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Pointwise A Priori Estimates for Solutions to

Some p-Laplacian Equations

Xiaoqiang Sun*⊠ Jiguang Bao†

Abstract

In this paper, we apply blow-up analysis to study pointwise a priori estimates

for some p-Laplace equations based on Liouville type theorems. With newly

developed analysis techniques, we first extend the classical results of interior

gradient estimates for the harmonic function to that for the p-harmonic function,

i.e., the solution of ∆pu = 0, x ∈ Ω. We then obtain singularity and decay

estimates of the sign-changing solution of Lane-Emden-Fowler type p-Laplace

equation −∆pu = |u|λ−1u, x ∈ Ω, which are then extended to the equation with

general right hand term f (x, u) with certain asymptotic properties. In addition,

pointwise estimates for higher order derivatives of the solution to Lane-Emden

type p-Laplace equation, in a case of p = 2, are also discussed.

1 Introduction

p-Laplacian equation arises in many studies of non-linear phenomena, for instance, in

mathematical modeling of non-Newtonian fluids in physics [1, 2], and in the theory

of quasi-regular, quasi-conformal mappings in geometry [3, 4, 5]. The p-Laplacian

equation represents an important type of quasi-linear equations. It has the following

form

− ∆pu = f (x, u), x ∈ Ω (1.1)

where Ω is a domain in RN , and

∆pu := div(|∇u|p−2∇u), 1 < p < ∞

is p-Laplace operator. When p = 2, ∆pu is Laplace operator. ∆pu is degenerate elliptic

when p > 2 and has singularity when p < 2.
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We call u ∈ C1(Ω) as a weak solution of (1.1), if
∫

Ω

|∇u|p−2(∇u,∇ϕ)dx =

∫

Ω

f (x, u)ϕdx, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω). (1.2)

In this paper we assume f ∈ C1(RN). In the following text, a weak solution always

refers to that defined above with C
1,α

loc
regularity.

Remark 1.1. Although weak solutions in other weaker forms could be defined as well,

for example u ∈ W1,m

loc
(Ω) ∩ L∞

loc
(Ω) [1], or C1,α

loc
weak solution [6], however, we can

deduce that these definitions are equivalent to each other due to the following estab-

lished conclusion on regularity [7, 8, 1, 9]: If u ∈ C1 is a weak solution of (1.1), then

there exists β ∈ (0, 1) such that u ∈ W2,2

loc
(Ω) ∩ C

1,β

loc
(Ω).

When f=0, Eq. (1.1) becomes

− ∆pu = 0, x ∈ Ω. (1.3)

The solution u of (1.3) is called p-harmonic function. In the case of p = 2, it is

well-known harmonic function, satisfying the following Laplace equation

− ∆u = 0, x ∈ Ω. (1.4)

For harmonic function, the following pointwise interior estimate of its gradient [10]

can be derived via Poisson integrative formula or mean vale theorem:

|∇u(x)| ≤ N · sup
Ω

|u| · dist−1(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (1.5)

A natural question is that whether the above gradient estimate for harmonic function

can be extended to that for p-harmonic function? We will seek to answer it in this

paper.

On the other hand, when f has the form of uλ, then Eq. (1.1) becomes the following

Lane-Emden type equation

− ∆pu = uλ, x ∈ Ω. (1.6)

J. Serrin and H. Zou [1] proved the Liouville type theorems of (1.6), i.e. nonexistence

of the nonnegative nontrivial solution on the whole space RN . Based on the Liouville

type theorems, P. Polacik, P. Quittner and P. Souplet [11] obtained the following sin-

gularity and decay estimates for the nonnegative weak solution of (1.6) by applying

the method of blow-up analysis:

Let 0 < p − 1 < λ < Λs(p), and let Ω , RN be a domain, then there exists a

constant C = C(p,N, λ) > 0 (independent of Ω and u), such that any ( nonnegative

weak ) solution u of (1.6) satisfies

u(x) + |∇u(x)|
p

λ+1 ≤ Cdist−
p

λ+1−p (x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω (1.7)

where,

Λs(p) :=


N(p−1)+p

n−p
, i f N > p

∞, i f N ≤ p
(1.8)

2



is the corresponding Sobolev critical exponent ([12, 13]).

Again, we are curious about that whether the decay estimates (1.7) could be ob-

tained for the following Lane-Emden-Fowler type p-Laplacian equation [8]

− ∆pu = |u|λ−1u, x ∈ Ω. (1.9)

To answer the above two questions, we here develop new analytic techniques to

get pointwise a priori estimates for the solution and/or gradient of some types of quasi-

linear equations by coupling blow up analysis with Liouville-type theorems. In this

paper, we first extend the interior estimates for the gradient of harmonic function to

p-harmonic function. Subsequently, we study the singularity and decay estimates of

the sign-changing solutions of the Lane-Emden-Fowler type p-Laplacian equation,

−∆pu = |u|λ−1u. Furthermore, we also discuss the pointwise a priori estimates for

higher order derivatives of solution to −∆u = uλ, x ∈ Ω, i.e., the Lane-Emden type

p-Laplacian equation in the case of p = 2. Different from the estimates in the form of

Lp norm or Cα seminorm, the pointwise a priori estimates deduced in this paper have

some interesting features: (1) dist−1(x, ∂Ω) is explicitly expressed in the right hand of

the estimates. (2) The constant C in the right hand of the estimates depends only on

the exponents in the equation (p, N and/or λ), and is independent of domain Ω and

solution u. In this sense the pointwise estimates are also universal.

2 Main Results

2.1 Interior estimates of gradient of p-harmonic function

Theorem 2.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞), and let Ω be a bounded domain in RN (N ≥ 2). Then

there exists a constant C = C(p,N) > 0, such that any C1 weak solution u of

∆pu = 0, x ∈ Ω,

satisfies

|∇u(x)| ≤ C sup
Ω

|u| · dist−1(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.1)

Remark 2.1. This result extends the classical interior estimates (1.5) of gradient of the

harmonic function [10].

2.2 Singularity estimates for Lane-Emden-Fowler type equation

For Lane-Emden-Fowler type equation

− ∆pu = |u|λ−1u, x ∈ Ω, (2.2)

according to (1.2), we say u ∈ C1(Ω) is a weak solution of (2.2), if
∫

Ω

|∇u|p−2(∇u,∇ϕ)dx =

∫

Ω

|u|λ−1uϕdx, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞c (Ω). (2.3)

A weak solution is called "stable" if the second variation of energy function of (2.2)

is nonnegative. More specifically, we have the following definition [8].
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Definition 2.1. Denote

Lu(v, ϕ) =

∫

Ω

|∇u|p−2(∇v,∇ϕ)dx +

∫

Ω

(p − 2)|∇u|p−4(∇u,∇v) · (∇v,∇ϕ) − λ|u|λ−1vϕdx.

The weak solution u ∈ C1 of (2.2) is called stable, if

Lu(ϕ, ϕ) ≥ 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω). (2.4)

Accordingly, the weak solution u ∈ C1 of (2.2) is called stable outside a compact set

K ⊂ Ω, if

Lu(ϕ, ϕ) ≥ 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω \ K). (2.5)

Remark 2.2. If u has finite Morse index, then u is stable outside a compact set.

Theorem 2.2. Let p > 2, and let Ω , RN be an arbitrary domain of RN . If


p − 1 < λ < ∞, i f N ≤
p(p+3)

p−1
,

p − 1 < λ < Λc(N, p), i f N >
p(p+3)

p−1
,

(2.6)

then there exists C = C(p,N, λ) > 0 (independent of Ω and u ), such that any stable

weak solution u ∈ C1(Ω) of (2.2) satisfies

|u(x)| + |∇u(x)|
p
λ+1 ≤ Cdist

−
p

λ+1−p (x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.7)

Remark 2.3. This theorem expands the estimates of singularity and decay for nonneg-

ative solution of Lane-Emden type equation in [11] to that for sign-changing solution

of Lane-Emden-Fowler type equation, under the condition of "stability" of the weak

solution.

Theorem 2.3. Let p > 2, and let Ω , RN be an arbitrary domain of RN , if


p − 1 < λ < ∞, i f N ≤ p,

p − 1 < λ <
N(p−1)+p

N−p
, i f N > p,

(2.8)

then there exists C = C(p,N, λ) > 0 (independent of Ω and u), such that any weak

solution u ∈ C1(Ω) of (2.2) which is stable outside a compact set K ⊂ RN satisfies

|u(x)| + |∇u(x)|
p

λ+1 ≤ Cdist−
p

λ+1−p (x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.9)

The conclusions in the above two theorems can be extended for the following equa-

tion:

− ∆pu = f (u), x ∈ Ω. (2.10)

Corollary 2.4. Assume that the relations between N, p, λ are the same as that in The-

orem 2.2. Let Ω , RN be an arbitrary domain of RN , and let f satisfy

lim
u→∞
|u|1−λu−1 f (u) = l ∈ (0,+∞). (2.11)

If u ∈ C1(Ω) is a weak solution of (2.10) and satisfies (2.4), then there exists C =

C(p,N, λ, f ) > 0 (independent of Ω and u), such that

|u(x)| + |∇u(x)|
p

λ+1 ≤ C(1 + dist−
p

λ+1−p (x, ∂Ω)), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.12)
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Corollary 2.5. Assume that the relations between N, p, λ are the same as that in The-

orem 2.3. Let Ω , RN be an arbitrary domain of RN . Assume that f satisfies

lim
u→∞
|u|1−λu−1 f (u) = l ∈ (0,+∞). (2.13)

If u ∈ C1(Ω) is a weak solution of (2.10) and satisfies (2.5), then there exists C =

C(p,N, λ, f ) > 0 (independent of Ω and u), such that

|u(x)| + |∇u(x)|
p

λ+1 ≤ C(1 + dist−
p

λ+1−p (x, ∂Ω)), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.14)

2.3 Estimates of higher order derivatives

Theorem 2.6. Let n ≥ 2, 1 < λ < λs , here,

λs :=


n+2
n−2
, i f N > 2,

∞, i f N = 2,
(2.15)

and let Ω be an arbitrary domain in RN , Ω , Rn. Then for any nonnegative integer s,

there exists C = C(p,N, λ, s) > 0 (independent of Ω and u) such that any nonnegative

smooth solution u of

− ∆u = uλ, x ∈ Ω, (2.16)

satisfies
s∑

r=0

|∇ru(x)|
λ−1

(λ−1)r+2 ≤ Cdist−1(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (2.17)

Remark 2.4. The requirements for the regularity of solution actually only need u ∈

Cs(Ω). What’s more, in fact, the requirements for the regularity of solution can be

relaxed by applying the regularity theory of elliptic equation.

Remark 2.5. For the equation with general right hand term f that satisfies correspond-

ing asymptotic conditions, by using the same method one can obtain the estimates of

higher order derivatives of the solutions. The details are omitted here.

Remark 2.6. Compared to the singularity and decay estimates of the solutions to el-

liptic equations that have been obtained in previous studies (e.g., [14]), our result pre-

sented here gives a more precise estimate for higher order derivatives of the solution

to p-Laplacian equation.

3 Lemmas

In this section , we first introduce Liouville theorem for p-harmonic function [1].

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a nonnegative weak solution of

∆pu = 0, x ∈ RN (n > p)

or

∆pu ≤ 0, x ∈ RN (n ≥ 2)

then u is constant.
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For Lane-Emden-Fowler type equation (2.2), the following Liouville type theo-

rems have been established in [8].

Lemma 3.2. Let u ∈ C1(RN) be a stable weak solution of (2.2), p > 2, if


p − 1 < λ < ∞, i f N ≤

p(p+3)

p−1
,

p − 1 < λ < Λc(N, p), i f N >
p(p+3)

p−1
,

(3.1)

here,

Λc(N, p) =
[(p − 1)N − p]2 + p2(p − 2) − p2(p − 1)N + 2p2

√
(p − 1)(N − 1)

(N − p)[(p − 1)N − p(p + 3)]
. (3.2)

then u ≡ 0.

Lemma 3.3. Let u ∈ C1(RN) be a weak solution of (2.2) which is stable outside of a

compact set of K, p > 2, if


p − 1 < λ < ∞, i f N ≤ p,

p − 1 < λ <
N(p−1)+p

N−p
, i f N > p,

(3.3)

then u ≡ 0.

Along with the above Liouville type theorems, the following "Doubling lemma"

proposed in [11] also plays an important role in blow-up analysis for the proof in this

paper.

Lemma 3.4. Let (X, d) be a compact metric space and let D ⊂ Σ ⊂ X, where D is

non-empty and Σ is closed. Set Γ := Σ \ D. Let M : D → (0,∞) be bounded on

compact subset of D, and fix a real k > 0. If y ∈ D satisfies

M(y)dist(y, Γ) > 2k,

then there exists x ∈ D such that

M(x)dist(x, Γ) > 2k, M(x) ≥ M(y),

and

M(z) ≤ 2M(x), ∀z ∈ D ∩ B(x, kM−1(x)).

In addition, we present here the following result regarding the convergence of

weak stable solutions of the p-Laplacian equation, which will be used in proofs of

Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 .

Lemma 3.5. Let Ωk ⇈ R
N ,K be a compact subset in RN . Assume that uk are a set of

weak solutions to (2.2) on Ωk, k = 1, 2, · · · , respectively and that (as k large enough)

uk is stable outside of K. If

uk → u in C1,α

loc
(RN),

then u is a weak solution of (2.2) and is stable outside of K.
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4 Proofs

In this section we apply the method of blow-up analysis to derive pointwise estimates.

The method of blow-up is an efficient approach to deduce estimates in partial differen-

tial equations, which has been applied by many scholars in, for example, [15, 11, 16].

The corresponding Liouville type theorems ( e.g. [17, 10, 8, 15, 1, 14]) are impor-

tant basis of this method. This method can be briefly described as follows: by proof

of contradiction, assuming that an estimate (in terms of the distance to ∂Ω) fails, we

could construct an appropriate auxiliary function and use "doubling" property, then

the sequence of violating solutions uk will be increasingly large along a sequence of

points xk, such that each xk has a suitable neighborhood where the relative growth of

uk remains controlled. After appropriate rescaling, we can blow up the sequence of

neighborhoods and pass to the limit to obtain a bounded solution of a limiting problem

in the whole of RN based on Lp estimates or Cα estimates. By applying Liouville type

theorems to the limiting equation we finally derive a contradiction.

4.1 The proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof of Theorem2.1. Under the same condition with that in Theorem 2.1, we just

need to prove the following estimate: ∀ǫ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C = C(p,N),

such that any C1 weak solution u of

∆pu = 0, x ∈ Ω,

satisfies

|∇u(x)| ≤ C sup
Ω

|u| · diamǫ(Ω) · dist−(1+ǫ)(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (4.1)

Assume u ≥ 0, otherwise let

w = u + supΩ|u|,

then w ≥ 0, and

∆pw = 0, x ∈ Ω.

If for w, (4.1) holds, then for u and ∀x ∈ Ω we have

|∇u(x)| = |∇w(x)| ≤ C sup
Ω

|w| · diamǫ(Ω) · dist−1+ǫ(x, ∂Ω)

≤ C sup
Ω

|u| · diamǫ(Ω) · dist−(1+ǫ)(x, ∂Ω).

Moreover, we assume supΩ |u| · diamǫ(Ω) = 1. Otherwise, let

w̃ =
u

supΩ |u| · diamǫ(Ω)
,

then supΩ |w̃| · diamǫ(Ω) = 1, and

∆pw̃ = 0, x ∈ Ω.

7



If for w̃, (4.1) holds, then for u, by

|∇u(x)|

supΩ |u| · diamǫ(Ω)
= |∇w̃(x)| ≤ Cdist−(1+ǫ)(x, ∂Ω),

we know that

|∇u(x)| ≤ C sup
Ω

|u| · diamǫ(Ω) · dist−1+ǫ(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (4.2)

Therefore, we only need to prove that if u satisfies ∆pu = 0 on Ω, and u ≥ 0, supΩ |u| ·

diam(Ω) = 1, then there holds

|∇u(x)| ≤ C · dist−(1+ǫ)(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. (4.3)

If (4.3) fails, then for k = 1, 2, · · · , there exist sequencesΩk, uk, yk ∈ Ωk and ǫk ∈ (0, 1),

such that uk is nonnegative C1 weak solution of∆pu = 0 onΩk, with sup
Ωk

uk · diamǫk(Ωk) = 1,

and the function

Mk := |∇uk|
1

1+ǫk

satisfies

Mk(yk) > 2kdist−1(yk, ∂Ωk).

By Lemma 3.4, it follows that ∃xk ∈ Ωk, such that

Mk(xk) > 2kdist−1(xk, ∂Ωk),

and

Mk(z) ≤ 2Mk(xk), ∀z : |z − xk| ≤ kM−1
k (xk).

Let λk := M−1
k

(xk), and we rescale uk by setting

vk(y) := kǫkλ
ǫk
k
· uk(xk +

1

kǫk
λky), ∀y : |y| ≤ k.

Note that as |y| ≤ k,

|
1

kǫk
· λky| ≤

1

kǫk
·

1

2k
dist(xk, ∂Ωk) · k

1+ǫk =
1

2
dist(xk, ∂Ωk),

thus xk +
1

kǫk
· λky ∈ Ωk. As such, vk is well defined. Meanwhile we have

|vk(y)| = kǫkλ
ǫk
k
· uk(xk +

1

kǫk
λky)

≤ kǫk · (
1

2k
)ǫk · distǫk(xk, ∂Ωk) · sup

Ωk

uk

≤ (
1

2
)ǫk · sup

Ωk

uk · diamǫk(Ωk)

= (
1

2
)ǫk ≤ 1,

|∇vk(y)| = λ
1+ǫk
k
· |∇uk(xk +

1

kǫk
λky)|

= Mk(xk)
−(1+ǫk) · Mk(xk +

1

kǫk
λky)1+ǫk ≤ 4, ∀y : |y| ≤ k

|∇vk(0)| = 1,

8



and

∆pvk(y) = div(|∇vk|
p−2 · ∇vk) = (λ

1+ǫk
k

)p−1 · ∆puk = 0, (4.4)

that is, vk solves

∆pvk = 0, x ∈ Bk(0).

By using Cα estimates, we deduce that there exist β ∈ (0, 1) and constant C (indepen-

dent of k) such that

‖ vk ‖C1+β

loc

≤ C.

Therefore there exist a subsequence of vk, still denoted by vk, such that

vk → v in C1
loc(R

N), (4.5)

and at point 0, v satisfies

|∇v(0)| = 1. (4.6)

By (4.4) it follows that v satisfies

∆pv = 0, x ∈ RN .

By Liouville theorem (Lemma 3.1) we deduce that

v = const, x ∈ RN .

So |∇v| ≡ 0 in RN , this contradicts with (4.6). Therefore (4.3) holds and we have

proved Theorem 2.1.

�

Remark 4.1. In the above proof, we used an approximation method to get the estimate

by first relaxing the inequality through introducing ǫ in (4.1) and then taking limit,

which is a critical step since we found that it was hard to apply blow up analysis for

the estimate (2.1) directly.

4.2 The proof of Theorem 2.2

Proof of Lemma 3.5. ∀ϕ ∈ C1
c (RN \ K), let V = suppϕ ⊂ RN \ K, V ⊂ Ωk as k large

enough. We first prove that u satisfies (2.3). In fact, as k large enough,

|

∫

V

|∇uk|
p−2(∇uk,∇ϕ)dx −

∫

V

|∇u|p−2(∇u,∇ϕ)dx|

≤

∫

V

(|∇uk| − |∇u|)p−2(∇uk,∇ϕ)dx +

∫

V

|∇u|p−2(∇uk − ∇u,∇ϕ)dx→ 0, (k → ∞).

We next prove

Luk
(ϕ, ϕ)→ Lu(ϕ, ϕ) (k → ∞). (4.7)

In fact, as k large enough,

|

∫

V

|∇uk|
p−2|∇ϕ|2dx −

∫

V

|∇u|p−2|∇ϕ|2dx|

≤ max
V

(|∇uk|
p−2| − |∇u|p−2|)

∫

V

|∇ϕ|2dx→ 0, (k → ∞).

9



Similarly, ∫

V

|uk|
λ−1ϕ2dx→

∫

V

|u|λ−1ϕ2dx, (k → ∞).

Moreover,

|

∫

V

|∇uk|
p−4|(∇uk,∇ϕ)|2dx −

∫

V

|∇u|p−4|(∇u,∇ϕ)|2dx|

≤

∫

V

(|∇uk| − |∇u|)p−4|(∇uk,∇ϕ)|2dx +

∫

V

|∇u|p−4(∇uk + ∇u,∇ϕ)(∇uk − ∇u,∇ϕ)dx

→ 0 (k →∞).

Therefore,

Luk
(ϕ, ϕ)→ Lu(ϕ, ϕ) ≥ 0 (k→ ∞). (4.8)

So u is a weak solution to (2.2) and is stable outside of K according to the Definition

2.1. �

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let α =
p

λ+1−p
. Assume that estimate (2.9) fails, then there exist

sequences Ωk, uk, yk ∈ Ωk (k = 1, 2, · · · ), such that each uk is a stable weak solution of

(2.2) on Ωk and functions

Mk := |uk|
1
α + |∇uk|

1
(α+1) , k = 1, 2, · · · ,

satisfy

Mk(yk) > 2kdist−1(yk, ∂Ωk).

By Lemma 3.4 it follows that ∃xk ∈ Ωk, such that

Mk(xk) > 2kdist−1(xk, ∂Ωk),

Mk(z) ≤ 2Mk(xk), ∀z : |z − xk| ≤ kM−1
k (xk).

Let λk := M−1
k

(xk), and rescale uk by setting

vk(y) := λαk uk(xk + λky), ∀y : |y| ≤ k.

Note that (p − 1)(α + 1) + 1 = λα. It’s easy to verify that vk is a stable weak solution

of

− ∆pvk = |vk|
λ−1vk, y ∈ Bk(0) (4.9)

and

[|vk|
1
α + |∇vk|

1
(α+1) ](0) = 1, (4.10)

[|vk|
1
α + |∇vk|

1
(α+1) ](y) ≤ 2, |y| ≤ k. (4.11)

By using C
1,β

loc
estimates of p-Laplacian equation, we know ∃β ∈ (0, 1) and C (inde-

pendent of k) such that

‖ vk ‖C1+β

loc

≤ C, ∀k = 1, 2, · · · .
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By Arzela-Ascolli Theorem, it follows that there exist a subsequence of vk, still de-

noted by vk, such that

vk → v in C1
loc(R

N). (4.12)

and by (4.9) we deduce that v satisfies

∆pv = |v|λ−1v, x ∈ RN . (4.13)

By Lemma 3.5, v is a stable weak solution of (4.13). By Lemma 3.2 we know that

v = 0, x ∈ RN .

But by (4.10) it follows that

[|v|
1
α + |∇v|

1
(α+1) ](0) = 1. (4.14)

Contradiction is derived. As such we have proved Theorem 2.2. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By applying the same procedure in proof of Theorem 2.2, it is

easy to deduce the conclusion by Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.5. �

Proofs of Corollary 2.4 and Corollary 2.5. Similar to the proofs of Theorem 2.2 and

Theorem 2.3, the difference lies in that

Mk(yk) > 2k(1 + dist−1(yk, ∂Ωk)) > 2kdist−1(yk, ∂Ωk),

and

λk → 0 (k → ∞).

vk solves

− ∆pvk(y) = fk(vk(y)) := λ
(α+1)(p−1)+1

k
f (λ
−αvk(y)

k
), |y| ≤ k. (4.15)

By using Cα estimates, we deduce that there exist β ∈ (0, 1) and constant C(independent

of k) such that

‖ vk ‖C1+β

loc

≤ C, ∀k = 1, 2, · · · .

Therefore there exist a subsequence of vk, still denoted by vk, such that

vk → v in C1
loc(R

N), (4.16)

and by (4.15) we deduce that v satisfies (4.10)-(4.11) and solves

∆pv = l · |v|λ−1v, x ∈ RN . (4.17)

By Liouville theorems (Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3) we know

v = 0, x ∈ RN .

The contradiction is also derived. �
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Proofs of Theorem 2.6. Assume that (2.17) fails, then, there exist sequencesΩk, uk, yk ∈

Ωk (k = 1, 2, · · · ), such that each uk is a smooth solution of −∆u = uλ on Ωk, and func-

tions

Mk :=

s∑

r=0

|∇ruk|
1
α+r , k = 1, 2, · · · , (4.18)

satisfy

Mk(yk) > 2kdist−1(yk, ∂Ωk),

where α = 2
λ−1

.

By Lemma 3.4 it follows that there exists xk ∈ Ωk, such that

Mk(xk) > 2kdist−1(xk, ∂Ωk),

Mk(z) ≤ 2Mk(xk), ∀z : |z − xk| ≤ kM−1
k (xk).

Let λk := M−1
k

(xk), and rescale uk by setting

vk(y) := λαk uk(xk + λky), ∀y : |y| ≤ k.

Note that as |y| ≤ k we have

|λky| ≤
1

2k
dist(xk, ∂Ωk) · k =

1

2
dist(xk, ∂Ωk).

This implies that

xk + λky ∈ Ωk,

Therefore vk is well defined. We further deduce that

−∆vk(y) = −λαk · ∆yuk(xk + λky)

= −λα+2
k ∆uk

= λα+2
k uλk = (λαk uk)

λ

= vλk (y).

So vk solves

−∆vk = vλk , y ∈ Bk(0),

and

s∑

r=0

|∇rvk(y)|
1
α+r =

s∑

r=0

|λα+r
k ∇

ruk|
1
α+r

= λk Mk(xk + λky)

≤ 2, |y| ≤ k;

s∑

r=0

|∇rvk|
1
α+r (0) = λkMk(xk) = 1. (4.19)
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By using Cα estimates, we deduce that there exist β ∈ (0, 1) and constant C (indepen-

dent of k) such that

‖ vk ‖Cs+β

loc

≤ C.

Therefore there exist a subsequence of vk, still denoted by vk, such that

vk → v in Cs
loc(R

N), (4.20)

and v solves

− ∆v = vλ, x ∈ RN . (4.21)

By Lemma 3.1 we deduce

v = const, x ∈ RN .

This contradicts with (4.19), thus we have proved Theorem 2.6. �
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