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LIOUVILLE THEOREM FOR QUASILINEAR ELLIPTIC

EQUATIONS IN R
N

WANGZHE WU AND QIQI ZHANG

Abstract. We prove Liouville theorem for the equation ∆mv + v
p + M |∇v|q = 0

in a domain Ω ⊂ R
n, with M ∈ R in the critical and subcritical case. As a natural

extension of our recent work [14], the proof is based on an integral identity and
Young’s inequality.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with a Liouville type theorem for the global solutions
of the following equations in R

n:

∆mv + vp +M |∇v|q = 0, in Ω, (1)

where q = mp

p+1
, ∆mv = div(|∇v|m−2∇v), p and q are exponents larger than 1, M ∈ R.

This kind of equations are widely concerned and studied depending on the sign and
value of M . The most important motivation of the present study is to extend the
results obtained for the semilinear equation

∆v + vp +M |∇v|q = 0, in Ω, (2)

in [4, 5]. By using a delicate combination of refined Bernstein techniques and Keller-
Osserman estimate, they obtained a series of a priori estimates for any positive solution
of (2) in arbitrary domain of Rn.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem E in [4]). Let n ≥ 3, 1 < p < n+2
n−2

, q = 2p
p+1

. Then there exists

ǫ0 > 0 depending on n and p such that for any |M | ≤ ǫ0, there exists no nontrivial
nonnegative solution of (2) in R

n.

It’s obviously to see that the result in [4] did not cover all the cases that m = 2, 1 <
p ≤ n+2

n−2
for q = 2p

p+1
when M > 0. Thus, our recent work [14] came out, which complete

the corresponding results of the range of p with 1 < p ≤ n+2
n−2

when M > 0, based on
an integral identity and Young’s inequality. For m = 2,M < 0, in [5] they gave some
Liouville theorems for the equation (2) when v is radial. In addition, for general case
1 < m < p, there are also parts of results varies as M changes. If M > 0, Filippucci-
Sun-Zheng [10] derived various a priori estimate concerning |∇v| for positive solutions
of (1) in the cases q is less, greater or equal to mp

p+1
, and consequently obtain Liouville

type theorems. For the case q = mp

p+1
and M large enough, they got the following

non-existence result in R
n.
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 1.4 in [10]). Let Ω ⊂ R
n, p > max{m − 1, 1} and q = mp

p+1
.

Then for any

M >

√
n(p+ 1)

(4p)
p

p+1

(p− 1√
a

)
p−1

p+1

,

where 0 < a ≤ 1/n, (1) does not admit positive solutions in R
n.

If M < 0, especially M = −1, which has been introduced by Chipot-Weissler [8]
in 1989 and obtained the existence of ground states when the parameter values p and
q satisfy 1 < q < 2p

p+1
, p > 1. we recall that a ground states for (1) or (2) is a non-

negative non-trivial entire solution. It’s known that radial ground states for (2) always
exist for the supercritical parameter range p > (n + 2)/(n − 2) and may or may not
exist when p is critical or subcritical, depending on the value of q. Turning to the case
of ground states for equation (1) with M = −1, Serrin-Zou [20] showed that existence

always holds when p is supercritical, that is p > (m−1)n+m

n−m
. For critical p, existence of

radial ground states holds if and only if
{

0 < q < (m− 1) (m−1)n+m

(m−1)n−m
, if m > n

n−1
;

q > 0, if m < n
n−1

.

For subcritical p, existence holds when q < mp

p+1
. Besides, when M is allowed to be

other negative constant, Filippucci-Sun-Zheng [10] derived a non-existence result for
supersolutions of (1) in an exterior domain.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 1.5 in [10]). Let p > m− 1 if n = m or m− 1 < p < n(m−1)
n−m

if n > m, q = mp

p+1
and M > −ν∗(n) where

ν∗(n) := (p+ 1)
(n(m− 1)− p(n−m)

mp

)
p

p+1

.

Then there exist no nontrivial nonnegative supersolutions of (1) in R
n \ B̄R for any

R > 0.

If M = 0, then (1) reduces to the generalized Lane-Emden equation

∆mv + vp = 0, in Ω, (3)

which has been widely studied in the literature [1, 2, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22],
both when Ω is bounded and unbounded. Especially, in the semilinear case m = 2, one

of the celebrated results is given by Gidas and Spruck [11]: if n > 2, and p ∈
[

1, n+2
n−2

)

,

then any nonnegative solution of (3) is identically zero and the result is sharp. For
the case of m > 1, radially symmetric positive solutions were studied by Ni and Serrin
[15, 16, 17], and further results in this direction were obtained by Guedda and Véron [12]
and Bidaut-Véron [1]. When one studies the so called Liouville property of (3), namely
whether all positive C1 solutions of (3) in R

n are constant, two critical exponents appear

m∗ =
n(m− 1)

n−m
, m∗ =

n(m− 1) +m

n−m
,

where n > m, known as the Serrin exponent and the Sobolev exponent, respectively.
2



For the case only with gradient terms (M 6= 0), we first recall the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation

∆mv + |∇v|q = 0, in Ω, (4)

The Liouville property of (4) was studied by Lions in [13] for special case m = 2,
who proved that any C2 solution to (4) with q > 1 has to be a constant by using the
Bernstein technique. In [8] and [19], most of the study deals with the case q 6= 2p

p+1
. In

the critical case, then not only the sign ofM but also its value plays a fundamental role,
with a delicate interaction with the exponent p. Other work on this kind of equation
can be seen in [3]. For general case, Bidaut-Véron, Garcia-Huidobro and Véron [3]
proved that any C1 solution of (4) in an arbitrary domain Ω with n ≥ m > 1 and
q > m− 1 satisfies

|∇v(x)| ≤ cn,m,q

(

dist(x, ∂Ω)
)− 1

q−m+1 .

Estimates of this type, not only for the gradient but also for the solutions are called
by Serrin and Zou ”universal a priori estimates”, because they are independent of the
solutions and do not need any boundary conditions.

In this paper, we continue the idea used in our recent work [14] to derive Liouville
type theorems for positive solutions of (1) in the case q = mp

p+1
varies in the sign of M ,

that produces the following results.

Theorem 1.4. Let n ≥ 2, m− 1 < p ≤ (m−1)n+m

n−m
, q = mp

p+1
, then there exists M1 > 0,

which depends on n,m, p, such that for any 0 < M < M1, all the nonnegative solutions
of (1) are v ≡ 0.

Theorem 1.5. Let n ≥ 2, m− 1 < p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
, q = mp

p+1
, then there exists M2 > 0,

which depends on n,m, p, such that for any −M2 < M < 0, all the nonnegative
solutions of (1) are v ≡ 0.

The second theorem extends the result in [10] from m− 1 < p < n(m−1)
n−m

to m− 1 <

p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
. But when m− 1 < p < n(m−1)

n−m
, we don’t know whether M2 > ν∗(n).

2. Integral identity

Multiplying (1) by vα∆mv,

vα(∆mv)
2

1○
= −vα+p∆mv

I

−Mvα|∇v|q∆mv.
II

(5)

We observed that the term 1○ is important. Denote

X i = |∇v|m−2vi,

∆mv = (|∇v|m−2vi)i,

X i
j = (|∇v|m−2vi)j,

Ei
j = X i

j −
∆mv

n
δij,

then we will do some computations on some important terms as follows.
3
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2.1. The term vα−1|∇v|m∆mv.

vα−1|∇v|m∆mv = vα−1|∇v|m
(

|∇v|m−2vi
)

i

= (vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i − (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m −mvα−1|∇v|2m−4vivjvij
III

,

(6)
here

III = vα−1|∇v|2m−4vivjvij

= vα−1|∇v|m−2vivj(|∇v|m−2vij)

= vα−1|∇v|m−2vivj

[

(|∇v|m−2vi)j − (m− 2)|∇v|m−4vivℓvℓj

]

= vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjX
i
j − (m− 2)vα−1|∇v|2m−4vivjvij,

(7)

therefore,

III =
1

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjX

i
j

=
1

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivj(E

i
j +

∆mv

n
δij)

=
1

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j +

1

n(m− 1)
vα−1|∇v|m∆mv.

(8)

Substitute (8) into (6), we obtain

vα−1|∇v|m∆mv

=
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
·
[

(

vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi
)

i
− (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m − m

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

.

(9)

2.2. The term 1○. In fact, we have

vα(∆mv)
2 = vαX i

iX
j
j

= (vαX i
iX

j)j − αvα−1X i
iX

jvj − vαXj(X i
i )j

= (vαX i
iX

j)j − αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv −
[

(vαXjX i
j)i − (vαXj)iX

i
j

]

= (vαX i
iX

j)j − αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv −
[

(vαXjX i
j)i − αvα−1viX

jX i
j − vαX i

jX
j
i

]

=
(

vα∆mvX
i − vαXjX i

j

)

i
− αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv + αvα−1viX

jX i
j + vαX i

jX
j
i .

Since X i
j = Ei

j +
∆mv
n

δij , then

vα(∆mv)
2 = (1− 1

n
)(vα∆mvX

i)i − (vαEi
jX

j)i − αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv

+ αvα−1viX
jEi

j +
α

n
vα−1|∇v|m∆mv + vαEi

jE
j
i +

1

n
vα(∆mv)

2,

4



⇒

(1− 1

n
)vα(∆mv)

2 = (1− 1

n
)(vα∆mvX

i)i − (vαEi
jX

j)i − (1− 1

n
)αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv

+ αvα−1viX
jEi

j + vαEi
jE

j
i .

As a result, we obtain

1○ = vα(∆mv)
2

= (vα∆mvX
i)i −

n

n− 1
(vαEi

jX
j)i − αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv +

n

n− 1
αvα−1|∇v|m−2Ei

jvivj +
n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i

= (vα∆mvX
i)i −

n

n− 1
(vαEi

jX
j)i +

n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i +

n

n− 1
αvα−1|∇v|m−2Ei

jvivj

− α
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

[

(vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i − (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m − m

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

=
(

vα∆mvX
i
)

i
− n

n− 1

(

vαEi
jX

j
)

i
− α

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

(

vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi

)

i
+

n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i

+ α(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+ α
[ n

n− 1
+

nm

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2Ei
jvivj.

(10)

2.3. The term A.

A = (vαX i∆mv)i

= αvα−1|∇v|m∆mv + vα(∆mv)
2 + vαX i(∆mv)i

A1

.

Substitute (1) into A1,

A1 = vαX i
(

− vp −M |∇v|q
)

i

= −pvα+p−1|∇v|m − qMvα|∇v|m+q−4vivjvij.

Multiply (1) by vα−1|∇v|m

−vα+p−1|∇v|m = vα−1|∇v|m∆mv +Mvα−1|∇v|m+q. (11)

Therefore, we have

A1 = pvα−1|∇v|m∆mv + pMvα−1|∇v|m+q − qMvα|∇v|m+q−4vivjvij . (12)
5
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On the other hand, we know

−qMvα|∇v|m+q−4vivjvij = −Mvα(|∇v|q)i|∇v|m−2vi

= −Mvα(|∇v|q)iX i

= −M
[

(vα|∇v|qX i)i − |∇v|q(vαX i)i

]

= −M(vα|∇v|qX i)i + αMvα−1|∇v|m+q +Mvα|∇v|q∆mv

= −M(vα|∇v|qX i)i + αMvα−1|∇v|m+q +Mvα|∇v|q
(

− vp −M |∇v|q
)

= −M(vα|∇v|qX i)i + αMvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q.
(13)

⇒ the last two terms of (12) is

pMvα−1|∇v|m+q − qMvα|∇v|m+q−4vivjvij

= −M(vα|∇v|qX i)i +
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q.
(14)

So we get that A1 and

A = (vαX i∆mv)i

= (p+ α)vα−1|∇v|m∆mv + vα(∆mv)
2

−M(vα|∇v|qX i)i +
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q.

Substitute (9) into it:

− vα(∆mv)
2

= −A + (α+ p) · n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

[

(vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i − (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m

− m

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

−M(vα|∇v|qX i)i +
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q.

(15)

6



2.4. The final equation. Combine (10) and (15) to delete vα(∆mv)
2, we have

0 = −A + (α + p) · n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

[

(vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i − (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m

− m

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

−M(vα|∇v|qX i)i +
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q

+
(

vα∆mvX
i
)

i
− n

n− 1

(

vαEi
jX

j
)

i
− α

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

(

vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi

)

i
+

n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i

+ α(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+ α
[ n

n− 1
+

nm

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2Ei
jvivj ,

that is

0 = −A + (α + p) · n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
(vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i −M(vα|∇v|qX i)i

+ (vα∆mvX
i)i −

n

n− 1
(vαEi

jX
j)i − α

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

(

vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi

)

i

+
n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i − p(α− 1)

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+
[ nα

n− 1
− npm

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE
i
j

+
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q.

Now we can integrate it into the following form:

0 = W +
n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i − p(α− 1)

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+
[ nα

n− 1
− npm

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE
i
j +
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q

−Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q,

(16)

where W consists of all the divergence terms.

3. Conditions

In order to obtain the Liouville theorem, we need some extra conditions and we also
insert coefficients T, U, P for more detailed computations.
Multiply (1) by vα+p:

vα+2p +Mvα+p|∇v|q = −vα+p∆mv

= −vα+p(|∇v|m−2vi)i

= −(vα+p|∇v|m−2vi)i + (α + p)vα+p−1|∇v|m.
(17)

7
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Multiply (1) by vα−1|∇v|m:

−Mvα−1|∇v|m+q − vα+p−1|∇v|m

= vα−1|∇v|m∆mv

=
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m

[

(vα−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i − (α− 1)vα−2|∇v|2m − m

m− 1
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

.

Multiply (1) by Mvα|∇v|q:

Mvα+p|∇v|q +M2vα|∇v|2q = −Mvα|∇v|q∆mv, (18)

as we can see that

X i
jvivj = (|∇v|m−2vi)jvivj

= (m− 2)|∇v|m−4vℓjvℓvivivj + |∇v|m−2vijvivj

= (m− 1)|∇v|m−2vijvivj ,

(19)

if we insert (19) into (18), we obtain

vα|∇v|q∆mv =
(

vα|∇v|qX i
)

i
− αvα−1|∇v|m+q − qvα|∇v|m+q−4vijvivj

=
(

vα|∇v|qX i
)

i
− αvα−1|∇v|m+q − q

m− 1
vα|∇v|q−2X i

jvivj

=
(

vα|∇v|qX i
)

i
− αvα−1|∇v|m+q − q

m− 1
vα|∇v|q−2Ei

jvivj −
q

n(m− 1)
vα|∇v|q∆mv,

⇒ vα|∇v|q∆mv =
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) + q

(

vα|∇v|qX i
)

i
− n(m− 1)α

n(m− 1) + q
vα−1|∇v|m+q

− nq

n(m− 1) + q
vα|∇v|q−2Ei

jvivj ,
(20)

so (18) turns to be

Mvα+p|∇v|q +M2vα|∇v|2q

= −M
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) + q

(

vα|∇v|qX i
)

i
+

n(m− 1)α

n(m− 1) + q
Mvα−1|∇v|m+q

+
nq

n(m− 1) + q
Mvα|∇v|q−2Ei

jvivj .

(21)

8



After that, we now rewrite (16) as follows

0 = W +
n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i − p(α− 1)

n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+
[ nα

n− 1
− npm

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE
i
j

+
(

p+ α
)

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q −Mvα+p|∇v|q −M2vα|∇v|2q

+ T

[

vα+2p +Mvα+p|∇v|q − (α + p)vα+p−1|∇v|m
]

+ U

[

Mvα+p|∇v|q +M2vα|∇v|2q − n(m− 1)α

n(m− 1) + q
Mvα−1|∇v|m+q

− nq

n(m− 1) + q
Mvα|∇v|q−2Ei

jvivj

]

+ P

[

−Mvα−1|∇v|m+q − vα+p−1|∇v|m +
n(m− 1)(α− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+
nm

n(m− 1) +m
vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE

i
j

]

,

(22)

that is

0 = W +
n

n− 1
vαEi

jE
j
i +

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]

vα−1|∇v|m−2vivjE
i
j

− nqU

n(m− 1) + q
Mvα|∇v|q−2Ei

jvivj − (p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+ Tvα+2p + (U − 1)M2vα|∇v|2q +
[

− (α+ p)T − P

]

vα+p−1|∇v|m

+

[

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q

]

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q +
(

T + U − 1
)

Mvα+p|∇v|q.

Define

Lij := vivj −
1

n
|∇v|2δij ,

then

|Lij |2 =
n− 1

n
|∇v|4,

9
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and

0 ≥ W − n− 1

4n
vα

{[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]

v−1|∇v|m−2Lij −
nqU

n(m− 1) + q
M |∇v|q−2Lij

}2

− (p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+ Tvα+2p + (U − 1)M2vα|∇v|2q +
[

− (α+ p)T − P

]

vα+p−1|∇v|m

+

[

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q

]

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q +
(

T + U − 1
)

Mvα+p|∇v|q

= W − (n− 1)2

4n2
vα|∇v|4

{[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]

v−1|∇v|m−2 − nqU

n(m− 1) + q
M |∇v|q−2

}2

− (p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
vα−2|∇v|2m

+ Tvα+2p + (U − 1)M2vα|∇v|2q +
[

− (α+ p)T − P

]

vα+p−1|∇v|m

+

[

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q

]

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q +
(

T + U − 1
)

Mvα+p|∇v|q.

After integration,

RHS = W +

{

− (p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]2}

vα−2|∇v|2m

+ Tvα+2p +

{

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2
}

M2vα|∇v|2q

+

[

− (α + p)T − P

]

vα+p−1|∇v|m

+
{

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[ nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

] nqU

n(m− 1) + q

}

Mvα−1|∇v|m+q

+
(

T + U − 1
)

Mvα+p|∇v|q.
(23)
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If the following conditions hold at the same time:














































































−(p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]2

> 0, (24)

T > 0, (25)

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2

> 0, (26)

−(α + p)T − P ≥ 0, (27)
{

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q

}

M ≥ 0, (28)

(

T + U − 1
)

M ≥ 0, (29)

then there always exists ε > 0, such that

εvα−2|∇v|2m + εvα|∇v|2m−6

(

∑

j

vjvij

)2

+ εvα+2p + εvα|∇v|2q

≤ B1(v
α−1|∇v|2m−2vi)i +B2(v

α|∇v|qX i)i +B3(v
α+pX i)i +B4(v

αX i
jX

j)i.

(30)

To make sure (24) hold, we can choose

α =
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(p− P ),

and

m− 1 < p− P <
(m− 1)n +m

n−m
.

4. Young’s inequality and cut-off functions

In this part, we assume (30) holds and prove that |∇v| ≡ 0. Define η is a smooth
cut-off function, satisfying that

η ≡ 1 in BR,

η ≡ 0 in R
n\B2R.

Multiply (30) by ηδ and integrate over Rn,

ε

∫

Rn

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα|∇v|2m−6

(

∑

j

vjvij

)2

ηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα|∇v|2qηδ

≤ B1δ

∫

B2R\BR

vα−1|∇v|2m−2viη
δ−1ηi +B2δ

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|m+q−2viη
δ−1ηi

+B3δ

∫

B2R\BR

vα+p|∇v|m−2viη
δ−1ηi +B4δ

∫

B2R\BR

vαX i
jX

jηδ−1ηi.

11



WANGZHE WU AND QIQI ZHANG

Since we know that

∫

B2R\BR

vαX i
jX

jηδ−1ηi

= −
∫

B2R\BR

(vαXjηδ−1ηi)jX
i

= −α

∫

B2R\BR

vα−1|∇v|2m−2viη
δ−1ηi −

∫

B2R\BR

vα∆mvη
δ−1ηiX

i −
∫

B2R\BR

vαXj(ηδ−1ηi)jX
i

= −α

∫

B2R\BR

vα−1|∇v|2m−2viη
δ−1ηi +

∫

B2R\BR

vα(vp +M |∇v|q)ηδ−1ηiX
i

−
∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−4vivj(η
δ−1ηi)j

= −α

∫

B2R\BR

vα−1|∇v|2m−2viη
δ−1ηi +

∫

B2R\BR

vα+p|∇v|m−2viη
δ−1ηi +M

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|m+q−2viη
δ−1ηi

−
∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−4vivj(η
δ−1ηi)j,

then we get

ε

∫

Rn

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα|∇v|2m−6

(

∑

j

vjvij

)2

ηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ + ε

∫

Rn

vα|∇v|2qηδ

≤ ε

2

∫

B2R\BR

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ + C

R2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2

+
ε

2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2qηδ + C

R2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2

+
ε

2

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2pηδ +
C

R2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2.

Therefore, we get that

∫

Rn

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ +
∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ ≤ C

R2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2. (31)

Define p1, q1, σ1 > 0, such that

1

p1
+

1

q1
+

1

σ1

= 1, and p1, q1, σ1 > 0. (32)

12



So by Young’s inequality, we know

R−2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2

= R−2

∫

B2R\BR

vα−A|∇v|2m−2 · vAηδ−2

≤ ε0

∫

B2R\BR

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ + ε0

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2pηδ + CR−2σ1

∫

B2R\BR

ηδ−2σ1 .

(33)

Combine (31) and (33), it follows that

∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ +

∫

Rn

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ

≤ CR−2σ1

∫

B2R\BR

ηδ−2σ1

≤ CRn−2σ1 → 0, as R tends to infinity.

(34)

The last two steps come from the condition that

δ − 2σ1 > 0,

n− 2σ1 < 0.
(35)

So we always take δ large enough. In conclusion, we need

α + 2p

A
= p1 > 0,

α− 2

α−A
=

2m

2m− 2
= q1 > 0,

1− 2

n
<

1

p1
+

1

q1
< 1.

(36)

Therefore, as long as the conditions (24) - (29) are satisfied, and there exists such
p1, q1, σ1, then v ≡ 0.

By (36), we know

A =
α + 2m− 2

m
,

1

p1
+

1

q1
=

m− 1

m
+

α + 2m− 2

m(α + 2p)
.

(37)

Next, we set out to prove

1− 2

n
<

1

p1
+

1

q1
< 1.

13
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Firstly, for the left hand:

1− 2

n
<

1

p1
+

1

q1
,

⇔ 2

n
− 1

m
+

α + 2m− 2

m(α + 2p)
> 0,

⇔ α > −2p− n+
n(p + 1)

m
.

As we choose in the previous section,

α =
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(p− P ),

then it means to show

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(p− P ) > −2p− n+

n(p+ 1)

m
.

Since m− 1 < p− P < (m−1)n+m

n−m
, we only need to show that















−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(m− 1− P ) > −2(m− 1), (38)

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
· (m− 1)n+m

n−m
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P >

n− 2m

m

(m− 1)n+m

n−m
− n +

n

m
. (39)

It is equivalent to be






(m− 1)(mn +m)− (−mn−m+ 2n)P > 0, (40)

m2

m(n−m)
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P > 0. (41)

Next, for the right hand:
by (37), it’s namely to prove

α + 2m− 2− α− 2p

m(α + 2p)
< 0.

We only need to show that

α + 2m− 2 > 0,

then

α + 2p > α+ 2m− 2 > 0,

p1 > 0.

There are three different cases:

• If α + 2m− 2 > 0, then we can get desired p1, q1 > 0.
• If α + 2m− 2 ≤ 0 and M > 0, then we have the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.1. If we choose the same α as before, then
∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ ≤ CR−2m

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2m−2ηδ−2m. (42)

14



Proof. By (31) and Young’s inequality , we have

∫

Rn

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ +
∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ

≤ C

R2

∫

B2R\BR

vα|∇v|2m−2ηδ−2

≤ CR−2m

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2m−2ηδ−2m +
1

2

∫

B2R\BR

vα−2|∇v|2mηδ

with (m, m
m−1

). So we get that

∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ ≤ CR−2m

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2m−2ηδ−2m.

�

Besides, we need the following result which comes from Lemma 2.3 in [21] by
Serrin-Zou.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose {|x| > R > 0} ⊂ Ω and 1 < m < n . Let v be a positive
solution of the inequality

∆mv ≤ 0, x ∈ Ω.

Then there exists a constant C = C(m,n, min
|x|=2R

v, R) such that

v(x) ≥ C|x|−n−m
m−1 ,when |x| > 2R.

Therefore, if M > 0, we know that ∆mv ≤ 0, then

v(x) ≥ CR−n−m
m−1 .

Thus we get that

∫

Rn

vα+2pηδ ≤ CR−2m

∫

B2R\BR

vα+2m−2ηδ−2m

≤ CR−2m+n−(α+2m−2)·n−m
m−1 .

We hope that

−2m+ n− (α + 2m− 2) · n−m

m− 1
< 0.

If −mn−m+2n ≥ 0, then α ≥ 0 and α+2m− 2 > 0. This is the first case.
So we only need to consider the case that −mn−m+ 2n < 0:

15
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Since

α + 2m− 2

=
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
p− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P + 2m− 2

≥−mn−m+ 2n

n−m
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P + 2m− 2

=
−mn−m+ 2n+ 2mn− 2m2 − 2n+ 2m

n−m
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P

=
m(n + 1− 2m)

n−m
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P,

then

− 2m+ n− (α + 2m− 2) · n−m

m− 1

≤− 2m+ n− m(−2m+ n+ 1)

n−m
· n−m

m− 1
+

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P · n−m

m− 1

=− 2m+ n− m(−2m+ n+ 1)

m− 1
+

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P · n−m

m− 1

=
−2m2 + 2m+mn− n + 2m2 −mn−m

m− 1
+

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P · n−m

m− 1

=
m− n

m− 1
+

−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P · n−m

m− 1

=
m− n

m− 1

[

1− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
P

]

. (43)

In conclusion, it follows by (40), (41) and (43) that if

M > 0, 1 < m < n,m− 1 < p− P <
(m− 1)n +m

n−m
,−Pm < P < Pm,

where

Pm = min
{(mn +m)(m− 1)

| −mn−m+ 2n| ,
m2

m(n−m)

[ | −mn−m+ 2n|
n(m− 1) +m

]−1

,
n(m− 1) +m

| −mn−m+ 2n|
}

,

then we can deduce by (30) that

v ≡ 0.

• If α + 2m − 2 ≤ 0 and M < 0. The condition ∆mv ≤ 0 does not hold any
more and we can not use Lemma 4.2 directly. But inspired by [10], if we define
v = wσ with σ > 1, we can get that ∆mw ≤ 0 under some conditions for

16



p, P,m,M .

−∆mw = (σ − 1)(m− 1)w−1|∇w|m + σ1−mwm+σ(p−m+1)−1

+Mσq−m+1w(σ−1)(q−m+1)|∇w|q,

and then setting z = |∇v|m yields

−∆mw = σ1−mw−1Ψ(z),

where

Ψ(z) = σm−1(σ − 1)(m− 1)z +Mσqw(σ−1)(q−m+1)+1z
q

m + wm+σ(p−m+1).

Since q = mp

p+1
, it is easy to see that Ψ(z) achieves its minimum at

z0 =

[

|M | p σ1− m
p+1

(σ − 1)(m− 1)(p+ 1)

]p+1

vm+σ(p−m+1),

and

Ψ(z0) =

[

1−
( |M |
p + 1

)p+1
(σp)p

(σ − 1)p(m− 1)p

]

vm+σ(p−m+1).

If

1−
( |M |
p+ 1

)p+1
(σp)p

(σ − 1)p(m− 1)p
≥ 0, (44)

then we know that ∆mw ≥ 0 and by Lemma 4.2 we get that

v = wσ ≥ CR−n−m
m−1

σ.

Thus we hope the follow conditions will hold at the same time:














−2m+ n− (α + 2m− 2) · n−m

m− 1
σ < 0, (45)

1−
( |M |
p+ 1

)p+1

· (σp)p

(σ − 1)p(m− 1)p
≥ 0. (46)

Observe that

− 2m+ n− (α+ 2m− 2) · n−m

m− 1
σ

=
m− n

m− 1

[

1 +
m(−2m+ n+ 1)

n−m
(σ − 1)

]

− m− n

m− 1
· −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
Pσ.

If −2m+ n+ 1 ≥ 0, we choose σ = 2; if −2m+ n+ 1 < 0, we choose

m(−2m+ n+ 1)

n−m
(σ − 1) = −1

2
.

17
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Then there exists M3 = M3(n,m, p) > 0, such that if −M3 < M < 0, then the
condition (46) hold. Besides, for condition (45) we have

− 2m+ n− (α + 2m− 2) · n−m

m− 1
σ

≤m− n

m− 1
· 1
2
− m− n

m− 1
· −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
Pσ

=
m− n

m− 1
·
[

1

2
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
Pσ

]

.

(47)

In conclusion, combined with (40), (41) and (47), if

−M3 < M < 0, 1 < m < n,m− 1 < p− P <
(m− 1)n+m

n−m
,−Pm < P < Pm,

where

Pm = min
{(mn +m)(m− 1)

| −mn−m+ 2n| ,
m2

m(n−m)

[ | −mn−m+ 2n|
n(m− 1) +m

]−1

,
n(m− 1) +m

2σ| −mn−m+ 2n|
}

,

then we can deduce by (30) that

v ≡ 0.

5. Case M > 0 and M < 0

In this section, we are working on proving (24) - (29) hold, and talk about them
separately according to the sign of M .
Case 1: M > 0

Theorem 5.1. Let n ≥ 2, m− 1 < p ≤ (m−1)n+m

n−m
, q = mp

p+1
, then there exists M1 > 0,

which depends on n,m, p, such that for any 0 < M < M1, all the nonnegative solutions
of (1) are v ≡ 0.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. In this proof, we choose P = T = 0 at first and then

α =
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
p,

α + p =
np

n(m− 1) +m
> 0,

18



then the condition (24) holds for m − 1 < p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
. And the condition (28)

becomes that:

0 ≤ α + p− n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q

=
np

n(m− 1) +m
− −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
p · n(m− 1)U

n(m− 1) + q

+
(n− 1)2

2n2

[

n

n− 1
· −mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
p− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q

=
np

n(m− 1) +m
+

npU

(nm− n+ q)(nm− n +m)

[

(mn +m− 2n)(m− 1)

+
(n− 1)2q

2n

(−mn−m+ 2n

n− 1
−m

)

]

=
np

nm− n +m
+

np(m− 1)U

(nm− n + q)(nm− n+m)

[

mn+m− 2n− (n− 1)q

]

=
np

(nm− n + q)(nm− n+m)

[

nm− n+ q + (m− 1)U
(

mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)q
)

]

.

Define

f1(m, q) := nm− n+ q + (m− 1)

(

1 +
1

mn

)

[

mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)q

]

.

claim 1. For any m− 1 < q ≤ m− 1 + m
n
, 1 < m < n, we have

f1(m, q) > 0.

Proof of claim 1. We only need to show that

f1(m,m− 1) and f1

(

m,m− 1 +
m

n

)

> 0.

In fact, we have

f1(m,m− 1) = nm− n+m− 1 +

(

1 +
1

mn

)

(m− 1)

[

mn+m− 2n− (n− 1)(m− 1)

]

= (m− 1)

(

1 +
1

mn

)

[

n+ 1− n + 1

mn+ 1
+mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)(m− 1)

]

= (m− 1)

(

1 +
1

mn

)(

2m− n + 1

mn+ 1

)

> 0,
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and

f1

(

m,m− 1 +
m

n

)

= nm− n+m− 1 +
m

n
+ (m− 1)

(

1 +
1

mn

)

[

mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)
(

m− 1 +
m

n

)

]

=
m2n3 −mn3 +m2n2 −mn2 +m2n+ (m− 1)(mn+ 1)

[

mn2 +mn− 2n2 − (n− 1) (mn− n +m)
]

mn2

=
m2n3 −mn3 +m2n2 −mn2 +m2n+ (m2n+m−mn− 1)

[

mn− n2 − n+m
]

mn2
> 0.

Define

f(n) := m2n3 −mn3 +m2n2 −mn2 +m2n+ (m2n+m−mn− 1)
[

mn− n2 − n+m
]

= m2n3 −mn3 +m2n2 −mn2 +m2n +m3n2 −m2n3 −m2n2 +m3n+m2n−mn2 −mn +m2

−m2n2 +mn3 +mn2 −m2n−mn + n2 + n−m

= m3n2 +m3n +m2n−mn2 − 2mn +m2 −m2n2 + n2 + n−m

= (m3 −m2 −m+ 1)n2 + (m3 +m2 − 2m+ 1)n+m2 −m,

it can be seen that

f ′(n) = 2n(m3 −m2 −m+ 1) +m3 +m2 − 2m+ 1

> 2m(m3 −m2 −m+ 1) +m3 +m2 − 2m+ 1

= 2m4 −m3 −m2 + 1

= m2(m− 1)(2m+ 1) + 1 > 0.

so f(n) > f(m) = m5 > 0.
�

Since m− 1 < p ≤ (m−1)n+m

n−m
, and q = mp

p+1
, then we obtain the range of q, that is

m− 1 < q ≤ m− 1 +
m

n
.

Therefore, if we choose U = 1 + 1
mn

, then the condition (28) and (29) hold. That is if
we choose

P = T = 0,

α =
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(p− P ),

U = 1 +
1

mn
,
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then for any m− 1 < p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
, we have

α + p− n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q
> 0,

and the conditions (24) and (29) hold. It remains to show the condition (26) hold,
while if

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2

< 0,

then by Young’s inequality, it follows that

M2vα|∇v|2q ≤ K|M |vα−1|∇v|m+q +

(

K · p+1
p

)−p

p+ 1
|M |p+2vα+p|∇v|q, (48)

with (p+1
p
, p+ 1), by (23) we only need







































α + p− n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[ nα

n− 1
− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q
(49)

+K
(

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2
)

= 0, (50)

U − 1 +
(K p+1

p
)−p

p+ 1
|M |p+1

(

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2
)

> 0, (51)

then

U − 1− pp

(p+ 1)p+1
|M |p+1

(

− U + 1 +
(n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2
)p+1

·
[

α + p− n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]−p

> 0.

Since U has been chosen as before, by the inequality above, we can get M < M1. Thus
we can say there exists M1 > 0, such that for any 0 < M < M1, all the inequality
conditions hold. Therefore, by continuity, when we choose

−ε < P < 0, (α + p)T + P = 0,

such that

p− P <
(m− 1)n+m

n−m
,

then conditions (24) - (29) all hold. Finally we explain the critical case p = (m−1)n+m

n−m
.

For fixed M > 0, we can still choose 0 < P < ε, where ε > 0 is much smaller
than M . Thus using the following Young’s inequality, we can get the same result as

p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
:
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vα+p−1|∇v|m ≤ q

m

(

J |M | · m

m− q

)−m−q

q

vα+p|∇v|q + J |M |vα−1|∇v|m+q (52)

with (m
q
, m
m−q

).
�

Case 2: M < 0

Theorem 5.2. Let n ≥ 2, m− 1 < p < (m−1)n+m

n−m
, q = mp

p+1
, then there exists M2 > 0,

which depends on n,m, p, such that for any −M2 < M < 0, all the nonnegative
solutions of (1) are v ≡ 0.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. We still choose

α =
−mn−m+ 2n

n(m− 1) +m
(p− P ).

There are two different cases:

• 1 < m ≤ n
2
+ 1

4
:

In this case, we know

α + p− P − n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q

=
n(p− P )

nm− n+m
+

n(p− P )(m− 1)U

(nm− n+ q)(nm− n+m)

[

mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)q

]

,

and

mn +m− 2n− (n− 1)q

< mn+m− 2n− (n− 1)(m− 1)

= 2m− n− 1 ≤ −1

2
.

So we can choose U > 0, such that

α + p− n(m− 1)αU

n(m− 1) + q
+

(n− 1)2

2n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nmp

n(m− 1) +m

]

· nqU

n(m− 1) + q
< 0.

Besides, for any m− 1 < p− P < nm−n+m
n−m

, we have

− (p− P )(α− 1)
n(m− 1)

n(m− 1) +m
− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nα

n− 1
− nm(p− P )

n(m− 1) +m

]2

=
p− P

(nm− n +m)2
(nm− n)

[

nm− n+m− (n−m)(p− P )

]

> 0.
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So for anym−1 < p < nm−n+m
n−m

, there always exists P0, such that−Pm < P0 < 0
and

p− P0 <
nm− n +m

n−m
,

α + p > 0.

Choose

T =
−0.5P0

α+ p
> 0,

then the conditions (24), (25), (27) and (28) all hold. It remains to show (26)
and (29). If they don’t hold, we can use Young’s inequality,

|M |vα+p|∇v|q ≤ Kvα+2p +
q

m

(

K · m

m− q

)−m−q

q

|M |mq vα+p−1|∇v|m, (53)

with ( m
m−q

, m
q
).

Using (48) and (53), there exists 0 < M2 < M3 such that for any −M2 <
M < 0, the result (30) hold.

• n
2
+ 1

4
≤ m < n:

In this case, we consider the condition (26):

U − 1− (n− 1)2

4n2

[

nqU

n(m− 1) + q

]2

> 0.

claim 2. When n
2
+ 1

4
≤ m < n, we have

∆ = 1− (n− 1)2

n2

[

nq

n(m− 1) + q

]2

> 0.

Proof of claim 2.

∆ = 1− (n− 1)2
[

q

n(m− 1) + q

]2

=
(mn− n+ q)2 − (n− 1)2q2

(mn− n+ q)2

=
−(n2 − 2n)q2 + 2(mn− n)q + (mn− n)2

(mn− n+ q)2
.

Since m− 1 < q < m− 1 + m
n
, we only need to check that







−(n2 − 2n)(m− 1)2 + 2(mn− n)(m− 1) + (mn− n)2 > 0, (54)

−(n2 − 2n)
(

m− 1 +
m

n

)2

+ 2(mn− n)
(

m− 1 +
m

n

)

+ (mn− n)2 > 0. (55)
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In fact, we have

(54) ⇔ n(m− 1)

[

− (n− 2)(m− 1) + 2(m− 1) + (mn− n)

]

> 0

⇔ 4n(m− 1)2 > 0.

On the other hand, we know

(55) ⇔ − (n− 2) (mn− n+m)2 + 2(mn− n) (mn− n +m) + n(mn− n)2 > 0,

⇔ 2m2n2 + 4n2 + 2m2 + 5m2n− 6mn(n + 1) > 0.
(56)

Define

f(m) := 2m2n2 + 4n2 + 2m2 + 5m2n− 6mn(n + 1)

= m2(2n2 + 5n+ 2)−m(6n2 + 6n) + 4n2.

It is equivalent to prove

f(m) > 0.

Since m ≥ n
2
+ 1

4
> 3n2+3n

2n2+5n+2
, we get that

f(m) ≥ f

(

n

2
+

1

4

)

=

(

n

2
+

1

4

)2

(2n2 + 5n+ 2)−
(

n

2
+

1

4

)

(6n2 + 6n) + 4n2

= 0.5n4 − 1.25n3 + 1.375n2 − 0.6875n+ 0.125

= 0.5(n− 0.5)2(n2 − 1.5n+ 1).

So f(m) > 0, i.e. (56) holds. �

So we know there exists U0 > 0 such that condition (26) holds. At this time, we still
choose the same P, T as the first case, then (24) - (27) hold, but











α + p− n(m−1)αU
n(m−1)+q

+ (n−1)2

2n2

[

nα
n−1

− nmp

n(m−1)+m

]

· nqU

n(m−1)+q
> 0,

T + U − 1 > 0.

By Young’s inequality,

|M |vα−1|∇v|m+q ≤ Jvα−2|∇v|2m +
1

p+ 2

(

J · p+ 2

p+ 1

)−p−1

|M |p+2vα+p|∇v|q, (57)
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with (p+2
p+1

, p+ 2), and

|M |vα+p|∇v|q ≤ Kvα+2p +
q

m

(

K · m

m− q

)−m−q

q

|M |mq vα+p−1|∇v|m,

with ( m
m−q

, m
q
). Therefore there exists 0 < M2 < M3 such that for any −M2 < M < 0,

the result (30) holds. �
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