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PARTIAL REGULARITY AND LIOUVILLE THEOREMS FOR STABLE SOLUTIONS
OF ANISOTROPIC ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

MOSTAFA FAZLY AND YUAN LI

ABSTRACT. We study the quasilinear elliptic equation
—Qu=¢* in QCRV,

where the operator @, known as Finsler-Laplacian (or anisotropic Laplacian), is defined by

AN

Qu:=>_ —(F(Vu)Fe,(Vu)),

= Oxi

where F¢, = gTF and F : RV — [0,400) is a convex function of C2(RN \ {0}), that satisfies certain
2

assumptions. For bounded domain 2 and for a stable weak solution of the above equation, we prove
that the Hausdorff dimension of singular set does not exceed N — 10. For the entire space, we apply Moser
iteration arguments, established by Dancer-Farina and Crandall-Rabinowitz in the context, to prove Liouville
theorems for stable solutions and for finite Morse index solutions in dimensions N < 10 and 2 < N < 10,
respectively. We also provide an explicit solution that is stable outside a compact set in N = 2. In addition,
we provide similar Liouville theorems for the power-type nonlinearities.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
We study stable weak solutions of the quasilinear Finsler-Liouville equation
(1.1) —Qu=e" in Q
where ) is a subset of RY and the operator @ is defined by

N
Qu = Z
i=1

where F, := g—g and F : RY — [0, +00) is a convex function of C*(RY \ {0}) such that F(t§) = [t|F(§) for

any t € R and £ € RV. The above equation is a particular case of the quasilinear equation with nonlinearity
feClR),

(1.2) —Qu=f(u) in Q.

We assume that F(§) > 0 for any £ # 0 and for such a function F', there exist constant 0 < a < b < o0,
0 <A <A < oo such that

 (F(Vu)Fe, (V)

(1.3) alé| < F(¢) <bl¢| for any ¢ e RV,
and
(1.4) NV < Fee, (§)ViV; < AVI?,

for any ¢ € RY and V € &+ where ¢+ := {V € RY : (V,£) = 0}. The operator Q is known as anisotropic
Laplacian or Finsler Laplacian operator in the literature. When F(§) = |¢], that is the isotropic case, the
operator @ becomes the classical Laplacian operator. As an anisotropic Laplacian, such operators have been
studied vastly in the literature. In early twenty century, Wulff @] used such operators to study crystal
shapes and minimization of anisotropic surface tensions. The operator @ is closely connected with a smooth,
convex hypersurface in R, called the Wulff shape (or equilibrium crystal shape) of F. The Wulff shape
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was introduced and studied by Wulff in @] In order to provide a few references in this context, Wang and
Xia in [33] extended the classical result of Brezis and Merle [4] to equation () in two dimensions. See also
M] where the authors study an overdetermined problem for anisotropic equations. Caffarelli et al. in ﬂﬂ]
established gradient estimates and monotonicity formulae for quasilinear equations in order to study entire
solutions, see also @] Cozzi et al. in ﬂé, ] proved such estimates and formulae for singular, degenerate,
anisotropic equations, see also HE, @] We also refer interested readers to ﬂa, 22, @] and references therein
in the context of quasilinear equations.
What follows is the definition of weak and stable solutions of (2]).

Definition 1.1. We say that u is a weak solution of (I2), if u € HL () and f(u) € L, (), the following
hold

/ F(Vu)F¢(Vu) - Vodz = / fw)odx,

Q Q

for all p € C().

Definition 1.2. We say that the weak solution of equation (L2) is stable, if f'(u) € L},.(), holds

(1.5) /Q Fe, (Vu)Fe, (V) ba, $a; + F(V) Feye; (V) b0, — f'(w)p?dz >0,

for all g € CL(Q2).

Here we provide some properties and definitions related to the operator Q. Let F° be the support function
of K :={z € RN : F(x) < 1} which is defined by

FO(2) = sup (2, €).
EEK
We denote B,.(xg) := {z € RN : F(z — z0) < r} a Wulff ball of radius r with center at z¢, for convenience,
we will use this notation B,.(x¢) throughout the paper. Denote ko = |B1(z)|, where |B;(x¢)| is the Lebesgue

measure of Bi(xg). By the assumptions on F, one can see that the following properties hold. Some of these
are discussed in detail in [22, [32).

Theorem A. We have the following properties:
(1) |F(z) = F(y)| < F(z +y) < F(z) + F(y);
(2) [VF(x)| < C for any x # 0;
(3) (&, VF(€)) = F(§), (&, VF(x)) = FO(x) for any x #0, £ # 0;
(4) X001 Fee, (€)€; =0, for any i =1,2,--- N;
(5) F(VF%(z)) =1, FO(VF(x)) =1;
(6) Fe, () = sgn(t)Fe,(€);
(7) FO(2)F¢(VF(2)) = x.

Let €2 be a bounded domain. Here we provide the definition of Hausdorff dimension and singular set, see
2d).

Definition 1.3. Let A be a subset of RN, 0< s < o0 and 0 < § < co. Set

Hj :=inf Za(s) (dmgzcj

Jj=1

) ‘A C U2, Cy, diamCy <35 ),

where a(s) = F(Tﬁr—il)’ 0 < s < oo andT'(s) is the I'-function. Let H® be the s-dimensional Hausdor(f measure
2
that is defined as

H?(A) := lim Hj(A) = sup Hj (A).
6—0 §>0

The Hausdorff dimension of a set A C RY is defined as
Hyim(A) :=inf{0 < s < co|H*(A) = 0}.

Here is the definition of the singular set S, see [34].
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Definition 1.4. The singular set S of a solution u contain those point where in any neighborhood of this
point u is not bounded, its complement is the reqular set of u.

Here is our main result addressing partial regularity of solutions of (ILT).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that for all x,y € RV,

1.6 Fo), FO(y)) = — 0¥
If u is a stable weak solution of (L) with Q@ C RN, where Q is a bounded domain, then the Hausdorff
dimension of the singular set S does not exceed N — 10.

When F(§) = |¢], for the Laplacian operator, Da Lio ﬂﬂ] proved that the Hausdorff dimension of singular
set of stable solution is at most 1 in dimension N = 3. Wang m, @] extended this result to higher
dimensions, and showed that the Hausdorff dimension does not exceed N — 10.

We now consider € to the entire space RY. Here we list our main results for such domains. The first
result is a Liouville theorem for stable solutions.

Theorem 1.2. If N < 10, then there is no stable solution of equation (I1l).
The following is the Liouville theorem for finite Morse index solution.

Theorem 1.3. For 3 < N < 9, under the assumption of (L8), then equation [I1]) does not admit any
solution stable outside a compact set of RV, If N = 2, then

1
(1.7) u(z) = —2log(1 + g/\QFO(x —x0)?) + 2log A,
for some A\ > 0 and zo € R?, is stable outside a compact set of R? of (I.1).

When F(¢) = |¢], Farina in [1§] proved an analogues of Theorem 2 Dancer and Farina in [12,[13] proved
a counterpart of Theorem [[L3l The methods applied in here are the Moser iteration arguments developed in
this context by Crandall and Rabinowitz m]

For power-type nonlinearities, we prove the following Liouville theorem for for stable solutions of (2I).
This is a counterpart of Theorem
Theorem 1.4. The equation (L2) does not admit positive weak stable solution if

(1) f(u) =uP forp>3 and N < % Vfi_p_Q.
6p+4+/p2+p+2
p+1 ’

When F(¢) = [¢], the above result is given by Farina in [17] and Esposito et al. in [15, [16] for Part (i)
and Part (ii), respectively.

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2l we first recall a well-known sharp anisotropic Hardy’s
inequality. Then, we prove certain integral estimates using Moser iteration arguments. All of these inequal-
ities are essential tools in next sections. In Section Bl we prove the partial regularity result, i.e., Theorem
[Tl In Section [ we prove Liouville theorems for stable solutions and for finite Moser index solutions, i.e.,
Theorem [[.2] Theorem and Theorem [[L4l In addition, we also show the existence of the finite Moser
index solutions. In the last Section Bl we discuss monotonicity formulas which are of independent interests
in this context.

(ii) f(u)=—u"P forp> % and N <

2. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES

In this section, we provide some essential elliptic estimates and inequalities needed to establish our main
results. We start with the following sharp anisotropic Hardy inequality, given in Hﬂ]

Proposition 2.1. Assume 1 <s < N or s> N, let Q be a domain in RN. Then the following inequality

‘Ns_s SA(FLS?:»SMS/Q e

holds true for any p € C°(Q) if 1 < s < N, and for any ¢ € C(Q\ {0}) if s > N.
3
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We now prove some integral estimates for stable solutions. The methods and ideas are inspired by Moser
iteration arguments given in ﬂE, ﬂ, @] and references therein.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that N > 2 and Q is a domain (possibly unbounded) of RYN. Let u be a stable
weak solution of (L2).

(1) If f(u) = e" then for any integer m > 10 and any o € (0,4), we have

(2.1) /e(““)“med:v < c/ (Vo + V4T da.
Q Q
(i1) If f(u) = uP with p > 3, then for any integer m > 47”7?);&)_2 andp—+/p* —p < a < p++/p?—p,
we have
2a+p—1
(2.2) /up+2a—1¢2md:c < c/ (|v¢|% +|v¢|ﬁ) " e
Q Q
(i) If f(u) = —u™P with p > %, then for any integer m > max{ Spt? 5 fjﬂ)ﬂ, Optd pf;+p+2} and
1< a<p++/p?+p, we have
204+p+1
23) / Pl gy < O / (1vg17 + vp17) " aw
Q Q
Here, v is a test function v € C}(Q) satisfying 0 <1 <1 in Q.
Proof. (i) If f(u) =¢€“, for any o € (0,4) and any k > 0, we set
e%t, if t<k
ai(t) = N
(1) [%(t—k)+1]67k, it t >k
and
(1) e, if t<k
U7 Jalt — k) £ 1ok, i t> k.
Simple calculations yields
«
(2.4) aj(t) > by(t),  (aj,(t)? = 700,
and
(2.5) (ar (1) 2 (ak(®) < cre™,  (ar(t))” < e, (b,(0) 7 (0r(1))? < cpe™,

for some positive constant ¢; and ¢y which depends only on a. For any ¢ € C1(€), take by(u)$? as the test
function, multiply (L2]) and integrate by parts, it follows from Theorem A, we have

/Q —div(F(Vu)Fe(Vu))by (u)p*dx

=/ - a_(F(Vu)ng(Vu))bk(u)qSde
o Oz

- / F (V) Fe, (V)b (g, 8 + (V) Fe, (V)i (u) 206, de
Q
— [ PVl )6 + F(Va)Fe (Tu)buw)266s,ds
Q
= / e“by(u)p*da.
Q
It follows that

F2(Vu)b),(u)¢?dr < 20/ F(Vu)bk(u)|¢||v¢|d:c+/ by, (u)p*dz,
Q Q

4
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by the Cauchy inequality, we have

(2.6) /S2F2(vu)b;(u)¢2dxg 20

1
m ‘/Q(b;g(u))_lbi(u)|v¢|2dx+ T 5Ce /Qeubk(u)¢2d$.

Since u is stable solution of equation (L2)), hence, for any ¢ € C}(2) we have

(2.7) / Fe, (Vu)Fe, (V) g, 0z, + F(VU) Fee, (V) a0, — €"p*da > 0.
Q

Take ¢ = ap(u)¢, easy to check p,, = aj.(u)ug, ¢ + ar(u)ps,, using Theorem A and Cauchy inequality, we
have

/Q Ffz‘ (vu)Fﬁg (VU)S%Z P, dx
= /Q Fe, (Vu)Fe, (Vu)(a),(w)ue, ¢ + ar(u)da, ) (ay, (wue, ¢ + ar(u)da, )dz

(2.8) < /Q(l +2Ce1)F2(Vu)(a},(u))?¢? + (C* + %)(ak(u))2|v¢|2da@,

/QF(VU‘)F&SJ (VU)S%A%]dUC
= [ (V0P (F0) 00,6+ 0 0)6) )t + 0 (0),
— [ PV e (00w, dn < A [ F(Tu)(an(w))*( V6P da

Q Q

4
(2:9) < nex [ P a0+ 2 [ ) ey T

Combine (24), (Z1), 26), 1), (Z8) and (Z3) we obtain

u 242 a(l +2Ce; + Aea) u 242 A ulVol
/Qe (ak(u)) (b dx < 4(1 —205) /Qe (a:k(u)) ¢ dr + 501/Q ¢2 dx

2Ca(1 +2Ceq1 + Aes) 5 20 / o 2
[ 11— 200 o +C*+ = e |Vl dz.

Since « € (0,4), so we can choose €, €1 and 2 small enough, such that

a(l +2Ce; + Aeo)
4(1 = 2Ce)

/e( o) <;sdgc<c/2 ¢|4d +c/ |V o[2da,

where C7 and Cs are positive constants and 1ndependent of k. Then let ¥ — +o00, by Fatou’s lemma, we

have )
/ e(a-l-l u¢2 T < C / au |v¢| dr + C / au|v¢|2dw
Q

Let ¢ =™ and 0 <1 <1, by young’s inequality, we have

/6(a+1)u¢2d$:/6(a+1)u1/}2md$
Q Q
C1

< 1.

Hence, we have

Saa/ (a+1) u1/}2md + 1 (|1/}|2m 2— 2m°¢_+1|V1/)| )O“H da
Q

+Cz<€/ (et ug2m g &2 C /(|w|2m 1-2m gy |4 )a-i-l i
Q
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Since m > 10, we have 2m — 4 — 27710%r1 > (0 and we can choose € small such that

/e(a+l)uw2mdx§ C/(|V’l/1|2+ |vw|4)a+1dw'
Q Q

This completes the proof of (ZT]).
(#4) If f(u) = uP, we use the same method, for any a € (p — \/p? —p,p+ /p?> — p) and any k > 0, set

te, if t<k
an(t) = [ﬁ(t k) + 1] K0 >k
and
2ot if t<k
br(t) = {ﬁ(t — k) + 1} kot it t>k,
easy to check
2.10) (0P = b and (@n(®)F = o)
and
(211)  (ah(t) 2(ar(t) < G272, (an(0)? < Cat®™ and  (B(5) "} (bu(t)* < C5t>,

where C3, Cy and Cj are positive constant and independent of k. For any ¢ € C1(Q), take by (u)¢? as the
test function, multiple (L2) and integrate by parts, it follows from Theorem A, we have

F2(Vu)b),(u)p*dx
Q
20 o 1
(2.12) < aeme [0k B VoPds + o [ whta

Since u is a stable solution of equation ([L2)), hence for any ¢ € C}(£2), holds
(2.13) / Fe,(Vu)Fe; (Vu)pu, 0z, + F(Vu) Fee, (V) pu,pu, — puP ™ pda > 0,
Q

take ¢ = ar(u)@p, easy to see g, = a} (w)ug, @ + ar(u)¢s,, by Theorem A and Cauchy inequality, we have
p [ o) Pt
Q

< (14208 +Ae2) [ PH(V0)(ai(w)é?do

2 2C 2 2 A / -2 4|V¢|4
(2.14) +(0*+ 20 [ () 219oPdn + = [ (@hta) o) S5

It follows from (ZI0), @II), @I12), I3) and ZI4) that
p [0 anw)etds
Q
a?(1+2Ceq + Ags) /
- (20f — 1)(1 — 205) Q
2Ca(1 + 2Ceq + Aes)
(20 — 1)(1 — 2Ce)e
Since p — /p? — p < a < p+ \/p? — p, we can choose €, €1 and €5 small enough such that

a?(1 +2Ceq + Aes)
(2a—1)(1 —2Ce) °
6

4
upfl(ak(u))z(dex—FAC’g/ u2a+2%daj
€2 Q )

2C
C5+(CQ+E—)C4}/u2°‘|V¢|2d:v.
1 Q

p >



It follows that

[t < e [ weiworas+or [l
Q

where C5, Cg are positive constant and independent of k, so let & — 400, by Fatou’s lemma we have

/u2a+p—l¢2dx§06/ 2o¢|v¢| d(E—f—C / 2a+2|v¢|
Q

Since p > 3, let ¢ =¢™ and 0 < ¢ < 1, by Young’s inequality we have

/u2a+p71¢2d:p:/u2a+p71¢2md:p
Q Q
2a+p—1

Séﬁg/u&x-‘rp—lw%ndx_'_%/ |:|V1/}|21/)2m—2—2m#‘;‘71:| 1 dr

+6’7E/u2a+p—l¢2mdx+g/ |:|V1/}|41/}2m—4—2m221231:|ﬁdx.

Since m > % sz_p_Q, we have
2 2
om—d—oam—2T= g
2+p—1

This finishes the proof of (2.2).
(4i7) If f(u) = —u™P, for any « € (1,p+ /p? + p) and for any k > 0, we set

1 1
e, if n < %
ar(t) = o? 11
——(k—t)+ 1| k¢ if ->-
{(Qa—i-l)k( )+ ] N
and
ot if % < %
bk(t) = 042 (20-+1) 1 1
——(k—t)+ 1| k¢ if ->-
[(2a+1)k( )+ } P I e
easy to check
/ 2 2 / 2
(2.15) (0(0) = 5 ()] and  (ax(0)? = thi(t),
and
(2.16) |ak(0) " (an () < est™2**2, (ax())? < eat™  and |0l (8)] 7 (bk(2))? < st

where c3, ¢4 and c; are positive constant and independent of k. For any ¢ € C}(Q), take by (u)¢? as the test
function, multiple (2] and integrate by parts, it follows from Theorem A, we have

1) [ Pl < oo [ PVl + | =5 [ whnetds

Since u is stable solution of equation ([L2), hence for any ¢ € C1(£), we have

(2.18) / Fe, (V) Fe, (V) g, @0, + F(VU)Fe,e, (V) g, 0, — pu P p*da > 0.
Q
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Take ¢ = ai(u)¢p, easy to check ¢, = a) (w)uy,é + ar(u)ps,, by the Theorem A and Cauchy inequality, we
have

p / P ax(u) 2% da

< (1+2Ce; + Aey) /Q F2(Vu)(aj,(u))*¢*dz

(219) +@+ 29 [@pivopar + 2 [ @) e .
€1 Ja €2

Q ¢?
It follows from (ZT13), I6), @I7), I8) and ZTI9) that
p [0 ) et
Q

2
< [2(520;(41_ ;?f5122$i2)05 +(C? + %)04] ‘/Qu_2°‘|V¢|2dx
a?(1+42Ce; + Aey)
(2a+ 1)(1 —2C¢) /Q
Since a € (1,p+ \/p2—+p), so we can choose ¢, €; and €4 small enough such that
a?(1 +2Ceq + Aes)
(2a+1)(1 —2C¢) ~

4
u P ag(u))?p?dx + A03/ u_2a+2@dx.
€2 Q ¢

p >

Hence, we have

4
J R e
Q Q Q (b

where cg, ¢y are positive constants and independent of k, let k — +o0, by Fatou’s lemma we have
\V4 4
/ u 2Pl g dy < 06/ w2\ Ve|rdr + 07/ u_2a+24daj.
Q Q Q ¢
Let ¢ =¢™ and 0 < < 1, by Young’s inequality, we have

rp+142a

~ —9_ __2a_
/u—2a—p—1,¢2md$ < CG/(me 2 2mp+1+2a|vz/1|2) P11 dx
Q Q

p+14+2a

4 [ (iR ) S
Q

3p+24/p2+p+1 6p+4y/p2+p+2

Since m > max{ }, so we have

p+1 ’ p+3
2a
I —2 — 2m— >0,
p+ 142«
and ) )
9 —4—2m— = >,
p+ 142«
This completes the proof of ([Z3)). O

3. THE PARTIAL REGULARITY RESULT

To prove our regularity theorem, the level set method plays an important role, see @, @], in order to
use this method, let us first recall the important tools: the co-area formula and isoperimetric inequality for
anisotropic version. We define the total variation of u € BV (Q2) with respect to F' by

/ |[Vu|p := sup {/ udivedz : 0 € CHQ;RY), FO(0) < 1} .
Q Q
From this definition, the perimeter of E C € is defined as

Pp(E) := 5 IVxE|F,

8



where x g is the characteristic function of E. Then the co-area formula

[ wue = [ pettial> o

and the isoperimetric inequality
1
Pp(E) > Nkg' |E['7 7,

hold, and the equality holds if and only if F is a Wulff ball, for the proof we refer to @, ] Moreover, in

[2], we know that if u € W1(Q), then
/ |[Vulp = / F(Vu)dz,
Q Q

and the co-area formula becomes
d

—— F(Vu)dr = Pr({u > t}),
dt Jiusn

for almost every t.
Here we recall the definition of the Morrey space MP(Q)), see ﬂﬂ],

Definition 3.1. A function f € L*(Q) is said to belong to MP(Q), 1 < p < oo, if there erists a constant K

such that
/ 1 < KrNOTe),
QNB.,

for all B, C RN, with the norm
1 _1
| f ||Mp(sz):1nf{K|/ If] < KrNO=91,
oNB,

In order to prove the main result, we will need the following decay estimate of equation (ILIl). Without
loss of generality, we always assume Q = By(0) in (TI)).

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumption of (LG), there exist g > 0, r € (0,1), which depend only on the
dimension N, such that for a stable solution w of (L), if

227N/ edr < e,
B2 (0)

where € < gq, then
1
(3.1) T2_N/ e'dr < —e.
+(0) 2
Proof. By Proposition 22 let o = 1, take Q = B3(0) and ¢ = 1 in B1(0), we have
/ e?dr < / e dx < C/ e“(|Vy|? + |Vy|*)dz,
B1(0) B2(0) B3(0)

hence || e |[L2(B, (0)) < Cez. Take the decomposition v = v+ w in By (0), where

(3.2) { v_u on OB

and

(3.3) { —Qu:=—(Qu—Quw)=¢" in B(0)
v=0 on 0B(0).

9



Set = B1(0), Q, = {z € Qv >t} and p(t) = |, we have

/m e'dr = /m —(Qu — Qw)dx

V(u—w)
= F(Vu)Fe(Vu) — F(Vw)Fe¢(Vw), ————=)dS
| F ) R(T0) ~ FTw)R(Fu), i)
F2(V(u —w)) F2(Vv)
2d/ - ViS=d ds,
*Joo, [V(u—w) * Joa, V0]
where
do:inf{dx,y’X,YeRN,X;Ao,Y;Ao,X;AY},
with

dey o (FEOF(X) — FYV)R(Y), X ~Y)
o F2 (X —Y)

It is straightforward to check min{2%,1} < dy < 1, where )\; is the smallest eigenvalue of Hess(F?). By the
isoperimetric inequality, the co-area formula and the Holder inequality, we have

1 1 d F(V
Nedpt)' ™~ < Pe({v>t}) = ~ut F(Vv)dx = /69 |(VUT) ds

: ( o0 ngf)ds)é </¢99 |v1v|ds)é
(] | cvie) (-4 (1)

2
doN?kY ()%
th evdx ’

dt _ Jo, e“da -0 Jo etda
— 2 — 2"
dy do N2k p(t)> % u(t)> =~

Integrating the above inequality over (i, |€|), we have

[N

It follows that

—p(t) =

and hence

e q

W <Clle e [ s
wo SN

1 1
<C|e" —_— |-
=l v (ul—% |Q|1—%>

Using the co-area formula again, we have
0o |92]
Jvae= [ "o =uenar= [ et
Q 0 0

1] 1 1
< C “ — — —— | d
=/ ” € HLI(Q) (‘ul_z% |Q|1_137) H

< CIQF || e || pra)< Ce.

Hence, we have || v || L1, (o))< Ce and || e || 12(B, (0)) < Cez, by the elliptic estimate, we have || v lw22(B,0)<

Cez, then it follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem, we get || v ||L13N4 " (0))§ Cez, by interpolation
- 1

inequality between L? space, we have

4
v =l v |I;5; v || Vs < Ce“,
| HLQ(BI(O)) [ HLl(Bl(O))” HLJ\?L(BI(O))_

10



N+8
2N+8

where o = > %, then by interpolation inequality between Sobolev space, we get
1ig 1 C1l(g_1
| Vo2, 0p< C (54( 2) || V2 ||2(py(0)) +7 572 || v ||L2(Bl(0))) < CeP,

where 3 > % depends only on N, it follows from the above inequality, we get
/ ve'dr = / —vQudx < do/ F%(Vv)dx
B1(0) B1(0) B1(0)
< don/ |Vo|2dz < Ce?P.
B1(0)
We decompose the estimate of 72~ fBT(O) e"dz into two parts: {v < &7} and {v > 7}, where y = $(24—-1) >
0. Since Quw = 0, we have

Q(e") = e F*(Vw) >0,

under the assumption of (), we have the mean-value inequality, see [22],

ew() < 1N / ew(z)dx,
koT By (y)

for all B,(y) C B1(0). For r € (0, 3), for any « € B,(0) we have Bi(z) C B1(0), hence,

TfN/ eVdr < 2N/ eVdr < 2N/ e'dx.
B;-(0) B1(0) B1(0)

7“27N/ edx < rsz/ e eV dx
B, (0)n{v<e7} B, (0)N{v<e7}

<p2eslp N / eVdx
B,(0)

< oNp2ee” / edr < Crle.
B1(0)

It follows that

For the second part,

T27N/ edx < ’I“27N/ ie“da:
B, (0)n{v>e7} B, (0)n{v<er} €7

< g2 / ve'dr
B,(0)

< Or?Ng28-7,
Hence, we have
2N / edr < Or’e + CT27N£2577,

B.(0)

note that 26 — v > 1, we can choose r small enough, then £y small enough, such that for any ¢ < ¢, holds
1

Orie 4+ Cri N2 < &

we obtain the conclusion. 0

It follows from the above decay estimate Lemma 3.l and the priori estimate in Morrey space, we have the
following e-regularity theorem.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of (Lf), suppose u is a stable weak solution of (I1l), if there exist

€g > 0 such that
/ edr <eg,
B1(0)

11



where € < gq, then
sup u < oQ.
B%(O)

Proof. We choose g¢ small, such that for any y € B 1 (0), holds

2N72/ eu S E,
B%(y)

thus we can use Lemma B.I] by a standard induction, we get 39 > 0 and r < % such that Vy € B% (0), holds

/ edr < CrN72+5,
By-(y)

this implies e € M 225 . Take the decomposition u = v + w, where

—Qw=0 in B%(O)
(3.0 { S
and
(3.5) { —Qu:=—(Qu—Quw)=¢€" in B1(0)
v=0 on BB%(O),

from the elliptic estimate, we can get w is bounded in B 1 (0). Next, to estimate v, we also use the level set
method. Denote 2 = B1(0), set Q¢ = {z € Qv >t} and p(t) = [/, we have

2
/ edr = | —Qudx = / FOvo B (v ~las — [ £V g
Q2 Q IoN ' Vo

IoN |Vl 7

by the isoperimetric inequality, the co-area formula and Holder’s inequality, we have

d
dt Q.

2 1/2 1/2
:/ F(Vv)dsg( F(Vv)ds) (/ 1 dS)
a0, |V a0, |Vl 29, |V

-(/ | cvie) RN

2/N 2-2/N
N2I<JO/ T /

Neg/N u@) =N < Pp(9y) = F(Vo)dz

It follows that

() =

th evdx
Hence
11
ugd pooT et e,
Ldt ot M) o T @)
dp — N2l$§/Np,(t)2_2/N - pu2—2/N - i

Integrating the above inequality over (i, |€|), we have

o e Il g
t(u) < / o———s
N

o
5
S$'TN

—_

w ra rs
S U Ny g (1917 = %) <o

This inequality implies that || v || ze(q)< oo. Thus we get u is bounded in B (0). O

Now, we prove our main partial regularity result.
12



Proof of Theorem[I1l The equation (L)) is invariant under the rescaling
u"(x) = u(ra) + 2logr,
from (21I), we know that ¥p € (1,5), 3C' > 0 such that

/ et < opN =P,

B, (x)

r2p_N/ eP < e,
()

/ eV Wy < e.
Bl (:E)

Therefore, it follows from Lemma B2 we have u”(y) is bounded in B 1 (2), this implies that u is bounded in
Bz (). Thus, for any z € S and r > 0, we have

r2p_N/ eP" > ¢,
B, (x)

From the Besicovitch covering Lemma, see @], we have

HYN=2(8) = 0.

Hence, if

by Holder’s inequality, we have

Since p is arbitrary in (1,5), we complete the proof. O

4. THE LIOUVILLE THEOREMS

In this section, we are mainly devoted to the proof of Liouville theorem for stable solutions and finite
Morse index solutions.

Proof of Theorem[L.2. By contradiction, suppose u is the stable solution of equation ([LI]). Proposition 2.2]
tell us that we can fix an integer m > 10, and choose « € (0, 4) such that N —2(a+1) < 0, for every x € RY

consider the function ¢g(z) = QS(FOéI)), where ¢ € C1(R) satisfy 0 < ¢ < 1 everywhere on R and

1, it |t <1
t) =
o(t) 0, if [tf>2.

For every R > 0, we have
/ 6(a+1)ud.’II < 5'RN—2(O(+1)7
Br(0)

where C is a positive constant independent on R. Letting R — +o00, we obtain f]RN eletDudy = 0, a
contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem [1.4] Similarly, we can also fix m and choose « such that

[ i
RN

[ wrmano
]RN

we obtain the contradiction. O

and

Proof of Theorem [, When N = 2, without loss of generality, take 2z = 0. We observe that there exists
R = R(\) > 1 such that
1
T 4FO0(2)2 In?(FO(x))’
13

u(z)

e



for FO(z) > R. Tt is straightforward to see that v(z) = In? (F°(z)) solves quasi-linear equation

—Qu = L v
C4FO(2)2In*(FO(z))
For any ¢ € C2°(R?\ Bg), we have
T2 1 2
/RQ\BR Fe(Vo) - Vel TR (P ” =0

From the properties of F, once can see that Fe(Vv) = —F¢(Vu). So, we have

2
/ |Fe(Vu) - Vo> + > F(Vu)Fee, (V) bu, b, — €"¢*dz > 0,
R2\Br Q=1

where we used the definition of stable solution.

We now prove nonexistence of stable outside a compact set solutions of RY when 3 < N < 9. By
contradiction, we assume wu is a solution of (L)) which is stable outside a compact set of RY. In order to
get the contradiction, we will split it into four steps.

Step 1. There exists Ryg = Ro(u) > 0 such that

(a) for any o € (0,4) and r > Ro + 3 there exist positive constant A and B depending on o, N and Ry
but not r, holds

(4.1) / eletDugy < A 4 gpV—2(a+l)
Br:\BRrg+2
(b) For any Bar(y) C {x € RN : FO(x) > Ry} and o € (0,4), we have
(42) / 6(a+1)udl‘ < CRN—Q(oH-l)’
B2r(y)

where C' is a positive constant depending on o, N and Ry but not on R and y.

Since u is stable outside a compact set of R, there exist Ry > 0 such that proposition holds true with
Q = RV \ Bg,(0), we fix m = 10, and for every r > Ry + 3, we consider the following test function
& € CHRY)

Or, (F° () e B
&r(z) = ¢<@> if 2€RY\ Bgryis,

where ¢ is defined in the Proof of Theorem [ 2 and for s > 0, 0, satisfying 8, € C}(R), 0 < 6, < 1 everywhere
on R and
oG 0, if [t <s+1
o(8) = 1, if |t >s+2.
It follows from Proposition that

/ e(O‘H)“d;vg/e(o‘H)“d:E
BT\BR0+2 Q

< [ (Vg vel i
Q
< Ci(a, N, Og,) + Caola, N, g)rN =2+,

hence the inequality ([4.1]) holds.

The integral estimate ([A2) is obtained in the same way by using the test functions ¥g ,(x) = ¢(
in Proposition

FO(z—
(R y))

14



Step 2. There exist n > 0 and Ry = Ry(N,n,u) > Ry such that

(4.3) / e Udy < ER
RN\Bp,

Let ay := &2 € (0,4), for r > Ry + 3, by (@) we have

/ e2Udy < / elartDugy < A4 BTN72(0‘1+1),
B, \BRrg+2 B, \BRrg+2

let » — oo, then we obtain the result.
Step 8. The following asymptotic limit holds,

lim  FO(z)%e® = 0.

FO(z)—o00
Set & = &, we observe that s~ € (1,5). Since 3 < N < 9, there exist oy = az(N) € (0,4) such that
as+ 1= % Next we fix 7 > 0 and observe that w = e* satisfies
—Quw—c"w<0 in Baogr(y).

Applying Harnack’s inequality, see @], for positive solutions of the quasi-linear equation

vz

—Quw = e"w,
we have, for any ¢t > 1

_N
(4.4) | w |l (Brun< CR™™ || wllLt(Bor(v)):

where C' is a positive constant depending on N and R® || e || In order to apply the above

L= (Ban(y)’
result, we consider point y € R such that FO(y) > 10R; and set R = F4(y), t=12% >1, hence Ry > Ry is
defined by step 2. this choose yields

Bsr(y) C {z € RN : F(z) > Ry},

N
2

N
/ e?%dr <n7,
{FO(z)>R1}

2—¢
N 2—¢

R e*| v

— R / ele2tugy | < R° [CRN*Q(‘”“) < (.
L2-=(B2r(y)) Bar(y) - :

Step 4. In this step, we complete the proof. Let v(r) = W faB udS, then

oy L / z
v (T‘) - NIQ()TN71 BBT<VU7 T>dsu

by the assumption of (LH), we have (Vu,z) = F(Vu)(F¢(Vu), F{(z))F°(z) and FO(z) = r, v = F{(x) on
0B, integration by parts

and

N
My = b / 5= L
v'(r) = NV T Jop ;F(Vu)ng (Vu)rdS = NorV T Qudz.

Then

1 1
/ u
) = R /B ~Qude = /B e

1 o
1 at1 at+1
a+1)u
= NrorN-1 (/Te( ) d:Z?> (/de) =

r2e? ™) > O,

e

It follows that

By Jensen’s inequality, we have
15



2
@) = e 2 s

this is a contradiction. O

/ e'dS > r2ev(r) > Cr,
9B,

Here, we classify stable outside a compact set of RN if f(u) = u? with p = Z+2. When F(£) = [¢],
for the Laplacian operator, such classification is established by Farina in ﬂﬂ For the quasilinear setting,

Ciraolo-Figalli-Roncoroni in [7] studied [[Z) for f(u) = uP with the critical exponent.
Theorem 4.1. If f(u) = u? with the critical exponent p = N“

solution of (I2) in RN if and only if

() = ()\\/7—2>

A2 4 FO(x — x0)?

then u s a stable outside a compact set

for some A > 0 and zo € RY.
Proof. Tt is discussed in [7] that any positive weak solutions of equation ([[J) are radial and the form is

@ < M/N(N —2) )NQQ
UNT) = y

A2+ FO(x — x)?

for some A > 0 and 2o € RY. Next, we will claim that u,(z) is stable outside a compact set. Assume zo = 0,
we observe that pluy(z)|P~1 = O((F°(x))~%) as F°(z) — oo, therefore, we can find Ry > 0 such that for any
F%(z) > Ry we have
_ N —2)? _
()t < 2 (o))

From Theorem A, we have F¢(Vuy) = Hence

ok
/ Fe,(Vua)Fe, (Vn)bo, 6o, + F(Vur) Fe¢, (Vua) o, ¢0, — pus ' ¢*d
Q

Z/Ffi(vu)\>FEj(vu)\)¢mi¢m]‘ —pu§_1¢2da:
Q

2
_ L . _ p—1 2d
2
T (N —-2)2 ¢
> [ |2 vl -2 P _gp>o0
> |7 v - S mapte 20
the last inequality follows by Proposition 2.J] with s = 2. The desired result is proved. O

5. MONOTONICITY FORMULAS

Here we state the following monotonicity formulas for the equation (2] with f(u) is exponential-type
and power-type nonlinearities. For the isotropic case, the following result (¢) is given in E and (i¢) and

(iii) are given by [29] and [25], respectively.

Theorem 5.1. Let u € Hllof (RN) be a weak solution of (I3), for xo € RN and A > 0, under the assumption
of (L.4).
(i) If f(u) =€ and assume that e* € L} (RN) we define

(5.1) B(u,zo,)\) := \>7" / —F(vu) —e"dx + 2)\1‘"/ (u + 2log \)dS,
BX(I()) 2 aB)\(:Eo)

then E(u,zo,\) is a nondecreasing function of \.
16



(ii) If f(u) = uP, and u € LETY(RN) we define

loc

2p+2 1 1 1 p+3
(5.2) Eq(u,x0,A) := A71 7"/ ~F(Vu)? — uPdz + )\ﬁfn/ u?(z)dS,
Bx(z0) 2 p+1 p—1 OB (o)
then Eq(u, o, \) is a nondecreasing function of \.
(iil) If f(u) = —u=P, and u'~P € L}, (RY) we define
2p—2 1 1 1 p=3
(5.3) Es(u, g, \) := A»F1 7"/ —F(Vu)?® + u'Pdr — )\mfn/ u?(z)dS,
Bx(z0) 2 L=p p+1 9Bx(z0)

then Es(u, o, ) is a nondecreasing function of \.

Proof. (i) For f(u) = e, define

E\) = X"*”/ 1F(vu)2 — e"dux.
Bx(z0)
Set u*(z) = u(\zx) + 2log \, then we have

1
E(\) =\ / ~F(Vu)? — edx
B (zo0) 2

1
= )\2‘"/ [SF(Vut)? — e ]Am2dy
Bi(zo) 2
1
= / ~F(Vut)? — e dy.
Bi(zo)
It follows from Theorem A and (L6), we have

d B A y d our o dut

N A\ du?
= F(Vu*)Fe, (Vu)——v;dS
OB (x0) dA

Define

E(u, 9, \) := \*7" / lF(Vu)2 —e"dx + 2)\17”/ (u+ 2log A\)dS,
OB (z0)

Bx(zo)
therefore, we have

d
—E(u,z9,A) > 0.

dX
(i) If f(u) =uP, then
2042y 1 5 1 11
Ei(N\) == A»r1 —F*(Vu) — uPT d.
By (z0) 2 p+1
Set uy(z) = AT u(Az), we know that
1
Ei()) = ~F*(V - P dy.
=[P - e
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Hence, it follows from Theorem A and (LGl), we have

d d Oux(y) duy(y)
—Fi()\) = F Fe, e p d
PO = [ P F (Tur(0) g 7 a0 Ty
_ A(y)
= F(Vua(y)) Fe,(Vua(y)) — 3= vidS
OB1(z0)
du
= / (Vur(y), y) (;;y) ds
OB1(z0)
duy(y 2 dux(y
:/ [ d)(\) — W) dA()dS
OB1(z0) p
B (o) dA P — 1 dA
Define
Bi(wao N i= [ SFYn@) - mqn@r s [ —d)as
Y Bi(z0) 2 p+1 9By (zo) P — 1
= )xzppjﬁ_N/ 1FQ(VU) - uPdx + ! AT / u?(z)dS.
Bx(z0) p+1 p—1 OB (o)
Therefore, we have
d
aEl(UaIOJ\) Z 0.
(7i1) Let f(u) = —u~P, then
() = A—Q(flf)*N/ Lp2 () + Lyt r
By (x0) 2 1—p
Set uy(z) = AT u(Az), we know that
1
B = [ SPATn@) + )
B1(z0) -D
Hence, it follows from Theorem A and (LGl), we have
d d Oux(y) _,dux(y)
—Fsr(\) = F Fe, — p d
PO = [ BT P (Tur ) g5 )y
_ A(y)
= F(Vux(y))Fe,(Vux(y)) vidsS
aBl(LEo) dA
du
= [ v eas
OB1(z0)
dux(y) | 2 du(y)
= — as
9B (z0) d\ p+ 1 dA
Define
Es(u, o, A) : :/ le(VUA(y)) - UA(y)lfpdy—/ Lui(y)ds
5 ) By (20) 1 -p 9B (z0) p +1
= AP _N/ lFQ(VU) + u'Pdx — L/\1_N_ﬁ u?(z)dS.
Bix(zo0) 2 L=p p+1 9Bx(z0)

Therefore, we have

d
aEQ(uu Zo, )\) 2 07

This completes the proof.
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