
ar
X

iv
:2

10
1.

10
02

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
A

] 
 2

5 
Ja

n 
20

21

ON A CONJECTURE OF BAHRI-XU

HONG CHEN, JIANQUAN GE, KAI JIA, AND ZHIQIN LU

Abstract. In order to study the Yamabe changing-sign problem, Bahri and Xu

proposed a conjecture which is a universal inequality for p points in R
m. They have

verified the conjecture for p ≤ 3. In this paper, we first simplify this conjecture

by giving two sufficient and necessary conditions inductively. Then we prove the

conjecture for the basic case m = 1 with arbitrary p. In addition, for the cases when

p = 4, 5 and m ≥ 2, we manage to reduce them to the basic case m = 1 and thus

prove them as well.

1. Introduction

In the study of Yamabe problem on S3, we consider a semi-linear equation

(1.1) ∆R3u+ u5 = 0, u > 0.

It is well known that

δ(a, λ) =
c
√
λ

(1 + λ2|x− a|2)1/2
for any real number λ and vector a ∈ R

3 (with appropriate constant c) is a solution to

the above equation. Moreover, for λi large enough, the combinations
∑p

i=1 δ(ai, λi) are

almost solutions to the equation.

From PDE point of view, it would be interesting to study Equation (1.1) without

the positivity assumption on u as well. In the book [1], Bahri and Xu introduced

the problem of studying the Morse Lemma at infinity. Morse Lemma is interesting

in this situation because even for positive solutions, Equation (1.1) is a variational

problem with defects. In order to study these defects, in [1], the following question was

introduced.

We consider the functional J(u) defined by

J(u) =

(
∫

R3

u6 dx

)−1
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on the space

Σ = {w |
∫

R3

(|∇w|2 + w6)dx < ∞,

∫

R3

|∇w|2 dx = 1}.

Let w̄1, · · · , w̄p be p (possibly sign changing) solutions of (1.1). Let a1, · · · , ap ∈ R
3

be p points. Let λ1, · · · , λp > 0 be very large numbers. We wish to establish a formula

for the functional J that corresponds to the following linear combination
p
∑

i=1

αi

√

λiw̄i(λi(x− ai))

of solutions. More precisely, we wish to establish an asymptotic expansion of the

following

J





p
∑

i=1

αi

√

λiw̄i(λi(x− ai)) + v



 ,

where αi are constants and v is a function satisfying Condition (Vo) in [1, Page 3].

In order to establish such an asymptotic expansion, Bahri and Xu made two ad-

ditional assumptions (conjectures), one of which is purely linear algebraic, and can be

stated as follows

Conjecture 1.1. Let x1, . . . , xp (p ≥ 2) be distinct vectors in R
m. Then there is a

positive constant c = c(p,m) depending only on p and m, such that

|AU |2 + sup
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

UT

(

∂A

∂xi

)

U

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c(p,m)
∑

i,j
j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

(1.2)

for any U =
(

u1, . . . , up
)T ∈ R

p, where A = (aij)1≤i,j≤p is a p× p matrix with entries

aij =







0, i = j

1
|xi−xj |

, i 6= j

that is,

A =















0 1
|x1−x2|

· · · 1
|x1−xp|

1
|x2−x1|

0 · · · 1
|x2−xp|

...
...

. . .
...

1
|xp−x1|

1
|xp−x2|

· · · 0















,

and

∂A

∂xk
=

(

∂aij
∂xk

)

1≤i,j≤p

is a vector-valued p× p matrix.
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Equivalently, (1.2) can be rewritten as

∑

1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c(p,m)
∑

i,j
j 6=i

u2j

|xi − xj|2
.(1.3)

Let I1, I2 denote the two hands of (1.3):

I1 =
∑

1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

I2 =
∑

i,j
j 6=i

u2j

|xi − xj |2
.

Remark 1. The conjecture was stated in [1, page 4, Conjecture 2], where m = 3.

We extend the conjecture from 3 dimensional to arbitrary dimensional. We found that

even in the case m = 1, that is, when all xi are real numbers instead of vectors, the

conjecture is still interesting and open.

Remark 2. Due to the symmetries of (1.3), we only need to consider the conjecture

for m ≤ p − 1. In fact, if m ≥ p, we may assume that x1, . . . , xp lie in R
p−1 →֒ R

m

since any p points in R
m must lie in some affine subspace of dimension p− 1 and (1.3)

is invariant under ambient similarities of Rm.

The main purpose of this paper is to study Conjecture 1.1. If p = 2, then |AU |2 =
u2
1+u2

2

|x1−x2|
2 = I2, and thus the conjecture is valid for c(p,m) = 1.

In [2], Xu proved the case p = m = 3. By the above remark, Xu’s result actually

implies the cases of p = 3 with arbitrary m.

From now on, we are only concerned with p ≥ 4.

In this paper, we shall prove some equivalent conditions for Conjecture 1.1, see

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In addition, we shall prove the conjecture in some special cases,

namely, the basic case m = 1 with arbitrary p; and p = 4, 5 with arbitrary m.

In Section 2 we give the following equivalent characterization for Conjecture 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let p0 ≥ 4. Conjecture 1.1 holds for any 4 ≤ p ≤ p0, if and only if for

any 4 ≤ p ≤ p0 and distinct x1, . . . , xp ∈ R
m, the equations

∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p,(1.4)

and,

ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p,(1.5)
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about u1, . . . , up have NO non-zero solution.

In Section 3 we firstly prove the following simplified equivalent conditions, using

which we then prove the special cases mentioned before.

Theorem 1.2. Let p0 ≥ 4. Conjecture 1.1 holds for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0, if and only if for

4 ≤ p ≤ p0, given any distinct y1, . . . , yp ∈ S
m, the equations

∑

j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.6)

for v1, . . . , vp have NO non-zero solution.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 by induction on p0. Assuming that Conjec-

ture 1.1 holds for p ≤ p0 − 1 (p0 ≥ 4), we shall consider the equivalence when p = p0.

The difficulty lies in the analysis when there are singularities, namely, one or more

pairs of vectors with distance |xi − xj| going to zero or infinity. This would be also

an obstacle if one tried to prove the equivalence by contradiction. Hence from the

inductive viewpoint, we treat with these two cases of singularities in Lemmas 2.2 and

2.1 separately.

First, observe that the inequality is homogeneous with respect to x1, . . . , xp. Thus,

without loss of generality, we may assume that |x1 − x2| = min
i 6=j

|xi − xj| = 1, and

1 = |x1 − x2| ≤ |x1 − x3| ≤ · · · ≤ |x1 − xp|.

The following Lemma 2.1 deals with unbounded cases.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that Conjecture 1.1 holds for p ≤ p0 − 1. When p = p0 ≥ 4,

let 2 ≤ s ≤ p − 2. For any β1, . . . , βs−1 ≥ 1, there exists Ms > 0, such that for any

x1, . . . , xs satisfying

|x1 − xi+1| ≤ βi, 1 ≤ i ≤ s− 1,(⋆)

Conjecture 1.1 holds if |x1 − xs+1| > Ms.

Proof. Fix any β1, . . . , βs−1 ≥ 1, then |x1 − xi+1| ≤ βi, for i = 1, 2, . . . , s − 1. Let α =

βs−1, then 1 ≤ |x1 − xs| ≤ α. In this proof, we consider only the case |x1 − xs+1| ≥ 2α.
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Firstly, we give some important inequalities that would be useful in the following

proof. For j ≤ s, i ≥ s+ 1,

|xi − xj | ≥ |x1 − xi| − |x1 − xj|
≥ 2α− |x1 − xj|
≥ 2|x1 − xj | − |x1 − xj|
= |x1 − xj|;(2.1)

|xi − xs+1| ≤ |xi − x1|+ |x1 − xs+1|
≤ 2|xi − x1|
≤ 2|xi − xj|+ 2|xj − x1|
≤ 4|xi − xj|;(2.2)

|xj − xs+1| ≤ 5|xi − xj|.(2.3)

Now, we deal with I1. Since (a+ 2b)2 = a2+4ab+4b2 = 2[(a+b)2−(a2/2−b2)] ≥ 0,

we have

∑

1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥
∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ 1

2

∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j≤s+1

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

−
∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.(2.4)

Since

sup
i≤s+1

|ai + bi| ≥ |ak + bk| ≥ |ak| − |bk| ≥ |ak| − sup
i≤s+1

|bi|, ∀k ≤ s+ 1,

we have

sup
i≤s+1

|ai + bi| ≥ sup
i≤s+1

|ai| − sup
i≤s+1

|bi|.

Thus,

2 sup
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j≤s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

− 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j>s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.(2.5)
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By (2.4) and (2.5), we have

I1 ≥
1

2

∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j≤s+1

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j≤s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j>s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Since s + 1 ≤ p − 1, by the inductive assumption, there exists constant c1 =

c1(p,m) > 0, such that

I1 ≥ c1
∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

−
∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j>s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.(2.6)

Consider the middle term in (2.6), by the special case of the power means inequal-

ity, we have

1

p− s− 1

∑

j>s+1

uj
|xi − xj |

≤

√

√

√

√

1

p− s− 1

∑

j>s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

,

thus,

∑

i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ (p− s− 1)
∑

j>s+1,i≤s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

.(2.7)

Consider the last term in (2.6). When i = s+ 1, then

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

us+1
xs+1 − xj
|xs+1 − xj|3

uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

j>s+1

2|us+1uj |
|xs+1 − xj|2

≤
∑

j>s+1

u2s+1

|xs+1 − xj|2
+
∑

j>s+1

u2j
|xs+1 − xj |2

.(2.8)

When i ≤ s, since |xi − xj| ≥ 1,

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s+1

ui
xi − xj
|xi − xj|3

uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

j>s+1

2|uiuj |
|xi − xj |2

≤
∑

j>s+1

2|ui||uj |
|xi − xj |

.(2.9)

By the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means,

1

a
|ui|2 + a

|uj |2
|xi − xj |2

≥ 2|ui||uj |
|xi − xj|

,
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taking a = (p− s− 1)
2α2

c1
> 0, we get

∑

j>s+1

2|ui||uj |
|xi − xj |

≤
∑

j>s+1

1

a
u2i +

∑

j>s+1

a
u2j

|xi − xj|2
≤ c1

2α2
u2i + a

∑

j>s+1,i≤s

u2j
|xi − xj |2

.

(2.10)

Now take i0 : 1 ≤ i0 ≤ s, such that u2i0 = max1≤i≤s u
2
i . If i0 = 1, we take the term

i = 2, j = 1 in the sum 1
2c1
∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2
j

|xi−xj |2
, then

1

2
c1

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

≥ c1u
2
1

2|x2 − x1|2
≥ c1

2α2
u2i0 .

If 2 ≤ i0 ≤ s, we take the term i = 1, j = i0, then

1

2
c1

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

≥
c1u

2
i0

2|xi0 − x1|2
≥ c1

2α2
u2i0 .

In either case, we have

c1
2α2

u2i0 ≤ 1

2
c1

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

(2.11)

By (2.8),(2.9),(2.10) and (2.11), the last term in (2.6) has the following upper bound:

2 sup
1≤i≤s+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j>s+1

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2
c1

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+ c2
∑

j>s+1,i≤s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

j>s+1

u2s+1

|xs+1 − xj |2
,(2.12)

where c2 = max{1, a} > 0.

By (2.6), (2.7) and (2.12), we have

I1 ≥
c1
2

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

−



(p− s− 1 + c2)
∑

j>s+1,i≤s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

j>s+1

|us+1|2
|xs+1 − xj |2





≥ c1
2

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

− c3





∑

j>s+1,i≤s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+
∑

j>s+1

u2s+1

|xs+1 − xj|2



 ,(2.13)

where c3 = max{p− s− 1 + c2, 1} = p− s− 1 + c2 ≥ 2.
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Now, consider the minus term in (2.13). Rewrite and then use inequalities (2.1),

(2.2) and (2.3):

∑

j>s+1,i≤s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

j>s+1

u2s+1

|xs+1 − xj|2

=
∑

j>s+1,i≤s

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

j>s+1,i=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+
∑

i>s+1,j=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

≤ 16
∑

j>s+1,i≤s

u2j
|xs+1 − xj|2

+
∑

j>s+1,i=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

i>s+1,j=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

= (16s + 1)
∑

j>s+1,i=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

i>s+1,j=s+1

u2j
|xi − xj |2

≤ (16s + 1)
∑

i,j≥s+1,i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj |2

.

Set c4 = (16s + 1)c3 > 0, then (2.13) becomes

I1 ≥
c1
2

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

− c4
∑

i,j≥s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

.(2.14)

By similar argument as in (2.4) and (2.5), we have

I1 ≥
1

2

∑

i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i,j>s

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j>s,j 6=i

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∑

i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2 sup
i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By the inductive assumption, there exists c5 > 0 such that

I1 ≥ c5
∑

i,j>s,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

−
∑

i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2 sup
i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.(2.15)

We claim that given any ε > 0, there exists bε ≥ 1, such that

∑

i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ εI2(2.16)

when |xi − xj | > bε for i > s, j ≤ s.
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In fact, by homogeneity we can assume |ui| ≤ 1 for all i and thus (2.16) can be

estimated as follows: the left hand is

∑

i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i>s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤s

ui
xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

i>s

(

s
∑

j≤s

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+ 2s
∑

j≤s

u2j
|xi − xj |2

)

≤ 3s(p− s+ 1)

b2ε

∑

j≤s

u2j ,

while the right hand is

I2 ≥
∑

j≤s

(

∑

i 6=j

1

|xi − xj|2
)

u2j ≥
1

4α2

∑

j≤s

u2j .

Therefore, setting

bε =

√

3s(p − s+ 1)4α2

ε
,

we get the required inequality (2.16).

By (2.15) and (2.16),

I1 ≥ c5
∑

i,j>s,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

− εI2.(2.17)

Now, let δ = c5
2c4

, then δ · (2.14) + (2.17) :

(1 + δ)I1 ≥ c1δ

2

∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+
c5
2

∑

i,j>s,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj|2

− εI2

≥ c6





∑

i,j≤s+1,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+
∑

i,j>s,j 6=i

u2j
|xi − xj |2



− εI2.(2.18)

where c6 = min
{

c1δ
2 , c52

}

> 0.

By (2.2) and (2.3),

∑

j>s+1,i≤s

u2j
|xi − xj |2

≤ 16s
∑

j>s+1

u2j
|xj − xs+1|2

≤ 16s
∑

i,j>s,i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj|2

,
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∑

j≤s,i>s+1

u2j
|xi − xj|2

≤ 25
∑

j≤s,i>s+1

u2j
|xj − xs+1|2

= 25(p − s− 1)
∑

j≤s

u2j
|xj − xs+1|2

≤ 25(p − s− 1)
∑

i,j≤s+1,i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj|2

.

Thus,

I2 ≤ (16s + 1)
∑

i,j>s

u2j
|xi − xj |2

+
(

25(p − s− 1) + 1
)

∑

i,j≤s+1,i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj |2

≤ c7





∑

i,j>s

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+
∑

i,j≤s+1,i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj |2



 ,(2.19)

where c7 = max
{

16s+ 1, 25(p − s− 1) + 1
}

> 0.

For ε =
c6
2c7

, choose Ms = Ms(ε) ≥ 2α. By (2.18) and (2.19), we have

I1 ≥
c6

2(1 + δ)c7
I2 = cI2,

where c =
c6

2(1 + δ)c7
> 0 depends only on p and m. �

Now, let s = 2 and take β1 = 1. Then by Lemma 2.1, there exists M2 > 0 such

that Conjecture 1.1 holds if (⋆) holds (automatically) and |x1 − x3| > M2. Then it

suffices to consider the case |x1 − x3| ≤ M2.

Similarly, let s = 3 and take β2 = M2. Then by Lemma 2.1, there exists M3 > 0

such that Conjecture 1.1 holds if (⋆) holds and |x1 − x4| > M3. Then it suffices to

consider the case |x1 − x4| ≤ M3.

Continuing the process repeatedly, we reach s = p − 2 and have a sequence

β1, . . . , βp−3. Again, by Lemma 2.1, there exists Mp−2 > 0 such that Conjecture 1.1

holds if (⋆) holds and |x1 − xp−1| > Mp−2. It suffices to consider the case |x1 − xp−1| ≤
Mp−2.

Therefore, from now on, we may assume that

1 ≤ |xi − xj| ≤ β, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p− 1.
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Given x1, . . . , xp−1, let c1(p,m, x1, . . . , xp−1) denote the infimum of











∑

i,j≤p−1
i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj|2

+ ũ2p











−1

×







∑

i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i,

uj
|xi − xj|

+ ũp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj
|xi − xj |3

uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣






,

where u21 + · · ·+ u2p−1 + ũ2p = 1.

Lemma 2.2. Assume Conjecture 1.1 holds for p ≤ p0−1. If c1(p,m, x1, . . . , xp−1) > 0

holds for any x1, . . . , xp−1, then Conjecture 1.1 is valid for p = p0.

Proof. Since c1(p,m, x1, . . . , xp−1) is continuous relative to x1, . . . , xp−1, there exists

positive number c1(p,m) depending only on p,m such that

c1(p,m, x1, . . . , xp−1) ≥ 2c1(p,m) > 0.

Thus,

∑

i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

+ ũp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2c1(p,m)





∑

i,j≤p−1,j 6=i

u2j

|xi − xj |2
+ ũp

2



 ,(2.20)

for u21 + · · ·+ u2p−1 + ũp
2 = 1. Let up = ũp|x1 − xp|.

Similar to the argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have

∑

i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥
∑

i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

+ ũp



+

(

up
|xi − xp|

− ũp

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ 1

2

∑

i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

+ ũp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2
∑

j≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2,(2.21)
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and

sup
i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj + ui

xi − xp

|xi − xp|3
up

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

− sup
i≤p−1

|x1 − xp|
|xi − xp|2

|ũpui|

≥ sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∑

j≤p−1

|x1 − xp|
|xi − xp|2

|ũpui|.(2.22)

Thus, by (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22),

∑

i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj
|xi − xj |3

uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 1

2

∑

i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

+ ũp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

− 2
∑

j≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2 − 2

∑

j≤p−1

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

|ũpuj |

≥ c1(p,m)





∑

i,j≤p−1,j 6=i

u2j

|xi − xj|2
+ ũp

2





−



2
∑

j≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

+ 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2 + 2

∑

j≤p−1

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

|ũpuj|



 .(2.23)

Let β′ > β + 1 > 0 be such that

β2

β′ − β
+

β2

(1− β
β′ )(β′ − β)

<
c1(p,m)

4p
, and 1− β

β′
>

1√
2
≈ 0.707.

Note that, the minus term in (2.23) can be written as

2
∑

j≤p−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2 + 2

∑

j≤p−1

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

|ũpuj |

= 2
∑

2≤j≤p−1





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2 +

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

|ũpuj |



+ 2
|ũpu1|

|x1 − xp|
.(2.24)
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Considering the case |x1 − xp| > β′, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ũp
2 +

|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

|ũpuj |

≤
(

|x1 − xp| − |xj − xp|
)2

|xj − xp|2
ũp

2 +
|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

(ũp
2 + u2j)

≤ |x1 − xj |2

|xj − xp|2
ũp

2 +
|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

ũp
2 +

|x1 − xj|2|x1 − xp|
|xj − xp|2

u2j

|x1 − xj |2

≤ β2

(β′ − β)2
ũp

2 +
|x1 − xj |2|x1 − xp|

|xp − xj|2

(

ũp
2 +

u2j

|x1 − xj |2

)

≤ β2

(β′ − β)2
ũp

2 +
|x1 − xj |2

(

1− |x1−xj |
|x1−xp|

)

(

|x1 − xp| − |x1 − xj |
)

(

ũp
2 +

u2j

|x1 − xj|2

)

≤ β2

(β′ − β)2
ũp

2 +
β2

(

1− β
β′

)

(β′ − β)

(

ũp
2 +

u2j

|x1 − xj|2

)

≤







β2

(β′ − β)2
+

β2

(

1− β
β′

)

(β′ − β)







(

ũp
2 +

u2j

|x1 − xj|2

)

,

and

|ũpu1|
|x1 − xp|

≤ 1

β′

(

ũp
2 + u21

)

=
1

β′

(

ũp
2 +

u21
|x2 − x1|

)

.

Thus,

(2.24) ≤ 2







β2

(β′ − β)2
+

β2

(

1− β
β′

)

(β′ − β)







∑

2≤j≤p−1

(

ũp
2 +

u2j

|x1 − xj |2

)

+
2

β′

(

ũp
2 +

u21
|x1 − x2|2

)

≤ 2







β2

β′ − β
+

β2

(

1− β
β′

)

(β′ − β)









(p− 2)ũp
2 +

∑

2≤j≤p−1

u2j

|x1 − xj|2





+
2β2

β′ − β

(

ũp
2 +

u21
|x1 − x2|2

)

≤ 2







β2

β′ − β
+

β2

(

1− β
β′

)

(β′ − β)






×
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(p − 1)ũp
2 +

∑

2≤j≤p−1

u2j

|x1 − xj|2
+

u21
|x1 − x2|2





≤ c1(p,m)

2p



(p − 1)ũp
2 +

∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj|2





≤ c1(p,m)

2



ũp
2 +

∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj|2



 .(2.25)

By (2.23) and (2.25),

∑

i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c1(p,m)

2





∑

i,j≤p−1,j 6=i

u2j

|xi − xj|2
+ ũp

2



 .(2.26)

Note that for 1 ≤ j ≤ p− 1,

u2j

|xp − xj |2
≤

u2j
(

|xp − x1| − |xj − x1|
)2 ≤

u2j
(β′ − β)2

≤
u2j
9β2

≤
u2j

9|x1 − xj |2
.

That is,

∑

j≤p−1

u2j

|xp − xj |2
≤
∑

j≤p−1

u2j

9|x1 − xj|2
.(2.27)

For 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,

|x1 − xp|2

|xi − xp|2
≤ |x1 − xp|2
(

|x1 − xp| − |x1 − xi|
)2 =

1
(

1− |x1−xi|
|x1−xp|

)2 ≤ 1
(

1− β
β′

)2 < 2.

Thus,

1

|xi − xp|2
≤ 2

|x1 − xp|2
, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.

Sum over i from 1 to p− 1:

∑

i≤p−1

1

|xi − xp|2
≤ 2p− 2

|x1 − xp|2

Thus,

∑

i≤p−1

u2p

|xi − xp|2
≤ 2p

u2p

|x1 − xp|2
= 2pũp

2.(2.28)
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Thus, by (2.27) and (2.28)

∑

i,j≤p,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj |2
=

∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj |2
+

∑

j≤p−1,i=p

u2j

|xp − xj|2
+

∑

i≤p−1,j=p

u2p

|xi − xp|2

≤
∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj |2
+

1

9

∑

j≤p−1

u2j

|x1 − xj |2
+ 2pũp

2

≤ 2p





∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj |2
+ ũp

2



 .(2.29)

Therefore, by (2.26) and (2.29), we have

∑

i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p,j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c1(p,m)

2





∑

i,j≤p−1,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj|2
+ ũp

2





≥ c1(p,m)

4p

∑

i,j≤p,i 6=j

u2j

|xi − xj |2
.

Thus, Conjecture 1.1 holds for |x1 − xp| > β′.

Now, consider the case |x1 − xp| ≤ β′. we have

1 ≤ |xi − xj | ≤ 2β′, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p.

Let c(p,m, x1, . . . , xp) be the infimum of










∑

i,j
i 6=j

u2j
|xi − xj|2











−1

×







∑

i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≤p,j 6=i,

uj
|xi − xj |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ui
∑

j≤p,j 6=i

xi − xj
|xi − xj |3

uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣







where u21 + . . . u2p = 1. By the continuity of c(p,m, x1, . . . , xp) relative to x1, . . . , xp, it

suffices to prove that c(p,m, x1, . . . , xp) > 0 for any x1, . . . , xp.

Argue by contradiction. Assume that c(p,m, x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for some given

x1, . . . , xp, then by the continuity relative to u1, . . . , up, there exist real numbers u1, . . . , up

satisfying u21 + · · ·+ u2p = 1 such that
∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(2.30)

ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj
|xi − xj|3

uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(2.31)
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Since the inequality is invariant under translation of x1, . . . , xp, we may assume that

xp = 0. Let

ti =
xi
|xi|2

, vi =
ui
|xi|

, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,

tp = ∞, vp = up.

Note that

|ti − tj | =
|xi − xj|
|xi||xj |

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p− 1, i 6= j.

When 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, we can rewrite (2.30) as

0 = |xi| ·
∑

j≤p,j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

=
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

vj
|ti − tj |

+ vp, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,(2.32)

that is,

∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

|ti|2 − 2〈ti, tj〉+ |tj|2
|ti − tj|3

vj + vp = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.(2.33)

Similarly, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, we can rewrite (2.31) as

0 = ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj
|xi − xj|3

uj

= ui
∑

j 6=i,j≤p−1

xi − xj
|xi − xj |3

uj + ui
xi
|xi|3

up

=
vi
|ti|

∑

j 6=i,j≤p−1

|ti|3|tj |3
|ti − tj|3

(

ti
|ti|2

− tj
|tj |2

)

vj
|tj|

+ vitivp, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,

that is,

vi
∑

j 6=i,j≤p−1

|tj|2ti − |ti|2tj
|ti − tj |3

vj + vitivp = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.(2.34)

Taking inner product with ti, we have

vi
∑

j 6=i,j≤p−1

|tj |2 − 〈ti, tj〉
|ti − tj|3

vj + vivp = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.(2.35)

Taking the calculation vi × (2.33)− 2× (2.35), we get:

vi
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

|ti|2 − |tj |2
|ti − tj|3

vj = vivp, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1(2.36)
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Taking the calculation
1

|ti|2
(ti × (2.36) + (2.34)), we get:

vi
∑

j≤p−1,j 6=i

ti − tj
|ti − tj |3

vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.(2.37)

By (2.32) and (2.37), and by the assumption that c1(p,m, x1, . . . , xp−1) > 0, we

have vi = 0,∀i = 1, . . . , p. Thus ui = 0,∀i = 1, . . . , p, which is contrary to the

assumption that u21 + · · ·+ u2p = 1. �

Before we apply Lemma 2.2, we need to define a useful transform.

Definition 1. The Kelvin transform about some point N ∈ R
m is defined as follows:

KN : x 7→ N +
x−N

‖x−N‖2 ,

where x ∈ R
m.

Proposition 2.3. Equations (1.4) and (1.5) about u1, . . . , up
∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.4)

ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.5)

are invariant under Kelvin transform.

Proof. Fix N 6= xi, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p. Let

yi = KN (xi) = N +
xi −N

|xi −N |2 , y′i = yi −N =
xi −N

|xi −N |2 , 1 ≤ i ≤ p.

Note that |y′i| = 1
|xi−N | and that

|y′i − y′j |
2
= 〈y′i − y′j, y

′
i − y′j〉

=
1

|xi −N |2|xj −N |2
(

|xi −N |2 − 2〈xi −N,xj −N〉+ |xj −N |2
)

=

(

|xi − xj|
|xi −N ||xj −N |

)2

,

thus,

|xi − xj| =
|y′i − y′j|
|y′i||y′j|

.
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(1.4) and (1.5) will be changed to:

|y′i|
∑

j 6=i

1

|y′i − y′j|
|y′j |uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(2.38)

|y′i|ui
∑

j 6=i

y′i|y′j |2 − y′j|y′i|2

|y′i − y′j|
3 |y′j |uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(2.39)

Taking the calculation uiy
′
i × (2.38) + (2.39)− 2

y′i
|y′i|

2 × 〈(2.39), y′i〉, we get:

|y′i|3ui
∑

j 6=i

y′i − y′j

|y′i − y′j|
3 |y

′
j |uj = 0(2.40)

Let vi = |y′i|ui for i = 1, . . . , p, then (2.38) and (2.40) give

∑

j 6=i

1

|yi − yj|
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(2.41)

vi
∑

j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p.(2.42)

Therefore, the equations (1.4) and (1.5) are invariant under Kelvin transform. �

Sometimes we need to send some point to infinity, e.g., N = xp. Again, let

yi = Kxp(xi) and y′i = yi − xp, namely,

yi = xp +
xi − xp

|xi − xp|2
, y′i =

xi − xp

|xi − xp|2
, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,

and yp = ∞. Then (1.4) will be changed to:

|y′i|





∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

1

|y′i − y′j|
|y′j |uj + up



 = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1(2.43)

p−1
∑

j=1

|y′j|uj = 0, i = p.(2.44)

And (1.5) will be changed to:

|y′i|ui





∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

y′i|y′j|2 − y′j|y′i|2

|y′i − y′j|
3 |y′j|uj + y′iup



 = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1(2.45)

up

p−1
∑

j=1

y′j|y′j|uj = 0, i = p.(2.46)
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By a similar argument as above, taking the calculation uiy
′
i × (2.43) + (2.45)− 2

y′i
|y′i|

2 ×
〈(2.45), y′i〉 gives

|y′i|3ui
∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

y′i − y′j

|y′i − y′j|
3 |y

′
j|uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.(2.47)

Let vi = |y′i|ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, and vp = up, then (2.43) and (2.47) give:

∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

1

|yi − yj|
vj + vp = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1

vi
∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.

Since Kelvin transform is invertible, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Given any x1, . . . , xp, the equations about u1, . . . , up
∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj |

= 0, ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj |3
uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p

have only zero solution if and only if given any y1, . . . , yp−1, the equations about v1, . . . , vp
∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

1

|yi − yj|
vj + vp = 0, vi

∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.

have only zero solution. �

Theorem 2.5. Let p0 ≥ 4. If Conjecture 1.1 is valid for p ≤ p0−1, then when p = p0,

the conjecture is valid if and only if for any x1, . . . , xp, equations (1.4) and (1.5)
∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.4)

ui
∑

j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.5)

about u1, . . . , up have NO non-zero solution.

Proof. The only if direction is obvious due to the positivity of I2. Otherwise, assume

for some x10, . . . , xp0, the equations (1.4) and (1.5) about u1, . . . , up have a non-zero

solution (u10, . . . , up0). Substitute xi0 and ui0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p in I1, I2:

I1 =
∑

1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

uj0
|xi0 − xj0|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2 sup
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

ui0
xi0 − xj0

|xi0 − xj0|3
uj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0,

I2 =
∑

i,j
j 6=i

u2j0

|xi0 − xj0|2
> 0,
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which is a contradiction.

Conversely, assume that Conjecture 1.1 is NOT valid, by Lemma 2.2 there exist

y10, . . . , yp−1,0 ∈ R
m, such that

c1(p,m, y10, . . . , yp−1,0) = 0.

By the definition of c1(p,m, y10, . . . , yp−1,0) and the property of continuous function on

a compact region, there exist v10, . . . , vp0 ∈ R satisfying
∑p

i=1 v
2
i0 = 1, such that

∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

1

|yi0 − yj0|
vj0 + vp0 = 0, vi0

∑

1≤j≤p−1,j 6=i

yi0 − yj0

|yi0 − yj0|3
vj0 = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.

By Corollary 2.4, there exist x10, . . . , xp0 ∈ R
m, such that the equations (1.4) and (1.5)

have non-zero solutions. �

Now, we may prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We argue by induction on p0.

When p ≤ 3, Conjecture 1.1 holds due to Xu [2], so we may apply Theorem 2.5 for

p0 = 4. Then we see that Conjecture 1.1 holds for p = 4 if and only if (1.4) and (1.5)

have no non-zero solution for p = 4. This proves Theorem 1.1 for p0 = 4.

Now assume the equivalence of Theorem 1.1 holds for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0 − 1. We want

to show that Conjecture 1.1 holds for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0 is equivalent to that (1.4) and (1.5)

have no non-zero solution for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0.

The necessity is obvious due to the positivity of I2. It is left to consider the

sufficiency. By the given condition for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0 − 1 and the induction hypothesis,

Conjecture 1.1 holds for 4 ≤ p ≤ p0− 1. Applying Theorem 2.5, by the given condition

for p = p0, we see that Conjecture 1.1 holds for p = p0, hence for p ≤ p0. �

Note that equations (1.4) and (1.5) can be written in matrix form, i.e.,

AU = 0, UT ∂A

∂xi
U = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.(2.48)

Let 1 ≤ α ≤ p be a natural number, and denote by Uα the column vector obtained

by crossing out the α-th row of U , and Aα the (p − 1) × (p − 1) matrix obtained by

crossing out the α-th row and α-th column of A.

To prove Conjecture 1.1 inductively by contradiction, one needs only to verify

whether there is a non-zero solution U = (u1, . . . , up)
T of equation (2.48) with ui 6= 0

for all i = 1, · · · , p. Since if uα = 0 for some 1 ≤ α ≤ p, then (2.48) yields

AαUα = 0, UT
α

∂Aα

∂xi
Uα = 0, 1 ≤ i 6= α ≤ p,
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which has the same form as (2.48). By the inductive assumption that the conjecture

holds for p ≤ p0−1 and Theorem 2.5, we have Uα = 0, hence U = 0. The claim follows

from the contradiction.

In summary, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. If the conjecture holds for p ≤ p0 − 1 and does not hold for p = p0,

then any component of a non-zero solution to (2.48) is non-zero.

3. Further equivalent conditions and partial results

In this section, we shall continue to use Kelvin transform to simplify the conjecture

even further and prove it for the basic case m = 1 with arbitrary p, and p = 4, 5 with

arbitrary m. Again, assuming that the conjecture holds for p ≤ p0 − 1 (p0 ≥ 4), we

shall consider the case when p = p0.

Note that we can always embed the ambient Euclidean space R
m, where the p

points x1, . . . , xp lie in, into the first m-components of a larger space Rm+1. Then we

apply the Kelvin transform about the point N = (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ R
m+1 \ R

m. Note

that, this map is, in fact, a stereographic projection. The image of Rm →֒ R
m+1 is an

m-sphere centered at 1
2N = (0, . . . , 0, 12) with radius 1

2 in R
m+1.

Let y = KN (x) denote the image of x. By Proposition 2.3, equations (1.4) and

(1.5) become equations (2.41) and (2.42):
∑

j 6=i

1

|yi − yj|
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p,(2.41)

vi
∑

j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p.(2.42)

Since these equations are invariant under translation and scaling of y1, . . . , yn, we may

assume that y1, . . . , yp lie on the unit m-sphere S
m.

Now, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let p0 ≥ 4. If the conjecture holds for p ≤ p0 − 1, then when p = p0,

the conjecture is valid if and only if given any distinct y1, . . . , yp ∈ S
m, the equations

∑

j 6=i

yi − yj

|yi − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(1.6)

for v1, . . . , vp have only zero solution.

Proof. Assume that the conjecture is false when p = p0, then by Theorem 2.5, equations

(1.4) and (1.5) have a non-zero solution, say U = (u1, . . . , up)
T. By Corollary 2.6, each

component of U is non-zero. By Proposition 2.3, equations (2.41) and (2.42) have a

non-zero solution V = (v1, . . . , vp)
T, and each component vi is also non-zero. Thus we
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can derive equation (1.6) from (2.42) by dividing vi on both sides of the i-th equation

for 1 ≤ i ≤ p. Therefore, equation (1.6) have a non-zero solution.

Conversely, assume that equation (1.6) have a non-zero solution, say V = (v1, . . . , vp)
T,

we are going to show that the conjecture is false when p = p0 by showing the existence

of non-zero solutions for equations (2.41) and (2.42). In fact, V clearly satisfies equation

(2.42). For (2.41), note that

|yi − yj|2 = 〈yi − yj, yi − yj〉 = 2− 2〈yi, yj〉.

Taking inner product of (1.6) with 2yi, we get

0 =
∑

j 6=i

2− 2〈yi, yj〉
|yi − yj|3

vj =
∑

j 6=i

|yi − yj|2

|yi − yj|3
vj =

∑

j 6=i

1

|yi − yj|
vj , 1 ≤ i ≤ p

Thus, V satisfies (2.41) as well. In conclusion, V is also non-zero a solution for equations

(2.41) and (2.42). �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.1 and thus left to the

reader. �

3.1. Case 1. m = 1. In this subsection, we prove Conjecture 1.1 when m = 1 using

Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2. Conjecture 1.1 is valid for m = 1 and arbitrary p.

Proof. It suffices to prove the case p = p0 ≥ 4, under the assumption that the cases

p ≤ p0 − 1 hold.

Without lost of generality, we may assume yk = eiαk ∈ S
1 →֒ C for 1 ≤ k ≤ p with

0 ≤ α1 < α2 < · · · < αp < 2π.

We shall prove, the equations

∑

j 6=k

yk − yj

|yk − yj|3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ p(3.1)

for v1, . . . , vp have only zero solution. We prove this by contradiction.

Assume that V = (v1, . . . , vp)
T is a non-zero solution for equation (3.1), then each

component of V is non-zero by a similar argument as in Corollary 2.6. Notice the
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following identities:

yk − yj = eiαk − eiαj = (cosαk − cosαj) + i(sinαk − sinαj)

= −2 sin
αk + αj

2
sin

αk − αj

2
+ 2i cos

αk + αj

2
sin

αk − αj

2

= 2 sin
αk − αj

2
(− sin

αk + αj

2
+ i cos

αk + αj

2
)

= 2 sin
αk − αj

2
ei

αk+αj+π

2 ,

|yk − yj| = |eiαk − eiαj | = 2 sgn(k − j) sin
αk − αj

2
> 0.

Substituting the identities above in (3.1), we obtain:

∑

j 6=k

sgn(k − j)
ei

αj

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
vj = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ p.

For each 1 ≤ s ≤ p, multiplying ei
−αs
2 on both sides of all equations but the s-th

one, we have

sgn(k − s)
1

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
vs +

∑

j 6=k,s

sgn(k − j)
ei

αj−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
vj = 0, 1 ≤ k 6= s ≤ p.

Taking the imaginary part, we get:

∑

j 6=k,s

sgn(k − j)
sin

αj−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
vj = 0, 1 ≤ k 6= s ≤ p.(3.2)

Note that (3.1) is also equivalent to

∑

j 6=k

sgn(k − j)
eiαk − eiαj

(sin
αk−αj

2 )3
vj = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ p.

Multiplying vk sin
αk−αs

2 e−i
αk
2 on the equation above, and setting

wk = e−i
αk
2 vk, 1 ≤ k ≤ p,

we get:

sgn(k−s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
vswk+

∑

j 6=k,s

sgn(k−j)
sin αk−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
2iei

αj

2 vjvk = 0, 1 ≤ k 6= s ≤ p.
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Taking sum over k, we get

0 =
∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
vswk +

∑

k 6=s

∑

j 6=k,s

sgn(k − j)
sin αk−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
2iei

αj

2 vjvk

Exchange the order
============= vs

∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
wk +

∑

j 6=s

∑

k 6=j,s

sgn(k − j)
sin αk−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
2iei

αj

2 vjvk

= vs
∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
wk +

∑

j 6=s

2iei
αj

2 vj
∑

k 6=j,s

sgn(k − j)
sin αk−αs

2

(sin
αk−αj

2 )2
vk

(3.2)
==== vs

∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
wk.

That is,

vs
∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
eiαk − eiαs

(sin αk−αs

2 )2
wk = 0, 1 ≤ s ≤ p,

or equivalently,
∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)
yk − ys

|yk − ys|2
wk = 0, 1 ≤ s ≤ p.

Taking inner product with 2ys gives

(3.3)
∑

k 6=s

sgn(k − s)wk = 0, 1 ≤ s ≤ p.

In other words, setting

C = (sgn(k − s))k,s =



















0 1 1 . . . 1

−1 0 1 . . . 1

−1 −1 0 . . . 1
...

...
...

. . .
...

−1 −1 −1 . . . 0



















, W = (w1, w2, . . . , wp)
T ∈ C

p,

we have CW = 0 by (3.3).

When p is even, one easily sees that detC = 1 by expanding the determinant, thus

W = 0, and hence V = 0, a contradiction.

When p is odd, detC = 0. Evidently, we can find a non-zero (p − 1) × (p − 1)

minor, and thus rankC = p− 1. We have

CW = C















ei
α1
2
v1

ei
α2
2
v2

...

ei
αp

2
vp















= 0,
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in this case. Consider the real and imaginary parts of W :

C















cos α1

2 v1

cos α2

2 v2
...

cos
αp

2 vp















= 0, C















sin α1

2 v1

sin α2

2 v2
...

sin
αp

2 vp















= 0.

Since V 6= 0,














cos α1

2 v1

cos α2

2 v2
...

cos
αp

2 vp















, and















sin α1

2 v1

sin α2

2 v2
...

sin
αp

2 vp















are two solutions for CZ = 0, where Z = (z1, . . . , zp) is a real variable. But since
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

cos α1

2 v1 cos α2

2 v2

sin α1

2 v1 sin α2

2 v2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= sin
α2 − α1

2
v1v2 6= 0,

the two solutions are linearly independent, which is contradictory to the previous con-

clusion that rankC = p− 1.

In either case, we yield a contradiction, which shows that the assumption that V =

(v1, . . . , vp)
T is a non-zero solution for equation (3.1) is false, proving the conjecture. �

3.2. Case 2. p = 4, 5. In this subsection, we deal with the cases p = 4, 5. We manage

to reduce them down to m = 1.

Theorem 3.3. Conjecture 1.1 is valid for p = 4, 5 and arbitrary m.

Proof. Assume that U = (u1, . . . , up)
T is a non-zero solution for equations (1.4) and

(1.5) for some x1, . . . , xp ∈ R
m. It suffices to transform x1, . . . , xp to lie on the same

line, yielding a contradiction by Theorems 1.1 and 3.2.

3.2.1. p = 4. We may assume that m = 3 by Remark 2, and that each component of

U is non-zero by Corollary 2.6. Thus, we have
∑

j 6=i

uj
|xi − xj|

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p(3.4)

∑

j 6=i

xi − xj

|xi − xj|3
uj = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ p.(3.5)

Choose the x-axis of R3 as the line passing x1 and x2. If x3 and x4 are on x-axis, then

we have completed the proof by contradiction.
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If x3, x4 are not on the x-axis, then from (3.5), we claim that x1, . . . , x4 must

be on the same 2-dimensional plane. Otherwise, if x4 is outside the plane defined by

x1, x2, x3, then u4 must be zero by equation (3.5) when i = 1, a contradiction.

Since equations (3.4) and (3.5) are invariant under the Kelvin transform by Propo-

sition 2.3, we can make x1, x2, x3 co-line by transforming the circle through them into

a line. If x4 is not on the line of x1, x2, x3, then u4 = 0 in the above equation for i = 4,

a contradiction again. Finally we still come to the co-line case and thus complete the

proof for p = 4.

3.2.2. p = 5. We may assume that m ≤ 4. Since the case p = 4 has been verified, we

may assume that U ∈ R
p (ui 6= 0) is a solution to equations (3.4) and (3.5) again.

Denote E0 := Span{x1 − xi | i = 2, 3, 4, 5}.
If dimE0 = 4, i.e., x1−x5 /∈ E1 := Span{x1−xi | i = 2, 3, 4}, then dist(x1 − x5, E1) :=

infy∈E1
|y − (x1 − x5)| can be achieved at some point y0 ∈ E1. So y0 − (x1 − x5) ⊥ E1.

Let i = 1 in (3.5), and make inner product between it and y0 − (x1 − x5), we have

u5 = 0, a contradiction. So x1 − x5 ∈ E1, and thus E0 = E1, dimE0 ≤ 3.

Now if dimE0 = 3, then we can assume the 5 points are in the same 3-dimensional

subspace and we can pick up 3 points such that the other 2 locate at the same side of

the plane determined by the 3 points. Suppose x1 − x4 and x1 − x5 are on the same

side of the plane E2 := Span{x1 − x2, x1 − x3}. We can write

x1 − x5 = c(x1 − x4) + a(x1 − x2) + b(x1 − x3)

for constants a, b and c > 0. And we can find y1 ∈ E2 such that α := y1−(x1−x4) ⊥ E2.

Let i = 1, 2, 3 in (3.5), and make inner products between each of them and α, then

〈α, x1 − x4〉
|x1 − x4|3

u4 +
〈α, x1 − x5〉
|x1 − x5|3

u5 = 0,

〈α, x1 − x4〉
|x2 − x4|3

u4 +
〈α, x1 − x5〉
|x2 − x5|3

u5 = 0,

〈α, x1 − x4〉
|x3 − x4|3

u4 +
〈α, x1 − x5〉
|x3 − x5|3

u5 = 0.

Note that 〈α, x1 − x5〉 = c〈α, x1 − x4〉 < 0, thus we have

|x1 − x5|
|x1 − x4|

=
|x2 − x5|
|x2 − x4|

=
|x3 − x5|
|x3 − x4|

:= K, u5 = −1

c
K3u4.

Let i = 4, 5 in (3.4), then

u1
|x4 − x1|

+
u2

|x4 − x2|
+

u3
|x4 − x3|

− K3u4
c|x4 − x5|

= 0,

u1
K|x4 − x1|

+
u2

K|x4 − x2|
+

u3
K|x4 − x3|

+
u4

|x4 − x5|
= 0.
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Then we have c = −K2 < 0, a contradiction. This shows that x1 − x4 ∈ E2, i.e.,

E0 = E1 = E2. So dimE0 ≤ 2.

Now, we have all the five points on a 2-dimensional plane. Pick up 3 of them such

that the circle they form enclose the other 2 points. Under a proper Kelvin transform,

we may assume that the 3 lie on a line, and the other 2 lie in the same side of the line.

By similar contradiction argument as above, we conclude that all the 5 points lie on

the same line and thus U = 0 by Theorem 3.2, hence a contradiction to Theorem 1.1.

This completes the proof for p = 5. �
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