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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR AT INFINITY OF SOLUTIONS OF

MONGE-AMPÈRE EQUATIONS IN HALF SPACES

XIAOBIAO JIA, DONGSHENG LI AND ZHISU LI

Abstract. It is proved that any convex viscosity solution of detD2u = 1 outside
a bounded domain of the half space is asymptotic to a quadratic polynomial at
infinity under reasonable assumptions, where the asymptotic rate is the same as
the Poisson kernel of the half space. Consequently, it follows the Liouville type
theorem on Monge-Ampère equation in the half space. Meanwhile, it is estab-
lished the existence theorem for the Dirichlet problem with prescribed asymptotic
behavior at infinity.

1. Introduction

In this paper we investigate the asymptotic behavior at infinity of convex viscosity
solution of the Monge-Ampère equation

(1.1)

{
detD2u = f in R

n
+,

u = p(x) on {xn = 0},

where the space dimension n ≥ 2, p(x) is a quadratic polynomial with D2p > 0 and

(1.2) Ω0 := support(f − 1) ⊂ B+
R0

for some R0 > 0.
The classical Jögens-Calabi-Pogorelov theorem (cf. [12] for n = 2, [7] for n ≤ 5,

[14] for n ≥ 2) states that any classical convex solution of

detD2u = 1 in R
n

is a quadratic polynomial. In [4], L. A. Caffarelli extended above result to viscosity
solutions. The asymptotic behavior at infinity of viscosity solution of detD2u = 1
outside a bounded subset of Rn was obtained by L. A. Caffarelli and Y. Y. Li in
[5], where the main conclusion is that for n ≥ 3, u tends to a quadratic polynomial
at infinity with rate at least |x|2−n; for n = 2, u tends to a quadratic polynomial
plus d log |x| at infinity with rate at least |x|−1 for some constant d. When n = 2,
L. Ferrer, A. Mart́ınez and F. Milán obtained the same result by adopting complex
variable methods (cf. [9, 10]).
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The main purpose of this paper is to extend the result in [5] to the half space.
Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. Let p(x) be a quadratic polynomial satisfying D2p > 0 and f ≥ 0
satisfy (1.2). Assume that u is a convex viscosity solution of (1.1) such that

(1.3) µ|x|2 ≤ u(x) ≤ µ−1|x|2 in R
n
+\B+

R0

for some 0 < µ ≤ 1
2 . Then there exist some symmetric positive definite matrix A

with detA = 1, vector b ∈ R
n and constant c ∈ R such that

(1.4)

∣∣∣∣u(x)−
(
1

2
xTAx+ b · x+ c

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
xn
|x|n in R

n
+\B+

R ,

where x = (x′, xn), and C and R ≥ R0 depend only on n, µ and R0. Moreover,

u ∈ C∞(R
n
+\Ω0) and for any k ≥ 1,

(1.5) |x|n−1+k

∣∣∣∣D
k

(
u(x)− 1

2
xTAx− b · x− c

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C in R
n
+\B+

R ,

where C also depends on k.

Remark 1.2. (i) (1.3) is reasonable. In fact, the convex function

u(x1, x2) =
x21

2(xn + 1)
+

1

2
(x22 + · · ·+ x2n−1) +

1

6
(x3n + 3x2n)

solves

(1.6)





detD2u = 1 in R
n
+,

u =
1

2
|x′|2 on {xn = 0},

but it is not a quadratic polynomial (cf. [13, 16]).
(ii) Since the boundary condition, the asymptotic rate of solutions at infinity in

exterior domains of the half space are faster than in exterior domains of the whole
space, and also, the logarithm terms are ruled out as n = 2. ✷

The following corollary is well known (cf. [13, 16]) and is a simple consequence
of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.3. Let u be a convex viscosity solution of

(1.7)

{
detD2u = 1 in R

n
+,

u = p(x) on {xn = 0}

and satisfy (1.3), where p(x) is a quadratic polynomial satisfying D2p > 0. Then u
is a quadratic polynomial.

The next theorem gives the existence and uniqueness of solutions of (1.1) with
prescribed asymptotic behavior at infinity.
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Theorem 1.4. Let p(x) be a quadratic polynomial satisfying D2p > 0 and f ≥ 0 be
a bounded function satisfying (1.2). Then for any symmetric positive definite matrix
A with detA = 1, vector b ∈ R

n and constant c ∈ R with the compatibility condition

p(x′, 0) =
1

2
(x′, 0)TA(x′, 0) + b · (x′, 0) + c,

there exists a unique convex solution u ∈ C∞(R
n
+\Ω0) of (1.1) satisfying

(1.8) lim
|x|→∞

∣∣∣∣u(x)−
(
1

2
xTAx+ b · x+ c

)∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Moreover, (1.4) and (1.5) hold.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce Pogorelov estimate
in half domain and then give as a corollary the estimate of derivatives of solutions
of Monge-Ampère equations in half spaces. In Section 3, it is obtained asymptotic
behavior at infinity of solutions of linear uniformly elliptic equations in exterior
domains in half spaces that extends the results in D. Gilbarg and J. Serrin [11] to
the half space case. In Section 4, to show Theorem 1.1, the idea in [5] is borrowed
and the results of Section 2 and Section 3 are applied to linearized equation of (1.1).
In Section 5, Corollary 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 are proved.

Throughout this paper, we use the following standard notations.

• For any x ∈ R
n, x = (x1, x2, · · · , xn) = (x′, xn), x

′ ∈ R
n−1.

• R
n
+ = {x ∈ R

n : xn > 0}; Rn
+ = {x ∈ R

n : xn ≥ 0}.
• For any x ∈ R

n and r > 0, Br(x) = {y ∈ R
n : |y − x| < r} and B+

r (0) =
Br(0) ∩ {xn > 0}. Br = Br(0) and B+

r = B+
r (0).

• For any r > 0, Q+
r = {x ∈ R

n : |x′| < r, 0 < xn < r}.

2. Pogorelov estimate in half domain

We start with the definition of viscosity solution.

Definition 2.1. Let Ω be an open subset of Rn, u ∈ C(Ω) be a convex function and
f ∈ C(Ω), f ≥ 0. The convex function u is a viscosity subsolution (supersolution)
of the equation detD2u = f in Ω if whenever convex φ(x) ∈ C2(Ω) and x0 ∈ Ω are
such that (u − φ)(x) ≤ (≥)(u − φ)(x0) for all x in a neighborhood of x0, then we
must have

detD2φ(x0) ≥ (≤)f(x0).

If u is a viscosity subsolution and supersolution, we call it viscosity solution. ✷

The following so called Pogorelov estimate in half domain was obtained by O.
Savin [15, Proposition 6.1, Remark 6.3 and Theorem 6.4], which gives the boundary
pointwise C2,α estimates when the domain is not strictly convex. It is also crucial
to establish our main results.

Theorem 2.2 (Pogorelov estimate in half domain). Let 0 < ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 < 1 be three
constants and Ω be a convex domain such that

B+
ρ1 ⊂ Ω ⊂ B+

ρ−1
1

.
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Assume that u ∈ C(Ω) is a convex viscosity solution of




detD2u = 1 in Ω,

u = p(x) on {xn = 0} ∩ ∂Ω,

ρ2 ≤ u ≤ ρ−1
2 on {xn > 0} ∩ ∂Ω,

where p(x) is a quadratic polynomial satisfying

ρ3|x′|2 ≤ p(x′, 0) ≤ ρ−1
3 |x′|2.

Then there exists c0 > 0 depending only on n, ρ1, ρ2 and ρ3 such that

(2.1) ||u||
C3,1(B

+
c0

)
≤ c−1

0 .

Theorem 2.2 together with interior Pogorelov estimates and the Schauder esti-
mates implies the following corollary, which will be used to obtain the linear part of
the quadratic polynomial in (1.4).

Corollary 2.3. Assume that u ∈ C∞(R
n
+\B+

1 ) satisfies

(2.2)





[In +D2u] > 0, det(In +D2u) = 1 and |u(x)| ≤ β

|x|γ in R
n
+\B+

1 ,

u(x) = 0 on {x : |x′| ≥ 1, xn = 0}
for some constants β > 0 and γ > −2. Then

∣∣∣Dku(x)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

|x|γ+k
in R

n
+\B+

R0

for any k ≥ 1, where R0 ≥ 1 depends only on n, β and γ, and C depends only on
n, β, γ and k.

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.
Case 1. Boundary point. For any x0 ∈ {|x| = R ≥ 3, xn = 0}, let

η(x) = u(x) +
1

2
|x− x0|2, x ∈ R

n
+

and

ηR(y) =

(
4

R

)2

η

(
x0 +

R

4
y

)
, y ∈ B+

2 .

From (2.2), it is easy to see that




[D2ηR(y)] > 0 and detD2ηR(y) = 1 in B+
2 ,

ηR(y) =
1

2
|y|2 on ∂B+

2 ∩ {yn = 0},

1 ≤ ηR(y) ≤ 3 on {xn > 0} ∩ ∂B+
2

for R ≥ R0 as R0 is large enough depending only on β and γ.
By Theorem 2.2, there exists c0 > 0 depending only on n such that

||ηR(y)||C3,1(B
+
c0

)
≤ c−1

0 .

This together with detD2ηR(y) = 1 implies

(2.3) C−1In ≤ [D2ηR(y)] ≤ CIn in y ∈ B
+
c0 ,
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where C depends only on n. Differentiating ln(detD2ηR) = 0 with respect to yk,
we get

aij(y)Dij(ηR)k(y) = 0 in B+
c0 ,

where aij(y) = {[D2ηR]
−1}ij(y). By the Schauder estimates,

||ηR(y)||Ck(B
+
c0/2

)
≤ C

for any k ≥ 1, where C depends only on n and k.
Let

uR(y) = ηR(y)−
1

2
|y|2 =

(
4

R

)2

u

(
x0 +

R

4
y

)
, y ∈ B+

2 .

By ln det(D2uR + In)− ln det In = 0, we deduce
{
ãij(y)DijuR(y) = 0 in B+

c0/2
,

uR(y) = 0 on ∂B+
c0/2

∩ {yn = 0},

where ãij(y) =
∫ 1
0 [sD

2uR(y) + In]
ijds =

∫ 1
0 [sD

2ηR(y) + (1− s)In]
ijds and

||ãij ||Ck(B
+
c0/2

)
≤ C and C−1In ≤ [ãij ] ≤ CIn on B

+
c0/2.

for any k ≥ 1. By the Schauder estimates,

||DkuR(y)||L∞(B
+
c0/4

)
≤ C||uR(y)||L∞(B

+
c0/2

)
≤ CR−γ−2

for any k ≥ 1, where C depends only on n, β, γ and k.
It follows that

(2.4) |Dku(x)| ≤ C

|x|γ+k
in B

+
θR(x0),

for any k ≥ 1, where θ = c0
4 and R0 ≥ 1 depend only on n, β and γ, and C depends

only on n, β, γ and k.
Case 2. Interior point. For any x0 ∈ {|x| = R ≥ R0, xn ≥ θR}, by similar

arguments as Case 1, where we use interior Pogorelov estimates instead of Theorem
2.2 (cf. [5, Lemma 3.5]), we obtain

|Dku(x0)| ≤
C

|x0|γ+k

for any k ≥ 1. �

3. Asymptotic behavior of linear elliptic equation in half space

In this section we study the asymptotic behavior at infinity of solutions of linear
uniformly elliptic equations in non-divergence form outside a bounded domain of
R
n
+, which extends the results in D. Gilbarg and J. Serrin [11] to half spaces and

will be applied to the linearized equation of (1.1) in the proof of Theorem 1.1.
We begin with the following two auxiliary lemmas.
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Lemma 3.1. Let R0 > 0 and aij(x) ∈ C(B
+
4R0

\B+
R0

) such that λI ≤ [aij(x)] ≤ ΛI

in B
+
4R0

\B+
R0

for some 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞. Assume that

(3.1)





aij(x)Diju(x) = 0 in B+
4R0

\B+
R0

,

u(x) ≤ 1 on ∂(B+
4R0

\B+
R0

) ∩ {xn > 0},

u(x) ≤ 1

2
on ∂(B+

4R0
\B+

R0
) ∩ {xn = 0}.

Then

u(x) ≤ 1− ε0 on ∂B2R0 ∩ {xn ≥ 0}
for some ε0 > 0 depending only on n, λ and Λ.

Proof. Without loss of generality, it is assumed that R0 = 1.
By the third inequality in (3.1) and the Hölder continuity up to the boundary of

u, there exists constant 0 < δ ≤ 1 depending only on n, λ and Λ such that

(3.2) u(x) ≤ 2

3
on ∂B2 ∩ {0 ≤ xn ≤ δ}.

Applying Harnack inequality to 1 − u, there exists a positive constant C ≥ 1 de-
pending only on n, λ and Λ such that

C inf
∂B2∩{xn≥δ}

(1− u) ≥ sup
∂B2∩{xn≥δ}

(1− u) ≥ sup
∂B2∩{xn=δ}

(1− u) ≥ 1

3
.

It implies that

(3.3) u(x) ≤ 1− 1

3C
on ∂B2 ∩ {xn ≥ δ}.

This lemma follows immediately from (3.2) and (3.3) by taking ε0 = 1
3C . �

Lemma 3.2. Let R0 > 0 and aij(x) ∈ C(R
n
+\B+

R0
) such that λI ≤ [aij(x)] ≤ ΛI in

R
n
+\B+

R0
for some 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞. Assume that




aij(x)Diju(x) = 0 in R
n
+\B+

R0
,

|u(x)| ≤ 1 on (∂BR0 ∩ {xn > 0}) ∪ {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0},
u(x′, 0) → 0 as |x′| → ∞,

|Du(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞.

Then |u| ≤ 1 in R
n
+\B+

R0
.

Proof. For any ε > 0, since |Du| → 0 as |x| → ∞, there exists Rε ≥ R0 such that

(3.4) |Du| ≤ ε in R
n
+\Q+

Rε
,

where Q+
Rε

= {(x′, xn) : |x′| < Rε, 0 < xn < Rε}.
Since |u| ≤ 1 on {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0}, we have, by (3.4),

|u(x)| ≤ 1 + 2εxn on ∂Q+
Rε

∩ {xn > 0}.
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In view of |u| ≤ 1 on (∂BR0 ∩ {xn > 0}) ∪ {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0}, we deduce by the
comparison principle that

|u(x)| ≤ 1 + 2εxn in Q
+
Rε
\B+

R0
.

Fix any x ∈ R
n
+\B+

R0
and we derive the conclusion by letting ε → 0. �

The following two theorems are our main results of this section and will be used
in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.3. Let R0 > 0 and aij(x) ∈ C(R
n
+\B+

R0
) such that λI ≤ [aij(x)] ≤ ΛI

in R
n
+\B+

R0
for some 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞. Assume that





aij(x)Diju(x) = 0 in R
n
+\B+

R0
,

|u| ≤ 1 on (∂BR0 ∩ {xn > 0}) ∪ {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0},
u(x′, 0) → β as |x′| → ∞,

|Du(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞

for some real number β. Then u(x) → β as |x| → ∞.

Proof. Suppose that β = 0. Otherwise, we consider

(u(x)− β)/(1 + |β|).

By Lemma 3.2, we have |u(x)| ≤ 1 in R
n
+\B+

R0
. Then u has finite superior limit

u and inferior limit u at infinity. By u(x′, 0) → 0 as |x′| → ∞, we get u ≥ 0 ≥ u.
Now we argue by contradiction. If this theorem is not true, then u > 0 or u < 0.

We may assume u > 0. Otherwise, we consider −u.
Let ε0 be given by Lemma 3.1. By the definition of u, there exists large R1 ≥ R0

such that for all R ≥ R1,

u(x) ≤ (1 +
ε0
2
)u in R

n
+\B+

R

and (by u(x′, 0) → β = 0 as |x′| → ∞,)

u(x′, 0) ≤ 1

2
(1 +

ε0
2
)u on {xn = 0, |x′| > R}.

Applying Lemma 3.1 to u(x)
(1+ε0/2)u

in B+
4R\B

+
R, we get

u(x) ≤ (1− ε0)(1 +
ε0
2
)u ≤ (1− ε0

2
)u on ∂B2R ∩ {xn ≥ 0}.

However, by the arbitrariness of R ≥ R1,

u(x) ≤ (1− ε0
2
)u in R

n
+\B+

2R1
,

which contradicts the definition of u. �

Theorem 3.4. Let R0 > 0 and aij(x) ∈ C(R
n
+\B+

R0
) such that λI ≤ [aij(x)] ≤ ΛI

and |aij(x)− δij | ≤ |x|−s in R
n
+\B+

R0
for some s > 0 and 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞. Assume
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that 



aij(x)Diju(x) = 0 in R
n
+\B+

R0
,

u(x) = 0 on {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0},
|u| ≤ 1 on ∂BR0 ∩ {xn > 0},
|Du(x)| ≤ 1 in R

n
+\B+

R0
,

|Du(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞.

Then we have

(3.5) |u(x)| ≤ C
xn
|x|n in R

n
+\B+

R ,

where C and R ≥ R0 depend only on n, s and R0.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3,

u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞.

Fix 0 < δ < min{1, s
n−1} and let

w(x) =
xn
|x|n −

(
xn
|x|n

)1+δ

.

Then for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

Diw =

(
1− (1 + δ)

(
xn
|x|n

)δ
)(

δin
|x|n − nxnxi

|x|n+2

)

and

Dijw =

(
1− (1 + δ)

(
xn
|x|n

)δ
)(

−n(δinxj + δjnxi + δijxn)

|x|n+2
+

n(n+ 2)xnxixj
|x|n+4

)

+

(
−δ(1 + δ)

(
xn
|x|n

)δ−1
)(

δin
|x|n − nxnxi

|x|n+2

)(
δjn
|x|n − nxnxj

|x|n+2

)
.

Consequently

∆w =− δ(1 + δ)

(
xn
|x|n

)δ−1( 1

|x|2n +
(n2 − 2n)x2n

|x|2n+2

)

≤− δ(1 + δ)
1

|x|2n
(

xn
|x|n

)δ−1
(3.6)

and there exists C depending only on n and δ such that for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

|Dijw| ≤ C

(
1

|x|n+1
+

1

|x|n+1

(
xn
|x|n

)δ

+
1

|x|2n
(

xn
|x|n

)δ−1
)

≤ C

(
1

|x|n+1
+

1

|x|2n
(

xn
|x|n

)δ−1
)
.

(3.7)
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By (3.6), (3.7) and |aij(x) − δij| ≤ |x|−s, there exists C depending only on n, δ
and s such that

aij(x)Dijw(x) = δijDijw(x) + (aij(x)− δij)Dijw(x)

≤ −δ(1 + δ)
1

|x|2n
(

xn
|x|n

)δ−1

+ C|x|−s

(
1

|x|n+1
+

1

|x|2n
(

xn
|x|n

)δ−1
)

≤
(
−δ(1 + δ) + C|x|−s

)
|x|−2n

(
xn
|x|n

)δ−1

+C|x|−s−n−1.

It follows that there exists R1 ≥ 2R0 large enough (depending only on n, δ, s and
R0) such that

(3.8) aij(x)Dijw(x) ≤ 0 in R
n
+\B

+
R1

,

where 0 < δ < min{1, s
n−1} and

(
xn
|x|n

)δ−1
≥ |x|−(n−1)(δ−1) are used.

From |Du(x)| ≤ 1 in R
n
+\B+

R0
and u(x) = 0 on {xn = 0, |x| ≥ R0}, we deduce

|u(x)| ≤ 3xn on ∂BR1 ∩ {xn ≥ 0}.
On the other hand, on ∂BR1 ∩ {xn ≥ 0},

w(x) =
xn
|x|n

(
1−

(
xn
|x|n

)δ
)

≥ xn
|x|n

(
1−

(
1

|x|n−1

)δ
)

=
xn
Rn

1

(
1−R

(1−n)δ
1

)
≥ C−1|u(x)|,

(3.9)

where C =
3Rn

1

1−R
(1−n)δ
1

.

For any ǫ > 0, by u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, there exists Rǫ > R such that

|u(x)| ≤ ǫ, x ∈ ∂BRǫ ∩ {xn ≥ 0}.
Combine it with (3.9) and (3.8) and by the comparison principle, we have

|u(x)| ≤ Cw(x) + ǫ in B
+
Rǫ
\B+

R .

Let ǫ → 0 and we conclude (3.5). �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1, which is equivalent to the following:

Theorem 4.1. Assume that f ≥ 0 satisfying

(4.1) Ω0 = support(f − 1) ⊂ B+
1

and u is a convex viscosity solution of

(4.2)





detD2u = f in R
n
+,

u =
1

2
|x|2 on {xn = 0}
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satisfying

(4.3) µ|x|2 ≤ u ≤ µ−1|x|2 in R
n
+\B+

1

for some 0 < µ ≤ 1
2 . Then there exist some symmetric positive definite matrix A

with detA = 1 and constant bn ∈ R such that

(4.4)

∣∣∣∣u(x)−
(
1

2
xTAx+ bnxn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
xn
|x|n in R

n
+\B+

R ,

where C and R depend only on n and µ. Moreover, u ∈ C∞(R
n
+\Ω0) and

(4.5) |x|n−1+k

∣∣∣∣D
k

(
u(x)− 1

2
xTAx− bnxn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C in R
n
+\B+

R ,

where C also depends on k.

Remark 4.2. Theorem 1.1 follows easily from Theorem 4.1. Indeed, after subtracting
an affine function, we may assume that in (1.1), p(x) is homogeneous of degree 2,
that is, p(x) = 1

2x
TPx for some n × n symmetric positive definite matrix P =[

P̃ ν
νT a

]
, where P̃ ∈ R

(n−1)×(n−1), ν ∈ R
n−1 and a ∈ R. Let Q̃ ∈ R

(n−1)×(n−1)

such that Q̃T P̃ Q̃ = In−1 and Q =

[
Q̃ 0
0 1

det Q̃

]
. It is easy to see that detQ = 1 and

p(Qx)
∣∣∣
xn=0

= 1
2 |x′|2. Then we can deduce Theorem 1.1 by Theorem 4.1. ✷

We first show the smoothness of u.

Lemma 4.3. Let u be given by Theorem 4.1. Then u ∈ C∞(R
n
+\Ω0).

Proof. For any x0 ∈ {xn = 0}\Ω0, let d = dist(x0,Ω0) and

ũ(x) = u(x)− u(x0)− x0 · (x− x0) + Cxn,

where C is large such that ũ is positive on ∂Bd(x0) ∩ {xn ≥ 0}. By Theorem 2.2

and the Schauder estimates, we get u ∈ C∞(B
+
c (x0)) for some positive c < d.

For any x0 ∈ {xn > 0}\Ω0, let d̃ = dist(x0, ∂(R
n
+\Ω0)) and lx0(x) be a support

plane of u at x0. Then α := min
∂B

d̃/2
(x0)

(u− lx0)(x) > 0. Indeed, if α = 0, then by [3,

Theorem 1], there exists an endless line L ⊂ {u− lx0 = 0} and this contradicts (4.3).
Therefore {x : u < lx0 +α} ⊂ B

d̃/2
(x0) and then we get u ∈ C∞ in {x : u < lx0 +α}

by [5, 8]. �

In the following, the remaining part of the proof of Theorem 4.1 includes two
stages: nonlinear approach and linear approach. In the nonlinear approach, we
follow the idea of [5] and show that there exist some matrix T and constant ǫ > 0
such that |u(Tx) − 1

2 |x|2| = O(|x|2−ǫ) at infinity by approximating u with a good
function ξ which can be estimated by Pogorelov estimate in half domain. In the
linear approach, we obtain some linear function l(x) such that |u(Tx)− 1

2 |x|2−l(x)| =
O
(

xn
|x|n

)
at infinity by linearizing the equation and using the results we established

in Section 2 and Section 3.
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4.1. Nonlinear approach. Denote the cross section by

SM (u) = {x ∈ R
n
+ : u(x) < M}.

By (4.3), for any M ≥ µ−1,

M1/2µ1/2B
+
1 ⊂ SM (u) ⊂ M1/2µ−1/2B

+
1 .

Let

û(x) =
1

M
u(M1/2x), x ∈ O :=

1

M1/2
SM(u).

Then
µ1/2B

+
1 ⊂ O ⊂ µ−1/2B

+
1

and 



detD2û = f(M1/2x) in O,

û =
1

2
|x|2 on ∂O ∩ {xn = 0},

û = 1 on ∂O ∩ {xn > 0}.
Now we consider the following Dirichlet problem





detD2ξ = 1 in O,

ξ =
1

2
|x|2 on ∂O ∩ {xn = 0},

ξ = 1 on ∂O ∩ {xn > 0}.
We refer to [1, 2, 8] for the existence of ξ. Observe the boundary value of ξ can be
extended to a convex function on O by defining

sup
{
l(x) : l is an affine function and l ≤ ξ|∂O on ∂O

}
, ∀x ∈ O.

For any M ≥ µ−1, applying Theorem 2.2 to ξ in O, there exists c0 > 0 depending
only on n and µ such that

(4.6) |Dξ(x)| ≤ c−1
0 , c0I ≤ [D2ξ(x)] ≤ c−1

0 I and |D3ξ(x)| ≤ c−1
0 in B

+
c0 .

Lemma 4.4. For any M ≥ max{µ−1, c−2
0 },

|û− ξ| ≤ CM−1/2 in O\B+
M−1/2 ,

where C depends only on n and µ.

Proof. By (4.3), we see that

µM−1 ≤ û ≤ µ−1M−1 on ∂B+
M−1/2 ∩ {xn > 0}.

In view of (4.6),

|ξ(x)| ≤ c−1
0 M−1/2 in B

+
M−1/2

for any M ≥ max{µ−1, c−2
0 }. Therefore

|û− ξ| ≤ CM−1/2 on ∂B+
M−1/2 ∩ {xn > 0},

where C is a constant depending only on n and µ.
Observe f ≡ 1 in O\B+

M−1/2 . Then the comparison principle follows this lemma.
�
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Lemma 4.5. For any M ≥ max{µ−2, c−2
0 },

(4.7) |Dξ(0)| ≤ CM−1/4,

where C depends only on n and µ.

Proof. Since ξ = 1
2 |x|2 on {xn = 0}, it suffices to show |Dnξ(0)| ≤ CM−1/4.

For any x̃ = (0, x̃n) ∈ B
+
c0 , by (4.6), there exists θ ∈ [0, 1] such that

ξ(0, x̃n) = ξ(0) +Dnξ(0) · x̃n +
1

2
Dnnξ(θx̃)x̃

2
n,

which gives

|Dnξ(0)| ≤
|ξ(0, x̃n)|+ 1

2Dnnξ(θx̃)x̃
2
n

x̃n
≤ |ξ(0, x̃n)|+ Cx̃2n

x̃n

for some constant C depending only on n and µ.
Choose x̃n such that û(0, x̃n) = M−1/2. Then, by (4.3),

M−1/4µ1/2 ≤ x̃n ≤ M−1/4µ−1/2

for any M ≥ max{µ−2, c−2
0 }. Since, by Lemma 4.4,

|ξ(0, x̃n)| ≤ |û(0, x̃n)|+ CM−1/2 ≤ CM−1/2

for some constant C depending only on n and µ, we see (4.7) clearly. �

Let

(4.8) EM =
{
x ∈ R

n
+ : xTD2ξ(0)x ≤ 1

}
.

Lemma 4.6. Let τ = 1
10 . There exist k0 and C̃, depending only on n and µ, such

that for all k ≥ k0, M = 2(1+τ)k and M ′ ∈ [2k−1, 2k],

(4.9)

(
2M ′

M
− C̃2−

3
2
τk

)1/2

EM ⊂ SM ′(u)

M1/2
⊂
(
2M ′

M
+ C̃2−

3
2
τk

)1/2

EM .

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and

SM ′(u)

M1/2
=

{
û <

M ′

M

}
,

we have {
ξ <

M ′

M
− C

M1/2

}
⊂ SM ′(u)

M1/2
⊂
{
ξ <

M ′

M
+

C

M1/2

}
,

where B+
M−1/2 ⊂

{
û < M ′

M

}
and B+

M−1/2 ⊂
{
ξ < M ′

M − C
M1/2

}
are used.

For any x ∈ B
+
c0 , by (4.6),
∣∣∣∣ξ(x)− ξ(0)−Dξ(0) · x− 1

2
xTD2ξ(0)x

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c−1
0 |x|3.
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From ξ(0) = 0 and Lemma 4.5, it follows that

1

2
xTD2ξ(0)x− CM−1/4|x| − c−1

0 |x|3

≤ ξ(x) ≤ 1

2
xTD2ξ(0)x+ CM−1/4|x|+ c−1

0 |x|3.

Since, by (4.6), c0I ≤ [D2ξ(0)] ≤ c−1
0 , we have x ∈

{
ξ < M ′

M − C
M1/2

}
implies

|x| ≤ C
(
M ′

M

)1/2
for some constant C depending only on n and µ. Therefore there

exist k0 and C̃, depending only on n and µ, such that for all k ≥ k0,{
x ∈ R

n
+ : xTD2ξ(0)x ≤ 2M ′

M
− C̃2−

3
2
τk

}
⊂
{
ξ <

M ′

M
− C

M1/2

}

and {
ξ <

M ′

M
+

C

M1/2

}
⊂
{
x ∈ R

n
+ : xTD2ξ(0)x ≤ 2M ′

M
+ C̃2−

3
2
τk

}
.

This gives (4.9). �

Lemma 4.7. Let k0 and τ be given by Lemma 4.6. Then there exists a real invertible
bounded upper-triangular matrix T with detT = 1 such that |T | ≤ C and

(4.10)
(
1− CM ′− 1

2
τ
)√

2M ′B
+
1 ⊂ TSM ′(u) ⊂

(
1 + CM ′− 1

2
τ
)√

2M ′B
+
1

for all M ′ ≥ 2k0, where C depends only on n and µ.

Proof. For k ≥ k0, let M = 2(1+τ)k and M ′ ∈ [2k−1, 2k].
By LU decomposition for symmetric positive definite matrices, there exists a

unique upper-triangular matrix Tk with real positive diagonal entries such that
[D2ξ(0)] = T T

k Tk. Obviously, detTk = 1 and |Tk| ≤ C for some constant C depend-
ing only on n and µ. Recall (4.8) and then

EM = T−1
k B

+
1 .

From (4.9), it follows that
(
2M ′

M
− C2−

3
2
τk

)1/2

T−1
k B

+
1 ⊂ SM ′(u)

M1/2
⊂
(
2M ′

M
+ C2−

3
2
τk

)1/2

T−1
k B

+
1

or

(4.11)
(
1− C2−

1
2
τk
)√

2M ′B
+
1 ⊂ TkSM ′(u) ⊂

(
1 + C2−

1
2
τk
)√

2M ′B
+
1 .

Particularly,
(
1− C2−

1
2
τk
)√

2kB
+
1 ⊂ TkS2k−1(u) ⊂

(
1 + C2−

1
2
τk
)√

2kB
+
1

and (
1− C2−

1
2
τ(k−1)

)√
2kB

+
1 ⊂ Tk−1S2k−1(u) ⊂

(
1 + C2−

1
2
τ(k−1)

)√
2kB

+
1 .

Therefore (
1− C2−

1
2
τk
)
B

+
1 ⊂ TkT

−1
k−1B

+
1 ⊂

(
1 + C2−

1
2
τk
)
B

+
1 .
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for some constant C depending only on n and µ. By reflection,
(
1− C2−

1
2
τk
)
B1 ⊂ TkT

−1
k−1B1 ⊂

(
1 + C2−

1
2
τk
)
B1.

It is clear that TkT
−1
k−1 is upper-triangular. Then by Lemma A.5 in [5],

||TkT
−1
k−1 − I|| ≤ C2−

1
2
τk

and then (since Tk is uniformly bounded,)

||Tk − Tk−1|| ≤ C2−
1
2
τk,

whereC depends only on n and µ. Therefore there exists a unique bounded invertible
upper-triangular matrix T with detT = 1 such that

||Tk − T || ≤ C2−
1
2
τk

Combining it with (4.11) and (4.3), we obtain (4.10). �

Lemma 4.8. Let v(x) = u(y) and y = T−1x for x ∈ R
n
+ and then v solves

(4.12)





detD2v = 1 in R
n
+\TΩ0,

v(x) =
1

2
|x|2 on {xn = 0}

and for some C depending only on n and µ,

(4.13)

∣∣∣∣v(x)−
1

2
|x|2
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x|2−τ in R

n
+ ∩ {|x| ≥ 2k0},

where τ = 1
10 , k0 and T are given by Lemma 4.7.

Proof. (4.10) implies that
(
1− CM− 1

2
τ
)√

2MB
+
1 ⊂ SM (v) ⊂

(
1 + CM− 1

2
τ
)√

2MB
+
1

and then (4.13) holds.
By detD2u(y) = 1 in R

n
+\Ω0 and detT = 1, we have

detD2v(x) = 1 in R
n
+\TΩ0.

Since u(y) = 1
2 |y|2 on {yn = 0} and T is upper-triangular, we deduce

v(x) =
1

2
|T−1x|2 on {xn = 0}.

By (4.13), ∣∣∣∣
1

2
|T−1Mx|2 − 1

2
|Mx|2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|Mx|2−τ on {xn = 0}.

Let M → ∞ and we conclude that

|T−1x|2 = |x|2 on {xn = 0}.
Therefore v(x′, 0) = 1

2 |x′|2. �
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4.2. Linear approach. In this subsection we prove the following lemma that com-
pletes the proof of Theorem 1.1, where the results established in Section 2 and
Section 3 will be used essentially.

Lemma 4.9. Let v be given by Lemma 4.8. Then there exists some constant bn
such that

(4.14)

∣∣∣∣v(x)−
1

2
|x|2 − bnxn

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
xn
|x|n in R

n
+\B+

R ,

where C and R depend only on n and µ. Furthermore, for any k ≥ 1,

(4.15) |x|n−1−k

∣∣∣∣D
k

(
v(x)− 1

2
|x|2 − bnxn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C in R
n
+\B+

R ,

where C also depends on k.

Proof. Since T is bounded, there exists R1 > 0 depending only on n and µ such

that TΩ0 ⊂ B
+
R1

. Let V (x) = v(x)− 1
2 |x|2. By (4.13) and Corollary 2.3,

(4.16) |DV (x)| ≤ C|x|1−τ and |D2V (x)| ≤ C|x|−τ in R
n
+\B+

R1
,

where τ = 1
10 and C depends only on n and µ.

Differentiating ln det(In +D2V ) = 0 with respect to xk, k = 1, · · · , n, we get

aij(x)DijVk(x) = 0 in R
n
+\B+

R1
,

where aij(x) = [D2V + In]
ij(x) and Vk = DkV.

In view of (4.16), we obtain that

|aij(x)− δij | ≤ C|x|−τ in R
n
+\B+

R1

for some constant C depending only on n and µ and for k = 1, · · · , n,
|DVk(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞.

Observe V (x′, 0) = 0 and then Vk(x
′, 0) = 0 for k = 1, · · · , n − 1 and |x′| > R1.

By Theorem 3.4, we have for any k = 1, · · · , n− 1,

|Vk(x)| ≤ C
xn
|x|n in R

n
+\B+

R1
,

where C depends only on n and µ. It follows that for any k = 1, · · · , n− 1,

|Vkn(x
′, 0)| ≤ C

|x′|n , |x′| ≥ R1.

Since n ≥ 2, there exists some bn such that

Vn(x
′, 0) → bn as |x′| → ∞.

By Theorem 3.3, we obtain that

(4.17) Vn(x) → bn as |x| → ∞.

From ln det(In +D2V ) = ln det In = 0, we deduce
{
ãij(x)Dij(V − bnxn) = 0 in R

n
+\B+

R1
,

V − bnxn = 0 on {xn = 0},
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where ãij(x) =
∫ 1
0 [sD

2V + In]
ij(x)ds and in view of (4.16),

|ãij(x)− δij | ≤ C|x|−τ in R
n
+\B+

R1

for some constant C depending only on n and µ. Since, by (4.17),

|D(V (x)− bnxn)| → 0 as |x| → ∞,

we have, by Theorem 3.4, there exist R ≥ R1 and C depending only on n and µ
such that (4.14) holds. And then applying Corollary 2.3 with w = V − bnxn and
γ = n− 1, we have (4.15). �

Finally, Theorem 4.1 follows from Lemma 4.9 immediately.

5. Proofs of Corollary 1.3 and Theorem 1.4

Proof of Corollary 1.3. By Theorem 1.1, there exist some symmetric positive
definite matrix A with detA = 1, vector b ∈ R

n and constant c ∈ R such that

E(x) := u(x)− 1

2
xTAx− b · x− c → 0 as |x| → ∞.

and E = 0 on {xn = 0}. Furthermore, from detD2u− detA = detD2u− 1 = 0 and
[D2u] = [A+D2E], it can be deduced that

aijDijE = 0 in R
n
+,

where aij(x) =
∫ 1
0 [sD

2u+ (1− s)A]ij(x)ds.

By the maximum principle, we get E(x) ≡ 0, i.e., u(x) = 1
2x

TAx+ b · x+ c. ✷

Before proving Theorem 1.4, we define

u±(x
′, xn) =

1

2
|x′|2 +

∫ xn

0

∫ t

0
f±(s)dsdt, (x′, xn) ∈ R

n
+,

where f±(s) satisfy

support(f± − 1) ⊂ [0, 1] and 0 ≤ f+(s) ≤ 1 ≤ f−(s) ≤ Λ, s ≥ 0.

Then u± ∈ C1,1(R
n
+) are convex functions satisfying




detD2u±(x
′, xn) = f±(xn) in R

n
+,

u± =
1

2
|x|2 on {xn = 0},

and

1

2
|x|2 − xn ≤ u+ ≤ 1

2
|x|2 ≤ u− ≤ 1

2
|x|2 + (Λ− 1)xn in R

n
+.(5.1)

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The uniqueness of solutions in Theorem 1.4 can be deduced
from the comparison principle. As for the existence part, we only need to show it

under additional hypothesis Ω0 ⊂ B
+
1/2, A = In. In fact, by LU decomposition for

symmetric positive definite matrices, there exists a unique upper-triangular matrix
Q with real positive diagonal entries such that QTQ = A and detQ = 1. Then the
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existence of u satisfying (1.1) and (1.8) as (1.2) holds is equivalent to the existence
of w satisfying





detD2w = f̃ in R
n
+,

w =
1

2
|x|2 + b · x+ c on {xn = 0},

lim
|x|→∞

∣∣∣∣w(x)−
(
1

2
|x|2 + b · x+ c

)∣∣∣∣ = 0

as support(f̃ − 1) ⊂ B
+
1/2, by setting

u(x) = M2w

(
Qx

M

)
and f(x) = f̃

(
Qx

M

)

for M large enough.

Next we prove Theorem 1.4 with Ω0 ⊂ B
+
1/2 and A = In.

For any R > 1, let uR(x) be the unique convex viscosity solution of

(5.2)





detD2uR = f in B+
R ,

uR =
1

2
|x|2 on ∂B+

R .

Suppose 0 ≤ f ≤ Λ for some Λ > 1. Since support(f̃ − 1) ⊂ B
+
1/2 and, by (5.1),

u− − (Λ− 1)xn ≤ 1

2
|x|2 ≤ u+ + xn in R

n
+,

we deduce, by the comparison principle,

u− − (Λ− 1)xn ≤ uR ≤ u+ + xn in B+
R .

By (5.1) again,

(5.3)
1

2
|x|2 − (Λ− 1)xn ≤ uR ≤ 1

2
|x|2 + xn in B+

R .

It follows that

(5.4) − (Λ− 1) ≤ DnuR ≤ 1 on {xn = 0} ∩B
+
R.

Next we fix any R̃ > 1 (large enough) and assume that R ≥ 2R̃. From (5.4) and
the boundary condition in (5.2), we see that

|DuR| ≤ max{Λ− 1, 1, 2R̃} on
{
xn = 0, |x′| ≤ 2R̃

}
,

and from (5.3) and the convexity of uR, we deduce

sup
xn>0,|x|=R̃

|DuR| ≤ max

{
max

xn=0,|x′|≤2R̃
|DuR|,

supxn>0,|x|=2R̃ uR − infxn>0,|x|=R̃ uR

R̃

}

≤ C

for some constant C depending on R̃. Therefore by the convexity of uR again,

we conclude that |DuR| is bounded on B
+

R̃. Thus, along a sequence Rj → ∞,
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uRj → ũ
R̃
∈ C0(B+

R̃
). By diagonal arguments, there exist a subsequence of {uRj}

(still denoted by {uRj}) and ǔ ∈ C0(Rn
+) such that

uRj → ǔ in C0
loc(R

n
+).

Moreover, by (5.2), ǔ is a convex viscosity solution of




detD2ǔ = f in R
n
+,

ǔ =
1

2
|x|2 on {xn = 0}

and, by (5.3),

1

2
|x|2 − (Λ− 1)xn ≤ ǔ ≤ 1

2
|x|2 + xn in R

n
+.

By Theorem 1.1, we obtain the existence of u by adding a suitable affine function
to ǔ. ✷
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