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Abstract

We consider a family of critical elliptic equations which arise as the Euler-Lagrange equation
of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities, possibly in convex cones in R?, with d > 2. We
classify positive solutions without assuming that the solution has finite energy and when the
intrinsic dimension n € (%, 5].
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are interested in the classification of positive solutions to equations of the
form
div (|x| 7 Du) + |x|"Pu?~' =0 inR?, (1.1)

which arise as the Euler-Lagrange equations associated to Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN)

type inequalities
2
p » Vuwl|?
/ 0’ <Ca,b/ Vol g, (12)
re |x|°P Re |x[*

CKN inequalities (1.2) were established in [4] (see also [23, 25, 27]) and they hold for any
w € DY (RY), where

DR = {w e LP(RY, |x|~bdux) such that |x|~¢|Dw| € L2(R, dx)} 13
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witha <b <1+aford >3anda < b <1+ a ford = 2. The constant C, ;, appearing
in (1.2) is the optimal constant, it depends only on a, b and d. The exponent

2d

P 020k —a)

is chosen in order to have the invariance of the inequality under scalings. We shall assume
that a < a., where
_d=2
e = ——.

since the case a > a, is dual to it (see [7, Theorem 1.4 (ii)]) and for a = a, the inequality
(1.2) fails to be true [4]. We also mention that the space Db (RY) can be alternatively defined
by using the completion, with respect to the energy norm, of smooth functions compactly
supported in R \ {0}, i.e.,

Il12.a

DRI = C.(RI\ {0}) T, (1.4)

where || - ||2,4 is the norm associated to the inner product

@ V) :=/ |72V, V) dx .
Rd

see [7, Lemma 2.1].

We notice that if a = b = 0 then (1.2) reduces to the classical Sobolev inequality, and in
this case the study of symmetry properties of extremals for (1.2) goes back to Aubin [2] and
Talenti [31]. Classification results for positive solutions to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange
equation

d+2 . d
Au+ud2 =0 inR (1.5)

were also obtained by Obata [28] and Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg in [22] under the assumption
that the solution behaves at infinity as the fundamental solution. The classification result
asserts that positive solutions to (1.5) are radially symmetric with respect to some centre, up
to rescalings.

When (a, b) # (0, 0), a relevant property of (1.2) is that minimizers are not necessarily
radially symmetric. In [20] Felli and Schneider proved that symmetry breaking occurs for
some values of @ and b. More precisely, by setting

(I+a—b)a—a)
o =

) 1.6
a.—a+b (1.6)
and
d 1.7
n=-————, .
l4+a—->
it was shown in [20] that minimizers of (1.2) are not radially symmetric whenever
d—1
o > . (1.8)
n—1

In [16], Dolbeault, Esteban and Loss proved that the range (1.8) is sharp. Indeed, the main
result of [16] is the following: let u € D (RY) be a positive solution to (1.1) and assume
that

d—1

n—1

a <

: (1.9)
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then u is radially symmetric and it is of the form

_2
u@) = (14 x| r2Necm) 7 (1.10)

for any x € RY, up to rescalings. Since (1.1) is the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to
(1.2) then this result shows that minimizers of (1.2) (and more generally positive extremals)
are radially symmetric whenever « satisfies (1.9) (we will refer to solutions of (1.1) as critical
points of (1.2)). For more references on this topic, we refer to the reference list in [16].

We also mention that, when o = 0 (which corresponds to b = a + 1), the equality case
in (1.2) is never attained in D%?(R?) (see [7]), and for this reason we shall not consider this
case in this paper.

We emphasize that the assumption u € D%?(R¥) is crucial in [ 16] for obtaining asymptotic
estimates on the solution at infinity and at the origin (see also [1], [11] and [30] for more
general CKN type inequalities and related results). However, this assumption is not necessary
when a = b = 0, as it was shown by Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck in [3], Chen and Li [9],
and Li and Zhang in [24], where the classification result was obtained for positive solutions
to (1.5) without assuming neither u € D%°(R?) nor asymptotic estimates at infinity. Hence,
a natural question is whether or not the assumption u € D%?(R?) can be removed for the
more general equation (1.1). This is the main goal of this paper. More precisely, we aim to
classify positive solutions u € D;‘O’f (R?) to (1.1) without assuming any energy or decaying
conditions on u at infinity.

As already mentioned, when a = b = 0 the energy assumption on the solution was
removed in [3] and [24] by using the Kelvin transformation and the methods of moving
planes. However, the method of moving planes seems to be helpful for the classification of
solutions to (1.1) only when a > 0, see Chou and Chu [10] where symmetry results are
obtained under the assumption u € D%?(R?). Trying to use this approach when a < 0 and
without the energy assumption seems to be a challenging problem.

In this paper, we prefer to adopt a different approach which is based on integral identities
which, in particular, exploits the use of a suitable P-function. This approach was recently used
by the authors and Farina in [13] for classification and rigidity results of (1.5) in complete
Riemmanian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature (see also the related papers by
Catino and Monticelli [8] and Fogagnolo, Malchiodi and Mazzieri [21]). We also mention
that removing the energy assumption for positive solutions to the critical p-Laplace equation

Apu+ u?"'=0 inR?

is achallenging open problem, and some partial results have been recently obtained by Catino,
Monticelli and Roncoroni in [6], Ou in [29] and Vetois in [32], which have been other sources
of inspiration for us.

In this paper, we prove the following result, where we obtain a rigidity result in low
intrinsic dimension n and without energy assumptions on the solution.
Theorem 1.1 Letu € Dfu’f (RY) be a positive solution to (1.1) and let a and n be given by
(1.6) and (1.7), respectively. If

d-—2
n—?2

§<n§5 and o <

(1.11)

then u is radially symmetric and it is given by (1.10) (up to a translation in the case a = b =
0).

@ Springer



246  Page4of 27 G. Ciraolo, C. C. Polvara

We first observe that the assumption u € Dza(;cb (R?) assures that the solution has finite

energy in any ball centered at the origin, and this allows us to use the asymptotic estimates
at the origin obtained in [16]. Hence, the core of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is how to obtain
the classification result without using any a priori information on the solution at infinity.
‘We mention that condition (1.11) on « already appeared in [11] and a geometric interpre-
tation follows by a conformal reformulation of the problem, as it was noticed in [17]. Indeed,
it may be convenient to write (1.2) and (1.1) in a Riemannian setting, where we define the
conformal metric
gij =[x Vs, (1.12)

which permits to write (1.2) as a weighted Sobolev inequality on the manifold (R? \ {0}, g):

2
p
( /R , Iulpdu(X)) < Ca fR | Veulgdu(x) (1.13)

withd(x) = |x|~?Pdx." It can be shown that (RY\ {0}, g, 1) satisfiesa C D(0, n) condition
if and only if « satisfies (1.11). We mention that the condition (1.9) corresponds to a weaker
form of the C D (0, n) condition and we refer to [17] for a more detailed discussion on this
topic. We also note that the manifold (R \ {0}, g) is not complete, since the origin is not
included. Although the manifold could be completed into a metric space by adding the origin,
the resulting space would not be a smooth weighted manifold. For this reason, we preferred
to work under the assumption of non-completeness.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 we take inspiration from [6, 13, 29, 32] and we employ a
P-function approach, as we are going to explain in the following. After the change of metric

(1.12), (1.1) can be written as
n+2
Lu = ul:z ,

where
Lu = —efdivg (e_ngu> , withe /= |x|*=D

2
By letting v = u~ »-2 we obtain that

2 1 nlVerly

n—2v 2 v
The advantage of considering v instead of u relies upon the fact that Theorem 1.1 is proved
once we show that the Hessian of v (denoted by Hgv) is a multiple of g, and this leads to an
explicit representation of v which corresponds to the fact that « is given by (1.10). Here we
notice that, even if H,v = cg for some constant ¢, the manifold (R4 \ {0}, g) is not complete
and hence we cannot conclude by using classical splitting results. Moreover, in this case, the
RHS of (1.14) is constant and may serve as a P-function. Indeed, by letting

Lv =

(1.14)

2 1 n |ng|§
P = -+ = 1.15
n—2v + 2 v ( )

we prove that P is a subsolution of a suitable elliptic PDE, and this permits us to prove the
rigidity result by showing that P is constant as in some classical Liouville Theorem (see for
instance [19, Proposition 8.2]).

I Even if the metric g is defined and smooth only on R4 \ {0}, the presence of the weight dyt and (1.4) imply
that the integrals in (1.13) can be actually evaluated in the whole R4,
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Theorem 1.1 is a particular case of a more general theorem where we consider (1.1)
defined in a convex cone. The study of Sobolev inequalities in convex cones was initiated by
Lions, Pacella and Tricarico in [26] and then more general results were obtained by the first
author together with Figalli and Roncoroni in [14] (under the finite energy assumption on
the solution). In this paper, we obtain a classification of critical points under the assumption
(1.11) and by assuming that the cone is convex.

More precisely, let A ¢ SY~! be a smooth and open domain in the (d — 1)-dimensional
sphere and consider the cone ¥ defined by

Y ={x eR? : = t& for some ¢ € (0, +00) and & € A}.
We notice that it may be convenient to write the cone X as
r=Rxc,

where k € {0,...,d} and C C R?¥ is a convex cone centred at O € R?~¥ (the origin of
R4—k) which does not contain a line, and we say that xg € R¥ x C is a vertex of . In the
case k = d we have ¥ = R? and a vertex of ¥ is any point in RY.

Hence, in the case of a cone X, we consider positive functions in
DLl (3 = {u elL?

loc loc

(S, lx|™dx) such that [x| ™| Dul € L}, (S, dv)} .

and we study the following problem

:div(|x|_2”Du)+ Ix|"PuP~' =0 in% (016)

u, =0 ondXx.

‘We mention that the homogeneous Neumann condition on d X is the natural one which appears
when one writes the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to CKN inequalities in cones.
Our second main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2 Let & C RY be a convex cone, and let u € Dfo’f (X) be a positive solution to
(1.16). Let o and n be given by (1.6) and (1.7), respectively. If n and o satisfy (1.11) then u
is radially symmetric and is given by

_2_

u(x) = (1 flx— xo|<P—2><“c—“))_"‘2 : (1.17)
where xq is a vertex of X, up to rescalings.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the same argument as the one of Theorem 1.1. The
presence of the boundary condition can be tackled in some standard way and does not add
substantial difficulties to the proof. However, it is worth noticing that the convexity of the
cone appears in two different ways during the proof.

The first one is when we prove that P is a subsolution of an elliptic PDE, since an extra term
appears in the calculations. This quantity can be written in terms of the second fundamental
form of 93, which is pointwise nonnegative thanks to the convexity of the cone, and then it
can be easily tackled.

The convexity of the cone also appears in another step of the proof, in particular when
we use a Poincaré inequality on the set A C S?~!. In this case, it is crucial that the first
nontrivial Neumann eigenvalue A (A) of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on A is greater or
equal than d — 1 (see [16]). This is true both for sd-1 (which corresponds to Theorem 1.1)
and whenever A is a convex domain on the sphere (see [18, Theorem 4.3]).
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We mention that, in the case of Sobolev inequality (i.e. a = b = 0), if L1 (A) < d — 1
then it was proved in [15] that symmetry breaking occurs. It is an open question whether or
not rigidity results can be obtained in non-convex cones which have 1;(A) > d — 1, also
under the assumption of finite energy. This result would be new also for the classical Sobolev
inequality.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the conformal metric and
prove some preliminary results. Section 3 is devoted to the P-function and its properties. In
Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is sketched in Section 5.

2 The conformal formulation
Let g be the metric given by (1.12), i.e.
gij = Ix[*@ Vg,

where « is given by (1.6) and § is the Euclidean metric. Then (1.2) can be written as

2
(/Rd |u|pe_deg)p < C”’b/Rd Veul2e ™ dv,, 2.1)
where
dVy = |x|*@ Dax, (2.2)
and
e = x| 2.3)

with n given by (1.7). In order to emphasize that we are considering the Riemannian manifold
(R4 \ {0}, g), it will be convenient to rename the set D4P(RY) as D8 (RY), where

Dg(]Rd) = {u ‘R SR /]Rd |u|Pe—deg < 400 and /Rd |Vgu|z,e_deg < +oo},

2.4)
and we set Dfm (R?) accordingly. Correspondingly, (1.1) becomes
n+2
div, (e—f vgu> +eunr =0 2.5)
inRY, with u € ngoc (RY). Tt will be convenient to set
Lu = efdivg (eingu> , (2.6)
and hence (2.5) can be written as
n+2
Lu+ur? =0 2.7)
in R?. We notice that one can also write Lu as follows
Lu = Agu — (Vo f,Vou),. (2.8)

Hence, by a weak solution of (2.7) we mean a function u € Dfo C(Rd) such that

. n+2 -
—/Rdwgu,vg(p)ge*fdvg+/Rduffz<pe*fdvg -0,
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for any ¢ € C°(R?), where (,) ¢ denotes the inner product in (R?, g). By standard elliptic
regularity, solutions of (1.1) are smooth in R4 \ {O} and it can be shown that they are
locally bounded (see for instance [11]). The same regularity results apply to solutions to
(2.7). Moreover, since we are assuming that u € Dlgo . (R9), by arguing as in [16, Proposition
8.1], we also have that the solution in bounded in B{(O) \ {O}.

We conclude this section by giving some information on the weighted manifold
(Rd, g, e~ fd V). We first write the Ricci curvature Ric, and the Hessian H, of a func-
tion by using that g is conformal to the Euclidean metric 4, in particular by writing

g = [xP@ Vs =25, with ¢ := (« — 1)log|x]|.

In this setting we recall that for conformal metrics g and § we have (see for instance [5,
Formulas (2.68) and (2.74)])

Ricg = Rics — (d —2)(Hs¢p —dp @ dp) — (A + (d — 2)|V¢|2)8, 2.9)
with Rics = 0 since it is the Euclidean metric, and for any C? function h we have
Hoh = Hsh + (V¢, Vh)s — (d¢p @ dh +dh @ d¢), (2.10)

where Hsh is the standard Hessian of 4 in R, Hence, straightforward calculations show that

, d-=2)1—-0a? XiX;
(Ricg)ij = L (8 = Jp @.11)
and, by recalling that f in (2.3) is given by
f=—an—d)loglx|, (2.12)
we have
oh—d XiX;j
(Hg f)ij = —«a T 6i,—2|x|2 . (2.13)

We notice that, since d > 2, then we have that Ricy > 0 for @ < 1. Moreover, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 Letv € CO(RY) N C3(RY\ {0}) and set

2 (Lv)? .
klv] := |Hgv|(g i + Ricg(Vyv, Vgv) + Hy f(Vgv, Vev) . (2.14)
Then
Agv 2 n—d (Vov, x)\2
k _(H ——g‘ Agv—ad 2NN W, 2.15
wI=|Hev = =] + =g (Bevmod— g ) + Wl @19
where 5 s
d—2—a"(n—2) 5 (Vgu,x)
w = \Y% -, 2.16
i) o (| o0l e (2.16)
and if
d-—2
2
< 2.17
@< (2.17)
then
k[v] > 0. (2.18)
Moreover

@ Springer



246  Page 8 of 27 G. Ciraolo, C. C. Polvara

-2
(i) ifa2 < d then
n—2
k[v] =0 ifandonlyif v(x)= c1|x|2°‘ + ¢ (2.19)

foranyxeRd and for some c1, ¢ € R;
ey d—2 2 2
(ii) ifa =72anda + b” > 0 then
n—

{k[v] =0 ifand only if v(x) = c1|x]** + 2 (2.20)

Lv = const
for any x € R and for some c1, ¢ € R;
d—-2
(iii) ifoz2 = = anda = b = 0 (and hence o = 1) then
n—
k[vl=0 ifandonlyif v(x)=-cilx —xo** + 2 (2.21)
for any x € R and for some ci, c2 € R and xo € R%.

Proof We first notice that, from the definition of £ (2.6), it follows:

(Lv)?

2 _ 2
|Hevly — === = |Hel} -

(Agv)? N (Agv)? 1
d d n
X <(Agv)2 —2A,v(Vgv, Vg e + (Vgu, ng)§>

Agv 2+n—d
d g™ Thd

(2.22)

2
- ‘Hgv— (Bg0)” + = Ag0(Vv, Ve g

1 2
— —{Vgv. Ve fg.

In the following, we assume that n # d, since otherwise f = 0 and (2.15) immediately
follows. Hence from (2.14), (2.11) and (2.13), we obtain that k[v] and can be written as
2 n

kvl = |Heo— 250 4
v] = |Hgv dgg

—d 5, 2 d 5
nd (Agv) +;AgU<VgU,ng>g+m(Vg‘U,ng>g

(

1
" (Vgu, ng)z, + Ricg(Vgv, Vgv) + Hyg f(Vgv, Vgu)

and from (2.12) we find

Agv 12 n—d d ’
Klv] = |y — == 8‘g+ g \Bevt T Ver Vel
2(n—d
_%(vgu, e Rics (Vv Vev) 4 He f (V. Viw).

From (2.11) and (2.13) we find (2.15); from (2.17) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain
that W¢[v] > O and then (2.18).

Now we prove the last part of the theorem, i.e. assertions (i)-(iii). A straightforward
computation shows that if v(x) = c1|x|>* + ¢ (or v(x) = c1]x — x0|>* + ¢; in case (iii))
then k[v] = 0 and Lv is constant. For the reverse implication, we assume that k[v] = 0 and
distinguish three cases.

@ Springer
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d—-2
Case (i): a2 < Pt From k[v] = 0, (2.15) and (2.16) we have
n—

Agv
d

Vv, x)?
gl =0 and Vo2 = Ve (2.23)

|Hov —
¢ |x |2

Notice that, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the second equation in (2.23) implies that Vv
is radial. Since Vv is radial, by using (2.10) and from (2.23) it follows

Agv Av
0=Hyv— ——g=Hv— —

2
y 0 2Apiv;1 =y + S(V, Vv)s, (2.24)

where we also used that
P Agv = Av + (d —2)(V¢, Vv).
By multiplying by e 2%, we notice that (2.24) can be written as
(e ) = é(e*z"’vk)kai,- (2.25)
fori,je{l,...,d}. Ifi # j then (2.25)
(e *v); =0 ifi#j. (2.26)
If i = j, since v and ¢ are smooth outside the origin, we can differentiate and obtain that
(e72Pv)ie = é(e_z(pvk)ke
fori,¢ =1,...,d. From (2.26) we find
(e )i =0 fori=1,...d,

which implies

(v =Ci fori=1,...,d. (2.27)
for some constant vector C| = (Cll, ce, Cf"). Hence from (2.27) and (2.26) we have
vi = [x]?@D(Clx; + Ca), (2.28)

for some constant vector C;. Since

<ng,x>2
Vo2 = 5220
Vsl |x|?

from (2.28) we obtain C, = 0 and (2.19) is proved.

d—2
Case (ii): o = P— and a* + b* > 0. Notice that n # d and, in this case, we further

n
assume that Lv = C is constant. Since n # d, then k[v] = 0 implies that

Heo— 28Y62 0 and Agv—adM —0. (2.29)
d 8 |x|2
The second equation in (2.29) gives
e 20
Agv = adeka . (230)
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Since Lv = C is constant, from (2.8) and (2.30) we obtain

=29 =29

C —(xd vixr +a(n — ) e

e kX

C
vk = — x>
an

Notice that, since ¢ = (o — 1) 2% |2’ (2.31) yields

v = (@ —1)— |x|2<“ b,
Since Agv = =2 (Av + (d — 2)vky), (2.30), (2.31) and (2.32) give
Av = (d +2(a — 1)) | |2e=b

From the first equation in (2.29) we have that

Av 2
Hv — 75 —[#ivjlij — [Pjvili,j + g(‘ﬁkvk)(s =0,

which implies

(-1

Vij = $ivj + pjvi = e

(x,-v.,- +xjv,-) fori £ j,
while for i = j we have
A
Vi = 7” T 2¢iv — (o — 1) |x|2<“—1> fori e (1,...,d},
and from (2.33) we obtain
C
vii = 2¢ivi = —[x?@ D fori e {l,....d}.
an
By recalling that e2? = |x|2@=D (2.35) can be written as
C
(e )i = — foriefl,....d},
an

which gives

C
e v = —xi+c¢ foriell, ..., d)
an
for some ¢; which does not depend on x;. Hence

c
vi=—|x2@“ D +¢) foriefl,....d},
oan

where c; which does notdepend on x;. From (2.31) we obtain thatc; = Oforanyi € {i, ...,

and hence

C
vi = —|x?@ Dy forie{l,...,d),

an
which gives
2
v=c1x|™ +c2

and the assertion is proved.

@ Springer
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Case (ii): n = d and o = 1. Notice that in this case « = b = 0 as it follows from (1.6) and
(1.7). From (2.28) it is well-known that we immediately obtain that v(x) = c|x — xo0|> + ¢,
for some constants ¢, ¢, and for some xo € R?. ]

3 The P-function

In this section, we introduce an auxiliary function, the so-called P-function and we prove
some preliminary results. Let u be a solution to (2.7) and set
__2_
v=u n12, (31)
it is readily seen that v satisfies

2
2 1 nlVeuld
n—2v 2 v

Lv = , (3.2)
where £ is given by (2.6). Since u is positive, smooth in R? \ {0} and locally bounded in

R?, then the same holds for v. Moreover, u € D} (R?) implies that v e D} (RY), ie.

/ v e /dV, < +oo and / v Veulse /dVy < +oo (3.3)
B, B,
for any ball of radius p > 0.

The right-hand side of (3.2) is what we call P-function, namely we set

po_21 E|ng|§.
n—2v 2 w

Thus P = Lv and our main goal in the proof of Theorem 1.1 will be to show that P is
constant. This is essentially the approach proposed in [13] for the critical Laplace equation
in completes manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature. In our setting, the manifold is
weighted and it is not complete, for this reason, some further arguments are needed.

The crucial property of P is that P is a subsolution to a suitable elliptic equation, as it is
proved in the following lemma.

3.4)

Lemma 3.1 Let v be a solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3) and let P be defined by (3.4). Then
P satisfies

ef divg (7T "V, P) = nv! k[v] in R\ (0], (3.5)
where L is given by (2.6).

Proof We recall that v is smooth in R? \ {0} and hence we can verify (3.5) pointwise in
R?\ {0}. From Lemma A.1 we have

e/ div (e_fv]_” (%Vglvgv|§ —nLvVgv + (n — 1)Png))

= nv'k[v] + v(Lv — P)Lw'™), (3.6)
where k[v] is given by (2.14). From (3.2) and (3.6) we get

o (1 1 Y
efdlvg<e Tyl <§vg|vgv|§—;£uvgu>>:vl k[v]. (3.7)
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Since Lv = P and from (3.4), we have that
n , 1 n (1 , 1
VgP=ZVg|VgU|g—;PVgU=; 5Vg|VgU|g—;£UVgU
which, together with (3.7), implies (3.5). O

Lemma 3.1 is preliminary to the following lemma, which provides the crucial differential
inequality that we are going to use.

Lemma 3.2 Let v be a solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3) and let P be defined by (3.4). Then
1
ef divg (= P12V P) 2 (r - 5) P2V PR 4+ n P W] (3.8)

in R\ {0} and for any t € R, where L is given by (2.6).

Proof We first notice that v € C>®(R? \ {0}) and then the following computations hold
pointwise in R? \ {O}. From the definition of the P-function (3.4) we have that

p n H Lv
Vo P = — v— —g |Veu.
§ v\ ¢ ng §

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get
2
n Lv
Vo P2 < —|Hgv — ——g|2| Vvl
v n
and, since P > 0, we have

12 2-n 2 2 2at? Lv 2 _ pi—1.1-n 2 Lo 5IVevl
P2 T Ve Pl < P70 E\ng—7g|g|vgu|g=1> v n|ng—7g|g P . (3.9)

From the definition of P (3.4) we have

V,v|? 2
ﬂ <z, (3.10)
vP n
and then (3.9) and (3.10) yield
L
P22V, P2 < P! 2n| Hyy — %g@. G.11)

From (2.8) we get
Lv d 2
|Hov — 7g|§ = [Hgvl} + —3(Bgv = (Ve f, Vev)e)? — ~(Agv = (Vg f, Vgu)e) Agv

d 2 d
= [Hyvl; + (172 - ;)(Agv)z + (Ve f. Vou)s

n?
2 2
+ <; - ﬁ>(vgf, Vev)g Agu
= |Hgv — Tg|g + W(Agv) + nj(vgf, Vvl

n—d
+2

(Vo f, Vav)gAgu,
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and hence

Lv Agv 2
|ng—7g|§: |Hgv—7gg|§,+ [(n —d)Agv+d(Vyf, Vev)e]™ .

dn?

From (3.11) we have

Agv
P22 PIE < P o0 g — ng@ + — [ —d)Agv+d(Ve f, vgv>g]2} ,

dn?
and, by using (2.15), we obtain
PRV PS4 20 P T T W o] < 20PN k] (3.12)
Since
ef divg (7 P TIPTIYP) = 0P T k] 4+ (= DPTRT VPR,
from (3.5) and (3.12) we obtain (3.8). m]

We shall use Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 by testing (3.5) with some cut off function which has
compact support in Bfe \ §f C R?\ {0} (see Proposition 4.1). The lack of regularity at
the origin implies that we need to have precise asymptotic information on some relevant
quantities as r — 0. This is the content of the following proposition, which was proved
in [16, Section 8] and we write here below by using the notation adopted in this paper. We
mention that (3.13) below is weaker than (1.11), and hence Proposition 3.3 applies also under
the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.3 Ler v be a solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3) and assume that

d—1
a < . (3.13)
n—1

Then
. 2
f e |VulidVy < Cr e
Bf

In particular, forn > 2 and « < 1 we have
/ e |Vyul3dV, = o(r?)
Bf
asr — 0.

Proof This proposition directly follows from [16, Proposition 8.2, (i) and (ii)]. It is important
to notice that, even if Proposition 8.2 in [16] is stated for solutions having finite energy in
R4, the proof is carried out separately in a neighborhood of the origin and at infinity. For
this reason, since we are assuming that u € Dl“n‘f (R?), we can argue as in [16] and obtain
asymptotic estimates at the origin. Indeed one can check that, up to a multiplicative constant,
the function p in [16] is equal to v, more precisely

p=(— . (3.14)

Moreover, in terms of the spherical coordinates

X
p=l|x| and w=—,

|x]
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[16, Proposition 8.2, (i) and (ii)] gives the existence of a constant C (not depending on p)
such that

/ 18,p(p, w)|*do < C and / IVup(p, w)*do < Cp?, (3.15)
Sd—l Sd—l

for p — 0, where 9, denotes the standard Euclidean radial derivative. Thus, (3.14) yields

rife 1 T
/Bg e IWgvlg v = /0 o /sH pan_dﬂ_za((n —1)2 97l + m?'valz)pd_ldw

)

and from (3.15) we conclude. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 we need some preliminary results. To simplify the notation, in
the following calculations, we shall omit the volume form d V. In the following, B f; denotes
the ball centred at the origin of radius R in the metric g. We notice that B}z corresponds to

the Euclidean ball BR centered at the origin and of radius R# and that

1
f e ldv, = C.R", (4.1)
By
where C, depends only on d, n and «. B
Given 0 < r < R, we shall refer to a cutoff function ¢ with compact supportin B5p \ Bf
as a function satisfying the following conditions

p=1 in B\ BS.

=0 in Bf and R? \ BS
AR @2)
|Vg</7|g < g In BzR \ BR
IVeply <1 in BS \ Bf.

By a standard approximation argument, it is clear that ¢ can be taken as a test function in the
weak formulation of (3.2).

Proposition 4.1 Let v be a solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3) and let P be defined by (3.4). Let
@ be given by (4.2) and assume that condition (2.17) is fulfilled. Then

1 o2 2
01727 [ TP Pl

1 1
< 72/ e’fq)"’zvz’”P’-l——z/’ eI g2 pt, 4.3)
R< B8, \BS = JBS\Bf

foranyt > %,0<r<Rand6’>2.

Proof We first notice that (2.17) implies that W¢[v] > 0, and then (3.8) yields
1
ef divg (7 P12V, P) = (z - 5) P20V, P2, (4.4)
inR? \ {O}. Since ¢ € C°(B5, \ Bf) and ¢ > 0, from (4.4) we have

> Cf 2enpi L0 o
¢9efd1vg<e Sy pt 1VgP> > (1= )P 22|V Plrg”
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By multiplying by e~/ and integrating by parts (we omit the volume form dV,), we get

1 .
(l — 5) /Rd 7fPl 2 2 ”|V P|g§0 9/1;1 (pgjleifU27nP,71<ng,ng))g
1
2 2
< 9<fRd e—f<p%2—"P’—2|ng|§) (/Rd e—f<p9—2v2—"P’|vg<p|§> , (4.5)

where in the last inequality we applied Holder’s inequality. Hence, if we assume that ¢ > %,
we obtain

1\2
(, _ 5) /Rd e—fPt—ZUZ—nlng@wG < /Rd e—f(pQ—ZUZ—anvgw'é.

As we already mentioned, by a standard approximation argument we can choose ¢ satisfying
(4.2) and then we immediately obtain (4.3). ]

Lemma 4.2 Let v be a positive solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3). For any ¢ € R and ¢ €
CX(RY \ {0}) it holds

n _ _ 2 2 _ _ 1— _
G- [ v Vaty s 2 [ vtvet == [ 0T Ve,
(4.6)

Proof From (3.2) and (3.4), and by integrating by parts, we get

/ e pyl=iy = / Lve Tvl=0y = / div, (e_ngv)vl_qw =
Rd Rd Rd

q—l)/ v e |Veulty — / 1(Vqv, Vor)ge ™
Using again (3.4) we get
5 +1—q)/ Fy=4| Vg 1//+—/ v e f——édul—q(vgv,vgw>ge—f.
]

Corollary 4.3 Let v be a positive solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3). Let g,m € R, ¢ €
cx (R4 \ {0}) and let P be given by (3.4). Then it holds

G +1—q)/ Tom1 PV, vlgvf+—/ C e
= _/Rd WITI P Vv, Vr) e —m/HQ{lvl—‘fp’"”(vgv,ng1p>ge—f'. .7

Proof We recall that, thanks to the regularity properties of v, P is smooth and locally bounded
in R? \ {0}. Hence we can choose 1 P in place of ¥ in Lemma 4.2 and (4.6) immediately
gives (4.7). ]

Lemma 4.4 Let v be a positive solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3) and let R > 0.
()If2<q <5+ 1then

fg e Tv 7|V, +/g e fv4 < CR"Y. (4.8)
B B

2R 2R
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(ii) If0 < g < % + 1 then
/ e fv 1 < CRY. (4.9)
B

8

2R
Proof Step 1: proof of (i). Let & > ¢ and, for 0 < r < R, let ¢ satisfy (4.2). By letting
¥ = ¢ in Lemma 4.2, we have

2
(= +1—q)/ fv q|V8v| / e Tv9¢f
—2 R4
S fRd e QW= 1(V v, Vo) < 6 /Rd e Q11| V, ]| Vool (4.10)

where in the last inequality we have used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Let € > 0 be a (small)
constant to be chosen later. By using Young’s inequality we have

¢!Vl Vel < p?v 7 Voul; + |v,<p|2 M (4.11)

and a further application of Young’s inequality, this time with exponents (ﬁ %) and

assuming g > 2, yields
'Vl Vegly < e vTIIVulg + 0”07+ Veplge” T (412)

We notice that if ¢ = 2 then (4.12) immediately follows from (4. 11).
From (4.10), (4.12) and by using (4.2), we get

(% +1—q)/ vq|Vv|2g09+7/ A
< 96/ tf-f(pgtfq|vgvl2 +96/ e fv1y?
R4 8 R4

0 . 0 .
e It ~f g4
T TR /g P s o /g el (4.13)
Byg\Bg BS \Bf

Since 8 > g then (4.1) gives

1 . 1 .
~ e’ < — el <.
r JB5\Bf 4 JB\Bf

Since 5 +1—¢g > Othenn — g > ¢ — 2 > 0 and this implies that

1
im — e Tyt =0.
r—0r4 BS.\Bf

Hence, by taking the limit as » — 0 in (4.13), we obtain

(= +l—q—06)/ Ty=av, u|2¢9+(——ee)/ Ty=agf

9
< =157 / e g™, (4.14)
€17 RY JB,\B}

Since § > ¢, (5 + 1 — q) > 0 and by taking € > 0 small enough, we obtain

/ e_fv_q|ng|§ +/ e fv™1 < CR"Y,
BS BS

2R 2R
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where C = C(n, ¢, €). This concludes the proof for2 < ¢ <n/2 + 1.

Step 2: proof of (ii). The case ¢ = 0 is exactly (4.1). If 2 < ¢ < n/2 + 1 then (4.9)
follows from (4.8).

Now we notice that if 0 < ¢ < 2 then the assertion follows by a direct application of
Holder inequality and part (i) of the assertion. Indeed, let 0 < s < 2. We apply Holder
inequality with exponents (£, #), with2 < ¢ < n/2+ 1, and get

s/q (g—s)/q
/ e v g (f e_fv_q> (/ e_f> < C(R"4)S/a R4 = CR",
BS BS BS
2R 2R 2R

where in the last inequality we used (4.8) for 2 < ¢ < n/2 + 1 and (4.1). This implies that
(4.9) holds for0 < ¢ <n/2 + 1.

Hence, it remains to prove (4.9) for ¢ = n/2 + 1. From Lemma 4.2 and by using (4.2)
we have

2 —f. —2—1 0 0 —f, =2 0 —f, =%
e v 2Tl < — e v 2|Veulg + — e v 2|Vevlg,
n—2 Rd R Bé'R\BIE; r Bé”r\B§

and from the definition of ¢ we obtain that

n C n C n
el = e TvT 1|Vl + — e TvT2|Vul,. (4.15)
g g R g g 8718 g\ p& 8718
Byp\B; By \Bg " JBy\Bf

Now we estimate the right-hand side of the last inequality. By writing v™% = v~ #-2%3
1_«€

v it27% and using Holder inequality we find

) ) 12 ) 12
/ e TvT2 V0], < (/ e‘fv€_7_1|ng|§> <f e_fv_f“‘E) ,
By \Bj BSg\Bk BSg\Bk

By choosing 0 < € < ”—;2 on the r.h.s. we can apply (4.9) for2 < ¢ < 5 + 1 on the first
term, and for 0 < ¢ < 7 + 1 on the second term to get

/ e v 3| Vvl < CRUTET37D2 R34+ 1/2 — C RS (4.16)
8 8
BZR\BR

Analogously, the same argument applies to the second term on the r.h.s. of (4.15), but with
r in place of R, and we find

/ e v 3|Vl < Cr3. 4.17)
B \B
From (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17) we obtain
/ e fyi! gC(R%_l—i—r%_l),
BSp\Bf

and by letting »r — 0 and using n > 2 we find

/ e fy=i! < CR%A,
Bg
2R

and the proof is complete. O
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We are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.1. It is clear that, after writing
__2_
v=u n2

’

Theorem 1.1 is a straightforward consequence of the following theorem.

... . . . 2 d—2
Theorem 4.5 Letd > 2 and let v be a positive solution to (3.2) satisfying (3.3). If a* < 1=
and% <n <5, then

c1 + colx > ifa#1,
U(x): 2a
c1 + c2lx — xol ifa=1,

forany x € ]Rd,for some c1, ¢y € Rand xg € R4,

Proof From Proposition 4.1 we have that

1 _ 2 2
01727 [ TP Pl
1

< —
2 g\ ps
R Byg\Bg

1
e’ 2P 4 — / e ' PPt (4.18)
B3, \Bf

-f
e
r2

From now on we consider t = % + 8, where § € (0, %) is small and to be chosen later.
‘We shall first show that the last term on the RHS in (4.18) vanishes for r — 0, and then
we will show that also the limit as R — oo vanishes. This will be enough to prove that

VeP =0 inRY.

Then (3.5) implies that k[v] = 0 and from Lemma 2.1 we conclude.
Step 1: » — 0. In this step we show that

/ e 2Pl < CF" asr— 0. 4.19)
Bgr\Bf

Indeed, since v is locally bounded and 1 < (% vP)l_’ , we have that

/ e g?=2p2 " pt
B, \Bf

<cf e—f+C/ e |Vyul} §Cr”+C/ e |Vyul3,
B3 \Bf BS \Bf B

2r

and from Proposition 3.3 and since &« < 1 we conclude.
Step 2: R — oo. We shall split the proof in two steps, according to the case % <n < 5Sand
n=>5.

- Step 2.1: % < n < 5. We assume that % < n < 5 and we prove

/ el gf=2p2npt < R3S (4.20)
BI\B}

where C does not depend on R.
Since 1 — ¢ > 0 and “52vP > 1 we have | < (“52vP)'~, which implies

/ e—f¢0—2v2—npt g C/ e—f(pG—ZUZ—n—t(UP) g CR2_t,
B3 \B% B3 \B%
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where in the last inequality we applied Lemma 4.4 that holds for
n
2<n+t—2<5+1,

namely for
4—1r<n<6-2t.

Instead, for 2+t < n < 4 — ¢ and 8§ small enough, by writing v2™" = v2 "y~ and

applying Holder inequality with exponents (%, ﬁ) , we obtain

t 1—t
/ e P22l < (/ e—fv—ll.)) </ e—fﬁﬁf’) < CRY™ (421)
B§R\B§ B;R B

g
2R

since 5_4
2<%+1 and 0<2 270y (4.22)

and we can apply Lemma 4.4 on the first and second terms. We notice that (4.22) holds for
241t < n < 4 —t by choosing § small enough. Hence (4.20) is proved for % <n<35.
Step 2.2: n = 5. Now we consider the case n = 5 and we prove

/Bg e e_fgoe_zv_3P’ < eO_ICR%_‘S + CeoRZ/ e'_fgoe1)2_"P’_2|VgP|2 ,
R R

Bjg\Bj
(4.23)
where § > 0 is small enoug, €p > 0 and C does not depend on €y and R.
We notice that, from the definition of P (3.4), it follows
3
1< EUP ) (4.24)
2 5
[Vevlg < S0P, (4.25)
and
5 5 2
vP < % €|Veulg + 3) (4.26)

with € € (0, 1]. From (4.24) and recalling that t = % + 8, we have

3 AL 5
/ e~ o2y 3 pt < (7) / o gf =2y 3+ p12s 427
Byp\Bl 2 Byp\Bg

and notice that an application of (4.26) with € = 1 gives

5

/ e—f¢6—2v—%+épl+28 < 7/ e—f¢6—2v—%+5p25(|vgv|§ + E) . (428)
BB 2 Jsg\B S8
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We estimate the last term in (4.28) by using Corollary 4.3 with ¢ = % — 4§, m = 2§ and
¥ = 772, and we get

(6. 8) effwefzvfgﬂspuza

= J1+ /. (4.29)
Now we focus on the first term on the RHS: Jj. An application of Young’s inequality, with

€1 > 0, g > 1 and exponents <q, qu> gives
¢~ PP(Vgu, Vgl

g—1

1 pe |
< PIPylp 1|vgv|g|vg<o|gsCP””{w P Q|vgv|g|vg¢|g+el},
€

and then J; in (4.29) can be bounded as follows

c _f gen—g _5 _
J1 < i fg\ ge f(p(? 2—q,—3+ pl "+25|ng|‘§|ng|§
El BR BR
5
+Ce; fg . e Tf 2y AP — g 4y, (4.30)
By\Bp

From (4.25) and (4.2) we obtain
C

q—1
€]

Ji1 <

. 5,
R4 / e pf—2may— S+ pl-5+28
B3, \Bj
2R R

By choosing g = 2(1 + 2§) and applying Lemma 4.4, we have

I < 1543 R—2(1+2a)/ e—f(p9—4—4av—%+3a < 1543R%_5'
€ BSp\Bj €
Thus we get
Ji < 1+45R%_5 +61C[g . e fgf=2y=3+3 p1+28, (4.31)
6l BZR\BR
Now we consider J> in (4.29). From Young’s inequality, we get
1 1
I < —f 4y 2428 p=3+38 |y 12
2N 4e0R2 /B§R\B§ © Vevle
- 3
+€oR? /g . e TP v PTITIV P = Do+ T (4.32)
BZR\BR

Focusing on the first term, by applying (4.25) we have

1 1
/ e‘f(p0‘4v‘1+25P2+35
B3g\Bj

I <
2= 4egR?
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and by using Holder inequality we obtain

1

2
3 3
by < 1 2(/ 67‘f¢974v(71+38)%P(%+38)%> (/ e*.f¢974v735) )
4eoR B, \BS BSp\B%

(4.33)
Now from (4.24) we have that
1< "22pyi-Gd 4.34)
then from (4.33) we get that
c : :
D < 5 (/ e_f<p9_4v_%vP) </ e_f<p9_4v_38>> . (4.35)
€oR™\ B, \B} Big\B
Since n = 5, we can apply Lemma 4.4 to (4.35) and obtain
C
D1 < —R3I7, (4.36)
€0
Then from (4.32),(4.36) we obtain that
C pis 2 —f 0, -3 p—3+s 2
Jo < —RZ7° 4 ¢€R e Jp'v P2 |VgP|g. 4.37)
€0 BS.\Bj%

Putting together (4.29), (4.31) and (4.37) we have
/ eaf§0972v7%+81)1+28 <cC (61—(1+45) +€0—1> R3S
Bjg\Bj
+6]C/ ’ effgz)gfzv*%*‘sPlH‘S + EORZ/ eff(pgv%P*%HWgPlé,
BSg\BS Bjp\Bj

namely, for €] small enough

_ 2 -3 — 3_ _ _ _
Lg \Bge f(p0 2U 2+5P1+28 < Eolch S +C€OR2/ e f(pgv 3PI 2|ng|§7
R\®R

BSp\Bj
(4.38)
where C = C(0, §, €1). Hence, (4.27) and (4.38) yield (4.23).
Step 3: conclusion. From (4.18), (4.19), (4.20) and (4.23) (possibly by choosing € small
enough when n = 5), we have

52

o | e PV < CR™ 7% 4 o(1),
R4

asr — 0. By letting r — 0 and then R — 0o we obtain that

/ e/ PTRTV, Pl =0.
R4

Hence P is constant in R?. Hence Lemma 3.1 implies that k[v] = 0 and the conclusion
follows from Lemma 2.1. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.1 Theorem 1.1 is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 4.5, recalling
2
that v = u~ 72 (see (3.1)). ]
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5 Classification in cones

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. Since the main arguments are strictly close to the ones
used for the proof of Theorem 1.1, we report here only the points where the presence of the
cone plays some role.

Let A ¢ SY! be a smooth open domain in the (d — 1)-dimensional sphere and consider
the cone X defined by

Z={xeRd : x =t& for some r € (0, +00) and & € A}.

We recall that in Theorem 1.2 we assume that X is convex and that we are considering positive
solutions to

[div (Ix|72Du) + |x|PuP~' =0 in X )

u, =0 onox,
withu > Oandu € Dl“o’i7 (%), where

Db () = {u eL’

loc loc

(T, |x|"Pdx) such that [x| ™| Du| € L}, (%, dx)} .

The weak formulation of (5.1) is the following
/ (Veu, Vo), e_deg = / u%goe_deg =0,
b b
for any ¢ € CX(X).
Proof of Theorem 1.2 — main remarks — Formula (4.5). To obtain (4.5) we integrated by parts.
Due to the presence of the cone, in this case we obtain an additional boundary term which

can be bounded thanks to the convexity of the cone. Indeed, we denote by II(V' v, VTv) the
second fundamental form of 0¥ and we notice that

(VePv)y = ([ 2V, |V 0l — va v)v) = LTy, viv) <0
g8+ 8 — 2U ghvg v 8 ’ - 2U ’ — Y
8

where we used the Neumann boundary condition and the convexity of the cone. Hence, since

1
t— — / e—fPt—sz—VL'ng'Z(pe
2) Js 8

< —6’/ P le=fy2npr—l (Vo P, Ve0), —I—/ @le=Ty¥ 7 pi—l (VgP,v)g,
b Iz

we obtain

1
(’ - E)/ eifPt’2v27"|VgP|§§00 = _9/ " e I PITIVL P Vg),
) z

which implies

1
I —f pt—2,2— 2 4
(t_ 2)/;36 P Ve Pleg

1
2 . 2
<9</Z€_f¢9v2_"P’_2|VgPI§> (/;:e—f(p0—zv2—nptlvg(p|§> ,

which is the analogue of (4.5) in the case of a convex cone.
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— Proof of Lemma 4.2. In the first step of the proof of Lemma 4.2 we integrate by parts. The
boundary terms that we have in the case of the cone are still zero thanks to the boundary
conditions.

— Lemma 2.1. The point xo appearing in (2.21) needs another condition, in particular, xo
must be a vertex of the cone. This restriction follows from the Neumann boundary condition:
since Vgv(x) points in the direction of xo — x then the Neumann boundary condition implies
that xo must be a vertex.

— Proposition 3.3. The proof of this proposition strongly uses the results in [16, Propositions
8.1 and 8.2]. A careful analysis of the proof in [16] reveals that all the arguments can be
repeated almost verbatim in the case of a convex cone. Indeed, Kelvin and Emden-Fowler
transformations still apply in this case and, by setting

ac—a

(s, w) =r v(r, w) s=—10gr,a)=£,
,

one has to deal with a problem for ¢ and ¢ (which is the Kelvin transform of ¢) in a cylinder,
which has the form

—32¢0 — App+Ap=¢P"! InRxA
o =0 onR x 04,

where A = (a, — a)*. While the presence of the Neumann boundary condition does not
introduce any obstacle for repeating the argument in [16, Propositions 8.1 and 8.2], the
convexity of X is a crucial condition. Indeed, since X is convex then the first nontrivial
Neumann eigenvalue of A, in A is greater or equal d — 1 (see [18, Theorem 4.3]), which is
the threshold for succeeding in proving the results. O

Appendix A. A differential identity in Riemannian Manifolds

In this appendix, we prove a differential identity which is crucial for our approach. This
identity was essentially proved in [12, Formula (2.18)] (see also [13]), but it holds for more
general weights and Riemannian manifolds. For this reason and in order to make the paper
self-contained, we prefer to state and prove it in the following lemma.

LemmaA.1 Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d. Letn € R, f € C2(M)
and v € C3(M), with v > 0. Then we have

el div <e—fv1—" (%vgwgv@ —nLvVgv + (n — 1)Png)>
= nv' "k[v] + v<£v - P)L(u“"),

with
Lv=el divg <e_ngv>

and

2
po 2 1 nlVel
n—2v 2 w
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and where we set

(Lv)?

k[v] = ’Hgvﬁ = =+ Ricg(Vev, Vo) + Hy f (Vgu, Vo).

Proof To simplify the notation, in this proof, we omit the subscript g. We first notice that Lv
can be written as
Lv=Av—(Vf,Vv) (A.1)

and then
%ef div (e_fvl_"V|Vv|2) = gvl_"ﬁ (IVuP) + (1 — n)%v_"(Vv, VIVul?)
- %vl_”A (Vo) — gvl_”(Vf, VIVol?) + (1 — n)%v_"(Vv, VIV,
and Bochner identity yields
gef div (e_fvl_"V|Vv|2>
=nv! " (|Hv|2 + (Vv, VAv) + Ric(Vv, Vv))
—%vl_"(Vf, VIVl + (1 — n)gv_”(Vv, VIV, (A2)
Now we use (A.1) to write
— ne! div (e‘fvl_”LZvVv) =-n [vl_"(ﬁv)2 + !V, VL) 4 (1 — n)v‘"ﬁvIVvlz]
= —n [v!7"(Lv)? + v TV, VAV) — 0! TV, V(V £, V) + (1 — n)v " Lo|V]?]
= —n [v!7"(Lv)? + v TV, VAV) — 0! T Hf (Y, V)

\v/ 2
_Ul_n(Vf, V| Ul

Y+ (1 — n)v_"£v|Vv|2] ,
and from (A.2) we have
e/ div {e_f (gvl_”V|VU|2 — nvl_"ﬁvVv)]
=nv' ™" [|Hv|* — (Lv)> + Ric(Vv, Vv) + Hf (Vv, Vv)]
—n (1 2 2
+(1 —n)w (5(V|Vv| Vo) — nLo| V| ) ,

e/ div [e_f (Evl_"VWvl2 — nvl_"LvVv)}
2
=nv' k] + (1 — n)v' 7" (Lv)?
(1 =" (gmvm?,vm —n£v|Vv|2) . (A3)

Now we consider
(n — el divie v PVv)
= — 1" (PLv+ (VP,Vv)) — (n — D> " P|Vu|?

o ilen P2, 2
=m-1v PLv Vol + 3 (VIVv|7, Vv)
v v

— (= D> P|Vv|?,
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where in the last equality we used

P n 2

VP =—"Vv+—V|Vv]*,

v 2v

and hence
(n — Del divie v PVv)
1—n n —n 2 —n 2
=m-—Dv "PLv+ E(n — Do "(V|Vv|5, Vv) —n(n — Do " P|Vu|~,
(A4)
Hence from (A.3) and (A.4) we find
el div (eifvlfn [gVWle —nLvVv+ (n — I)PVUD = nv! k] + (1 — ! (Lv)?

+n(n — Do " Lo|Vo2 + (n — Do " PLy — n(n — Do " P|Vv|?,

e/ div (e*fvlf" [ngvﬁ LoVt (n — l)PVv])
=nv' k] + n(n — D"V (Lv — P) + (n — Du' " Lo(P — Lv)
and thus
e/ div (eifvlf" [%VWvlz —nLvVv+ (n — l)PVv])
= nv' k[v] + (n — Do " (n|Vv|? — vLV)(Lv — P).

Since
VL' = (n = D" [n|Vo]* = vLy]

we conclude. ]
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