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HESSIAN AND GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR THREE
DIMENSIONAL SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN EQUATIONS
WITH LARGE PHASE

MICAH WARREN AND YU YUAN

ABSTRACT. We derive a priori interior Hessian and gradient estimates
for special Lagrangian equation of phase at least a critical value in di-
mension three.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we establish a priori interior Hessian and gradient estimates
for the special Lagrangian equation

n
(1.1) Zarctan i =0

i=1
with (the phase) |©| > 7/2 and n = 3, where \; are the eigenvalues of the
Hessian D?u.

Equation (L) is from the special Lagrangian geometry [HL]. The La-
grangian graph (z,Du(z)) C R™ x R™ is called special when the phase
or the argument of the complex number (1 =+ \/—_1)\1) (1 + \/—_1)\n) is
constant O, that is, u satisfies equation (LI]), and it is special if and only
if (x,Du(z)) is a (volume minimizing) minimal surface in R™ x R™ [HL,
Theorem 2.3, Proposition 2.17]. Note that equation (L) with n = 3 and
|©] = 7/2 or 7 also takes the following forms respectively

o (D*u) = Atdo + A2Az + Aghy = 1
or
(1.2) A u = det D?u.
We first state the following interior Hessian estimates.
Theorem 1.1. Let u be a smooth solution to (I.1) with |©| > 7/2 and
n =3 on Br(0) C R3. Then we have
O] —7/2

|D?u(0)] < C(3) exp 2

9

2
> max |Du|”/R”
Br(0)

C(3) (cot

Date: November 1, 2018.
Y.Y. is partially supported by an NSF grant.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1130v1

2 MICAH WARREN AND YU YUAN

and also
|D2u(0)| < C(3) exp {0(3) exp [0(3) max | Dul? /33] } .

The above O-independent Hessian estimates make use of the following
Hessian estimate for the three dimensional special Lagrangian equation (L)
with the critical phase |©| = /2.

Theorem 1.2 ([WY2]). Let u be a smooth solution to (I1]) with |©] = /2
and n =3 on Br(0) C R3. Then we have

|D?u(0)] < C(3)exp |C(3) max |Dul®/R?| .
Br(0)

In order to link the dependence of Hessian estimates in the above theorems
to the potential w itself, we have the following gradient estimate in general
dimensions.

Theorem 1.3. Let u be a smooth solution to (1.1]) with |8 > (n —2) % on
Bsr(0) C R™. Then we have

U
1.3 max |Du|l < C (n osc —+1].
( ) Br(0) ’ ‘ < ¢l ) |:BSR(0) R ]

One quick consequence of the above estimates is a Liouville type result for
global solutions with quadratic growth to (L)) with |©| = 7/2 and n = 3,
namely any such a solution must be quadratic (cf. [Y1], [Y2] where other
Liouville type results for convex solutions to (L.I]) and Bernstein type results
for global solutions to (L) with |©] > (n — 2) 7/2 were obtained). Another
application is the regularity (analyticity) of the C° viscosity solutions to
(CT) with [©| > 7/2 and n = 3.

In the 1950’s, Heinz [H] derived a Hessian bound for the two dimen-
sional Monge-Ampeére type equation including () with n = 2; see also
Pogorelov [P1] for Hessian estimates for these equations including (I.1]) with
|©| > /2 and n = 2. In the 1970’s Pogorelov [P2] constructed his famous
counterexamples, namely irregular solutions to three dimensional Monge-
Ampere equations o3(D?u) = A\ A3 = det(D?u) = 1; see generalizations
of the counterexamples for oy equations with k& > 3 in Urbas [Ul]. In
passing, we also mention Hessian estimates for solutions with certain strict
convexity constraints to Monge-Ampeére equations and oy, equation (k > 2)
by Pogorelov [P2] and Chou-Wang [CW] respectively using the Pogorelov
technique. Urbas [U2][U3], also Bao and Chen [BC] obtained (pointwise)
Hessian estimates in term of certain integrals of the Hessian, for o equa-
tions and special Lagrangian equation (1.1) with n = 3, © = 7 respectively.

A Hessian bound for (1)) with n = 2 also follows from an earlier work
by Gregori [G], where Heinz’s Jacobian estimate was extended to get a
gradient bound in terms of the heights of the two dimensional minimal
surfaces with any codimension. A gradient estimate for general dimensional
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and codimensional minimal graphs with certain constraints on the gradients
themselves was obtained in [W], using an integral method developed for
codimension one minimal graphs. The gradient estimate of Bombieri-De
Giorgi-Miranda [BDM] (see also [T1] [BG] [K]) is by now classic.

The Bernstein-Pogorelov-Korevaar technique was employed to derive Hes-
sian estimates for (LI]) with certain constraints on the solutions in [WY1].
A slightly sharper Hessian estimate for (ILI]) with n = 2 was obtained
by elementary methods in [WY3]. The Hessian estimate for the equation
o3 (D*u) = 1 in dimension three, or (1) with [6] = 7/2 and n = 3 was
derived by “less” involved arguments in [WY2].

The heuristic ideas for Hessian estimates are as follows. The function
b=1In+/1+ A2, is subharmonic so that b at any point is bounded by its
integral over a ball around the point on the minimal surface by Michael-
Simon’s mean value inequality [MS]. This special choice of b is not only
subharmonic, but even stronger, satisfies a Jacobi inequality. Coupled with
Sobolev inequalities for functions both with and without compact support,
this Jacobi inequality leads to a bound on the integral of b by the volume of
the ball on the minimal surface. Taking advantage of the divergence form of
the volume element of the minimal Lagrangian graph, we bound the volume
in terms of the height of the special Lagrangian graph, which is the gradient
of the solution to equation (I.TI).

As for the gradient estimates, we adapt Trudinger’s method [T2] for oy
equations to (LI]) with the critical phase © = (n — 2) 7/2. Gradient esti-
mates for (1)) with larger phase © > (n — 2) 7/2 are straightforward conse-
quences of the observation that the Hessians of solutions have lower bound
depending on the phase ©. In order to obtain the uniform gradient estimates
independent of the phase ©, we make use of the Lewy rotation, which links
the corresponding estimates to the ones in the case of the critical phase.

Lewy rotation is also used along with a relative isoperimetric inequality
to get another key ingredient in our proof of the Hessian estimates, namely
a Sobolev inequality for functions without compact support, in the super
critical phase case.

As one can see, our arguments for the Hessian estimates resemble the
“isoperimetric” proof of the classical gradient estimate for minimal graphs.
Now only some technical obstacles remain for Hessian estimates for (L)
with large phase |©| > (n—2)7/2 and n > 4. Yet further new ideas are
lacking for us to handle the special Lagrangian equation (I.I]) with general
phases in dimension three and higher, including (I.2]) corresponding to © = 0
and n = 3. ,

Notation. 9;; = %&cj,ui = 0O;ju, etc., but Ai,---, A, and b =

In\/1+ M}, by = <1n V1I+ A2+ 1n/1+ /\g) /2 do not represent the partial

derivatives. The eigenvalues are ordered A\; > --- > A\, and 6; = arctan \;.
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Further, h;;, will denote (the second fundamental form)

1 1 1
hiji = WUijk-
NEES RV RVIESY
when D?u is diagonalized. Finally C (n) will denote various constants de-
pending only on dimension n.
2. PRELIMINARIES

Taking the gradient of both sides of the special Lagrangian equation (L.I]),
we have

(2.1) > 9790 (x, Du(x)) =0,
i,J
where (gij ) is the inverse of the induced metric g = (g;;) = I + D?uD?u on

the surface (z, Du (z)) C R™ x R™. Simple geometric manipulation of (2.1))
yields the divergence form of the minimal surface equation

Ag(xz,Du(x)) =0,

where the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric g is given by

J—
By= e ;ai ( det ggjaj) :

Because we are using harmonic coordinates Ay = 0, we see that A, also
equals the linearized operator of the special Lagrangian equation (IL1]) at u,

n
Ag = Zg”(‘)ij.
i?j

The gradient and inner product with respect to the metric g are

n n
ng = <Z glkvku e 7Zgnkvk> )
k=1 k=1
n
(Vgv,Vow), = Z g“vjw;j, in particular |ng|2 = (Vgv,Vgv), .
ij=1

2.1. Jacobi inequality. We begin with some geometric calculations.

Lemma 2.1. Let u be a smooth solution to (I1). Suppose that the Hessian
D?u is diagonalized and the eigenvalue \i is distinct from all other eigen-
values of D?u at point p. Set by = In\/1 + A2 near p. Then we have at
p

(2.2) Vgbi* =) Athty,
k=1
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and
AWIES
2\ 203\
(2.3) (14 A)h3,, + Z:l (Al TR .
2/\1 /\1 ()\1 + )\k)
2.4 1
( ) +Z |: + Al Ak + Al _)\k‘ hllk

k>1
1+>\2 1+ A2
VIS

2

(2.5) + ) 2

k>j5>1

()\j + )\k)

Proof. We first compute the derivatives of the smooth function b; near p.
We may implicitly differentiate the characteristic equation

det(D*u — M\ 1) =0

near any point where Ay is distinct from the other eigenvalues. Then we get
at p

Oc A1 = Oeun1,
(O, Ulk
Oce A1 = Occt11 + Z 22—

k>1

with arbitrary unit vector e € R"™.
Thus we have (2.2) at p

n 2 n
Vi[> =D g™ (1 1)\2 aku11> = Mhiu,
k=1 1 k=1

where we used the notation hijr, = \/g%\/ 997/ gF* u;jp,.

From

/—— A 1- )2
. 2 1 2
aeebl = 866 Iny/1+ )\1 = —1 I )\% aee)\l + 7(1 n )\2)2 (86/\1) 5

1

we conclude that at p

A1

8eeb )
DY

Y
Decu11 + 22 (Oetie) ] 3 (Denn)?,
k>1 (1+A7)

and

Agbl = Zg”’“’&wbl

7y ulk’y % 1- )‘% YY,,2
Zg T /\2 Oyyunr + 22 Z 39 U1y

5 (LA
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Next we substitute the fourth order derivative terms 9,,u1; in the above
by lower order derivative terms. Differentiating the minimal surface equation

(21) 22,5:1 gaﬁujaﬁ = 0, we obtain

n n n
Dguig = 0%ujiap = Y —0ig*ujas = Y.  9°0igv69” tjag

76_1 a7B:1 a7ﬁ7775:1
2.7) = Z 9707 (Ao + Ag)Uapitias;,
76 1

where we used

0ig.s = 0i(0y5 + D tretics) = upsi(Ay + Ag)
e=1

with diagonalized D?u. Plugging (Z7) with i = j = 1 in (Z6)), we have at p

Bgbr = Z 99" (Ao + Ag)u a51+222 MA
1 a,8=1 y=1k>1 AL — Ak
+ - @+
Z(1+)\2)2g 11’Y
2/\ 1+/\
=X Z(A +Ag) am+ZZ 8 k1+Z =) b,

where we used the notation hijr = \/¢%+/¢77\/g**u;;,.. Regrouping those
terms hooi, hi1o, and hog in the last expression, we have

2\ (1 + A2)
Ngby = (1= 22) 12, + Z A A2y + Y L hkkl

a=1 k>1
2)\1 1 —l— )\
2N+ AR + Y (L= A Ry + Y 2 (1+X4) R
E>1 E>1 E>1
2/\1 1+ A
EY A Y %.

k>j5>1 7,k>1,

J#k
After simplifying the above expression, we have the second formula in Lemma
2.1. O

Lemma 2.2. Let u be a smooth solution to (I.1) with n =3 and © > 7/2.
Suppose that the ordered eigenvalues A\; > o > A3 of the Hessian D?u
satisfy A1 > Ao at point p. Set

by =In/1+ A2, =In\/1+ )2
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Then we have at p
1 2
(2.8) Ngby > §|ng1| .

Proof . We assume that the Hessian D?u is diagonalized at point p.

Step 1. Recall §; = arctan \; € (—7/2,7/2) and 60; + 62+ 603 =0 > 7/2.
It is easy to see that 61 > 62 > 0 and 6; +6; > 0 for any pair. Consequently
A1 > A2 > 0and A; + A; > 0 for any pair of distinct eigenvalues. It follows

that (2.5]) in the formula for Agb; is positive, then from ([2.3]) and (24]) we
have the inequality

2\ 2
2.9) Ngby >N h2,+Y R |+ )2 <1+ >h2 .
( ) gVl = 1< 111 kzﬂ)\l_)\k kk1 1]%:1 Al_Ak; 11k

Combining (2.9) and ([2.2]) gives
1
Dby~ 5[V 2
2 2\ 2 (A1 + 2\p)
2.10 M| Zhd 2 h? YD Py
(2.10) 1<3 111+k§>:1)\1_)\k kk1 |t 1;3()\1_)%) 11k

Step 2. We show that the last term in (ZI0]) is nonnegative. Note that
AL+ 2X > A1 + 223. We only need to show that A\; + 2A3 > 0 in the case
that A3 < 0 or equivalently 63 < 0. From 61 + 03 + 05 = © > /2, we have

Zetr=(5-0)+(5-0)+re-222(3-0).

It follows that

_)\ig = tan (93 + g) > 2tan <g —91) = )%,

then
(2.11) A1+ 2X3 > 0.

Step 3. We show that the first term in (2.I0]) is nonnegative by proving

(2.12) gh%n + %h%m + %h?’ﬁl > 0.
We only need to show it for A3 < 0. Directly from the minimal surface
equation (2.1])
hi11 + hoo1 + h3zr = 0,
we bound

2 2) 3 A=A
h3z1 = (hin + haz1)? < <§h%11 + mhg2l> <§ L > '
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It follows that
- 4+ ———h5; + ——
3 111 A — )\2 221 )\1

29 2A3 3 Al — Ao
<3h111 AL — )\hm)[ A — A3 <§+ 2Xs >]

The last factor becomes

2)3 3 A=A 02
1 S _ .
NSV <2+ g ) SN

The above inequality is from the observation

3
Re[[(1+vV=1\)=1-02<0
i=1

for 3m/2 > 01 + 62 + 03 = © > /2. Therefore (2Z.12]) holds.
We have proved the pointwise Jacobi inequality (2.8) in Lemma 2.2. O

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a smooth solution to (I.1) withn =3 and © > 7/2.
Suppose that the ordered eigenvalues A1 > \o > A3 of the Hessian D?u
satisfy Ao > A3 at point p. Set

by = % <ln\/1+)\%+ln\/l+)\§> :
Then by satisfies at p
(2.13) Agby > 0.
Further, suppose that A1 = Ay in a neighborhood of p. Then by satisfies at p

1
(2.14) Ngby > 2 |V ba|* .

Proof. We assume that Hessian D?u is diagonalized at point p. We may use
Lemma 2.1 to obtain expressions for both Agln /14 Af and A, In /1 + A3,
whenever the eigenvalues of D?u are distinct. From (2.3)), (Z4), and (2.5)),

we have

(2.15) Aglny/1+ X2+ Ayln/14+ A\ =

221 (1 + M) 14+ XA
(1+2)hd, + ZM ety [1+A + 20 (gﬂ 2,

=M k>1 A= A
1+A3 1+ 5
2 A3+ X)) | h
+ 1[)\1_)\3+)\1_)\2+(3+ 2) | hia

202(1 4+ AaAg) 14+ XA
H(L+ MGy + D 20 2 2 k) Mo+ 3 |14 03+ 20 [ 2278 ) | ndy
k2 k2 Az — Ak

1+>\§ 14+ M} 5
2\ A3+ A1) | h3g.
+ 2[)\2_)\3—1-)\2_)\14-(3-1- 1)| h3n
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The function by is symmetric in A\; and Ao, thus by is smooth even when
A1 = Ag, provided that Ay > A3. We simplify (Z.I5)) to the following, which
holds by continuity wherever Ay > Ao > As.

2 Ay by =

(2.16)

2\ 222\
(1+ A2, + B+ A2 + 20 A3y + < S > h2
3

M—A3 A —Ag/) o3
(2.17)

+ (34 A2 42X \o)R2 2y2 2A 254 1\ 12
1 1A2)hi1 + (14 A3)hias + + h339
A2 — A3 Aa— A3

(2.18)
3A\1 — A3+ )\%()\1 + )\3) 2 3Xo — A3+ )\%()\2 + )\3) 9
h h
+ [ N = A3 113 + N — A3 223
(2.19)
M (1422 X (1422
214 Ao + Aods + Agh + (1A | Ao (14 X5) 2 o
Al — A3 A2 — A3

Using the relations A\ > A2 > 0, A\; + A; > 0, and o2 > 1 derived in the
proof of Lemma 2.2, we see that (2.19) and (2.I8)) are nonnegative. We only
need to justify the nonnegativity of (ZI6]) and (ZI7) for A3 < 0. From the
minimal surface equation (ZI]), we know

1 1
h3gs = (h112 + haoa)? < [(A] 42X ha)h3y + A3h3 <7+_>-
332 ( 112 222) [( 1 1 2) 112 2 222] )\%_'_2)\1)\2 )\%
It follows that
20203

(m 2 ()\% + 2)\1)\2)]1%12 + )\%]7322 + ﬁh§32
2 7 A3

> [(A] + 2\ X2)hips + A3h3gs] |1+ 25X L + 1 .
- Ay — A3 )\% 42X A )\%

The last term becomes
20203 A2 — )3 1 1
2 + 12 +13
A2 — A3\ 2A5)3 AT +2002 A5

. )\2 [02 _ )\3 :|>0
T = Az (M (M +2Xg)] T

Thus (2.I7)) is nonnegative. Similarly (Z.I6]) is nonnegative. We have proved
2.13).

Next we prove (2.14)), still assuming D?u is diagonalized at point p. Plug-
ging in \; = A\g into (2.I6]), (ZI7), and 2I8), we get
204by >
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2A3
AT hing + 3h3y + fhgsl
Al — A3

2\
+ A <3h%12 + h39 + ? h§32>
A1 — A3
A1+ A3
+ A (7)\1 — )\3> (i3 + hias) -

Differentiating the eigenvector equations in the neighborhood where \; =
A2

A1+ A2
2

we see that u11e = ugge for any e € R? at point p. Using the minimal surface
equation (2.I), we then have

A1+ A2
2

(D*u) U = U, (D*u)V = V, and (D%u) W = AW,

1
hitg = hooi, = —§h33k

at point p. Thus

A1+ Ag A1+ A3 A1+ A3
Dby > N2 |2 222 ) B2 2 h? 2 ) R
gb2 2 1[ <)\1_)\3> 111+ <)\1_)\3> 12+ N g ) s

The gradient |V b2|? has the expression at p

E 1A 1A 5
1 2 2,2
Vgbo|* =Y g™ (— 5Opu11 + ——25ku22> =Y Ay
P 214 )] 214 X3 pt

Thus at p

1
Agby — g\ngﬂz >
A1+ A3 1] 5 AL+ A3 11 .5 AL+ A3 1
224 |2 —Z|n P —Z|n AT )y
1{[ <>\1—>\3> 3] 111+[ <>\1—>\3> 3] 2 + AM—XA3 3
>0,

where we again used \; + 23 > 0 from (ZII). We have proved (2.I4]) of
Lemma 2.3. U

The following is the first main result of this section. This Jacobi inequality
is crucial in our proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian
equation (L1) with n =3 and © > 7/2 on Br. Set

b:max{lnm, K},

with K = 14+1In /1 + tan2 (%) . Then b satisfies the integral Jacobi inequality

1
(2:20) / —(Vge, ng>g dvg > g/ (P‘ngPdUg
Br Br
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for all non-negative ¢ € C§° (BR) .

Proof. Ifby =1In+/1 4+ A2 ., is smooth everywhere, then the pointwise Jacobi
inequality (2.8)) in Lemma 2.2 already implies the integral Jacobi (2:20)). It is
known that A\ ax is always a Lipschitz function of the entries of the Hessian

D?u. Now u is smooth in z, so by = In\/1+ A2 is Lipschitz in terms
of z. If by (or equivalently Apax) is not smooth, then the first two largest
eigenvalues \j () and Ay (x) coincide, and by () = bs () , where b () is the

average by = (ln VI+AM+In/1+ A%) /2. We prove the integral Jacobi
inequality (2.20) for a possibly singular b (z) in two cases. Set

S={z| A1 (z) = X2 (2)}.
Case 1. S has measure zero. For small 7 > 0, let

Q= Bg\{z| b1 (z) < K} = Bg\ {z] b(z) = K}
Q(r)=A{x| b(x) =b1 (x) > by () + 7} NQ
Qo (1) = {x| by () <b(z) =by () < by (x) +7}NAQ.

Now b (z) = by (x) is smooth in 4 (7). We claim that bs (z) is smooth in
Q9 (7). We know by (x) is smooth wherever Ao (z) > A3 (z) . If (the Lipschitz)
by () is not smooth at z, € Qs (7), then

Iny\/1+ X =Iny/1+A3 >1n\/1+ X —27

>1In4/1+ tan? (%) + 1 — 27,

by the choice of K. For small enough 7, we have Ay = A3 > tan (%) and a
contradiction

(91 + 609 + 93) (l‘*) > 0.

Note that
/ — (Vgo, ng>g dvg = / — (Vgo, ng>g dvg
Br Q

= hm / — <vg(’D, va>g d'Ug + / - <vg(107 Vg (b2 + 7—)>g dvg
T—07F Q1(7) Qa(7)
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By the smoothness of b in € (7) and bs in Q9 (7), and also inequalities (2.8))
and (2.I3]), we have

/ —(Vgp, Vgb), dvg + / —(Vgp, Vg (b2 + 7)), dug
Qui(7) Qa(7)

= / — 0,1b dAg + / @ Ag birdvg
Q1 (7) g Q1(7)

+/ —(payz(bg—i-T)dAg—l-/ (pAg(bg—FT)dvg
0 (7) 9 Qa2 (1)

> / —p 0,1b dA, + / —p0,2 (by +7)dA, + 1/ 0|V b1 |? dvy,
o9 (7) g 890 (7) g 3 Jai(n)

where l/gl and 1/3 are the outward co-normals of 9Q; (7) and 9Qy (7) with
respect to the metric g.

Observe that if b; is not smooth on any part of 9Q\0Bpg, which is the
K-level set of by, then on this portion 0Q\0Bpg is also the K-level set of
ba, which is smooth near this portion. Applying Sard’s theorem, we can
perturb K so that 0 is piecewise C''. Applying Sard’s theorem again, we
find a subsequence of positive 7 going to 0, so that the boundaries 9 (7)
and 09, (1) are piecewise C!.

Then, we show the above boundary integrals are non-negative. The
boundary integral portion along 02 is easily seen non-negative, because
either ¢ = 0, or —8,,;1) >0, —8,,3 (bg + 7) > 0 there. The boundary integral
portion in the interior of €2 is also non-negative, because there we have

b=by+7 (andb>by+7 in (7))
—8,,;1) -0, (b2+7):8,,gb — 0,2 (ba+71)>0.

2 2
g g9

Taking the limit along the (Sard) sequence of 7 going to 0, we obtain
Q4 (1) = Q up to a set of measure zero, and

/ — (Vggo, ng>g dvg
Br

1
:/_<V9‘P7 Vgb) g dvg = g/ |V gb|? dug
Q Q
= 1/ [V b]° du,.
3 JBg

Case 2. S has positive measure. The discriminant
D=\ —X)* (A2 —A3)> (N3 — \1)?

is an analytic function in Bp, because the smooth u is actually analytic (cf.
[M, p. 203]). So D must vanish identically. Then we have either A\ (z) =
A2 (x) or Ay () = A3 (x) at any point © € Bg. In turn, we know that A\ (z) =
A2 () = Az (z) = tan % and b = K > by (x) at every “boundary” point of S
inside Br, r € 0S N Bp. If the “boundary” set 0.S has positive measure, then
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A (z) = A2 (z) = A3(z) = tan § everywhere by the analyticity of u, and
[220) is trivially true. In the case that dS has zero measure, b = by > K is
smooth up to the boundary of every component of {x| b(x) > K}. By the
pointwise Jacobi inequality (2.14]), the integral inequality (2.20) is also valid
in case 2. (]

2.2. Lewy rotation. The next is the second main result of this section.
Our proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 rely on this new representation of the
original special Lagrangian graph.

Proposition 2.2. Let u be a smooth solution to (I.1]) with® = (n — 2) /24
0 on Br(0) C R™. Then the special Lagrangian surface MM = (z, Du(x)) can
be represented as a gradient graph M = (Z, Du (Z)) of the new potential u
satisfying (I1) with phase © = (n —2)7/2 in a domain containing a ball
of radius

B2 2cos (6/n)’

Proof. To obtain the new representation, we use a Lewy rotation (cf. [Y1],
[Y2, p. 1356]). Take a U (n) rotation of C" = R" x R" : z = ¢~V ~1/n,
with z = 2+ +/—1y and zZ = T+ +/—1%. Because U (n) rotation preserves the
length and complex structure, 9t is still a special Lagrangian submanifold
with the parametrization
r = 4D inl
U on s s ey

n n
In order to show that this parameterization is that of a gradient graph over
Z , we must first show that z(z) is a diffeomorphism onto its image. This is
accomplished by showing that

2.21 (*a_fﬁ‘>7‘a_ ﬁ‘

(221) %) —2@h)| 2 2cosd/n v

for any 2%, 2. We assume by translation that ¥ = 0 and Du (mﬁ) = 0.
Now 0 < <m,and 0; >0 — 5,50 u+ %cot 522 is convex, and we have

2 2

@)~ ()] = 2 @) =

x% cos — + Du (%) sin —
n n

2

x® <cos o_ cot ¢ sin é) + [Du (%) 4+ x cot §] sin °
n n n

9 [sin (n—1)8

2

0
—— + |Du (2%) 4 2° cot 6]* sin® —
sin & n

o (n=1)§ . §
SIHTSIHE

+2 - (%, Du () 4+ x cot )

) 2

2

= ‘xa’ <2cosé> '
n
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It follows that 9t is a special Lagrangian graph over . The Lagrangian
graph is the gradient graph of a potential function @ (cf. [HL, Lemma
2.2]), that is, M = (Z, Du (7)). The eigenvalues ); of the Hessian D?u are
determined by
(2.22) éi:arctanxizﬁi—ée <_E+M,Z_é>_

n 2 n 2 n

Then
~. (n—2)m
;91_ on

that is, u satisfies the special Lagrangian equation (L)) of phase (n — 2) 7 /2.
The lower bound on R follows immediately from (2:2T]). O

2.3. Relative isoperimetric inequality. We end with the last main result
of this section, Proposition 2.3. This relative isoperimetric inequality is
needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2 to prove a key ingredient, namely a
Sobolev inequality for functions without compact support. Proposition 2.3
is proved from the following classical relative isoperimetric inequality for
balls.

Lemma 2.4. Let A and A€ are disjoint measurable sets such that AU A° =
B1(0) C R™. Then

(2.23) min {|A], |A°|} < C(n) |0AN AV L.
Proof. See for example [LY, Theorem 5.3.2.]. O

Proposition 2.3. Let Q) C Qy C B, CR". Suppose that dist(€2,08s) >
2, also A and A¢ are disjoint measurable sets such that AU A° = Q. Then
min {|ANQ|,[A° N Y|} < C(n)p" [0AN DAY L.

Proof. Define a continuous function on 24
|AN Bi(z)]
X(2) = —m——~—
| B1()|
First, suppose that y(z*) = 1/2 for some z* € ;. From the relative
isoperimetric inequality for balls (2.23))
B *
# < C(n) |0ANOA® N By (%) < C(n)|0A N OA"" L
Now
| B1(z")]

520" < C(n)p" [9AN dAC|M /L

min {|A N Q| , [A°N [} < ] < |B,| =

and the conclusion of this proposition follows.

On the other hand, suppose that for all x € Qq, x(x) # 1/2. Then either
x(z) < 1/2 on 4, or x(x) > 1/2 on ©Q;. Without loss of generality we
assume that x(z) < 1/2 on Q4. Cover £y by C(n)p™ balls of unit radius,
Bi(z;). Consider the subcover which covers ; each ball in this subcover
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is completely contained inside 5. Thus we may apply (2.23]) to each ball
in this subcover and obtain

|AN By(z;)] =min {|AN By(z;)],|A°N By(z;)|} < C(n)|0AN 8AC|"/"_1 .
Summing this inequality over the subcover, we get
C(n)p"
ANQi| < Y AN Bi(w:)] < C(n)p"C(n) |0A N OA" 1
i=1
Again, the conclusion of this proposition follows. O

Remark. Considering dumbbell type regions, we see that the order of
dependence on p is sharp in Proposition 2.3.

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For completeness, we reproduce the proof of Theorem 1.2 here. We as-
sume that R = 4 and u is a solution on B, C R? for simplicity of notation.
By scaling u (%x) / (%)2, we still get the estimate in Theorem 1.2. By
symmetry, we assume without loss of generality that © = 7/2.

Step 1. By the integral Jacobi inequality (2.20) in Proposition 1], b is
subharmonic in the integral sense, then b? is also subharmonic in the integral
sense on the minimal surface M = (z, Du) :

/ — (V. Vgb®), dvg = / — (Vg (3b%¢) — 6bpV b, Vb)), dug

(3.1) > / (0 19,02 + 60 [9,b2) dvy > 0

for all non-negative ¢ € C§°, approximating b by smooth functions if neces-
sary.

Applying Michael-Simon’s mean value inequality [MS, Theorem 3.4] to
the Lipschitz subharmonic function b3, we obtain

b(0) < C(3) ( /B 1mb3dvg>1/3 < C(3) ( /B 1 b3dvg> 1/3,

where 9B, is the ball with radius r and center (0, Du (0)) in R® x R?, and
B, is the ball with radius r and center 0 in R3. Choose a cut-off function
¢ € C§° (Bg) such that ¢ >0, ¢ =1 on By, and |Dy| < 1.1, we then have

1/3 1/3 6 1/3
< / b3dvg> g( / gpﬁbgdvg> :( / (cpbl/z) dvg> .
By Ba Ba

Applying the Sobolev inequality on the minimal surface 9t [MS, Theorem
2.1] or [A, Theorem 7.3] to pb'/?, which we may assume to be C' by ap-
proximation, we obtain

</B2 (‘pbl/z)Gdug>1/3 B /32

Vy (cpbl/z) ‘2 dvy.
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Splitting the integrand as follows

2 1 S|
‘vg ((pbl/z)‘ :‘ PVgb+ 02V yp| < 0 [Vgbl? 4 26|V ool

2[)1/2

1
< 5902 |ng|2 +2b |Vg90|2 )

where we used b > 1, we get

b(0) < C(3) /32 v, (gpbl/2>‘2dvg

<o ([ Avtay [ oeek)
B2 B2
< C @) [ Dullpoo (g, +C (3) [HDUH%M(BS) + HDU|’%w(B4)]-

Step 2 step 3

Step 2. By (Z20)) in Proposition 2] b satisfies the Jacobi inequality in
the integral sense:

30,b> Vbl

Multiplying both sides by the above non-negative cut-off function ¢ €
C§° (B2) , then integrating, we obtain

/ @ |V b|* dv, < 3/ @ Ny bdu,
B2 B>
= —3/ (20V 4,V b) dvg
B>

1
< —/ ¢2yvgby2dug+18/ IV y0|* dvg.
2 Bz B2
It follows that
(3.2) / 02|V b|% dv, < 36/ V0% dvg.
Bz B2

Observe the (“conformality”) identity:

1 1 1
V=(01— A\, 01X, 01—\
<1+)\§’ 1+A§’1+A§> (01=4, 01—, 01— )

3
where we used the identity V = H\/ (1 + )\22) =01 — o3 with 09 = 1. We

i=1
then have

3 2 3
2 _ (Diyp) _ 2
(3.3) Vgl dvg = ;:1 T2 Vdx = ;:1 (Dip)” (o1 — A;) dx

<242 AN wudz.
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Thus

/ G Vb2 dv, < C(3) | Auda
B Bo

< C3)[[Dull poo(py) -
Step 3. By (B3], we get
/ bVl dv, <C(3) [ bAwdr.
Bz B2

Choose another cut-off function ¢ € C§° (B3) such that ¢» > 0, » = 1 on
By, and |Dvy| < 1.1. We have

/ b A udx < wauda::/ — (bD¢ + Db, Du) dx
B B3 B3

< 1Dul e ) /B (b|DW| + 4 | DY) da
3

<C@) ”DUHLOO(BS)/B (b+ |Db]) da.
3

Now
b:max{ln\/l—k)\?max, K} < Amax + K <A+ Ao+ A3+ K = Au+t K,

where Ay + A3 > 0 follows from arctan Ay + arctan A3 = § — arctan A\; > 0.
Hence

| b < CB)(1 + [ Dull oo y))-
3

And we have left to estimate fB3 | Db| dz -

3

/|Db|d:n</ Zﬂ(HA?)(HA?)(HA?)dx
By R (1+27) ' ’ ’

i=1

= / |V b Vdz
B3

1/2 1/2
§</ \ng\QVda:> (/ de> :
B3 B3

Repeating the “Jacobi” argument from Step 2, we see
|19V <€) 10Ul -
3

Then by the Sobolev inequality on the minimal surface 91, we have

3
/ dez/ dvg < | ¢Sdv, < C(3) </ yvgqs\?dvg) :
B3 B3 By By
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where the non-negative cut-off function ¢ € C§° (By) satisfies ¢ =1 on Bs,
and |D¢| < 1.1. Applying the conformality equality ([B.3]) again, we obtain

/ V6P dvy < C3) [ Auds < CG)l1Dul e -
B4 B4

Thus we get
[ vae<c@ i,
3

and
/B Db ds < @) 1Dul

In turn, we obtain
| b1¥5f vy < € ) (KDl ey + 1D+ 1D ]
Finally collecting all the estimates in the above three steps, we arrive at
(3:4) Amax (0) < exp (€ (3) (|Dul o) + 1Dl e ) + 1Dl )
< C(3)exp |C(3) |Dull}sy | -

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we assume that R = 8 and w is a solution
on Bg C R? for simplicity of notation. By scaling v (z) = u (§$) / (§)2,
we still get the estimate in Theorem 1.1. We consider the cases when © =
/24 0 for 6 € (0,7). The cases © < —7/2 follow by symmetry.

Step 1. As preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.2, we take the phase
7/2 representation MM = (z, Du (Z)) in Proposition [Z2] for the original spe-
cial Lagrangian graph 9 = (z, Du(x)) with € Bg. The “critical” repre-
sentation is

(4.1) :E::Ecosg+Du(:E)sing
’ Du = —xsin%—i—Du(az) cos%
Define
Q, = z(B,(0))
Then we have from (2.21)
~ ~ 4
. i > — .
(4 2) dlSt(Ql,aQE,) Z oS 5/3 > 2

We see from 1) that |z| < p for € Qg with

1) 0
(4.3) p = 8cos 3 + [[Dul| oo ) SIn 3



HESSIAN ESTIMATES 19
and that |Du (z)| < K (for Z € Qg) with

.0 0
(44) /{ZSSlng + ||Du||L°°(B8) COS g

The eigenvalues of the new potential u satisfy (2.22]) and the interior Hessian
bound by Theorem 1.2

‘D2ﬂ (Z)] < C(3)exp [C(3) /{3]

for z € Q5. It follows that the induced metric on 9 = (z, Du(z))in z
coordinates is bounded on 25 by

(4.5) dz? < § (%) < p(k,8)dz?,

where

(4.6) w(k,d) = min {1 + C(3)exp [C(3)K"],

v ()}

Step 2. Relying on the above set-up and the relative isoperimetric inequal-
ity in Proposition 2.3] we proceed with the following Sobolev inequality for
functions without compact support.

Proposition 4.1. Let u be a smooth solution to (I.1) with © = /24§ on
Bs(0) € R3. Let f be a smooth positive function on the special Lagrangian
surface M = (x, Du (x)). Then

2/3
UB |(F =0 [P dv,| < C3)p (s, ) /B Vo (f — )| du,,

where p, k, and p were defined in [{-3), (4-4), and (7-0); also v = st(o) fdx.

Proof. Step 2.1. Let M = ||f||p(B,)- We may assume ¢ < M. By Sard’s
theorem, the level set {z| f(z) = t} is C' for almost all . We first show
that for all such ¢ € [¢, M],

@7)  Hal fl@) >t} N Bily < C@3)p° [k, 0){z| f(x) =1t} N Bs|y*/*.
(Here | |, and | [; denote the area or volume with respect to the induced
metric; | | denotes the ones with respect to the Euclidean metric as in Lemma
24 and Proposition 23] .)

From t > fB5 fdx, it follows that |[{z| f(z) >t} N B;1| < 1 and conse-
quently
(4.8) {z| f@) <t} N Bl > B —1> 1.
Now we use instead the coordinates for 9 = (z, Du(Z)) given by the Lewy
rotation (.J]). Let B

Ap =A{z] f(z) >t} N s,

where we are treating f as a function on the special Lagrangian surface 91.
Applying Proposition 2.3 with (£.2]) and ([.3]), we see that

min {|A; N, |[Af N} < C(3)p% [9A, N DASP2
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Now either ‘At N Ql‘ < ‘Af N Ql| , Or vice versa.
If [A; N Q| < |A§ N Q] then we have from (EF)

A N, < [u(r, 6)>2 |4 N |
< C(3)p* [k, 0)** |0A; N A5 P
< C(3)p% [k, 6)]/* |04, N OAFY.
Otherwise, if |At N §_21| > |A§ N Qi |, still we have that
[4: N | < CB3)p° |AF N Q|
as |[Af N Q| > 1/23 from (@R) and 2.21)), and p > 8cos 5 from (E3). Thus
4N, < [u(x, ]2 C(3)p" | A7 N |

< C(3)p5 [u(r, 8)]>? |0A; N DAL

In either case we have the desired isoperimetric inequality (now given in the
new coordinates for 9t ) which holds for « <t < M

_ . 13/2
40|, < C(3)6° [M(;{, 5) |94, N aAtH ,
or equivalently (£7) in the original coordinates.

Step 2.2. With this isoperimetric inequality in hand, the following proof
is standard (cf. [LY, Theorem 5.3.1]).

[/Bl (f = L)+|3/2 dvg} 2/3 _ (/OM—L {z| f(z)—1>t}N B, dt3/2>

M—.
5/0 {al f@)— o>t} n B2 dt

2/3

M—.
<CE)ulnd) [ el f@) = 1) 0 Byl

< CEuln.d) [ 19,07 = 0| v,

where the last inequality followed from the the coarea formula; the second
inequality from (4.T); and the first inequality from the Hardy-Littlewood-
Polya inequality for any nonnegative, nonincreasing integrand 7 (t) :

UOT?? (t)? dt"} " < /OTn (t) dt.

This H-L-P inequality (with ¢ > 1) is proved by noting that sn(s) <
fos 7 (t) dt and integrating the inequality

@ <a] o a] " ne = £ [nwa]”

The proposition is thus proved. O
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Step 3. We continue the proof of Theorem 1.1. As in the proof of Theorem
1.2, we take

bzmax{lnﬁl—k)ﬁlaw K@} with Ko =1+1n4/1+ tan? <g>

Based on Proposition 2.1, a calculation similar to (BI]) shows that the Lip-
schitz function [(b— ¢)*]*/
We apply Michael and Simon’s mean value inequality [MS, Theorem 3.4] to
obtain

is weakly subharmonic, where + = [ B5(0) bdzx.

(b—1)"(0) < C(3) [/B |(b _ L)+‘3/2 dvg] 2/3

< CEWu) [ V4= 0" du,

1

where the second inequality follows from Proposition 4.1, approximating
(b —¢)T by smooth functions if necessary. Thus

b(0) < C(3)p (s, 5) / Vbl dvy + | bda
Bs B5

< C3)pu(k, ) (/BS Ing|2dvg> 1/2 (/B

(4.9) < C(3)p4,u(/£,5)/B Vdx

1/2
de) + / Vdzx
Bs

5

where we have used the Jacobi inequality in Proposition 2.1, and a similar
calculation leading to (B:2]) in the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Step 4. We finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 by bounding |’ Be Vdx. Observe

V:\(1+\/—_1)\1)---(1+\/—_1/\3)|:%>0.

We control the integral of o in the following.

/T. o2 = /B% [(A’u)2 —~ !DQu\z] da

= %/ div [(Au[ - D2u) Du] dz

r

= 1/ <(Aul — Dzu) Du, 1/> dA,
2 Jop,

where v is the outward normal of B,. Diagonalizing D?u, we see easily that

Ao + A3
Aul — D*u = A3+ A1 >0
AL+ Ao
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as@i—l—ﬁj>0With01+02—|—9327r/2. Then

/ oodx < HDuHLw(aBT)/ AudA.
By 0B,

Integrating the boundary integral from » =6 to r = 7, we get

oodz < ||Dull; oo min Audd
/BG odz < || Dul| B7) 1e16,7] Jo,

< 1Dl | Budo
Br
< C(3)||1Dul ey -

It follows that for © > 7/2

1 1
Vde = —— o9 —1)de < ——— oodx
/Bs |cos O Be( ) lcos O] /g,
C(3) 2
S |COS@| |’DUHL°°(B7)
or
C(3) 3

4.10 / Vdx < Dull7 s .
(410) 5" Teos O [Dullpmgy |20

In order to get ©-independent control on the volume, we estimate the
volume in another way. By the Sobolev inequality on the minimal surface
M [MS, Theorem 2.1] or [A, Theorem 7.3], we have

3
/ Vdz = dvgg/ ¢Sdv, < C (3) [/ |vg¢|2dvg] :
Bg Bsg By Bz

where the nonnegative cut-off function ¢ € C§° (By) satisfies ¢ = 1 on Bg
and |D¢| < 1.1.
Observe the (conformality) identity again

1 1
V =
<1+A%’ ’1+>\§>

(sin@(cn — A1) + cos© <1— %) o+ ,sin O (01 — A3) + cos © <1_%>>,
1 3

which follows from differentiating the complex identity

3
InV + V—lZarctan)\i =In [1 —o9+V—1(0y —03)] .
i=1
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We then have

=L ol
V0% dv :/ Y _Vdx
/B7’ g‘ g 37;1—1_)\12

< 1.21/ [2sin Oo; + cos O (3 — 02)] dz
Bz

< C(3) |[sin ] [ Dul (3, + leos O] [ Dull <,

for © > 7/2, where we used the argument leading to (£I0). Thus we get
(4.11)

3
| Ve <O ) [lsin @1 1Dl e )+ 1e03 O] 1Dl e gy | Dl sy
6

Now either |cos O] | Dul| g,y < 1 or |cos O] [[Dul| o (p,) > 1; combining

(A10) and (4.I1)), we have in either case
/ Ve < C(3) | Dul s -
Bg
Finally from the above inequality and ([&9]), we conclude
b(0) < C(3)p" u(k, 8) || Dull} oo 4
3 oY’
< C(3)p* [ Dull 700 () min {1 + C(3) exp [0(3);{3] 14 <cot §> } .

Exponentiating, and recalling (£.3]), (4.4]) and (4.6]), we have the O-independent
bound

|D2u(0)] < C(3)exp {C(3) exp [C(3) | Dul w5, |}
and the ©-dependent bound
5 2
1 b
+ <cot 3>

Simplifying the above expressions, we arrive at the conclusion of Theorem
1.1.

|D2u(0)| < C(3)exp {0(3)

Nk 5
[1 + [ Dul| oo gy sin g} ||DUHL°°(Bg)} :

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3
We assume that R = 1 by scaling u (Rz) /R?, and © > (n —2)7/2 by
symmetry.
Case O = (n—2)7/2. Set M = oscp,u. We may assume M > 0. By
replacing v with v — ming, u + M, we have M < u < 2M in B;. Let

w = n|Du| + Au?

with n = 1 — |z* and A = n/M. We assume that w attains its maximum
at an interior point z* € Bj, otherwise w would take its maximum on
the boundary 0By and the conclusion would be straightforward. Choose
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a coordinate system so that D?u is diagonalized at z*. We assume, say

Uy > %(> 0) at «*. For all i = 1,--- ,n, we have at z*
0 = w; = 1 |Du|; + n; |Du| + 2Auu;,
then
Ui Ui n; | Du| + 2Auu;
5.1 = |Dul|, = — .
(5.1 S 1Dul !

In particular, we have wu,, < 0 by the choice of A. Since the phase © >
(n —2)m/2, it follows that A\, = A\min, [An] < Ak, and
1 1

(52) g T+A2 7 1+ A g

fork=1,---,n—1at z*
Next, we show

Agu > 0.
When D?u is diagonalized,
Agu = En:g“uu = z": A = 1En:sin(%i).
’ i=1 Pl A2 i=1

Let S C R™ be the hypersurface (with boundary) given by
T 0
S {9|91+92+ +0 =5 (n 2),I92|_2},

where 6 = (61, ,0,). Set I'(§) = 3 37 | sin(26;). Suppose that I' obtains
a negative minimum on the interior of S at 6*. At this point DI" vanishes
on Ty«.S, thus we have

cos(26;) = cos (26;), then ; = 0.

The only two possible configurations for 6 are

b= ... —p =T
2n
T
91:”’:6n—2:§7 en—lz_en

In either case, I' is nonnegative. This contradiction allows us to verify the
nonnegativity of I' along the boundary 95S. It follows easily that T" > 0 there
by induction on dimension n, as

" ~ ™ v
os ]91{9\91+ 00+ 00 = S0 =3), [0 < T}
and I'(61,02) =0 for 6; + 62 = 0.
Further, we show
Ay |Du| > 0.
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We calculate

n

n n
Ag ‘DU’ — Z gaﬁaaﬁ ’DU’ — Z gaﬁ UiUiBo + Ui Ui B . Z UiUi UG Uj o

3
a,f=1 o Bi=1 [Dul - [Dul = |Dul
" Ui U " wu s
o B a3 Wi Ui Ui
=>4 -
a,B,i=1 |Du| j=1 ’Du‘

2 2 2
D2u is diagonal Zn: oo (‘Du\ - ua) A& -
N | Duf? -

a=1

where we used the minimality equation (2.1I).
Combining the subharmonicity of v and |Du| with (52)) and (G.1), we
have at x*

0>Agw—|Du|Agn—|—ZZgaana|Du| +n 0y |Du| +24Au A, u—I—QAZg'm 2

a=1 >0 a=1
> |Dul Ag77+22§/°“177a|Du| +2Azg°‘a ;
a=1 a=1
n
D 2A 2A
TS N CLE: ““a)+—g"“rDu\2
n n
a=1
D D
2_2ngnn’Du‘_4grm| u| 8nnA | u| nn‘D ’
n n

It follows that
0> —2nn—4—8Au+ %n|Du|.
Then by the assumption M <u <2M and A =n/M
n|Dul (z*) < (n+ 2+ 8n) M.
So we obtain
(5.3) |Du (0)] < w (z*) < 15nM.

Case © > (n—2)7/2. Let © = § + (n — 2) 7/2. From our special La-
grangian equation (I.I]), we know

s ™ ™

We can control the gradient of the convex function u (z)+ 3 max {cot §, 0} 2
by its oscillation, thus

1
(5.4) |Du (0)| < 0sC +5 max {cot 6,0} .
1

In order to get rid of the §-dependence in the gradient estimate, we need
the following.
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Proposition 5.1. Let smooth u satisfy (L1) with © — (n—1)5 = 6 €
(0,7/4) on B3(0). Suppose that

5.5 < )
(5:5) ngc "= 9sing
Then

|Du(0)] < C(n) <0§cu + 1> .

2

Proof. We take the Lewy rotation in the proof of Proposition[2Z.2], to obtain a
“critical” representation 9 = (z, Du (Z)) for the original special Lagrangian
graph M = (x, Du(x)) with = € By. Recentering the new coordinates, we
take

(5.6) T =xcos + Du(x)sinl — Du(0)sin 2
) D (%) = —xsin  + Du(z)cos 2

By (2:21I)) we see that the potential % is defined on a ball in Z-space around

the origin of radius

— 2
2cos()

From (5.6]) and the estimate (5.3]) for the critical potential, we have

Du(0
— 7| a(0) < C'(n) osc .
cos(d/n) B
Next,we estimate the oscillation of 4 in terms of u. We may assume that
u(0) = 0. Without loss of generality we assume the maximum of || on B1(0)
happens along the positive Zi-axis, and even on the boundary 0B;. Thus
oscu < 2

we have
z1=1
/ ’L_Lfldi‘l
By z1=0

In the following, we convert the integral of @iz, to one in terms of u,,, then
recover the oscillation of % from that of .

We work on the z1-y; plane in the remaining of the proof. Under our
above assumption, the Zi-axis is given by the line

yp =tan | — | 21
n

and the curve v : (z1,u1(z1)) with |z1| < 2 forms a graph over the z;-axis.
Let [y be the line perpendicular to the rj-axis and intersecting the curve
at (0,u1 (0)) along the y;-axis. The intersection of lp and the Z;-axis (which
is also the origin of the recentered the Z1-g; plane) has distance to the origin
of the x1-y1 plane given by

1) 1 1)
. 3 — < _ ] _ <
(5.7) |uq (0)] sin <n> <oslcu + 5 cot 5) sin <n> 1

by the rough bound (5.4)) and the condition (5.5). Now let /1 be the line
parallel to [y passing through the point z; = 1 along the Zi-axis.

| Du(0)|
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r1=1
/ ai'ldfi‘l
r1=0

is the signed area between the Zi-axis and the curve ~, and lying between
the lines [y and ;. We convert this to an integral over x1,

T1=1 P(l1NZ1-axis) 5
/ Uz, dT; = / [ul(xl) — tan <;> xl] dx1 + Ko + K1,

1=0 P(loNZ1-axis)

The integral

where P denotes projection to the xi-axis, and K as well as K; denotes the
signed areas to the left or right of the desired region, forming the difference.
It is important to note the following for j = 1,2 :
(i) P(l; N Zzy-axis) is in the z1-domain of u; by (51,

)
|P(lp N Z1-axis)| < 1-cos <;> <1,

|P(l; N Zy-axis)| < (14 1) - cos (%) < 2

(ii) P(l; N+y) is also in the z;-domain of u; as the whole Lagrangian surface
M is a graph over B,
PNyl <2

(iii) the region Kj is bounded by the line /;, the vertical line x; = P(l; N Z1-
axis), and the curve v, also each region K is on one side of the Z;-axis.
Thus from (i)

P(llﬂ:il—axis) 5
/ [ul(azl) — tan <—> azl} dzq
P(loﬂzil—axis) n

and from (ii) (iii)

Plljm] 5
/ [ul(ml) — tan(ﬁ)xl} dxy

P(ljNZ1-axis)

<oscu+ C(n)
Ba

K| <

<oscu+ C(n).
B>

It follows that we have the conclusion of Proposition 5.1

|Du(0)] < C (n) o;lca < C(n) <oscu+ 1> :

Ba

U
We finish the proof of Theorem 1.3. For § > 7/4, the bound (5.4)) gives

1
|Du (0)] < (glcu—l— 3 < C(n) [%szcu—k 1] .
For 0 < m/4, if oscp, uw < 1/(2sin ), then Proposition 4.1 gives
|Du(0)] < C(n) [oseu + 1} .

B>
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Otherwise, oscp,u > 1/(2sind), and from (5.4)

B>

|Du (0)| < oscu + oscu < C(n) [oscu + 1] .
B1 B

Applying this estimate on By(x) for any « € B;(0), we arrive at the conclu-
sion of Theorem 1.3.
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