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A GENERALISED MONGE-AMPERE EQUATION

VAMSI P. PINGALI

ABSTRACT. We consider a generalised complex Monge-Ampere equation on a compact Kahler man-
ifold and treat it using the method of continuity. For complex surfaces, we prove an easy existence
result. We also prove that (for three-folds and a related real PDE in a ball in R?), as long as the Hes-
sian is bounded below by a pre-determined constant (whilst moving along the method of continuity
path), a smooth solution exists. Finally, we prove existence for another real PDE in a 3-ball, which
is a local, real version of a conjecture of X.X.Chen.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X,w) be an n-dimensional, compact, Ké&hler manifold. Here, we consider a generalised
complex Monge-Ampere PDE (to be solved for a smooth function ¢)

(1.1) ap(w + ddd)" + oy A (w4 ddd)" L+ ..+ a1 A (w + dd°¢) =17

where 7, o; are smooth, closed forms satisfying the obvious necessary condition [ N = S (™ +
ar Awn ).

Whenn >0, a; =0V i # 0and ap = 1, equation 1.1 is the one introduced by Calabi [3] and solved
by Aubin [2] and Yau [4]. Equations of this type are ubiquitous in geometry. A version of this gen-
eralised one appeared in [15]. The geometric applications of this equation shall be explored elsewhere.

Acknowledgements: The author thanks his adviser Leon A. Takhtajan for suggesting this di-
rection of study and for sparing time generously to discuss the same. We also thank Xiu Xiong Chen,
Dror Varolin, Yanir Rubinstein, and, Marcus Khuri for fruitful discussions.

2. STATEMENTS OF RESULTS

We state a somewhat general theorem about uniqueness, openness and C° estimates. The proof
is quite standard (adapted largely from [6] which is in turn based on [4]). Although the theorem
is folklore, we haven’t found the precise statement (in this level of generality) in the literature on
the subject. In what follows, positivity of (p,p) forms is strong positivity. Let B be the product of
Banach submanifolds of forms wherein, an element of B is of the form (ag, ai,...,a,—1,¢) where

a; are CLP (i,4), closed forms and ¢ is a C* function satisfying / ¢ = 0, nag(w + dd°¢)"~* +
M

(n—1ag A (w+dd¢)" 2+ ...+ ay—1 > 0 and, / (Z ;i Aw™ ) # 0. Also, let B be the Banach
Xy

submanifold of C'# top forms v with / v=1and v > 0.
X

Theorem 2.1. If agw” + oiw™ +... >0, n >0 and, doy = 0, then, any smooth solution ¢ of 1.1
satisfying [y ¢w™ =0 and, k> Kw" ! where K > 0 and Z(ak(w+ddc¢)"_k —apw"F) = kAddo,

k
is bounded a priori: ||p||co < Cy. Also, if oy > 0 Vi and, if there exists a smooth solution ¢ such
1
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that w + dd°¢ > 0, it is unique (upto a constant) among all such solutions; In addition, the mized
derivatives of ¢ are bounded a priori ||| c11 < C).

The map T : B — B defined by T(ag,01,...,0) = Zfiagg(w;ifi):i is open and, so is the restric-
X i

tion of T to a subspace defined by firing the «;. Also, a level set of this map is locally a graph with
¢ being a function of the «;.

2
Whenn =2, and, ag =1, n—ag+ % > 0, there exists a unique, smooth solution to 1.1 satisfying
wHdd¢+ 5 >0.

In particular, if o = w’ for some i and all the other a; are small enough, then, by the solution of
the k-Hessian equations [9], [10] we have a smooth solution of equation 1.1.

One may formulate a version of the same problem locally as a Dirichlet problem on a pseudoconvex
domain in C". In this context, we note that viscosity solutions to the Dirichlet problem exist by [5]
and [7]. We also have the following result for a real version of the PDE :

Theorem 2.2. The following Dirichlet problem on the ball B of radius 1 centred at the origin

det(D?u) + Au = tf +(1—1)36
ulpp = 0
f > 36

has a unique smooth solution att =T if f is smooth and, for allt € [0,T), smooth solutions u; exist
and satisfy D*u; > 3.

A similar result holds for complex three-folds.

Theorem 2.3. If a > 0, w > 0 are smooth Kdhler forms on a compact Kdhler manifold (X,wy),
then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on o and wqy such that, the equation

etl [(w3 + a?w)
[ etf (w3 + a’w)

(2.1) (w + ddu;)® + o?(w + dd°u;) = (w3 + oPw)
has a unique smooth solution at t = T, if for all t € [0,T), smooth solutions exist and satisfy
w + ddu > Cwy.

Finally, we present a local, real version of a conjecture of X.X. Chen (conjecture 4 in [15] made
in the compact complex manifold case). Some progress has been made in a few special cases [16].
However, in all these cases, the problem was reduced to an inverse Hessian equation. We prove
existence in a special case here, using the method of continuity. Actually, a far more general result
was proven in [17], but, results on the Bellman equation were used (as opposed to a direct method
of continuity). Such results may not carry over in an obvious way to the manifold case and hence
our proof of this “toy model”.

Theorem 2.4. If f > 0 is a smooth function on B(0,1) (the closed unit ball), then, the following
Dirichlet problem has a unique, smooth, convex solution.

det(D*u) — Au = f
ulpp =
f >0
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3. STANDARD RESULTS USED

For the convenience of the reader, we have included statements of some standard results in the
form that we use in the proofs.

Our principal tool to study fully nonlinear PDE like equation 1.1, is the method of continuity
(It is like a flow technique. In fact this analogy was exploited more seriously, to great advantage,
in [8]). To solve Lu = f where L is a nonlinear operator, one considers the family of equations
Luy = ~(t) where, v(1) = f and 7(0) = g such that, at t = 0, one has a solution Luy = go. Then, one
proves that the set of ¢t € [0,1] for which the equation has a solution is both, open and closed (and
clearly non-empty). In order to prove openness, one considers L to be a map between appropriate
Banach spaces. Then, the implicit function theorem of Banach spaces proves openness. However,
while dealing with equations like Monge-Ampere equations, one has to verify that certain conditions
like ellipticity are preserved along the “continuity path”. This is crucial because, in order to solve
the linearised equation and, to prove that indeed one has a solution in an appropriate Banach space,
one needs ellipticity in these cases. In fact, in a few of the cases we shall consider, ellipticity is
not preserved and hence, the best we can do is a “short-time” existence result. In order to prove
closedness, one needs to prove uniform (i.e. independent of t) a priori estimates for . In our case, we
shall need these estimates in C*® in order to use the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to conclude closedness.
These estimates are usually proved by improving on lower order estimates. Once, one produces a
C?% solution, one “bootstraps” the regularity (at teach t € [0, 1]) using the Schauder estimates. The
Schauder estimates on a compact manifold (without boundary) are (they can be derived easily using
similar interior and boundary ones in domains in R™ [1]).

Theorem 3.1. Schauder a priori estimates on a Riemannian manifold: If Lu = f, where L is a
second-order, uniformly elliptic operator with smooth coefficients, and, u is a C*> and f is a CO®
function,

[ullcze < C(lJullco + [[.fllco.)

In order to derive a priori estimates, we shall use standard techniques as in [4], [6] for the manifold
case, and, [7] for the Euclidean case. The main blackbox is the Evans-Krylov-Safanov theory for
proving C*< estimates from C? ones. This requires (apart from uniform ellipticity) concavity of the
equation. There is a similar version for the complex case. The real version is :

Theorem 3.2. Let u be a smooth function on the unit ball satisfying,
F(D*u,z,Du) =g

on the unit ball in R™ centred at the origin B(0,1) with u = 0 on the boundary of the ball. Here,
F is a smooth function defined on a convexr open set of symmetric n X n matrices xR x R™ which
satisfies,

a) Uniform ellipticity on solutions : There exist positive constants A\ and A so that 0 < A|¢? <
Fij(D*u, x, Du)&;&5 < Al€]? for all vectors & and all u satisfying the equation.

b) Concavity on a convex open set : F' is a concave function on a convex open set of symmetric
matrices (containing D*u for all solutions u).

Then, |lullc2.a(p@,1y) < C where C' and o depend on the first and second derivatives of F', |ullc2 (g,

lgllc2(zy, n. A and A.
The complex, interior version (that we need) is :

Theorem 3.3. Let u be a C* function on the unit ball in C™ satisfying
F(u;,2,2) =0
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for a C*P function F(x,p,p) satisfying,

a) Uniform ellipticity on solutions : There exist positive constants A\ and A so that 0 < A|¢? <
Fi5(ddu, 2,2)§:€5 < AI€J? for all vectors & and all u satisfying the equation.

b) Concavity on a convex open set : F is a concave function on a convex open set of hermitian
matrices (containing u;; for all solutions u).

Then, HUHCZO‘(B(O,%)) < C where, C and « depend on A, A, n, and |lug|copy and uniform bounds
on the first and second derivatives of F' evaluated at u.

The proofs are standard [1], [14], [13], [12]. Usually, one proves these estimates when the PDE is
concave on all symmetric matrices. In Monge-Ampere equations, one needs a weaker requirement of
being concave on a convex open set of symmetric matrices [7] (the proofs go through easily with this
requirement).

To conclude, we add a few words about uniqueness. The usual technique for demonstrating
uniqueness (due to Calabi) of Lu = f is to assume two solutions u; and wug, and, to write 0 =
Luy — Lug = 01 %(tUQ + (1 — t)uy)dt. If the integrand is an elliptic operator, by the maximum
principle, u; = uo.

4. PROOFS OF THE THEOREMS

4.1. Proof of theorem 2.1. This proof is similar to the one for the usual Monge-Ampeére equation
[6].

The CV estimate : As usual, without loss of generality, we may change the normalisation to sup ¢ =
—1i.e. we may add —1 — sup ¢ to ¢. Indeed, if the new ¢ has a C? estimate, then, fX ¢ = 0 yields
the desired C estimate. This means, we just have to find a lower bound on ¢. Certainly ¢ has an
L' bound [6]. Let ¢ = —¢_ (so that ¢_ > 1). Subtracting © = Zak Aw™ ¥ and then, multiplying

k
the equation by ¢” and integrating, we have (here n = /@),

- [orao e = [erel - ne
/ P10 < |l
—/¢7‘iddc¢_ ANk = /d(¢_)AdC¢_ A K

-+
-

P

CIV(e-2 )l

(p+1)n % 1
2(h<¢f1> —@/&*

where the last inequality follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem. Upon rearranging, we have

v

_1
oIl ornmy/m-1 < (Clp+1)) ¥t |[¢_ || Lot
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The Moser-iteration procedure gives sup |¢p| < C||¢||f2. If we prove that the right hand side is
controlled by the L' norm of ¢, we will be done. Indeed,

Cloln > / 6(1— e
C|IVo|2.

Cllp — (#)]|2
I¢lle < Ol +1)

where, we have used the Poincaré inequality. Hence, proved.

IN IV IV

Uniqueness : If ¢1 and ¢o are two solutions, upon subtraction we have,

> i A((w+dd°¢1)" " = (w+ dd°g2)" ) =0

1
= / D kag A (w4 dd gy +tdd(¢g — ¢1))"F T dE A dd (o — ¢1) = 0
0 "k

Thus, by the maximum principle, ¢o — ¢1 is a constant.

The mized derivatives estimate: When a; > 0,
N> an_1 A (w+dd°¢) > C(tr(w + dd°¢))

where C' > 0. Since 0 < w + dd“¢, the eigenvalues of dd“¢ are bounded above. Thus, the mixed
second derivatives of ¢ are bounded. Note that, by the Schauder estimate [11], the first derivatives
are bounded as well.

Openness : The map T is smooth. Its Gateaux derivative is DT'(0,0,...,0,%) = (nag(w+dd°¢)" 1+
(n—1ag A (w+dd¢)" 2+ ...+ ay_1) Add®x. It is clearly a bounded surjection (by the Schauder
theory) onto its image if nag(w + dd¢)" 1 + (n — 1)ag A (w + dd°¢)" "2 + ... + ap_1 > 0. If DT is
restricted to vectors of the form (0,0,...,0, ), then, it is a Banach space isomorphism. Hence, by
the implicit function theorem of Banach manifolds, openness is guaranteed. In fact, it also guarantees
that, on a level set, ¢ can be solved for (locally), in terms of «;.

The n=2 case : The equation we have is equivalent to

2

(w—i—ddcgb—l—%)Q:n—ag—l-%

This is just the usual Monge-Ampere equation and hence we are done.

4.2. Proof of theorem 2.2. Uniqueness is proved as before. We shall only prove existence. Let
Lu = det(D?u) + Au. To this end, we use the method of continuity. Consider the equation

Luy = tf+(1—t)Lo
ulop = 0

(41) 6 = 33t

When ¢t = 0, it has a smoot}l solution, namely, ¢.
Openness: Let Q C C’g’o‘(B) be the set of u such that D?u > 3 (where the subscript 0 indicates
vanishing on the boundary). This is an open subset. Define 7" : 2 — Cg * to be T'(uz) = det(D?uy) +
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Awuy. If ug is a solution of 4.1, then, it is easy to see that DT, is a linear isomorphism. Hence,
by the inverse function theorem of Banach manifolds, we see that the set of ¢ for which there is a
solution is open.

Closedness: Suppose there is a sequence t; — t such that there are smooth solutions wu;, satisfying
D?u > 3. Then, we wish to prove that a subsequence of the u;, converges to a smooth solution u; in
the C%7 topology. This requires apriori estimates (the convergence following from the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem). We shall prove the same for the equation 2.2. We just have to prove the C%® estimate in
order to ensure smoothness (by the Schauder theory).

CY estimate: Note that Au < f. Hence, for A >> 1,0 > f — A(AY 2?) = A(u — AY. 2?). The
minimum principle implies that u > A>" 2? — A. Since, Au > 9, u < 0 by the maximum principle.
thus, [|ul|c0 < C.

C' estimate: Differentiating both sides using the operator D, tr((Hessu)™!D?w) + Aw = Df where
w = Du. Just as before, by adding or subtracting a large multiple of fo to w and using the
maximum principle, we see that || Dul/co is controlled by its supremum on the boundary. The
tangential boundary derivatives are 0. Since, AY 2? — A <u <0, ]g—g\ < 2A. Hence, ||ul|cr < C.
C? estimate: Since Au < Lu < f and Au > 0, ||luj[|co < C. Hence, |luljc2 < C.

C? estimate: So far, we haven’t used anything about the sequence except that D2uti > (0. This will
change presently. For any function F : R — R, F(det(D?u)+ Au) = F(f). If we choose the function
appropriately, then the resulting equation will be a concave, uniformly elliptic Monge Ampere PDE
to which we may apply the Evans—Krylov theory to extract a C*“ estimate.

We claim that, the function F'(z f36 22dt is such that, g(A1, A2, A3) = F(O_ A + A1 A2A3) has
a uniformly positive gradient and is concave if \; > 3. By using the C? estimate and theorem 3.2,
we have the desired estimate. ,

We shall prove the aforementioned fact: Let 2 = > \; + A1 AaA3. We see that aa—fi\mu —e 7 (1+

2 . .
’\1)‘2)‘3) > ¢ 2 and is less than 1 4+ 3f where we have evaluated the derivative at the eigenvalues of

the Hessian of a solution of equation 2.2. Hence it is uniformly elliptic.
If (vi,v2,v3) € R3, then —v;v; 8:257% = 6_12 ((v1(1 + A2A3) + v2(1 + A3A1) + v3(1 + A A2))?) —

22

12
2e” 2 (v1va\3 + vaU3 A1 + V301 A2), which is in turn equal to e” 2 (via+ fvr +7v) > 0 & B2 —4ay <0
and,

p? —day

7 = (va(z(1 4+ XA3) (1 4+ A A3) — Az) + vz(z(1 4+ A A2) (1 4+ Aadz) — A2))?

)
- (1+)\2)\3) (V3z(1 + M A3)2 + v32(1 + A da)? 4 200v3(2(1 + A A3) (14 Atha) — Ap))
= a3+ P +5<0

with the last inequality holding if and only if & < 0 and 8% — 445 < 0. Let us assume (without loss
of generality) that vs # 0 and that A} < Ay < As.

a = ((1+X3)(1+ AA3) — A3)? — 2%(1 4+ Aad3)2(1 + A A3)?
= A2 —2X32(1 + Aads) (1 4+ A A3)

2
22 03(A1 + Ao + Adodg) < —22A250

A
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3—2 = (2(1+ M)+ Xods) — A2)? — 22(1+ Aog)2(1 + Mho)?
3
_4x2)\%
= 3
2% = (2(1+ AaA3) (1 + AtA2) — A)(@(1 4 A2A3) (1 + AAs) — A3)
— 2(1 4+ A223)2(@(1 + A A3) (1 + Ad2) — Ap)
B 2
<%> = (2(1+XA3)(A2 + A3 — AL+ A A2)s) — Aodg)?
3
< 214 Aghg)?
B — 447

0
41)%

Hence proved.
Remark : Writing equation 1.1 for n = 3 and ag = 1 we have,

(w4 dd°¢)® + oy (w + dd°¢)? + ag(w + ddp) = n

2 3
ol ch)3 ™ a1 ey, 207 a1
:>(w—|—3+dd¢) + (oo 3)(w—|—3—|—dd¢) n 27+ 5

A local, real version of a special case of the above is equation 2.2.

4.3. Proof of theorem 2.3. Once again, we apply the method of continuity. We shall impose
several conditions on C' (as we go along). It should be large enough so that, whenever 5 > Cuwy,
B2 > 3a%B (Indeed, if K > 0 and B > 0 are given, det(A) > Ktr(BA) for sufficiently large A > 0).
Obviously, at t = 0, u = 0 solves the equation. Openness and uniqueness, follow from theorem 2.1.
As before, if t; — t is a sequence such that there exist smooth solutions u; satisfying w+ ddu; > Cwy,
then, we shall prove that a subsequence converges to a smooth solution u in the C*# topology. As
usual, we need aprior: estimates for this.

The C° and the mixed derivative estimates follow directly from theorem 2.1. We have to prove
the C%“ estimate (thus proving existence and smoothness as before). It suffices to prove a local
(interior) estimate. We shall accomplish this via the complex version of the (interior) Evans-Krylov
theory done in [13] and [14].

The local (in a ball) version of the equation is

det(¢;;) + tr(B~ o)) = f
f > C*+9|B7PC
(4.2)
where Bigl = det(a)[a]i_jl. We claim that the function g(A) = F(det(A)+tr(B~1A)) from hermitian
2
matrices satisfying A > CId to R (where F(z) = [* e_%dt) is concave and uniformly elliptic. Let

the eigenvalues of A be A1, Ay and A3. The uniform ellipticity is trivial (as in the proof of theorem
2.2). The concavity is also somewhat similar to theorem 2.2, but requires some modification. Indeed
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(here V is an arbitrary hermitian matrix and = = det(A) + tr(B~1A)),
g (V,V) = g¢"(z)(det(A)tr(A™V) + tr(B~1V))?
+ ¢()(—det(A)tr((A71V)?) 4 det(A) (tr(A71V))?)

We wish to prove that g”(V, V) < 0 for every hermitian V. Let’s diagonalise the positive-definite
form B!, i.e. PB~'PT = I for some matrix P. Define A = (PT)"!AP~! and V = (P)~lvpP~L
Now, using a unitary matrix U, we may diagonalise Aie. Z = UAUT = diag(a1, a2, as) where
a1 < ap < a3 and V = UVU'. This implies that det(A)det(B) = det(A) and tr(A) = tr(B~'A).
Let f/“ = v;. Hence,

JWVV) = — _%(det(B)alagag(ZZ—Z)+Zvi)2

2 2

bR L (D el el ol

a; i airan a20as ajas

ac2
(Z v;(det(B )a1a2a3 +1))2 + 2det(B)e™ 7 (vivaas + vavsal + vavias)
12
= ¢ 2 (Pl +Qui+R)

CB

o3

< —zxe

7

where,
P = —z(det(B)agaz +1)* <0
Q = 2(det(B)(veas + vsaz) — x(det(B)agas + 1)(ve(det(B)ajas + 1) + vs(det(B)ajaz + 1))))
R = 2det(B)vgvza; — x(va(det(B)ajaz + 1) + vs(det(B)ajas + 1))*
as before, we want Q? —4PR < 0. Assume (without loss of generality) that vs = 1.
Q* —4PR

I = Jui+Kvy+ L

where,
J = det(B)ag(det(B)as — 2x(det(B)azas + 1)(det(B)ajas + 1))
det(B)%a3(1 — 2a1a; det(B))
0
K = 2(agaz(det(B))? — z(det(B)agasz + 1)((det(B))?aiasaz + det(B)(az + az — a1)))
L = det(B)az(det(B)ag — 2z(det(B)agas + 1)(det(B)ajaz + 1))
where the first inequality follows from the assumption that det(A) = det(B)ajazas > 3tr(B~1A) >
3> a; . Hence,
K? 2 2
4 = (azag(det(B))” — x det(B)(det(B)agas + 1)(det(B)aiazas + (a2 + az — ay)))
z*(det(B)agas + 1)? det(B)?
—2z det(B)%a3(det(B)ajazas + ai + as)

AN A

J

IN A

IN

—2z det(B)“a

K

N
|
[\)
8
oL
D
—+
—~
=
~—
=)

l\)
OJ

Thus, K? — 4JL < 0 implying that g is concave. The C*“ estimate follows from theorem 3.3.
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4.4. Proof of theorem 2.4. We use the method of continuity again. As before, openness follows
easily using the Implicit function theorem on Banach spaces. Here, we prove only the a priori
estimates. Smoothness follows by bootstrapping, as indicated earlier. Lastly, we shall also prove the
uniqueness of convex solutions.
C estimate: Since u is convex, its maximum is attained on the boundary and hence, u < 0. Let
¢ = 4r?—L where pu > 0, and, ¢ —3p > max f; then, subtracting det(D?*u)—Au from det(D?¢)—Ag,
we have (assume that the eigenvalues of D?u are )\;),
L(¢ — u) = det(D?*¢) — det(D*u) — A(p — u)
2 b
e+ £ (A2 + A3) + A3
= (u -2 -
=p>—p—f>0
We see that, since 2 > 3, hence, L is an elliptic operator acting on ¢ — v with L(¢ —u) > 0. So,
by the maximum principle, ¢ < u. This gives us a C? estimate on u.
C' estimate: Follows from ellipticity as before.

C? estimate: For future use, notice that, atleast two of the eigenvalues of D?u are larger than 1.
Taking derivatives of the equation we have (let up be the minimum of u),

det(D?u)tr((D*u) "1 D?u;) — Au; = f;
det(D?u)tr((D?u) ' D*Au) — AAu=Af + Y det(D?u)tr(((D*u) "' D?u;)?)

1)+(/L—>\2)...

_ det(Dzu) Z(tr((D2u)_1D2ui))2

7

Let A = det(D?u)(D?u)~t — I. Consider g = Au + u(u — ugp) > 0 (we shall choose the constant
w > 0 later. It can depend on [Ju||c1 and other constants). Notice that, if ¢ is bounded, then, so is
Aw and thus, D?u is bounded. At the maximum of g (if it occurs in the interior), (Au); = —puu; and
tr(AD?g) < 0. This implies,

— uVu+ VP
0o > Af—l—,utr(AD2u)—’ MAuu—:_f /!
> O — 2 onut 3

Au+ f
Hence, Au is bounded at that point. Thus, ¢g is bounded at that point. This implies that Aw is
bounded everywhere. If the maximum of g occurs on the boundary (call the max gg), we shall have
to analyse it separately. Let § = g + go(1 — 2r?). Clearly, the maximum of § has to occur in the
interior. There, Dg = 0 and tr(AD?§) < 0. Hence (here, we assume that, tr(A) = > (\\; — 1) and,
that g are sufficiently large compared to constants; If not, we are done),

0

\%

2
> =Ci(30) + ptx(A)go — Cago — (Cago + Co(40)tx(4) = OB

> —C(p) + ptr(A)go — Cago — Cagotr(A) — Cs0
> —Ei(p) + (ngo — Ego)tr(A)

Choosing 1 > E, we see that, go is bounded. Notice that, this also implies a lower bound on D?u.

This is because, MA; > A AoA3 > f.

C?“ estimate : Notice that, the set Y of positive, symmetric matrices satisfying det(A) — tr(A) >0

is a convex open set (lemma 4.16 of [17]). Also, our equation maybe written as —1 = —ngu) -
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m = F(D%u, z) which is certainly concave on Y by the same lemma in [17]. It is uniformly
elliptic on solutions as long as the eigenvalues of the Hessian are bounded below and above (which
they are, by the C? estimates). Theorem 3.2 yields the desired estimates.

Uniqueness : If u; and ug are two convex solutions of the equation F'(u) = —1 (as above), then, upon
subtraction, 0 = fol tr((—I + det(D?uy)(D?us) ") D?(ugy — uy))dt = L(ug — uy) where, L is elliptic.
By the maximum principle, u; = uo.
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