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LIOUVILLE THEOREMS FOR CONFORMALLY INVARIANT

FULLY NONLINEAR EQUATIONS. I

BAOZHI CHU, YANYAN LI, AND ZONGYUAN LI

Abstract. A fundamental theorem of Liouville asserts that positive entire har-
monic functions in Euclidean spaces must be constant. A remarkable Liouville-
type theorem of Caffarelli-Gidas-Spruck states that positive entire solutions of

−∆u = u
n+2

n−2 , n ≥ 3, are unique modulo Möbius transformations. Far-reaching ex-
tensions were established for general fully nonlinear conformally invariant equations
through the works of Chang-Gursky-Yang, Li-Li, Li, and Viaclovsky. In this paper,
we derive necessary and sufficient conditions for the validity of such Liouville-type
theorems. This leads to necessary and sufficient conditions for local gradient esti-
mates of solutions to hold, assuming a one-sided bound on the solutions, for a wide
class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations involving Schouten tensors. A pivotal ad-
vancement in proving these Liouville-type theorems is our enhanced understanding
of solutions to such equations near isolated singularities. In particular, we utilize
earlier results of Caffarelli-Li-Nirenberg on lower- and upper-conical singularities.
For general conformally invariant fully nonlinear elliptic equations, we prove that
a viscosity super- (sub-)solution can be extended across an isolated singularity if
and only if it is a lower- (upper-)conical singularity. We also provide necessary and
sufficient conditions for lower- (upper-)conical behavior of a function near isolated
singularities in terms of its conformal Hessian.

As an application of our Liouville theorems and local gradient estimates, we
establish new existence and compactness results for conformal metrics on a closed
Riemannian manifold with prescribed symmetric functions of the Schouten (Ricci)
tensor, allowing the scalar curvature of the conformal metrics to have varying signs.

1. Introduction

A fundamental theorem of Liouville asserts that positive harmonic functions in
Rn must be constant. A remarkable Liouville-type theorem of Caffarelli, Gidas and
Spruck [7] in Rn, n ≥ 3, states that a positive C2 solution of

(1) −∆u = n(n− 2)u
n+2
n−2 , in Rn,

is of the form

(2) u(x) =

(
a

1 + a2|x− x̄|2
)n−2

2

,

1
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where a > 0 and x̄ ∈ Rn. The result was proven by Obata [53] under an additional
assumption that |y|n−2u(y/|y|2) is C2 near y = 0, and proven by Gidas, Ni and
Nirenberg [18] under a weaker hypothesis that u(x) = O(|x|2−n) for large |x|.

Equation (1) is conformally invariant and the Liouville-type theorem gives the
uniqueness of positive entire solutions modulo conformal transformations as ex-
plained below.

A map ϕ : Rn∪{∞} → Rn∪{∞} is called a Möbius transformation if it is a finite
composition of translations (x 7→ x+ x̄ where x̄ ∈ Rn), dilations (x 7→ ax where a >
0), and an inversion (x 7→ x/|x|2). For a Möbius transformation ϕ and a positive
function u in Rn, n ≥ 3, it is known that

λ(Auϕ) = λ(Au) ◦ ϕ,

where uϕ := |Jϕ|
n−2
2n u ◦ ϕ, Jϕ is the Jacobian of ϕ,

(3) Au := − 2

n− 2
u−

n+2
n−2∇2u+

2n

(n− 2)2
u−

2n
n−2∇u⊗∇u− 2

(n− 2)2
u−

2n
n−2 |∇u|2 I,

I is the n × n identity matrix, and λ(M) denotes the eigenvalues of the symmetric
matrix M modulo permutations. It follows that f(λ(Auϕ)) = f(λ(Au)) ◦ ϕ for any
symmetric function f(λ). Here by symmetric function, we mean f is invariant under
permutation of λi’s. In particular, if u is an entire solution of f(λ(Au)) = 1, so is uϕ
for any Möbius transformation ϕ. Equation (1) corresponds to f(λ) = λ1 + · · ·+ λn
and its solutions, given by (2), can be generated from any one of them using Möbius
transformations.

The n× n symmetric matrix function Au, sometimes referred to as the conformal
Hessian of u, is a canonical object: It was proved in [30] that if a second order
differential operator H(·, u,∇u,∇2u) has the property that H(·, uϕ,∇uϕ,∇2uϕ) =
H(·, u,∇u,∇2u) ◦ ϕ for any positive function u and any Möbius transformation ϕ,
then H(·, u,∇u,∇2u) ≡ f(λ(Au)) for some symmetric function f .

The following extension of the Liouville-type theorem of Caffarelli, Gidas and
Spruck to general conformally invariant second order fully nonlinear elliptic equations
was given by Li and Li in [31].

Let

(4) Γ ⊂ Rn be an open convex symmetric cone with vertex at the origin

satisfying

(5) Γn ⊂ Γ ⊂ Γ1,

where Γ1 := {λ ∈ Rn |∑n
i=1 λi > 0} and Γn := {λ ∈ Rn | λ1, · · · , λn > 0}. Naturally,

by symmetric set, we mean Γ is invariant under interchange of any two λi.
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Theorem A. ([31]) For n ≥ 3, let (f,Γ) satisfy (4), (5), and

(6) f ∈ C1(Γ) is a symmetric function,
∂f

∂λi
> 0 in Γ, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Assume that u ∈ C2(Rn) satisfies f(λ(Au)) = 1 in Rn. Then u(x) ≡ a(n−2)/2(1 +
b2|x− x̄|2)(2−n)/2, for some x̄ ∈ Rn and some a, b > 0 satisfying f(2b2a−2~e) = 1 with
~e = (1, . . . , 1).

Equation f(λ(Au)) = 1 is a fully nonlinear elliptic equation of u. Fully nonlinear
elliptic equations involving f(λ(∇2u)) have been much investigated since the work of
Caffarelli, Nirenberg and Spruck [9]. Important examples of (f,Γ) satisfying (4)–(6)

include (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk), k = 1, 2, · · · , n, where

σk(λ) :=
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

λi1 · · ·λik , Γk := {λ ∈ Rn | σl(λ) > 0, ∀1 ≤ l ≤ k}.

Specific cases of Theorem A were previously established. In the case of n ≥ 3
and (f,Γ) = (σ1,Γ1), it is the aforementioned Liouville-type theorem of Caffarelli,
Gidas, and Spruck; see also the previously mentioned results of Obata and Gidas-
Ni-Nirenberg. When n ≥ 3, 2 ≤ k ≤ n, and (f,Γ) = (σk,Γk), it was proved by
Viaclovsky [61, 62] under an additional assumption that |y|n−2u(y/|y|2) is C2 near
y = 0. When n = 4 and (f,Γ) = (σ2,Γ2), it was proved by Chang, Gursky and Yang
[11]. When n ≥ 3, 2 ≤ k ≤ n, and (f,Γ) = (σk,Γk), it was proved by Li and Li [30].
Theorem A was strengthened by Li, Nguyen and Wang [44] to include entire viscosity
solutions which are approximable by C1,1 solutions on larger and larger balls, and,
in particular, for entire C1,1

loc solutions. For other related works, see [12], [16], and the
references therein.

The Liouville theorem for positive harmonic functions in Rn was extended by Li
[36] to positive locally Lipschitz viscosity solutions of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn for cone Γ
satisfying (4) and (5); see also an earlier paper [35]. It was proved by Li, Nguyen
and Wang [43] that C0 viscosity solutions of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in an open set is locally
Lipschitz for such cones. The notion of viscosity solutions, as well as viscosity sub-
and super-solutions, of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ was introduced by Li [36, Definition 1.1] in 2006;
see [26] and [27] for related concepts.

Theorem B. ([36], [43]) For n ≥ 3, let Γ satisfy (4) and (5). Assume that u is a
positive continuous viscosity solution of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn. Then u must be constant.

A stronger result than Theorem B is

Theorem C. ([36], [43]) For n ≥ 3, let Γ satisfy (4) and (5). Assume that u
is a positive continuous viscosity solution of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn \ {0}. Then u is
radially symmetric and non-increasing in the radial direction, i.e. u(x) ≥ u(y) for all
x, y ∈ Rn \ {0} satisfying |x| ≤ |y|.
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Theorem B in the case n ≥ 3 and Γ = Γ1 is the Liouville theorem for positive
harmonic functions in Rn, while the case n = 4, Γ = Γ2 and u ∈ C1,1

loc (R
4) was

established by Chang, Gursky and Yang [11]. Results analogues to Theorem A–C in
dimension n = 2 was obtained by Li, Lu and Lu in [37] and [38].

The above mentioned Liouville-type theorems have played significant roles in es-
tablishing a number of results in the study of conformal geometry including those on
the Yamabe problem, the Nirenberg problem, and their fully nonlinear versions. In
this paper, we substantially extend Theorem A–C by discovering necessary and suf-
ficient conditions for the conclusions of these theorems to hold, and give both proofs
and counterexamples. Additionally, we provide a unified approach for the results in
dimensions n ≥ 3 and n = 2.

1.1. Main results. In dimensions n ≥ 2, let v be a C2 function on Rn. The Möbius
Hessian of v is defined as the following n× n symmetric matrix:

A[v] = e−2v

(
−∇2v +∇v ⊗∇v − 1

2
|∇v|2I

)
,

where I is the n× n identity matrix. For a Möbius transformation ϕ and a function
v, define

vϕ := v ◦ ϕ+
1

n
log |Jϕ|,

where Jϕ is the Jacobian of ϕ. It is known that A[v] has the following Möbius
invariance

λ(A[vϕ]) = λ(A[v]) ◦ ϕ.
In dimensions n ≥ 3, Au = A[v] and uϕ = e

n−2
2
vϕ for u = e

n−2
2
v.

In this paper, we consider cones Γ more general than those given by (4) and (5):

(7)

{
Γ $ Rn is a non-empty open symmetric cone with vertex at the origin,

Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ.

In condition (7), neither Γ ⊂ Γ1 nor the convexity of Γ is assumed. On the other
hand, it is easy to see that (7) implies Γn ⊂ Γ ⊂ Rn \ (−Γn).

For constant p ≥ 0, consider the equation

(8) f(λ(A[v])) = e−pv on Rn,

where

(9)

{
f ∈ C0,1

loc (Γ) is a symmetric function and satisfies ∂f
∂λi

≥ c(K) > 0, ∀i
a.e. on compact subset K of Γ.

Clearly, condition (6) implies (9). Denote

λ∗ := (1,−1, . . . ,−1).
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We have the following Liouville-type theorem.

Theorem 1.1. For n ≥ 2 and p ≥ 0, let (f,Γ) satisfy (7) and (9) with λ∗ /∈ Γ.
Assume that v ∈ C1,1

loc (R
n) satisfies (8) almost everywhere. Then p = 0 and

(10) v(x) ≡ log
( a

1 + b2|x− x̄|2
)
,

where x̄ ∈ Rn and a, b > 0 satisfy f(2b2a−2~e) = 1 with ~e = (1, . . . , 1).

Note that for v defined in (10), A[v] = 2b2a−2I.

Remark 1.1. The condition λ∗ /∈ Γ in Theorem 1.1 is optimal: Whenever Γ satisfies
(7) with λ∗ ∈ Γ, there exist a smooth function f satisfying (6) and a smooth solution
v of f(λ(A[v])) = 1 in Rn which is not of the form (10). For details, see Section 5.2.

The condition λ∗ /∈ Γ is equivalent to stating that for some µ > 1, the inequality
λ1 + µλ2 > 0 holds for any λ ∈ Γ satisfying λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn. See Lemma 2.1.

Theorem 1.1 in the case Γ ⊂ Γ1, which includes (f,Γ) = (σk,Γk) as particular
cases, was previously known. For n ≥ 3, see Theorem A (with v = 2

n−2
log u) and

the discussions below it. For n = 2, see [37].
Next we state our Liouville-type theorems for viscosity solutions of the following

equation:

(11) λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ.

For the definition of viscosity solutions, see Definition 2.1. Equation (11) is in
general a degenerate elliptic equation for which neither the strong maximum principle
nor the Hopf Lemma holds, as shown by Li and Nirenberg [45].

Theorem 1.2. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Then any continuous
viscosity solution of (11) in Rn must be constant.

Remark 1.2. The assumption λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ is optimal in the sense that whenever λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ,
the conclusion of the above theorem fails. This can be seen from the fact that
λ(A[v]) = 1

2
|∇v|2e−2vλ∗ ∈ ∂Γ for every linear function v.

Since Γ satisfying (7) is equivalent to the cone Rn \ (−Γ) satisfying (7), and since
λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ is equivalent to λ(−A[v]) ∈ ∂(Rn \ (−Γ)), Theorem 1.2 is equivalent
to:

Theorem 1.2′. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with −λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Then any continuous
viscosity solution of λ(−A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn must be constant.

Remark 1.3. For n ≥ 2, if Γ satisfies (7) and λ∗ ∈ Γ (−λ∗ /∈ Γ), then any viscosity
solution of λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ (λ(−A[v]) ∈ Γ) in Rn must be constant. See Theorem
6.1. On the other hand, if λ∗ /∈ Γ (−λ∗ ∈ Γ), then every linear function is an entire
solution of λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ (λ(−A[v]) ∈ Γ).
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It follows from the above that any entire solution of λ(−A[v]) ∈ ∂Γk must be
constant if and only if k 6= n/2, and any entire solution of λ(−A[v]) ∈ Γk must be
constant if and only if k > n/2. The reason is that, for n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ k ≤ n,
−λ∗ ∈ ∂Γk if and only if k = n/2 and −λ∗ /∈ Γk if and only if k > n/2.

In fact, we have proved a stronger result than Theorem 1.2, which is on the radial
symmetry of solutions of λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn \ {0}:
Theorem 1.3. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Then any continuous
viscosity solution of (11) in Rn \{0} is radially symmetric and non-increasing in the
radial direction, i.e. v(x) ≥ v(y) for all x, y ∈ Rn \ {0} satisfying |x| ≤ |y|.
Remark 1.4. The assumption λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ in the above theorem is optimal since, as
mentioned earlier, every linear function v is a solution of λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ when λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ.

Theorem 1.3 is equivalent to

Theorem 1.3′. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with −λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Then any continuous
viscosity solution of λ(−A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn \ {0} is radially symmetric and non-
increasing in the radial direction, i.e. v(x) ≥ v(y) for all x, y ∈ Rn \ {0} satisfying
|x| ≤ |y|.

Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 in the case Γ ⊂ Γ1 were previously known. For n ≥ 3, see
Theorem B and C (with v = 2

n−2
log u) and discussions below them. For n = 2, see

[38].
Examples of Theorem 1.1–1.3, where Γ is not necessarily contained in Γ1, are

provided in §1.4, with further examples given in §9.
Theorem 1.1–1.3 hold not only for cones Γ but can be generalized to suitable sets

that are not necessarily cones. This and analogous results for Theorem 1.1–1.3 in
the half space are established in our forthcoming papers.

1.2. Applications of Liouville theorems to local gradient estimates assum-

ing a one-sided bound on solutions. Let (M, g) be a compact, smooth, connected
Riemannian manifold (without boundary) of dimension n ≥ 3. The Yamabe con-
jecture was solved through the works of Yamabe [65], Trudinger [59], Aubin [1] and
Schoen [54]: There exist constant scalar curvature metrics onM which are pointwise
conformal to g. The solution space was well understood when the total scalar curva-
ture of (M, g) is non-positive. On the other hand, the situation is strikingly delicate
when the total scalar curvature of (M, g) is positive: The solution space is compact
with respect to Cm norms for any m if (M, g) is non-locally conformally flat and has
dimension n ≤ 24. However, for n ≥ 25, smooth non-locally conformally flat metrics
exist on the n-dimensional sphere Sn, for which the solution space is not compact
in the L∞ norm. Another closely related phenomena is that the solution space is
compact with respect to Cm norms for any m and in any dimensions n ≥ 3 if the
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Weyl tensor and its first covariant derivatives do not vanish simultaneously at any
point on M , while smooth metrics exist on Sn for which the Weyl tensor and its up
to third covariant derivatives do not vanish simultaneously at any point on Sn, but
the solution space is not compact in the L∞ norm. The question of compactness of
the solution space remains largely open when the Weyl tensor and its up to second
order covariant derivatives do not vanish simultaneously at any point on M . These
are achieved through the works [3,4,14,29,47,48,50–52,55,56]. See also a more recent
work [19], where it is proved that in dimensions n ≥ 25 there exist a smooth non-
locally conformally flat metric g on Sn, and a sequence of smooth metrics gi which
are pointwise conformal to g, with scalar curvature Rgi ≡ 1 and volume(gi) → ∞.

On a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n ≥ 3, consider the Schouten
tensor

Ag =
1

n− 2

(
Ricg −

Rg

2(n− 1)
g
)
,

where Ricg and Rg denote, respectively, the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature.
We use λ(Ag) = (λ1(Ag), . . . , λn(Ag)) to denote the eigenvalues of Ag with respect
to g.

For a positive function u on M , let gu := u
4

n−2 g be a conformal change of the
metric g. Direct computation gives that

Agu = − 2

n− 2
u−1∇2u+

2n

(n− 2)2
u−2du⊗ du− 2

(n− 2)2
u−2|∇u|2g + Ag,

where all covariant derivatives and norms on the right hand side are with respect to
g. In particular, when ḡ = |dx|2 is the Euclidean metric on Rn,

Aḡu = u
4

n−2Auijdx
idxj,

where Au is the conformal Hessian of u defined in (3). In this case, λ(Aḡu) = λ(Au).
We expect that Theorem 1.1–1.3 will play a significant role in the study of the

following equations.

(P ) f(λ(Agu)) = h, u > 0, on M,

and

(N) f(λ(−Agu)) = h, u > 0, on M,

where h is a positive function onM . When (f,Γ) = (σ1,Γ1) and h ≡ 1, equations (P )
and (N) are the Yamabe equations in the positive and negative cases respectively.

We discuss local gradient estimates for equations (P ) and (N). The following
conditions on (f,Γ) will be assumed: Γ satisfies (7) and f satisfies

(12)

{
f ∈ C0(Γ) ∩ C1(Γ) is symmetric in λi,

f > 0, ∂λif > 0 ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n, in Γ, and f = 0 on ∂Γ,
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(13)
∑

i

∂λif(λ) ≥ δ
(
1 +

∣∣λi · ∂λif(λ)
∣∣) on {λ ∈ Γ | f(λ) ∈ (0, C]}, ∀C > 0,

where δ = δ(C) > 0, and

(14) lim inf
s→∞

f(sλ) = +∞ uniformly on {λ ∈ Γ | f(λ) ≥ C}, ∀C > 0.

For a homogeneous of degree 1 function f in Γ, conditions (13) and (14) are the

same as
∑

i fλi ≥ δ > 0 in Γ. In particular, (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk) satisfies (12)–(14).

Fully nonlinear elliptic equations involving the Schouten tensor have been inves-
tigated extensively since the works of Viaclovsky [61–63] and Chang-Gursky-Yang
[10–12]. In particular, Equations (P ) and (N) have been much studied when Γ ⊂ Γ1.
For instance, the existence and compactness of smooth solutions of equation (P ) have
been obtained for general (f,Γ) on locally conformally flat Riemannian manifolds,

and when the problem has a variational structure (including (f,Γ) = (σ
1/2
2 ,Γ2))

on general Riemannian manifolds, or when Γ satisfies −λ∗ /∈ Γ (including (f,Γ) =

(σ
1/k
k ,Γk), k ≥ n/2). For equation (N), the existence of Lipschitz solutions are

known for general (f,Γ). See [11,17,20,23–25,30,31,39,41,58,63], and the references
therein. On the other hand, there is little study of equations (P ) and (N) when Γ is
not contained in Γ1.

In the study of equations (P ) and (N), local gradient estimates of solutions as-
suming a one-sided bound of the solutions are useful and delicate. An application of
Theorem 1.2 and 1.2′ gives such estimates.

Theorem 1.4 (Local gradient estimates for equation (P )). Let (B1, g) be a C3

Riemannian geodesic ball and (f,Γ) satisfy (7) and (12)–(14) with λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Let
h ∈ C1(B1) be positive and u ∈ C3(B1) satisfy equation (P ) in B1. Then

(15) |∇g log u|g ≤ C in B1/2,

where C is a constant depending only on (f,Γ), an upper bound of supB1
u and

‖h‖C1(B1)
, and a bound of g and the Riemann curvature tensor together with its first

covariant derivative with respect to g.

Theorem 1.5 (Local gradient estimates for equation (N)). Let (B1, g) be a C3

Riemannian geodesic ball and (f,Γ) satisfy (7) and (12)–(14) with −λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Let
h ∈ C1(B1) be positive and u ∈ C3(B1) satisfy equation (N) in B1. Then (15) holds
with C of the same dependence as that of Theorem 1.4. Moreover, if in addition
infB1 h ≥ h0 > 0, then C in (15), depending on h0, is independent of supB1

u.

Remark 1.5. Note that in both Theorem 1.4 and 1.5, we assume neither concavity
nor convexity on f , and C is independent of inf

B1

u.
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Remark 1.6. The condition λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ in Theorem 1.4 (resp. −λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ in Theorem 1.5)
is optimal in the sense that whenever the condition is violated, for any homogeneous
of degree 1 function f satisfying the hypothesis of the theorem, there exists a sequence
of positive functions {ui} ⊂ C∞(B1) such that supB1

ui ≤ 1 and hi := f(λ(Aui)) > 0
(resp. hi := f(λ(−Aui)) > 0) converges in Cm(B1) for any m ∈ N. However,
|∇ log ui| → ∞ uniformly on B1/2. See Example 7.1–7.3.

Remark 1.7. When f is homogeneous of degree 1, replacing the function h in equa-
tions (P ) and (N) by h(·, u) with

s4/(n−2)h(x, s) ∈ C1(B1 × (0,∞)) ∩ L∞(B1 × (0, b)),

for any b > 1, Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 still hold, with C depending also on the function
h. This is easy to see from the proof of the theorems.

Remark 1.8. We tend to believe that the assumption f ∈ C1(Γ) in Theorem 1.4 and
1.5 can be weaken to f ∈ C0,1

loc (Γ).

When (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk), k = n/2, local gradient estimates for equation (N)

assuming a one-sided bound on solutions fail (see Remark 1.6). This is an unexpected
phenomena. For n ≥ 3 and all 2 ≤ k ≤ n, gradient estimates for equation (N) with

(f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk) on closed manifolds were proved by Gursky and Viaclovsky [23].

If solutions are bounded from both below and above, local gradient estimates do hold
(see Theorem 7.1). For the equations studied in [23] on closed manifolds, solutions
are bounded from both below and above.

A more general result than Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, applicable to unified dimensions
n ≥ 2, is proved in Theorem 7.2. Theorem 1.4 was proved by Guan and Wang [21]

for n ≥ 3, 2 ≤ k ≤ n, and (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk), and was proved by Li [36] for Γ ⊂ Γ1

and homogeneous f . The theorem in dimension n = 2 was proved by Li, Lu and Lu
[38] for Γ ⊂ Γ1 and homogeneous f . For other related works, see [13, 22, 35, 36, 64],
and the references therein.

After establishing Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 and demonstrating their optimality (as
discussed in Remark 1.6), we came across the thesis of Khomrutai [28]. In the thesis,

Khomrutai provided a proof for Theorem 1.5 with (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk) in the case of

n ≥ 3 and 2 ≤ k < n/2, as well as in the case where k = n − 1 or n, utilizing a
completely different method. More recently, Duncan and Nguyen [15] have proved
Theorem 1.5 for Γ ⊂ Γ1 with −λ∗ ∈ Γ and for homogeneous concave f using methods
in the spirit of that in [28].

1.3. Applications of Liouville theorems to existence and compactness prob-

lems. We expect that rigidity results Theorem 1.1–1.3 will play crucial roles in an-
swering the following question.
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Question 1.1. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension
n ≥ 3, and Γ satisfy (7). Assume that λ(Ag) ∈ Γ on Mn. For which symmetric
function f defined on Γ does the equation

(16) f(λ(Agu)) = 1 on Mn

have a positive solution u?

When Γ ⊂ Γ1 and f is a concave function in Γ, Question 1.1 has been studied

extensively in the literature mentioned earlier. For instance, when (f,Γ) = (σ
1/k
k ,Γk),

Question 1.1 is the Yamabe problem (k = 1) and the σk–Yamabe problem in the
positive case. On the other hand, when Γ is not contained in Γ1, there have been no
existence or compactness results. Towards answering Question 1.1, we present the
following new existence and compactness results based on our Liouville theorems,
Theorem 1.1 and 1.2. We introduce the following conditions on (f,Γ).

(17)

{
f ∈ C0,1

loc (Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) is symmetric, homogeneous of degree 1,

f
∣∣
∂Γ

= 0, and ∂f
∂λi

≥ δ a.e. Γ, ∀i, for some constant δ > 0,

and

(18) f is locally convex in Γ and Rn \ Γ is convex.

The convexity of Rn \ Γ implies that Γ1 ⊂ Γ, and Γ is not contained in Γ1 unless
Γ = Γ1.

Theorem 1.6. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth, locally conformally flat n-dimensional
Riemannian manifold with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3, and (f,Γ) satisfy (7),
(17) and (18). Then, for some α ∈ (0, 1) depending only on (Mn, g) and (f,Γ), there
exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(M) satisfying (16). Moreover, if (Mn, g) is not
conformally diffeomorphic to the standard sphere, all C2 solutions u of (16) satisfy

(19) ‖u‖C2,α(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖C2,α(Mn,g) ≤ C,

where C > 0 is some constant depending only on (Mn, g) and (f,Γ).

One of the difficulties in solving equation (16) is to obtain the compactness of the
solution space along a homotopy from (f,Γ) to (σ1,Γ1). In the proof of Theorem
1.6, the positive scalar curvature assumption on (Mn, g) is used. If the condition
of positive scalar curvature is weakened to λ(Ag) ∈ Γ, one possible strategy for
solving (16) is to consider a subcritical approximation of the equation and analyze
the behavior of solutions as q → 0+:

(20) f(λ(Agu)) = u−q on Mn.

We have the following compactness and existence results.
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Theorem 1.7. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold,
n ≥ 3, (f,Γ) satisfy (7), (17), (18) and λ∗ /∈ Γ, and 0 < q < 4/(n−2) be a constant.
Assume that λ(Ag) ∈ Γ on Mn and f ∈ C1(Γ). Then, for any α ∈ (0, 1), all positive
C2 solutions of (20) satisfy (19) with C depending only on (Mn, g), (f,Γ), q and α.

Remark 1.9. In Theorem 1.7, the C1 regularity of f is only required for the applica-
tion of Theorem 1.4. We believe that f ∈ C0,1

loc would suffice.

Theorem 1.8. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3, (f,Γ) satisfy (7), (17), (18) and λ∗ /∈ Γ, and
0 < q < 4/(n − 2) be a constant. Then, for some α ∈ (0, 1) depending only on
(Mn, g), (f,Γ) and q, there exists some positive solution u ∈ C2,α(M) of (20).

In Theorem 1.6–1.8, if f is in Cm,β
loc (Γ), m = 1, 2, . . . and β ∈ (0, 1), then estimate

(19) of solutions u can be strengthened to ‖u‖Cm+2,β(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖Cm+2,β(Mn,g) ≤ C.
It is easy to see that the positive scalar curvature assumption on (Mn, g) in The-

orem 1.6 and 1.8 can be weakened to the positivity of the first eigenvalue of the
conformal Laplacian −∆g +

n−2
4(n−1)

Rg.

1.4. Examples. In this subsection, we provide some examples of Theorem 1.1–1.8
by taking appropriate (f,Γ). Further examples can be found in §9. Some of these
examples are given in terms of Ricci tensor. They follow from the above theorems by a
linear transformation, see Appendix A for details as well as equivalent reformulations
of our theorems in terms of Ricci tensor.

For any symmetric subset Ω of Rn, a continuous function defined on {λ ∈ Ω |
λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn} corresponds to a continuous symmetric function on Ω. Therefore,
throughout the paper, we only specify the definition of a symmetric function in the
region {λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn}. Recall that ḡ = |dx|2 is the Euclidean metric on Rn and

ḡu := u
4

n−2 ḡ.

Example 1.1. For n ≥ 3 and 2 ≤ i ≤ n,

λi(Ricḡu) = 1, u > 0, and u ∈ C1,1
loc a.e. in Rn =⇒ u ≡ e

n−2
2
v,

where v is of the form (10) with x̄ ∈ Rn, a, b > 0 satisfying 4(n− 1)b2a−2 = 1;

λi(Ricḡu) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn =⇒ u is constant;

λi(Ricḡu) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn \ {0} =⇒ u is radially symmetric.

However, none of the above results hold when i = 1, as shown by counterexamples
given in Remark 1.1 and 1.2.

Example 1.2. For n ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

(λi + · · ·+ λj)(Ricḡu) = 1, u > 0, and u ∈ C1,1
loc a.e. in Rn =⇒ u ≡ e

n−2
2
v,
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where v is of the form (10) with x̄ ∈ Rn, a, b > 0 satisfying 4(n−1)(j−i+1)b2a−2 = 1;

(λi + · · ·+ λj)(Ricḡu) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn =⇒ u is constant;

(λi+· · ·+λj)(Ricḡu) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn\{0} =⇒ u is radially symmetric.

For n ≥ 3 and p = 1, . . . , n− 1, let

Gp(λ) := p
∑

i≤n−p

λi + (n− p)
∑

i>n−p

λi.

On a locally conformally flat Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), the quantity Gp(λ(Ag)),
sometimes referred to as the p-Weitzenböck curvatures, arises naturally from the
Weitzenböck formula for p-forms ω:

△ω = ∇∗∇ω +Gp(λ(Ag))ω,

where △ = dd∗ + d∗d is the Hodge-de Rham Laplacian and ∇∗∇ is the connection
Laplacian; see [22] and the references therein.

Example 1.3. For n ≥ 3 and p = 1, . . . , n− 2,

Gp(λ(Aḡu)) = 1, u > 0, and u ∈ C1,1
loc a.e. in Rn =⇒ u ≡ e

n−2
2
v,

where v is of the form (10) with x̄ ∈ Rn, a, b > 0 satisfying 2p(n− p)b2a−2 = 1;

Gp(λ(Aḡu)) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn =⇒ u is constant;

Gp(λ(Aḡu)) = 0, u > 0, and u ∈ C0 in Rn \ {0} =⇒ u is radially symmetric.

However, none of the above results hold when p = n−1 , as shown by counterexamples
given in Remark 1.1 and 1.2.

Example 1.4. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth, n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3. For 0 < q < 4/(n − 2) and 2 ≤ i ≤ n, there
exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(Mn) such that

(λ1 + · · ·+ λi)(Ricgu) = u−q on Mn.

Assume further that (Mn, g) is locally conformally flat. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, there exists
a positive function u ∈ C2,α(Mn) such that

(λ1 + · · ·+ λi)(Ricgu) = 1 on Mn.

Example 1.5. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth, n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3. For 0 < q < 4/(n− 2) and n/2 ≤ p ≤ n− 2,
there exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(Mn) such that

Gp(λ(Agu)) = u−q on Mn.
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Assume further that (Mn, g) is locally conformally flat. For n/2 ≤ p ≤ n− 1, there
exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(Mn) such that

Gp(λ(Agu)) = 1 on Mn.

1.5. Ideas of the proofs. We now describe the strategies and challenges involved in
establishing the Liouville-type theorems and local gradient estimates in dimensions
n ≥ 3. Here and throughout the paper, we use Br(x) to denote the ball of radius r
centered at x in Rn, Br means Br(0), and B means B1(0) unless otherwise stated.

Theorem 1.1 is proved by the method of moving spheres, a variant of the method
of moving planes, as in the proof of Theorem A in [31], see also [46] and [49]. The
proof of Theorem A crucially relied on the superharmonicity of u in addressing the
singularity of u at infinity. The novelty in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the treat-
ment of the singularity of u at infinity, where u is not necessarily superharmonic
since Γ is not necessarily contained in Γ1. Our treatment makes use of earlier results
by Caffarelli, Li and Nirenberg in [8] where they introduced the concept of lower-
(upper-)conical to extend a supersolution (subsolution) of a fully nonlinear degener-
ate elliptic equation in a punctured ball across the puncture. We prove that if u is
lowerconical at 0 then “f(λ(Au)) ≥ u−p in B \ {0}” ⇒ “f(λ(Au)) ≥ u−p in B”. We
also prove that when λ∗ /∈ Γ, “λ(Au) ∈ Γ in B \ {0}” ⇒ “lim infx→0 u(x) > 0 and
u is lowerconical at 0”. Moreover, we demonstrate that whenever λ∗ ∈ Γ, there are
counterexamples for both assertions. The proof of Theorem 1.1 also makes use of
the strong comparison principle for fully nonlinear elliptic equations for a C1,1

loc (lower

semi-continuous) supersolution and an upper semi-continuous (C1,1
loc ) subsolution as

developed in [8] and [44].
The proof of Theorem 1.2 is divided into two cases: λ∗ /∈ Γ and λ∗ ∈ Γ. When

λ∗ /∈ Γ, the proof follows the strategy in [35, 36]: It is sufficient to prove that
“λ(Aw) ∈ ∂Γ in B, λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B \ {0}, and w ≤ u on ∂B” ⇒ “w ≤ u in
B \ {0}”. Once again, the proof in [35, 36] crucially relied on the superharmonicity
of u stemming from the condition Γ ⊂ Γ1 there. Our novelty in this case is a similar
treatment of the isolated singularity as that of Theorem 1.1. We prove that if u
is lowerconical at 0 then “λ(Au) ∈ Γ in B \ {0}” ⇒ “λ(Au) ∈ Γ in B”. We also
make use of the above mentioned criteria of lowerconical behavior of u near 0 (see
Proposition 4.1), together with a comparison principle established by Li, Nguyen and
Wang in [43]. However the strategy does not work when λ∗ ∈ Γ, since for any such
Γ, there exist smooth u and w on B \ {0} and B respectively satisfying λ(Aw) ∈ ∂Γ
in B, λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B \ {0}, and w = u on ∂B, but w > u in B \ {0}. Our proof
in this case uses a different strategy. In fact, we have proved a more general result:
Solutions of λ(Au) ∈ Rn \ Γ in Rn must be constant (see Theorem 6.1).

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is also divided into two cases: λ∗ /∈ Γ and λ∗ ∈ Γ. When
λ∗ /∈ Γ, the proof is in similar spirit to that of Theorem 1.2 in the corresponding
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case. The proof in the case λ∗ ∈ Γ is intricate and relies on the utilization of
several key results. First, there is a criterion for the upperconical behavior of u (see
Proposition 4.2); Second, if u is upperconical at 0 then “λ(Au) ∈ Rn \ Γ in B \ {0}”
⇒ “λ(Au) ∈ Rn \Γ in B”; Thirdly, a Harnack inequality holds: “λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B2”
⇒ “|∇ log u| ≤ C(Γ) in B1” (see Proposition 6.1); The last is Theorem 6.1.

Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 are proved using a method developed in [36] to establish local
gradient estimates of solutions assuming a one-sided bound of the solutions: It suffices
to establish a Liouville-type theorem and to derive local gradient estimates assuming
a two-sided bound of solutions. We prove local gradient estimates assuming a two-
sided bound of solutions in Theorem 7.1, which holds for more general equations
on more general cones Γ. Using Theorem 1.2 and 1.2′, we prove the local gradient
estimates assuming a one-sided bound (see Theorem 7.2). It is important to note
that whenever the required Liouville-type theorem necessary to implement the above
strategy fails (i.e., when λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ for equation (P ) and −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ for equation (N)
respectively), the local gradient estimates assuming a one-sided bound of solutions
actually do not hold, even though the estimates assuming a two-sided bound remain
valid.

The proof of Theorem 1.6 utilizes the theorem of Schoen and Yau in [57] on the
existence of developing maps, where the assumptions of local conformal flatness and
positive scalar curvature are used. The C0 and C1 estimates for solutions are obtained
as in [31, Proof of Theorem 1.1]. These estimates enable us to apply Caffarelli’s
theorems [5, Theorem 2,3] to obtain C1,α and C2,α estimates. The compactness part
of Theorem 1.6 is established. For the existence part of Theorem 1.6, we make a
homotopy connecting (f,Γ) to (σ1,Γ1) and apply the degree theory for fully nonlinear
elliptic equations in [32]. The total degree of solutions of (σ1,Γ1) is −1 since the
scalar curvature is positive. The existence part of Theorem 1.6 then follows from the
homotopy invariance of the degree. To prove Theorem 1.7, we first establish an upper
bound of solutions by applying Theorem 1.1 and local derivative estimates. Theorem
1.4 enables us to obtain the C0 and C1 estimates of solutions. The remaining parts
of Theorem 1.7 are proved similarly to Theorem 1.6. Theorem 1.8 is proved by
Theorem 1.7 and a degree argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.6.

As a byproduct of our studies on isolated singularities, we obtain the following

Theorem 1.9. For n ≥ 3, let Γ satisfy (7) with λ∗ /∈ Γ and −λ∗ ∈ Γ. Assume
that u is a positive continuous viscosity solution of λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B \ {0} satisfying
u(x) = o(|x|2−n) as x → 0. Then u can be extended as a positive function in C0,1

loc (B)
which satisfies λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B.

For 1 ≤ k < n/2, Γ = Γk and Γ = Rn \ (−Γk) satisfy the conditions of above
theorem. When Γ = Γ1, equation λ(A

u) ∈ ∂Γ is ∆u = 0. When Γ = Γk, 2 ≤ k <
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n/2, Li and Nguyen [40] proved that u can be extended to a positive function in

C0,β
loc (B) for any β ∈ (0, 1), though it was not known that λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γk in B.
The condition “λ∗ /∈ Γ and −λ∗ ∈ Γ” is equivalent to stating that {λ ∈ Rn |

λn + µ̃λn−1 > 0} ⊂ Γ ⊂ {λ ∈ Rn | λ1 + µλ2 > 0} for some µ, µ̃ ∈ [0,∞). See Lemma
2.1.

The assumptions λ∗ /∈ Γ and −λ∗ ∈ Γ in Theorem 1.9 are optimal in the sense
that if one of them is not satisfied then there exists a positive smooth solution of
λ(Au) ∈ ∂Γ in B \ {0} satisfying u(x) = o(|x|2−n) as x → 0 which can not be
extended as a solution in B. Indeed a solution in B must be both lowerconical and
upperconical at 0 (see Remark 4.1), while solutions in B \ {0} given by Example
4.1–4.4 do not have such property. Moreover, the assumption u(x) = o(|x|2−n) is
also optimal since Au vanishes if we take u(x) = |x|2−n.

1.6. Organization of the paper. In §2 we collect some preliminaries which in-
clude the definition of viscosity solutions, a comparison principle, and two natural
numbers associated with cone Γ. In §3 we classify all radial viscosity solutions of
equation (11), some of which serve as comparison functions in our studies of isolated
singularities. In particular, we obtain in §3.3 necessary and sufficient conditions of
solvability of the Dirichlet problem for equation (11) on any annulus with constant
boundary conditions. In §4 we discuss the removability of isolated singularities for
equations (8) and (11), where the concepts of lower- and upper-conical singularities
are given. In §4.1 and §4.2, we derive criteria for lower- and upper-conical behaviors
and discuss their optimality. Theorem 1.1 is proved in §5. Theorem 1.2 is proved in
§6.1. Theorem 1.3 and 1.9 are proved in §6.2. Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 are proved in §7.
Theorem 1.6–1.8 are proved in §8. In §9 we give further examples of (f,Γ) where the
Γ’s are not necessarily contained in Γ1.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Viscosity solutions and comparison principles. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be an open
set. We denote LSC(Ω) as the set of lower semi-continuous functions on Ω, that is,
v ∈ LSC(Ω) if and only if v : Ω −→ (−∞,+∞], v 6≡ +∞ in Ω, satisfies

lim inf
x→x0

v(x) ≥ v(x0) for every x0 ∈ Ω.

We say v ∈ USC(Ω) whenever −v ∈ LSC(Ω).

Definition 2.1. For Γ ⊂ Rn satisfying (7) , n ≥ 2, a function v : Ω → (−∞,∞]
(respectively, v : Ω → [−∞,∞)) is said to satisfy

λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in Ω (respectively, λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in Ω)
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in the viscosity sense, if v ∈ LSC(Ω) (respectively, v ∈ USC(Ω)) and for any x0 ∈ Ω
and any ϕ ∈ C2 satisfying ϕ(x0) = v(x0) and ϕ(x) ≤ v(x) near x0 (respectively,
ϕ(x0) = v(x0), ϕ(x) ≥ v(x) near x0), there holds

λ(A[v])(x0) ∈ Γ (respectively, Rn \ Γ).
We also call such v a viscosity supersolution (respectively, subsolution) of λ(A[v]) ∈
∂Γ in Ω. We say that v is a viscosity solution of λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Ω if v is both a
viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution in Ω. In particular, a viscosity
solution v is continuous in Ω.

It is a standard fact that, due to Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ, any C1,1 solution v (in almost
everywhere sense) is also a viscosity solution; see e.g. [6].

Theorem 2.1 ([43]). For n ≥ 2, let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and Γ satisfy
(7). Assume that v1 ∈ LSC(Ω), v2 ∈ USC(Ω), v1 ≥ (>, respectively) v2 on ∂Ω,
λ(A[v1]) ∈ Γ and λ(A[v2]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in Ω. Then v1 ≥ (>, respectively) v2 in Ω.

The above theorem is a consequence of [43, Theorem 3.2]. Indeed, denote U :=
{M ∈ Sn×n : λ(M) ∈ Γ} and ψi = 2−1e−2vi . Then A[vi] = F [ψi] := ∇2ψi −
(2ψi)

−1∇ψi ⊗∇ψi − (4ψi)
−1|∇ψi|2I. We know that F [ψ1] ∈ U and F [ψ2] /∈ U in Ω.

For small c > 0, cψ1 < ψ2 on Ω. By [43, Theorem 3.2] and using ψ1 ≤ ψ2 on ∂Ω, we
may increase c to 1 and obtain cψ1 < ψ2 in Ω for all c < 1.

2.2. Two useful numbers related to Γ. For a cone Γ satisfying (7), the following
two numbers are useful:

(21) µ−
Γ := inf{c | (c,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ Γ}, µ+

Γ := sup{c | (−c, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ}.
Here we follow the convention: inf ∅ = +∞. By (7), it holds that 0 ≤ µ−

Γ , µ
+
Γ ≤ +∞.

Actually, we have µ−
Γ = β(∈ [0,∞)) if (β,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γ and µ−

Γ = +∞ if
(1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ ∂Γ. Similarly, µ+

Γ = β(∈ [0,∞)) if (−β, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ ∂Γ and µ+
Γ = +∞

if (−1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ ∂Γ. In particular, µ−
Γ = 1 (respectively, µ−

Γ > 1, µ−
Γ < 1) if and

only if λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ (respectively, λ∗ /∈ Γ, λ∗ ∈ Γ). Similarly, µ+
Γ = 1 (respectively,

µ+
Γ > 1, µ+

Γ < 1) if and only if −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ (respectively, −λ∗ ∈ Γ, −λ∗ /∈ Γ).
The two numbers µ+

Γ and µ−
Γ are related by a bijection from the set of cones

satisfying (7) to itself. Let Φ : Γ 7→ Rn \ (−Γ). It is easy to check that Φ2 = id, and

µ+
Γ = µ−

Φ(Γ).

Clearly when Γ ⊂ Γ′, we have µ+
Γ ≤ µ+

Γ′ and µ
−
Γ ≥ µ−

Γ′. It is easy to see that

{µ+
Γ | Γ satisfies (7)} = {µ−

Γ | Γ satisfies (7)} = [0,+∞].
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The definitions of µ+
Γ and µ−

Γ are consistent with [40] where Γ ⊂ Γ1 was assumed.
Note that

{µ+
Γ | Γ ⊂ Γ1 satisfying (7)} = [0, n−1], {µ−

Γ | Γ ⊂ Γ1 satisfying (7)} = [n−1,+∞].

For Γk defined in the introduction, µ+
Γk

= µ−
Rn\(−Γk)

= (n − k)/k and µ−
Γk

=

µ+

Rn\(−Γk)
= +∞.

As in §1.4, we order λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) as λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn.

Lemma 2.1. For n ≥ 2, let µ ∈ [0,∞) be a constant.

(a) The largest cone Γ satisfying (7) and (µ,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γ is {λ ∈ Rn |
λ1 + µλ2 > 0}.

(b) The smallest cone Γ satisfying (7) and (−µ, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ ∂Γ is {λ ∈ Rn |
λn + µλn−1 > 0}.

Proof. It suffices to prove one of the two statements since the other one follows by
taking Rn \ −Γ. We provide a proof for part (a). It is clear that Γµ := {λ ∈
Rn | λ1 + µλ2 > 0} satisfies (7) and (µ,−1 . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γµ. Let Γ satisfy (7) with
(µ,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γ. We will prove that for any λ ∈ Γ, it holds λ1 + µλ2 > 0.
Suppose the contrary that λ1 + µλ2 ≤ 0 for some λ ∈ Γ. Since −Γn ∩ Γ = ∅ and
λ1 ≥ λ2, we have λ1 > 0 > λ2. By Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ and λ2 ≥ λi for any 2 ≤ i ≤ n, we
have (λ1, λ2, . . . , λ2) ∈ Γ. By the cone property of Γ, (−λ1/λ2,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ Γ. By
−λ1/λ2 ≤ µ and Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ, we have (µ,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ Γ. A contradiction. �

3. Classification of radial viscosity solutions

In this section, we study the solvability of viscosity solution v ∈ C0({a ≤ |x| ≤ b})
of the Dirichlet problem

(22)

{
λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ, in {a < |x| < b},
v|∂Ba(0) = α, v|∂Bb(0) = β,

where 0 < a < b < ∞ and α, β ∈ R. We also give explicitly all solutions of (22)
when it is solvable.

By the comparison principle and the rotation invariance, viscosity solutions of (22)
are unique and radially symmetric, i.e., v = v(|x|). Throughout this section and the
whole article, we always write r = |x| and do not distinguish v(r) with v(x) when it
is radially symmetric.
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3.1. Smooth radial solutions. Recall the definitions of µ+
Γ , µ

−
Γ ∈ [0,∞] in (21).

Lemma 3.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7). Any possible C2 radial solution v of
λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ is one of the followings (or a restriction on a subinterval on their
domains of definitions):

(a) v = C1 + C2 log r, r ∈ (0,∞) with C1 ∈ R, C2 ∈ (−2, 0), when µ+
Γ = 1;

(b) v = 2
µ+Γ−1

log(C3r
−µ+Γ+1 +C4), r ∈ (0,∞) with C3, C4 > 0, when µ+

Γ ∈ [0, 1)∪
(1,∞);

(c) v = C5 + C6 log r, r ∈ (0,∞) with C5 ∈ R, C6 ∈ (−∞,−2) ∪ (0,∞), when
µ−
Γ = 1;

(d) v = 2
µ−Γ −1

log(C7r
−µ−Γ+1 + C8), r ∈ {s : C7s

−µ−Γ+1 + C8 > 0} with C7 · C8 < 0,

when µ−
Γ ∈ [0, 1) ∪ (1,∞);

(e) v = C or v = C − 2 log r, r ∈ (0,∞) with C ∈ R.

When Γ ⊂ Γ1 and n ≥ 3, viscosity solutions are classified in [40, Theorem 2.2],
and they are all smooth.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. First, a calculation gives

A[v] = e−2v
(
νIn + (V − ν)

x

r
⊗ x

r

)
,

where

V = −v′′ + 1

2
(v′)2 and ν = −1

r
v′ − 1

2
(v′)2 = −1

2
v′(v + 2 log r)′.

It follows that

(23) λ(A[v]) = e−2v (V, ν, . . . , ν) .

Claim: if ν 6= 0 on an interval (a, b) ⊂ (0,∞), then for some real numbers C1, C2,
and µ 6= 1, either v = C1 + C2 log r or v = 2

µ−1
log(C1r

1−µ + C2).

To prove the claim, note that since ν does not change sign, the equation λ(A[v]) ∈
∂Γ takes the form

(24) 0 = V + µν

(
= −v′′ + 1− µ

2
(v′)2 − µ

r
v′
)

on (a, b),

where µ = µ+
Γ when ν > 0 and µ = µ−

Γ when ν < 0. Taking the substitution

w = e
µ−1
2
v when µ 6= 1 or w = v when µ = 1, we can rewrite (24) as

w′′ +
µ

r
w′ = 0,

for which the solutions are given by

w =

{
C1 log r + C2 if µ = 1,

C3r
1−µ + C4 if µ 6= 1,
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Transforming back, we have

(25) v =

{
C1 + C2 log r if µ = 1,
2

µ−1
log(C3r

1−µ + C4) if µ 6= 1.

Hence, the claim is proved. Now suppose that v is a solution defined on (a′, b′). If
on (a′, b′), ν(r) ≡ 0, i.e., v′(v + 2 log r)′ ≡ 0, it is easy to see

either v = C or v = C − 2 log r.

Direct computation shows for such solutions, V ≡ 0. This gives the solutions in
(e). Otherwise, there exists some r ∈ (a′, b′), such that ν(r) 6= 0. Let (a, b) be the
maximal interval containing r, such that ν 6= 0.

Case 1: ν > 0 on (a, b). In this case, on (a, b), v is given by (25) with µ = µ+
Γ .

From ν > 0, we have v′(v + 2 log r)′ < 0, which gives the conditions on the Ci’s.
Moreover, from the expression one could simply check that ν never touches zero.
Hence, we must have (a, b) = (a′, b′). This gives us solutions in (a) and (b).

Case 2: ν < 0 on (a, b). Similar discussion shows that (a, b) = (a′, b′) and ν never
reaches zero, and v is given by the expressions in (c) and (d). �

3.2. Non-smooth viscosity solutions. For a class of cones involving Γ = Rn \
(−Γk), k ≥ 2, we prove that v := max{−2 log r, 0} is a viscosity solution. Clearly, v
is not C1.

Lemma 3.2. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with µ+
Γ = +∞. Then for any C1, C2 ∈ R,

v := max{C1 − 2 log r, C2} satisfies λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ on Rn \ {0} in the viscosity sense.

Proof. Without loss of generality we only need to prove for v with C1 = C2 = 0.
By Lemma 3.1, −2 log |x| and 0 are both solutions of λ(A[w]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn \ {0}.
Therefore, v, as their maximum, satisfies λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \Γ in Rn \ {0}. In the rest of
the proof, it suffices to show λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B2 \B1/2.

For each µ ∈ (1,∞), set vµ(r) := 2(µ − 1)−1 log(C3r
−µ+1 + C4) in (0,∞), where

C3 = C4 = 2µ−1(2µ−1 + 1)−1. In particular, vµ(1/2) = 2 log 2 = v(1/2) and vµ(2) =
0 = v(2). A calculation as in Lemma 3.1 yields λ(A[vµ]) = C(r)(−1, 1/µ, . . . , 1/µ),
C(r) = −2−1µe−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0. Since µ+

Γ = ∞, λ(A[vµ]) ∈ Γ in Rn \ {0}. It is
not hard to check that

vµ =
2

µ− 1

(
log

2µ−1

2µ−1 + 1
+ log(r1−µ + 1)

)
→ v uniformly in [1/2, 2],

as µ → ∞. In fact, one only need to check that vµ is non-increasing in µ and
pointwisely converges to v. Hence, v satisfies λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B2 \ B1/2. The lemma
is proved. �
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3.3. Solvability of Dirichlet problems. In this subsection, we study (22).

Proposition 3.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with µ+
Γ < +∞. Then there exists a

unique viscosity solution of (22) if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(a) β − α ∈ [−2(log b− log a), 0].
(b) β − α ∈ (−∞,−2(log b− log a)) ∪ (0,+∞) and µ−

Γ < +∞.

Moreover, all solutions are smooth. In case (a), the solutions are given by Lemma
3.1 (a,b,e). In case (b), the solutions are given by Lemma 3.1 (c,d).

Proposition 3.2. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with µ+
Γ = +∞. Then for every

0 < a < b <∞ and α, β ∈ R, there exists a unique viscosity solution of (22).

(a) When β −α ∈ (−2(log b− log a), 0), the solution is in C0,1 but not C1, given
by v = max{α− 2(log r − log a), β}.

(b) When β−α ∈ (−∞,−2(log b− log a)]∪[0,+∞), the solution is smooth, given
by Lemma 3.1 (c,d,e).

Remark 3.1. Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 give necessary and sufficient conditions on
a, b, α, β for the solvability of (22).

To prove Proposition 3.1, we make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with µ−
Γ = ∞. Suppose v = v(r) ∈ C0

satisfies λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ on an annulus Bb \ Ba in the viscosity sense. Then v is non-
increasing and v + 2 log r is non-decreasing.

Remark 3.2. The condition µ−
Γ = ∞ is optimal in the sense that for any cone Γ with

µ−
Γ < ∞, there are solutions which either are strictly increasing themselves or have
v + 2 log r strictly decreasing. See Lemma 3.1 (c,d).

The above Lemma was proved in [40] when Γ ⊂ Γ1, Γ is convex, and n ≥ 3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We only need to prove the monotonicity of v since the mono-
tonicity of v + 2 log r follows by the monotonicity of v̂ = −2 log |x| + v(x/|x|2)
which satisfies the hypothesis of the lemma on Ba−1 \ Bb−1 . We only need to
prove v(b) ≤ v(a) under additional assumptions v ∈ C0({a ≤ |x| ≤ b}), a = 1,
and v(a) = 0, which can be achieved by restricting on subintervals and considering
v(a·)− v(a).

We prove it by contradiction. Suppose not, then β := v(b) > v(a) = 0. For

µ ∈ (1,∞), let vµ := 2
µ−1

log(C7r
1−µ + C8), where C7 = (1 − e

µ−1
2
β)/(1 − b1−µ) < 0

and C8 = (e
µ−1
2
β− b1−µ)/(1− b1−µ) > 0. Clearly, vµ(1) = v(1) = 0, vµ(b) = v(b) = β.

By (23) with v = vµ,

λ(A[vµ]) = C(r)(µ,−1, . . . ,−1), where C(r) =
1

2
e−2vµv′µ(vµ + 2 log r)′ > 0.
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Since µ−
Γ = ∞ i.e. (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ ∂Γ, by Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ and the cone property of Γ,

λ(A[vµ]) ∈ Rn \Γ. Hence, by the comparison principle Theorem 2.1, v ≥ vµ on (1, b).
Since vµ(r) → β for every r > 1 as µ → ∞ and v ∈ C0({1 ≤ |x| ≤ b}), we have
v(1) ≥ β, which is a contradiction. The lemma is proved. �

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first prove the “if” part, by matching the C2 solutions
in Lemma 3.1 with the boundary condition. By the invariance v(·) 7→ v(·/a)−α, we
may assume a = 1 and α = 0. In case (a), if β = 0, then v ≡ 0. If β = −2 log b, then
v ≡ −2 log r. If β ∈ (−2 log b, 0), we treat µ+

Γ = 1 and µ+
Γ 6= 1 separately. When

µ+
Γ = 1, v = (β/ log b) log r. When µ+

Γ 6= 1, v = 2
µ+Γ−1

log(C3r
−µ+Γ+1 + C4), where

C3, C4 are determined by C3 + C4 = 1 and C3b
−µ+Γ+1 + C4 = e

µ+
Γ

−1

2
β. In case (b),

we treat µ−
Γ = 1 and µ−

Γ 6= 1 separately. When µ−
Γ = 1, v = (β/ log b) log r. When

µ−
Γ 6= 1, v = 2

µ−Γ−1
log(C7r

−µ−Γ+1 + C8), where C7, C8 are determined by C7 + C8 = 1

and C7b
−µ−Γ +1 +C8 = e

µ−
Γ

−1

2
β. As mentioned earlier, the uniqueness follows from the

comparison principle Theorem 2.1. The “if” part is proved.
For the “only if” part, one only needs to prove the non-existence of viscosity

solutions when β − α ∈ (−∞,−2(log b− log a)) ∪ (0,+∞) and µ−
Γ = +∞. This

follows from Lemma 3.3. �

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Again, the uniqueness follows from the comparison princi-
ple in Theorem 2.1. The solutions in case (a) come from Lemma 3.2. For solutions
in case (b), again without loss of generality we may assume a = 1 and α = 0. When
β = 0, v ≡ 0; when β = −2 log b, v ≡ −2 log r; when β ∈ (−∞,−2 log b) ∪ (0,∞)
and µ−

Γ = 1, v = (β/ log b) log r; when β ∈ (−∞,−2 log b) ∪ (0,∞) and µ−
Γ 6= 1,

v = 2
µ−Γ−1

log(C7r
−µ−Γ +1 +C8). Here, C7 and C8 are the same with those in the proof

of Proposition 3.1. �

4. On isolated singularities

In the current section, we study the removability of isolated singularities. The
following concept was introduced by Caffarelli, Li and Nirenberg in [8]. Let Ω ⊂ Rn

be an open set.

Definition 4.1. A function ϕ ∈ LSC(Ω) is lowerconical at x0 ∈ Ω if either ϕ(x0) =
+∞ or ϕ(x0) < +∞ and for ∀ε > 0, ∀η ∈ C∞(Ω), we have

inf
x∈Ω

((ϕ− η)(x)− (ϕ− η)(x0)− ε|x− x0|) < 0.

We say ϕ is upperconical at x0 ∈ Ω if −ϕ is lowerconical at x0.
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Lemma 4.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7). Suppose that v ∈ LSC(B) (respectively,
v ∈ USC(B)) is lowerconical (respectively, upperconical) at 0 and satisfies λ(A[v]) ∈
Γ (respectively, λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \Γ) in B \{0} in the viscosity sense. Then λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ
(respectively, λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ) in B in the viscosity sense.

Remark 4.1. In fact, the above statement is reversible. Namely, if λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ
(respectively, λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ) in B in the viscosity sense, then v is lowerconical
(respectively, upperconical) at 0. We include a proof at the end of this section.

Proof. We only provide a proof for the lowerconical statement since the other one
can be proved similarly. The proof is an adaptation of [8, Proof of Theorem 1.1]. Let
ϕ ∈ C2(B) satisfy, for some x0 ∈ B, (v − ϕ)(x0) = 0, v − ϕ ≥ 0 near x0. If x0 6= 0,
then, since λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B \ {0}, λ(A[ϕ](x0)) ∈ Γ. Now we assume x0 = 0.

Consider, for small δ > 0,

ϕδ(x) := ϕ(x)− δ

2
|x|2.

Since v is lowerconical at 0, there exists {xi} ⊂ B \ {0} such that

(v − ϕδ)(xi)−
1

i
|xi| < 0,

and, as shown in [8], xi → 0 as i→ ∞.
Let

ϕ
(i)
δ (x) := ϕδ(x) +

1√
i

xi
|xi|

· x.

We have

(v − ϕ
(i)
δ )(xi) = (v − ϕδ)(xi)−

1√
i
|xi| < (

1

i
− 1√

i
)|xi| < 0.

Since

(v − ϕ
(i)
δ )(0) = 0,

and, using v(x) ≥ ϕ(x) for |x| ≤ δ,

(v − ϕ
(i)
δ )(x) ≥ 1

2
δ3 +O(

1√
i
) > 0, ∀|x| = δ for large i,

there exists x̃i, 0 < |x̃i| < δ, such that

βi := (v − ϕ
(i)
δ )(x̃i) = min

0<|x|<δ
(v − ϕ

(i)
δ )(x) < 0.

Namely,

ψ
(i)
δ (x) := ϕ

(i)
δ (x) + βi
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satisfies v(x̃i) = ψ
(i)
δ (x̃i) and v ≥ ψ

(i)
δ near x̃i. As shown in [8], x̃i → 0. Thus, using

λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B \ {0}, we have λ(A[ψ
(i)
δ ])(x̃i) ∈ Γ. Sending i to infinity and then δ

to 0 lead to λ(A[ϕ])(0) ∈ Γ. �

Similarly, we use the notion of lowerconical to study removability of isolated sin-
gularities for f(λ(A[v])) ≥ ψ(x, v,∇v). We first give the following

Definition 4.2. For n ≥ 2, let (f,Γ) satisfy (6) and (7), and ψ ∈ C0(Ω × R× Rn)
be a positive function. We say a function v : Ω → (−∞,∞] (respectively, v : Ω →
[−∞,∞)) satisfies

f(λ(A[v])) ≥ ψ(x, v,∇v) in Ω (respectively, f(λ(A[v])) ≤ ψ(x, v,∇v) in Ω)

in the viscosity sense, if v ∈ LSC(Ω) (respectively, v ∈ USC(Ω)) and for any
x0 ∈ Ω and any ϕ ∈ C2 satisfying ϕ(x0) = v(x0) and ϕ ≤ v near x0 (respectively,
ϕ(x0) = v(x0) and ϕ ≥ v near x0), then

λ(A[ϕ]) ∈ Γ and f(λ(A[ϕ])) ≥ ψ(x, ϕ,∇ϕ) at x0.
(respectively, either λ(A[ϕ]) /∈ Γ or λ(A[ϕ]) ∈ Γ and f(λ(A[ϕ])) ≤ ψ(x, ϕ,∇ϕ) at x0).

The following lemma can be proved similarly as Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. For n ≥ 2, let (f,Γ) satisfy (6) and (7), ψ ∈ C0(B × R × Rn) be
a positive function. Suppose that v ∈ LSC(B) is lowerconical at 0 and satisfies
f(λ(A[v])) ≥ ψ(x, v,∇v) in B \ {0} in the viscosity sense. Then, f(λ(A[v])) ≥
ψ(x, v,∇v) in B in the viscosity sense.

In view of Lemma 4.1 and 4.2, we derive the criteria of v being lowerconical and
upperconical at a point in the following subsections.

4.1. Criteria for lowerconical behavior.

Proposition 4.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with λ∗ /∈ Γ, and v satisfy

λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ, in B \ {0} in the viscosity sense.

Then lim inf
x→0

v ∈ (−∞,∞]. Moreover, if we define v(0) = lim inf
x→0

v, then v ∈ LSC(B)

and is lowerconical at 0.

In terms of λ(∇2v) instead of λ(A[v]), a related result is [8, Theorem 1.4], which
also includes discussions on higher-dimensional singular sets. Our results also hold
for higher dimensional singular sets; see our forthcoming papers, where we discuss
general operator ∇2v + α∇v ⊗∇v + β|∇2v|2I, not just A[v].
Remark 4.2. Proposition 4.1 is optimal in the sense that the conclusion fails for any
cone Γ with λ∗ ∈ Γ, i.e. µ−

Γ ≤ 1, as shown below.
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Example 4.1. Let v = α log r, α ∈ (0,∞). By (23),

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(1,−1, . . . ,−1) and C(r) = 2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0.

Clearly, for any cone Γ with λ∗ /∈ Γ, i.e. µ−
Γ ≤ 1, λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in Rn \ {0}. However,

lim infr→0 v = −∞. In particular, v is not lowerconical at 0.

Example 4.2. Let v = 2
µ−1

log(1− r1−µ), µ ∈ [0, 1). By (23),

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(µ,−1, . . . ,−1) and C(r) = 2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0,

hence for any cone Γ with µ−
Γ ≤ µ(< 1), λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B1\{0}. However, v ∈ C0(B1)

fails to be lowerconical at 0.

The following lemmas will be used in the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.3. Let n ≥ 2 and v be a C1 function defined in a neighborhood of 0 ∈ Rn

with p := ∇v(0) 6= 0. Then there exists a Möbius transformation ψ such that

ψ(0) = 0 and ∇vψ(0) = 0.

Moreover, all such ψ can be written as

(26) ψ(x) = O

(
λ2(x− x̄)

|x− x̄|2 +
λ2x̄

|x̄|2
)
,

where λ ∈ R \ {0}, O ∈ O(n), and x̄ = λ2

2
OTp.

Proof. First, from [2, Theorem 3.5.1], all Möbius transforms mapping zero to zero can
be written as either (26) or ψ(x) = λ2Ox. Clearly, the second possibility can be ruled
out as ∇vψ(0) = λ2OTp 6= 0. Now, for ψ in the form of (26), direct computation
shows

∇vψ(0) = 2
x̄

|x̄|2 +
λ2

|x̄|2
(
In − 2

x̄

|x̄| ⊗
x̄

|x̄|

)
OTp.

Matching ∇vψ(0) = 0, we obtain the desired formula. �

Lemma 4.4. Let v be a radial function satisfying the assumptions of Proposition
4.1. Then, v(r) is non-increasing in r. In particular, lim

r→0
v(r) > −∞.

Proof. Clearly, λ∗ /∈ Γ i.e. µ−
Γ > 1 implies that

(27) {c(1 + ε,−1, . . . ,−1) | c ≥ 0} ∩ Γ = ∅, for small ε > 0.

Suppose the contrary that there exist 0 < r1 < r2 such that v(r1) < v(r2). For a
fixed δ ∈ (0, v(r2)− v(r1)) and ε given in (27), let

v(r) := 2ε−1 log(C7r
−ε + C8),

where C7 = (r−ε1 − r−ε2 )−1(eε(v(r1)+δ)/2 − eεv(r2)/2) < 0 and C8 = (r−ε2 −
r−ε1 )−1(eε(v(r1)+δ)/2r−ε2 − eεv(r2)/2r−ε1 ) > 0 are chosen such that v(r1) = v(r1) + δ
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and v(r2) = v(r2). Since (C7r
−ε + C8)|r=r1 > 0 and (C7r

−ε + C8)|r=0+ = −∞, there
exists some a ∈ (0, r1), such that v ∈ C∞(a, r2] and limr→a+ v(r) = −∞. By (23)
with v =

¯
v,

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(1 + ε,−1, . . . ,−1), where C(r) = 2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0.

By (27), λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ. Since v(r1) > v(r1) and v(r2) = v(r2), an application of
the comparison principle Theorem 2.1 gives v > v in (a, r1). Indeed, if v(r3) ≤ v(r3)
for some r3 ∈ (a, r1), then, according to the comparison principle, we have v ≤ v in
(r3, r2), which contradicts to v(r1) > v(r1). It follows that limr→a+ v(r) = −∞, a
contradiction. �

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Since for every O ∈ O(n), λ(A[v(O·)]) ∈ Γ and
¯
v(r) :=

inf∂Br v(= infO∈O(n) v(Ox)) is lower semi-continuous in B \{0}, we know λ(A[
¯
v]) ∈ Γ

in B \ {0}. By Lemma 4.4,
¯
v(r) is non-increasing in r and, after setting v(0) :=

lim infx→0 v(x) = limr→0
¯
v(r) > −∞, v is in LSC(B).

Next, we prove that v is lowerconical at 0 by contradiction. Suppose not, then
v(0) <∞ and there exist some ε > 0, η ∈ C∞(B), and r0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(28) (v − η)(x)− (v − η)(0) ≥ ε|x|, ∀|x| ≤ r0.

There are two possibilities.
Case 1: ∇η(0) = 0. Inequality (28) implies that

¯
v(r) ≥ ε

2
r + v(0) > v(0) for small

r > 0, violating the monotonicity of
¯
v.

Case 2: ∇η(0) 6= 0. By Lemma 4.3, there exists a Möbius transformation ψ, such
that ψ(0) = 0 and ∇ηψ(0) = 0. By (28) and the invertibility of ∇ψ(0),

vψ(x)− ηψ(x)− vψ(0) + ηψ(0) ≥ ε|ψ(x)| ≥ ε′|x|, ∀|x| ≤ r′0

for some ε′ ∈ (0, ε) and r′0 ∈ (0, r0). Since vψ still satisfies λ(A[vψ]) ∈ Γ near 0 and
∇ηψ(0) = 0, by Case 1, we reach a contradiction. �

4.2. Criteria for upperconical behavior.

Proposition 4.2. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with −λ∗ ∈ Γ, and v satisfy

(29) λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ, in B \ {0} in the viscosity sense.

Additionally, we assume

(30) lim
|x|→0

(
v(x) + 2 log |x|

)
= −∞.

Then lim sup
x→0

v ∈ [−∞,∞). Moreover, if we define v(0) = lim sup
x→0

v, then v ∈
USC(B) and is upperconical at 0.

Remark 4.3. The assumption −λ∗ ∈ Γ in Proposition 4.2 is optimal in the sense that
the conclusion fails for any cone Γ with −λ∗ /∈ Γ, i.e. µ+

Γ ≤ 1, as shown below.
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Example 4.3. Let v = α log r, α ∈ (−2, 0). By (23),

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(−1, 1, . . . , 1) and C(r) = −2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0.

Clearly, v satisfies (30), and for any cone Γ with µ+
Γ ≤ 1, λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn\Γ in Rn\{0}.

However, lim supr→0 v = ∞.

Example 4.4. Let v = 2
µ−1

log(1 + r1−µ), µ ∈ [0, 1). By (23),

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(−µ, 1, . . . , 1) and C(r) = −2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0.

Clearly, v satisfies (30), and for any cone Γ with µ+
Γ ≤ µ(< 1), λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in

Rn \ {0}. However, v ∈ C0(B) fails to be upperconical at x = 0.

Remark 4.4. The assumption (30) in Proposition 4.2 is also optimal in the sense
that for any cone Γ with −λ∗ ∈ Γ i.e. µ+

Γ > 1 and any a ∈ R, there exists some v
satisfying λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \Γ in B \{0} and lim|x|→0(v(x)+2 log |x|) = a. In particular,
lim supx→0 v(x) = ∞. See the example below.

Example 4.5. Let v = 2
µ−1

log(1 + e
µ−1
2
ar1−µ), µ ∈ (1,∞). By (23),

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(−µ, 1, . . . , 1) and C(r) = −2−1e−2vv′(v + 2 log r)′ > 0.

Clearly, for any cone Γ with µ+
Γ ≥ µ(> 1), λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in Rn \ {0}. However,

limr→0(v(r) + 2 log r) = a and in particular, limr→0 v = ∞.

To prove Proposition 4.2, we need following

Lemma 4.5. Let v be a radial function satisfying the assumptions of Proposition
4.2. Then, v(r) is non-decreasing in r. In particular, lim

r→0
v(r) <∞.

Proof. Clearly, −λ∗ ∈ Γ i.e µ+
Γ > 1 implies that

(31) {c(−1− ε, 1, . . . , 1) | c ≥ 0} ⊂ Γ, for small ε > 0.

Suppose the contrary that there exist 0 < r1 < r2 such that v(r1) > v(r2). Let

v̄(r) = 2ε−1 log(C3r
−ε + C4),

where C3 = 2−1min{rε2e2
−1εv(r2), (r−ε1 − r−ε2 )−1(e2

−1εv(r1) − e2
−1εv(r2))} > 0 and C4 =

e2
−1εv(r2) − r−ε2 C3 > 0 are chosen such that v̄(r1) < v(r1) and v̄(r2) = v(r2). By (23)

with v = v̄,

λ(A[v̄]) = C(r)(−1− ε, 1, . . . , 1), where C(r) = −2−1e−2v̄v̄′(v̄ + 2 log r)′ > 0.

By (31), λ(A[v̄]) ∈ Γ in B\{0}. Since v̄(r1) < v(r1) and v̄(r2) = v(r2), an application
of the comparison principle Theorem 2.1 yields v(r) ≥ v̄(r), 0 < r < r1. Hence,

lim sup
r→0

(v(r) + 2 log r) ≥ lim sup
r→0

(v̄(r) + 2 log r) = 2ε−1 logC3 > −∞.

This is a contradiction with condition (30). �
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Proof of Proposition 4.2. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 4.1, though there
is some difference (e.g. the need of assumption (30)). For reader’s convenience, we
include the details. Let v̄(r) := sup∂Br

v. Then v̄ satisfies λ(A[v̄]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in
B \ {0}. By Lemma 4.5, v̄(r) is non-decreasing in r and, after setting v(0) :=
lim supx→0 v(x) = limr→0 v̄(r) < ∞, v is in USC(B). Next we prove that v is
upperconical at 0 by contradiction. Suppose not, then v(0) > −∞ and there exist
some ε > 0, η ∈ C∞(B), and r0 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(32) (v − η)(x)− (v − η)(0) ≤ −ε|x|, ∀|x| ≤ r0.

Case 1: ∇η(0) = 0. Inequality (32) implies that v̄(r) ≤ v(0)− ε
2
r < v(0) for small

r > 0, violating the monotonicity of v̄.
Case 2: ∇η(0) 6= 0. As the Case 2 in proof of Proposition 4.1, there exists a Möbius
transformation ψ, such that ψ(0) = 0, ∇ηψ(0) = 0, and

vψ(x)− ηψ(x)− vψ(0) + ηψ(0) ≤ −ε|ψ(x)| ≤ −ε′|x|, ∀|x| ≤ r′0

for some ε′ ∈ (0, ε) and r′0 ∈ (0, r0). Since v
ψ still satisfies (29), (30) and ∇ηψ(0) = 0,

we reach a contradiction by Case 1. �

4.3. Necessity of lowerconical and upperconical behavior. For n ≥ 2, let Γ
satisfy (7). We will prove λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in B implies v is lowerconical at 0. Similarly,
one can also prove λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in B implies v is upperconical at 0.

Clearly, v ∈ LSC(B) and we may assume v(0) < ∞. Suppose the contrary that
there exist some ε > 0, η ∈ C∞(B), and r0 ∈ (0, 1), satisfying (28). There are two
possibilities.
Case 1: ∇η(0) = 0. By (28),

(33) v(x) > v(0), ∀|x| > 0 small.

On the other hand, since any constant is a solution of (11), we have, by applying
Theorem 2.1 in Br ⊂ B, that

v ≥ min
∂Br

v in Br.

In particular, v(0) ≥ min
∂Br

v. A contradiction to (33).

Case 2: ∇η(0) 6= 0. This case can be reduced to Case 1 as the Case 2 in the proof
of Proposition 4.1.

5. Liouville-type theorem for f(λ(A[v])) = 1

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Our proof is by the method of moving spheres, a variant of
the method of moving planes. We first show that

(34) lim inf
|x|→∞

(
v(x) + 2 log |x|

)
> −∞.

Since λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in Rn, we know that, by the Möbius invariance, λ(A[v0,1]) ∈ Γ in
B \{0}. Applying Proposition 4.1 to v0,1 yields lim inf

|x|→0
v0,1(x) > −∞, i.e. (34) holds.

Step 1: Starting the moving spheres. We establish the following: For any x ∈ Rn,
there exists λ0(x) > 0, such that

vx,λ(y) := 2 log

(
λ

|y − x|

)
+v

(
x+

λ2(y − x)

|y − x|2
)

≤ v(y), ∀|y−x| ≥ λ, 0 < λ < λ0(x).

This follows from (34) and v ∈ C0,1
loc (R

n), as in the proof of [37, Lemma 3.2] and
[46, Lemma 2.1].

For any x ∈ Rn, let

λ̄(x) := sup{µ > 0 | ∀0 < λ < µ, vx,λ(y) ≤ v(y), ∀|y − x| ≥ λ} ∈ (0,∞].

Step 2: In this step, we prove the following: If λ̄(x) < ∞ for some x ∈ Rn, then

vx,λ̄(x) ≡ v in Rn \ {x}.
Without loss of generality, we take x = 0, and let λ̄ = λ̄(0) and vλ̄ = v0,λ̄. By the

definition of λ̄ and the continuity of v,

vλ̄ ≤ v in Rn \Bλ̄.

A calculation gives, using (8) and the Möbius invariance,

(35) f(λ(A[vλ̄])) =
( λ̄
|y|
)2p
e−pv

λ̄ ≤ e−pv
λ̄

in Rn \Bλ̄.

Note also from (8)

f(λ(A[v])) = e−pv in Rn \Bλ̄.

Hence, by the strong maximum principle, we may assume

(36) v > vλ̄ in Rn \Bλ̄

since otherwise vλ̄ ≡ v on Rn \ Bλ̄, which gives the desired conclusion of Step 2.
Moreover, by the Hopf Lemma,

(37)
∂

∂ν
(v − vλ̄) > 0 on ∂Bλ̄.

Next we prove

(38) lim inf
|y|→∞

(v − vλ̄)(y) > 0.
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Similar to (35), we have

f(λ(A[vλ̄])) ≥ e−pv
λ̄

in Bλ̄ \ {0}.
In particular, λ(A[vλ̄]) ∈ Γ in Bλ̄ \ {0}. Therefore, by Proposition 4.1, we obtain

vλ̄ is lowerconical at x = 0 with vλ̄(0) := lim inf
|x|→0

vλ̄ > −∞, vλ̄ ∈ LSC(Bλ̄).

By Lemma 4.2, we have

f(λ(A[vλ̄])) ≥ e−pv
λ̄

in Bλ̄ in the viscosity sense.

Since
f(λ(A[v])) = e−pv in Bλ̄.

and by (36), vλ̄ > v in Bλ̄ \ {0}, we apply the strong comparison principle ([8,

Theorem 3.1] and [44, Theorem 2.3]) to obtain lim inf
|x|→0

(vλ̄ − v)(x) > 0, i.e. (38). It

follows from (36), (37), and (38) (see the proof of [46, Lemma 2.2] and [37, Lemma
3.2]) that for some ε > 0, v0,λ(y) ≤ v(y), for every |y| ≥ λ and λ̄ ≤ λ < λ̄ + ε,
violating the definition of λ̄.

Step 3: We prove that either λ̄(x) <∞ for all x ∈ Rn or λ̄(x) = ∞ for all x ∈ Rn.
Suppose for some x ∈ Rn, λ̄(x) = ∞. By definition, vx,λ(y) ≤ v(y) on Rn\Bλ for all

λ > 0. Adding both sides by 2 log |y| and sending |y| → ∞, we have v(x) + 2 log λ ≤
lim inf
|y|→∞

(v(y) + 2 log |y|) for all λ > 0. Hence, lim
|y|→∞

(v(y) + 2 log |y|) = ∞.

On the other hand, if λ̄(x) < ∞ for some x, we have, by Step 2, vx,λ̄(x) ≡ v in
Rn \{x}. Therefore, lim

|y|→∞
(v(y)+2 log |y|) = v(x)+2 log λ̄(x) <∞. Step 3 is proved.

Step 4: We prove λ̄(x) <∞ for all x ∈ Rn.
If not, we have, by Step 3, λ̄(x) = ∞ for all x ∈ Rn. Consequently, vx,λ(y) ≤ v(y)

for all |y − x| ≥ λ > 0. This implies that v is a constant. See e.g. [46, Lemma 11.1]
and [37, Lemma A.1]. Therefore λ(A[v]) = 0 /∈ Γ, which is impossible.

Now, by Step 2, 3, and 4, λ̄(x) <∞ for all x ∈ Rn, and vx,λ̄(x) ≡ v. Therefore,

v(x) = log
( a

1 + b2|x− x̄|2
)
,

for some a, b > 0 and x̄ ∈ Rn. See e.g. [33, Lemma 5.8] and [37, Lemma A.2]. It
follows that λ(A[v]) ≡ 2b2a−2~e in Rn. Plugging this back to the equation, we must
have p = 0, f(2b2a−2~e) = 1, and 2b2a−2~e ∈ Γ. The theorem is proved. �

5.2. Counterexamples in Remark 1.1. In this subsection, we work with functions
of one variable. The following formula is useful: for any v = v(x1),

(39) λ(A[v]) =
1

2
(v′)2e−2v

(
−2(v′)−2v′′ + 1,−1, . . . ,−1

)
.



30 B.Z. CHU, Y.Y. LI, AND Z. LI

Example 5.1. Let n ≥ 2, for any s ∈ (0, 1], there exists a cone Γ satisfying (7) with
µ−
Γ = s, a symmetric homogeneous of degree 1 function f ∈ C0(Γ)∩C∞(Γ) satisfying
f |∂Γ = 0 and C−1 ≤ ∂f/∂λi ≤ C for all i in Γ, and a function v ∈ C∞(Rn), such
that f(λ(A[v])) = 1, λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in Rn, but v is not of the form (10).

We construct v = v(x1). Recall (39), λ(A[v]) takes the form (λ1, λ2, . . . , λ2). We
solve for v such that λ1 + γλ2 = 1 for γ ∈ R , which is equivalent to

(40) v′′ +
γ − 1

2
(v′)2 + e2v = 0.

Lemma 5.1. For γ, v0, w0 ∈ R, there exists a unique smooth solution v of (40) with
v(0) = v0, v

′(0) = w0 in (−∞,∞) if and only if −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1 or −1−2w−2
0 e2v0 < γ <

−1.

In the above, if w0 = 0, the inequality is understood as −∞ < γ < −1. The proof
of Lemma 5.1 is postponed till the end of §5.2. Now assuming Lemma 5.1, we finish
the construction of Example 5.1. We start with

f (0)(λ) := max
k

{λk + s(n− 1)−1
∑

j 6=k

λj}, λ ∈ Rn

and Γ(0) := (f (0))−1(0,∞). It is easy to see that s(n− 1)−1 ≤ ∂f (0)/∂λi ≤ 1 a.e. Rn

for all i, Γ(0) satisfies (7), and (s,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γ(0), from which µ−
Γ(0) = s. Take

v as an entire solution of (40) with γ = s. As explained before, for any x1 ∈ R,
λ(A[v])(x1) takes the form (1 + sθ(x1),−θ(x1), . . . ,−θ(x1)) with θ(x1) ≥ 0. Hence,
f (0)(λ(A[v])) ≡ 1 in Rn.

Note that Γ(0), f (0) and v satisfy all the properties in Example 5.1 except that f (0) is
in C0,1, not yet C∞. These examples show that condition λ∗ /∈ Γ cannot be removed
in Theorem 1.1. To achieve smooth f , we take a mollification f (ε) := f (0) ∗ ηε, where
ε is constant chosen to be less than (2

√
n)−1 and ηε ∈ C∞

c (Bε) is a non-negative
radial function with

∫
ηε = 1.

We first check that we still have f (ε)(λ(A[v])) ≡ 1 for v defined above. Due to the
aforementioned form of λ(A[v]), we have λ(A[v]) ∈ O1, where O1 = {µ ∈ Rn, µ1 >
µj, ∀j > 1}. Actually, we have Bε(λ(A[v])) ⊂ O1 since for any x1 ∈ R and µ ∈ ∂O1,

|λ(A[v])(x1)− µ| ≥
√
|1 + sθ(x1)− µ1|2 + | − θ(x1)− µ1|2 ≥ 2−1/2 > 0.

Hence, we can deduce that f (ε)(λ(A[v])) = f (0)(λ(A[v])) ≡ 1 as f (0)(λ) = λ1 + s(n−
1)−1

∑n
j=2 λj in O1, which is linear, and ηε is radial.

To make f homogeneous of degree 1 and f |∂Γ = 0 as promised in Example 5.1,
some modification on f (ǫ) and Γ(0) is needed.

First, by choosing smaller ε, we are able to define f to be the homogeneous of
degree 1 extension of f (ε) from Σ := (f (ε))−1(1) to Γ = {cλ | λ ∈ Σ, c > 0} and f = 0
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on ∂Γ. Such extension can be done since ∇f (ε) ∈ Γn and λ · ∇f (ε) > 0 on Σ (c.f.
Lemma B.2), which we check as follows:

λ · ∇f (ε) =

∫
ηε(µ)(λ− µ) · ∇f (0)(λ− µ) dµ+

∫
ηε(µ)µ · ∇f (0)(λ− µ) dµ =: I + II.

By the 1-homogeneity of f (0), I = ηε ∗ f (0)(λ) = f (ε)(λ) = 1 on Σ. For II, we simply
use |∇f (0)| ≤ √

n to obtain |II| ≤ ε
√
n < 1/2. Hence λ · ∇f (ε) ≥ 1/2 on Σ.

Since f(s,−1, . . . ,−1) = 0, we have µ−
Γ = s for Γ := {f > 0}. It is not difficult to

see that f , Γ, and v verify all the desired properties in Example 5.1.

Counterexamples in Remark 1.1. Let Γ be a cone satisfying (7) with λ∗ ∈ Γ. Take
s = 1 and f = f (ǫ) for small ǫ > 0 in the above construction for Example 5.1. Then
f satisfies (6). Let v be an entire solution of (40) with γ = 1. Clearly, f(λ(A[v])) = 1
in Rn, and v is not of the form (10).

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let (T−, T+) be the maximal existence interval of solution v of
(40) with v(0) = v0 and v′(0) = w0, and let ϕ = ev, w = v′, and δ = −γ−1

2
. Then

ϕ > 0 and w satisfy

(41)





ϕ′ = ϕw,

w′ = −ϕ2 + δw2,

ϕ(0) = ϕ0, w(0) = w0,

where ϕ0 = ev0 > 0. A calculation shows that (41) has a first integral

Iδ(ϕ,w) :=

{
1

1−δ
ϕ2−2δ + ϕ−2δw2 when δ 6= 1,

2 logϕ+ ϕ−2w2 when δ = 1,

i.e.

(42) Iδ(ϕ,w) ≡ Iδ(ϕ0, w0) on (T−, T+).

Thus we have, on (T−, T+), that

(43) 0 ≤ w2 = F (ϕ) ≡ Fδ,ϕ0,w0(ϕ) :=

{
Iδ(ϕ0, w0)ϕ

2δ − 1
1−δ

ϕ2 when δ 6= 1,

Iδ(ϕ0, w0)ϕ
2 − 2ϕ2 logϕ when δ = 1.

We only need to consider x1 > 0 since for x1 < 0 we work with v(−x1) and −w(−x1)
instead of v(x1) and w(x1).
Case 1: w(0) = w0 ≤ 0.

In this case, we prove that T+ <∞ when δ < 0, and T+ = ∞ when δ ≥ 0.
Since w′|w=0 = −ϕ2 < 0, we have w < 0 on (0, T+). Hence we have, using ϕ

′ = ϕw
and (43), that

(44) ϕ′ = −ϕ
√
F (ϕ) < 0 on (0, T+).
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Thus 0 < ϕ < ϕ0 in (0, T+). Let a := limx1→(T+)− ϕ(x1) ∈ [0, ϕ0). Integrating (44)
gives

(45) T+ =

∫ ϕ0

a

ds

s
√
F (s)

.

When δ < 1, we have Iδ(ϕ0, w0) > 0 and s
√
F (s) = (1 + o(1))

√
Iδ(ϕ0, w0)s

1+δ for
s > 0 small. Clearly, when δ < 0, we have T+ < ∞. We next treat the case δ ≥ 0.
We divide the discussion into two subcases: a = 0 and a > 0. When a = 0, we also

need the following asymptotic behaviors for small s > 0: s
√
F (s) = (1+o(1))

√
1
δ−1

s2

when δ > 1, and s
√
F (s) = (1 + o(1))

√
2| log s|s2 when δ = 1. We see from (45),

using the asymptotics of s
√
F (s), that T+ = ∞ when δ ≥ 0 and a = 0. When a > 0,

by (45), we have T+ <∞. On the other hand, since δ ≥ 0, we have, using (41), that
w′ ≥ −ϕ2 ≥ −ϕ2

0. It follows that w ≥ w0−ϕ2
0T+ on (0, T+), so |v′| = |w| is bounded

in the interval. We also know that v = logϕ ∈ [log a, logϕ0] on the interval, violating
the maximality of T+ < ∞. We have proved that when δ ≥ 0, we have a = 0 and
T+ <∞.
Case 2: w(0) = w0 > 0.

In this case, we prove that T+ <∞ when δ < 0, T+ = ∞ when 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, T+ <∞
when δ > 1 and Iδ(ϕ0, w0) ≥ 0, and T+ = ∞, when δ > 1 and Iδ(ϕ0, w0) < 0.

When δ > 1 and Iδ(ϕ0, w0) ≥ 0, we see from (43) that w2 = F (ϕ) ≥ 1
δ−1

ϕ2 > 0

in [0, T+). It follows, using w(0) > 0, that ϕ′ = ϕw = ϕ
√
F (ϕ) ≥ (δ − 1)−1/2ϕ2 in

[0, T+), and therefore T+ <∞.
Next, we discuss the remaining cases: δ ≤ 1 or δ > 1 and Iδ(ϕ0, w0) < 0. We

only need to show that w < 0 somewhere in (0, T+), since our desired results follow
from Case 1 after a translation in x1. Suppose the contrary, w ≥ 0 in (0, T+). Then
ϕ′ = ϕw ≥ 0 and ϕ̄ := limt→(T+)− ϕ(t) ∈ [ϕ0,∞]. By (42),

Iδ(ϕ0, w0) ≥
{

1
1−δ

ϕ2−2δ when δ 6= 1

2 logϕ when δ = 1
in (0, T+).

It follows that ϕ̄ < ∞. Back to (42), we have w̄ := limt→(T+)− w(t) ∈ [0,∞). These
imply that sup(0,T+)(|v| + |v′|) < ∞, and thus T+ = ∞. Back to equation (41), we

have 0 = limx1→∞ ϕ′(x1) = ϕ̄w̄ and 0 = limx1→∞w′(x1) = −ϕ̄2 + δw̄2, violating
ϕ̄ ≥ ϕ0 > 0. �

6. Liouville-type theorems for f(λ(A[v])) = 0

In this section, we study Liouville-type theorems for solutions or subsolutions of
λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ.
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We divide our proof into two cases: λ∗ /∈ Γ and
λ∗ ∈ Γ. Denote vx,λ := vϕx,λ, where ϕx,λ(y) := y + λ2(y − x)/|y − x|2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 when Γ satisfies λ∗ /∈ Γ. For any ball Bλ(x) ⊂ Rn, consider v
and its Kelvin transformation vx,λ in the ball Bλ(x). By the Möbius invariance, we
know that

λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Bλ(x), λ(A[vx,λ]) ∈ ∂Γ in Bλ(x) \ {x}, v = vx,λ in ∂Bλ(x).

Using Proposition 4.1, vx,λ is lowerconical at x. By Lemma 4.1, λ(A[vx,λ]) ∈ Γ in
Bλ(x). Hence, by the comparison principle Theorem 2.1, we obtain v ≤ vx,λ in
Bλ(x) \ {x}. This implies that v must be a constant. See e.g. [46, Lemma 11.1] and
[37, Lemma A.1]. �

In the other case: λ∗ ∈ Γ, we actually have following Liouville-type theorem for
subsolutions:

Theorem 6.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with λ∗ ∈ Γ. Then any v satisfying
λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ on Rn, in the viscosity sense, must be constant.

The following lemma is used in the proof of Theorem 6.1:

Lemma 6.1. Let n, Γ satisfy the same assumptions as Theorem 6.1, and R > 0 be
a constant.

(a) If v ∈ USC(Rn \ BR) is a radially symmetric function satisfying λ(A[v]) ∈
Rn \ Γ in Rn \BR, then v(r) is non-increasing in (R,∞).

(b) If v ∈ USC(BR \ {0}) is a radially symmetric function satisfying λ(A[v]) ∈
Rn \ Γ in BR \ {0}, then v(r) + 2 log r is non-decreasing in (0, R).

Remark 6.1. Statement (a) and (b) in Lemma 6.1 are equivalent by taking a Kelvin
transformation v 7→ v(R2/r)− 2 log(r/R).

Proof of Lemma 6.1. As explained in Remark 6.1, we only need to prove (a). Clearly,
λ∗ ∈ Γ implies

(46) ∃ε > 0, {c(1− ε,−1, . . . ,−1) | c ≥ 0} ⊂ Γ.

Suppose the contrary that there exist R < r1 < r2 < ∞ such that v(r1) < v(r2).
Fix a δ ∈ (0, v(r2)− v(r1)) and let ε be given by (46). Consider

v(r) := −2ε−1 log(C7r
ε + C8),

where C7 = (rε1 − rε2)
−1[e−

ε
2
v(r1) − e−

ε
2
(v(r2)−δ)] < 0 and C8 =

(rε2 − rε1)
−1[e−

ε
2
v(r1)rε2 − e−

ε
2
(v(r2)−δ)rε1] > 0 are chosen so that v(r1) =

v(r1) and v(r2) = v(r2)− δ. Since (C7r
ε+C8)|r=r2 > 0 and (C7r

ε+C8)|r=+∞ = −∞,
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there exists some a ∈ (r2,∞), such that v ∈ C∞[r1, a) and lim
r→a−

v(r) = +∞. By

(23) with v = v̄,

λ(A[v]) = C(r)(1− ε,−1, . . . ,−1), where C(r) = 2−1e−2v (v′(v + 2 log r)′) > 0.

By (46), λ(A[v]) ∈ Γ in Ba \{0}. Since v(r1) = v(r1) and v(r2) < v(r2), according to
the comparison principle Theorem 2.1, we have v > v in (r2, a). Indeed, if v(r3) ≤
v(r3) for some r3 ∈ (r2, a), then, by the compairson principle, we have v ≤ v in
(r1, r3), which contradicts to v(r2) < v(r2). It follows that lim

r→a−
v(r) = +∞, which

is a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By the comparison principle Theorem 2.1, v ≤ max∂Br(x) v on
Br, for r > 0. This implies that vx(r) := max∂Br(x) v is non-decreasing in (0,∞). On
the other hand, as in the proof of Proposition 4.1, vx(·) is upper semi-continuous and
λ(A[vx]) ∈ Rn \Γ in Rn \{x}. By Lemma 6.1 (a), vx is also non-increasing in (0,∞).
Therefore, for some constant Cx, v

x(r) = Cx for all r > 0. It follows that v ≤ Cx in
Rn \ {x}, and, using the upper semi-continuity of v, Cx = lim supr→0 v

x(r) ≤ v(x).
Hence, v(x) = maxRn v in Rn for any x. The theorem is proved. �

6.2. A Harnack inequality and Proofs of Theorem 1.3 and 1.9.

Proposition 6.1. For n ≥ 2, let B2 ⊂ Rn and Γ satisfy (7). Suppose that v satisfies
λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ and −∞ < a ≤ v ≤ b <∞ in B2. Then, v ∈ C0,1

loc (B2) and

(47) |∇v| ≤ C in B1/2.

where C depends on n and an upper bound of b − a. Moreover, if Γ satisfies in
addition λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ, then C only depends on n.

Remark 6.2. The condition λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ in the above proposition is optimal in the sense
that for any cone Γ with λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ, vj = jx1 satisfies λ(A[vj ]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn and
|∇vj(0)| → ∞ as j → ∞.

The proof is an adaptation of [36, Proof of Theorem 1.10]. A key step is by proving
a local Hölder estimate via blowup. The following quantity was introduced in [36]:
For w ∈ C0,1

loc (Ω) defined on an open subset Ω, γ ∈ (0, 1), and x ∈ Ω, define

δ(w, x; Ω, γ) :=





∞ if dist(x, ∂Ω)γ [w]γ,dist(x,∂Ω)(x) < 1,

µ where 0 < µ ≤ dist(x, ∂Ω) and µγ[w]γ,µ(x) = 1,

if dist(x, ∂Ω)γ [w]γ,dist(x,∂Ω)(x) ≥ 1,

where [w]γ,s(x) := sup
0<|y−x|<s

|x− y|−γ|w(y)− w(x)|.



LIOUVILLE THEOREMS FOR CONFORMALLY INVARIANT EQUATIONS 35

Proof. The Lipschitz regularity and estimate (47) can be deduced from the compar-
ison principle Theorem 2.1, see [43, Proof of Theorem 1.1].

Now, we further assume that Γ satisfies λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ and prove (47) with C independent
of b−a. Let γ ∈ (0, 1) be a fixed number. We first prove [v]Cγ(B1/2) ≤ C for a constant
C depending only on n and γ. Suppose the contrary that there exist a sequence of
functions vi ∈ C0,1

loc (B2) satisfying λ(A[vi]) ∈ ∂Γ in B2, but [vi]Cγ(B1/2) → ∞. This
implies

(48) inf
x∈B1/2

δ (vi, x) −→ 0,

where for convenience, we denote δ (vi, x) := δ (vi, x;B2, γ). From (48), there exists
|xi| < 1, such that

1− |xi|
δ (vi, xi)

= sup
|x|≤1

1− |x|
δ (vi, x)

−→ ∞.

Let

σi :=
1− |xi|

2
, ǫi := δ (vi, xi) .

Then we have

(49)
σi
ǫi

→ ∞, ǫi → 0,

and

(50) ǫi ≤ 2δ (vi, x) , ∀ x ∈ Bσi(xi).

Let

(51) ṽi(y) := vi(xi + ǫiy)− vi(xi), |y| <
σi
ǫi
.

Then by definition we immediately see that ṽi(0) = 0 and [ṽi]γ,1(0) = ǫγi [vi]γ,ǫi(xi) =
1, and by the triangle inequality,

[ṽi]γ,1(x) ≤ 2−γǫγi

(
sup

|z−(xi+ǫix)|<ǫi

[vi]γ,ǫi/2(z) + [vi]γ,ǫi/2(xi + ǫix)

)
, ∀|x| < σi

2εi
.

Combining with (49), (50), we obtain that for large i,

[ṽi]γ,1(x) ≤ sup
|z−(xi+ǫix)|<ǫi

δ(vi, z)
γ [vi]γ,δ(vi,z)(z)

+ δ(vi, xi + ǫix)
γ [vi]γ,δ(vi,xi+ǫix)(xi + ǫix) = 2, ∀|x| < σi

2εi
.

Therefore, since ṽi(0) = 0, we obtain

|ṽi| ≤ C(K) in BK(0), ∀K > 1.
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It is easy to see that λ(A[ṽi]) ∈ ∂Γ in Bσi/εi . Thus, by estimate (47) we just proved,

|∇ṽi| ≤ C(K) in BK(0), ∀K > 1.

Hence, there exists some ṽ ∈ C0,1
loc (R

n) such that passing to a subsequence,

(52) ṽi −→ ṽ in C γ̃
loc(R

n), ∀ γ̃ ∈ (0, 1).

Since [ṽi]γ,1(0) = 1, for every i, by (52) with γ̃ > γ, we also have [ṽ]γ,1(0) = 1. In
particular, ṽ cannot be a constant.

On the other hand, by the limit property of viscosity solutions, (52) implies
λ(A[ṽ]) ∈ ∂Γ on Rn. By Theorem 1.2, ṽ ≡ constant. We reach a contradiction,
and hence, have proved [v]Cγ(B1/2) ≤ C.

Now we prove the gradient estimate. Let v̂(x) := v(x)− v(0). From [v̂]Cγ(B1/2) =

[v]Cγ(B1/2) ≤ C and v̂(0) = 0, we obtain a two-sided bound supB1/2
|v̂(x)| ≤ C.

Since λ(A[v̂]) ∈ ∂Γ in B1, we can apply estimate (47) to obtain the desired gradient
bound. �

Corollary 6.1. For n ≥ 2, let BR ⊂ Rn be a ball centered at the origin and Γ satisfy
(7) with λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ. Suppose that v is a viscosity solution of (11) in BR \ {0}. Then,
for any r ∈ (0, R/4),

max
B2r\Br

v ≤ min
B2r\Br

v + C,

where C depends only on n. Moreover, lim sup
x→0

v(x) ≤ lim inf
x→0

v(x) + C.

Proof. The inequality follows from Proposition 6.1 and a standard rescaling argu-
ment. Namely, for every r ∈ (0, R/4), let vr(y) := v(ry), 1/4 < |y| < 4. Then vr
satisfies λ(A[vr]) ∈ ∂Γ in {1/4 < |y| < 4}. Applying Proposition 6.1, maxB2\B1

vr ≤
minB2\B1 vr+C, where C depends only on n. Equivalently, maxB2r\Br v ≤ minB2r\Br v+
C.

Next, we prove the “Moreover” part. For any 0 < r1 < r2 < R/4, since v is a
supersolution of (11) in Br2 \Br1, inf∂Br1∪∂Br2

v is a supersolution of (11) in Br2 \Br1,
and v ≥ inf∂Br1∪∂Br2

v on ∂Br1 ∪ ∂Br2 , by the comparison principle Theorem 2.1,
inf∂Br v ≥ min{inf∂Br1

v, inf∂Br2
v} for any r ∈ (r1, r2). It follows that there exists

some r0 > 0 (may be very small) such that inf∂Br v is monotone in r ∈ (0, r0).
In particular, limr→0 inf∂Br v exists and is equal to lim infx→0 v(x). By a similar
argument, limr→0 sup∂Br

v exists and is equal to lim supx→0 v(x). Hence, combining
with the Harnack inequality we just proved, the desired conclusion is obtained. �

Proof of Theorem 1.9. This theorem is a direct corollary of Lemma 4.1, Proposition
4.1, Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 6.1. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall the notation: vx,λ := vϕx,λ where ϕx,λ(y) := y+λ2(y−
x)/|y − x|2. We divide the proof of the theorem into two cases.
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Case 1: λ∗ /∈ Γ.
For any 0 < λ < |x|, consider v and its Kelvin transformation vx,λ in the ball

Bλ(x). By the Möbius invariance, we know that

(53) λ(A[v]) ∈ ∂Γ in Bλ(x), λ(A[v
x,λ]) ∈ ∂Γ in Bλ(x)\{x, P}, v = vx,λ in ∂Bλ(x),

where P = ϕx,λ(0). Using Proposition 4.1, vx,λ is lowerconical at x and P . By
Lemma 4.1, λ(A[vx,λ]) ∈ Γ in Bλ(x). Hence, by the comparison principle Theorem
2.1, we obtain v ≤ vx,λ in Bλ(x) \ {x, P}. By the continuity of v, v ≤ vx,|x| in
B|x|(x) \ {x} for any x ∈ Rn \ {0}. This implies the radial symmetry of v and the
monotonicity. See [34, Proof of Theorem 1.2] and [38, Proof of Theorem 1.9].
Case 2: λ∗ ∈ Γ.

The proof is divided into three subcases.
Case 2.1: lim inf |x|→0 v(x) = lim inf |x|→∞(v(x) + 2 log |x|) = ∞.
For any 0 < λ < |x|, we know that v and vx,λ satisfy (53), and lim infy→x v

x,λ(y) =
lim infy→P v

x,λ(y) = ∞. Therefore, for small δ > 0, we have

v ≤ vx,λ on ∂Ωδ, where Ωδ := Bλ(x) \Bδ(x) ∪ Bδ(P ).

By Theorem 2.1, v ≤ vx,λ in Ωδ. Sending δ → 0 gives v ≤ vx,λ in Bλ(x) \ {x, P}.
This gives the radial symmetry and the monotonicity of v as in Case 1.

Case 2.2: lim inf |x|→0 v(x) <∞.
By Corollary 6.1, lim sup|x|→0 v(x) < ∞. Property Γ + Γn ⊂ Γ and λ∗ ∈ Γ imply

−λ∗ ∈ Γ. By Proposition 4.2, v is upperconical at x = 0. Hence, by Lemma 4.1,
we know that λ(A[v]) ∈ Rn \ Γ in Rn. Then it follows from Theorem 6.1 that
v ≡ constant.

Case 2.3: lim inf |x|→∞(v(x) + 2 log |x|) <∞.
Let v̂(x) := v0,1(x) = v(x/|x|2) − 2 log |x|. Then lim inf |x|→0 v̂(x) < ∞. By the

Möbius invariance, λ(A[v̂]) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn \ {0}. By Case 2.2, v̂ ≡ C which gives the
desired properties of v. �

7. Local gradient estimates

7.1. Local gradient estimates assuming a two-sided bound on solutions.

Let (B1, g) be a Riemannian geodesic ball of dimension n ≥ 2, v is a real-valued
function defined on B1. Let

(54) W α,β
g,S [v] := ∇2v + αdv ⊗ dv + β|∇v|2g + S

be an augmented Hessian tensor, where α, β are two real numbers and S = Sijdx
idxj

is a symmetric 2−tensor. Here all differentiations and norms are taken with respect
to g. In the following, for convenience we simply writeW when there is no ambiguity.
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We first derive an interior gradient estimate for

(55) f(eθ(x,v)λ(W )) = h(x, v), λ(W ) ∈ Γ, in B1,

assuming a two-sided bound on v.

Theorem 7.1. Let (B1, g) be a C2 Riemannian geodesic ball of dimension n ≥ 2,
and (f,Γ) satisfy (7), (12), and (13). Let v ∈ C3(B1) solve (55) in B1. Assume
that for some constants a and b, a ≤ v ≤ b on B1. Assume also h ∈ C1(B1 × R) is
positive, θ ∈ C1(B1 × R), Sij ∈ C1(B1), and β 6= 0. Then

|∇gv|g ≤ C in B1/2,

where C depends on n, (f,Γ), upper bounds of h, |hx|, |θx|, |θv|, |α|, |a|, and |b|, lower
bounds of θ and hv, positive upper and lower bounds of |β|, and bounds of g, Rijkl

and S together with its first order covariant derivatives with respect to g.

Remark 7.1. When β = 0, local gradient estimates were established by Trudinger in
[60] for equation σk(λ(∇2v)) = 1, λ(∇2v) ∈ Γk, k = 1, . . . , n.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Consider

Ψ := ρ · eφ(v) · |∇v|2,
where ρ is a cut-off function with

{
ρ = 1 in B1/2, ρ = 0 in B1 \B2/3, ρ > 0 in B2/3, ρ ≥ 0, in B1,

|∂kρ| ≤ C
√
ρ in B1, for some absolute constant C, ∀k,

and φ(s) := ǫeΛβs is an auxiliary function. Here, small constant ε and large constant
Λ are chosen, depending only on α, β, a, b, such that for some c1 = c1(α, β, a, b),

(56) βφ′ ≥ c1 > 0, φ′′ + αφ′ − (φ′)
2 ≥ 0 on [a, b].

Due to the boundedness of φ on [a, b] and the support of ρ, to prove the desired
gradient estimate, it suffices to prove

Ψ(x0) = max
B1

Ψ ≤ C.

Clearly, x0 ∈ B2/3. Take some g-geodesic normal coordinates centered at x0 such
that W is diagonal at x0. More precisely, g−1W (x0) is diagonal. Write Wij as the
(i, j) entry of W under the chosen coordinates, we have, at x0,

(57)

{
Wii = vii + αv2i + β|∇v|2 + Sii, ∀i
vij = −αvivj − Sij, ∀i 6= j,

where subindices always denote covariant differentiation with respect to g. We will
keep using this notation throughout the proof.
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Since v ∈ C3 and Ψ achieves its maximum at an interior point x0, we have

(58) ∇Ψ(x0) = 0, ∇2Ψ(x0) ≤ 0.

Applying ∂k to equation (55), we deduce that

(59) f iWii,k = (hk + hvvk)e
−θ − f iWiiθvvk − f iWiiθk at x0,

where hk and hv, similarly θk and θv, represent partial derivatives on variables xk
and v, respectively, and

Wii,k = ∂kWii, f i =
∂f

∂λi
(eθλ(W )).

Next, we write down relations in (58). By direct computations,

Ψi = 2ρeφvkivk +

(
φ′vi +

ρi
ρ

)
Ψ.

Evaluating at x0, by Ψi(x0) = 0, we obtain

(60) 2vkivk = −φ′|∇v|2vi −
ρi
ρ
|∇v|2, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n, at x0.

Take the second order derivative on Ψ and evaluate at x0,

0 ≥ (Ψij) = 2vkijvke
φρ+ 2vkivkje

φρ+ 2vkivke
φφ′vjρ

+2vkivke
φρj +

(
φ′′vivj + φ′vij +

ρρij−ρiρj
ρ2

)
ρeφ|∇v|2.

From (58), in particular, 0 ≥ Ψii for each i. Multiplying both sides by e−φf i > 0
and summing over i, we obtain, at x0,

0 ≥ e−φf iΨii = 2ρf ivkiivk + 2ρf iv2ki + 2ρφ′f ivkivkvi + 2f ivkivkρi

+ f i
(
φ′′v2i + φ′vii +

ρρii − ρ2i
ρ2

)
ρ|∇v|2.

(61)

Using vkii = viik +Rkiimvm, (57), and (60), we obtain

RHS of (61)

= 2ρf ivk
(
Wii − αv2i − β|∇v|2δii − Sii

)
k
+ 2ρf iRkiimvkvm + 2ρf iv2ki

− ρφ′f i
(
|∇v|2φ′v2i +

|∇v|2ρivi
ρ

)
− f iρi

(
|∇v|2φ′vi +

|∇v|2ρi
ρ

)

+ ρφ′′|∇v|2f iv2i + ρφ′|∇v|2f i
(
Wii − αv2i − β|∇v|2δii − Sii

)

+ |∇v|2f iρρii − ρ2i
ρ
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= 2ρf i
(
Wii,kvk + αφ′|∇v|2v2i + α

viρi
ρ

|∇v|2 + β|∇v|4φ′δii + β
ρkvk
ρ

|∇v|2δii − Sii,kvk
)

+ 2ρf iRkiimvkvm + 2ρf iv2ki

− ρφ′f i
(
|∇v|2φ′v2i +

|∇v|2ρivi
ρ

)
− f iρi

(
|∇v|2φ′vi +

|∇v|2ρi
ρ

)

+ ρφ′′|∇v|2f iv2i + ρφ′|∇v|2f i
(
Wii − αv2i − β|∇v|2δii − Sii

)
+ |∇v|2f iρρii − ρ2i

ρ
.

Here, in the second equality, we applied (60) to replace (αv2i )k and (β|∇v|δii)k.
Moving 2ρf iv2ki to the left-hand side, using (59) to replace f iWii,k, then rearranging
terms, we have, at x0,

0 ≥ −2ρf iv2ki

= 2ρhkvke
−θ − 2ρf iSii,kvk − 2ρθkvkf

iWii

+ 2ρhv|∇v|2e−θ + 2ρf iRkiimvkvm + ρφ′|∇v|2f iWii − 2ρθv|∇v|2f iWii

− ρφ′f iSii|∇v|2 + |∇v|2f iρρii − 2ρ2i
ρ

+ 2β|∇v|2vkρk
∑

i

f i + 2(α− φ′)|∇v|2f iρivi

+ βφ′ρ|∇v|4
∑

i

f i +
(
φ′′ + αφ′ − (φ′)2

)
ρ|∇v|2f iv2i

≥ (
∑

i

fi)
(
−Cρ|∇v| − C|∇v|2 − C

√
ρ|∇v|3 + c1ρ|∇v|4

)

− Cρ(|∇v|+ |∇v|2)e−θ − C|f iWii|ρ(|∇v|+ |∇v|2).(62)

Here, in the last inequality, we used (56). Note that we can always assume

(ρ|∇v|2)(x0) ≥ C̃ for some large C̃, since otherwise we are done. Now, if C̃ is
large enough,

RHS of (62) ≥ c1
2
(
∑

i

fi)ρ|∇v|4 − Ce−θ(1 + |
∑

i

f ieθWii|)ρ|∇v|2.

Using (13) with C = ‖h‖C0(B1×[a,b]) and the fact that W is diagonal at x0, we reach
|∇v|(x0) ≤ C as desired. The theorem is proved. �

7.2. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and 1.5. Recall the tensor W α,β
g,S [v] = ∇2v + αdv ⊗

dv + β|∇v|2g + S defined in (54). We consider the equation

(63) f(eθ(v)λ(W α,β
g,S [v])) = h(x), λ(W α,β

g,S [v]) ∈ Γ.
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Theorem 7.2. Let (B2, g) be a C2 Riemannian geodesic ball of dimension n ≥ 2
and (f,Γ) satisfy (7) and (12)–(14). Suppose that v ∈ C3(B2) satisfies (63) in B2

for some S ∈ C1(B2), α, β ∈ R, and positive h ∈ C1(B1). Then, if α + 2β = 0,
β 6= 0, − sign(β)λ∗ /∈ ∂Γ, and for some constant Θ > 0,

(64) θ(v(x)) ≥ −Θ, |θv(v(x))| ≤ Θ, on B2,

we have
|∇gv|g ≤ C in B1/2,

where C depends only on (f,Γ), upper bounds of h, |hx| in B2, and Θ, positive upper
and lower bounds of |β|, and bounds of g, Rijkl and S together with its first order
covariant derivatives with respect to g.

Proof. The desired estimate under a two-sided bound assumption on v has been
given in Theorem 7.1. We only need to prove the estimate under a one-sided bound
assumption on v, and the proof is similar to that of Proposition 6.1.

For γ ∈ (0, 1), we first prove [v]Cγ(B1/2) ≤ C by contradiction. Suppose not, there

exists a sequence of {vi} satisfying (63) in B2, but [vi]Cγ(B1/2) → ∞. For the clarity of
the presentation, we only consider the sequence of solutions vi with fixed α, β, S, g, h,
and θ. One can modify the proof to allow all these to change with i and obtain the
desired dependence. Define ṽi by (51), then follow the arguments below (51) to
obtain that [ṽi]γ,1(0) = 1 and |ṽi| ≤ C(K) in BK(0) for any K ≥ 1.

A calculation shows that ṽi satisfies

(65) f(siλ(W
α,β

g(i),ε2iS
[ṽi])) = h(xi + ǫiy), λ(W

α,β

g(i),ε2iS
[ṽi]) ∈ Γ, y ∈ Bσi/ǫi(0),

where
si := eθ(vi)ε−2

i , g(i) := g(i)(xi + ǫi·)
and the eigenvalues are with respect to g(i).

Thus, by Theorem 7.1,

|∇ṽi| ≤ C(K) in BK(0), ∀K > 1.

Here we have also used the fact that log(si)(v) := θ(v + vi(xi))− 2 log εi still verifies
(64). Hence, there exists some ṽ ∈ C0,1

loc (R
n) such that, after passing to a subsequence,

(66) ṽi −→ ṽ in C γ̃
loc(R

n), ∀ γ̃ ∈ (0, 1).

Since [ṽi]γ,1(0) = 1, we have, by (66) with γ̃ > γ, that [ṽ]γ,1(0) = 1. In particular, ṽ
cannot be a constant.

On the other hand, in (65), we fix a normal coordinates of g(i) centered at xi. By
(14), (66), si → ∞, the limit property of viscosity solutions (cf. [36, pp. 1316-1317]),
and the cone property of ∂Γ, we can deduce that

λ(∇2ṽ + α∇ṽ ⊗∇ṽ + β|∇ṽ|2In) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn in the viscosity sense,
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By further taking ṽ 7→ |2β|−1ṽ, using the cone property of ∂Γ and α + 2β = 0, we
know that ṽ satisfies

λ(∇2ṽ − sign(β)∇ṽ ⊗∇ṽ + 1

2
sign(β)|∇ṽ|2In) ∈ ∂Γ in Rn.

By our assumptions on α, β, and Γ, Theorem 1.2 and 1.2′, ṽ ≡ constant. We reach
a contradiction, and hence, have proved [v]Cγ(B1) ≤ C.

Now we prove the gradient estimate. Let v̂(x) := v(x) − v(0). From [v̂]Cγ(B1) =
[v]Cγ(B1) ≤ C and v̂(0) = 0, we obtain a two-sided bound supB1

|v̂(x)| ≤ C. Since v̂
satisfies

f(eθ(v̂+v(0))λ(W α,β
g,S [v̂])) = h(x), λ(W α,β

g,S [v̂]) ∈ Γ, in B2,

we can apply Theorem 7.1 to obtain the desired gradient bound. The theorem is
proved. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. This is a corollary of Theorem 7.2. For u ∈ C3 satisfying (P ),
let v := − 2

n−2
log u. Then v satisfies

f(e2vλ(W
1,−1/2
g,Ag

[v])) = h in B1,

i.e., (63) with α = 1, β = −1/2, S = Ag, and θ(v) = 2v. Now u ≤ C implies
v ≥ − 2

n−2
C, which implies (64) on B1 instead of B2. Hence, we can apply Theorem

7.2 to obtain the desired gradient estimate. �

The proof of Theorem 1.5 uses the following lemma:

Lemma 7.1. For n ≥ 3 and constant h0 > 0, let (B1, g) be a C2 Riemannian
geodesic ball centered at 0, and (f,Γ) satisfy (7) and (12). Assume that u ∈ C2(B1)
satisfies f(λ(−Agu)) ≥ h0 in B1. Then

u ≤ C in B1/2,

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, h0, (f,Γ) and a bound of g and
the Riemann curvature.

Proof. Without loss of generality, g = gij(x)dx
idxj , gij(0) = δij and ∂lgij(0) = 0.

For any α > 0 and r ∈ (0, 1), let uα,r(x) = (αr)(n−2)/2 (r2 − |x|2)−(n−2)/2
, |x| :=√∑

i x
2
i < r. We will prove that there exist r̄ > 0 and ᾱ > 1 such that for any

α ≥ ᾱ, f(λ(−Aguα,r̄
)) ≤ h0/2, |x| < r̄. To prove this, it is convenient to take

w = u
−2/(n−2)
α,r = α−1(r − 1

r
|x|2). Then Aw := Auα,r = w∇2w − 1

2
|∇w|2I, guα,r =

u
4/(n−2)
α,r g = w−2g, and Aguα,r

= w−1∇2
gw − 1

2
w−2|∇gw|2gg +Ag. A computation gives

g−1
uα,r

Aguα,r
= Aw + α−2O(r2), uniform for |x| < r, and Aw ≡ −2α−2I. Therefore,

λ(Aguα,r
) = α−2{−2(1, 1, . . . , 1) +O(r2)}, uniform for |x| < r. By the property of f ,

we can choose the desired ᾱ and r̄.
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In the following, we simply write uα,r̄ as uα. We will prove that u(x) ≤ uᾱ(x) for
|x| < r̄. Suppose not, then there exists some α > ᾱ such that uα(x) ≥ u(x) for |x| < r̄
and uα(x0) = u(x0) at some |x0| < r̄. Therefore, ∇2

guα ≥ ∇2
gu and ∇guα = ∇gu at

x0. This implies that −Aguα ≥ −Agu at x0. Hence, f(λ(−Aguα )) ≥ f(λ(−Agu)) ≥ h0
at x0. We reach a contradiction. We have proved u(x) ≤ uᾱ(x) for |x| ≤ r̄. The
conclusion of Lemma 7.1 follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let v := 2
n−2

log u. Then v satisfies (63) with α = −1, β =
1/2, S = −Ag, and θ(v) = −2v. In this case, (64) can still be verified since now
u ≤ C implies v ≤ 2

n−2
C. Hence, we can apply Theorem 7.2 to obtain the desired

gradient estimate.
By Lemma 7.1, we can remove the dependence on supB1

u in the local gradient
estimate (15) assuming h ≥ h0 in B1. �

7.3. Counterexamples in Remark 1.6. In this subsection, we construct solutions
to show the failure of gradient estimates in the borderline cases, assuming only one-
sided bound on solutions. Here, we work with more general equations than (P ) and
(N) in Rn, n ≥ 2.

We first construct examples for the negative curvature equation

(67) f(λ(−A[v])) = h, λ(−A[v]) ∈ Γ in B1

when −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ. When n ≥ 3 and u = e
n−2
2
v, we have Au = A[v] and (67) becomes

(N). In particular, Example 7.1 shows the failure of Theorem 1.5 when (f,Γ) =

(σ
2/n
n/2 ,Γn/2). Note that −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γn/2.

Example 7.1. There exists a sequence vj ∈ C∞(B1), such that

(68) vj ≤ C in B1,

(69) |∇vj | → ∞ uniformly on B1/2,

(70) λ(−A[vj ]) ∈ Γn/2, σn/2(λ(−A[vj ])) → 1 in Cm(B1) for each m ∈ N.

For each j ≥ 1, take

vj = j(x1 − 2) + wj, where wj = j−nenj(x1−2).

Clearly (68) holds for large j, and |∇vj| = |j + nj−n+1enj(x1−2)| → ∞, which implies
(69). We are left to verify (70). Since (−1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ ∂Γn/2 and v

′′
j > 0, we see from

(39) that λ(−A[vj ]) ∈ Γn/2. A calculation shows

σn/2(λ(−A[vj ])) = cne
−nwj(1 + nwj)

n−2 → cn in Cm(B1)
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for each m ∈ N, where cn = n221−
n
2

(
n− 1
n
2
− 1

)
. Replacing vj with vj +

1
n
log cn, we

reach the desired example.

Actually, Theorem 1.5 fails for any (f,Γ) with f being homogeneous of degree 1
and −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ as shown in the following example.

Example 7.2. For any (f,Γ) satisfying (7), (12), f being homogeneous of degree 1,
and −λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ, there exists a sequence vj ∈ C∞(B1), such that (68) and (69) hold,
and

λ(−A[vj ]) ∈ Γ, f(λ(−A[vj ])) → 0 in Cm(B1) for each m ∈ N.

For j ∈ N, take

vj = vj(x1) = −j log(j−1x1 + Cj) + j log(−j−1 + Cj),

where 5j−1 ≤ Cj → 0 to be chosen later. For such Cj, clearly vj ≤ vj(−1) = 0 on
B1 and |∇vj | = |j−1x1 + Cj |−1 → ∞ uniformly on B1. Moreover, from (39) and
−λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ, λ(−A[vj ]) = 1

2
(v′j)

2e−2vj (2j−1−1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ. Using the 1-homogeneity

of f and denoting ω(j) := f(2j−1 − 1, 1, . . . , 1), a calculation shows in B1

f(λ(−A[vj ])) =
1

2
(−j−1 + Cj)

−2

(
1 +

1 + x1
jCj − 1

)2j−2

ω(j)

≤ CC−2
j e4/(Cj−1)ω(j) ≤ Ce8/Cjω(j).

Here, we have used sups>0 s
−1 log(1 + s) = 1 and Cj ≥ 5j−1. Similarly,

|(dm/dxm1 )f(λ(−A[vj ]))| ≤ C(m)e8/Cjω(j). Since ω(j) → 0, we can choose 5j−1 ≤
Cj → 0 such that C(m)e8/Cjω(j) → 0 for each m ∈ N.

In a similar vein, we can construct examples for positive curvature equations.

In particular, for n ≥ 3, by taking uj = e
n−2
2
vj , Example 7.3 shows the failure of

Theorem 1.4 when λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ.

Example 7.3. For any (f,Γ) satisfying (7), (12), f being homogeneous of degree 1,
and λ∗ ∈ ∂Γ, there exists a sequence vj ∈ C∞(B1) satisfying (68), (69), and

λ(A[vj ]) ∈ Γ, f(λ(A[vj ])) → 0 in Cm(B1) for each m ∈ N.

The construction is very similar to that of Example 7.2. For each j ∈ N, take

vj = vj(x1) = j log(j−1x1 + Cj) + j log(Cj + j−1),

where Cj is chosen as before. Following the steps in the construction of Example
7.2, we can verify all the desired properties.
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8. Proofs of Theorem 1.6–1.8

Let (f,Γ) satisfy (7), (17) and (18). We need the following approximation of f .
Claim: There exists a sequence of locally convex, homogeneous of degree 1, sym-

metric function {fj}j ⊂ C∞(Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) such that ∂λifj ≥ c(n, δ) > 0 in Γ, ∀i, and
fj → f in C0

loc(Γ) as j → ∞. Moreover, Γ = {cλ | c > 0, λ ∈ f−1
j (1)} for large j.

The above claim is proved as below. Let f̃j := f ∗ η1/j with η1/j being the usual
mollifier, j = 1, 2, . . . . We first show that

(71) Γ = {cλ | c > 0, λ ∈ f̃−1
j (1)} for j large.

For any s > 0, λ ∈ f−1(s) and λ0 ∈ f−1(0), we have s = f(λ)−f(λ0) ≤ maxRn |∇f | ·
|λ− λ0| ≤ C|λ− λ0|. This implies that dist(f−1(s), f−1(0)) ≥ s/C > 0. Therefore,

we have f̃−1
j (1) ⊂ Γ for large j. By the cone property of Γ, we have {cλ | c > 0, λ ∈

f̃−1
j (1)} ⊂ Γ. The other direction follows easily from the homogeneity of f . Property
(71) is proved.

Similar to the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma B.1 and B.2, the function

ϕj ∈ C∞(Γ) is well-defined by f̃j(ϕj(λ)λ) = 1, λ ∈ Γ. Define

fj(λ) := ϕj(λ)
−1 for λ ∈ Γ, and fj(λ) := 0 for λ ∈ ∂Γ.

It is easy to check that fj has the desired properties. The claim is proved.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We only need to consider the case that (Mn, g) is not confor-
mally diffeomorphic to the standard sphere, since otherwise the result is well-known.
In the following, we use α and C to denote some positive universal constants as those
of (19) which may vary from line to line.

By the arguments in [31, Proof of Theorem 1.1′], all solutions u of (16) satisfy

(72) 1/C ≤ u ≤ C and |∇g log u| ≤ C on Mn.

We sketch the proof here for reader’s convenience. Let (M̃, g̃) be the universal

cover of (Mn, g) with i : M̃ →Mn being a covering map and g̃ = i∗g. Since Rg > 0,
by the theorem of Schoen and Yau [57], there exists a conformal injective immersion

Φ : (M̃, g̃) → (Sn, g0). Let Ω = Φ(M̃ ). There are two possibilities.
Case 1: Ω = Sn. We have (Φ−1)∗g̃ = η4/(n−2)g0 on Sn, where η is a positive smooth
function on Sn. Rewriting the equation on Sn, we have

f(λ(A[(u◦i◦Φ−1)η]4/(n−2)g0)) = 1 on Sn.

By the Liouville-type theorem [30, Corollary 1.6], (u ◦ i ◦ Φ−1)η = a|Jϕ|(n−2)/2n for
some conformal diffeomorphism ϕ : Sn → Sn and some constant a > 0. By ϕ∗g0 =
|Jϕ|2/ng0 and the equation, we have a = f(λ(Ag0))

(n−2)/4 = f((n − 1)~e)(n−2)/4 ∈
[1/C, C]. The estimate (72) follows as the same arguments as in [31].
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Case 2: Ω 6= Sn. By the results in [57], Ω is an open and dense subset of Sn, and
(Φ−1)∗g̃ = η4/(n−2)g0 on Ω, where η is a positive smooth function on Ω satisfying
limx→∂Ω η(x) = ∞. This ensures that we can implement the method of moving
spheres to obtain (72) as in [31].

In the following, we derive C2,α estimates for solutions u. By Proposition C.1, f
can be extended to a convex function on Rn, still denoted by f , such that f is locally
Lipschitz, symmetric, homogeneous of degree 1, and for some constant c = c(δ) > 0,
∂λif ≥ c a.e. Rn for any i. By Lemma C.2, it holds that ∂λif ≤ f(~e) a.e. Rn for any
i.

We first prove that

(73) ‖u‖C1,α(Mn,g) ≤ C.

Denote F (∇2u,∇u, u, x) := u
n+2
n−2f(λ(Agu))− u

n+2
n−2 and

Fε(M,x) := ε2F (
1

ε2
M,∇u(εx), u(εx), εx), M ∈ Sn×n,

where Sn×n is the set of n× n symmetric matrices and ε > 0 is some universal small
constant to be chosen later. Clearly, the ellipticity constants of Fε is the same as
that of F , and Fε(∇2uε, x) = 0, where uε(x) := u(εx). By (72), we may assume
Fε(0, x) ≡ 0. Also by (72), we have

β(x) := sup
M∈Sn×n

|Fε(M,x)− Fε(M, 0)|
‖M‖ + 1

≤ sup
M∈Sn×n

|Fε(M,x)− Fε(M, 0)|

≤ Cε2|N(εx)−N(0)| ≤ Cε2,

where N(x) := 2n
(n−2)2

u−1(x)∇u(x)⊗∇u(x)− 2
(n−2)2

u−1(x)|∇u(x)|2I +u(x)Ag(x). In

the last inequality above, we choose ε > 0 small. By the above and [6, Corollary 5.7],
we can apply [5, Theorem 2] (with F = Fε and f = 0 there, see also [6, Theorem 8.3
and Remark 4])) to obtain ‖uε‖C1,α ≤ C. The estimate (73) follows.

We next prove that

(74) ‖u‖C2,α(Mn,g) ≤ C.

Indeed, denote F as before and

F̃ (M,x) := F (M,∇u(x), u(x), x), M ∈ Sn×n.
By the uniform ellipticity of F̃ and (72), we may assume F̃ (0, 0) = 0. By (73),

F̃ (M,x) is Cα in x. Applying [5, Theorem 3] (with F = F̃ and f ≡ 0 there, see also
[6, Theorem 8.1 and Remark 1]), the estimate (74) holds.

Combining (72) and (74), we have proved estimate (19).
Finally, we solve (16) for u ∈ C4,α(Mn) by degree theory. By the claim at the

beginning of this section, we may assume without loss of generality that f ∈ C∞(Γ).
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For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, let f t(λ) := f(tλ + (1 − t)σ1(λ)~e) and Γt := {λ ∈ Rn | tλ + (1 −
t)σ1(λ)~e ∈ Γ}. Consider
(75) f t(λ(Agu)) = 1, λ(Agu) ∈ Γt, on Mn.

By (19) and the Schauder estimates, all C4,α solutions u of the equation (75) satisfy

(76) ‖u‖C4,α(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖C4,α(Mn,g) ≤ C,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that though (19) is proved
for specific (f,Γ), it applies for (ft,Γt) with universal dependence.

By (76) and f |∂Γ = 0, there exists δ > 0 independent of t such that all solutions
u of (75) satisfy dist(λ(Agu), ∂Γ

t) ≥ 2δ. Define Ot := {u ∈ C4,α(Mn, g) | λ(Agu) ∈
Γt, dist(λ(Agu), ∂Γ

t) > δ, u > 0, ‖u‖C4,α(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖C4,α(Mn,g) < 2C}. By [32],
dt := deg(F t − 1, Ot, 0), t ∈ [0, 1], is well-defined, where F t[u] := f t(λ(Agu)). Fur-
thermore, dt ≡ d0, t ∈ [0, 1], and in particular, d1 = d0. By the result of Schoen in
[56] for the Yamabe equation, d0 = −1. Therefore, d1 6= 0 and the existence of C4,α

solutions of (16) is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. In the following, we use α and C to denote some positive
constants depending only on (Mn, g), (f,Γ) and q, which may vary from line to line.
It suffices to derive an upper bound of solutions:

(77) u ≤ C on Mn.

Indeed, assume that (77) holds at this moment. By the local gradient estimate
Theorem 1.4 (See also Remark 1.7), we get |∇ log u| ≤ C on Mn. Here, λ∗ /∈ Γ
and q ≤ 4/(n − 2) are used. By a maximum principle argument as the proof of
Theorem 1.6, we have maxMn u ≥ 1/C. Here, q < 4/(n− 2) is used. Combining the
above, we get u ≥ 1/C on Mn. Since f is uniformly elliptic and convex, applying
Caffarelli’s estimates [5, Theorem 2,3] as the proof of Theorem 1.6 gives the desired
C2,α estimate (19).

Next we prove (77) by contradiction. Assume that there is a sequence {uj} of
positive smooth function satisfying f(λ(Aguj )) = u−qj on Mn, but

uj(xj) = max
Mn

uj → ∞,

where xj → x∞ in the topology induced by g. To make our presentation neat, we
only prove for a fixed metric g. Define

Φj : TxjM
n →Mn Φj(x) := expxj (uj(xj)

−p · x),
where p = 2−1(4/(n− 2)− q). Let

ũj(x) := uj(xj)
−1 · uj ◦ Φj(x), |x| < i0uj(xj)

p,
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where i0 is the injectivity radius of (Mn, g). Then ũj satisfies

f(λ(A
ũ

4
n−2
j g̃j

)) = ũ−qj , |x| < i0uj(xj)
p,

where g̃j := uj(xj)
p/2 · Φ∗

jg. Since ũj ≤ 1 on {|x| < i0uj(xj)
p}, using the local

gradient estimate Theorem 1.4 as above, we obtain |∇ log ũj| ≤ C(K) on K of Rn.
Since ũj(0) = 1, we have u ≥ C(K)−1 on K. As in the proof of Theorem 1.6,
applying Caffarelli’s estimates [5, Theorem 2,3] implies that ‖ũj‖C2,α(K) ≤ C(K) on

any compact subset K of Rn. Passing to a subsequence, ũj converges in C
2,α
loc (R

n) to
some positive function ũ ∈ C2(Rn) which satisfies

f(λ(Aũ)) = ũ−q on Rn.

This is a contradiction with the Liouville-type theorem Theorem 1.1. The upper
bound (77) is proved. Hence, (19) is established. �

Proof of Theorem 1.8. As for Theorem 1.6, we prove for f ∈ C∞(Mn). We solve
(20) for u ∈ C4,α(Mn) by degree theory. For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, let f t and Γt be defined
same as those in the proof of Theorem 1.6. Consider

(78) f t(λ(Agu)) = u−q, λ(Agu) ∈ Γt, on Mn.

By Theorem 1.7 and the Schauder estimates, all C4,α solutions u of the equation
(78) satisfy

(79) ‖u‖C4,α(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖C4,α(Mn,g) ≤ C,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that though Theorem 1.7 is
stated for (f,Γ), the positivity of scalar curvature of (Mn, g) ensures that it applies
to (ft,Γt) with a universal dependence.

By (79) and f |∂Γ = 0, there exists δ > 0 independent of t such that all solutions
u of (78) satisfy dist(λ(Agu), ∂Γ

t) ≥ 2δ. Define Ot := {u ∈ C4,α(Mn, g) | λ(Agu) ∈
Γt, dist(λ(Agu), ∂Γ

t) > δ, u > 0, ‖u‖C4,α(Mn,g) + ‖1/u‖C4,α(Mn,g) < 2C}. By [32],
dt := deg(F t − u−q, Ot, 0), t ∈ [0, 1], is well-defined, where F t[u] := f t(λ(Agu)).
Furthermore, dt ≡ d0, t ∈ [0, 1], and in particular, d1 = d0. By [39, Proof of
Theorem 1.5] (see the computation of deg(G0,O0, 0) there), d0 = −1. Therefore,
d1 6= 0 and the existence of C4,α solutions of (20) is proved. �

9. Further examples

In addition to those given in §1.4, we provide further examples of pairs (f,Γ).
We also collect properties of these examples for the purpose that readers may easily
match them with the assumptions of our theorems.
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The first family of examples is ordered linear combinations of eigenvalues. Recall
the convention stated in §1.4, we order λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) as λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn, and only
specify the definition of a symmetric function in this region.

Example 9.1. For n ≥ 2 and µ ∈ Γn \{0}, consider fµ(λ) := µ1λ1+ · · ·+µnλn, where
λ ∈ Rn, and define Γµ := {λ ∈ Rn | fµ(λ) > 0}.

The cone Γµ satisfies (7). It holds that λ∗ /∈ ∂Γµ if and only if µ1 6= µ2 + · · ·+ µn,
and λ∗ /∈ Γµ if and only if µ1 < µ2 + · · · + µn. Note also that Γµ̃ = Rn \ −Γµ

with µ̃ = (µn, . . . , µ1). When µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µn, f
µ is convex in Rn since fµ(λ) =

sup{σ(µ)1λ1 + · · · + σ(µ)nλn}, where sup is taken over any permutation σ of Rn.
When µ1 ≤ · · · ≤ µn, f

µ is concave in Rn since fµ(λ) = inf{σ(µ)1λ1+ · · ·+σ(µ)nλn},
where inf is taken over any permutation σ of Rn.

Among the pairs (fµ,Γµ), some of them have appeared naturally in geometry.
Denote ~ei := (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0), where the i-th argument is 1.

For n ≥ 3 and p = 1, . . . , n− 1, take µ(p) := p
∑

i≤n−p ~ei + (n− p)
∑

i>n−p ~ei, then

fµ(p) ≡ Gp, where Gp, defined in §1.4, arises naturally from the Weitzenböck formula
for p-forms.

When p ≤ n/2, Gp is concave, and when p ≥ n/2, Gp is convex. It holds that

λ∗ /∈ Γµ(p) when p < n− 1, while λ∗ ∈ ∂Γµ(n−1). Moreover, Γµ(n−p) = Rn \ −Γµ(p).

Another class of functions Λp,q arises naturally from calibrated geometry. For
n ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ n and 0 ≤ q ≤ n− p, take µ(p, q) := ~ep + · · ·+ ~ep+q, then

fµ(p,q) ≡ Λp,q(λ) := λp + λp+1 + · · ·+ λp+q.

See [26] and the references therein.
When p + q = n, Λp,q is concave, and when p = 1, Λp,q is convex. It holds that

λ∗ /∈ Γµ(p,q) if and only if max{p, q} ≥ 2; λ∗ ∈ ∂Γµ(p,q) if and only if p = q = 1.

Moreover, Γµ(n+1−p−q,q) = Rn \ −Γµ(p,q).

The second family of examples consists of circular cones, with the vertex at the
origin and the axis given by {t~e | t > 0}, ~e = (1, 1, . . . , 1).

Example 9.2. For n ≥ 2 and c ∈ [−1, 1], consider f c(λ) := σ1(λ)+c|λ|, where λ ∈ Rn,
and define Γc := {λ ∈ Rn | f c(λ) > 0}.

The cone Γc satisfies (7). It holds that λ∗ /∈ ∂Γc if and only if c 6= (n−2)/
√
n, and

λ∗ /∈ Γc if and only if c < (n− 2)/
√
n. Note also that Γ−c = Rn \−Γc and Γ−1 = Γ2.

The function f c satisfies
∑

i ∂λif
c ≥ n−√

n in Γc. When c ≥ 0, f c is convex in Rn;
When c ≤ 0, f c is concave in Rn.

The last family of examples consists of f defined on cones Γ with Rn \ Γ convex
which are constructed in Appendix B.
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Example 9.3. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with Rn \ Γ convex. There exists a convex
and homogeneous of degree 1 function f ∈ C∞(Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) which satisfies (12) and∑

i fλi ≥ δ > 0 in Γ for some constant δ.

Appendix A. Equivalent theorems in term of Ricci tensor

For reader’s convenience, we reformulate Theorem 1.1–1.9 and Theorem 6.1 in
terms of Ricci tensor. Ricci tensor and Schouten tensor are related by a linear
transformation T as explained below.

Recall that on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n ≥ 3, we have

Ricg = (n− 2)Ag + (2(n− 1))−1Rg · g.
Clearly, λ(Ricg) ≡ Tλ(Ag), where T = (n− 2)I + ~e⊗ ~e. As (f,Γ) denotes pairs for

eigenvalues of Schouten tensor, we use (f̂, Γ̂) to denote pairs for eigenvalues of Ricci
tensor. Let

f(λ) := f̂(Tλ), λ ∈ Γ := T−1Γ̂.

Then we have f(λ(Ag)) ≡ f̂(λ(Ricg)), and λ(Ag) ∈ Γ if and only if λ(Ricg) ∈ Γ̂.

Let (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy the following conditions:

(80)

{
Γ̂ $ Rn is a non-empty open symmetric cone with vertex at the origin,

Γ̂ + TΓn ⊂ Γ̂,

(81)

{
f̂ ∈ C0,1

loc (Γ̂) is a symmetric function satisfying T (∇f̂) ∈ c(K)~e+ Γn
a.e. K, c(K) > 0, for any compact subset K of Γ̂,

where T = (n−2)I+~e⊗~e. It is easy to check that TΓn is the interior of the minimal
convex symmetric cone with vertex at the origin containing (n − 1, 1, . . . , 1). Note

that condition (81) allows ∂f̂
∂λi

< 0 for some i.
For constant q ≥ 0, consider the equation

(82) f̂(λ(Ricḡu)) = u−q on Rn,

where ḡu = u
4

n−2 ḡ, ḡ = |dx|2 is the flat metric, u is a positive function on Rn, and
λ(Ricg) denotes, as usual, eigenvalues of Ricg with respect to g.

Denote

λ̂∗ := (0,−1, . . . ,−1).

The following rigidity theorem is equivalent to Theorem 1.1.

Theorem A.1. For n ≥ 3 and q ≥ 0, let (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy (80), (81), and λ̂∗ /∈ Γ̂.
Assume that a positive function u ∈ C1,1

loc (R
n) satisfies (82) almost everywhere. Then
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q = 0 and u ≡ e
n−2
2
v, where v is of the form (10) with x̄ ∈ Rn and a, b > 0 satisfying

f̂(4(n− 1)b2a−2~e) = 1.

The above result fails when λ̂∗ ∈ Γ̂; see counterexamples in Remark 1.1.

Next we state our rigidity results for viscosity solutions of the following equation:

(83) λ(Ricḡu) ∈ ∂Γ̂.

The following two theorems are equivalent to Theorem 1.2 and 1.3, respectively.

Theorem A.2. For n ≥ 3, let Γ̂ satisfy (80) with λ̂∗ /∈ ∂Γ̂. Then any positive
continuous viscosity solution of (83) in Rn must be constant.

Theorem A.3. For n ≥ 3, let Γ̂ satisfy (80) with λ̂∗ /∈ ∂Γ̂. Then any positive
continuous viscosity solution of (83) in Rn \ {0} is radially symmetric and non-
increasing in the radial direction.

Neither of above results holds when λ̂∗ ∈ ∂Γ̂; see counterexamples in Remark 1.2.

Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 are equivalent to the two theorems below. The following
conditions on (f̂, Γ̂) will be assumed: Γ̂ satisfies (80) and f̂ satisfies

(84)





f̂ ∈ C0(Γ̂) ∩ C1(Γ̂) is symmetric in λi,

f̂ > 0, T (∇f̂) ∈ Γn in Γ̂, and f̂ = 0 on ∂Γ̂,

(85)
∑

i

∂λi f̂(λ) ≥ δ
(
1 +

∣∣λi · ∂λi f̂(λ)
∣∣) on {λ ∈ Γ̂ : f̂(λ) ∈ (0, C]}, ∀C > 0,

where δ = δ(C) > 0, and

(86) lim inf
s→∞

f̂(sλ) = +∞ uniformly on {λ ∈ Γ̂ : f̂(λ) ≥ C}, ∀C > 0.

The equivalence of (13) and (85) can be easily verified using the fact T~e = 2(n−1)~e.

Theorem A.4. Let (B1, g) be a C3 Riemannian geodesic ball and (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy (80)

and (84)–(86) with λ̂∗ /∈ ∂Γ̂. Let h ∈ C1(B1) be positive and u ∈ C3(B1) satisfy

f̂(λ(Ricgu)) = h in B1.

Then (15) holds with constant C depending only on (f̂, Γ̂), an upper bound of supB1
u

and ‖h‖C1(B1)
, and a bound of g and the Riemann curvature tensor together with its

first covariant derivative with respect to g.

The above result fails when λ̂∗ ∈ ∂Γ̂; see counterexamples in Remark 1.6.
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Theorem A.5. Let (B1, g) be a C3 Riemannian geodesic ball and (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy (80)

and (84)–(86) with −λ̂∗ /∈ ∂Γ̂. Let h ∈ C1(B1) be positive and u ∈ C3(B1) satisfy

f̂(λ(−Ricgu)) = h in B1.

Then (15) holds with C of the same dependence as that of Theorem A.4. Moreover,
if in addition infB1 h ≥ h0 > 0, then C in (15), depending on h0, is independent of
supB1

u.

The above result fails when −λ̂∗ ∈ ∂Γ̂; see counterexamples in Remark 1.6.

Next we reformulate Theorem 1.6–1.8, imposing following conditions on (f̂, Γ̂).

(87)

{
f̂ ∈ C0,1

loc (Γ̂) ∩ C0(Γ̂) is symmetric, homogeneous of degree 1,

f̂
∣∣
∂Γ̂

= 0, and T (∇f̂) ∈ δ~e+ Γn a.e. Γ̂, for some constant δ > 0,

and

(88) f̂ is locally convex in Γ̂ and Rn \ Γ̂ is convex.

Theorem A.6. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth, locally conformally flat n-

dimensional Riemannian manifold with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3, and (f̂, Γ̂)
satisfy (80), (87) and (88). Then, for some α ∈ (0, 1) depending only on (Mn, g)

and (f̂, Γ̂), there exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(M) satisfying

(89) f̂(λ(Ricgu)) = 1 on Mn.

Moreover, if (Mn, g) is not conformally diffeomorphic to the standard sphere, all
C2 solutions u of (89) satisfy (19) with constant C > 0 depending only on (Mn, g)

and (f̂, Γ̂).

Theorem A.7. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth n-dimensional Riemannian man-

ifold, n ≥ 3, (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy (80), (87), (88) and λ̂∗ /∈ Γ̂, and 0 < q < 4/(n − 2)

be a constant. Assume that λ(Ricg) ∈ Γ̂ on Mn and f̂ ∈ C1(Γ̂). Then, for any
α ∈ (0, 1), all positive C2 solutions of (90) satisfy (19) with C depending only on

(Mn, g), (f̂, Γ̂), q and α.

Theorem A.8. Let (Mn, g) be a closed, smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold

with positive scalar curvature, n ≥ 3, (f̂, Γ̂) satisfy (80), (87), (88) and λ̂∗ /∈ Γ̂, and
0 < q < 4/(n − 2) be a constant. Then, for some α ∈ (0, 1) depending only on

(Mn, g), (f̂, Γ̂) and q, there exists a positive function u ∈ C2,α(M) satisfying

(90) f̂(λ(Ricgu)) = u−q on Mn

Theorem 1.9 is reformulated as below.
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Theorem A.9. For n ≥ 3, let Γ̂ satisfy (80) with λ̂∗ /∈ Γ̂ and −λ̂∗ ∈ Γ̂. Assume that
u is a positive continuous viscosity solution of λ(Ricḡu) ∈ ∂Γ in B \ {0} satisfying

u(x) = o(|x|2−n) as x → 0. Then u can be extended as a positive function in C0,1
loc (B)

which satisfies λ(Ricḡu) ∈ ∂Γ in B.

Finally, we reformulate Theorem 6.1.

Theorem A.10. For n ≥ 3, let Γ̂ satisfy (80) with λ̂∗ ∈ Γ̂. Then any positive

viscosity solution u of λ(Ricḡu) ∈ Rn \ Γ̂ on Rn must be constant.

The above theorem is also equivalent to the following: For n ≥ 3, let Γ̂ satisfy (80)

with −λ̂∗ /∈ Γ̂. Then any positive viscosity solution u of λ(−Ricḡu) ∈ Γ̂ on Rn must
be constant.

Appendix B. Construction of Example 9.3

We work with open symmetric set V ⊂ Rn with smooth boundary ∂V 6= ∅. Denote

Γ(V ) := {cV : c > 0}.
to be the cone generated by V and for λ ∈ ∂V , ν(λ) to be the inward unit normal
of ∂V . The following condition will be discussed:

(91) ν(λ) ∈ Γn and λ · ν(λ) > 0, ∀λ ∈ ∂V.

As before, we denote ~e = (1, . . . , 1).

Lemma B.1. Let V ⊂ Rn be an open symmetric set with a non-empty smooth
boundary satisfying (91). Then we have V + Γn ⊂ V and 0 /∈ V . Moreover, the
generated cone Γ(V ) satisfies (7).

Proof. We first prove V + Γn ⊂ V . Suppose the contrary that there exist λ ∈ V
and µ ∈ Γn, such that λ + µ /∈ V . Let t̄ := inf{t > 0 : λ + tµ /∈ V }. Since V is
open and λ + µ /∈ V , we have t̄ ∈ (0, 1] and λ + t̄µ ∈ ∂V . At such point we have
µ ·ν(λ+ t̄µ) ≤ 0, which is impossible since both vectors belong to Γn, a contradiction.

Next, we show Γ(V ) + Γn ⊂ Γ(V ). This is clear since each λ ∈ Γ(V ) can be
written as cλ for some c > 0 and λ ∈ V . Hence, for each µ ∈ Γn, we have λ + µ =
c(λ+ c−1µ) ∈ c(V + Γn) ⊂ cV ⊂ Γ(V ).

Finally, we show Γ(V ) 6= Rn and 0 /∈ V . For this, we prove V ∩ (−Γn) = ∅.
This is because from (91), we can deduce that ∂V ∩ (−Γn) = ∅. Hence, either
V ∩ (−Γn) = ∅ or (−Γn) ⊂ V . The latter cannot happen since otherwise Rn =
(−Γn) + Γn ⊂ V + Γn ⊂ V , which contradicts to ∂V 6= ∅. �

Noting Lemma B.1, for each λ ∈ Γ(V ), we are able to define a function ϕ : V →
R+, such ϕ(λ)λ ∈ ∂V . Actually, from (91) we have {c : cλ ∈ V } = (ϕ(λ),∞).
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Lemma B.2. Let V ⊂ Rn be an open symmetric set with a non-empty smooth
boundary satisfying (91). Then there exists a unique function f ∈ C∞(Γ(V )) ∩
C0(Γ(V )), such that f = 1 on ∂V , f = 0 on ∂Γ(V ), f(tλ) = tf(λ) for any λ ∈ Γ(V )
and t > 0, fλi > 0 in Γ(V ) for all i, and the following formula holds

(92)
∑

i

fλi(λ) =
~e · ν(λ)
λ · ν(λ) , ∀λ ∈ ∂V.

Moreover, if the set Rn \ V (V , respectively) is convex, f is also convex (concave,
respectively).

When the set V itself is convex, such f was constructed and was proved to be
concave in [31].

Proof. For ϕ defined as before, let f(λ) := ϕ(λ)−1 and f |∂Γ(V ) = 0. Following
[31, Appendix B], such f satisfies all the desired properties, except (92) and the
convexity. Note that in this step, the convexity assumption of V in [31, Appendix B]
was not used.

Next, we verify that (92) holds for such f . By a calculation,

∑

i

fλi(λ) = ~e · ∇f =
~e · ∇f
λ · ∇f =

~e · (∇f/|∇f |)
λ · (∇f/|∇f |) =

~e · ν(λ)
λ · ν(λ) .

Here, we used the the fact that λ · ∇f = f = 1 on ∂V . Hence, (92) is proved.
Finally, assuming the convexity of Rn \ V , we show that f is convex, i.e., for any

λ, µ ∈ Γ(V ) and t ∈ (0, 1), f(tλ+(1− t)µ) ≤ tf(λ)+(1− t)f(µ). Using f = 1/ϕ and
ϕ(t·) = t−1ϕ(·), this is equivalent to show 1/ϕ(tλ+(1−t)µ) ≤ 1/ϕ(tλ)+1/ϕ((1−t)µ).
In other words, we only need to prove

(93) (1/ϕ(tλ) + 1/ϕ((1− t)µ))−1 (tλ+(1−t)µ) /∈ V, ∀λ, µ ∈ Γ(V ) and t ∈ (0, 1).

This can be seen from the definition, ϕ(tλ)tλ, ϕ((1− t)µ)(1− t)µ ∈ ∂V ,

LHS of (93) =
ϕ((1− t)µ)

ϕ(tλ) + ϕ((1− t)µ)
ϕ(tλ)tλ+

ϕ(tλ)

ϕ(tλ) + ϕ((1− t)µ)
ϕ((1− t)µ)(1− t)µ,

and the convexity of Rn \ V . �

Now for an open symmetric set V ⊂ Rn satisfying ∂V 6= ∅ and (91), let ϕ(~e) be
defined as before. We define a reflection

ΨV : Rn → Rn, λ 7→ −λ + 2ϕ(~e)~e.

Clearly Ψ2
V = id.
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Lemma B.3. Let V ⊂ Rn be an open symmetric set with a non-empty smooth

boundary satisfying (91). Denote Ṽ := Rn \ΨV (V ) and ν̃ be the inward unit normal

of ∂Ṽ . Then, for any λ ∈ ∂V , we have

(94) ν̃(ΨV (λ)) = ν(λ)

and

(95) ΨV (λ) · ν̃(ΨV (λ)) = λ · ν(λ)
(
−1 + 2ϕ(~e)

~e · ν(λ)
λ · ν(λ)

)
.

If we further assume that V is convex, then Ṽ also satisfies (91) with Γ(Ṽ ) = Rn \
(−Γ(V )).

Proof. Clearly, the map ΨV flips the normal, from which ν̃(ΨV (λ)) = ν(λ). By a
calculation,

ΨV (λ) · ν̃(ΨV (λ)) = (−λ+ 2ϕ(~e)~e) · ν(λ) = λ · ν(λ)
(
−1 + 2ϕ(~e)

~e · ν(λ)
λ · ν(λ)

)
.

Next, assuming the convexity of V , we prove the desired properties of Ṽ . Since V is
convex and ϕ(~e)~e ∈ ∂V , we have

(ϕ(~e)~e− λ) · ν(λ) ≥ 0, ∀λ ∈ ∂V.

Using (95), we obtain µ · ν̃(µ) ≥ Ψ−1
V (µ) · ν(Ψ−1

V (µ)) > 0 for any µ ∈ ∂Ṽ . Also, from

condition (91) for V and (94), we have ν̃(µ) = ν(Ψ−1
V (µ)) ∈ Γn for any µ ∈ ∂Ṽ .

Hence, we have verified condition (91) for Ṽ

Finally, we show Γ(Ṽ ) = Rn \ (−Γ(V )). The “⊃” direction can be derived as

follows: since Γ(V ) satisfies (7), we can deduce that Rn \ (−Γ(V )) also satisfies (7).

Hence, Rn \ (−Γ(V )) = Γ(Rn \ (−Γ(V ))+ 2ϕ(~e)~e) ⊂ Γ(Rn \ (−V )+ 2ϕ(~e)~e) = Γ(Ṽ ).
Note that in this part, we do not use the convexity of V . For the “⊂” direction, note

that we have proved Ṽ satisfies (91). Combining with Lemma B.1, we obtain Γ(Ṽ )

also satisfies (7). Now, applying the proof of “⊃” part with V being replaced by Ṽ ,

we have Γ(V ) ⊃ Rn \ (−Γ(Ṽ )). The desired result follows. �

Now we are ready to give a construction of f in Example 9.3:
Let Γ(1) = Rn \ (−Γ). Since Γ(1) is convex and satisfies (7), from [42, Appendix A],

there exists a concave and homogeneous of degree 1 function f (1) ∈ C∞(Γ(1)) ∩
C0(Γ(1)), satisfying (12). Take V (1) := {f (1) > 1}. It is easy to see that V (1) is
convex with a non-empty, smooth boundary satisfying (91). Now we define V :=

Rn \ΨV (1)(V (1)). Then, by Lemma B.3, V satisfies all the conditions in Lemma B.2,
which allows us to define f verifying all the desired properties.
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Appendix C. Extension of locally convex functions

Proposition C.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) with Rn \ Γ convex. Then any
locally convex function f on Γ satisfying (17) can be extended to a convex symmetric

function f̃ on Rn, such that f̃ is homogeneous of degree 1, and for some constant

c = c(δ,Γ) > 0, ∂λi f̃ ≥ c a.e. Rn for any i.

We first collect some facts about functions f defined on cones Γ, which are needed
in our proof of Proposition C.1 and could be of independent interest.

Lemma C.1. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7). Suppose that there is a function f ∈
C0,1
loc (Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) satisfying f = 0 on ∂Γ and ∂λif ≥ δ > 0 a.e. Γ for any i. Then it

must hold that (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Γ and (−1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rn \ Γ.
Proof. By (7), we have (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Γ and {(t + ε, ε, . . . , ε) | ε, t > 0} ⊂ Γ. Using
∂λ1f ≥ δ a.e. Γ and the continuity of f in Γ, we have f(t, 0, . . . , 0) ≥ f(0) + δt for
t > 0. Combining this with f = 0 on ∂Γ, we have (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Γ. Similarly, one
can prove (−1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rn \ Γ. �

Lemma C.2. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7). Suppose that f ∈ C0,1
loc (Γ) is symmetric,

homogeneous of degree 1, locally convex (resp. locally concave). Then
∑n

i=1 ∂λif ≤
f(~e) (resp.

∑n
i=1 ∂λif ≥ f(~e)) a.e. Γ.

Proof. We only need to prove for the case that f is locally convex since the other
can be obtained by taking −f . By (7), Γ is star-shaped with respect to ~e. Hence,
by the local convexity and the homogeneity of f , f(~e) ≥ f(λ) + ∇f(λ) · (~e − λ) =∑n

i=1 ∂λif(λ) a.e. λ ∈ Γ. �

Lemma C.3. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) and (−1, 0, . . . , 0) /∈ Γ, i.e. µ+
Γ < ∞.

Suppose that f ∈ C0,1
loc (Γ) ∩ C0(Γ) is a symmetric, locally convex function satisfying

f ≥ 0 in Γ and f = 0 on ∂Γ. Then for c = 1/(1 + µ+
Γ ) > 0, there holds

(96) ∂λif ≥ c
n∑

j=1

∂λjf ≥ 0 a.e. Γ, for any i.

Proof. For any µ /∈ Γ and λ ∈ Γ, by (7), there exists some tµ ∈ (0,∞) such that
λ+tµµ ∈ ∂Γ, and λ+tµ ∈ Γ for 0 ≤ t < tµ. Since f(λ+tµµ) = 0 and f(λ+tµ) ≥ 0 for
0 ≤ t < tµ, the convexity of f implies that f(tµ+ λ) is non-increasing on t ∈ [0, tµ].

Hence, for any µ /∈ Γ,

(97)
d

dt
f(λ+ tµ)

∣∣
t=0

≤ 0 a.e. λ ∈ Γ.

Take µ = (−1, 0, . . . , 0) in (97), we have ∂λ1f ≥ 0 a.e. Γ. On the other hand, take
µ = (−µ−

Γ − ε, 1, . . . , 1) for any ε > 0 in (97) and then send ε to 0, (96) is proved for
i = 1. Similarly, we can prove (96) for 2 ≤ i ≤ n �
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Lemma C.4. For n ≥ 2, let Γ satisfy (7) and (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Γ, i.e. µ−
Γ <∞. Assume

that Γ is convex, and f ∈ C0,1
loc (Γ) is a symmetric, concave function satisfying f ≥ 0

in Γ. Then (96) holds for c = 1/(1 + µ−
Γ ) > 0.

Proof. For any µ ∈ Γ and λ ∈ Γ, by (7) and the convexity of Γ, we have λ + tµ ∈ Γ
for any t ≥ 0. By the concavity and non-negativity of f ,

(98)
d

dt
f(λ+ tµ)

∣∣
t=0

≥ 0 a.e. λ ∈ Γ.

Take µ = (1, 0, . . . , 0) in (98), we have ∂λ1f ≥ 0 a.e. Γ. On the other hand, take
µ = (µ−

Γ ,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ ∂Γ in (98), inequality (96) is proved for i = 1, while (96) for
2 ≤ i ≤ n can be proved similarly. �

Proof of Proposition C.1. Since Rn \ Γ is a convex cone, for λ ∈ Rn, we can define
F (λ) := sup ~pλ · (λ − λ), where the supremum is taken with respect to all points
λ ∈ ∂Γ ∩ Sn−1 and all exterior unit normal vectors ~pλ (of support hyperplanes) of
Rn \ Γ at λ. From the definition, clearly F (λ) ≤ − dist(λ, ∂Γ) < 0 for λ ∈ Rn \ Γ
and |∇F | ≤ 1 on Rn. Since ~pλ · λ = 0 due to the cone property, we can rewrite
F (λ) = sup ~pλ · λ, from which F is also homogeneous of degree 1. Now, applying
Lemma C.1 to (f,Γ), we can deduce that (−1, 0, . . . , 0) /∈ Γ. Hence, we are able to
apply Lemma C.2 and C.4 with (f,Γ) = (−F (−λ),Rn \ −Γ) to obtain ∂F/∂λi ≥
−cF (−1, . . . ,−1) > 0 for some c > 0, on Rn \ Γ.

Define the extension of f as

f̃ :=

{
f(λ), λ ∈ Γ,

δF (λ), λ ∈ Rn \ Γ.

We are only left to prove the convexity of f̃ . Since F is convex in Rn and f is
locally convex in Γ, it suffices to check:

(99)
(
f̃(λ) + f̃(µ)

)
/2 ≥ f̃

(
(λ+ µ)/2

)
, ∀λ ∈ Γ, µ ∈ Rn \ Γ with (λ+ µ)/2 ∈ ∂Γ.

For this, take any exterior unit normal vector ~p of the convex set Rn\Γ at (λ+µ)/2 ∈
∂Γ. Since µ ∈ Rn \ Γ, it must hold ~p · (µ − (λ + µ)/2) = ~p · (µ − λ)/2 ≤ 0. Since
f((λ+ µ)/2) = 0 and λ− ((λ− µ) · ~p/2)~p = λ− ((λ− (λ+ µ)/2) · ~p)~p ∈ Γ,

f̃(λ)− f̃((λ+ µ)/2) = f(λ) ≥ f(λ)− f(λ− ((λ− µ) · ~p/2)~p)

=

∫ 0

−1

d

dt
f(λ+ t((λ−µ) · ~p/2)~p)dt = ((λ− µ) · ~p/2)·

∫ 0

−1

~p · ∇f(λ+ t((λ− µ) · ~p/2)~p)dt ≥ ((λ− µ) · ~p/2)δ~p · ~e ≥ ((λ− µ) · ~p/2)δ.
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Here in the last inequality, we used, by (7), ~p ∈ Γn, and ∇f ∈ δ~e + Γn a.e. in Γ.
Since F ((λ+ µ)/2) = 0 and F (µ) ≥ ~p · µ,
f̃((λ+ µ)/2)− f̃(µ) = −δF (µ) ≤ −δ~p · µ = −δ~p · (µ− (λ+ µ)/2) = δ~p · (λ− µ)/2.

Here, we used ~p · (λ + µ)/2 = 0, which comes from the cone property. Combining
these, the lemma is proved. �
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