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LIOUVILLE THEOREMS TO SYSTEM OF ELLIPTIC

DIFFERENTIAL INEQUALITIES ON THE HEISENBERG

GROUP

YADONG ZHENG

Abstract. In this paper, we establish Liouville theorems for the fol-
lowing system of elliptic differential inequalities

{

∆Hu
m1 + |η|γ1

H
|v|p ≤ 0,

∆Hv
m2 + |η|γ2

H
|u|q ≤ 0,

on different unbounded open domains of Heisenberg group H, including
the whole space, and half space of H. Here p > m2 > 0, q > m1 > 0.

1. Introduction

Let H be Heisenberg group, which is topologically Euclidean but analyti-
cally non-Euclidean. To be precise, H = (R2N+1, ◦) is the space R2N+1 with
the non-commutative law of product

η′ ◦ η =
(

x+ x′, y + y′, τ + τ ′ + 2(x · y′ − x′ · y)
)

,

for all η = (x, y, τ), η′ = (x′, y′, τ ′) ∈ R
N × R

N × R, where · denotes the
standard scalar product in R

N . For more information on Heisenberg group,
see Section 2.

In this paper, we consider the quasilinear system of elliptic differential
inequalities

{

∆Hu
m1 + |η|γ1

H
|v|p ≤ 0, in Ω,

∆Hv
m2 + |η|γ2

H
|u|q ≤ 0, in Ω,

(1.1)

where p > m2 > 0 and q > m1 > 0, |η|H is defined as in (2.1), ∆H is the
sub-Laplacian on H (see Section 2), and Ω is an unbounded open subset of
Heisenberg group H taking one of the following three forms

(1). Ω1 := H;
(2). Ω2 := {(x, y, τ) ∈ H | x1 > 0};
(3). Ω3 := {(x, y, τ) ∈ H | τ > 0} .

In the past several decades, more and more attentions has been attracted
to the analysis and PDEs on Heisenberg group, see [1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, 13,
17, 22, 23]. Recall the celebrated results from Birindelli, Capuzzo Dolcetta
and Cutr̀ı in [1], they investigated

∆Hu+ |η|γ
H
up ≤ 0, in Ω, (1.2)

and proved that

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35R03; Secondary: 35R45.
Key words and phrases. Liouville theorems; System of elliptic differential inequalities;

Heisenberg group.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.01724v1


2 YADONG ZHENG

(a). if γ > −2, and 1 < p ≤ Q+γ
Q−2 , then (1.2) admits no positive solutions

in Ω1.
(b). if γ > −1, and 1 < p ≤ Q+γ

Q−1 , then (1.2) admits no positive solutions

in Ω2.
(c). if γ > 0, and 1 < p ≤ Q+γ

Q
, then (1.2) admits no positive solutions

in Ω3,

where

Q = 2N + 2,

and usually is called the homogeneous dimension of H.
Later in [17], Pohozaev and Véron removed the assumption of positiveness

of solution, and stuided

∆Hu+ |η|γ
H
|u|p ≤ 0, in H. (1.3)

They proved that if γ > −2, and 1 < p ≤ Q+γ
Q−2 , then (1.3) admits no locally

integrable solution u ∈ L
p
loc(H, |η|

γ
H
dη).

In the same paper [17], Pohozaev and Véron also studied system of (1.1)
under the special case of m1 = m2 = 1, Ω = H, namely

{

∆Hu+ |η|γ1
H
|v|p ≤ 0, in H,

∆Hv + |η|γ2
H
|u|q ≤ 0, in H.

(1.4)

They proved that (1.4) admits no solution (u, v) ∈ L
q
loc(H, |η|

γ2
H
dη)×Lp

loc(H, |η|
γ1
H
dη)

provided that γ1, γ2 > −2, and

Q ≤ 2 + min

{

2 + γ1

p− 1
,
2 + γ2

q − 1

}

, for p > 1, q > 1.

Later, Hamidi and Kirane [4] showed that (1.4) admits no nontrivial solution,
if

Q ≤ 2 + max

{

γ1 + 2 + p(γ2 + 2)

pq − 1
,
γ2 + 2 + q(γ1 + 2)

pq − 1

}

.

One can easily check that when p > 1, q > 1,

max

{

γ1 + 2 + p(γ2 + 2)

pq − 1
,
γ2 + 2 + q(γ1 + 2)

pq − 1

}

≥ min

{

2 + γ1

p− 1
,
2 + γ2

q − 1

}

.

Motivated by the above literature, we would like to generalize the study
in two respects: The first is that we aim to remove the positive assumption
of (u, v) to problem (1.1) with generalized m1,m2 > 0; the second is that
we will study the nonexistence results in three different domains Ω1,Ω2,Ω3.

For our convenience, throughout the paper, let us denote

Λ := 2 +max

{

m1 [m2(γ1 + 2) + p(γ2 + 2)]

pq −m1m2
,
m2 [m1(γ2 + 2) + q(γ1 + 2)]

pq −m1m2

}

,

and

α := max

{

p

p−m2
,

q

q −m1

}

.

Theorem 1.1. When Ω = Ω1. If γ1, γ2 > −2, and

Q ≤ Λ, (1.5)

then (1.1) admits no nontrivial solution.
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Theorem 1.2. When Ω = Ω2. If γ1, γ2 > −1, and

Q ≤ Λ− α, (1.6)

then (1.1) admits no nontrivial solution.

Theorem 1.3. When Ω = Ω3. If γ1, γ2 > 0, and

Q ≤ Λ− 2α, (1.7)

then (1.1) admits no nontrivial solution.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.2 and 1.3 hold true respectively for any half-spaces
taking the forms of
{

η ∈ H :

N
∑

i=1

aixi + biyi + d > 0, for (a, b) ∈ R
N × R

N \ {0}, d ∈ R

}

,

and
{

η ∈ H :
N
∑

i=1

aixi + biyi + ct+ d > 0, for a, b ∈ R
N , c ∈ R \ {0}, d ∈ R

}

.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we prepare some pre-
liminaries. In Section 3, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1 by applying
three different test functions. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorems
1.2-1.3.

Throughout the paper, we denote by c1, c2, · · · , C1, C2 · · · some positive
constants, which may vary from line to line. And f . h means that f ≤ Ch

for some constant C > 0.

2. Preliminaries

The sub-Laplacian ∆H on H is defined, from the vector fields

Xi = ∂xi
+ 2yi∂τ , Yi = ∂yi − 2xi∂τ , (i = 1, · · ·N),

by

∆H =
N
∑

i=1

(

X2
i + Y 2

i

)

=
N
∑

i=1

[

∂2xi
+ ∂2yi + 4yi∂

2
xiτ

− 4xi∂
2
yiτ

+ 4(x2i + y2i )∂
2
τ

]

.

For a a function f : H → R, the horizontal gradient of f is defined as

∇Hf = (X1f, · · ·,XNf, Y1f, · · ·, YNf) =
N
∑

i=1

[(Xif)Xi + (Yif)Yi] .

Let us define the norm of η ∈ H by

|η|
H
=
(

(

|x|2 + |y|2
)2

+ τ2
)

1
4
, (2.1)

which is homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to the dilations δλ : (x, y, τ) 7→
(λx, λy, λ2τ) for λ > 0. And Heisenberg distance between η and h on H is
defined by

dH(η, h) =
∣

∣η−1 ◦ h
∣

∣

H
,

where η−1 = −η.
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Let us define the Heisenberg ball of radius R centered at η be the set

BH(η,R) = {h ∈ H : dH(η, h) < R} ,

it follows that

|BH(η,R)| = |BH(0, R)| = |BH(0, 1)|R
Q,

where |BH(0, 1)| is the volume of the unit Heisenberg ball under Haar mea-
sure, which is equivalent to (2N + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of
R
2N+1, and Q = 2N+2 is called the homogeneous dimension of H. For more

details concerning the Heisenberg group, one can refer to books as [3, 11],
survey papers as [5, 6, 10] and the references therein.

Define

W
1,p
loc (Ω) =

{

u : Ω → R | u,∇Hu ∈ L
p
loc(Ω)

}

,

and let W 1,p
c (Ω) be the subspace of W 1,p

loc (Ω) of functions with compact
support.

Definition 2.1. A pair (u, v) is called a weak solution to system (1.1) if

(u, v) ∈W
1,q
loc (Ω)×W

1,p
loc (Ω), and the following inequalities

∫

Ω
|η|γ1

H
|v|pψdη ≤ −

∫

Ω
ψ∆Hu

m1dη, (2.2)

and
∫

Ω
|η|γ2

H
|u|qψdη ≤ −

∫

Ω
ψ∆Hv

m2dη, (2.3)

are valid for any 0 ≤ ψ ∈W 1,q
c (Ω) ∩W 1,p

c (Ω).

Let

DR := BH(0, 2kR), for k ≥ 1.

Define

Di := Ωi ∩DR, for i = 1, 2, 3,

and

f1 := 1, f2 := xα1 , f3 := τα.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (u, v) is a solution to (1.1). Let ϕ ∈ W
1,q
c (Ω) ∩

W
1,p
c (Ω) satisfying that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 and suppϕ ⊂ DR, we have for i = 1, 2, 3,

and j = 1, 2,







I
1−

m1m2
pq

i . (Ki,1 + Li,1)
m1
q (Ki,2 + Li,2) ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

i . (Ki,1 + Li,1) (Ki,2 + Li,2)
m2
p ,

(2.4)
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where

Ii :=

∫

Di

|η|γ1
H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη, Ji :=

∫

Di

|η|γ2
H
|u|qfiϕ

bdη,

Ki,j :=

(
∫

Di

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

fi |∆Hϕ|
λj dη

)
1
λj

,

Li,j :=

(
∫

Di

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

f
1−λj

i |∇Hfi|
λj |∇Hϕ|

λj dη

)
1
λj

,

λ1 :=
p

p−m2
, λ2 :=

q

q −m1
.

Proof. Let

ψi = fiϕ
b, (i = 1, 2, 3),

where b > 1 is a large enough constant. Note that on ∂Di,

ψi = 0,

and

∇Hψi = bfiϕ
b−1∇Hϕ+ ϕb∇Hfi = 0,

with

∇Hf1 = 0, ∇Hf2 = αxα−1
1 ∇Hx1, ∇Hf3 = ατα−1∇Hτ,

and

∇Hx1 = (1, 0, · · ·, 0), ∇Hτ = 2(y, x).

Substituting ψ = ψi = fiϕ
b into (2.2) and (2.3), we obtain

∫

Di

|η|γ1
H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη ≤−

∫

Di

um1∆H

(

fiϕ
b
)

dη, (2.5)

and
∫

Di

|η|γ2
H
|u|qfiϕ

bdη ≤−

∫

Di

vm2∆H

(

fiϕ
b
)

dη. (2.6)

Note also that

∆Hf1 = 0, ∆Hf2 = α(α−1)xα−2
1 ≥ 0, ∆Hf3 = 4α(α−1)(x2+y2)τα−2 ≥ 0,

and

∆Hϕ
b = b(b− 1)ϕb−2 |∇Hϕ|

2 + bϕb−1∆Hϕ ≥ bϕb−1∆Hϕ.

It follows that

∆H

(

fiϕ
b
)

= fi∆Hϕ
b + 2∇Hfi · ∇Hϕ

b + ϕb∆Hfi

≥ bfiϕ
b−1∆Hϕ+ 2bϕb−1∇Hfi · ∇Hϕ. (2.7)

Combining (2.5) with (2.7), we obtain
∫

Di

|η|γ1
H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη ≤ b

∫

Di

|u|m1fiϕ
b−1 |∆Hϕ| dη

+ 2b

∫

Di

|u|m1ϕb−1 |∇Hfi| |∇Hϕ| dη.
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Applying Hölder’s inequality, we arrive
∫

Di

|η|γ1
H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη

.

(

∫

Di∩supp(∇Hϕ)
|η|γ2

H
|u|qfiϕ

bdη

)

m1
q
{

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m1γ2
q−m1

H
fiϕ

b− q
q−m1 |∆Hϕ|

q
q−m1 dη

)

q−m1
q

+

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m1γ2
q−m1

H
f
−

m1
q−m1

i ϕ
b− q

q−m1 |∇Hfi|
q

q−m1 |∇Hϕ|
q

q−m1 dη

)

q−m1
q

}

.

Since 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, we can chose b large enough such that
∫

Di

|η|γ1
H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη

.

(

∫

Di∩supp(∇Hϕ)
|η|γ2

H
|u|qfiϕ

bdη

)

m1
q
{

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m1γ2
q−m1

H
fi |∆Hϕ|

q
q−m1 dη

)

q−m1
q

+

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m1γ2
q−m1

H
f
−

m1
q−m1

i |∇Hfi|
q

q−m1 |∇Hϕ|
q

q−m1 dη

)

q−m1
q

}

. (2.8)

Similarly,
∫

Di

|η|γ2
H
|u|qfiϕ

bdη

.

(

∫

Di∩supp(∇Hϕ)
|η|γ1

H
|v|pfiϕ

bdη

)

m2
p
{

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m2γ1
p−m2

H
fi |∆Hϕ|

p
p−m2 dη

)

p−m2
p

+

(
∫

Di

|η|
−

m2γ1
p−m2

H
f
−

m2
p−m2

i |∇Hfi|
p

p−m2 |∇Hϕ|
p

p−m2 dη

)

p−m2
p

}

. (2.9)

Combining (2.8) with (2.9), we obtain






I
1−

m1m2
pq

i . (Ki,1 + Li,1)
m1
q (Ki,2 + Li,2) ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

i . (Ki,1 + Li,1) (Ki,2 + Li,2)
m2
p ,

which completes the proof. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. When Ω = Ω1, we have for j = 1, 2,

K1,j =

(
∫

D1

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

|∆Hϕ|
λj dη

)
1
λj

,

and

L1,j = 0.

Then (2.4) becomes






I
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . (K1,1)
m1
q K1,2,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . K1,1 (K1,2)
m2
p .

(3.1)
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In what follows, we would like to use (3.1) with three different types of test
functions to prove (u, v) ≡ (0, 0) in H, respectively.

• One is

ϕ(η) = ϕ(x, y, τ) := φ

(

|x|4 + |y|4 + τ2

R4

)

, (3.2)

where φ ∈ C∞[0,∞) is a nonnegative function satisfying

φ(t) = 1 on [0, 1]; φ(t) = 0 on [2,∞); |φ′| ≤ C <∞.

Set r = |x|4+|y|4+τ2

R4 . Note that supp (∇Hϕ) is a subset of

ΣR =
{

η = (x, y, τ) ∈ H | R4 ≤ |x|4 + |y|4 + τ2 ≤ 2R4
}

.

Direct calculation yields that

∆Hϕ =
N
∑

i=1

[

∂2xi
ϕ+ ∂2yiϕ+ 4yi∂

2
xiτ
ϕ− 4xi∂

2
yiτ
ϕ+ 4(x2i + y2i )∂

2
τϕ
]

= 16R−8φ′′(r)
[

|x|6 + |y|6 + τ2(|x|2 + |y|2) + 2τx · y(|x|2 − |y|2)
]

+ 4(4 +N)R−4φ′(r)(|x|2 + |y|2).

Thus,

|∆Hϕ| . R−2. (3.3)

It follows that

K1,j =

(
∫

ΣR

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

|∆Hϕ|
λj dη

)
1
λj

.

(

R(1−λj)γjR−2λj

∫

ΣR

dη

)
1
λj

. R

(1−λj)γj+Q

λj
−2
. (3.4)

Inserting (3.4) into (3.1), we compute






I
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . RσI1 ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . RσJ1 ,
(3.5)

where

σI1 :=
Q (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m1(pγ2 +m2γ1)

pq
−

2(m1 + q)

q
, (3.6)

σJ1 :=
Q (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m2(qγ1 +m1γ2)

pq
−

2(m2 + p)

p
. (3.7)

Note that σI1 ≤ 0 or σJ1 ≤ 0 if and only if (1.5) holds. In the case σI1 ≤ 0,
the integral I1, increasing in R, is bounded uniformly with respect to R.
Applying the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that |η|γ1

H
|v|p is

in L1 (H). Note that instead of the first inequality of (3.5) we have, more
precisely,

I1 .

(
∫

ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pϕbdη

)

m1m2
pq

RσI1 .

(
∫

ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pϕbdη

)

m1m2
pq

.
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Finally, using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
R→+∞

∫

ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pϕbdη = 0.

Therefore,

lim
R→+∞

I1 = 0,

which implies that v ≡ 0 in H and thus u ≡ 0 in H via (2.9). The proof in
the case σJ1 ≤ 0 is analogous.

• Another is

ϕ(η) := ω(η)ξk(η), for fixed k ∈ N,

where

ω(η) =

{

1, ρ < R,
(

ρ
R

)−δ
, ρ ≥ R,

and

ξk(η) =











1, 0 ≤ ρ ≤ kR,

2− ρ
kR
, kR ≤ ρ ≤ 2kR,

0, ρ ≥ 2kR,

with ρ := |η|
H
, and

δ >
Λ+ (1− λj)γj

λj
− 2, for j = 1, 2. (3.8)

Note that supp (∇Hϕ) is a subset of

Σ′
R = {η = (x, y, τ) ∈ H | η ∈ BH(0, 2kR)\BH(0, R)} .

According to [1], we have

∆Hρ =
Q− 1

ρ
Ψ(η),

where the function Ψ is defined by

Ψ(η) =
|x|2 + |y|2

ρ2
= |∇Hρ|

2 , for η 6= 0.

Note that 0 ≤ Ψ ≤ 1, it is not difficult to check that

|∇Hω| = δRδρ−(δ+1) |∇Hρ| . Rδρ−(δ+1), (3.9)

|∆Hω| = δRδρ−(δ+2)
∣

∣

∣
ρ∆Hρ− (δ + 1) |∇Hρ|

2
∣

∣

∣
. Rδρ−(δ+2), (3.10)

and

|∇Hξk| = (kR)−1 |∇Hρ| . (kR)−1, (3.11)

|∆Hξk| = (kR)−1 |∆Hρ| . (kRρ)−1. (3.12)

Note also that ϕ(η) ↑ ω(η) as k → ∞, and for every λ ≥ 1,

|∆Hϕ|
λ . ωλ |∆Hξk|

λ + ξλk |∆Hω|
λ + |∇Hω|

λ |∇Hξk|
λ .
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Then

(K1,j)
λj =

∫

H

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

|∆Hϕ|
λj dη

.

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)
|η|

(1−λj )γj
H

ωλj |∆Hξk|
λj dη

+

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,R)
|η|

(1−λj )γj
H

ξ
λj

k |∆Hω|
λj dη

+

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)
|η|

(1−λj )γj
H

|∇Hω|
λj |∇Hξk|

λj dη

=M1 +M2 +M3. (3.13)

By (3.12), we have

M1 . (kR)−λj

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)
ωλjρ(1−λj)γjρ−λjdη

. (kR)−λj

(

sup
BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)

ωλj

)

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)
ρ(1−λj)γj−λjdη

. (kR)−λj

(

kR

R

)−δλj
∫ 2kR

kR

ρ(1−λj)γj−λj+Q−1dρ

. k(1−λj)γj−(δ+2)λj+QR(1−λj)γj−2λj+Q. (3.14)

By (3.10), we have

M2 . Rδλj

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,R)
ρ(1−λj)γjρ−(δ+2)λjdη

. Rδλj

∫ 2kR

R

ρ(1−λj)γj−(δ+2)λj+Q−1dρ

.
(2k)(1−λj )γj−(δ+2)λj+Q − 1

(1− λj)γj − (δ + 2)λj +Q
R(1−λj)γj−2λj+Q. (3.15)

By (3.9) and (3.11), we have

M3 . (kR)−λjRδλj

∫

BH(0,2kR)\BH(0,kR)
ρ(1−λj )γjρ−(δ+1)λjdη

. (kR)−λjRδλj

∫ 2kR

kR

ρ(1−λj)γj−(δ+1)λj+Q−1dρ

. k(1−λj )γj−(δ+2)λj+QR(1−λj)γj−2λj+Q. (3.16)

A combination of (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16) yields that

K1,j .

(

k(1−λj)γj−(δ+2)λj+Q +
(2k)(1−λj )γj−(δ+2)λj+Q − 1

(1 − λj)γj − (δ + 2)λj +Q

)
1
λj

R

(1−λj)γj+Q

λj
−2
.

It follows from (1.5) and (3.8) that (1 − λj)γj − (δ + 2)λj + Q < 0. Thus,
upon taking k → ∞, we obtain

K1,j . R

(1−λj)γj+Q

λj
−2
. (3.17)



10 YADONG ZHENG

Inserting (3.17) into (3.1), we derive (3.5) once again. By substituting Σ′
R

for ΣR, and arguing as we did as above, we can get the desired result.
• The third is

ϕ(η) :=
1

n

2n
∑

k=n+1

ϕk(η), for fixed n ∈ N,

where {ϕk}k∈N is a sequence satisfying that each ϕk is a Lipschitz function

such that supp (ϕk) ⊂ BH(0, 2
k), ϕk = 1 in a neighborhood of BH(0, 2

k−1),
and

|∆Hϕk|

{

. 1
22(k−1) , η ∈ BH(0, 2

k)\BH(0, 2
k−1),

= 0, otherwise.

Note that ϕ = 1 on BH(0, 2
n), ϕ = 0 outside BH(0, 2

2n), and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 on
H. Note also that for distinct k, supp (∆Hϕk) are disjoint with each other.
Then we have for any λ > 0,

|∆Hϕ|
λ = n−λ

2n
∑

k=n+1

|∆Hϕk|
λ .

It follows that

(K1,j)
λj = n−λj

∫

H

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

2n
∑

k=n+1

|∆Hϕk|
λj dη

= n−λj

2n
∑

k=n+1

∫

BH(0,2k)\BH(0,2k−1)
|η|

(1−λj )γj
H

|∆Hϕk|
λj dη

. n−λj

2n
∑

k=n+1

2k(1−λj)γj2−2kλj2kQ

. n−λj+12[(1−λj)γj−2λj+Q]n.

Thus,

K1,j . n
−1+ 1

λj 2

(

(1−λj)γj+Q

λj
−2

)

n
. (3.18)

Inserting (3.18) into (3.1), we compute






I
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . n
−

m1(p+m2)
pq 2nσI1 ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

1 . n
−

m2(q+m1)
pq 2nσJ1 ,

(3.19)

where σI1 and σJ1 are defined as in (3.6) and (3.7).
Note that σI1 ≤ 0 or σJ1 ≤ 0 if and only if (1.5) holds. In the case σI1 ≤ 0,

by taking n→ ∞, we conclude from the first inequality of (3.19) that

lim
n→+∞

I1 = 0,

which implies that v ≡ 0 in H and thus u ≡ 0 in H via (2.9). The proof in
the case σJ1 ≤ 0 is analogous. �
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4. Proof of Theorems 1.2-1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.2. When Ω = Ω2, we have for j = 1, 2,

K2,j =

(
∫

D2

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

xα1 |∆Hϕ|
λj dη

)
1
λj

,

and

L2,j = α

(
∫

D2

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

x
α−λj

1 |∇Hx1|
λj |∇Hϕ|

λj dη

)
1
λj

.

Then (2.4) reads as






I
1−

m1m2
pq

2 . (K2,1 + L2,1)
m1
q (K2,2 + L2,2) ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

2 . (K2,1 + L2,1) (K2,2 + L2,2)
m2
p .

(4.1)

Let us use the first test function ϕ(η) defined by (3.2). In view of (3.3), we
obtain

K2,j .

(

R(1−λj)γjRαR−2λj

∫

ΣR

dη

)
1
λj

. R

(1−λj)γj+α+Q

λj
−2
. (4.2)

Also, we calculate

|∇Hϕ| =

(

N
∑

i=1

|Xiϕ|
2 + |Yiϕ|

2

)

1
2

= 4R−4
∣

∣φ′(r)
∣

∣

[

|x|6 + |y|6 + τ2(|x|2 + |y|2) + 2τx · y(|x|2 − |y|2)
]
1
2

. R−1. (4.3)

Thus,

L2,j .

(

R(1−λj )γjRα−λjR−λj

∫

ΣR

dη

)
1
λj

. R

(1−λj)γj+α+Q

λj
−2
. (4.4)

Inserting (4.2) and (4.4) into (4.1), we compute






I
1−

m1m2
pq

2 . RσI2 ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

2 . RσJ2 ,
(4.5)

where

σI2 :=
(α+Q) (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m1(pγ2 +m2γ1)

pq
−

2(m1 + q)

q
,

σJ2 :=
(α+Q) (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m2(qγ1 +m1γ2)

pq
−

2(m2 + p)

p
.

Note that σI2 ≤ 0 or σJ2 ≤ 0 if and only if (1.6) holds. In the case σI2 ≤ 0,
the integral I2, increasing in R, is bounded uniformly with respect to R.
Applying the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that |η|γ1

H
|v|pxα1

is in L1 (Ω2). Note that instead of the first inequality of (4.5) we have, more
precisely,

I2 .

(
∫

Ω2∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pxα1ϕ

bdη

)

m1m2
pq

RσI2 .

(
∫

Ω2∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pxα1ϕ

bdη

)

m1m2
pq

.
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Finally, using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
R→+∞

∫

Ω2∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pxα1ϕ

bdη = 0.

Therefore,

lim
R→+∞

I2 = 0,

which implies that v ≡ 0 in Ω2 and thus u ≡ 0 in Ω2 via (2.9). The proof in
the case σJ2 ≤ 0 is analogous. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. When Ω = Ω3, we have for j = 1, 2,

K3,j =

(
∫

D3

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

τα |∆Hϕ|
λj dη

)
1
λj

,

and

L3,j = α

(
∫

D3

|η|
(1−λj )γj
H

τα−λj |∇Hτ |
λj |∇Hϕ|

λj dη

)
1
λj

.

Then (2.4) reads as






I
1−

m1m2
pq

3 . (K3,1 + L3,1)
m1
q (K3,2 + L3,2) ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

3 . (K3,1 + L3,1) (K3,2 + L3,2)
m2
p .

(4.6)

We also use the first test function ϕ(η) defined by (3.2). By (3.3), we obtain

K3,j .

(

R(1−λj)γjR2αR−2λj

∫

ΣR

dη

)
1
λj

. R

(1−λj)γj+2α+Q

λj
−2
. (4.7)

By (4.3), we obtain

L3,j .

(

R(1−λj)γjR2(α−λj)RλjR−λj

∫

ΣR

dη

)
1
λj

. R

(1−λj)γj+2α+Q

λj
−2
. (4.8)

Inserting (4.7) and (4.8) into (4.6), we compute






I
1−

m1m2
pq

3 . RσI3 ,

J
1−

m1m2
pq

3 . RσJ3 ,
(4.9)

where

σI3 :=
(2α +Q) (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m1(pγ2 +m2γ1)

pq
−

2(m1 + q)

q
,

σJ3 :=
(2α +Q) (pq −m1m2)

pq
−
m2(qγ1 +m1γ2)

pq
−

2(m2 + p)

p
.

Note that σI3 ≤ 0 or σJ3 ≤ 0 if and only if (1.7) holds. In the case σI3 ≤ 0,
the integral I3, increasing in R, is bounded uniformly with respect to R.
Applying the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that |η|γ1

H
|v|pτα

is in L1 (Ω3). Note that instead of the first inequality of (4.9) we have, more
precisely,

I3 .

(
∫

Ω3∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pταϕbdη

)

m1m2
pq

RσI3 .

(
∫

Ω3∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pταϕbdη

)

m1m2
pq

.
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Finally, using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
R→+∞

∫

Ω3∩ΣR

|η|γ1
H
|v|pταϕbdη = 0.

Therefore,

lim
R→+∞

I3 = 0,

which implies that v ≡ 0 in Ω3 and thus u ≡ 0 in Ω3 via (2.9). The proof in
the case σJ3 ≤ 0 is analogous. �
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[17] S. Pohozaev, L. Véron, Nonexistence results of solutions of semilinear differential

inequalities on the Heisenberg group, Manuscripta Math. 102(2000), no. 1, 85-99.
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