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POINTWISE REGULARITY FOR LOCALLY UNIFORMLY

ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS AND APPLICATIONS

YUANYUAN LIAN AND KAI ZHANG

Dedicated to the book Fully Nonlinear Elliptic Equations (by Luis A. Caffarelli and
Xavier Cabré).

Abstract. In this paper, we study the regularity for viscosity solu-
tions of locally uniformly elliptic equations and obtain a series of interior
pointwise Ck,α (k ≥ 1, 0 < α < 1) regularity with smallness assumptions
on the solution and the right-hand term. As applications, we obtain
various interior pointwise regularity for several classical elliptic equa-
tions, i.e., the prescribed mean curvature equation, the Monge-Ampère
equation, the k-Hessian equations, the k-Hessian quotient equations and
the Lagrangian mean curvature equation. Moreover, the smallness as-
sumptions are necessary in most cases (see Remark 2.6, Remark 3.5,
Remark 4.7, Remark 5.4 and Remark 6.5).

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the interior Schauder regularity for viscosity so-
lutions of

(1.1) F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in B1,

where B1 ⊂ R
n is the unit open ball and F is a locally uniformly elliptic

operator. Precisely, we use the following notion.

Definition 1.1. Let ρ > 0. The F : Sn×R
n×R×B1 → R is called locally

uniformly elliptic with ρ (or ρ-uniformly elliptic) if there exist constants
0 < λ ≤ Λ such that for any |M |, |N |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ and x ∈ B1,

(1.2) M−(N,λ,Λ) ≤ F (M +N, p, s, x)− F (M,p, s, x) ≤ M+(N,λ,Λ),

where Sn denotes the set of n× n symmetric matrices (see Notation 1.14).
The M−,M+ are the usual Pucci’s extremal operators:

M+(M,λ,Λ) = Λ
∑

λi>0

λi + λ
∑

λi<0

λi, M−(M,λ,Λ) = λ
∑

λi>0

λi + Λ
∑

λi<0

λi,

where λi are the eigenvalues of M .
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Remark 1.2. If ρ = ∞, we arrive at the definition of uniformly elliptic
operators (see [27, Definition 2.1]). If F is a smooth operator and

λI ≤ DMF (M,p, s, x) ≤ ΛI, ∀ |M | ≤ 2ρ, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1,

then (1.2) holds by the Lagrange mean value theorem.
If F is ρ-uniformly elliptic and u is a solution of (1.1), then ũ = Ku is a

solution of

F̃ (D2ũ,Dũ, ũ, x) := KF (
1

K
D2u,

1

K
Du,

1

K
u, x) = f

and F̃ is Kρ-uniformly elliptic. That is, the scaling operation changes the
uniform ellipticity. Hence, the scaling operation is restricted in deducing the
regularity. This is the main obstacle for developing the regularity theory.

The notion of viscosity solution is defined as follows. The main differ-
ence from the classical definition is that the solution must be small and the
selection of a test function ϕ is more restricted.

Definition 1.3. Let F be ρ-uniformly elliptic and f ∈ C(B1). We say that
u ∈ C(B1) is a viscosity supersolution of (1.1) if ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ ρ/2 and for

any x0 ∈ B1 and ϕ ∈ C2(B1) with

(1.3) ‖ϕ‖C1,1(B̄1) ≤ ρ, ϕ(x0) = u(x0), ϕ ≤ u in B1,

we have
F (D2ϕ(x0),Dϕ(x0), ϕ(x0), x0) ≤ f(x0).

Similarly, we can define viscosity subsolution and viscosity solution as usual.

Since we consider the pointwise regularity in this paper, let us recall the
definition of pointwise Ck,α (see [86, Definition 2.2] for the definition of Ck,ω

with a general modulus of continuity).

Definition 1.4. Let k ≥ 0, 0 < α ≤ 1. We say that f : B1 → R is Ck,α at
0 or f ∈ Ck,α(0) if there exist a polynomial P ∈ Pk (see Notation 1.14) and
a constant K such that

(1.4) |f(x)− P (x)| ≤ K|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ B1.

We call P the Taylor polynomial of f at 0 and define

Dmf(0) = DmP (0), ‖f‖Ck(0) = ‖P‖ =

k
∑

m=0

|DmP (0)|,

[f ]Ck,α(0) = min
{

K
∣

∣(1.5) holds with K
}

, ‖f‖Ck,α(0) = ‖f‖Ck(0) + [f ]Ck,α(0).

In addition, we say that f ∈ Ck(0) if there exist a polynomial P ∈ Pk

such that

(1.5) |f(x)− P (x)| ≤ |x|kω(|x|), ∀ x ∈ B1,

where ω is a modulus of continuity, i.e., ω : R+ → R and ω(r) → 0 as r → 0.
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The regularity theory for uniformly elliptic equations has been well devel-
oped. Taking the Ck,α regularity for example, we have interior Cα regularity
([27, Chapter 4], [78, 79]), interior C1,α regularity ([27, Chapter 8]), inte-
rior C2,α regularity ([16, 50, 74, 75], [27, Chapter 8]), interior Ck,α (k ≥ 3)
regularity ([86]), boundary Cα regularity ([88]), boundary C1,α and C2,α

regularity ([75, 87, 107]), boundary Ck,α regularity ([86]).
For locally uniformly elliptic equations, the pointwise C2,α regularity for

viscosity of (1.1) was first obtained by Savin [100], which was found to have
many applications to other problems, e.g.,

• Partial regularity for fully nonlinear equations [6].
• Unique continuation for fully nonlinear equations [5, 7].
• Regularity for singular nonlinear equations [146].
• Regularity for the σk-Loewner–Nirenberg problem [85].
• W 2,p estimate for the complex Monge-Ampère equation [39].
• Problems from geometry [41, 83, 84, 108].

Later, it was extended to parabolic equations by Wang [135] and nonlocal
elliptic equations by Yu [141]. They all considered homogenous equations
(i.e., f ≡ 0). In this paper, we study the nonhomogeneous equations and
derive a series of pointwise Ck,α (k ≥ 1 and 0 < α < 1) regularity.

The motivation of studying locally uniformly elliptic equations is its wide
applications. Besides the applications mentioned above, we can obtain var-
ious new pointwise regularity for non-uniformly elliptic equations (see Sec-
tions 2-6 for details). Moreover, it indicates that maybe regarding (trans-
forming) non-uniformly elliptic equations as (to) locally uniformly elliptic
equations to study the regularity is essential. In another word, based on the
regularity theory for locally uniformly elliptic equations, we can obtain reg-
ularity for non-uniformly elliptic equations with necessary assumptions (see
Remark 2.6, Remark 3.5, Remark 4.7, Remark 5.4 and Remark 6.5). Note
that these applications are just a few of examples. This technique/viewpoint
has potential applications to other equations, boundary value problems, par-
abolic equations, complex equations and equations on Riemannian manifolds
etc.

Next, we state our main results on the locally uniformly elliptic equa-
tions. For their applications, we state the theorems and give the proofs
in Sections 2-6. First, we consider the pointwise C1,α regularity for the
following equation in a special form:

(1.6) F (D2u,Du, u, x) = Aij(Du, u, x)uij +B(Du, u, x) = 0 in B1,

where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic, i.e.,

λI ≤ A(p, s, x) ≤ ΛI, ∀ |p|, |s| < ρ, x ∈ B1.

If A is continuous, we define the modulus of continuity

ωA(r) = sup{|A(p, s, 0) −A(q, t, 0)| :
|p|, |q|, |s|, |t| ≤ ρ, |p− q|, |s− t| ≤ r}, ∀ r > 0.
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Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(1.6) where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic and A is continuous with modulus ωA.
Suppose that for some KB , b0 ≥ 0,

(1.7) |B(p, s, x)| ≤ KB , ∀ |p|, |s| < ρ, x ∈ B1,

(1.8) −b0|p−q| ≤ B(p, s, x)−B(q, s, x) ≤ b0|p−q|, ∀ |p|, |q|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1

and
‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, α, ωA and KB.
Then u ∈ C1,α(0), i.e., there exists P ∈ P1 such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|1+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and
‖P‖ ≤ C̄δ,

where C̄ depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, α, and C depends also on ωA.

Remark 1.6. We will apply Theorem 1.5 to the prescribed mean curvature
equation in Section 2. In fact, we can prove interior C1,α regularity under
the following more general condition:

F (tM, p, s, x) = tF (M,p, s, x), ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1, t > 0.

Since we do not expect any application, we only consider the simpler equa-
tion (1.6) in this paper.

Next, we consider the C2,α regularity. If F is ρ-uniformly elliptic and
DMF is continuous, we define the modulus of continuity

ωF (r) = sup{|DMF (M,p, s, 0) −DMF (N, q, t, 0)| :
|M |, |N |, |p|, |q|, |s|, |t| ≤ ρ, |M −N |, |p − q|, |s − t| ≤ r}, ∀ r > 0.

We also need the following structure condition. For any |M |, |p|, |q|, |s|, |t| ≤
ρ and x ∈ B1,

(1.9) −b0|p−q|−c0|s−t| ≤ F (M,p, s, x)−F (M, q, t, x) ≤ b0|p−q|+c0|s−t|,
where b0, c0 are two nonnegative constants.

The following is the interior pointwise C2,α regularity.

Theorem 1.7. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of (1.1)
where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic, F (0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0 and DMF is continuous
with modulus ωF . Suppose that (1.9) holds,

(1.10) |F (M,p, s, x) − F (M,p, s, 0)| ≤ δ|x|α, ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1

and

(1.11) ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f‖Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α and ωF .
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Then u ∈ C2,α(0), i.e., there exists P ∈ P2 such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and
‖P‖ ≤ C̄δ, F (D2P,DP (0), P (0), 0) = f(0),

where C̄ depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α, and C depends also on ωF .

Remark 1.8. Theorem 1.7 was first proved by Savin [100] with f ≡ 0.

For higher Ck,α (k ≥ 3) regularity, we have

Theorem 1.9. Let k ≥ 3, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution
of (1.1) where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic. Let F0 ∈ Ck−1 be ρ-uniformly
elliptic, F0(0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0 and denote

KF = ‖F0‖Ck−1(B̄ρ×B̄1), Bρ = {(M,p, s) : |M |, |p|, |s| < ρ} .
Suppose that (1.9) holds,
(1.12)

|F (M,p, s, x) − F0(M,p, s, x)| ≤ δ|x|k−2+α, ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1

and
‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f‖Ck−2+α(0) ≤ δ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, k, α and KF .
Then u ∈ Ck,α(0), i.e., there exists P ∈ Pk such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and

‖P‖ ≤ Cδ, |F0(D
2P (x),DP (x), P (x), x) − Pf (x)| ≤ C|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where C depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, k, α and KF .

Remark 1.10. This higher pointwise regularity is new. Even for the uni-
formly elliptic equations, it was proved in [86] recently. In fact, the proof of
Theorem 1.9 is inspired by [86]. In addition, by similar arguments in [86],
we can obtain the pointwise Ck(0) and CklnL(0) (k ≥ 2) regularity as well.

In fact, in above theorem, we only need that ‖f ||Cα(0) is small.

Corollary 1.11. Let k ≥ 3, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution
of (1.1) where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic. Let F0 ∈ Ck−1 be ρ-uniformly
elliptic and F0(0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0. Suppose that (1.9) holds,

|F (M,p, s, x) − F0(M,p, s, x)| ≤ δ|x|k−2+α, ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ, x ∈ B1

and
‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, f ∈ Ck−2+α(0), ‖f‖Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α and KF .
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Then u ∈ Ck,α(0). That is, there exists P ∈ Pk such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and

‖P‖ ≤ Cδ, |F0(D
2P (x),DP (x), P (x), x) − Pf (x)| ≤ C|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where C depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, k, α,KF and ‖f‖Ck−2+α(0).

As a special case, we have

Corollary 1.12. Let k ≥ 3, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution
of (1.1) where F ∈ Ck−1(B̄ρ× B̄1) is ρ-uniformly elliptic and F (0, 0, 0, x) ≡
0. Suppose that

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, f ∈ Ck−2+α(0), ‖f‖Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α and KF . Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

Remark 1.13. In this paper, a constant is called universal if it depends only
on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0 and c0.

We use the perturbation technique as in [100] to prove above theorems.
The idea is the following. Take C2,α regularity for example. If u and f are
small and F is smooth, the equation is close the Laplace equation (by the
compactness method, see (9.4)). Hence, there exists P1 ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P1‖L∞(Bη) ≤ η2+α,

where 0 < η < 1. By scaling, we have

‖u− Pm‖L∞(Bηm ) ≤ ηm(2+α), m ≥ 1,

which means the C2,α regularity. During the scaling, ‖Pm‖ are kept small
such that the scaled operators are always ρ/2-uniformly elliptic.

The main obstacle is to show the compactness of solutions. Savin [100]
proved a Harnack inequality by the technique of sliding paraboloids and
then the Hölder regularity follows. In this paper, we follows the idea in [27]
to prove a weak Harnack inequality, which leads to the Hölder regularity as
well. In fact, we just repeat the argument in [27].

The idea “smallness implies regularity” has been found and used many
years ago (e.g. [17, Proposition 2], [46], [55, (2.20)], [128, Theorem 1.3]).
Since the equation is regarded as a perturbation of the Laplace equation,
we can obtain Ck,α (k ≥ 1) regularity for any 0 < α < 1. On the contrast,
we can only obtain Ck,α regularity for some 0 < α < ᾱ for a general fully
nonlinear elliptic equation, where 0 < ᾱ < 1 is a universal constant (see [27,
Chapter 8]). In addition, the proofs of above theorems are relatively simpler
than that for uniformly elliptic equations without the smallness assumptions
(compare with [86]).
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Note that even for uniformly elliptic equations, one usually start the proof
by assuming that f is small (see [27, P. 75, Proof of Theorem 8.1]). Then
a scaling argument can transform a general f to a small f . However, for
locally uniformly elliptic equations, as pointed out in Remark 1.2, the scaling
argument is restricted. Hence, we have to make the assumption in the
theorem that f is small.

The paper is organized as follows. We first give the applications of above
theorems in Sections 2-6. Precisely, we shall prove a series of interior point-
wise Ck,α regularity for the prescribed mean curvature equation in Section 2,
the Monge-Ampère equation in Section 3, the k-Hessian equation in Sec-
tion 4, the k-Hessian quotient equation in Section 5 and the Lagrangian
mean curvature equation in Section 6 respectively.

The proofs of above theorems are postponed to Sections 7-10. In Section 7,
we prepare some preliminaries, such as the Alexandrov-Bakel’man-Pucci
maximum principle etc. We prove C1,α regularity in Section 8 and Section 9
is devoted the C2,α regularity. Finally, we give the proof of Ck,α (k ≥ 3)
regularity in Section 10.

Notation 1.14.

(1) R
n: the n-dimensional Euclidean space; Sn: the set of n × n sym-

metric matrices with the standard order.
(2) {ei}ni=1: the standard basis of Rn, i.e., ei = (0, ...0, 1

ith
, 0, ...0).

(3) x = (x1, ..., xn) = (x′, xn) ∈ R
n.

(4) |x| =
(
∑n

i=1 x
2
i

)1/2
for x ∈ R

n; |M | = the spectrum radius of M ∈
Sn.

(5) I: the unit matrix in Sn.
(6) a+ = max(a, 0), a− = max(−a, 0).
(7) Br(x0) = B(x0, r) = {x ∈ R

n : |x− x0| < r}, Br = Br(0),
(8) Ωc: the complement of Ω; Ω̄: the closure of Ω, where Ω ⊂ R

n.
(9) diam(Ω): the diameter of Ω.

(10) Given ϕ : Rn → R, define ϕi = ∂ϕ/∂xi, ϕij = ∂2ϕ/∂xi∂xj and we
also use similar notations for higher order derivatives.

(11) D0ϕ = ϕ, Dϕ = (ϕ1, ..., ϕn) and D2ϕ = (ϕij)n×n etc.

(12) We also use the standard multi-index notation. Let σ = (σ1, ..., σn) ∈
N
n, i.e., each component σi is a nonnegative integer. Define

|σ| =
n
∑

i=1

σi, σ! =
n
∏

i=1

(σi!), xσ =
n
∏

i=1

xσi
i , Dσϕ =

∂|σ|ϕ
∂xσ1

1 · · · ∂xσn
n

.

(13) |Dkϕ| =
(

∑

|σ|=k |Dσϕ|2
)1/2

for k ≥ 0.

(14) Given F : Sn × R
n × R× Ω → R, define

FMij =
∂F

∂Mij
, Fpi =

∂F

∂pi
, Fs =

∂F

∂s
, Fxi =

∂F

∂xi
,
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where 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Moreover, let ξ ∈ N
n×n denote the matrix-valued

multi-index. Then define

Dξ
MF =

∂|ξ|F

∂M
ξij
ij

, Dk
MF =

{

∂kF

∂M ξ
: |ξ| = k

}

, |Dk
MF | =





∑

|ξ|=k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂kF

∂M ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

.

Similarly, we can define Dk
pF , Dk

sF , Dk
xF and their norms etc.

(15) Pk(k ≥ 0) : the set of polynomials of degree less than or equal to k.
That is, any P ∈ Pk can be written as

P (x) =
∑

|σ|≤k

aσ
σ!

xσ

where aσ are constants. Define for r > 0

‖P‖r =
∑

|σ|≤k

r|σ||aσ |, ‖P‖ = ‖P‖1 =
∑

|σ|≤k

|aσ|

(16) HPk(k ≥ 0) : the set of homogeneous polynomials of degree k. That
is, any P ∈ HPk can be written as

P (x) =
∑

|σ|=k

aσ
σ!

xσ.

2. Prescribed mean curvature equation

In the following sections, we give the applications of the regularity of
locally uniformly elliptic equations to several classical non-uniformly elliptic
equations.

Since non-uniformly elliptic equations are much more difficult than uni-
formly elliptic ones, it is natural to study them by assuming the data are
good enough and then obtain a priori estimates, existence of smooth solu-
tions and Liouville type theorems etc. This classical strategy has been used
widely. For example,

• For the prescribed mean curvature equation, see [9, 14, 52, 69, 73,
80, 103, 111, 133].

• For the Monge-Ampère equation, see [18, 30, 40, 43, 64, 65, 67, 72,
76, 119].

• For the k-Hessian equations, see [19, 59, 65, 66, 68, 77, 113, 131,
134].

• For the k-Hessian quotient equations, see [8, 32, 33, 34, 37, 44, 49,
89, 91, 113]

• For the Lagrangian mean curvature equation, see [10, 11, 19, 36, 90,
127, 137, 139, 143, 147]

In addition, there exist Pogorelov’s type interior C1,1 estimates for some
equations. The smoothness requirements of the boundary can be relaxed.
As a compensation, the boundary value must be an affine function or an
admissible function in some sense. For example,
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• For the Monge-Ampère equation, see [96],[97, P. 73, Chapter 5.3].
• For the k-Hessian equations, see [42].
• For the k-Hessian quotient equations, see [33, 37].

For the prescribed mean curvature equation and the Lagrangian mean cur-
vature equation, we have stronger pure interior C0,1 and C1,1 estimates (i.e.,
estimates independent of the boundary information).

In another direction, it is also natural to consider the regularity of solu-
tions. One may introduce weak solutions in some sense and then prove the
existence and regularity. In this respect, there are following examples:

• For the prescribed mean curvature equation, see [45, 53, 54, 57, 81,
92, 149].

• For the Monge-Ampère equation, see [3, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 38, 47,
48, 62, 99].

• For the k-Hessian equations, see [31, 114, 116, 117, 118, 121, 122].
• For the Lagrangian mean curvature equation, see [12, 13, 35, 142].

As for the Schauder’s type regularity, say C2,α regularity under the assump-
tion f ∈ Cα, there are few results in this respect (see [140] for the 2-Hessian
equation in dimension 3 and [12] for the Lagrangian mean curvature equa-
tion) besides the Monge-Ampère equation (see [22, 70, 98, 102, 123, 130] for
the interior regularity; see [99] and [119] for the boundary regularity).

In the following sections, based on the regularity theory for locally uni-
formly elliptic equations, we will develop pointwise Ck,α (k ≥ 1, 0 < α <
1) regularity for the prescribed mean curvature equation (Section 2), the
Monge-Ampère equation (Section 3), the k-Hessian equation (Section 4),
the k-Hessian quotient equation (Section 5) and the Lagrangian mean cur-
vature equation (Section 6).

We use the notion of viscosity solution for these equations as well. For
the prescribed mean curvature equation and the Lagrangian mean curvature
equation, the definition of viscosity solution is exactly the same as the usual
(see [27, Chapter 2]). For the Monge-Ampère equation, the test function
ϕ should be a convex function (see [61, Definition 1.3.1]). The ϕ should
be k-admissible if we define a viscosity solution for a k-Hessian equation or
k-Hessian quotient equation (see [124, Section 2], [82, Definition 1.1]).

Note that above definitions of viscosity solution are different from Def-
inition 1.3. In fact, in the following sections, we will regard (transform)
an equation as (to) a locally uniformly elliptic equation. Then the (trans-
formed) solution will be a viscosity solution in the sense of Definition 1.3.

We first give a general result:

Theorem 2.1. Let k ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1 and u be a viscosity solution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in B1,

where F is smooth. Suppose that u ∈ C2(0), f ∈ Ck−2,α(0) and

(2.1) A := DMF (D2u(0),Du(0), u(0), 0) > 0.
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Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

Proof. By u ∈ C2(0), there exist P ∈ P2 and a modulus of continuity ω such
that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ ω(|x|)|x|2, ∀ x ∈ B1.

Since u is a viscosity solution,

F (D2u(0),Du(0), u(0), 0) = F (D2P (0),DP (0), P (0), 0) = f(0).

For r > 0, let

y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

r2
, f̃(y) = f(x)− F (D2P,DP (x), P (x), x).

Then ũ is a solution of

(2.2) F̃ (D2ũ,Dũ, ũ, y) = f̃ in B1,

where

F̃ (M,p, s, y) := F (M+D2P, rp+DP (x), r2s+P (x), x)−F (D2P,DP (x), P (x), x).

Then F̃ (0, 0, 0, y) ≡ 0 and by (2.1),

DM F̃ (0, 0, 0, 0) = A > 0.

Since F̃ is smooth, F̃ is ρ-uniformly elliptic with some 0 < λ ≤ Λ and these
three constants depends only on n,A, ‖P‖ and ‖F‖C1,1 .

In addition, by the definition of ũ and f̃ ,

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤ ω(r), f̃(0) = 0, [f ]Cα(0) ≤ Crα.

Thus, we can choose r small enough such that

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f̃‖Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where δ is small enough such that ũ is a viscosity solution of (2.2) in the
sense of Definition 1.3 and we can apply Corollary 1.12 to (2.2). Therefore,
ũ ∈ Ck,α(0) and hence u ∈ Ck,α(0). �

Remark 2.2. If u is an appropriate viscosity solution, (2.1) holds automat-
ically. At least, it holds for all equations treated in the following sections.
Hence, in general, if u ∈ C2(0) and f ∈ Ck−2,α(0), then u ∈ Ck,α(0).
In conclusion, we have one rough but interesting assertion: For any elliptic
equation with a smooth operator, the pointwise C2,α regularity holds almost
everywhere if u is a convex viscosity solution and f ∈ Cα (0 < α < 1).

Now, we consider the prescribed mean curvature equation.

Theorem 2.3. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(2.3)

div

(

Du
√

1 + |Du|2

)

=
1

√

1 + |Du|2

(

δij − uiuj
1 + |Du|2

)

uij = f in B1,
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where f ∈ L∞(B1). Then u ∈ C1,α(0) provided one of the following condi-
tions holds:
(i) there exists P ∈ P1 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, α, |DP | and ‖f‖L∞(B1).
(ii) there exists a constant |K| < n− 1 such that

‖f −K‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, α,K and ‖u‖L∞(B1).

(iii) u ∈ C0,1(0).
(iv) there exists P ∈ P1 such that

u = P on ∂Bδ,

where δ > 0 depends only on n, α, |DP | and ‖f‖L∞(B1).

For higher regularity, we have

Theorem 2.4. Let k ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1, u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution
of (2.3) and f ∈ Ck−2,α(0). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0) provided one of the four
conditions in Theorem 2.3 holds.

Remark 2.5. The mean curvature operator is given by

F (M,p) =
1

√

1 + |p|2

(

δij − pipj
1 + |p|2

)

Mij.

Hence, F is smooth and it is easy to verify (cf. Remark 1.2) that F is 1-
uniformly elliptic with λ =

√
2/4 and Λ =

√
2/2. Moreover, for any P ∈ P1,

define

G(M,p) = F (M,p +DP ).

Then G is smooth and 1-uniformly elliptic with λ̃ and Λ̃, which depend only
on |DP |. Hence, the regularity theory for locally uniformly elliptic equations
are applicable to (2.3).

Remark 2.6. To investigate the regularity of solutions of (2.3), one usually
assumes f ∈ C0,1 at least (e.g. [15, Theorem 4.2],[53],[56, Chapter 16],[57]).
In fact, if f ∈ C0,1, one can prove the interior gradient bound, which was
first obtained for the minimal surface equation by Bombieri, De Giorgi and
Miranda [14] (see also [9, 52, 73, 80, 111, 133]). Then the equation becomes
uniformly elliptic and the regularity follows.

On the other hand, if f /∈ C0,1, we cannot obtain the C1,α regularity in
general. Consider the following counterexample borrowed from [45, Section
8]:

u(x) =

{

− (1− |x|)θ, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1;

(|x| − 1)θ, if 1 < r < 2,
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where 0 < θ < 1/2. It can be checked directly that u is a viscosity solution
of (2.3) in B2 with

f ∈ C1−2θ(B̄2), [f ]C1−2θ(x0) ≤ Cθ−2, ∀ x0 ∈ ∂B1.

However, we have only u ∈ Cθ at ∂B1. Hence, the “smallness” assumptions
in Theorem 2.3 cannot be removed.

Moreover, if θ is smaller, f is smoother but [f ]C1−2θ is bigger. Correspond-
ingly, u has lower regularity. This phenomenon indicates that the smallness
is more important than the smoothness for the regularity in this case (i.e.,
non-uniformly elliptic equations with lower regularity on f).

Above observation may imply that regarding the prescribed mean curva-
ture equation as a locally uniformly elliptic equation to study the regularity
is essential (see also Remark 3.5, Remark 5.4 and Remark 6.5).

Remark 2.7. Roughly speaking, Theorem 2.3 states that the interior C1,α

regularity holds for the prescribed mean curvature equation under some
“smallness” assumption (except (iii)).

As pointed out in Remark 2.6, to obtain C1,α regularity, one usually prove
the interior gradient bound first and then the equation becomes uniformly
elliptic. The assumption (iii) can be understood in some sense that the
equation is pointwise uniformly elliptic at 0. Then we obtain the pointwise
C1,α(0) regularity.

Remark 2.8. The C1,α regularity for the minimal surface equation under the
assumption that u is small, i.e.,

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, f ≡ 0 =⇒ u ∈ C1,α(B̄1/2)

has been proved by De Giorgi [46] as a special case (see also [58, Chapters
6-8], [100, P. 676] and [101, P. 42]). Theorem 2.3 extends this result to

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, f ∈ L∞(B1) =⇒ u ∈ C1,α(B̄1/2).

We first prove a lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let u be a viscosity solution of (2.3). Then for any δ1 > 0,
there exists δ > 0 depending only on n, K and ‖u‖L∞(B1) such that if

‖f −K‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, |K| < n− 1,

we have for some P ∈ P1

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r

and

|DP | ≤ C,

where 0 < r < 1/2 and C depend only on n,K and ‖u‖L∞(B1).
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Proof. Since |K| < n− 1, there exist two solutions v± ∈ C∞(B1)∩C(B̄1)∩
W 1,1(B1) of the following prescribed mean curvature equations (see [56,
Theorem 16.11] and [53, Theorem 1])

{

divA(Dv±) =K ± 2δ in B1;

v± =u on ∂B1,

where δ is taken small such that |K ± 2δ| ≤ n− 1 and

(2.4) A(p) :=
p

√

1 + |p|2
, ∀ p ∈ R

n.

Since v± are smooth, by the definition of viscosity solution,

(2.5) v+ ≤ u ≤ v− in B1.

We claim that for any δ2 > 0, if δ small enough (depending only on
δ2, n,K, ‖u‖L∞(B1)),

(2.6) ‖v± − v‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ δ2,

where v is the solution of
{

divA(Dv) =K in B1;

v =u on ∂B1.

We prove the claim by contradiction and the proof is inspired by [110].
Suppose not. Then there exist δ2 and sequences of um, v+m, vm satisfying
‖um‖L∞(B1) ≤ K,

(2.7)







divA(Dv+m) =K +
1

m
in B1;

v+m =um on ∂B1,

{

divA(Dvm) =K in B1;

vm =um on ∂B1

and

(2.8) ‖v+m − vm‖L∞(B1/2) > δ2.

By the interior derivatives estimates (see [56, Corollary 16.7]),

‖v+m‖C1,1(Ω̄′), ‖vm‖C1,1(Ω̄′) ≤ C, ∀ Ω′ ⊂⊂ B1,

where C depends only on n,Ω′, ‖v+m‖L∞(B1) and ‖vm‖L∞(B1). From the
Alexandrov-Bakel’man-Pucci maximum principle (see [4, Theorem 6]),

(2.9) ‖v+m‖L∞(B1), ‖vm‖L∞(B1) ≤ C,

where C depends only on n and K. Hence, there exist v̄+ and v̄ such that
(up to a subsequence)

(2.10) v+m → v̄+, vm → v̄ in C1(Ω̄′), ∀ Ω′ ⊂⊂ B1.

In addition, since ‖v+m‖W 1,1(B1), ‖vm‖W 1,1(B1) are uniformly bounded (see
[110, (16), P. 319]),

(2.11) v+m → v̄+, vm → v̄ weakly in W 1,1(B1).
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Note that v+m − vm ∈ W 1,1
0 (B1). By using it as the test function in (2.7),

we have
∫

B1

(

A(Dv+m)−A(Dvm)
) (

Dv+m −Dvm
)

=
1

m

∫

B1

(

v+m − vm
)

.

By (2.9) and

(A(p)−A(q)) · (p− q) ≥ |p− q|2
(1 + |p|2 + |q|2)3/2 , ∀ p, q ∈ R

n,

we have
∫

B1

|Dv+m −Dvm|2
(1 + |Dv+m|2 + |Dvm|2)3/2 ≤ C

m
.

Let m → ∞ and by the Fatou’s lemma,
∫

B1

|Dv̄+ −Dv̄|2
(1 + |Dv̄+|2 + |Dv̄|2)3/2 = 0.

By (2.11), v̄+− v̄ ∈ W 1,1
0 (B1). Hence, v̄

+ ≡ v̄ in B1, which contradicts with
(2.8). Therefore, (2.6) holds.

By combining (2.5) with (2.6),

(2.12) ‖u− v‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ2.

Since v is smooth, there exists P ∈ P1 such that

|v(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|2, ∀ x ∈ B1/2,

and
|DP | ≤ C,

where C depends only on n and ‖u‖L∞(B1).
Take 0 < r < 1/2 small enough such that Cr < δ1/2. Then

(2.13) ‖v − P‖L∞(Br) ≤
δ1
2
r.

In addition, take δ2 small enough such that δ2 ≤ δ1r/2. Therefore, by (2.12)
and (2.13),

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r.

�

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 2.3. For (i), let ũ = u− P and ũ is a solution of

G(D2v,Dv) = F (D2v,Dv +DP ) = f in B1,

where F,G are defined as in Remark 2.5. Hence, G is smooth and is 1-
uniformly elliptic with ellipticity constants depending only on |DP |. Then
by Theorem 1.5, the conclusion follows.

Next, we prove (ii). Let δ1 > 0 to be specified later. By Lemma 2.9, there
exist 0 < r < 1/2 and P ∈ P1 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r.
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Let

y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

r
, f̃(y) = rf(x).

Then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ,Dũ+DP ) = f̃ in B1

and

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ1, ‖f̃‖L∞(B1) ≤ ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ n− 1.

Then ũ ∈ C1,α(0) by Theorem 1.5 provided δ1 is small enough, which is
guaranteed by taking δ small enough.

Next, we prove (iii). For r > 0, let

(2.14) y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− u(0)

r
, f̃(y) = rf(x).

Then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ,Dũ) = f̃ in B1.

By the assumption, ũ is bounded. We choose r small enough (depending on

‖f‖L∞(B1)) such that ‖f̃‖L∞ is small. Then the conclusion follows from (ii).
Finally, we prove (iv). Let

y =
x

δ
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

δ
, f̃(y) = δf(x).

Then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ,Dũ+DP ) = f̃ in B1.

Take δ small enough such that ‖f̃‖L∞(B1) is small. In addition, since ũ = 0
on ∂B1, by the Alexandrov-Bakel’man-Pucci maximum principle (see [4,
Theorem 6]), ‖ũ‖L∞(B1) is small. Then the conclusion follows from Theo-
rem 1.5. �

The next is the
Proof of Theorem 2.4. By Theorem 2.3, u ∈ C1,α(0). For r > 0, let

y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− Pu(x)

r
, f̃(y) = rf(x).

Then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ,Dũ+DPu) = f̃ in B1.

Since u ∈ C1,α(0),

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) = r−1‖u− Pu‖L∞(Br) ≤ Crα,

‖f̃‖Ck−2,α(0) ≤
k−2
∑

i=0

ri+1|Dif(0)|+ rk−1+α[f ]Ck−2,α(0).
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Hence, we can choose r small enough such that ‖ũ‖L∞ and ‖f̃‖Ck−2,α(0) are
small. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9. �

At the end of this section, we give two remarks.

Remark 2.10. Since the prescribed mean curvature equation has the diver-
gence structure, one may consider a weak solution u ∈ W 1,1(B1) of (2.3)
rather than a viscosity solution. We have the conclusion for weak solutions
as well. For example, let us assume

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n and α.
Then we can approach the regularity by an approximation argument simi-

lar to [110, Proof of Theorem 1]. Take sequences of smooth functions um, fm
such that

um → u in W 1,1(B1), fm → f in L2(B1)

and

‖um‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖fm‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ∀ m ≥ 1.

Let vm ∈ C∞(B̄1) be solutions of (see [56, Theorem 16.10])
{

divA(Dvm) =fm in B1;

vm =um on ∂B1.

By the Alexandrov-Bakel’man-Pucci maximum principle,

‖vm‖L∞(B1) ≤ Cδ,

where C depends only on n. Then from (i) of Theorem 2.3,

‖vm‖C1,α(B̄1/2)
≤ C,

where C depends only on n and α. Hence, there exists v̄ ∈ C1,α(B̄1/2) such
that (up to a subsequence)

vm → v̄ in C1(B̄1/2).

As in the proof of Lemma 2.9,
∫

B1

(A(Dvm)−A(Du)) (Dvm −Dum) =

∫

B1

(fm − f) (vm − um) .

Hence,
∫

B1

|Dvm −Du|2
(1 + |Dvm|2 + |Du|2)3/2 ≤

∫

B1

(A(Dvm)−A(Du)) (Dvm −Du)

=

∫

B1

(fm − f) (vm − um) +

∫

B1

(A(Dvm)−A(Du)) (Dum −Du)

≤C‖fm − f‖L2(B1) + 2‖Dum −Du‖L1(B1).
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Let m → ∞ and we have
∫

B1/2

|Dv̄ −Du|2
(1 + |Dv̄|2 + |Du|2)3/2 = 0.

Thus, for some constant c0,

u ≡ v̄ + c0 in B1/2.

Therefore, u ∈ C1,α(B̄1/2).

Remark 2.11. The theory for locally uniformly elliptic equations is not appli-
cable to the p-Laplace equations. Indeed, the p-Laplace equations are more
like uniformly elliptic equations (in particular when Du 6= 0). Hence, one
may use the uniformly elliptic equations techniques to study the p-Laplace
equations (e.g. [27, 129]). In addition, the p-Laplace operator is not smooth.

3. Monge-Ampère equation

In this section, we consider the Monge-Ampère equation:

detD2u = f in B1.

We have the following observation. For any convex polynomial P ∈ P2 with
det(D2P ) = 1, define

F (M) = det(M +D2P )− 1, ∀ M ∈ Sn.

Then F ∈ C∞, F (0) = 0. Moreover, F is ρ-uniformly elliptic with λ̃, Λ̃ and
these three constants depend only on n and |D2P |. Therefore, the regularity
theory for locally uniformly elliptic equations is applicable.

We have the following interior pointwise Ck,α regularity.

Theorem 3.1. Let k ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1 and u be a strictly convex viscosity
solution of

detD2u = f in B1.

Suppose that 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ and f ∈ Ck−2,α(0). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

If the dimension n = 2, the solution is always strictly convex (see [2], [63]
[51, Theorem 2.19], [120, Remark 3.2]). Hence, we have

Corollary 3.2. Let k ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1 and u be a convex viscosity solution
of

detD2u = f in B1 ⊂ R
2.

Suppose that 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ and f ∈ Ck−2,α(0). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

By applying above result to the prescribed Gaussian curvature equation,
we have
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Corollary 3.3. Let k ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1 and u be a strictly convex viscosity
solution of

detD2u = K(x)
(

1 + |Du|2
)

n+2
2 in B1.

Suppose that 0 < λ ≤ K ≤ Λ and K ∈ Ck−2,α(0). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

Proof. Since u is convex,

‖Du‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C‖u‖L∞(B1).

Hence, the right-hand term is bounded between two positive constants.
Then from the strict convexity of u, we have u ∈ C1,β(B̄1/2) for some
0 < β < 1 (see [23, Theorem 2], [51, Corollary 4.21] and [120, Lemma
3.5]). Therefore, the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.1. �

Remark 3.4. The C2,α regularity for the Monge-Ampère equation is well-
known. Sabitov [98] and Schulz [102] proved the C2,α regularity for n = 2.
If f ∈ C0,1, the C2,α regularity for general dimensions was derived by Urbas
[123]. The C2,α regularity for general dimensions was due to Caffarelli [22]
(see also [70]). Trudinger and Wang obtained boundary C2,α regularity [119]
and the pointwise version was proved by Savin [99]. Of course, Savin’s proof
is also applicable to derive interior pointwise C2,α regularity.

As pointed out in Remark 1.10, we can obtain pointwise Ck and Ck,LnL

(k ≥ 2) regularity as well. In this respect, the C2 regularity was proved by
Wang [130] and C2,LnL regularity was proved by Jian and Wang [70].

Remark 3.5. If the dimension n ≥ 3, by the well-known Pogorelov’s coun-
terexample (see [97, P. 81-83] and a good explanation on this counterexample
in [51, Chapter 3.2]), the condition “u is strictly convex” can not be dropped.
In addition, “f ≥ λ > 0” cannot be replaced by “f ≥ 0”. Indeed, the best
regularity for the latter is C1,1 in general (see [115, Theorem 2] and [60] for
C1,1 regularity; see [20, Example 2], [60, (1.3), P. 88] and [132, Example 3
and Remark 1] for counterexamples).

In conclusion, by transforming the Monge-Ampère equation to a locally
uniformly elliptic equation, we can obtain the best expected regularity, which
may imply that this viewpoint is essential. That the Monge-Ampère equa-
tion can be transformed to a locally uniformly elliptic equation has been
noted before (e.g. [135, P. 673, L. 1]). We learned this from a note written
by Prof. Chuanqiang Chen.

Remark 3.6. There are several criterions to ensure that u is strictly convex
in a general domain Ω, such as

• u is an affine function on ∂Ω (see [21, Corollary 2], [51, Theorem
4.10] and [120, Lemma 3.4]).

• u ∈ C1,α(∂Ω) (α > 1 − 2/n) (see [21, Corollary 4], [51, Corollary
4.11] and [120, Remark 3.1]).

• u ∈ W 2,p(Ω) (p > n(n− 1)/2) (see [112] and [123]).
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Remark 3.7. Another important notion of weak solution is the Alexandrov’s
generalized solution (see [1] and [51, Definition 2.5]). The right-hand term f
is not necessarily continuous if we use this notion. These two definitions are
equivalent if f is continuous (see [61, Proposition 1.3.4, Proposition 1.7.1]).

Theorem 3.1 holds for Alexandrov’s generalized solutions as well. In the
following, we make an explanation. Since u is strictly convex, without loss
of generality, we can assume that u is an Alexandrov’s generalized solution
of

{

detD2u = f in Ω;

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where Ω is a convex domain and B1/n ⊂ Ω ⊂ B1. Choose a smooth function
ϕ with compact support in B1 to mollify f by convolution: (see [150, Lemma
3.5.6])

fε := f ∗ ϕε, ϕε(x) := ε−nϕ(x/ε), ε > 0

such that

P = P ∗ ϕε, ∀ P ∈ Pk−2, ε > 0.

Then fε ∈ Ck−2,α(0) with Pfε ≡ Pf .
Let uε be Alexandrov’s solutions (be viscosity solutions as well) of (see

[51, Theorem 2.13])
{

detD2uε = fε in Ω;

uε = 0 on ∂Ω.

Since fε → f in L1(Ω), we have (see [51, Proposition 2.16])

uε → u in L∞(Ω).

By Theorem 3.1, uε ∈ Ck,α(0). That is, there exist Pε ∈ Pk such that

(3.1) |uε(x)− Pε(x)| ≤ C|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ Ω

and

‖Pε‖ ≤ C,

where C is independent of ε. Hence, up to a subsequence, there exists
P ∈ Pk such that Pε → P . Let ε → 0 in (3.1) and then

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ Ω.

That is, u ∈ Ck,α(0).

We first prove a lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let B1/n ⊂ Ω ⊂ B1 and u be a viscosity solution of
{

detD2u = f in Ω;

u = 0 on ∂Ω.

Assume that 0 is the minimum point of u.
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Then for any δ1 > 0, there exist δ, r > 0 (depending only on n and δ1)
such that for some P ∈ P2 with D2P ≥ 0,

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2

and

(3.2) detD2P = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C,

provided
‖f − 1‖L∞(Ω) ≤ δ,

where C depends only on n.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exist δ1 > 0, sequences of um,Ωm and fm
such that B1/n ⊂ Ωm ⊂ B1,

{

detD2um = fm in Ωm;

um = 0 on ∂Ωm,

and
‖fm − 1‖L∞(Ωm) ≤ 1/m.

Moreover, for any convex polynomial P ∈ P2 satisfying (3.2), we have

(3.3) ‖um − P‖L∞(Br) ≥ δ1r
2,

where r is to be specified later.
By the stability of solutions (see [51, Corollary 2.12]), up to a subsequence,

there exist ū, Ω̃ such that

um → ū, Ωm → Ω̃, B1/n ⊂ Ω̃ ⊂ B1.

Moreover, ū is the solution of
{

detD2ū = 1 in Ω̃;

ū = 0 on ∂Ω̃.

Since 0 is the minimum point of um, we have (see [51, Proposition 4.4])

d(0, ∂Ωm) ≥ c0 > 0,

where c0 > 0 depends only on n. Hence,

d(0, ∂Ω̃) ≥ c0.

By the interior regularity (see [51, Theorem 3.10]), there exists a convex
polynomial P ∈ P2 such that (3.2) holds and

|ū(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ Bc0/2.

Take r small such that

Cr =
δ1
2
.

Then

(3.4) ‖ū− P‖L∞(Br) ≤
1

2
δ1r

2.
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By taking the limit in (3.3), we have

‖ū− P‖L∞(Br0 )
≥ δ1r

2,

which contradicts with (3.4). �

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 3.1. By subtracting an affine function, we may assume
that u ≥ 0 and u(0) = 0. Since u is strictly convex, for h > 0 small (to be
specified later), Sh(0) ⊂⊂ B1, where Sh(0) the section of u at 0, i.e.

Sh(0) := {x ∈ B1 : u(x) < h} .
With the aid of John’s lemma (see [71] and [51, A.3.2]), we normalize the
section Sh(0) as follows:

(3.5) y = Thx, Ω̃ = Th(Sh(0)), B1/n(ỹ) ⊂ Ω̃ ⊂ B1(ỹ), ũ(y) =
u(x)

h
,

where Th ∈ Sn and ỹ ∈ B1. Then ũ is a solution of
{

detD2ũ = f̃ in Ω̃;

ũ = 1 on ∂Ω̃,

where

f̃(y) =
f(x)

(detTh)2hn
.

By the uniform estimate (see [120, Lemma 3.2]),

(3.6) C1 ≤ (detTh)
2hn ≤ C2,

where C1, C2 depends only on n, λ,Λ. Without loss of generality, we assume
f̃(0) = 1. Since f ∈ Ck−2,α(0),

|f̃(y)− 1| ≤ C|f(x)− f(0)| ≤ C|x|α ≤ C|T−1
h | · |y|α.

Since u is strictly convex,

(3.7) |T−1
h | → 0 as h → 0.

Let 0 < δ1 < 1 to be determined later. By (3.7), we can take h small
enough such that

(3.8) C‖T−1
h ‖ ≤ δ1, ‖f̃ − 1‖L∞(Ω̃) ≤ δ,

where δ ≤ δ1 is chosen small enough such that Lemma 3.8 holds. Then by
Lemma 3.8, there exist r > 0 and a convex polynomial P ∈ P2 such that

(3.9) ‖ũ− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2,

and

detD2P = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C.

Let

z =
y

r
, û(z) =

ũ(y)− P (y)

r2
.
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Then û is a solution of

(3.10) F (D2û) = f̂ in B1,

where

F (M) = det(M +D2P )− 1, ∀ M ∈ Sn, f̂(z) = f̃(y)− 1.

Note that F ∈ C∞, F (0) = 0 and F is ρ-uniformly elliptic with ellipticity

constants λ̃, Λ̃ and they depend only on n, λ,Λ.
By (3.8), (3.9) and the definition of f̂ ,

‖û‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ1, ‖f̂‖Cα(0) ≤ δ ≤ δ1.

From Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 1.12 (choosing δ1 small enough), û ∈
Ck,α(0) and hence u ∈ Ck,α(0). �

Remark 3.9. Two cornerstone results for Theorem 3.1 are a priori esti-
mates/existence of classical solutions and Pogorelov’s type estimate. They
are implicitly used in Lemma 3.8. We refer to [51, Theorem 3.10] for details.

Remark 3.10. For the Monge-Ampère equation, we obtain almost the same
Ck,α regularity as the Poisson’s equation. However, for the prescribed mean
curvature equation (and other types of equations below), we must assume
that u (or f) is small or u is uniformly elliptic at 0 (i.e. u ∈ C0,1). The
reason is that for the Monge-Ampère equation, we can make an anisotropic
scaling such that the equation is unchanged. This is the unique feature of
the Monge-Ampère equation.

For the prescribed mean curvature equation, to make f small and the
equation unchanged, we have to make the following scaling (see (2.14)):

(3.11) y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− u(0)

r
.

Thus, to guarantee that ũ is bounded, we must assume that u ∈ C0,1(0).
On the contrast, for the Monge-Ampère equation, to make f small and

the equation unchanged, we can make an anisotropic scaling (see (3.5)):

(3.12) y = Thx, Ω̃ = Th(Sh(0)), ũ(y) =
u(x)

h
,

where Th is anisotropic, i.e., its eigenvalues may be not comparable. Note
that h ≃ r2 in the sense of anisotropy (see (3.6)). Hence, the scaling
transformation (3.12) is essentially the same to (3.11) except that (3.12) is
anisotropic. Maybe this is the reason that there are few pointwise Schauder
regularity for non-uniformly equations except the Monge-Ampère equation.
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4. k-Hessian equations

Next, we consider the k-Hessian equations. For u ∈ C2, denote its eigen-
values by

λ(D2u) = (λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ R
n.

Define for 1 ≤ k ≤ n

σk(D
2u) = σk(λ(D

2u)) =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

λi1 · · · λik .

We say u is k-admissible if λ(D2u) ∈ Γk, where Γk is the G̊arding convex
cone in R

n defined by

Γk ≡
{

λ ∈ R
n
∣

∣ σi(λ) > 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k
}

.

For more basic knowledge of the k-Hessian equations, we refer to [134]. We
consider the k-Hessian equation:

σk(D
2u) = f in B1.

Similar to the Monge-Ampère equation, for any k-admissible polynomial
P ∈ P2 with σk(D

2P ) = 1, define

F (M) = σk(M +D2P )− 1, ∀ M ∈ Sn.

Then F ∈ C∞, F (0) = 0 and F is ρ-uniformly elliptic with λ̃, Λ̃ which
depend only on n, k and |D2P |.

Now, we state the main results in this section. Since the k-Hessian equa-
tion reduces to the Monge-Ampère equation if the dimension n = 2, we only
consider n ≥ 3 in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity
solution of

(4.1) σk(D
2u) = f in B1,

where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ. Then u ∈ C l,α(0) (l ≥ 2) provided one of the
following conditions holds :
(i) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, σk(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α and |D2P |.
(ii) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, σk(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ C l−2,α(0),

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α, |D2P | and [f ]Cα(0).

(iii) u ∈ C2(0) and f ∈ C l−2,α(0).
(iv) there exists p > k(n− 1)/2 such that

u ∈ W 2,p(B1), f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,



24 YUANYUAN LIAN AND KAI ZHANG

where δ depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α and ‖u‖W 2,p(B1).
(v) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

u = P on ∂Bδ, σk(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ C l−2,α(0),

where δ depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α and |D2P |.

Chaudhuri and Trudinger [31] proved that if k > n/2, u ∈ C2(x0) for a.e.
x0. Hence, we have the following corollary of (iii).

Corollary 4.2. Let k > n/2, l ≥ 2, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity
solution of

(4.2) σk(D
2u) = f in B1,

where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ and f ∈ C l−2,α(B̄1). Then u ∈ C l,α(x0) for a.e.
x0 ∈ B1.

Remark 4.3. We point out that σk(D
2P ) = f(0) is not needed. In fact, with

the aid of the definition of viscosity solution, we can modify P such that
this equality holds if δ is small enough.

We do not know whether the C2,α regularity holds if we only assume
u ∈ C1,1(0) instead of u ∈ C2(0) in (iii). On the other hand, u ∈ C2(0) can
be relaxed to (by a similar proof to that of Theorem 4.4)

K1|x|2 ≤ u− P ≤ K1|x|2 in B1,

where K1,K2 > 0 and P ∈ P1. A similar condition has been used by Wang
and Bao [125, Theorem 1.1] to prove the rigidity in R

n for the k-Hessian
equation.

Urbas [122] (see also [112, 121] for similar estimates) proved the interior
C1,1 estimate if p > k(n− 1)/2 and f ∈ C1,1. This is the cornerstone of the
regularity under the assumption (iv).

The condition (v) concerns the regularity in a small domain. In this
direction, Urbas [124, Theorem 3] proved global C1 estimate. Tian, Wang
and Wang [109] studied the local solvability of the k-Hessian equation in
Br0 for r0 small. Maybe Theorem 4.1 can be applied to study the local
solvability.

Since the k-Hessian equations do not possess pure interior C1,1 estimate,
we do not have a similar regularity by assuming only f − f(0) small as in
(ii) Theorem 2.3. Instead, we have the following regularity based on a priori
estimates and the Pogorelov’s type estimate.

Theorem 4.4. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(Ω̄) be a viscosity
solution of

{

σk(D
2u) = f in Ω;

u = g on ∂Ω,
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where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ. Then u ∈ C l,α(0) (l ≥ 2) provided one of the
following conditions holds :
(i) ∂Ω ∈ C3,1, Ω is (k − 1)-convex and

‖g − g0‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ δ, g0 ∈ C3,1(∂Ω), f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α,Ω and ‖g0‖C3,1(∂Ω).
(ii) Ω is a (k − 1)-convex domain and

‖g − P‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ δ, P ∈ P1, f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α and Ω.
(iii)

Ω = Bδ, ‖g − P‖L∞(∂Bδ) ≤ δ1δ
2, P ∈ P1, f ∈ C l−2,α(0),

where δ1 depends only on n, k, λ,Λ, α and δ depends also on [f ]Cα(0).

Remark 4.5. The regularity under assumption (i) is based on a priori esti-
mates for sufficient smooth data, which was first proved by Caffarelli, Niren-
berg and Spruck [19] (see also [113] and [134, Theorem 3.4]). The regularity
under assumption (ii) is based on the Pogorelov’s type estimate, established
by Chou and Wang [42, Theorem 1.5] (see also [134, Theorem 4.3]). In (ii),
∂Ω is not necessary to be smooth. The (k − 1)-convexity can be defined in
some weak sense (e.g. by an approximation, see [116, P. 226, L. 4]; in the
viscosity sense, see [117, P. 580]).

Remark 4.6. There are other types of weak solutions, e.g., the weak solution
defined by an approximation (see [114], [121], [122]) and the weak solution
based on the Borel measure (see [116, 117, 118]). As before, Theorem 4.1 and
Theorem 4.4 hold with these weak solutions by an approximation argument.

Remark 4.7. We do not know any counterexample for the k-Hessian equation
to demonstrate the necessity of the “smallness” as in the prescribed mean
curvature equation (see Remark 2.6), the k-Hessian quotient equations (see
Remark 5.4) and the Lagrangian mean curvature equation (see Remark 6.5).
Hence, it is interesting to construct a counterexample, e.g., a strictly convex
viscosity solution u of (4.1) with f ∈ Cα but u /∈ C2,α. Or, can we prove
Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.4 without the smallness assumptions? Note
that the counterexample constructed by Pogorelov and its extensions (see
[26, 29, 91], [121, P. 6], [124] etc.) are not strictly convex.

We first prove a lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let u be a viscosity solution of

σk(D
2u) = f in B1.

Assume that u ∈ W 2,p(B1) (p > k(n− 1)/2).
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Then for any δ1 > 0 and K > 0, there exist δ, r > 0 (depending only on
n, δ1 and K) such that for some k-admissible P ∈ P2,

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2

and

(4.3) σk(D
2P ) = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C,

provided

‖u‖W 2,p(B1) ≤ K, ‖f − 1‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ,

where C depends only on n, k, p and K.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exist δ1,K > 0, sequences of um, fm such
that

σk(D
2um) = fm in B1

and

‖um‖W 2,p(B1) ≤ K, ‖fm − 1‖L∞(B1) ≤
1

m
.

Moreover, for any k-admissible P ∈ P2 satisfying (4.3), we have

(4.4) ‖um − P‖L∞(Br) ≥ δ1r
2,

where r is to be specified later.
Since n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 2, we have p > k(n− 1)/2 > n/2 and thus for some

β > 0,

‖um‖Cβ(B̄1) ≤ C‖um‖W 2,p(B1) ≤ CK.

Then up to a subsequence, there exist ū such that

um → ū in L∞(B1), ‖ū‖W 2,p(B1) ≤ K.

Moreover, ū is a viscosity solution of

σk(D
2ū) = 1 in B1.

Hence, ū is smooth (see [122, Theorem 1.1] and there exists k-admissible
P ∈ P2 such that (4.3) holds and

|ū(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ B1/2.

Take r small such that Cr = δ1/2. Then

‖ū− P‖L∞(Br) ≤
1

2
δ1r

2.

By taking the limit in (4.4), we have

‖ū− P‖L∞(Br) ≥ δ1r
2,

which is contradiction. �

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof is similar to that of the prescribed
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mean curvature equation. We assume f(0) = 1 without loss of generality.
For (i), let ũ = u− P and then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ) = f̃ in B1,

where

(4.5) F (M) := σk(M +D2P )− 1, ∀ M ∈ Sn, f̃ := f − 1.

Thus, F ∈ C∞, F (0) = 0 and F is ρ-uniformly elliptic with ellipticity

constants λ̃, Λ̃ and they depend only on n, k, λ,Λ and |D2P |. In addition,
by assumption (i),

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f̃‖Cα(0) ≤ δ.

Therefore, by Corollary 1.12, ũ ∈ C l,α(0) and hence u ∈ C l,α(0).
Next, we prove (ii). For r > 0, let

(4.6) y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

r2
, f̃(y) = f(x)− 1.

Then ũ is a solution of

F (D2ũ) = f̃ in B1.

We first choose r small enough such that ‖f̃‖Cα is small. Next, take δ small
such that ‖ũ‖L∞ is small. Then the conclusion follows from Corollary 1.12.

Note that (iii) is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1.
As regards (iv), by Lemma 4.8, for any δ1 > 0, there exist k-admissible

P ∈ P2 and r > 0 such that,

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2.

Then the conclusion follows as above through a transformation like (4.6).
Finally, we prove (v). By the comparison estimate for k-Hessian estimate

(see [114, Lemma 2.1]),

‖u− P‖L∞(Bδ) ≤ Cδ2‖f1/k − 1‖L∞(Bδ) ≤ Cδ2+α,

where C depends only on n, k. Then the conclusion follows as above. �

Next, we give the
Proof of Theorem 4.4. We assume f(0) = 1 as before. For (i), since ∂Ω
and g0 are smooth, there exists a solution v ∈ C3(Ω̄) of (see [113, Theorem
1.1], [134, Theorem 3.4])

{

σk(D
2v) = 1 in Ω;

v = g0 on ∂Ω.

By the comparison estimate for k-Hessian estimate (see [114, Lemma 2.1]),

(4.7) ‖u− v‖L∞(Ω) ≤ ‖g− g0‖L∞(∂Ω) +Cdiam(Ω)2‖f1/k − 1‖L∞(Ω) ≤ Cδα,

where C depends only on n, k and Ω.
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In addition, by the interior C3 estimate for v, there exists a k-admissible
P ∈ P2 such that

(4.8) |v(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ Br0

and

(4.9) σk(D
2P ) = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C

where r0 depends only on Ω and C depends only on n, k,Ω, ‖g0‖C3,1(∂Ω).
Let 0 < δ1 < 1 to be specified later. Take δ and r small enough such that

Cr ≤ δ1
2
, Cδα ≤ δ1

2
r2.

Then by (4.7) and (4.8),

(4.10) ‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2.

Therefore, the conclusion follows as before (cf. the proof of Theorem 4.1).
The proof for (ii) is similar to the above. By subtracting P , we may

assume that |u| ≤ δ on ∂Ω. Let v ∈ C3(Ω) ∩ C(Ω̄) be the solution of (see
[134, Theorem 4.4])

{

σk(D
2v) = 1 in Ω;

v = 0 on ∂Ω.

By the comparison estimate,

(4.11) ‖u− v‖L∞(Ω) ≤ ‖u‖L∞(∂Ω) + C‖f1/k − 1‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ Cδα.

By the interior C3 estimate for v, there exist r0 > 0 and a k-admissible
P ∈ P2 such that

|v(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ Br0

and
σk(D

2P ) = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C.

Then the conclusion follows as above.
For (iii), with the aid of the transformation

y =
x

δ
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

δ2
,

the conclusion follows from (ii). �

Since the 2-Hessian equation has pure interior C1,1 estimate in some cir-
cumstances, we have the following additional regularity for this equation.

Theorem 4.9. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

(4.12) σ2(D
2u) = f in B1 ⊂ R

n,

where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ. Then u ∈ C l,α(0) (l ≥ 2) provided one of the
following conditions holds :
(i)

n = 3, 4, f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,
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where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, λ,Λ, α and ‖u‖L∞(B1).
(ii)

n = 3, 4, u ∈ C1,1(0), f ∈ C l−2,α(0).

(iii) there exists ε > 0 such that u +
(

(n(n− 1)/2)−1/2 − ε
)

|x|2 is convex
and

f ∈ C l−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, λ,Λ, α, ε and ‖u‖L∞(B1).

(iv) there exists ε > 0 such that u +
(

(n(n− 1)/2)−1/2 − ε
)

|x|2 is convex
and

u ∈ C1,1(0), f ∈ C l−2,α(0).

Remark 4.10. The regularity under assumptions (i) and (ii) is based on the
pure interior C1,1 estimate for the 2-Hessian equation when f ≡ 1. For
n = 3, it was derived by Warren and Yuan [138]. For n = 4, it was derived
by Shankar and Yuan [106].

The regularity under assumptions (iii) and (iv) is based on the pure in-
terior C1,1 estimates for almost convex viscosity solutions. Mooney [93]
proved the convex case; Shankar and Yuan [105] proved the almost convex
case. We also note that the interior C1,1 estimate holds as well for smooth
semi-convex solutions (see [59], [104]). However, we can not obtain a regu-
larity result by an approximation argument based on these estimates. This
has been pointed out in [93, P. 2474, L. 2] and [105, P. 2].

Remark 4.11. The regularity under assumptions (i), (iii) (resp. (ii), (iv)) is
analogous to (ii) (resp. (iii)) in Theorem 2.3 since we have pure interior C1,1

estimates for constant f . A regularity result similar to (i) was proved by
Xu [140] in dimension 3. The interior C2,α regularity in dimension 3 with
f ∈ C0,1 was obtained by Zhou [148, Theorem 1.4].

We first give a lemma.

Lemma 4.12. Let u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

σ2(D
2u) = f in B1.

and ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ K. Suppose that one of the following two conditions holds:
(i) n = 3 or 4;

(ii) there exists ε > 0 such that u+
(

(n(n− 1)/2)−1/2 − ε
)

|x|2 is convex.
Then for any δ1 > 0, there exist δ, r > 0 depending only on n,K, ε and δ1

such that if ‖f − 1‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, we have

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2

and

(4.13) σ2(D
2P ) = 1, ‖P‖ ≤ C,

where P ∈ P2 is 2-admissible and C depends only on n,K, ε.
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Proof. We only give the proof under the condition (ii). Suppose not. Then
there exist K, δ1 > 0 and sequences of um, fm such that

σ2(D
2um) = fm in B1,

‖um‖L∞(B1) ≤ K, ‖fm − 1‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1/m

and um+
(

(n(n− 1)/2)−1/2 − ε
)

|x|2 is convex. However, for any 2-admissible
P ∈ P2 satisfying (4.13), we have

(4.14) ‖um − P‖L∞(Br) > δ1r
2,

where r is to be specified later.
By the interior Hölder regularity (see [114, Theorem 4.1], [134, corollary

9.1]), um are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous in any compact subset
of B1. Then up a subsequence, there exists ū such that

um → ū in L∞
loc(B1).

Then ū+
(

(n(n− 1)/2)−1/2 − ε
)

|x|2 is convex and ū is a viscosity solution
of

σ2(D
2ū) = 1 in B1.

Thus, ū is smooth (see [105, Theorem 1.1]) and there exists a 2-admissible
P ∈ P2 such that (4.13) holds and

|ū(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ B1/2,

where C depends only on n and K. Take r small such that Cr = δ1/2. Then

‖ū− P‖L∞(Br) ≤
1

2
δ1r

2.

By taking the limit in (4.14), we have

‖ū− P‖L∞(Br) ≥ δ1r
2,

which is a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. With the aid of Lemma 4.12, the theorem can be
proved in a similar way as before and we omit it. �

5. k-Hessian quotient equation

In this section, we consider the k-Hessian quotient equations:

Sk,l(D
2u) :=

σk(D
2u)

σl(D2u)
= f in B1,

where 1 ≤ l < k ≤ n. Similar to the k-Hessian equation, for any k-admissible
polynomial P ∈ P2 with Sk,l(D

2P ) = 1, define

F (M) = Sk,l(M +D2P )− 1, ∀ M ∈ Sn.

Then F ∈ C∞, F (0) = 0 and F is ρ-uniformly elliptic with λ̃, Λ̃ which
depend only on n, k, l and |D2P |.
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The main results are the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 ≤ l < k ≤ n, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity
solution of

(5.1) Sk,l(D
2u) = f in B1,

where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ. Then u ∈ Cm,α(0) (m ≥ 2) provided one of the
following conditions holds :
(i) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, Sk,l(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Cm−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, l, λ,Λ, α and |D2P |.
(ii) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, Sk,l(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Cm−2,α(0),

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, l, λ,Λ, α, |D2P | and [f ]Cα(0).

(iii) u ∈ C2(0) and f ∈ Cm−2,α(0).
(iv) there exists a k-admissible P ∈ P2 such that

u = P on ∂Bδ, σk(D
2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Cm−2,α(0),

where δ depends only on n, k, l, λ,Λ, α and |D2P |.

Remark 5.2. Since the proof is quite similar to the that for the k-Hessian
equation, we omit it. We point out that we need to apply a comparison
estimate when proving (iv) (see the proof of (v) in Theorem 4.1). There is
no existing literature to cite. Indeed, the comparison estimate for k-Hessian
equation (see [114, Lemma 2.2]) can be extended to the k-Hessian quotient
equation with the Lp norm in the estimate replaced by the L∞ norm. The
key is that the operator (Sk,l)

1/(k−l) is 1-homogenous and concave. Then an
inequality similar to [114, (2.4)] holds and the comparison estimate can be
proved similarly.

For the k-Hessian quotient equations, there are few pure interior C1,1

estimates and Pogorelov’s type estimates for smooth convex solutions (see
[44, 89, 91]) until now. Unfortunately, as before, we can not use these to
build regularity. Instead, we have the following regularity based on a priori
estimates established by Trudinger [113, Theorem 1.1]. Since the proof is
similar to that for the k-Hessian equation and we omit it.

Theorem 5.3. Let 1 ≤ l < k ≤ n, 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(Ω̄) be a viscosity
solution of

{

Sk,l(D
2u) = f in Ω;

u = g on ∂Ω,
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where 0 < λ ≤ f ≤ Λ. Then u ∈ Cm,α(0) (m ≥ 2) provided one of the
following conditions holds :
(i) ∂Ω ∈ C3,1, Ω is (k − 1)-convex and

‖g − g0‖L∞(∂Ω) ≤ δ, g0 ∈ C3,1(∂Ω), f ∈ Cm−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, k, lλ,Λ, α,Ω and ‖g0‖C3,1(∂Ω).
(ii)

Ω = Bδ, ‖g − P‖L∞(∂Bδ) ≤ δ1δ
2, P ∈ P1, f ∈ Cm−2,α(0),

where δ1 depends only on n, k, l, λ,Λ, α and δ depends also on [f ]Cα(0).

Remark 5.4. Similar to the prescribed mean curvature equation, the C2,α

regularity for k-Hessian quotient equation can not hold unconditionally.
Consider the following counterexample borrowed from [148, P. 2]. For any
1 ≤ l < k ≤ n and 0 < θ < 1, define

u(x) =
1

2
|x′|2 + 1

1 + θ
|xn|1+θ.

Then u is a viscosity solution of (5.1) with f ∈ C1−θ. Similar to the pre-
scribed mean curvature equation, [f ]C1−θ(0) ≃ θ−1. Hence, if θ is smaller, f

is smoother but [f ]C1−θ(0) is bigger. Correspondingly, u has lower regularity.

6. Lagrangian mean curvature equation

In this section, we consider the Lagrangian mean curvature equation
(called special Lagrangian equation for constant f):

(6.1) F (D2u) =
n
∑

i=1

arctan λi = f in B1,

where λi are the eigenvalues of D2u. The f is called phase function. Obvi-
ously, there must hold

−n
π

2
< f < n

π

2
.

We define

(6.2) εf = inf
x∈B1

min(n
π

2
− f(x), f(x) + n

π

2
).

Similar to the prescribed mean curvature equation, F ∈ C∞ is 1-uniformly
elliptic with λ = 1/5,Λ = 1. Moreover, for any P ∈ P2, define

G(M) = F (M +D2P )− F (D2P ).

Then G(0) = 0 is ρ-uniformly elliptic with λ̃, Λ̃ and they depend only on n
and |D2P |.

The phase f is divided into three categories by Yuan [144]: critical
(|f | = (n−2)π/2), subcritical (|f | < (n−2)π/2) and supercritical (|f | > (n−
2)π/2). For critical/supercritical phases, the level set {(λ1, .., λn) :

∑n
i=1 arctan λi = c}
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is convex and then an extended Evans-Krylov theorem [28] can be applied
if we assume u ∈ C1,1 a priori. For more knowledge and historic literature
with respect to the special Lagrangian equation, we refer to [136] and [145].

Now, we state the main results in this section. The following theorem is
similar to the previous ones and we omit its proof.

Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(6.1). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0) (k ≥ 2) provided one of the following conditions
holds :
(i) there exists P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, F (D2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Ck−2,α(0), [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ,

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, α and |D2P |.
(ii) there exists P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, F (D2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Ck−2,α(0),

where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, α, |D2P | and [f ]Cα(0).

(iii) u ∈ C2(0) and f ∈ Ck−2,α(0).
(iv) there exists P ∈ P2 such that

u = P on ∂Bδ , F (D2P ) = f(0), f ∈ Ck−2,α(0),

where δ depends only on n, α and |D2P |.

Remark 6.2. We can not obtain C2,α regularity for the special Lagrangian
equation without additional assumptions besides f ∈ Cα. If f is subcritical,
even a constant f , C2,α regularity can not be expected. Nadirashvili and
Vlăduţ[95] constructed counterexamples for n ≥ 3 with solutions only be-

longing to C1,1/3 for any constant subcritical phase. In fact, for any δ > 0,
there exists a viscosity solution u /∈ C1,δ, which was given by Wang and
Yuan [126]. In [94], Mooney and Savin provided a counterexample such
that the solution u ∈ C0,1 but u /∈ C1.

If u is a convex viscosity solution, we have the following regularity.

Theorem 6.3. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a convex viscosity solution
of (6.1). Suppose that f ∈ Ck−2,α(0) (k ≥ 2). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0) provided
u ∈ C1,1(0) or [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ, where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on n, α, εf and
‖u‖L∞(B1).

Remark 6.4. If f is a constant, Theorem 6.3 has been proved by Chen,
Warren and Yuan [36] (for smooth solutions) and Chen, Shankar and Yuan
[35] (for viscosity solutions). For nonconstant f and viscosity solutions,
Bhattacharya and Shankar proved the following regularity results:

• f ∈ C2,α =⇒ u ∈ C4,α (see [13]).
• f ∈ C2 =⇒ u ∈ C3,α (see [12]).
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• u ∈ C1,β, f ∈ Cα =⇒ u ∈ C2,α, where β > (1 + α)−1 (see [12]).

Remark 6.5. Similar to the prescribed mean curvature equation, the small-
ness condition in Theorem 6.3 can not be removed. Consider the following
counterexample borrowed from [10, Remark 1.3] (see also [12, Remark 1.2]).
Take n = 2 and 0 < θ < 1. Define

u(x1, x2) =
1

1 + θ
|x1|1+θ +

1

2
x22, f(x) =

3π

4
− arctan(θ−1|x1|1−θ).

Then u is a strictly convex viscosity solution and f ∈ C1−θ is supercritical.
However, u ∈ C1,θ(0) only.

On the other hand, note that [f ]C1−θ(0) ≃ θ−1. Thus, if θ is smaller, f

has more smoothness but [f ]C1−θ(0) is bigger. Correspondingly, u has less
regularity. This demonstrate the assertion “smallness is more important
than smoothness” again.

If the phase f is critical and supercritical, we can also deduce regularity.
We first consider the supercritical case.

Theorem 6.6. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(6.1). Suppose that for some ε > 0,

|f | ≥ (n− 2)
π

2
+ ε, f ∈ Ck−2,α(0) (k ≥ 2).

Then u ∈ Ck,α(0) provided u ∈ C1,1(0) or [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ, where 0 < δ < 1
depends only on n, α, ε, εf and ‖u‖L∞(B1).

For the critical case, we have

Theorem 6.7. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(6.1). Suppose that

|f | = (n− 2)
π

2
, f ∈ Ck−2,α(0) (k ≥ 2).

Then u ∈ Ck,α(0) provided [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ, where 0 < δ < 1 depends only on
n, α, εf , ‖u‖L∞(B1) and the modulus of continuity of u.

Remark 6.8. If f is a constant, Theorem 6.6 and Theorem 6.7 have been
proved by Warren and Yuan [137] (n = 2), [139] (n = 3) and Wang and
Yuan [127] (n ≥ 3).

For nonconstant f ∈ C1,1, Bhattacharya [10] proved the supercritical case
and Lu [90] proved the critical and supercritical cases. Recently, Zhou [147]
extended above results to f ∈ C0,1.

Note that the f is supercritical in the counterexample in Remark 6.5.
Hence, the smallness condition can not be removed in Theorem 6.6.
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Without the convexity assumption on u or the critical/supercritical as-
sumption on f , Yuan [142] proved C2,α regularity for C1,1 viscosity solutions
and constant phase in dimension 3. Based on this result, we have the fol-
lowing regularity for a general phase f .

Theorem 6.9. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C1,1(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of
(6.1). Suppose that f ∈ Ck−2,α(0) (k ≥ 2). Then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

We first give the
Proof of Theorem 6.3. We only give the proof for the case [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ

since the case u ∈ C1,1(0) can be transformed to the former case.
Claim: For any δ1 > 0, if δ small enough, there exist r > 0 and P ∈ P2

such that

(6.3) F (D2P ) = f(0)

and

(6.4) ‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2.

The proof is similar to the previous (e.g. Lemma 4.12). Suppose not. Then
there exist ε0,K > 0 and sequences of um, fm such that um, fm satisfy (6.1)
and

‖um‖L∞(B1) ≤ K, [fm]Cα(0) ≤ 1/m, εfm ≥ ε0.

In addition, for any P ∈ P2 with (6.3) holding for fm, we have

(6.5) ‖um − P‖L∞(Br) > δ1r
2,

where 0 < r < 1 is to be specified later.
Since um are convex,

‖um‖C0,1(B̄1/2)
≤ C‖um‖L∞(B1) ≤ K.

Hence, um are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. Up to a subsequence
(similarly in the following argument), there exists ū such that

um → ū in L∞(B1/2).

In addition, since εfm ≥ ε0,

fm(0) → f0 ∈ [−nπ/2 + ε0, nπ/2− ε0] .

By combining with [fm]Cα(0) → 0, we conclude that ū is a viscosity solution
of

F (D2ū) = f0 in B1/2.

From the regularity for constant phases (see [35]), there exists P̄ ∈ P2

such that F (D2P̄ ) = f0 and

|ū(x)− P̄ (x)| ≤ C|x|3, ∀ x ∈ B1/2,

where C depends only on n and K. Take r small such that Cr = δ1/2. Then

‖ū− P̄‖L∞(Br) ≤
1

2
δ1r

2.
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In addition, since fm(0) → f0, we can choose

Pm(x) = P̄ (x) +
n
∑

i=1

ci,mx2i

such that ci,m → 0 and (6.3) holds for Pm and fm(0). Thus, (6.5) holds for
Pm. By taking the limit in (6.5), we have

‖ū− P̄‖L∞(Br) ≥ δ1r
2,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, the claim holds.
Once the claim is proved, the regularity for u follows as before. �

Next, we give the
Proof of Theorem 6.6. We only consider the case

f > (n− 2)
π

2
+ ε, [f ]Cα(0) ≤ δ.

We need the following claim as before:
Claim: For any δ1 > 0, if δ small enough, there exist r > 0 and P ∈ P2

such that

F (D2P ) = f(0)

and

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2.

The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 6.6. We only need to take
care of the compactness of solutions. Indeed, since f > (n − 2)π2 + ε, the

u+K|x|2 is convex where K = tan(π/2 − ε). This assertion can be proved
directly by the definition of viscosity solution. Then

‖u‖C0,1(B̄1/2)
≤ C1‖u‖L∞(B1) +C2,

where C1 depends only on n and C2 depends also on ε.
Once the compactness of solutions is built, with the aid of regularity for

constant supercritical phase (see [127]), the rest proof is quite similar to that
of Theorem 6.6 and we omit it. �

Next, we give the
Proof of Theorem 6.7. The difficulty lies in that we can not derive the
compactness of solutions and we have to rely on the modulus of continuity
of u directly. Hence, the constant δ depends on the modulus of continuity
of u.

Then the following claim can be proved as above and we omit it.
Claim: For any δ1 > 0, if δ small enough, there exist r > 0 and P ∈ P2

such that

F (D2P ) = f(0)

and

‖u− P‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ1r
2.
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Then with the aid of regularity for constant critical phase (see [127]), the
regularity of u follows as before. �

Next, we give the
Proof of Theorem 6.9. Since u ∈ C1,1(B̄1), we have the compactness of
solutions a priori. Then with the aid of regularity for constant critical phase
(see [142]), the regularity of u follows as before. �

Remark 6.10. Note we have assumed u ∈ C1,1. Thus, the equation is in fact
uniformly elliptic. In addition, the regularity for constant critical phase has
been proved in [142]. Therefore, the C2,α regularity can be proved directly by
the theory for uniformly elliptic equations (cf. [27, Chapter 8]). However, for
higher order pointwise Ck,α regularity, we must apply the regularity theory
presented in the introduction.

7. ABP maximum principle, weak Harnack inequality, Hölder

regularity

In this section, we develop the basic theory for fully nonlinear locally
uniformly elliptic equations. We follows almost exactly the strategy of [16,
Chapters 3, 4]. The main difficulty is that we can not make the scaling
argument arbitrarily.

First, we introduce some notions.
We also introduce the Pucci’s class as follows.

Definition 7.1. We say that u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) if for any ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) with
(1.3),

M−(D2ϕ(x0), λ,Λ)− b0|Dϕ(x0)| ≤ f(x0).

Similarly, we denote u ∈ Sρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) if for any ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) with

‖ϕ‖C1,1(Ω̄) ≤ ρ, ϕ(x0) = u(x0), ϕ ≥ u in Ω,

we have
M+(D2ϕ(x0), λ,Λ) + b0|Dϕ(x0)| ≥ f(x0).

We also define

S∗
ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) = Sρ(λ,Λ, b0,−|f |) ∩ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, |f |).

We will denote Sρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) (S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f), S
∗
ρ(λ,Λ, f)) by Sρ(f) (S̄ρ(f),

S∗
ρ(f)) for short if λ,Λ, b0 are understood well.

Remark 7.2. Note that if ρ1 ≥ ρ,

S̄ρ1(λ,Λ, b0, f) ⊂ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f).

Hence, for any ρ > 0,

S̄(λ,Λ, b0, f) ⊂ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f),
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where S̄ denotes the usual Pucci’s class.

Remark 7.3. If u ∈ Sρ(λ,Λ, b0, f), then −u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f). Hence, we only
consider the supersolution in the following argument.

As usual, any viscosity solution belongs to the Pucci’s class.

Proposition 7.4. Let u be a viscosity supersolution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in Ω,

where F is 5ρ-uniformly elliptic and ‖u‖L∞(Ω) ≤ ρ. Let φ ∈ C2(Ω) with
(1.3). Then
(i) if (1.9) holds,

u− φ ∈ S̄4ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f(x) + c0|u(x)− φ(x)| − F (D2φ(x),Dφ(x), φ(x), x));

(ii) if for any |M |, |p|, |q|, |s| < ρ and x ∈ B1,

(7.1) −b0|p− q| ≤ F (M,p, s, x) − F (M, q, s, x) ≤ b0|p− q|,
then

u− φ ∈ S̄4ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f(x)− F (D2φ(x),Dφ(x), u(x), x));

(iii) if F (0, p, s, x) ≡ 0,

u ∈ S̄4ρ(λ,Λ, 0, f −M−(D2φ)).

Proof. Clearly, ‖u − φ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ 2ρ. Given x0 ∈ Ω, for any ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) with
(1.3) (replacing u by u−φ and ρ by 4ρ there), ϕ+φ satisfies (1.3) (replacing
ρ by 5ρ). By the definition of viscosity solution

f(x0) ≥F (D2ϕ(x0) +D2φ(x0),Dϕ(x0) +Dφ(x0), ϕ(x0) + φ(x0), x0).

If (1.9) holds,

f(x0) ≥M−(D2ϕ(x0))− b0|Dϕ(x0)| − c0|ϕ(x0)|+ F (D2φ(x0),Dφ(x0), φ(x0), x0),

which means

u− φ ∈ S4ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f(x) + c0|u(x)− φ(x)| − F (D2φ(x),Dφ(x), φ(x), x)).

If (7.1) holds,

f(x0) ≥M−(D2ϕ(x0))− b0|Dϕ(x0)|+ F (D2φ(x0),Dφ(x0), ϕ(x0) + φ(x0), x0).

By combining with u(x0) = ϕ(x0) + φ(x0),

u− φ ∈ S4ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f(x)− F (D2φ(x),Dφ(x), u(x), x)).

If F (0, p, s, x) ≡ 0,

f(x0) ≥M−(D2ϕ(x0)) + F (D2φ(x0),Dϕ(x0) +Dφ(x0), ϕ(x0) + φ(x0), x0)

≥M−(D2ϕ(x0)) +M−(D2φ(x0)).

Hence,
u ∈ S̄4ρ(λ,Λ, 0, f −M−(D2φ)).
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�

As usual, we have the following maximum principle.

Lemma 7.5. If u ∈ C(Ω̄) satisfies

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, 0) in Ω

and u ≥ 0 on ∂Ω, then

u ≥ 0 in Ω.

Proof. Suppose not. Then by choosing α large enough and ε small enough,
ϕ := εe−αx1 + c will touch u by below at some x0 ∈ Ω and

M−(D2ϕ(x0))− b0|Dϕ(x0)| > 0,

which is a contradiction. �

We also have

Lemma 7.6. Suppose that ρ ≥ ρ0,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

u ≥ 0 on ∂B1, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1,

where ρ0 > 1 is universal. Then

sup
B1

u− ≤ C‖f‖L∞(B1),

where C is universal.

Proof. Take α > 0 (universal) large enough such that v := ‖f‖L∞(B1)e
αx1 is

a classical solution of

(7.2) M−(D2v)− b0|Dv| ≥ 2‖f‖L∞(B1).

If

sup
B1

u− ≥ 2‖f‖L∞(B1)e
α,

v − u has a local maximum at some x0 ∈ B1. Then by the definition of
viscosity solution,

M−(D2v(x0))− b0|Dv(x0)| ≤ f(x0) ≤ ‖f‖L∞(B1),

which contradicts to (7.2). �

Next, we prove the fundamental Alexandrov-Bakel’man-Pucci maximum
principle by the same way as in [27, Chapter 3]. First, we prove a lemma
analogous to [27, Lemma 3.3]:
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Lemma 7.7. Let 0 < δ < 1, ρ ≥ ρ1 and

u ∈ Sρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in Bδ,

where ρ1 > 1 is universal. Suppose that

‖f‖L∞(Bδ) ≤ 1.

Assume that ϕ is a convex function in Bδ such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ u in Bδ and
0 = ϕ(0) = u(0). Then

ϕ(x) ≤ C(sup
Bδ

f+)|x|2, ∀ x ∈ Bνδ,

where 0 < ν < 1 and C are universal.

Proof. We prove the lemma in the same way as that of Lemma 3.3 in [27,
Chapter 3]. The constant ρ1 is to be specified later. As in the proof Lemma
3.3 of [27], for 0 < r < δ/4, define

C̄ =
1

r2
sup
Br

ϕ.

We aim to prove

C̄ ≤ 17

λ
sup
Bδ

f+.

Suppose not. Let

(7.3) C̃ =
17

λ
sup
Bδ

f+ ≤ 17

λ
.

Recall (3.3) in [27], i.e.,

ϕ ≥ C̄r2 in H ∩Bδ,

where H is a hyperplane tangent to Br at some x0 ∈ ∂Br. Since C̃ < C̄,

ϕ ≥ C̃r2 in H ∩Bδ.

Construct the polynomial P as in the proof of [27, Lemma 3.3], i.e.,

P (x) :=
C̃

8
(xn + r)2 − 4C̃

r2

δ2
|x′|2.

Then P + c for an appropriate constant c will touch u by below at some
point x0. Note that

‖D2P‖L∞ ≤ C̃, ‖DP‖L∞ ≤ C̃, ‖P + c‖L∞ ≤ C̃ + ρ/2.

Choose ρ1 ≥ 2C̃. Then by the definition of viscosity solution,

M−(D2P )− b0|DP (x0)| ≤ f(x0) ≤ sup
Bδ

f+.

By choosing

ν = min

(

1

8

√

λ

(n− 1)Λ
,

λ

12b0

)

,
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we have
λC̃

16
≤ M−(D2P )− b0|DP (x0)| ≤ sup

Bδ

f+.

Hence,

C̃ ≤ 16

λ
sup
Bδ

f+,

which contradicts to (7.3). �

We have another lemma.

Lemma 7.8. Let ρ ≥ ρ2,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

u ≥ 0 on ∂B1, ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤
ρ

4
, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1,

where ρ2 > max(ρ0, ρ1) is universal. Then Γu ∈ C1,1(B̄1) and

M−(D2Γu)− b0|DΓu| ≤ f a.e. in {u = Γu} ,
where we have extended u by zero outside B1 and Γu is the convex envelop
of −u− in B2.

Proof. For any x0 ∈ {u = Γu} ⊂ B1, let Lx0 be the supporting affine function
of Γu at x0. Then by Lemma 7.6 and noting x0 ∈ B1,

‖Γu‖L∞(B1) = sup
B1

u− ≤ C0, |DLx0 | ≤ C0, ‖Lx0‖L∞(B1) ≤ C0,

where C0 is universal. Set v = u − Lx0 . Then v(x0) = (Γu − Lx0)(x0) = 0
and by choosing ρ2 large enough,

v ∈ S̄3ρ/4(λ,Λ, b0, f + b0C0).

Let w = v/(1 + b0C0). Then

v ∈ S̄3ρ/(4+4b0C0)(λ,Λ, b0, 1).

By taking ρ2 large enough, we can apply Lemma 7.7 for any 0 < δ < 1.
Then

Lx0 ≤ Γu ≤ Lx0 +C|x− x0|2,
where C is universal. Therefore, by the same argument in [27] (see the proof
of Lemma 3.5), Γu ∈ C1,1(B̄1). Hence, Γu is second order differentiable
almost everywhere.

Next, take x0 ∈ {u = Γu} such that Γu is second order differentiable at
x0. Let P denote the second order polynomial corresponding to Γu at x0.
Then for any ε > 0, P − ε|x − x0|2 will touch locally Γu and hence u by
below at x0. Note that ‖P‖ ≤ C for some universal C. Then by choosing
ρ2 large enough, P − ε|x− x0|2 is an admissible test function. Hence,

M−(D2P − 2εI) − b0|DP (x0)− 2ε(x − x0)| ≤ f(x0).
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By letting ε → 0, we arrive at the conclusion. �

Based on above lemma, we have the following Alexandrov-Bakel’man-
Pucci maximum principle analogous to [27, Theorem 3.2]:

Theorem 7.9 (ABP). Let ρ ≥ ρ2,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

u ≥ 0 on ∂B1, ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤
ρ

4
, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1,

where ρ2 is as in Lemma 7.8. Then

sup
B1

u− ≤ C‖f+‖Ln(B1∩{u=Γu}),

where C is universal.

Proof. The proof is standard and we omit it (see [56, Chapt. 9.1]). �

By scaling, we have

Corollary 7.10. Let ρ ≥ ρ2, K > 0,

u ∈ S̄Kρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

u ≥ 0 on ∂B1, ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤
Kρ

4
, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ K,

where ρ2 is as in Lemma 7.8. Then

sup
B1

u− ≤ C‖f+‖Ln(B1∩{u=Γu}),

where C is universal.

Proof. Let

ũ =
u

K
, f̃ =

f

K
.

Then

ũ ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f̃) in B1, ‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤
ρ

4
, ‖f̃‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1.

By Theorem 7.9,

sup
B1

ũ− ≤ C‖f̃+‖Ln(B1∩{ũ=Γũ}).

By transforming to u, we obtain the conclusion. �

With the aid of the ABP maximum principle, we can prove the following
lemma analogous to [27, Lemma 4.5]:
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Lemma 7.11. Let ρ ≥ ρ3,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, |f |) in Q4
√
n

and

u ≥ 0 in Q4
√
n, inf

Q3

u ≤ 1, ‖u‖L∞(Q4
√

n)
≤ ρ

8
, ‖f‖L∞(Q4

√
n)

≤ ε0,

where ρ3 ≥ ρ2 is universal. Then

(7.4) |{u < M} ∩Q1| > µ,

where 0 < ε0, µ < 1 and M > 1 are universal.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [27, Lemma 4.5]. Construct the
auxiliary function ϕ as in [27, Lemma 4.1] such that the conclusion of [27,
Lemma 4.1] holds with

M+(D2ϕ, λ,Λ) ≤ Cξ

replaced by

M+(D2ϕ, λ,Λ) + b0|Dϕ| ≤ Cξ.

Since

‖D2ϕ‖L∞ ≤ C0, ‖Dϕ‖L∞ ≤ C0, ‖D2ϕ‖L∞ ≤ C0,

where C0 is universal. By taking ρ3 large enough,

w := u+ ϕ ∈ S̄3ρ/4(λ,Λ, b0, |f |+ Cξ), ‖w‖L∞ ≤ 3ρ

16
,

Now, we can apply the ABP maximum principle Corollary 7.10 to obtain
(7.4) as in [27]. �

By iteration, we have the following lemma analogous to [27, Lemma 4.6]:

Lemma 7.12. Let ρ ≥ ρ3,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in Q4
√
n

and

u ≥ 0 in Q4
√
n, inf

Q3

u ≤ 1, ‖u‖L∞(Q4
√

n)
≤ ρ

8
, ‖f‖L∞(Q4

√
n)

≤ ε0.

Then

(7.5) |{u ≥ t} ∩Q1| ≤ Ct−ε, ∀ t <
ρ

ρ3
,

where C and 0 < ε < 1 are universal.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [27, Lemma 4.6]. We only need to prove

(7.6) |{u > Mk} ∩Q1| ≤ (1− µ)k, ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ 1

lnM
ln

ρ

ρ3

since (7.5) follows from (7.6) by choosing ε > 0 with

1− µ = M−ε.
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For k = 1, we have just proved in Lemma 7.11. Suppose that (7.6) holds
for k − 1. We use the same scaling argument as in [27]:

ũ(y) :=
u(x)

Mk−1
.

Since u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f),

ũ ∈ S̄ρ/Mk−1(λ,Λ, b0, f̃), f̃(y) =
f(x)

22iMk−1
.

Note that

k ≤ 1

lnM
ln

ρ

ρ3

implies
ρ

Mk−1
≥ ρ3.

Therefore, by Lemma 7.11,

|{ũ > M} ∩Q1| ≤ 1− µ.

By transforming to u, we obtain (7.6). �

Next, we prove the “weak Harnack inequality” analogous to [27, Theorem
4.8]:

Theorem 7.13. Let ρ ≥ ρ3,

u ∈ S̄ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

0 ≤ u ≤ 1 in B1, ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤
ρ

8
, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε0.

Then

‖uρ‖Lp0 (B1/2) ≤ C

(

inf
B1/2

u+ ‖f‖L∞(B1)

)

,

where C and 0 < p0 < 1 are universal, and

uρ(x) =











u(x), if u(x) ≤ ρ

ρ3
;

0, if u(x) >
ρ

ρ3
.

Proof. If

inf
B1/2

u+ ε−1
0 ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≥ 1,
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by Lemma 7.12 and taking p0 = ε/2,

‖uρ‖Lp0 (B1/2) =p0

∫ +∞

0
tp0−1|{x ∈ B1/2 : uρ(x) > t}|dt

≤|B1/2|+ p0

∫ ρ/ρ3

1
tp0−1|{x ∈ B1/2 : u(x) > t}|dt

≤C + C

∫ ρ/ρ3

1
tp0−1t−εdt

≤C

≤C

(

inf
B1/2

u+ ‖f‖L∞(B1)

)

.

If

K−1 := inf
B1/2

u+ ε−1
0 ‖f‖L∞(B1) < 1,

consider

ũ = Ku.

Then

ũ ∈ S̄Kρ(λ,Λ, b0, f̃)

and

inf
B1/2

ũ ≤ 1, ‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤
ρ

8
, ‖f̃‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε0.

Then by Lemma 7.12,

‖ũKρ‖Lp0 (B1/2) ≤ C.

By transferring to u, we obtain the conclusion. �

Next, we prove the Hölder regularity.

Theorem 7.14. Let ρ ≥ 2ρ3,

u ∈ S∗
ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1,

where 0 < ε1 < 1 is universal. Then

osc
Br

u ≤ Crα, ∀
√

2ρ3
ρ

≤ r ≤ 1,

where 0 < α < 1 and C are universal.

Proof. We only need to prove

(7.7) osc
B

1/2k

u ≤ 2(1 − µ)k, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ 1

2
log2

ρ

2ρ3
,
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where 0 < µ < 1 is universal. We prove it by induction. For k = 0, (7.7)
holds clearly. Suppose that it holds for k. For r > 0, denote

Mr = sup
Br

u, mr = inf
Br

u.

Set r0 = 1/2k. Note that

|{x ∈ Br0 : u(x) ≥ Mr0 +mr0

2
}| ≥ |Br0 |

2
or |{x ∈ Br0 : u(x) ≤

Mr0 +mr0

2
}| ≥ |Br0 |

2
.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the former holds. Let

y =
x

r0
, ũ(y) =

u(x)−mr0

Mr0 −mr0

, f̃(y) =
r20f(x)

Mr0 −mr0

.

Without loss of generality, we assume that

osc
Br0

u = Mr0 −mr0 ≥ r20.

Note that Mr0 −mr0 ≤ 2. Then

ũ ∈ S∗
r20ρ/2

(λ,Λ, b0, f̃) in B1

and

0 ≤ ũ ≤ 1 in B1, ‖f̃‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1.

Moreover,

|{y ∈ B1 : ũ(y) ≥
1

2
}| ≥ |B1|

2
.

Hence, by combining with Theorem 7.13 and noting

r20ρ

2
≥ 8,

r20ρ

2ρ3
≥ 1,

we have

c0 ≤ ‖ũ‖Lp0 (B1/2) = ‖ũr20ρ/2‖Lp0 (B1/2) ≤ C

(

inf
B1/2

ũ+ ‖f̃‖L∞(B1)

)

≤ C inf
B1/2

ũ+Cε1,

where c0 > 0, C are universal constants.
Choose ε1 small enough such that

Cε1 ≤
c0
2
.

Then for some universal constant µ > 0,

inf
B1/2

ũ ≥ µ.

By transforming back to u,

mr0/2 −mr0 ≥ µ (Mr0 −mr0) .

Hence,

osc
B

1/2k+1

u = Mr0/2−mr0/2 ≤ Mr0−mr0−µ (Mr0 −mr0) = (1−µ) (Mr0 −mr0) ≤ 2(1−µ)k+1.
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By induction, the proof is completed. �

Remark 7.15. Since ρ is finite, we can make the scaling argument only finite
times. Hence, we can’t obtain the real Hölder regularity. However, it can
provide necessary compactness when we use the compactness method to
prove higher regularity (see Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 9.1).

By applying above theorem to each x0 ∈ B1/2 in B(x0, 1/2), we have

Corollary 7.16. Let ρ ≥ 2ρ3,

u ∈ S∗
ρ(λ,Λ, b0, f) in B1

and

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1, ‖f‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1,

where 0 < ε1 < 1 is universal. Then

osc
Br(x0)

u ≤ C̃rα0 , ∀ x0 ∈ B1/2, ∀
√

2ρ3
ρ

≤ r ≤ 1

2
,

where 0 < α0 < 1 and C̃ are universal.
Therefore,

|u(x1)− u(x2)| ≤ C̃|x1 − x2|α0 , ∀ x1, x2 ∈ B1/2,

√

2ρ3
ρ

≤ |x1 − x2| ≤
1

2
.

8. Interior C1,α regularity

In this section, we prove the interior pointwise C1,α regularity by the
classical technique of perturbation. First, we prove the key step by the
compactness method.

Lemma 8.1. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = Aij(Du, u, x)uij +B(Du, u, x) = 0 in B1,

where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic and A is continuous with modulus ωA. Sup-
pose that (1.7) and (1.8) hold. Let r ≤ r0 and assume that for some P0 ∈ P1,

‖u− P0‖L∞(Br) ≤ r1+α, ‖P0‖ ≤ C̄r1+α
0 ,

where C̄ depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0 and α and 0 < r0, δ0 < 1 (small)
depends also on ωA.

Then there exists P ∈ P1 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(Bηr) ≤ (ηr)1+α, ‖P − P0‖r ≤ C̄(ηr)1+α,

where 0 < η < 1/2 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0 and α.
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Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion
is false. Then there exist sequences of Am, Bm, um, Pm, rm such that rm ≤
1/m,

Fm(D2um,Dum, um, x) = Aij
m(Dum, um, x)um,ij+Bm(Dum, um, x) = 0 inBrm

and

‖um − Pm‖L∞(Brm ) ≤ r1+α
m , ‖Pm‖ ≤ C̄

m
,

where Fm are ρ-uniformly elliptic and Am are continuous (with the same
modulus ωA). In addition, (1.7) and (1.8) hold for Bm (with KB and b0).
Moreover, for any P ∈ P1 with

‖P − Pm‖ ≤ C̄(ηrm)1+α,

we have

(8.1) ‖um − P‖L∞(Bηrm ) > (ηrm)1+α,

where C̄ and 0 < η < 1/2 are to be specified later.
Let

x̃ =
x

rm
, ũm(x̃) =

um(x)− Pm(x)

r1+α
m

.

Then ũm are viscosity solutions of

(8.2) F̃m(D2ũm,Dũm, ũm, x̃) = 0 in B1,

where

F̃m(M,p, s, x̃) =r1−α
m Fm(rα−1

m M, rαmp+DPm(x), r1+α
m s+ Pm(x), x),

=Aij
m(rαmp+DPm(x), r1+α

m s+ Pm(x), x)Mij

+ r1−α
m Bm(rαmp+DPm(x), r1+α

m s+ Pm(x), x).

Indeed, since Fm are ρ-uniformly elliptic and ‖Pm‖ → 0, F̃m are 1
2r

−α
m ρ-

uniformly elliptic for m large enough. Note that

‖ũm‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1 ≤ 1

4
r−α
m ρ.

Then it can be verified directly that ũm are viscosity solutions of (8.2).
Next, by Proposition 7.4, for m large enough,

ũm ∈ S∗
1
2
r−α
m ρ

(λ,Λ, rmb0, f̄m),

where

f̄m(x̃) = r1−α
m Bm(DPm(x), r1+α

m ũ(x̃) + Pm(x), x).

Hence, for any ε > 0, we can takem0 large enough such that for anym ≥ m0,

‖f̄m‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1, C̃

(

4ρ3

r−α
m ρ

)α0/2

≤ ε

2
,
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where α0, C̃, ρ3 and ε1 are as in Corollary 7.16. Set

δ =

(

4ρ3

r−α
m ρ

)1/2

.

By Corollary 7.16, for any x1, x2 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x2| ≤ δ, by choosing
x3 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x3| = |x2 − x3| = δ, we have for any m ≥ m0,

|ũm(x1)− ũm(x2)| ≤ |ũm(x1)− ũm(x3)|+ |ũm(x2)− ũm(x3)| ≤ 2C̃δα0 ≤ ε.

Thus, ũm are equicontinuous. By Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exists ũ ∈
C(B̄1/2) such that ũm → ũ in L∞(B1/2) (up to a subsequence and similarly
hereinafter).

Since

λI ≤ Am(0, 0, 0) ≤ ΛI, ∀ m ≥ 1,

there exists a constant symmetric matrix A = (Aij)n×n such that

Am(0, 0, 0) → A.

Now, we show that ũ is a viscosity solution of

(8.3) Aijũij = 0 in B1/2.

Given x̃0 ∈ B1/2 and ϕ ∈ C2 touching ũ strictly by above at x̃0. Then there
exist a sequence of x̃m → x̃0 such that ϕ + cm touch ũm by above at x̃m
and cm → 0. By the definition of viscosity solution, for m large enough (e.g.
r−α
m ρ > 2‖ϕ‖C2(B̄1/2)

),

F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m) ≥ 0.

Since

F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m)

=Aij
m(rαmDϕ(x̃m) +DPm(x), r1+α

m ϕ(x̃m) + Pm(x), x)Mij

+ r1−α
m Bm(rαmDϕ(x̃m) +DPm(x), r1+α

m ϕ(x̃m) + Pm(x), x),

≤Aij
m(0, 0, 0)Mij + ωA(

C

m
)

+ r1−α
m Bm(rαmDϕ(x̃m) +DPm(x), r1+α

m ϕ(x̃m) + Pm(x), x),

by letting m → ∞, we have

Aijϕij(x̃0) ≥ 0.

Hence, ũ is a subsolution of (8.3). Similarly, we can prove that it is a
viscosity supersolution as well. That is, ũ is a viscosity solution.

Since (8.3) is a linear equation with constant coefficients, ũ ∈ C∞(B1/2).

Then there exists P̃ ∈ P1 such that for any 0 < η < 1/4,

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤ C1η
2‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C1η

2,

and
‖P̃‖ ≤ C2‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C2,
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where C1 and C2 are universal. By taking η small and C̄ large such that

Cη1−α ≤ 1

2
, C2 ≤ C̄η1+α.

Then

(8.4) ‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤
1

2
η1+α, ‖P̃‖ ≤ C̄η1+α.

Let

Qm(x) = Pm(x) + r1+α
m P̃ (x̃).

Then

‖Qm − Pm‖ ≤ C̄(ηrm)1+α.

Hence, (8.1) holds for Qm. That is,

‖um −Qm‖L∞(Bηrm) > (ηrm)1+α.

Equivalently,

‖ũm − P̃‖L∞(Bη) > η1+α.

Let m → ∞, we have

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≥ η1+α,

which contradicts with (8.4). �

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 1.5. To prove Theorem 1.5, we only to prove the
following. There exist a sequence of Pm ∈ P1 (m ≥ −1) such that for all
m ≥ 0,

(8.5) ‖u− Pm‖L∞(Bηmr0
) ≤ (ηmr0)

1+α,

and

(8.6) ‖Pm − Pm−1‖ηmr0 ≤ C̄(ηmr0)
1+α,

where η, r0 and C̄ are as in Lemma 8.1.
We prove above by induction. For m = 0, by setting P0 ≡ P−1 ≡ 0, (8.5)

and (8.6) hold clearly. Suppose that the conclusion holds for m ≤ m0. By
(8.6),

‖Pm0‖ ≤
m0
∑

i=1

‖Pi − Pi−1‖ ≤ C̄r1+α
0

η1+α

1− η1+α
≤ C̄r1+α

0 .

By Lemma 8.1, the conclusion holds for m = m0 + 1. By induction, the
proof of Theorem 1.5 is completed. �
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9. Interior C2,α regularity

In this section, we prove the interior pointwise C2,α regularity. As before,
we first prove the key step by the compactness method.

Lemma 9.1. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in B1,

where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic, F (0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0 and DMF is continuous
with modulus ωF . Suppose that (1.9) holds. Let r ≤ r0 and assume that for
some P0 ∈ P2,

‖F (M,p, s, x) − F (M,p, s, 0)‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ0r
α, ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ,

‖u− P0‖L∞(Br) ≤ r2+α, ‖f − f(0)‖L∞(Br) ≤ δ0r
α

and

‖P0‖ ≤ C̄r2+α
0 , F (D2P0,DP0(0), P0(0), 0) = f(0),

where C̄ depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0 and α and 0 < r0, δ0 < 1 (small)
depends also on ωF .

Then there exists P ∈ P2 such that

‖u− P‖L∞(Bηr) ≤ (ηr)2+α

and

‖P − P0‖r ≤ C̄(ηr)2+α, F (D2P,DP (0), P (0), 0) = f(0),

where 0 < η < 1/2 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0 and α.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion is
false. Then there exist sequences of Fm, um, fm, Pm, rm such that rm ≤ 1/m,

Fm(D2um,Dum, um, x) = fm in Brm ,

‖Fm(M,p, s, x)− Fm(M,p, s, 0)‖L∞(Brm ) ≤
rαm
m

, ∀ |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ,

‖um − Pm‖L∞(Brm ) ≤ r2+α
m , ‖fm − fm(0)‖L∞(Brm ) ≤

rαm
m

and

Fm(D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0) = fm(0), ‖Pm‖ ≤ C̄

m
,

where Fm are ρ-uniformly elliptic, Fm(0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0 and DMFm are contin-
uous (with the same modulus ωF ). In addition, (1.9) holds for Fm with b0
and c0. Moreover, for any P ∈ P2 with

‖P − Pm‖ ≤ C̄(ηrm)2+α, Fm(D2P,DP (0), P (0), 0) = fm(0),

we have

(9.1) ‖um − P‖L∞(Bηrm ) > (ηrm)2+α,

where C̄ and 0 < η < 1/2 are to be specified later.
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Let

(9.2) x̃ =
x

rm
, ũm(x̃) =

um(x)− Pm(x)

r2+α
m

.

Then ũm are viscosity solutions of

(9.3) F̃m(D2ũm,Dũm, ũm, x̃) = f̃m in B1,

where

F̃m(M,p, s, x̃) = r−α
m Fm(rαmM +D2Pm, r1+α

m p+DPm(x), r2+α
m s+ Pm(x), x),

f̃m(x̃) = r−α
m fm(x).

Indeed, since Fm are ρ-uniformly elliptic and ‖Pm‖ → 0, F̃m are 1
2r

−α
m ρ-

uniformly elliptic for m large enough. Note that

‖ũm‖L∞(B1) ≤ 1 ≤ 1

4
r−α
m ρ.

Then it can be verified directly that ũm are viscosity solutions of (9.3).
Next, by Proposition 7.4, for m large enough,

ũm ∈ S∗
1
2
r−α
m ρ

(λ,Λ, rmb0, f̄m),

where

f̄m(x̃) = |r−α
m

(

fm(x)− Fm(D2Pm,DPm(x), Pm(x), x)
)

|+ r2mc0|um(x)|.
With the aid of Fm(D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0) = fm(0),

|fm − Fm(D2Pm,DPm, Pm, x)|
=
∣

∣fm − fm(0) −
(

Fm(D2Pm,DPm, Pm, x)− Fm(D2Pm,DPm, Pm, 0)
)

−
(

Fm(D2Pm,DPm, Pm, 0) − Fm(D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0)
)∣

∣

≤rαm
m

+
rαm
m

+ b0Crm + c0Crm.

Hence, for any ε > 0, we can takem0 large enough such that for anym ≥ m0,

‖f̄m‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1, C̃

(

4ρ3

r−α
m ρ

)α0/2

≤ ε

2
,

where α0, C̃, ρ3 and ε1 are as in Corollary 7.16. Set

δ =

(

4ρ3

r−α
m ρ

)1/2

.

By Corollary 7.16, for any x1, x2 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x2| ≤ δ, by choosing
x3 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x3| = |x2 − x3| = δ, we have for any m ≥ m0,

|ũm(x1)− ũm(x2)| ≤ |ũm(x1)− ũm(x3)|+ |ũm(x2)− ũm(x3)| ≤ 2C̃δα0 ≤ ε.

Thus, ũm are equicontinuous. By Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exists ũ ∈
C(B̄1/2) such that ũm → ũ in L∞(B1/2) (up to a subsequence and similarly
hereinafter).
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Since Fm are ρ-uniformly elliptic,

λI ≤ DMFm(0, 0, 0, 0) ≤ ΛI, ∀ m ≥ 1.

Hence, there exists a constant symmetric matrix A = (Aij)n×n such that

DMFm(0, 0, 0, 0) → A.

Now, we show that ũ is a viscosity solution of

(9.4) Aijũij = 0 in B1/2.

Given x̃0 ∈ B1/2 and ϕ ∈ C2 touching ũ strictly by above at x̃0. Then there
exist a sequence of x̃m → x̃0 such that ϕ + cm touch ũm by above at x̃m
and cm → 0. By the definition of viscosity solution, for m large enough (e.g.
r−α
m ρ > 2‖ϕ‖C2(B̄1/2)

),

F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m) ≥ f̃m(x̃m).

We compute

F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m)

=
1

rαm
Fm(rαmD2ϕ+D2Pm, r1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, r2+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, rmx̃m)

− 1

rαm
Fm(rαmD2ϕ+D2Pm, r1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, r2+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, 0)

+
1

rαm
Fm(rαmD2ϕ+D2Pm, r1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, r2+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, 0)

− 1

rαm
Fm(rαmD2ϕ+D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0)

+
1

rαm
Fm(rαmD2ϕ+D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0)

− 1

rαm
Fm(D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0) +

1

rαm
fm(0)

≤ 1

m
+ Cb0r

1−α
m + Cc0r

1−α
m

+ Fm,Mij (θr
α
mD2ϕ(x̃m) +D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0)ϕij(x̃m) +

1

rαm
fm(0),

where 0 < θ < 1. Note that in above inequality, the variable of ϕ is x̃m and
the variable of Pm is xm := rmx̃m. Hence,

0 ≤F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m)− f̃m(x̃m)

≤ 1

m
+ Cb0r

1−α
m +Cc0r

1−α
m

+ Fm,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)ϕij (x̃m) +
1

rαm
|fm(rmx̃m)− fm(0)|+ ωF (

C

m
).

Let m → ∞, we have

(9.5) Aijϕij(x̃0) ≥ 0.
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Hence, ũ is a subsolution of (9.4). Similarly, we can prove that it is a
viscosity supersolution as well. That is, ũ is a viscosity solution. bounded
and equicontinuous in any compact set of Sn. Then there exists a linear
operator F̃ with ellipticity constants λ and Λ such that F̃m → F̃ andDF̃m →
DF̃ uniformly in any compact set of Sn .

Since (9.4) is a linear equation with constant coefficients, ũ ∈ C∞(B1/2).

Then there exists P̃ ∈ P2 such that for any 0 < η < 1/4,

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤ C1η
3‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C1η

3,

AijP̃ij = 0

and

‖P̃‖ ≤ C2‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C2,

where C1 and C2 are universal. By taking η small and C̄ large such that

Cη1−α ≤ 1

2
, C2 ≤ (C̄ − 1)η2+α.

Then

(9.6) ‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤
1

2
η2+α, ‖P̃‖ ≤ (C̄ − 1)η2+α.

By a similar argument to prove (9.5),

F̃m(D2P̃ ,DP̃ (0), P̃ (0), 0) → AijP̃ij = 0.

Note that f̃m(0) → 0 as well. Hence, there exist a sequence of constants
tm → 0 such that

F̃m(D2P̃ + tmI,DP̃ (0), P̃ (0), 0) = f̃m(0).

Let

Qm(x) = Pm(x) + r2+α
m

(

P̃ (x̃) +
tm
2
|x̃|2
)

.

Then with the aid of (9.6),

Fm(D2Qm,DQm(0), Qm(0), 0) = fm(0), ‖Qm − Pm‖ ≤ C̄(ηrm)2+α.

Hence, (9.1) holds for Qm. That is,

‖um −Qm‖L∞(Bηrm) > (ηrm)2+α.

Equivalently,

‖ũm − P̃ − tm
2
|x̃|2‖L∞(Bη) > η2+α.

Let m → ∞, we have

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≥ η2+α,

which contradicts with (9.6). �

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 1.7. To prove Theorem 1.7, we only to prove the
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following. There exist a sequence of Pm ∈ P2 (m ≥ −1) such that for all
m ≥ 0,

(9.7) ‖u− Pm‖L∞(Bηmr0
) ≤ (ηmr0)

2+α,

and
(9.8)
F (D2Pm,DPm(0), Pm(0), 0) = f(0), ‖Pm − Pm−1‖ηmr0 ≤ C̄(ηmr0)

2+α,

where η, r0 and C̄ are as in Lemma 9.1.
We prove above by induction. Set P−1 ≡ 0. Form = 0, since F (0, 0, 0, 0) =

0, there exists t ∈ R such that

F (tI, 0, 0, 0) = f(0), |t| ≤ |f(0)|
nλ

≤ δ

nλ
.

Then by choosing P0 = t|x|2/2 and δ = (1 + 1/nλ)r2+α
0 ,

‖u− P0‖L∞(Br0 )
≤ ‖u‖L∞(Br0 )

+ ‖P0‖L∞(Br0 )
≤ δ +

δ

2nλ
≤ r2+α

0 .

Hence, (9.7) and (9.8) hold for m = 0. Suppose that the conclusion holds
for m ≤ m0. By (9.8),

‖Pm0‖ ≤
m0
∑

i=1

‖Pi − Pi−1‖+ ‖P0‖ ≤ C̄r2+α
0

η2+α

1− η2+α
+ r2+α

0 ≤ C̄r2+α
0 .

By Lemma 9.1, the conclusion holds for m = m0 + 1. By induction, the
proof of Theorem 1.7 is completed. �

Remark 9.2. Note that we can not prove the pointwise C1,α regularity for
a general operator F . The reason is the following. For the C1,α regularity,
we will consider for some Pm ∈ P1

x̃ =
x

rm
, ũm(x̃) =

um(x)− Pn(x)

r1+α
m

instead of (9.2) in the proof of Lemma 9.1. Then ũm are solutions of

F̃m(D2ũm,Dũm, ũm, x̃) := r1−α
m Fm(rα−1

m D2um, rαmDum, rα+1
m um, x) = r1−αfm.

Note that F̃m are only r1−α
m ρ-uniformly elliptic and r1−α

m ρ → 0. Hence, we
can not proceed the scaling argument.
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10. Interior Ck,α regularity

In this section, we prove the interior pointwise Ck,α regularity Theo-
rem 1.9. Since k ≥ 2, the assumption of Theorem 1.9 is stronger than that
of Theorem 1.7. Hence, u ∈ C2,α(0). Then we only need to prove:

Claim I: If u ∈ Ck−1,α(0) under the assumptions of Theorem 1.9,

then u ∈ Ck,α(0).

Indeed, we can prove Theorem 1.9 by induction if Claim I has been
proved. For k = 3, by Theorem 1.7, u ∈ C2,α(0). Then Claim I implies u ∈
C3,α(0). Hence, Theorem 1.9 holds for k = 3. We assume that Theorem 1.9
holds for k = k0 and we only need to prove it for k0 +1. Since Theorem 1.9
holds for k0 and the assumptions of Theorem 1.9 with k0 + 1 is stronger
than that with k0, u ∈ Ck0,α(0). Then Claim I implies u ∈ Ck0+1,α(0).
Therefore, Theorem 1.9 holds for k = k0 + 1. By induction, the proof of
Theorem 1.9 is completed. Thus, in this section, we only need to prove
Claim I and assume that u ∈ Ck−1,α(0) throughout this section.

We first prove a special result.

Lemma 10.1. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in B1,

where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic. Suppose that (1.9) and (1.12) hold (with
δ0) and

u(0) = · · · = |Dk−1u(0)| = 0, ‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ0, |f(x)| ≤ δ0|x|k−2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where δ0 > 0 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α, k and KF . Assume for
some P̄ ∈ HPk,

(10.1) ‖P̄‖ ≤ δ0, |F0(D
2P̄ (x),DP̄ (x), P̄ (x), x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where C̄ depending only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α, k and KF , is to specified in
Lemma 10.3.

Then u ∈ Ck,α(0). That is, there exists P ∈ HPk such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|k+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and

‖P‖ ≤ Cδ0, |F0(D
2P (x),DP (x), P (x), x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where C depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α, k and KF .

Remark 10.2. Since we have assumed u ∈ Ck−1,α(0), Diu(0) (1 ≤ i ≤ k−1)
are well defined.

To prove Lemma 10.1, we prove the following key step by the compactness
method as before.
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Lemma 10.3. Let 0 < α < 1 and u ∈ C(B̄1) be a viscosity solution of

F (D2u,Du, u, x) = f in B1,

where F is ρ-uniformly elliptic. Suppose that (1.9) holds. Let r ≤ r0 and
assume that for some P0 ∈ HPk, (1.12) holds (with δ1),

u(0) = · · · = |Dk−1u(0)| = 0, ‖u− P0‖L∞(Br) ≤ rk+α,

|f(x)| ≤ δ1|x|k−2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and

‖P0‖ ≤ C̄rk+α
0 , |F0(D

2P0(x),DP0(x), P0(x), x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where C̄ depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α and k, and 0 < r0, δ1 < 1 (small)
depend also on KF .

Then there exists P ∈ HPk such that

‖u− P‖L∞(Bηr) ≤ (ηr)k+α

and

‖P − P0‖r ≤ C̄(ηr)2+α, |F0(D
2P (x),DP (x), P (x), x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−1,

where 0 < η < 1/2 depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, b0, c0, α and k.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion
is false. Then there exist sequences of Fm, F0m, um, fm, Pm, rm such that
rm ≤ 1/m,

Fm(D2um,Dum, um, x) = fm in Brm ,

um(0) = · · · = |Dk−1um(0)| = 0, ‖um − Pm‖L∞(Brm ) ≤ rk+α
m ,

|fm(x)| ≤ 1

m
|x|k−2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and
(10.2)

‖Pm‖ ≤ C̄

m
, |F0m(D2Pm(x),DPm(x), Pm(x), x)| ≤ 1

m
|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

where Fm, F0m are ρ-uniformly elliptic and (1.12) (with δ replaced by 1/m)
holds for Fm and F0m. Furthermore, F0m ∈ Ck−1 (with the same bound
KF ). Moreover, for any P ∈ HPk with
(10.3)

|F0m(D2P (x),DP (x), P (x), x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−1, ‖P − Pm‖ ≤ C̄(ηrm)k+α,

we have

(10.4) ‖um − P‖L∞(Bηrm ) > (ηrm)k+α,

where C̄ and 0 < η < 1/2 are to be specified later.
Let

x̃ =
x

rm
, ũm(x̃) =

um(x)− Pm(x)

rk+α
m

.
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As before, ũm are viscosity solutions of

(10.5) F̃m(D2ũm,Dũm, ũm, x̃) = f̃m in B1,

where

F̃m(M,p, s, x̃)

=r−(k−2+α)
m Fm(rk−2+α

m M +D2Pm(x), rk−1+α
m p+DPm(x), rk+α

m s+ Pm(x), x)

− r−(k−2+α)
m Fm(D2Pm(x),DPm(x), Pm(x), x),

f̃m(x̃) = r−(k−2+α)
m fm(x)− r−(k−2+α)

m Fm(D2Pm(x),DPm(x), Pm(x), x).

Next, by Proposition 7.4, for m large enough,

ũm ∈ S∗
1
2
r
−(k−2+α)
m ρ

(λ,Λ, rmb0, f̄m),

where

f̄m(x̃) = |r−(k−2+α)
m

(

fm(x)− Fm(D2Pm,DPm(x), Pm(x), x)
)

|+r2mc0|um(x)|.
By the assumptions,

‖f̄m‖L∞(B1) ≤
1

m
+ r1−α

m + c0r
k+2+α
m .

Hence, for any ε > 0, we can takem0 large enough such that for anym ≥ m0,

‖f̄m‖L∞(B1) ≤ ε1, C̃

(

4ρ3

r
−(k−2+α)
m ρ

)α0/2

≤ ε

2
,

where α0, C̃, ρ3 and ε1 are as in Corollary 7.16. Set

δ =

(

4ρ3

r
−(k−2+α)
m ρ

)1/2

.

By Corollary 7.16, for any x1, x2 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x2| ≤ δ, by choosing
x3 ∈ B1/2 with |x1 − x3| = |x2 − x3| = δ, we have for any m ≥ m0,

|ũm(x1)− ũm(x2)| ≤ |ũm(x1)− ũm(x3)|+ |ũm(x2)− ũm(x3)| ≤ 2C̃δα0 ≤ ε.

Thus, ũm are equicontinuous. Then there exists ũ ∈ C(B̄1/2) such that
ũm → ũ in L∞(B1/2).

As before, there exists a constant symmetric matrix A such that

DMF0m(0, 0, 0, 0) → A.

Now, we show that ũ is a viscosity solution of

(10.6) Aijũij = 0 in B1/2.

Given x̃0 ∈ B1/2 and ϕ ∈ C2 touching ũ strictly by above at x̃0. Then
there exist a sequence of x̃m → x̃0 such that ϕ + cm touch ũm by above at
x̃m and cm → 0. By the definition of viscosity solution, for m large enough,

F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m) ≥ f̃m(x̃m).
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Note that

f̃m(x̃m) ≤ F̃m(D2ϕ(x̃m),Dϕ(x̃m), ϕ(x̃m) + cm, x̃m)

=
1

rk−2+α
m

Fm(rk−2+α
m D2ϕ+D2Pm, rk−1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, rk+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, rmx̃m)

− 1

rk−2+α
m

F0m(rk−2+α
m D2ϕ+D2Pm, rk−1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, rk+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, rmx̃)

+
1

rk−2+α
m

F0m(rk−2+α
m D2ϕ+D2Pm, rk−1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, rk+α
m (ϕ+ cm) + Pm, rmx̃)

− 1

rk−2+α
m

F0m(D2Pm,DPm, Pm, rmx̃m)

≤ 1

m
+ F0m,Mij (ξ)ϕij(x̃m) + rmF0m,pi(ξ)ϕi(x̃m) + r2mF0m,s(ξ)ϕ(x̃m),

where

ξ = (θrk−2+α
m D2ϕ+D2Pm, θrk−1+α

m Dϕ+DPm, θrk+α
m (ϕ+ cm)+Pm, rmx̃m)

for some 0 < θ < 1. Let m → ∞, we have

Aijϕij(x̃0) ≥ 0.

Hence, ũ is a subsolution of (10.6). Similarly, we can prove that it is a
viscosity supersolution as well. That is, ũ is a viscosity solution.

Next, we show ũm ∈ Ck−1,α(0) and their norms have a uniform bound
for m large enough. Take δ small (to be specified later) and set ûm = δũm.
Then ûm are viscosity solutions of

(10.7) F̂m(D2ûm,Dûm, ûm, x̃) = f̂m in B1,

where

F̂m(M,p, s, x̃) = δF̃m(δ−1M, δ−1p, δ−1s, x̃), f̂m(x̃) = δf̃m(x̃)

and we define F̂0m similarly.
Since rm → 0 and ‖Pm‖ → 0, for m large enough (similarly in the fol-

lowing argument), F̂m are ρ-uniformly elliptic (although δ is very small)
and

‖ûm‖L∞(B1) ≤ δ, ‖f̂m‖Ck−2+α(0) ≤ δ

In addition, F̂m(0, 0, 0, x̃) ≡ 0 obviously and it can be verified easily that

F̂m satisfies (1.9) with b0 and c0. Next, for any |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ and x̃ ∈ B1,

|F̂m(M,p, s, x̃)− F̂0m(M,p, s, x̃)| ≤ 2

m
|x̃|k−2+α ≤ δ|x̃|k−2+α.

Finally, we show

(10.8) ‖F̂0m‖Ck−1(B̄ρ×B̄1) ≤ K̂F ,
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where K̂F depends only on n, ρ and KF . In fact, note that

F̂0m(M,p, s, x̃) = F̂0m(M,p, s, x̃)− F̂0m(0, 0, 0, x̃)

=

∫ 1

0
F0m,Mij (ξ)Mij + rmF0m,pi(ξ)pi + r2mF0m,s(ξ)sdt,

where

ξ = t
(

δ−1rk−2+α
m M, δ−1rk−1+α

m p, δ−1rk+α
m s, x

)

+
(

D2Pm(x),DPm(x), Pm(x), x
)

.

Hence,

‖F̂0m‖Ck−2(B̄ρ×B̄1) ≤ K̂F .

Next, from the definition of F̂0m, if any (k−1)-th derivative of F̂0m involves
one derivative with respect to M,p or s, it is bounded; if we take (k− 1)-th
derivative with respect to x̃,

Dk−1
x̃ F̂0m(M,p, s, x̃)

=r1−α
m Dk−1

x

(

F0m(δ−1rk−2+α
m M +D2Pm, δ−1rk−1+α

m p+DPm, δ−1rk+α
m s+ Pm, x)

)

≤K̂F , ∀ (M,p, s, x) ∈ B̄ρ × B̄1.

Therefore, (10.8) holds.

Choose δ small enough such that Theorem 1.9 holds for δ and K̂F . By
induction, ûm ∈ Ck−1,α(0) and hence ũm ∈ Ck−1,α(0) and their norms have
a uniform bound for m large enough.

Since um(0) = · · · = Dk−1um(0) = 0 and Pm ∈ HPk−1,

|ũm(x̃)| ≤ C|x̃|k−1+α, ∀ x̃ ∈ B1,

where C is a constant independent of m. By taking m → ∞,

(10.9) |ũ(x̃)| ≤ C|x̃|k−1+α, ∀ x̃ ∈ B1.

Since (10.6) is a linear equation with constant coefficients, ũ ∈ C∞(B1/2).

By noting (10.9), there exists P̃ ∈ HPk such that for any 0 < η < 1/4,

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤ C1η
k+1‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C1η

k+1,

AijP̃ij ≡ 0

and

‖P̃‖ ≤ C2, ‖ũ‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C2,

where C1 and C2 depend only on n, λ,Λ and k. By taking η small and C̄
large such that

Cη1−α ≤ 1

2
, C2 ≤ (C̄ − 1)ηk+α.

Then

(10.10) ‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≤
1

2
ηk+α, ‖P̃‖ ≤ (C̄ − 1)ηk+α.
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Now, we try to construct a sequence of P̃m ∈ HPk such that P̃m → P̃ as
m → ∞ and

(10.11) DiGm(0) = 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 2,

where
Gm(x̃) = F̃0m(D2P̃m(x̃),DP̃m(x̃), P̃m(x̃), x̃).

The (10.11) implies

Di
(

F0m(D2Q(x),DQ(x), Q(x), x)
)

∣

∣

∣

x=0
= 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 2,

where
Qm(x) = Pm(x) + rk+α

m P̃m(x̃).

Then (10.3) holds since F0m ∈ Ck−1.

To prove (10.11), let P̂m ∈ HPk (m ≥ 1) with ‖P̂m‖ ≤ 1 to be specified
later and

P̃m(x̃) = P̂m(x̃) + P̃ (x̃).

Since P̃m ∈ HPk and F̃0m(0, 0, 0, x̃) ≡ 0,

|Gm(x̃)| =|F̃0m(D2P̃m(x̃),DP̃m(x̃), P̃m(x̃), x̃)− F̃m(0, 0, 0, x̃)|

=|
∫ 1

0
F̃0m,Mij (ξ)P̃m,ij + F̃0m,pi(ξ)P̃m,i + F̃0m,s(ξ)P̃mdt|

≤C|x̃|k−2,

where
ξ = (tD2P̃m(x), tDP̃m(x̃), tP̃m(x̃), x̃).

Hence, to verify (10.11) for P̃m, we only need to prove Dk−2Gm(0) = 0.

Indeed, since P̃m ∈ HPk,

Dk−2Gm(0) = F̃0m,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)D
k−2P̃m,ij

= F̃0m,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)D
k−2P̃ij + F̃0m,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)D

k−2P̂m,ij ,

Since
F̃0m,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)D

k−2P̃ij → ÃijDk−2P̃ij = 0

and λ ≤ F̃0m,Mij (0) ≤ Λ, we can choose proper P̂m such that

Dk−2Gm(0) = 0, ∀ m ≥ 1 and ‖P̂m‖ → 0.

Hence, (10.3) holds for Qm. Then,

‖um −Qm‖L∞(Bηrm) > (ηrm)k+α.

Equivalently,

‖ũm − P̃ − P̂m‖L∞(Bη) > ηk+α.

Let m → ∞, we have

‖ũ− P̃‖L∞(Bη) ≥ ηk+α,

which contradicts with (10.4). �
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Now, we give the
Proof of Lemma 10.1. To prove Lemma 10.1, we only to prove the
following. There exist a sequence of Pm ∈ HPk (m ≥ −1) such that for all
m ≥ 0,

(10.12) ‖u− Pm‖L∞(Bηmr0
) ≤ (ηmr0)

k+α,

(10.13) |F0(D
2Pm(x),DPm(x), Pm(x), x)| ≤ Ĉ|x|k−1, ∀ x ∈ B1,

and

(10.14) ‖Pm − Pm−1‖ηmr0 ≤ C̄(ηmr0)
k+α,

where η, r0 and C̄ are as in Lemma 10.3.
We prove above by induction. Set P0 = P̄ and P−1 ≡ 0. Choose δ0 such

that

δ0 =
1

2
rk+α
0 .

Then by (10.1) and noting

‖u− P0‖L∞(Br0 )
≤ ‖u‖L∞(Br0 )

+ ‖P0‖L∞(Br0 )
≤ 2δ0 ≤ rk+α

0 ,

(10.12)-(10.14) hold for m = 0. Suppose that the conclusion holds for m ≤
m0. By (10.14),

‖Pm0‖ ≤
m0
∑

i=1

‖Pi − Pi−1‖+ ‖P0‖ ≤ C̄rk+α
0

ηk+α

1− ηk+α
+

1

2
rk+α
0 ≤ C̄rk+α

0 .

By Lemma 10.3, the conclusion holds for m = m0 + 1. By induction, the
proof of Lemma 10.1 is completed. �

Now, we give the
Proof of Theorem 1.9. As explained at the beginning of this section, we
only need to prove Claim I. That is, we assume u ∈ Ck−1,α(0) and need to
prove u ∈ Ck,α(0).

Let F1(M,p, s, x) = F (M,p, s, x)−Pf (x) for (M,p, s, x) ∈ Sn×R
n×R×

B̄1. Then u satisfies

F1(D
2u,Du, u, x) = f1 in B1,

where f1(x) = f(x)− Pf (x). Thus,

|f1(x)| ≤ [f ]Ck−2,α(0)|x|k−2+α ≤ δ|x|k−2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1.

Define

Pu(x) =
∑

|σ|≤k−1

1

σ!
Dσu(0)xσ .

Set u1 = u − Pu and F2(M,p, s, x) = F2(M + D2Pu(x), p + DPu(x), s +
Pu(x), x). Then u1 satisfies

(10.15) F2(D
2u1,Du1, u1, x) = f1 in B1
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and
u1(0) = |Du1(0)| = · · · = |Dk−1u1(0)| = 0.

We define F01, F02 in a similar way.
Next, we try to construct P̄ ∈ HPk such that (10.1) holds. Since we have

known the Ck−1,α(0) regularity,

|F02(0, 0, 0, x)| = |F0(D
2Pu(x),DPu(x), Pu(x), x)−Pf (x)| ≤ C̄|x|k−2, ∀ x ∈ B1,

which implies

Di (F02(0, 0, 0, x))
∣

∣

∣

x=0
= 0, ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 3.

Since P̄ ∈ HPk,

Di
(

F2(D
2P̄ ,DP̄ , P̄ , x)

)

∣

∣

∣

x=0
= Di (F2(0, 0, 0, x))

∣

∣

∣

x=0
= 0, ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 3.

Next, we compute the k − 2 order derivatives. Since F0(0, 0, 0, x) ≡ 0,
∣

∣

∣
Dk−2

x F0(D
2Pu(0),DPu(0), Pu(0), 0)

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣Dk−2
x F0(D

2Pu(0),DPu(0), Pu(0), 0) −Dk−2
x F0(0, 0, 0, 0)

∣

∣

∣

≤ KF ‖Pu‖ ≤ Cδ,

which implies
∣

∣

∣Dk−2 (F2(0, 0, 0, x))
∣

∣

∣

x=0

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cδ.

Note

Dk−2
(

F2(D
2P̄ ,DP̄ , P̄ , x)

)

∣

∣

∣

x=0
= F2,Mij (0, 0, 0, 0)D

k−2P̄ij +Dk−2 (F2(0, 0, 0, x))
∣

∣

∣

x=0

and λI ≤ DMF2 ≤ ΛI. Then we can choose proper P̄ such that

Dk−2
(

F2(D
2P̄ ,DP̄ , P̄ , x)

)

∣

∣

∣

x=0
, ‖P̄‖ ≤ Cδ,

where C depends only on n, λ,Λ, ρ, k and KF . Therefore, (10.1) holds by
taking δ small enough. By Lemma 10.1, u1 and hence u is Ck,α at 0. �

Finally, we give the
Proof of Corollary 1.11. By Theorem 1.7, u ∈ C2,α(0) and there exists
P ∈ P2 such that

|u(x)− P (x)| ≤ C|x|2+α, ∀ x ∈ B1

and

(10.16) ‖P‖ ≤ C̄δ, F (D2P,DP (0), P (0), 0) = f(0).

For r > 0 to be specified later, let

y =
x

r
, ũ(y) =

u(x)− P (x)

r2
, f̃(y) = f(x)− F (D2P,DP (x), P (x), x).

Then ũ is a solution of

(10.17) F̃ (D2ũ,Dũ, ũ, x) = f̃ in B1,
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where

F̃ (M,p, s, y) = F (M+D2P, rp+DP (x), r2s+P (x), x)−F (D2P,DP (x), P (x), x).

In addition, define

F̃0(M,p, s, y) = F0(M+D2P, rp+DP (x), r2s+P (x), x)−F0(D
2P,DP (x), P (x), x).

Next, we show that (10.17) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.9.

First, F̃0(0, 0, 0, y) ≡ 0 clearly. In addition, by (10.16) and taking δ small

enough, F̃ and F̃0 are ρ/2-uniformly elliptic and

KF̃ = ‖F̃0‖Ck−1(B̄ρ/2×B̄1) ≤ CKF .

Moreover, it can be verified easily that for any |M |, |p|, |s| ≤ ρ/2, y ∈ B1,

|F̃ (M,p, s, y)− F̃0(M,p, s, y)| ≤ Cδ|x|k−2+α ≤ Cδrk−2+α|y|k−2+α.

Finally, by noting f̃(0) = 0,

‖ũ‖L∞(B1) ≤ Crα, ‖f̃‖Ck−2+α(0) ≤ Cr.

Therefore, we can choose r small enough such that the assumptions of
Theorem 1.9 are satisfies. Then ũ ∈ Ck,α(0) and hence u ∈ Ck,α(0). �

Statements and Declarations

Competing Interests: All authors declare that they have no conflicts
of interest.

References

[1] A. D. Aleksandrov. Dirichlet’s problem for the equation Det ||zij || =
ϕ(z1, · · · , zn, z, x1, · · · , xn). I.Vestnik Leningrad. Univ. Ser. Mat. Meh.
Astronom. 13.1 (1958), pp. 5–24.

[2] A. Alexandroff. Smoothness of the convex surface of bounded Gauss-
ian curvature. C. R. (Doklady) Acad. Sci. URSS (N.S.) 36 (1942),
pp. 195–199.

[3] A. L. Amadori, B. Brandolini, and C. Trombetti. Viscosity solutions
of the Monge-Ampère equation with the right hand side in Lp. Atti
Accad. Naz. Lincei Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl. 18.3 (2007), pp. 221–233.
doi: 10.4171/rlm/491.

[4] R. Argiolas, F. Charro, and I. Peral. On the Aleksandrov-Bakel’man-
Pucci estimate for some elliptic and parabolic nonlinear operators.
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 202.3 (2011), pp. 875–917. doi: 10.1007/s00205-011-0434-y.

[5] S. N. Armstrong and L. Silvestre. Unique continuation for fully non-
linear elliptic equations. Math. Res. Lett. 18.5 (2011), pp. 921–926.
doi: 10.4310/MRL.2011.v18.n5.a9.

[6] S. N. Armstrong, L. E. Silvestre, and C. K. Smart. Partial regular-
ity of solutions of fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic equations. Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 65.8 (2012), pp. 1169–1184. doi: 10.1002/cpa.21394.

https://doi.org/10.4171/rlm/491
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-011-0434-y
https://doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2011.v18.n5.a9
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21394


REFERENCES 65

[7] A. Banerjee. A note on the unique continuation property for fully
nonlinear elliptic equations. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 14.2 (2015),
pp. 623–626. doi: 10.3934/cpaa.2015.14.623.

[8] J. Bao et al. Liouville property and regularity of a Hessian quotient
equation. Amer. J. Math. 125.2 (2003), pp. 301–316.

[9] G. Barles. Interior gradient bounds for the mean curvature equation
by viscosity solutions methods. Differential Integral Equations 4.2
(1991), pp. 263–275.

[10] A. Bhattacharya. Hessian estimates for Lagrangian mean curvature
equation. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 60.6 (2021), Paper
No. 224, 23. doi: 10.1007/s00526-021-02097-0.

[11] A. Bhattacharya, C. Mooney, and R. Shankar. Gradient estimates for
the Lagrangian mean curvature equation with critical and supercrit-
ical phase. 2022. arXiv: 2205.13096 [math.AP].

[12] A. Bhattacharya and R. Shankar. Optimal regularity for Lagrangian
mean curvature type equations. 2020. arXiv: 2009.04613 [math.AP].

[13] A. Bhattacharya and R. Shankar. Regularity for convex viscosity solu-
tions of Lagrangian mean curvature equation. J. Reine Angew. Math.
803 (2023), pp. 219–232. doi: 10.1515/crelle-2023-0056.

[14] E. Bombieri, E. De Giorgi, and M. Miranda. Una maggiorazione a pri-
ori relativa alle ipersuperfici minimali non parametriche. Arch. Ratio-
nal Mech. Anal. 32 (1969), pp. 255–267. doi: 10.1007/BF00281503.

[15] T. Bourni. C1,α theory for the prescribed mean curvature equation
with Dirichlet data. J. Geom. Anal. 21.4 (2011), pp. 982–1035. doi:
10.1007/s12220-010-9176-6.
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(EMS), Zürich, 2017, pp. x+200. doi: 10.4171/170.

[52] R. Finn. On equations of minimal surface type. Ann. of Math. (2) 60
(1954), pp. 397–416. doi: 10.2307/1969841.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2021.02.030
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2021.194.3.4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-023-02571-x
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160300104
https://doi.org/10.1215/00127094-2022-0107
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.1016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13825
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.17831
https://doi.org/10.4171/JEMS/318
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-012-0895-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-012-0405-4
https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/8686
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160350303
https://doi.org/10.4171/170
https://doi.org/10.2307/1969841


68 REFERENCES

[53] C. Gerhardt. Existence, regularity, and boundary behavior of gener-
alized surfaces of prescribed mean curvature. Math. Z. 139 (1974),
pp. 173–198. doi: 10.1007/BF01418314.

[54] M. Giaquinta. On the Dirichlet problem for surfaces of prescribed
mean curvature.Manuscripta Math. 12 (1974), pp. 73–86. doi: 10.1007/BF01166235.

[55] M. Giaquinta and E. Giusti. Nonlinear elliptic systems with qua-
dratic growth. Manuscripta Math. 24.3 (1978), pp. 323–349. doi:
10.1007/BF01167835.

[56] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations
of second order. Classics in Mathematics. Reprint of the 1998 edition.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001, pp. xiv+517.

[57] E. Giusti. On the equation of surfaces of prescribed mean curva-
ture. Existence and uniqueness without boundary conditions. Invent.
Math. 46.2 (1978), pp. 111–137. doi: 10.1007/BF01393250.

[58] E. Giusti. Minimal surfaces and functions of bounded variation. Vol. 80.
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Universidad de Granada

Email address: lianyuanyuan.hthk@gmail.com; yuanyuanlian@correo.ugr.es;

MR ID:1378049; ORCID:0000-0002-2276-3063
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