-known that (II]) is related to Yamabe problem, and the classification
result gives a complete classification of metrics on R™ which are conformal to the standard one

(see [1,132, 38, l41) and the survey [27)).
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For 1 < p < n, the study of solutions to (I.I]) is also related to critical points of the Sobolev
inequality. Sobolev ine%ﬂities have been studied for more general norms as well as in convex
)

cones (see M, , , , ]), where they take the form

[ull o () < SeullH(VU) | e (s » (1.4)
where H is a nornl] and ¥ is a convex open cone in R” given by
Y={tr : x€w, te(0,+00)} (1.5)

for some open domain w C sn-1

As far as we know, the sharp version of (4] is not available in literature and for this reason
we provide a proof in Appendix [A] by suitably adapting the optimal transportation proof of the
Sobolev inequality HE] to the case of cones. It is interesting to observe that our proof applies
also to the case of weighted Sobolev inequalities for the class of weights considered in ﬂ@], thus
generalizing B, Theorem 1.3] to the full range of exponents p € (1,n).

Hence, as shown in Appendix [A]l the extremals of (L)) are of the form

n—p

RN N\ P
(o :2))

_p_ _p_
Ar—1 4 Ho(x — xo)f’*l

u(z) = U, (z) = (1.6)

for some A > 0 (see also E, , , @] and the references therein), where Hj denotes the dual
norm associated to H, namely
Ho(¢):= sup (- V(ER™
H(&)=1

Moreover, if ¥ = R™ then xo may be any point of R™; if ¥ = R* x C with k € {1,...,n—1} and
C does not contain a line, then zg € R¥ x {O}; otherwise, 29 = O (from now on, O denotes the
origin).

The aim of this paper is to provide a complete classification result for critical anisotropic
p-Laplace equations in convex cones. More precisely, we consider the problem

div (a(Vu)) +u” 1 =0 in ¥

u >0 in X
1.7
a(Vu) -v =0 on 0% (L.7)
u € DWP(Y),
where v is the outward normal to 0%,
a(¢) = HPHVH(E)  VEER™, (1.8)

and the space DYP(Y) is defined as in (L2) (with R" replaced by XI). We will sometimes write
Afu = div (a(Vu)),

where AI‘? is called the Finsler p-Laplacian (or anisotropic p-Laplacian) operator. It is clear
that when we consider the case > = R" no boundary conditions are given.
We observe that if v € DP(X) is a positive critical point for the Sobolev functional

H(Vu)Pdx
J(u) = fz - 7
(s luP*dx)»
1By abuse of notation, we say that H : R" — R is a norm if H is convex, positively one-homogeneous (namely,

H(€¢) = LH () for all £ > 0), and H(&) > 0 for all € € S"~ . Note that we do not require H to be symmetric, so
it may happen that H(§) # H(—¢).

(1.9)
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then u satisfies (7). The main goal of this paper is to classify the critical points for (L9]), i.e.
the classification of the solutions to (L1).

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2,1 <p<n , and let ¥ = R* x C be a convex cone, where C does not
contain a line. Let H be a norm of R™ such that H? is of class C*(R™\ {O}) and it is uniformly
convex and CY1 in R™, namely there exist constants 0 < X < A such that

Nd < HED*H(E) + VH(E) @ VH(E) < AId V¢ e R\ {0} (1.10)

(note that D*(H?) = 2H D?H +2VH @ VH ).
Let u be a solution to (LT). Then u(x) = foo (z) for some A > 0 and z¢ € X, where foo
is given by (6. Moreover,
(1) if k =n then X =R"™ and x¢g may be a generic point in R";
(ii) if k € {1,...,n — 1} then xo € R¥ x {O};
(i7i) if k =0 then zo = O.

As already mentioned, case (i) in Theorem [[T] has been already proved in ﬂg, E, @, @]
when ¥ = R” and H is the Euclidean norm. In that case, thanks to the symmetry of the
problem, the authors can apply the method of moving planes. In the Euclidean case and for
p = 2, the classification of solutions in convex cones was proved in ﬂﬁ, Theorem 2.4] by using
the Kelvin transform and inspired by ﬂﬂ] Unfortunately, the Kelvin transform and the method
of moving planes are not helpful neither for anisotropic problems nor inside cones for a general
p € (1,n). For this reason we provide a new approach to the characterization of solutions to
critical p—Laplacian equations, which is based on integral identities rather than moving planes.
This approach takes inspiration from B, , H] where classical overdetermined problems for PDEs
are considered (see also HE, @] for analogous problems in convex cones).

Strategy of the proof and structure of the paper. The strategy of the proof can be ex-
plained as follows. First, using that u € DP(X) we show that u is bounded (see Subsection 2.T]).
Then, in Subsection 2.2l we prove that u satisfies certain decay estimates at infinity (in particular
it behaves as the fundamental solution both from above and below), so that one has optimal
upper bounds on H(Vu) in terms of the fundamental solution. We notice that, differently from

|, we do not need asymptotic lower bounds on Vu; instead, we use a Caccioppoli-type inequal-
ity to prove some asymptotic estimates on certain integrals involving higher order derivatives
(see Subsection 2.3]).

Then, in Section [B] we consider the auxiliary function v = w nr. We find the elliptic
equation satisfied by v and then, thanks to the asymptotic estimates on u, we show that v and
Vu satisfy explicit growth conditions at infinity. By using integral identities, the convexity of
¥, and some suitable inequalities, we are able to prove that Va(Vwv) is a multiple of the identity
matrix, from which the symmetry result follows.

In Appendix [Al we prove the sharp version of (4] for general norms and cones, and even
in a weighted setting.

Most of the paper will focus on the case in which X is a convex cone with nonempty boundary.
Indeed our approach perfectly works also when 3 = R™. However, since the whole space case is
simpler to be proven, we prefer to focus the exposition to the case when 3 has boundary.

Acknowledgments. The authors wish to thank Andrea Cianchi and Alberto Farina for useful
discussions. G.C. and A.R. have been partially supported by the “Gruppo Nazionale per I’ Analisi
Matematica, la Probabilita e le loro Applicazioni” (GNAMPA) of the “Istituto Nazionale di Alta
Matematica” (INdAM, Italy). G.C. has been partially supported by the PRIN 2017 project
“Qualitative and quantitative aspects of nonlinear PDEs”. A.F. has been partially supported
by European Research Council under the Grant Agreement No 721675. Part of this manuscript



4 GIULIO CIRAOLO, ALESSIO FIGALLI, AND ALBERTO RONCORONI

was written while A.R. was visiting the Department of Mathematics of the ETH in Ziirich, which
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2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we collect some results that are well established when 3 = R™ and H is the
Euclidean norm. Since we are dealing with problem (L) and some modifications are needed,
we report here their counterpart when ¥ is a convex cone and H a general norm, and provide
a sketch of the proofs emphasizing the main differences.

In the whole paper we denote by B,(x) the usual Euclidean ball, and by B, the ball B,(O)
centered at the origin.

2.1. Boundeness of solutions. In the following lemma we prove that solutions to (7)) are
bounded. The result holds for more general Neumann problems, in particular for problems with
a differential operator modelled on the p-Laplace operator.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¥ C R" be a convex cone as in (L) and let u € DYP(X) be a solution to

div (a(Vu)) +u? "t =0 inX
u>0 in % (2.1)
a(Vu)-v =0 on 0%,

where the a : R™ — R™ is a continuous vector field such that the following holds: there exist
a>0and 0 <s<1/2 such that

_ 1 ! p—2
O] < aleP +)F and 0@ 21 [ (P4 T a2
0
or every £ € R". en there exists 0 > 0 with the following property: let p > e such that
f &€ R™ Then th 0 > 0 with the foll l 0b h th
Nl (B, @y <0 Vo €R™
Then
[ull Lo (2nBg s (20)) < CR 7 ||tllLo(snBR(20) VR <p,
where C' depends only on n, o, p and the Sobolev constant of X.

Proof. We closely follow @, Theorem E.0.20] and @, Theorem 1] and we only give a sketch of
the proof. We first prove that v € L{¥ (%) for any ¢ < p*/p. Given [ > 0 and 1 < q < %, we
define

ud ifu<l
F = - 2.3
) {qlq_l(u—l)+lq ifu>1, (2:3)

and

wl@—Dp+l1 ifu <1
= {((q — Dp+ DI DP(y — 1) 4 1@ if gy > ]
Let n € C§°(R™) and use
§=1"G(u)
as a test-function in (2.1); then an integration by parts gives

/a(Vu)-V(an(u))dx = / uP PG (u) de (2.4)
b b
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We aim at proving that

c/ "G (u)|VulP do §/ P G (u)|a(Vu) - V| dm—l—/ P TP Gu) da
b b 5

(2.5)
+ sp/ PG (u) dx
)
holds for 0 < s < 1/2. We distinguish between the cases 1 <p <2 and 2 <p < n.
If p > 2, then ([22]) implies
1
£-a(6) > el
and from (2.4)) we get
1 *
- / PG (u)|VulP dz Sp/ PG (u)|a(Vu) - V| dz + / u?" PG (u) dr
by ) )
which implies (2.3]).
If 1 < p < 2 then (23 is obtained by using a more careful argument. We claim that
1 p=2 1
| (@Il )Tl e = 5 (ep - o). (26)
0

To prove this we consider two cases. If s > [£| then the left-hand side of (Z6]) is negative, and
so the result is clearly true. Otherwise, if s < |{| then

22 + 5% < 2/¢)? for t € [0,1],
and therefore
Lo NEZ o2 ! 0\ 52 g2 =2 o L
| @R+ )T P> [ @) =2 ey > e

that again implies (2.6)).

Thanks to (24)), 22), and ([Z0]), we obtain

1 .
—/77”G'(u)|Vu|p dx Sp/ P G (u)|a(Vu) - V| dm—l—/ " PG (u) da
20 [y 2 2

+s2—p/277pG/(u) dx

and the proof of (2] is complete.
Note now that, by Young’s inequality and (2.2]), for any € € (0,1) we have

P a(Vu) - Vil < ertuYa(Vu) |7 1nP + € PuP~ VP
< Coeﬁu_l(wu]p + P)nP 4 e PuP | WnlP,

where Cy depends only on « and p. Thanks to this inequality and recalling (2.5]), since G(u) <
uG’'(u) (note that G is convex and G(0) = 0), for any € € (0,1) we obtain

c/ G (u)|VulP dz < Coer' T / PG (u)|VulP dz + (Co + 1)31”/ G (u) dx
b ) b
+e_p/ G(u)up_llvmpdx—kfup*_lan(u)da;.
b b

Hence, choosing € small enough so that C’oep%l = ¢/2, we deduce that

c'/an'(u)]Vu\pdazgsp/an'(u) dx+/ G(u)up_l\vmpdx—i—/up*_lan(u)da;,
b b b b
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where ¢/ > 0 depends only on n, a, and p. Using now that G’(u) > ¢[F’]P and that u?~'G(u) <
C[F(u)]P, we obtain

é/ \V(nF(u))Pde < sp/ G (u) dx +/ |Vn|P FP(u) dz +/ nPuP” P EFP(u) dz .
b b b b
Hence, thanks to the Sobolev inequality (I.4]) we get

c</ FP" (u)n?” da:)p Ss”/n”G’(u)dm—i—/ \Vn]pr(u)da:—i-/npup*_pr(u)da:, (2.7)
2 2 2 2

where ¢ > 0 depends only on n, a, p and the Sobolev constant for .
Now, choose § = (¢/2)/(P"=P) 5o that for any R < p it holds
p*—p E n
||u||LP*(BR(x0)) < 5 Vo € R™.
Then, if we choose 7 such that supp(n) C B(z, R), it follows from Holder’s inequality that we
can reabsorb the last term in (27), and we get

P

¢ (/ FP" (u)n?” d:z:> ! < sp/ G (u) dz —I—/ |Vn|PFP(u) dx .
2 \Us SNBg(w0) SNBrg(z0)

Hence, taking the limit as [ — oo in the definition of F' and G, by monotone convergence we

conclude
il

P
/ nP ut?" da < sp/ wl VP g 4 HVanO/ u®? dx .
SNBr(zo) YNBr(zo) YNBr(zo)

Since ¢p < p* it follows that the right hand side is finite, hence by the inequality above and the

arbitrariness of xy we conclude that u € L%, (%0).

Thanks to this information, we can rewrite the equation satisfied by u as follows:
—div (a(Vu)) = f(z)uP~! + g(z)

f($):{0 - ifu<1

WP ifu> 1,

0 ifu>1
g(m):{ *_q

uP ifu<l.

Nl

where

and

Since u € Lﬁf: we get that f € L" with r > 2 and g € L*. Hence, as in the proof of 34,
Theorem 1], a classical Moser iteration argument yields the result. O

Remark 2.2. As observed in the proof of @, Theorem E.0.20], the Moser iteration argument
can also be used to show that u is uniformly C%% up to the boundary.

2.2. Asymptotic bounds on u and Vu. The main goal of this subsection is to prove Proposi-
tion 23 below. Proposition Z3is a generalization of [39, Theorem 1.1] to the conical-anisotropic
setting. The proof of Proposition follows the one given in @], although the lack of smooth-
ness of ¥ creates some nontrivial extra difficulties.

Proposition 2.3. Let 1 < p < n and let u be a solution to (7). Then there exist two positive
constants Cy and C1 such that

Co Ol

<u(z) < ——— and [Vu(x)| < “

— = < —_—, (2.8)
1+ [a] =t 1+ |a|7=1 1+ [a] o1

for all x € X.
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Before giving the proof of Proposition 23] we first introduce a useful definition.

Definition 2.4. Given L > 0, we say that a convex cone C is L-Lipschitz if for any point x € 0C
there exist r, > 0 and a unit vector v, such that

B, (x+ Lryv,) C C.
Note that, by convexity of C, also the convex hull of B, (x + Lv,) U {x} is contained in C.

In the spirit of @, Lemma 2.3], we now prove a general lower bound on the LP" norms
of solutions to our equation in convex cones, with a bound depending only on the Lipschitz
constant (see also [28]).

Lemma 2.5 (Lower bound on the mass). Let u be a nontrivial solution to

div (a(Vu)) +u? =t =0 inC

u>0 in C

2.9
a(Vu) -v=20 on 0C (2.9)
u € DYP(C),

where C is a L-Lipschitz convex cone and a(§) is as in (L8). Then there exists a constant ko > 0,
depending only on n, p, L, and ming.—1 H, such that

[ullLe ey = Fo-

Proof. As in @, Lemma 2.3], the proof is based on the Sobolev inequality in C, and on the
integral identity that one obtains by multiplying ([2Z9) by u and integrating in C. However in
this case a bit more carefulness is needed, especially to quantify the dependencies.

First of all, up to a translation, we can assume that C has vertex at O. Then, since C is
L-Lipschitz, there exist g > 0 and a unit vector vy such that B,,(Lrovy) C C. Therefore, since
C is a convex cone, this implies that the cone

CL = U B, (Lrvy)
r>0

is contained inside C.
We now want to estimate the Sobolev constant of C. To this aim we define the following
constant:

P 1/p
Sy, = inf Uo IV d:E)l -
(fQ |‘Pp*d$) v

Since the set of convex domains  C B; containing B; N Cy, are uniformly Lipschitz, standard
arguments in the calculus of variations show that Sy, is positive.

We now notice that, given any function v € C}(C), there exists A > 0 large such that
Pa(r) = (Ax) satisfies 1, € C1(C) and UAlop,ne, =0 (since 0By NCr, € 8B, NC). Hence, we
can bound

: Qs convex, By NC;, C Q C By, € C1(Q), Plop,né, = O}.

el Vordn) _ (Jo 1V rdn)
(fo ol dz) " (f sl da) "

Since ¢ € C}(C) is arbitrary, it follows by approximation that

1/p 1/p*
</ vam) >Sy </ W;\P*dx> Vi € DYP(C).
C C
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Applying this inequality to v and defining cy := minj¢—; H(§), we get

p/p”*
/H(Vu)pda: > c’l’{/ |VulPdz > (egSr)P </ up*da:> .
C C C

On the other hand, multiplying (2.9) by w and integrating in C, we get

/H(Vu)pdx:/up*da:.
C C

Combining the last two equations yield the desired lower bound. O

Remark 2.6. An alternative proof of Lemma can be obtained by computing the optimal
Sobolev constant of C (using Appendix A) and noticing that this constant is bounded below in
terms only of n, p, Hy, and the volume of C N By. In particular, whenever C is L-Lipschitz then
Cr, CCand [CNBy| > |C, N By, and one concludes that the Sobolev constant of C is controlled
by (actually, it is larger or equal than) the one of Cr.

We shall also need a doubling-type property on u which is proved in m, Lemma 5.1] (see
also @, Lemma 3.1]). Below we state a version of this doubling property which is suitable for
our setting.

Note that, by convexity, there exists a constant Ly, > 0 such that ¥ is Ly-Lipschitz. Then
we let kg > 0 be the constant provided by Lemma 25 with L = Ly,.

Lemma 2.7 (Doubling property [31]). Let u be a solution to ([29), let Ly, be the Lipschitz
constant of 3, and let kg > 0 be the constant provided by Lemma with L = Ly.
Let k € (0,kg), » > 0, and r' € (0,r) be fized, and set

/
M r+r
2
Then for any x € ¥\ By and o > 0 such that the distance d between x and X N B, satisfies
d(z, N By )u(z) ™7 > 2, (2.10)
there exists a point yy € 2 \ B, such that
d(yo, 2N Bru)u(:zt)"%t) > 2a,  u(zo) < ulyo), (2.11)
and
n—p
u(y) <27 u(yo) forall y € XN Br(yo), (2.12)

__p_
where 7 = au(yg) 7.

Proof of Proposition [2.3. We divide the proof of Proposition 2.3]in three steps. In Step 1 we give
a preliminary decay estimate on u (which is not sharp). In Step 2 we prove that u € LP~1°(X)
for a suitable p. Finally, in Step 3 we prove (2.8]).

e Step 1: Let u be a solution of (L), and for k € (0,ky) define
r(u) == inf{r >0 : [[ul| 5\ p,) <k} (2.13)
Then, for any fized k € (0,ko) and r > ri(u), there exists a constant Ky such that

lu(x)] < KoHo(x)% for all x € X\ B,. (2.14)

In order to prove the assertion, it suffices to show the existence of a constant K7 such that
d(xz, >N Bru)u(az)n%? <K, forallz € ¥\ B,, (2.15)
where " = (r +1')/2 and ' € (0,7r) is fixed. We prove (2.I5]) by contradiction.
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Suppose there exists a sequence of points {Z4}aeny C X \ B, such that
d(zq, XN Br//)u(ma)niﬂ’ > 2. (2.16)

Since B,» C By, it follows from (2I6) and Lemma [Z7] that there exists a sequence of points
{Ya}aen C X\ By» such that

(Yo, SN B)u(ye) ™7 > 20, u(ta) < u(ya), (2.17)
and
n—p
u(y) <277 u(y,) forall y € XN Br(ya)- (2.18)

We observe that, since u is bounded, the sequences {x, }aen and {yq taen are both divergent as
o — 00. B
For any o € N and y € X, we define

o (y) = uya) " u(mg'y + ya) (2.19)
where mg, := u(ya)";fp. From (7)) we obtain
A, =@ ™" i3,
1, (0) =1, (2.20)

a(Vig)-v =10 on 0%, ,

where
Yo =ma(X —va) ={y €R" : m 'y 4y, € X}
is a convex cone.
It is immediate to check that the cones Y, are Ly-Lipschitz. Furthermore, if we set p, :=

u(yo) !, @I8) and 2I9) yield that
Ua(—Yama) = pauw(O) #0 and  as(y) < 25" for all Yy E€XyNBy. (2.21)

At this point we consider the ratio
Mq
o ' =

Yol
Observe that (by 2IT)) go — 0 as o — oo.
Since |yo| — +o0, the ratio between —y,m, and the scaling factor m, goes to infinity.
Hence, one of the following two cases may occur as a — oo :

(1) the sequence of cones {¥,}aen converges to R™ (this happens if the distance between
MaYa and 0%, goes to infinity);

(7i) the sequence of cones {3, }aen converges to a Ly-Lipschitz convex cone C, not necessarily
centered at the origin (this happens if the distance between m,y, and 9%, remains
bounded).

We now look in both cases at the behavior of the functions {u, }aen. We consider the two cases
separately.

- Case (7): fix a ball Br. Then there exists @ € N such that ¥, N Br = Bp, for every a > @;
moreover U, (for every o > @) is a solution of ([2:20)) in Bg. From ([LI0), 221), and [18], there
exist a constant C' > 0 and a real number 6 € (0,1) such that

aallorosy,,) < C (2.22)

for any o« > @. Since R > 0 is arbitrary, Ascoli-Arzela Theorem and a diagonal argument imply
that {@ia }aen converges (up to subsequence) in CL_(R™) to some function @is. By construction

we have that i, € DMP(R"), lise(O) = 1, and i, is a weak solution of

— At =a8" in R". (2.23)
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- Case (i1): consider a ball Bg. Then for every compact set K CC BrNC there exists @ € N
such that K C X, N Bg for every a > @. As in Case (i), for every a > @ the function 4, is a
solution of (Z20) in K, and there exist a constant C' > 0 and a real number 6 € (0, 1) such that

ltallcroxn < C (2.24)

for any @ > @ and K’ cC K. In addition, it follows by Remark that the functions i, are
uniformly C%% inside BRNC for any R > 0. Hence, again Ascoli-Arzela Theorem and a diagonal
argument imply that {@, aen converges (up to subsequence) in C°(BrNC) N CL . (BrNC) to
some function U, for any R > 0. Taking the limit in the weak formulation of the equation, we
obtain that @ie, € D'P(C), i (O) = 1, and iy is a weak solution of

CAHa — gl
pNu U in C (2.25)
a(Vie) - v=0 on OC .
We now notice that, in both cases, for any p > 0 we have
HaaHLP*(EaﬂBP) = HUHLP*(EﬂBpma(yQ))' (2.26)
Also, by ([2I7), since r(u) < " we get
Bpma (ya) N Brk(u) =0 (2.27)
for a large. Thus, from (2:26]), (Z27)), and by definition of r(u), we obtain
lall L (manp,) < K (2.28)
for « large. Thus, taking the limit in ([Z28]) as « — oo and then as p — oo, yields
ool | Lo mny < ko1 [tioo|[ Lo () < K, (2.29)

in Case (i) or Case (ii), respectively. Since k < ko with kg > 0 as in Lemma [Z.5] it follows by
223) (resp. (225)) and ([229]) that s, = 0 in Case (i) (resp. Case (7)), a contradiction to the
fact that . (Q) = 1. This completes the proof of the assertion of Step 1.

e Step 2: Let u be a solution of ZX). Then u € LP~1°(X) for p := p(n"—__;).

Recall that, given a set 2 and r > 1, one defines the space L™*°(Q2) as the set of all
measurable functions v : 2 — R such that

[[v]|Lr.o0 () := sup {hmeas {|u| > h})l/r} < 00. (2.30)
h>0

Using the Sobolev inequality in cones, the proof of this step can be easily adapted from the case
of R™ (see [39, Lemma 2.2]) and for this reason is omitted.

e Step 3: Proof of (2.8).

The proof of this step closely follows the proof of @, Theorem 1.1}, which in turn uses
[37, Theorem 1.3] and [34, Theorem 5]. Even if [37, Theorem 1.3] and [34, Theorem 5] are
stated in a local setting, thanks to the homogeous Neumann boundary condition they can be
easily extended to our setting. For this reason we only give a sketch of the proof, following the
argument of @, Theorem 1.1].

Let k£ and r be as in Step 1. For any R > 0 and y € X, we define

ur(y) = R%u(}%y) . (2.31)
From (7)) we obtain
—Alfyp = RTFTaE TN iy, (2.32)
Also, writing u‘g = ug P u%_l and using (2.14]), we have

Rl P < KE PP in T\ By, (2.33)
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provided that R > r. Thus, it follows from (Z32), (Z33), and [37, Theorem 1.3], that for any
e > 0 it holds

[ur|| Lo (sn(Ba\B2)) < Cellur||Lr-1+e(mn(Bs\B1)) (2.34)

for some constant C. > 0. We fix g9 = gg(n,p) such that 0 < g9 < p — p, where p is as in Step
2. Since

HURHLP*1+50(EO(B5\31)) < CO"uRHLﬁ*LOO(Zﬂ(Bs\Bl)) )

for Cy = Cy(n,p), recalling Step 2 we obtain that

[[url|Loe (mn(Ba\By)) < C1 (2.35)

for some constant C;. Hence, by (232]), (2.33]), and elliptic regularity theory for p-Laplacian
type equations HE, @], we get

VUl Lo (£n (B, /2\Bs 2)) < C2 (2.36)

for some constant Cy. Here we notice that, even if (2.30)) is proved in HE, Section 3] in a local
setting (see also HE], where the authors prove global Lipschitz regularity in convex domains
for the case when H coincides with the Euclidean norm), the argument easily extends to our
setting by an approximation argument. Indeed, as in the proof of Proposition 28 below, one can
work in regularized domains and, because of the presence of the boundary, with respect to HE,
Section 3] it appears an extra boundary term. However, this can be dropped since the second
fundamental form of @3 is nonnegative definite (compare with (ZZ8)-(EZ9) below, or with [10,
Proof of Theorem 1.2, Step 1]).
Finally, for any @ € R™ \ Bs,, applying (2.35]) and (236]) with R = |z|/3 we obtain

w(z) < Cylz|7  and  [Vu(z)| < Cyla|r1 (2.37)

for some constant C3. Since u and Vu are uniformly bounded in Bs,, ([2:8]) follows. Finally, to
prove the lower bound in (28] one argues as in [39, pages 159-160]. O

2.3. Asymptotic estimates on higher order derivatives. By using a Caccioppoli-type
inequality, in this subsection we prove Proposition 2.8 below which will be useful in the proof of
Theorem [[LIl In particular it will avoid the use of an asymptotic lower bound on |Vu/, which is
crucial in [33].

Proposition 2.8. Let ¥ be a convex cone, and let u be a solution to (L) with a(-) given by

(L), where H satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [I1l Then a(Vu) € Wé’f(i), and for any
~v € R the following asymptotic estimate holds:

/ IV (a(Vu))*u) dr < C’<1 + r_n_'YH) Vr>1, (2.38)
B.N¥.

where C' is a positive constant independent of r.

Proof. The estimate (238)) is obtained by using a Caccioppoli-type inequality. We argue by
approximation, following the approach in ,].
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We approximate 3 by a sequence of convex cones {¥} such that ¥y C ¥ and 9% \ {O} is
smooth. Also, we fix a point & € MY, and for k fixed we let u; be the solution o

div (a(Vug)) +uP ' =0 in %,

up(z) = u(z) (2.39)
a(Vug)-v=0 on 0% .

Set
at(2) := (a * ¢y)(2) for z € R", (2.40)

where {¢y} is a family of radially symmetric smooth mollifiers. Standard properties of convolu-
tion and the fact a(-) is continuous imply a’ — a uniformly on compact subset of R™. From ,
Lemma 2.4] we have that a’ satisfies the first condition in (ZZ) with s replaced by sy, where
s¢ — 0 as £ — oo. In addition, since

1 _
(|2 + )" ¢ < Va'(2)¢ €, for every &,z € R,

for some & > 0, we obtain that a’ satisfies also the second condition in ([2.2]).
Let uy, ¢ be a solution of

{div (a*(Vugy)) +uP" "1 =0 in %y (2.41)

aé(Vuk,g) v=0 on 0%y,

(this solution can be constructed analogously to ug).

We notice that uy, ¢ is unique up to an additive constant. Also, because u is locally bounded,
the functions wuy, ¢ are Cﬁ)’f (Zp\{0})Nn Cloo’f (1), uniformly in £. In particular, assuming without
loss of generality that uy ¢(Z) = u(z) for some fixed point z € X, as £ — co one sees that ug g
converges in C'! to the unique solution iy, of

loc
div (a(Vig)) +uP ~t =0 in %y
ug(z) = u(x) (2.42)
a(Vug)-v=0 on 0%y .

Since uy is also a solution of the problem above, it follows by uniqueness that @, = ug and
therefore uy, o converges to uy as £ — oo. Analogously, uy — u as k — oo.
Given R > 1 large, we define

Q=X NBg, Pk,O =X NOIBR, FkJ = 0¥, N Bpg.

Note that, since u is uniformly positive inside 3 (see Proposition 23)), for k large enough
(depending on R) also wy is uniformly positive inside 2, and hence for ¢ large enough we have
that wuy is also uniformly positive inside 2. In the sequel we shall always assume that &
and ¢ are sufficiently large so that this positivity property holds. We now fix k and deal with
the functions uy ¢. To simplify the notation, we shall drop the dependency on k and we write
ug, 2,80, Lo, 'y instead of uy ¢, X, Qr, L'y 0, 'k 1, respectively.

The idea is to prove a Caccioppoli-type inequality for w, and then let £ — oo. Since uy
solves a non-degenerate equation, we have that u, € C' N VVlif () and furthermore we have

2The function uy can be found by considering first the minimizer vy r of the minimization problem

1 “_
min{/ {—H(Vv)p—up | dex : v=0on ZkﬂaBR},
v =,NBgr LP

then setting ur,r(x) = vi,r(x) + w(Z) — vi,r(Z), and finally taking the limit of ux,r as R — oo (note that
the functions @, r are uniformly C*? in every compact subset of ¥, and uniformly Holder continuous up to the
boundary).
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at(Vuy) € VVI}DS (¥). In addition, since ¥ is smooth outside the origin, uy is of class C? in Q

away from I'y U {O}.
Multiply (2410 by ¢ € CZ°(Br \ Bi/r) and integrate over 2 to get

/&wﬁwwmmxzi/w“WM,
Q Q

that together with the divergence theorem gives

—/ a‘(Vuy) - Vop dx + Yat(Vug) -vdo = —/ P "l d (2.43)
Q 09 Q
Since
Yat(Vug) -vdo = | ' (V) -vdo+ | pa*(Vuy) -vdo,
09 Iy To

from the fact that ¢ € C2°(Bg \ By g) and from the boundary condition in (2.41]), we obtain
that the second term in (Z43]) vanishes; hence ([2:43) becomes

—/ a“(Vuy) - Ve dx = —/ uP N di (2.44)
)

Q
Let p € C°(Br \ Bi/g), and for > 0 small define the set
Qs :={x € Q : dist(z,00) > §}.
Since Q2 N supp(p) is smooth, for § small enough we see that 5\ Qa4 is of class C'*° inside the
support of . In particular, every point z € (25 \ Q25) Nsupp(¢) can be written as
z=y—|r—yy)
where y = y(x) € 085 is the projection of z on 05 and v(y) is the outward normal to 0§25 at
. Moreover the set (€25 \ Q25) N supp(p) can be parametrized on 95 by a C! function g (see

, Formula 14.98]).
Let (5: Q — [0, 1] be a cut-off function such that (5 =1 in Qgs5, (s = 0 in Q\ Qs, and

V() = —sulyl@))  inside 95\ Oas.

Using 1 = O, (¢Cs) in ([2:44]) with m € {1,...,n} and integrating by parts, we get

) </ 3maf(VU£)C55i90dl’+/ 5maf(vuz)905iC5dx> Z/C%(Up*_l)CPC& dz,
— \a Q Q

L L l

where we use the notation a’ = (af,...,a’,) to denote the components of the vector field a’.

Observe that, from the definition of (5, we have

lim amaf(Vu@)Q;@igpd:E:/8maf(Vug)8i<pd:E.
6—0 Jq QO

Also, if we set
F () = Omai(Vue(x))p(2),

by the coarea formula we have

/ f0i(sdx = .- vi(y(z)) fdx
Q5\Qas

0 Q5\ Qa5

20
::_%ﬂ d{AQLAMx»ﬂy—waWEWDdew

2
__ / ds | Fly— sov(y))wily)ldet(Dg)ldo(y)
1 0Ngs
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Since f € C°, we can pass to the limit and obtain

lim | Opat(Vug)pdiCsdr = —/ Omat(Vuy)prido .
0—0 Jo 90

Hence, we proved that

> < / Omat (V) da — / 3maf(VUg)ch,-da> = / O (uP" N p da . (2.45)
1 Q o0 Q

Now, let
QL = {x € Qs : dist(z,005) > t}.
We notice that, if € (Qs \ Q25) Nsupp(y) with z =y — tv(y), then z € 9QF and the outward

normal to 9QF at x coincides with the outward normal to 95 at y. Hence, by writing v(z) in
place of v(y), we have

Omai(Vue(2))p(a)vi(2) = ()0 (0 (Vue(z)) - v(z))
— p(@)af (Vg () dpnri() .

Now, we take a cut-off function n € C°(Bg \ By/gr), and for m € {1,...,n} we set ¢ =
al, (Vug)u)n? where v € R, and in (IQEEI) we obtain

Oma; (Vue(z))p(z)vi(z) = (VW( z))uj ()0 (2)0m (a' (Vue(x)) - v())

(2.46)

) ' (2.47)
g (Ve () ()0 (2)ag (Vg (2)) i () -
We notice that 0,,v;(z) is the second fundamental form IIY, of 9% at a:
Z Omi()a; (Vg (2) ), (Vg (v)) = 1T (a* (Vg (x), 0 (Vug(2)))
i,m=1
Since the cone ¥ is convex then IT. is non-negative definite, which implies that
Z Omvi()al (Vug(x))al, (Vug(z)) > 0. (2.48)

i,m=1

Hence ([24T) becomes

D Omal (Vug(a))e(@)vi(z) < > ab, (Vi (@)ud (2)0° (1) (o' (Vue(@)) - v(2)), - (2.49)

7 m:l i7m:1

and so, with the choice ¢ = af,(Vus)u)n?, we obtain

Z/ 8ma (Vug)prido < Z/ ugn a (Vug)Om, (Z(Vw)-u) dx

i,m=1 i,m=1

—Z/ u)n? at (Vuyg) V(aé(Vw)-l/)dajzo,

where the last equality follows from the condition a‘(Vuy)-v = 0 on 9. Indeed, this condition
implies that a’(Vuy) is a tangent vector-field and that the tangential derivative of a‘(Vuy) - v
vanishes on 0¥.

Hence, recalling (2.45]), we proved that

3 | 20, (s (Fuuint) de < [ 196Dl (Vaolugntde. (250)

i,m=1
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Inequality (250) can be used in place of Equation (4.11) in B Proof of Theorem 4.1}, and by

arguing as in B | we obtain

/|V (Vaug))[*n*u) dz <

J J
c / V(0 (Vug)) | (Vg [V ()| de + C / V(") | (V) [ dr

From Holder and Young inequalities, for any € € (0,1) we can bound

al J
c / V(! (V)| [a (Vug) iy |V (ud )| da
< Ce [ [V (VuPrpug o+ [ 10 () P ()P do
Q Q

so choosing € small enough such that C'e = 1/2, we obtain
il .
[ V@ )PP e <€ [ 1 (TudP VP o+ € [ 90 la (Vg upi? do
Q Q Q
Recall that here n € C2°(Br \ By/r). However, by approximation the same property holds for
any n € C°(R").
Now, we recall that we were writing u, in place of uy . Then, since u — uy in Cj . and

¢ — a locally uniformly, we can let ¢ — oo to deduce that

a
V(" Hla(Vug) [uin® de.

| IVauPriude <€ [ laTu)PIeng) P ds+ ¢
Q Qp, Qk
(2.51)
(3k), and {a(Vuy,) }ren is uniformly

In particular, taking v = 0, (Z51) proves that a(Vuy) € VVIOC

bounded in W2, Hence, letting k — oo in (Z51I) we obtain
u? N ||a(Vu)|u'n? de.

/ IV (a(Vu) Pt de < C/Q|a(vu)|2|wnu¥)|2d:n+c/g|v
[l

Q
Finally, the asymptotic estimate (2.38]) follows from (2.8]).
3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [L.]]

As already mentioned in the introduction, we consider the auxiliary function
__pP
v=u "r (3.1)

where u is a solution of (7). A straightforward computation shows that v > 0 satisfies the

following problem
H _ .

Ajv = f(v,Vv) inX% (3.2)

a(Vv)-v=0 on 0%,
where Ay = div (a(Vv)) with a(¢) as (L), and we set

p—1
1 —1)H?P
Fv, V) = <L> L nlp=1) HY(Vv) (3.3)
n—p v D v

It is clear that v inherits some properties from w. In particular v € c! 9, and it follows from
Proposition that there exist constants Cy, Cq; > 0 such that
__p_ __p
Colz| 77T <w(x) < Cy|x|” P T (3.4)
and )
[Vu(z)| < Cifz| 77T (3.5)
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for |z| sufficiently large. Higher regularity results for v are summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let v be given by BI). Then, for every o € R, the asymptotic estimate
/ |V (a(Vv))[*v7 de < C(l + 7‘"+;_f1) Vr>1 (3.6)
B.NT

holds.
Proof. We notice that

Pl e
a(Vv) = — <n ]ip> u = a(Vu)

and

L Y - (1-n)
b > [u_ = V(a(Vu)) — Mupip Vu ® a(Vu)| ,
n—p n—p

V(a(Vv)) = — <

so it follows from Proposition 2.8 that

a(Vv) € WA(T). (3.7)
Finally, the asymptotic estimate (3.0 follows from (2.38]) and (2.8]). O

3.1. An integral inequality. In this subsection, by using the convexity of the cone, we show
that v satisfies an integral inequality.

We recall that the second symmetric function S*(M) of a n x n matrix M = (m;;) is the
sum of all the principal minors of A of order two, and we have

1
S*(M) =5 > S5(M)my; (3.8)
'7j
where

SEJ(M) = —mj; + 5ijt1“ (M) .

As proved in ﬂﬂ, Lemma 3.2], given two symmetric matrices B,C € R™" with B positive
semidefinite, and by setting M = BC', we have the following Newton’s type inequality:

S2(M) < tr (M)2. (3.9)

2n
Moreover, if tr (M) # 0 and equality holds in ([3.39]), then

M:tr(nM)

1d,

and B is positive definite. As we will describe later, we will apply ([B.9) to the matrix M =
Via(Vv)].

We start from the following differential identity (see ﬂﬂ]) We use the Einstein convention
of summation over repeated indices.

Lemma 3.2. Let v be a positive function of class C® and let V : R™ — R* be of class C3(R")
and such that V (Vv)div (VV(Vv)) can be continuously extended to zero at Vv = 0. Let

W = V[VfV(V’U)] == Vfifj (VU)UZ']' . (3.10)
Then, for any v € R we have
207 S%(W) = div (v“’Sizj(W)Vfi(Vv)) - yv'y_lej(W)Vgi(Vv)vj (3.11)
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and
div (07 S5 (W)Ve, (Vo) +v(p — 1)o7V (Vo) Vg, (Vo))

=207S2(W) + (v — 1)(p — )" 2V (Vo) Vg, (Vo) (312)
+707H((p = DV (V) + Vg, (Vo)v) tr(W) '
+ 4077t (( = DVe, (Vo) Ve, (Vv)vij + nggl(Vv)vl,V'gl(Vv)v]) )
In particular, if H is a norm and
V() = HI;)(@ forp>1and £ € R", (3.13)
then
207 S*(W) =div (0755 (W)Ve, (V) +v(p — o7 V(Vo) VeV (Vo)) (314)

— (v = )p(p — DV 2V(Vo) — v(2p — D'V (Vo) Allw,

1)
where Aﬁv = div (a(Vv)) and a(-) is given by (LR]). Observe that, in this particular case,
W(z) := V]a(Vov(z))].

Proof. See [, Lemma 4.1]. O

The idea is to apply the above lemma to the function v solving (3:2]) and integrate the
identity above on Y. Due to the lack of regularity of v, Lemma cannot be applied directly
but we can still prove its integral counterpart.

Lemma 3.3. Let v be given by B1)), let V be as in BI3), and W as in BI0). Then, for any
p e CX(Y), we have

/Z (207S*(W) + y(v — L)p(p — D0 2VA(Vo) +v(2p — D)o V(Vo)Aflv) ¢
(3.15)
— /2 ©j (UVS%(W)V&(VU) +v(p — 1)v“’_1V(Vv)V5j(Vv)) )

Proof. We argue by approximation. So, first we extend v as 0 outside X, and then for € > 0 we
define v* = v* p® and V& =V x p°, where p° is a standard mollifier. Also, we set a® = VV¢ and
We = (w;;)ij=1,...n Where wg; = 9;(a;(Vv®)).

Slnce V € CYR"™) then a5 = a; * p° for i = 1,...,n, where a is given by (L). Also, since
a(Vv) € VV&)S(Z), then aj(Vve) — a;i(Vv) and wj; — wj; in LZ (%).

Moreover, since Hy(VH(§)) = 1 for any £ € I[f" \ {0} we have that Ho(a(§)) = HP~L(¢),

_pP_ _p_
which implies that pV (£) = HJ ™' (a(€)). Since Hy™' is locally Lipschitz and a(Vv) € VVI}DS(E)
then V(Vv) € Wlif(E) and we have that 9., (V(Vv®)) = 8, (V(Vv)) in L (). Now we write
[BI2) for the approximating functions v¢, V¢ and W¢, we multiply by ¢ € C°(3) and integrate

over Y. Since ¢ has compact support inside X, it follows from the divergence theorem that
/ (2% S*(W*) + y(y = 1)(p = V() 2VE(Vo)VE (Vo)) @
pY
+/7(v€)7_1 ((p = DVE(V%) + VE (V)5 tr (We)e
by (3.16)
+ [ (0= DVE (VoW (Vs + Vg (V090 VE (T35 )

=— /E ;i (V) SELWEVE (V%) +v(p — 1)(0%) 7 VE(V)VE (VeF)) .

Since V¢ (Vva)vfj = 0y, (V*(Vv?)), recalling ([3.14]) we conclude easily by letting € — 0. O
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Now we extend Lemma [3.3] to a generic cut-off function in R™. Here, the convexity of X
plays a crucial role.

Lemma 3.4. Let v be given by BI)), let V' be as in BI3), and W as in BI0). Consider a
non-negative cut-off function n € C°(R™). Then

/Z (207 S*(W) +7(y = V)p(p — Do 2VA(Vo) +7(2p — D"~V (Vo)ATv) n
(3.17)
> /E 03 (783 (W)Ve, (Vo) + 7(p — 1)o7~V (Vo) Ve, (Vo)) -

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.8, this proof requires a regularization argument consid-
ering the solutions of the approximating problems

div (a*(Voge)) = f(v, Vo) in
aZ(Vfuk,g) v=>0 on 0%,

where a are defined as in (240) and f (v, Vo) is given by 3). Note that, since v € C1?(2\

loc
{O}), the functions vy, ¢ are of class C 1n 3, \{O}, and this allows one to perform all the desired
computations on the functions V05 and then let ¢ and k to infinity. Since this approximation
argument is very similar to the one in the proof of Proposition 2.8 to simplify the notation
and emphasize the main ideas we shall work directly with v, assuming that v is of class 0120’3 in
3\ {O} in order to justify all the computations.
Set

F=20"S*(W) +~(y = D)p(p — D" 2V3(Vo) +7(2p — D)o 'V (Vo) Al (3.18)

and L = (Lq,...,L,) with
Lj = 0VSE(W)Ve, (Vo) +7(p — D)o ' V(Vo) Vg, (Vo)

for 5 = 1,...,n. Then we apply Lemma B3] with ¢ = n(s, where n € C>(R") is a cut-off
function as in the statement, and (5 € C2°(X) is a cut-off function of the distance from 9% that

converges to 1 inside ¥ as § — 0. In this way, as in the proof of (2.45]), letting § — 0 the term
involving V(s gives rise to a boundary term: more precisely, we obtain

/Fn:—/Vn-L+/ nL-vdo . (3.19)
b by %

Now, to conclude the proof, we need to show that the last integral in (B:I9]) is non-negative;
indeed, for € 0¥ \ {O}, by using the explicit expression of L and of S?](W) we get

L(z) - v(z) =
vl (2)a(Vo(@)) - v(z) [tr (W)(@) +(p — Do~ (2)V (Vo(z))] (3.20)
—v"(2)0; (%(VU( )))a( ( Dve(x) ,
where we used that wj;(x) = 0;a;(Vv(z)) and Vg, =

We notice now that d;v4(x) is the second fundamental form of 9% at x, which is non-negative
definite by the convexity of 3. Hence

Oive(x)aj(Vo(x))a;(Vo(z)) > 0. (3.21)
From (320) and (B32I)) we get
L(@) - v(z) > v(@)a(Ve(x)) - v(y) [tr (W)(@) +1(p — Do~ @)V (Vo))
(@)Y (a(Vo(e) - () - a(To()).

Now, since a(Vv) - v = 0 on 93, the first term on the right-hand side vanishes. Moreover, since
the tangential derivative of a(Vv) - v vanishes on 9% and a(Vv) is a tangential vector-field, also
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the second term vanishes. This proves that L -v > 0 on 9% \ {O}, that together with ([BI19)
(recall that n > 0) concludes the proof. O

Proposition 3.5. Let v be given by B1)), let V be as in BI3), and W as in BI0). Then
/ (207S* (W) + (v — Dp(p — D 2VE(Vo) +~(2p — 1)@7_1V(VU)A£{U) >0 (3.22)
b

for any v < —@.

Proof. From (B2), B4), and B3) we know that [Afv| < C in 5, and from Newton’s inequality
B3) we also have [S*(W)| < C (recall that tr (W) = Aflv).

Now, let 7 be a non-negative radial cut-off function such that n = 1 in Br, n = 0 outside
Bsp, and |Vn| < 2. Thanks to (B2) and (3], we can take the limit as R — oo in the left-hand
side of ([B.I7) to obtain the left-hand side of ([B.22]). Hence, in order to prove ([B.22]) it is enough
to show that

Jim i (VS5 (W)Ve, (Vo) +v(p — 1)o7~ 'V (Vo) Vg, (Vo)) =0, (3.23)
— 00 ER

where we set for simplicity
Er :=3%0(Bz2xr \ Br)
Since ]SEJ(W)\ < |W/, using Holder’s inequality we get

1
c(n 2
< %HWHLZ(ER) </ U2V|VV(VU)|2> :
Egr

/ 007 S (W) Ve, (V)
Egr

Observe that ([B.6]) yields

IWIIZ2 () < CR™
Also, from (B4 and (3.5 we have

/ VYV (Vo)2 < ORI,
Egr

np—1)
p

Hence, since by assumption v < — , this proves that

pLU 107 S5(W)Ve, (Vo) = 0.

Analogously, using ([B4]) and [B.35), the second term in ([B:23]) can be bounded as

/ vV (Vo) Vg, (V)| < CRy 11", (3.24)
ER
which also goes to zero as R — oo since 7y < —@. This proves ([3.23]) and hence (3.22). O

3.2. Conclusion. We multiply [3:2) by v~ and integrate over X. By using the divergence
theorem, the boundary condition in ([3:2]), and the decay estimates ([B.4]) and ([B.3]), we get

(nl_’p>p_l/zv—n—1 —%/Zv_"_al(Vv) —0. (3.25)

Now we use Newton’s inequality applied to W in (8:22]). More precisely, since tr (W) = AII){ v,
we have

n_l(AII){

28%(W) < v)?, (3.26)

n
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and from (3.:22) we obtain

/ <n — 1v7(Afv)2 + (v = Dplp — )" 2V3(Vo) +~v(2p — 1)v7_1V(V1})AII){v> >0 (3.27)
s\ n

for any v < —@. Since p < n we can choose v = 1 —n in (327), and using [B.2]), 33)), and

B13]), we obtain
p—1
( b > /v_”_l - E/ v " HP (Vo) > 0. (3.28)
n—p b pJs

Recalling ([3:25]), this implies that the equality case must hold in ([3:28]). Hence the equality case
must hold in (20]) a.e., which implies that

W(z) = Az)Id for a.e. z €3, (3.29)

for some function A : ¥ — R, where [ is the identity matrix.
Now we show that the function ) is constant. Since

Az) = %tr (W) = %Affu(az) = %f(v,Vv)

(see B2)), and since v € C’IIO’S(E), we get that A € C’loo’f(E). Moreover, elliptic regularity theory
yields that v € 0120’3(2 N {Vv # 0}), which implies that A € C’llo’f(E N{Vv # 0}). From (3:29)
we have that

Oi(ay (Vo(2))) = A(@)5; (3:30)
for i,j € {1,...,n}, which implies that a(Vv) € C>%(X N {Vv # 0}).

loc

Then, given i € {1,...,n}, choosing j # i and using ([B.30) we obtain
82)\($) = OZ (8]((1)(V’U($)))) = aj (OZ(aJ(Vv(:n)))) =0

for any z € ¥ N {Vwv # 0}, which implies that A is constant on each connected component of
Y N{Vv # 0}. Since A is continuous in 3 and {Vv = 0} has no interior points (this follows
easily from ([B.2])), we deduce that A is constant. In particular, recalling ([3.29)), we get

Via(Vou(z))] =W(z) = NI in 3.

Hence a(Vv(z)) = Az — 2¢) for some zg € ¥, and from the boundary condition in ([B2) we

obtain that z¢ € 03. This implies that v(z) = ¢1 + coHo(x — ZEQ)P%, or equivalently (recalling
B1) u(z) = foo (x) for some g > 0. Finally, it is clear that:
- if ¥ = R™ and zg may be a generic point in R";
-if k€ {1,...,n — 1} then 29 € R¥ x {O};
-if Kk =0 then 2o = O.
This completes the proof of Theorem [L11

APPENDIX A. SHARP ANISOTROPIC SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES WITH WEIGHT IN CONVEX
CONES

In this appendix we prove a sharp version of the anisotropic Sobolev inequality in cones by
suitably adapting the optimal transportation proof of the Sobolev inequality in |15, Theorem
2]. As we shall see, the proof not only applies to the case of arbitrary norms, but it also allows
us to cover a large class of weights. In particular, our result extends the weighted isoperimetric
inequalities from B, Theorem 1.3] to the full Sobolev range p € (1,n) (note that the case p =1
can be recovered letting p — 17).
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Theorem A.1. Letp € (1,n). Let ¥ be a convex cone and H a norm in R™. Let w € C°(X) be

positive in 3, homogeneous of degree a > 0, and such that w'/®
for any f € D'P(X) we have

is concave in case a > 0. Then

p/B
( / |f<:c>|ﬁw<:c>dx) < Co(n,p,a, H,w) / HY(V f(2)) w(x) de (A1)
> >
where ( N )
~_ pn+a
B=rracs (A.2)

Moreover, inequality (Adl) is sharp and the equality is attained if and only if f = U /{{ g’;;, where

n+a—p

UH’a(x) ::< Ap=Te(n, p,a, Hyw) > i (A.3)

e APCT 4+ Ho(x — 2g) 71
with A >0, and Hy(C) := Supg(e)—1 ¢ - § is the dual norm of H.

Furthermore, writing ¥ = R* x C with k € {0,...,n} and with C C R * 4 convex cone that
does not contain a line, then:

(1) if k =n then X =R"™ and x¢ may be a generic point in R";
(ii) if k € {1,...,n — 1} then xo € R¥ x {O};
(i7i) if k =0 then zo = O.
Proof. We aim at proving that for any nonnegative f,g € L?(X) with 1 fllesy = l9llLs(x) and
such that Vf € LP(X), we have that

~ 1/p , 1/p’
/ g wdr < </ Hp(Vf)wdx> (/ HY ¢°w d:z:> , (A.4)
» n-+a » »

with equality if f =g =U )I\{ gfg. The value of v will be specified later. As shown in ﬂﬁ], inequality

(A24) implies the Sobolev ihequality (AJ).
Let F' and G be probability densities on ¥ and let T : ¥ — 3 be the optimal transport map

(see e.g. @])E It is well known that, by the transport condition TxF' = G, one has
F

(see for instance [17, Section 3]). Then, if we choose
F=ffw and G=d¢’w,

the Jacobian equation for T' becomes

woT i
| det(DT)] w —PeT

We observe that, since
Ty(fw) = g°w,

3 As explained in ] (see also ]), the argument that follows can be made rigorous using the fine properties
of BV functions (we note that T belongs to BV, being the gradient of a convex function). However, to emphasize
the main ideas, we shall write the whole argument when 7' : ¥ — ¥ is a C'' diffeomorphism, and we invite the
interested reader to look at the proof of , Theorem 2.2] to understand how to adapt the argument using only
that T € BViee(2; X).

Alternatively, arguing by approximation, one can assume that w is strictly positive in ¥\ {0}, and that f and
g are both strictly positive and smooth inside 3. Then, if 7' : ¥ — X denotes the optimal transport map from
fPw to gPw, ﬂﬂ, Theorem 1 and Remark 4] ensure that 7' : ¥ — X is a diffeomorphism. This allows one to
perform the proof of ([(A]) avoiding the use of the fine properties of BV functions.
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then for any 0 < v < 8 we have

B—~
wol | 5B

/ g wdr = / (g7 P oT) fPwdx = / [| det(DT)| —— flwdx . (A.5)
b by b w
We choose  such that

B—n . p(n+a—1)
— = ie. y=——2%.
B n+a n+a—p
Since T' = V for some convex function ¢, then DT is symmetric and nonnegative definite. In
particular det(DT) > 0, and it follows from Young and the arithmetic-geometric inequalities

that

ﬁ 1/a
|det(DT)wOT] < 2 get(pm)Vn 4 2 <on>

| w

n+a n+a w
T 1/a
< div(T)+a<wo >
n+a w
Also, from the concavity of w!/® we have that
1/a )
" <w o T> < Vw-T
w w
(see |8, Lemma 5.1]), hence
1
T |nta 1 -T
[[det(DT)\ we ] <— (div (1) + Y > . (A.6)

(If @ = 0 then w is just constant and ([A.6]) corresponds to the arithmetic-geometric inequality.)

Noticing that

T 1
div (1) + LT Lie (7w,
w

w
combining ([A.5)) and (A.6) we have
1

Y < iv (T Y
/Eg wdx_n+a/2d1v( w)f7 dx

1
S— /wf'y_lT-Vfdx—i-— wfiT -vdo.
n-+a /y n—+a /oy

Here we notice that, since T'(x) € ¥ for any € 3, the convexity of ¥ implies that 7'-v < 0 on
0Y.. Thus we obtain

/g”wd:ng— i /f”‘lT-Vfwdxg i /f”‘lHo(T)H(Vf)wdx,
b b by

n—+a n—+a

where the last inequality follows from the definition of the dual norm Hy. Finally, setting
/

p = p%l, it follows by Holder’s inequality that

p Y : Lp
/ fﬁ/_lH(](T)H(Vf)’wd!E < </ fP(V_l)_?éHp(Vf)de) ! </ Hg (T) fﬁw dﬂ?) ’
= = =

1/p , 1/p’
= (/ Hp(Vf)wd:E> (/ HY gﬁwdaz) ,
2 b

where we used the transport condition 7 ( fPw) = g%w and the identity

B
7-1- =0,

Hence, by this chain of inequalities we get (A.4).
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In order to prove the sharpness of our Sobolev inequality we choose f = g = Uf - In
this particular case the transport map reduces to the identity map T'(x) = Vp(z) = x and
det(DT) = 1. Also the homogeneity of w implies that Vw - z = aw. This implies that all the
inequalities in the previous computations become equalities and we obtain ([A.T]).

Finally, to prove the characterization of the minimizers one can argue as in @ Appendix
Al and HE Section 4]. More precisely, choose g = UlH o and let f be a minimizer. As noticed in
the proof of ﬂﬁ Theorem 5], one can assume that f > 0.

First one shows that the support of f is indecomposable (this is a measure-theoretic notion
of the concept that {f > 0} is connected, see @ Appendix A] for a definition and more details).
Indeed, otherwise one could write f = f; + fo with

/EH”(Vf)w(a:)da::/EHP(Vfl)w(a:)da:+/2Hp(Vf2)w(a:)da:

and then by applying (A.I)) and the fact that f is a minimizer, we would get

( /E fﬁw(:c)d:c>p/g > < /2 ffw(a;)dg;>p/ﬁ+ < /E fQBw(a:)da:>p/B,
[ Pu = [ oo+ [ fu

(because f; and f2 have disjoint support), by concavity of the function ¢ — t*/8 we conclude
that either f; or f, vanishes.

Once this is proved, one can then argue as in the proof of HE Proposition 6] to deduce
(from the fact that all the inequalities in the proof given above much be equalities) that 7' must
be of the form T'(z) = A\(xz — x¢) for some A > 0 and z( € X, from which the result follows easily.
Finally, properties (i)-(ii)-(iii) on the location of x( follow for instance from the fact that 7" has
to map 3 onto X. O

Since
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