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ABSTRACT. We derive a priori second order estimates for solutions of a class of
fully nonlinear elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds under some very general
structure conditions. We treat both equations on closed manifolds, and the Dirichlet
problem on manifolds with boundary without any geometric restrictions to the
boundary except being smooth and compact. As applications of these estimates we
obtain results on regularity and existence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This is one of several papers in which we seek methods to derive a priori estimates
for fully nonlinear elliptic equations on real or complex manifolds. Our techniques
work for various classes of equations under conditions which are near optimal in many
situations. In this paper we shall focus on the second order estimates for the Hessian
type equations on Riemannian manifolds.

Let (M™,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 with smooth
boundary M, and M := M U OM. Let f be a smooth symmetric function of n
variables and x a smooth (0,2) tensor on M. We consider fully nonlinear equations
of the form

(1.1) fO[V2u+x]) =% in M

where V2u denotes the Hessian of u € C*(M) and A\[V*u+ x] = (A1, -+, \,) are the
eigenvalues of V2u 4 y with respect to the metric g.
Fully nonlinear equations of form (L.I]) in R™ was first considered by Caffarelli,

Nirenberg and Spruck in their seminal paper [5]. Following [5] we assume f is defined
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in a symmetric open and convex cone I' C R™ with vertex at the origin and boundary

or #10,

(1.2) " = {\ € R": each component \; > 0} C T,
and to satisfy the standard structure conditions:
0
(1.3) fi=f = 'S0 il 1<i<n,
O\
(1.4) f is a concave function,
(1.5) 0y =inf1p —sup f > 0; where sup f = sup limsup f(A).
or or A€ A—o

According to [5] condition (L3]) ensures that equation ([L.1]) is elliptic for solutions
u € C*(M) with \[V?u + x| € T'; we shall call such functions admissible, while
condition (L4)) implies the function F' defined by F(A) = f(A[A]) to be concave for
A e 8§ with A[A] € T', where §"*" is the set of n by n symmetric matrices. By
condition (ILH)), equation (L)) becomes uniformly elliptic once a priori C? bounds are
established for admissible solutions so that one can apply the classical Evans-Krylov
theorem to obtain C*® estimates. So these conditions are basically indispensable to
the study of equation (IL.T).

The most typical equations of form (L)) are given by f = ak% and f = (oy/ al)ﬁ,
1 <[ < k <n defined on the cone

I'y={AeR":0;(\) >0for 1 <j <k},
where o0}, is the k-th elementary symmetric function

o) = Y XXy, 1<k<n
i <<

These functions satisfy (L3)-(L4) and have other properties which have been widely
used in study of the corresponding equations; see e.g. [5], [43], [49], [45], [55], [10].

The Dirichlet problem for equation (IL.T]) in R” was extensively studied by Caffarelli,
Nirenberg and Spruck [5], Ivochkina [37], Krylov [39], Wang [55], Trudinger [50],
Trudinger and Wang [51], Chou and Wang [10], and the author [15], [19], among many
others. In this paper we deal with equation (I.I]) on general Riemannian manifolds.

Equation (L.I)) was first studied by Y.-Y. Li [43] on closed Riemannian manifolds,
followed by the work of Urbas [52].
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A central issue in solving equation (L)) is to derive C? estimates for admissible
solutions, in view of the Evans-Krylov theorem. We shall be mainly concerned with
estimates for second derivatives. Such estimates was first derived by Y.-Y. Li [43]
for equation (L)) with y = ¢g on closed manifolds of nonnegative sectional curvature.
Urbas [52] was able to remove the nonnegative curvature assumption. In deriving
the estimates, the presence of curvature creates terms which are difficult to control.
As a result, in addition to (IL3))-(H) both papers needed extra assumptions which
excluded the case f = (o1/0;)"/*~D; see Section [ for more discussions about the
results of [43] and [52].

In order to state our main results, which cover the case f = (o /o)~

), we first
introduce some notation.

For o > supyp f, define I'” = {A € ' : f(\) > o}, and we shall only consider the
case 'Y # (). Let C, denote the tangent cone at infinity to the level surface OT'” which
is smooth and convex by conditions (L3)) and (L4]). Let CS be the open component
of I'\ (C, NT') containing I'?.

Our first main result is the following global second order estimates.

Theorem 1.1. Let v € C*(M x R)NCY(M x R) and u € C*(M) N C*(M) be an
admissible solution of (LI)). Suppose a <u <b on M and let

Y(z) = min ¥(z,2), ¥(z)= max ¥(z,z), =€ M.

— a<z<b a<z<b
In addition to (I.3)-(13), assume
(1.6) Oy, r = inf1p —sup f > 0.

- M = or

and that there exists a function u € C*(M) satisfying
(1.7) ANVu+X](z) € C:i(x), Ve M.
Then
(1.8) meax IV2ul < Ci(1+ max [V2ul).

In particular, if M is closed (OM = () then
(1.9) |V2u| < CheCaleminfar) on N

where Cy, Cy depend on |ulciary but not on 1/6y ¢ and Cz is a uniform constant
(independent of u).
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As we shall see in Section [ condition (.7)) is implied by the assumptions in [43].
By approximation we obtain the following regularity result from Theorem LTI

Theorem 1.2. Let (M",g) be a closed Riemannian manifold and 1 € CY1(M x R).
Under conditions (L.3)-(17), (L3) and (L), any admissible weak solution (in the
viscosity sense) u € C¥Y(M) of (L) belongs to CY1(M) and ([L3) holds.

By the Evans-Krylov theorem, v € C?%(M), 0 < a < 1; higher regularities follow
from the classical Schauder elliptic theory. In particular, u € C*°(M) if p € C*(M).

Remark 1.3. Condition (L) is always satisfied if there is a strictly convex function
on M (OM # (), or if x € Cf (for instance, if x = ag, a > 0 and the vertex of C,
is the origin) for all 0. For f = a;/k (k > 2), I'" c Cf for any o > 0. See also
Lemma (.11

Corollary 1.4. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold and p € CY'(M). In

addition to (I.3)-(13), suppose x € Ct for all supyr f < o < supy . Then any
admissible weak solution u € COY(M) of (1) belongs to C**(M), 0 < a < 1, and

(C9) holds.

We now turn to the second order boundary estimates. We wish to derive such
estimates without imposing any geometric conditions on OM except being smooth
and compact. For simplicity we only consider the case ¢ = 1(x).

Theorem 1.5. Let v € CY(M), ¢ € CHOM) and u € C3*(M) N CHM) be an
admissible solution of (L)) with u = ¢ on OM. Assume f satisfies (1.3)-(1.3) and
(1.10) > fiXi=0 inT.
Suppose that there exists an admissible subsolution u € C°(M) in the viscosity sense:
F\u; +ai;]) > in M,
u=¢ on oM
and that u is C? and satisfies

(1.12) AV2u + x](2) € C,,

in a neighborhood of OM. Then there exists Cy > 0 depending on |u|c1(xpy and 1/0y
such that

2
. < (Cy.
(1.13) Ig]z\m/[X|V ul < Cy
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Remark 1.6. An admissible subsolution u € C?(M) will automatically satisfy (L)
provided that

(1.14) ' NC, =0, Voe [infi,supy].
M M

Condition (L.I4]) excludes the linear function f = o which corresponds to the Poisson
equation, but is clearly satisfied by a wide class of concave functions including f =
O’,i/k, k>2and f = (0p/0;)"* Y for all 1 <1 < k < n. Note that condition (14
holds if OI'? is strictly convex.

Applying Theorems [L.1] and we can prove the following existence result by the
standard continuity method.

Theorem 1.7. Let i € C°(M), ¢ € C(OM). Suppose f satisfies (L.3)-(13),
(LIQ) and that there exists an admissible subsolution u € C*(M) satisfying (LII)
and ([LI2) for allx € M. Then there exists an admissible solution u € C*(M) of the
Dirichlet problem for equation (1)) with boundary condition uw = ¢ on M, provided
that (i) T' =T}, or (ii) the sectional curvature of (M, g) is nonnegative, or (iii) f

satisfies
(1.15) fi =00 fi\) if Aj <0, on 0T ¥ o > supyr. f.

When M is a smooth bounded domain in R, Theorem [[.7 (ii) extends the previous
results of Caffarelli, Nirenberg and Spruck [5], Trudinger [50] and the author [L5];
see [19] for more detailed discussions. The assumptions (i)-(iii) are only needed to
derive gradient estimates; see Proposition 5.3l It would be desirable to remove these
assumptions.

Corollary 1.8. Let [ = a,i/k, k>2orf= (ak/al)ﬁ, 0<Il<k<n. Gven

Y € C®(M), ¢ > 0 and ¢ € C®(OM), suppose that there evists an admissible
subsolution uw € C*(M) satisfying (LIL). Then there exists an admissible solution
u € C®(M) of equation ([LI)) with u = ¢ on OM.

In Theorem [[.7] there are no geometric restrictions to dM being made. This gives
Theorem [L7] the advantage of flexibility in applications. In general, the Dirichlet
problem is not always solvable in arbitrary domains without the subsolution assump-
tion, as in the case of Monge-Ampere equations. In the classical theory of elliptic
equations, a standard technique is to use the distance function to the boundary to
construct local barriers for boundary estimates. So one usually need require the
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boundary to possess certain geometric properties; see e.g. [47] for the prescribed
mean curvature equation and [4], [3] for Monge-Ampere equations; see also [14] and
[5]. Technically, we use u — u to replace the boundary distance function in deriving
the second order boundary estimates. This idea was first used by Haffman, Rosen-
berg and Spruck [35] and further developed in [23], [21], [16], [17] to treat the real
and complex Monge-Ampere equations in general domains as well as in [15], [I8] for
more general fully nonlinear equations. Their results and techniques have found use-
ful applications in some important problems; see e.g. the work of P.-F. Guan [27],
[28] and papers of Chen [9], Blocki [2], and Phong and Sturm [46] on the Donaldson
conjectures [I1] in Kéhler geometry. In [23], [24], [25] we used the techniques to study
Plateau type problems for locally convex hypersurfaces of constant curvature in R"*+.

We shall also make use of u—u in the proof of the global estimate (L.8). This is one
of the key ideas in this paper; see the proof in Section [3l Note that in Theorem [l
the function u is not necessarily a subsolution. On a closed manifold, an admissible
subsolution for ¢» = ¥ (x) must be a solution if there is a solution at all, and any
two admissible solutions differ at most by a constant. This is a consequence of the
concavity condition ([.4]) and the maximum principle.

Similar equations where x depends on u or Vu (or both) also occur naturally and
have received extensive study in classical differential geometry; see e.g. [20], [29], and
in conformal geometry in which there is a huge literature; see for instance [6], 7],
18], [12], [30], [31], [32], [33], [34], [40], [41], [42], [48], [53], [54] and references therein.
In the current paper we confine our discussion to the case y = x(x), v € M.

In Section Pl we discuss some consequences of the concavity condition. Our proof
of the estimates heavily depends on results in Section 2. The global and boundary
estimates are derived in Sections [3] and [, respectively. In Section [5l we briefly discuss
the results of Li [43] and Urbas [52], followed by gradient estimates. We end the
paper with a new example which was first brought to our attention by Xinan Ma to
whom we wish to express our gratitude.

The author also wishes to thank Jiaping Wang for helpful discussions on the proof
of Theorem 2.4] and related topics.
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2. THE CONCAVITY CONDITION

Let 0 > supyp f and assume I'? := {f > o} # 0. Then JI'7 is a smooth convex
noncompact complete hypersurface contained in I". Clearly I'? # Ct unless 0T is a
plane.

Let pu, A € OI'?. By the convexity of JI'?, the open segment

(AN ={tp+ (1 —-t)A:0<t < 1}
is either completely contained in or does not intersect with 0I'?. Therefore,
ftp+(1—=tH)A)—o >0, VO<t<1
by condition (L3]), unless (i, A) C OI“.
For R > |u|, let

= inf 1-— —0>0.
Or(n) )\eaB]lgI(IO)ﬂal“U Orgtagxl Fltp+( HA)—o 20

Note that ©g(p) = 0 if and only if (¢, A) C 9I'? for some A € OBr(0) N OI'?, since
the set dBR(0) N OI'7 is compact.

Lemma 2.1. For u € 0I'7, Og(u) is nondecreasing in R. Moreover, if ©g,(p) > 0
for some Ry > |u| then O > Og for all R > R > Ry.

Proof. Write ©gr = ©r(u) when there is no possible confusion. Suppose Og, (1) > 0
for some Ry > |u|. Let " > R > Ry and assume A\r' € dBg/(0) N O such that

Or = max fltu+ (1 =t)Ap) — 0.

Let P be the (two dimensional) plane through p, A and the origin of R™. There is
a point Agr € 0Bg(0) which lies between p and Mg on the curve P N OI'“. Note that
i, Ar and Ny are not on a straight line, for (4, Ag) can not be part of (i, Ar/) since
Op, > 0 and JI'? is convex. We see that

max fu+ (1 —t)Ag) — 0 < Op

by condition (L3]). This proves O < Op. O

Corollary 2.2. Let € OU'?. The following are equivalent:
(a) (1 € Coy;
(b) ©r(u) =0 for all R > |ul;
(c) a1’ NC, contains a ray through p;
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(d) T,,0I'° NCy contains a ray through p, where 1,017 is the tangent (supporting)
plane of OI'7 at p.

Lemma 2.3. Let u € 7, u & C,. There exist positive constants wyu, N, such that
for any A € OI'?, when |A| > N,

(2.1) Z Fi) (i — Ai) > wy.
Proof. By the concavity of f,

D FN (i = N) = F(u) = FN).

We see (2.1)) holds if f(u) > 0. So we assume p € 0I'7. By Corollary 2.2, O g(p) > 0
for all R sufﬁciently large, and therefore, again by the concavity of f,

> HN (= N) > maxf(tu—l—(l—t))\)—az@R(,u)>0
for any A € 9BR(0) N OI'?. Since Og(u) is increasing in R, Lemma 2.3] holds. O

Our main results of this paper is based on the following observation.

Theorem 2.4. Let € Cf. For any 0 < e < dist(u,C,) there exist positive constants
0., R, such that for any X\ € OI'7, when |\| > R,

(2.2) Z fi) (s — Xi) > 0, + 52 fi(A)

Proof. Since p € Cf and ¢ < dist(u,C,), we see that u = pu — el € CI where
1=(1,...,1). Let C(p°) be the tangent cone to I'” with vertex p°. Then OI' NC(u°)
is compact and therefore contained in a ball Bg,(0) for some Ry > 0. Let OI', e
denote the compact subset of OI'” bounded by 0I' N C(1°).

Let R > Ry and A € 0BR(0) N OI'?. The segment 1%, \] goes through JI'; - at a
point A°. Since f(\) = f()\a) = 0, by the concavity of f we obtain

Zfi()‘)((lui Zf, ) >wy > inf w,=6,>0

nedl', e

when R > R, = sup,cor, . Ny- U

Theorem [2.4] can not be used directly in the proofs of (I.8) and (LI3]) in the next
two sections. So we modify it as follows.

Let A be the set of n by n symmetric matrices A = {A4;;} with eigenvalues A\[A] € I'.
Define the function F on A by
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Throughout this paper we shall use the notation

g oF O*F
FI(A) = A), FIH(A A
(4) = Z (), F(A) = 5 (4),
The matrix {F“} has eigenvalues fi,..., f, and is positive definite by assumption

(L3), while (L4) implies that F' is a concave function of A;; [5]. Moreover, when A
is diagonal so is {FY(A)}, and the following identities hold

F9(A)Ai; = fi\,
FZ] kAkj Z .fz)\2

Theorem 2.5. Let A € A, A\(A) € C;. Then for any 0 < ¢ < dist(\(A),C,) there
exist positive constants 04, Ra such that for any B € A with \(B) € 0I'?, when
IAN(B)| = Ra,

(2.3) F9(B)(Ayj — Byj) > 04+ Y _ F'(B
Proof. Suppose first that A(A) € I'. Then, since A(A4) ¢ C,,
(A,B)={tA+(1—-t)B: 0 <t <1}

is completely contained in I'? for any B € A with A\(B) € 0Bg(0) N ' when R is
sufficiently large. Therefore,

Op(A) = inf F(tA 1—-t)B)—o>0
RAV= | oot ore 22 FtA+ (1= 1)B) —o

and Or(A) is increasing in R. By the concavity of F' we have

F(B)(A;j — Bij) > max F(tA+ (1 —t)B) — o > Og(A)

0<t<1

In the general case, let A° = A —¢cl € A so MN(A°) = AN(A) —el. When R is
sufficiently large, for any B € A with A\(B) € 0Br(0) N 0I'? we can find C € (A, B)
such that A(C) is contained in the compact set OI', \(a<). As before,

FY(B)(Aij — €d;; — Bij) > FY(B)(Cy; — Bij) > Or(0).
This completes the proof of Theorem in view of the compactness of OI'; y(4c). [

The following inequality is taken from [26] with minor modifications. We shall need
it in the boundary estimates in Section [l
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Proposition 2.6. Let A= {A;;} € A and set F"/ = F(A). There is co > 0 and an
index v such that

l<n i#£r

Proof. Let B = {b;;} be an orthogonal matrix that simultaneously diagonalizes { F*/}
and {A;;}:
Fbybej = fi0m, Aijbiibej = MO
Then
(2.5) S O FIA A=) fiNb
l<n l<n
Suppose for some i, say i =1 and 0 < 6§ < 1 to be determined that

> b < 62

l<n

Then
by =1-> by >1-6>>0

l<n
Expanding det B by cofactors along the first column gives

l1=detB = bllCll + ...+ b(n_l)lcln—l + bnl det D S 019 + |bn1 det D|,

where C' are the cofactors and D is the n — 1 by n — 1 matrix

biz ... bm-1)
(2.6) D=1|: -~ :
bln cee b(n—l)n
Therefore,
1— 019
| det D| > o] >1—c0.
nl

Now expanding det D by cofactors along row ¢ > 2 gives

1
|det D| < C2<Zbl2i>2
<n
by Schwarz inequality. Hence

(27) Zbi > (1 —02019)2'

I<n
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. 1 .
Choosing 0 < 5, [2.7) and (2.5) imply

Z F9A3A1 > ¢ Z fidi.

I<n i#1
This proves (2.4)). O
Lemma 2.7. Suppose f satisfies (1.3), (1.4) and (LI0). Then
1
2.8 A2 > = A if A < 0.
(238) ;fz_anZZf <

Proof. Suppose A; > -+ > )\, and A, < 0. By the concavity condition (I4]) we have
fn > fi >0 for all 7 and in particular f,A\? > f,\2. By (LI0),

D Fidi = = fadn = fol Al
By Schwarz inequality,

22 <SRN A< (-1 Y N

Therefore,
1 1 1
2 2 2 2 _ )2
SN2 N 2 DS N = S AN
completing the proof. O

Corollary 2.8. Suppose f satisfies (1.3)-(1.4). Then for any index r
(2.9) S filAd geriA?JrC(H%Zfi).
Proof. By the concavity of f, '
F) = FO) <> fi(1=N).
Therefore, if A\, > 0 then
Fa < FO) = F D fi+ D fildl <€) fid +§Zfi +C.

<0 Ai<0
Suppose A, < 0. By Lemma 2.7 we have
€ n C
DOANIS D N Y fi<ed N+ e
i#r
This proves (2.9). O
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3. GLOBAL BOUNDS FOR THE SECOND DERIVATIVES

The goal of this section is to prove (L.§) under the hypotheses (L3), (L4)), (L6
and (L7). We start with a brief explanation of our notation and basic formulas
needed. Throughout the paper V denotes the Levi-Civita connection of (M", g).
The curvature tensor is defined by

R(X, Y)Z =—-VxVyZ+VyVxZ+ V[Xy]Z.

Let eq,...,e, be local frames on M™ and denote g;; = g(ei,e;), {¢“} = {95}

and V; = V., Vi; = V;V; — Vy,.,, etc. Define R, R;'-kl and Ffj respectively by

7 m k
Riji = (R(ex, e1)ej, ei), Ry = g"" Rmjr, Vie; = Tjjex.

For a differentiable function v defined on M", we identify Vv with the gradient of
v, and V?v denotes the Hessian of v which is given by Vv = V;(V,v) — Ffjvkv.
Recall that Vv = Vv and

(3.1) Vijkv — Vv = Ry Vi,
(32) vijkﬂ) — vikjﬂ) = R?;kvzm’(] —+ VZRZLkva,
(33) Vijkﬂj — Vjikﬂ) = R%lev -+ RZ;Vkmv

From (B.2) and (B3] we obtain
Vijkiv — Vo = R Vigv + ViR Vv + R Vi
+ R;-’}kvlmv + R;’}lvkmv + VkR;’}lev.
Let v € C*(M) be an admissible solution of equation (ILI). Under orthonormal

(3.4)

local frames ey, ..., e,, equation (1)) is expressed in the form

(3.5) F(Uyj) == f(A[Uy]) = ¢

where U;; = V,ju+ x;;. For simplicity, we shall still write equation (LII) in the form
B3) even if ey,...,e, are not necessarily orthonormal, although more precisely it
should be

FOMU) =
where {7¥} is the square root of {g”}: y*~* = ¢¥; as long as we use covariant
derivatives whenever we differentiate the equation it will make no difference.
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We now begin the proof of (L.g]). Let

W = ma ma Veeu + ,€))e
:BEZ\%{SETxM"}vTﬂ:l( et X(6:0))

where 7 is a function to be determined. Suppose W > 0 and is achieved at an interior
point xy € M for some unit vector { € T, ,M"™. Choose smooth orthonormal local
frames ey, ..., e, about zy such that e;(x¢) = £ and {U;;(zo)} is diagonal. We may
also assume that V;e; = 0 and therefore Ffj =0at xo for all 1 <4, 75,k < n. At the
point zo where the function logU;; + 1 (defined near zy) attains its maximum, we

have fori =1,...,n,
V.U
(3.6) L V=0,
Ull
viiUll ViU’ll 2
3.7 - Vin < 0.
(3.7 i () v

Here we wish to add some explanations which might be helpful to the reader. First

we note that Uy;(zg) = 0 for j > 2 so {U;j(x0)} can be diagonalized. To see this let

e? = ey cosl + e;sinf. Then

Upseo (o) = Uy cos? 6 + 2U4;sinf cosf + Uj; sin? 0

has a maximum at # = 0. Therefore,

d
@Ueeee(l’o) o 0.
This gives Uy;(zg) = 0.
Next, at o we have
(3.8) V:(Uy) = VUi,
that is 62'(U11) = VZ'UU = vgu(el, €1, ei) + VX(el, €1, 62'), and
(3.9) Vij(U1) = VUi

One can see (3.8) immediately if we assume Ffj =0atxyforalll <e,5,k <n. In
general, we have

Vi(Ui1) = V;Uyy + 205 Uy = V,Uny + 2T} Uny
as Uik (xg) = 0. On the other hand, since ey, . ..e, are orthonormal,

9(Vies e;) + gle;, Viej) =0
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and
g(Vie1,Vjer) + g(e1,ViVjer) = 0.
Thus
(3.10) i +Th =0
and

THTE + Vi(Th) + 5D = 0.
This gives I'j; = 0 and V;(T'};) = 0. So we have (B.8).
For (3.9]) we calculate directly,
Vi (Unn) = Vi(V;(Un)) = T5Vi(Un)
=V,(V,;Uny + 2T, U,) — T VU
= VUi + TEV U + 205 VU + 2V4(T5) Uy
+ 208, VU + 205 T Uy + 205 T Uy — T ViU
= VUi + 2T VU, + 205 VUyy, + 205 T Upe — 275 T8 Uy
by BI0) and V;(T'},) = 0. Therefore we have [B9) if T'}; = 0 at .
We now continue our proof of (L8). Differentiating equation (3.5]) twice, we obtain

at x,
(3.11) FiVyU;; = Vith, for all k,
(3.12) F'NyUy + Y FIMY UGV Uy = Vit

Here and throughout rest of the paper, F¥ = F({U,;}). By B.4),
FiV Uy > FV Ui + 2F" Rypi(Viou — Vi) — CZ P
> F'VUy — C(1+Un) Y | F™.

Here we note that C' depends on the gradient bound |Vu|co(yy). From (B.7), (8.12)
and (B.I3) we derive

(3.14) UnF'Vin <E— Vi + C(1L+Up) Y F"

(3.13)

where

E= sz’klleijlekl -+ U—F”(viUH)z-
11

To estimate E we follow the idea of Urbas [52]. Let 0 < s < 1 (to be chosen) and
J = {Z U, < —SUll}, K= {Z >1:U; > —SUll}.
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It was shown by Andrews [I] and Gerhardt [13] (see also [52]) that

Fi _ i
Fz] klv UZJV Ukl > Z fU(VIUZJ)2
it j] X
Therefore,
y Fi— pi
—Fkalleijlekl >2 Z m(lell)2
Fu Fll
>QZ Uy — VlUil)z
(3.15) 2
> FZZ . Fll f 2
~ U +9)Un Z.EZK( J(Vilia)
2(1—s) ii 11 2
_A\- 2y Fé _ | . _ .
Z 190, ;( (Viln)” = C/s
We now fix s < 1/3 and hence
2(1—s) 51
1+s —

From (B.I8) and (3.6)) it follows that
1 . C Crt
E SU—ZF“(viUll)2 ZF“ > (Viln)?

(3 16) 11 e Ull cK Ull i¢J
it % 11 2
<Un Y Fi(Vm)? + Z F' + CUWF™ Y (Vin)®.
ed i¢J
Let

= o(IVul’) + alu —u)

where ¢ is a positive function, ¢’ > 0, and «a is a positive constant. We calculate

VZT] = 2¢’Vkuvlku + CLVZ‘(Q — U)
= 2¢'(Umvzu — xlkvku) + aVi(g — u),

Therefore,

(3.17) D FUH (Vi) <8(¢) ) FU(ViuViu)® + Ca® Y F*,

ieJ ieJ ieJ

(3.18) D (Vin)* < C(¢)°U} + C(¢)° + Ca?

i¢J

15
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and by B.1I),
+aF Vilu - u) - Cg/(1+ 3 F).

Let ¢(t) = b(1 + t)?; we may assume ¢ — 4(¢')> = 2b(1 — 8¢) > 0 in any fixed
interval [0, C}] by requiring b > 0 sufficiently small. Combining (3.14), (B.16]), (3.17),
(BI8) and (3:19), we obtain

¢ FU2 4 aF"Vi(u —u <C’a22F“ +C((¢")?U7, + A FH
(3.20) <’

- VUllllw +o(1 +ZF>

Suppose Uyq(zo) > R sufficiently large and apply Theorem 2Z5lto A = {V;;u+ xi;}
and B = {U,;} at zyo. We see that
Plug this into (3:20) and fix a sufficiently large; since |V119| < CUyy if ¢ = ¢(x, u)

we derive

(3.19)

(3.21) ¢ FUL < Ca® Y F' 4 C((¢)°Upy + a®)F'.
ieJ

Note that

(3.22) FUUL > FUUL + Y FUUE > FUU + s°UR Y F™.
ieJ ieJ

Fixing b sufficiently small we obtain from (321 a bound U;; < Ca/+/b. This implies
(L), and (I.9) when M is closed.

4. BOUNDARY ESTIMATES

In this section we establish the boundary estimate (LI3]) under the assumptions
of Theorem [L5. Throughout this section we assume the function ¢ € C*(OM) is
extended to a C* function on M, still denoted .

For a point x¢ on OM, we shall choose smooth orthonormal local frames eq, ..., e,
around zy such that when restricted to OM, e, is normal to OM.

Let p(z) denote the distance from z to zg,

p(x) = dist pn (x, o),
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and Ms = {x € M : p(x) < 0}. Since OM is smooth we may assume the distance
function to OM

d(x) = dist(z,0M)
is smooth in Mj, for fixed &y > 0 sufficiently small (depending only on the curvature

of M and the principal curvatures of M.) Since V;;p*(zg) = 24;;, we may assume p
is smooth in Mj, and

(4.1) {05} < {Vyp®} <3{0y} in M,

The following lemma which crucially depends on Theorem plays key roles in
our boundary estimates.

Lemma 4.1. There exist some uniform positive constants t,d, € sufficiently small and
N sufficiently large such that the function

Nd?
satisfies v >0 on My and
(4.3) Fiiv v < —5(1 +3 F) in M.

Proof. We note that to ensure v > 0 in Ms we may require § < 2t/N after t, N being
fixed. Obviously,

FIV 0 =FV;i(u—u)+ (t — Nd)FV;d — NFYV,dV;d

(4.4) <C i ij ij
<Cy(t+Nd)Y  F'+ FIV(u—u) — NFIV;dV,d.

Fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and R > R4 so that Theorem holds for A =
{Viu+xi;} and B = {U;;} at every point in Mj,. Let A = A[{U;;}] be the eigenvalues
of {U;;}. At a fixed point in M;s we consider two cases: (a) |A| < R; and (b) |A| > R.

In case (a) there are uniform bounds (depending on R)

0<01§{Fij}§01

and therefore F""V,;dV;d > ¢; since |Vd| = 1. We may fix N large enough so that
(#3) holds for any t,e € (0,1], as long as § is sufficiently small.

In case (b) by Theorem 2.5 and (£.4]) we may further require ¢ and § so that (4.3))
holds for some different (smaller) ¢ > 0. O
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We now start the proof of (ILI3]). Consider a point zo € OM. Since u —u = 0 on
OM we have

(4.5) Vas(u —u) = =V (u—u)ll(eqe5), V1<a,<n ondM
where I1 denotes the second fundamental form of M. Therefore,
(4.6) |[Vogul <C, V1<a,<n on OM.

To estimate the mixed tangential-normal and pure normal second derivatives we
note the following formula

Vij(Viu) = Vigeu + Dy Vi + T Vi + Ve, u.
By (B.11)), therefore,
|FIV 5 Vi(u — )| <2FYT3V ju + C(l + Z F”)

(4.7)
§C<1 +Zfi|)‘i| +Zfi)-
Let
(4.8) W= A+ Ayp® — A3 Y |[Va(u— o).
B<n

By (A1) we have

FIV5IVs(u— @) =2F"V(u — ) ViiVis(u — )
(4.9) +2FVV(u— ) V;Vs(u— )

> FUUU 5 — 0(1 S IED f)
For fixed 1 < a < n, by Lemma 4.1l Proposition and Corollary 2.8 we see that
(4.10) FiIV (W £ Va(u—¢) <0, ¥V in M;

and ¥ +V,(u—¢) > 0on dMs when A > Ay > A3 > 1. By the maximum principle
we derive ¥ &+ V,(u — ¢) > 0 in M; and therefore

(411) |vnau($0)| S vnkp(IO) S Ca Va<n.
It remains to derive
(4.12) Vinu(zg) < C.

Following an idea of Trudinger [50] we show that there are uniform constants ¢y, Ry
such that for all R > Ry, (N [{Uap(20)}], R) € I' and

FN{Uap (o)}, R) = (o) + co
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where N[{U,s}] = (A},---,\,_;) denotes the eigenvalues of the (n — 1) x (n — 1)
matrix {U,s} (1 < o, < n —1). Suppose we have found such ¢y and Ry. By
Lemma 1.2 of [5], from estimates (4.0) and (A1) we can find R; > Ry such that if
Unn(x(]) > Rh
c
FOHU(x0)}]) = F(N{Uag (o)}, Unn(wo)) — 50

By equation (ILT]) this gives a desired bound U,,(x¢) < R; for otherwise, we would
have

U (@0)}]) 2 (o) + 5.

For R > 0 and a symmetric (n — 1) matrix {ros} with (N[{ras(zo)}],R) € T,
define

Flragl = f(N[{ras}], R)

and consider

ma = min FlUas(ao) — b(z)

Note that F is concave and m g is increasing in R by ([3)), and that
cp = nl(F[U5) = FIU)) 2 f(FIU,) = f(V[Une) Uyp)) > 0

when R is sufficiently large.
We wish to show mg > 0 for R sufficiently large. Suppose mpg is achieved at a
point o € OM. Choose local orthonormal frames around xy as before and let

Since F is concave, for any symmetric matrix {rqs} with (N[{rqs}], R) € T,

(413) F2 (g — Ung(@0) > Flrag] — FlUns (o))

In particular,

(4.14)  ESPUL3 — b — FPUup(w0) + 1b(x0) > FUng] — 1 —mg >0 on M.
By (£H) we have on 0M,

(4.15) Uap = Ups — Vin(u — 1) 0ap
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where 0,3 = (Vaes, €,); note that 0,5 = II(e,, eg) on OM. It follows that
Vo(u — ) Fy P oas(wo) = Fg (U () — Uns(wo))
> FU 5(w0)] = FUas(x0)]
= F[Qag(xo)] — P(xg) —mp > cr — Mmg.
Consequently, if
V(= w)(w0) Fg " gap(w0) < cr/2
then mgr > cr/2 and we are done.

Suppose now that

~ o C
Valu = 0)(0) i 0asw0) > 5

and let ) = F”0,5. Note that
(4.16) n(xo) > cr/2Vn(u —u)(zo) > 2€10p

for some uniform ¢; > 0 independent of R. We may assume 7 > e;cg on M; by
requiring ¢ small. Define in Mj,

Y — Y(x0)

1 o
d = —Vn(u—(,O)—F;FQB(vaBSO‘i‘XaB_Uaﬁ(xo)) - n

We have ¢(0) =0 and @ > 0 on OM near 0 by ([4.14) since
Vst = Vapp — Vi (u — @)o,s on OM,

while by (4.7),
(4.17)  FiV b < - FIVVu+CY Fi < C<1 SN IYEDS f)

Consider the function ¥ defined in (4.8). Applying Lemma .1 Proposition
and Corollary as before for A; > Ay > A3 > 1 we derive ¥ +@ > 0 on 0M; and
(4.18) FIV, (W +®) <0 in M;.
By the maximum principle, ¥ +@ > 0 in Ms. Thus &,,(x¢) > —V,¥(xg) > —C. This
gives Vu(xg) < C.

So we have an a priori upper bound for all eigenvalues of {U;;(x¢)}. Consequently,
A{Ui;(z0)}] is contained in a compact subset of I' by (L3]), and therefore

mp = F[Uas(0)] — ¥(20) > 0
when R is sufficiently large. This completes the proof of (L.I3)).
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5. FURTHER RESULTS AND REMARKS

5.1. The results of Li [43] and Urbas [52]. In [43] Li treated equation () with
X = g on closed manifolds with nonnegative sectional curvature, and in various other
situations. His basic assumptions used in the second derivative estimates include

(L3), (T4), (L) as well as the following:

(5.1) Ly = /\_&g\ler inf f(\) > —o0,
and
(5.2) |/\\—>+lioni\earv Zfl()‘) =400, Vo > Sél)lrp f.

Li also derived the gradient estimates under the same assumptions.
Urbas [52] was able remove the nonnegative curvature condition in [43], and showed
that assumption (5.2]) could be replaced by

(53> Zfz(k) Z (50_7 YV A\ c arcr’ o > sup f’
or
and
(5 ) |>\\—>+ior%\661“0 Z f( ) ;= +too, Vo> s(})lef

The main assumption in [52] for the gradient estimates is (IL.I5]) which was also used
in earlier papers for gradient estimates [38], [44], [49], [22], [10].
The following lemma clarifies relations between assumptions (5.10), (5.2)) and (L.7).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose f satisfies (L3), (L), (BI) and (B2). Then I') C Cf for
any o > supyp f. Consequently, condition (L) is satisfied if x > 0.

Proof. Let A € I'. By the concavity of f,
> W i) = f(01) = f()
for any 0 > 0. Letting ¢ tend to 0, we obtain by GBj:I),
(5.5) Zf)\ JAi < f(A) =
Let p € I} and assume pq > -+ > p, > 0. Then for A € T
D A= A) = Y ) =D AN Z Y AN+ Le—0 >0
by (5.2) when |)| is sufficiently large. This clearly implies p € C;. O

Concerning condition (5.4)) we have the following observation.
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Proposition 5.2. Theorem [1.3 still holds with assumption (LI12) replaced by (5.4),
and therefore so does Theorem [1.7,

Proof. In the function ¥ defined in (4.8) we replace v by (u — u) and call this new
function ¥. Since u is an admissible subsolution, by the concavity of f there exists
€ > 0 such that

FiIV(u—u) > EZFM -C.
Applying Proposition and Corollary 2.8 by assumption (5.4]) we may choose
Ay > Ay > Az > 1 as before such that

Fivygl < —C(1+ 3 fi(1+22)

for any C' > 0 when |)| is sufficiently large. The rest of the proof is now same as that
of Theorem O

5.2. The gradient estimates. Building upon the estimates in Theorems [[L.T]and
with the aid of Evans-Krylov theorem, one needs to derive a prior C! estimates in
order to establish existence of solutions to equation (LII) either on closed manifolds
or for the Dirichlet problem on manifolds with boundary, using standard analytic
tools such as the continuity methods and degree arguments. It seems an interesting
question whether one can prove gradient estimates under assumption (7). We wish
to come back to the problem in future work. Here we only list some results that were
more or less already known to Li [43] and Urbas [52].

Proposition 5.3. Let u € C3(M) be an admissible solution of equation (1)) where
Y € CY(M). Suppose f satisfies (L3)-(L5). Then
(5.6) max |Vu| < C(1 + max |Vul)

M oM

where C' depends on |u|co(yy), under any of the following additional assumptions: (i)
=T (it') (L1D), ¢ > 0 and that (M, g) has nonnegative sectional curvature; (iii")

(LIO) and ([ILI5) for || sufficiently large.

Proof. Consider case (i): I' = I';. For fixed A > 0 suppose Au+|Vu|? has a maximum
at an interior point xg € M. Then AV,u + 2V, uViu = Viu(Adk + Viu) = 0 at g
for all 1 < i < n. This implies Vu(xy) = 0 when A is sufficiently large. Therefore,

sup |Vul? < A(supu — infu) + sup |Vul?.
M oM M oM
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Case (iii’) was proved by Urbas [52] under the additional assumption (5.3]) which
is implied by (LI0). Indeed, by the concavity of f and (LI0),

AY S 2D A FAL) = () > f(A1) — 0
for any A € I', f(\) = 0. Fixing A sufficiently large gives (5.3).

Case (ii’). Gradient estimates were established by Li [43] on closed manifolds with
nonnegative sectional curvature under the additional assumptions (5.1]) and (5.2)). His
proof can be modified to replace (5.1]) and (5.2) by (I.7). We only outline the proof.

Suppose |Vu|?e? achieves a maximum at an interior point zo € M. Then at x,

2ViuViu
[Vul?
2Fij(VkuVjik + Vikuvjku) + |Vu|2Fij(V,~j¢ — qubvjqb) < 0.
Following [43] we use the nonnegative sectional curvature condition to derive
(5.7) \Vul?F7 (V6 — VipV;¢) < C|Vu| — 1,|Vul?.
Now let ¢ = A(u — u)? and fix A > 0 sufficiently small. By (L7) and Theorem
we derive a bound |Vu(zg)| < C if |A[V?u + x](70)| > R for R sufficiently large.

Suppose [A[V?u + x](xg)| < R. Then by (L3) and (LH), there exists C; > 0

depending on R such that at x,
-1

+Vip =0,

9 ij -1
= <{FY} < .
o= {F7} < Cyg
From (5.1),
% > 2AF9V i (u — u) + 2A(1 — 2A)F9V;(u — u)V;(u — u)
> 2A4(1 - 24)C 1V (w —u)]* — CA.
We derive a bound for |Vu(zy)| again. O

5.3. An example. Consider the function
PN = J[ Qi+-+X), 1<k<n
i <<
defined in the cone
Pr={ANeR": N\, +---+ )\, >0}
Obviously,

sup P, = 0.
Py
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Let f =log Px. Then

af 1
N 2 Nt iy oA,

1o <o <ig;9 71

0*f L Z 1
oNON; N+ X+ Xy + o+ N2

i3< o <ig;i 70,5

Therefore f = log P, satisfies (L3]) and (I4) in P,. Moreover, I'” = {P, > o} is
strictly convex and C = P,. Consequently, Corollary [ holds for f = P,.

In [36] Huisken and Sinestrari studied the mean curvature flow of hypersurfaces

with principal curvatures (K1, ..., k,) € Pa; they call such hypersurfaces two-convez.

There seem interesting cases among the quotients Py/ P, but the situation is more

complicated. We hope to discuss them in future work. Note that P, = o,, P, = 01.
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