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Abstract. I first met Louis Nirenberg in person in 1972 when I became a Courant
Instructor. He was already a celebrated mathematician and a suave sophisticated
New Yorker, even though he was born in Hamilton, Canada and grew up in Mon-
treal. In this informal style paper I will describe some of his famous papers, some
of our joint work and other work he inspired. I will concentrate on some of Louis’
work inspired by geometric problems beginning around 1974, especially the method
of moving planes and implicit fully nonlinear elliptic equations. I have also sprin-
kled throughout some comments on his character and personality that I believe
contributed to his great success.

1. Introduction: California meets New York 1972.

I first met Louis Nirenberg in person 1 in 1972 when I became a Courant Instructor

after my Ph.d work at Stanford. He was already a celebrated mathematician and a

suave sophisticated New Yorker, even though he was born in Hamilton, Canada and

grew up in Montreal. I was born in Brooklyn, New York and a post-doc at Courant

was a return home for me. I had been greatly influenced by my time at Stanford in

the late sixties by the hippie culture and the political anti-war activism. The picture

below shows more or less how Louis and I comparatively looked when I arrived at

Courant institute.

Louis accepted and welcomed me without hesitation as he did with almost everyone

he met. One of his greatest and most endearing attributes which served him well

This paper is an expanded version of a talk of the same title given at the Geometry Festival Stony
Brook, April 23, 2021.
1Louis was for a few years an editor of JDG and I sent him the paper [61] in 1971.
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2 JOEL SPRUCK

throughout his entire life was his openness to young people and new ideas. He lived

on the upper west side in a large New York style apartment and loved books and

movies and of course food and travel. He was funny with a wry sense of humor which

was often self-deprecating. If he really liked an idea, he would say, “that’s good

enough to steal”. He once took me to Veniero’s, a famous Italian pastry and coffee

place in the East village and as we were stepping up to the counter to order he told

me he wasn’t going to treat me because he was cheap! In fact he was an incredibly

generous person who gave freely of his time and who often invited the young faculty

at Courant to dinner at his home. 2

In this informal style paper, I will describe some of Louis’ famous papers, some

of our joint work and other work he inspired. 3 For reasons of exposition, I will

not follow a strict chronological order and I will concentrate on some of Louis’ work

inspired by geometric problems beginning around 1974, especially the method of

moving planes and implicit fully nonlinear elliptic equations. During the twenty

year period 1953-1973 4 he produced an incredible body of work in many fields of

pde, geometric analysis and complex geometry starting with his famous thesis work

[1] solving the classical Weyl and Minkowski problem via a continuity method, the

Newlander-Nirenberg theorem on the integrabilty of almost complex structures [8]

and its application to the deformation of complex structures [9], his work with Bers

on the representation of solution of linear elliptic equation in the plane [3, 4] (see

also [2]), his work with Agmon and Douglis [5, 11, 12] on linear elliptic boundary

value problems, the John-Nirenberg inequality and BMO [15], his work with Kohn on

non-coercive boundary value problems and pseudo- differential operators [17, 18, 19] ,

his work with Trèves on local solvability [16, 21, 22], his many papers on Sobolev type

inequalities (see for example [13]), his work with Caffarelli and R. Kohn on partial

regularity for suitable weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equation [30] and the list

goes on. Of course I cannot begin to talk about this work but fortunately there are

a number of excellent appreciations of his work, for example [83] , [84], [85], [86],

[87], [88], [89]. Louis loved to collaborate and I apologize for omitting many other

2At a Courant Christmas party I was surprised to see that he also loved to dance!
3I have also sprinkled throughout some comments on his character and personality that I believe
contributed to his success.

4Louis received his Ph.d in 1949 and his papers started appearing in rapid fire in 1953.
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important results. 5 His brilliant student and frequent collaborator Yanyan Li was

especially devoted to Louis in his later years.

2. Louis’ work on elliptic systems finds some novel applications.

Louis with Agmon and Douglis introduced an incredibly general notion of a linear

elliptic system
N∑
j=1

Lkj(y, 1/i ∂)uj(y) = fk(y), 1 ≤ k ≤ n

that is somewhat mysterious and hard to understand for the non-expert. Here the

unknowns are u1, . . . un, defined in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ RN or sometimes RN+ . It

involves assigning integer weights sk ≤ 0 to each equation and tk ≥ 0 to each unknown

with

max
k
sk = 0, orderLkj ≤ sk + tj (consistency),

in order to determine the principal part L′kj of the system, that is the part of Lkj
where the order is precisely sk+tj. Ellipticity then becomes a maximal rank condition

on L′kj(y, ξ). One of the oddities of this notion of ellipticity (as was pointed out in

the paper of Douglis and Nirenberg [5]) is that it can be destroyed by a non-singular

transformation of the equations and the dependent variables and is thus seemingly

dependent on the particular way the equations and unknowns are presented. We will

in fact exploit this in the Lewy example below!

I want to mention two novel applications of this work to what is called “ free

boundary regularity” taken from a joint paper [25] of Louis with David Kinderlehrer

and me.

2.1. An example of Hans Lewy. The first example is due to Hans Lewy. Louis

was a great admirer of Hans Lewy and was well acquainted with his work.

5Louis’ most frequent collaborators according to Mathscinet were Luis Caffarelli, Henri Berestycki,
Yanyan Li, Haim Brezis, Joel Spruck, David Kinderlehrer, Joseph J. Kohn, Francois Trèves, Shmuel
Agmon, Peter Lax, Italo Capuzzo-Dolcetta, Avron Douglis, Lipman Bers, Ivar Ekeland, Basilis
Gidas, Robert V. Kohn and Wei-Ming Ni, Donald C. Spencer, S.S. Chern, Fritz John, Kunihiko
Kodaira, Harold I. Levine, Charles Loewner, Guido Stampacchia, Srinivasa R. S. Varadhan, Homer
F. Walker, Sidney M. Webster and Paul Yang.
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Let u, v ∈ C2(Ω ∪ S) be solutions of the system

∆u = 0, ∆v + λ(x)v = 0 in Ω,(2.1)

u = v, uxn = vxn on S.(2.2)

where λ(x) 6= 0 is analytic and ∂Ω is partly contained in the hyperplane S = {xn =

0}. Lewy proved that for n = 2, u and v extend analytically across S. This is

very surprising since the boundary conditions, which say that u and v share the

same boundary conditions are “not coercive”. To show that coercivity is present, we

introduce the “splitting”, w = u− v and rewrite the system (2.1), (2.2) in terms of u

and w:

∆u = 0,(2.3)

∆w + λ(x)(w + u) = 0,(2.4)

w = wxn = 0 on on S.(2.5)

Using the ADN general theory, we assign the weights s = 0 to equation (2.3) and

s= -2 to equation (2.4) and the weights tu = 2 and tw = 4 to the unknowns. These

weights are “consistent” and with this choice, the principal part of the system is

∆u = 0,(2.6)

∆w + λ(x)u = 0,(2.7)

which is certainly elliptic.

The crucial point to note is that now the boundary conditions (2.5) are coercive for

the system. Indeed we can eliminate u entirely from (2.6), (2.7) since u = −(1/λ)∆w

and obtain

∆2w + 2λ∇(1/λ) · ∇∆w + ∆(1/λ)∆w = 0.

The boundary conditions w = wxn = 0 are now just Dirichlet conditions for this

fourth order equation which are well known to be coercive. The end result is that u
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and v are analytic in Ω ∪ S (or C∞ if λ ∈ C∞). One point to emphasize is that it is

not necessary to eliminate u and often not possible in other related problems.

2.2. The regularity of the liquid edge. Our second example concerns the so-

called “liquid edge” of a stable configuration of soap films. Consider a configuration

of three minimal surfaces in R3 meeting along a C1+α curve, the liquid edge γ, at

equal angles of 2π/3. Such a configuration represents one of the stable singularities

that soap films can form (Jean Taylor [58], J.C.C Nitsche [62]).

We can reformulate this configuration as a classical free boundary problem. With

the origin of a system of coordinates on the curve γ, let us represent the three surfaces

as graphs over the tangent plane to one of them at the origin. Denote by Γ the

orthogonal projection of γ on this plane. Two of the functions, say u1, u2 will be

defined on one side Ω+ of Γ while the third u3 will be defined on the opposite side

Ω− of Γ.

We now extrapolate and suppose Ω± ⊂ Rn and Γ is a C1+α hypersurface. Suppose

that the graphs of u1 and u2 meet at angles µ1, µ2. Then we have an overdetermined

system for the ui, i = 1, 2, 3:

Mu1 = Mu2 = 0 in Ω+,(2.8)

Mu3 = 0 in Ω−,(2.9)

u1 = u2 = u3 on Γ,(2.10)

∇uj · ∇u3 + 1√
1 + |∇uj|2

√
1 + |∇u3|2

= cosµj j = 1, 2,(2.11)

∇u3(0) = 0,(2.12)

where

Mu = (δij −
uxiuxj

1 + |∇u|2
)uxixj
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is the minimal surface operator in nondivergence form.

Theorem 2.1. If three distinct minimal hypersurfaces in Rn+1 meet along an (n− 1)

dimensional C1+α hypersurface γ at constant angles, then γ is analytic.

One has to introduce w(x) = (u2−u1)(x) and the transformation y = (x′, w(x)), x ∈
Ω+, the so-called zeroth order partial Legendre transform [24]. The mapping x → y

transforms a neighborhood of 0 in Ω+ into a neighborhood U ⊂ {y : yn > 0} and a

portion of Γ into a S ⊂ {y : yn = 0}. It has an inverse

x = (y′, ψ(y)), y ∈ U ∪ S.

We associate to this inverse a reflection mapping6

x = (y′, ψ(y)− Cyn), y ∈ U ∪ S,

for C > supU |∇ψ(y)|. Now define

φ+(y) = u1(x), x ∈ Ω+, φ−(y) = u3(x), x ∈ Ω−.

and note that u2(x) = (w + φ+)(y) = yn + φ+(y). Then φ+(y), φ−(y), ψ(y) satisfy

a coercive elliptic system in the ADN sense (see [25] for the technical details) which

implies the analyticity.

3. The influence of Alexandrov and Serrin on Nirenberg’s work.

A central question in differential geometry has been to classify all possible “soap

bubbles”, or more formally put: classify all closed constant mean curvature hypersur-

faces in Rn+1 (or more generally in special Riemannian manifolds Mn+1). Amazingly,

the first such result was proven by J. H. Jellett 7 [60] in 1853.

6The simplicity of the reflection mapping in combination with the zeroth order partial Legendre
transform and the ADN theory is the real point of this example.

7John Hewitt Jellett 1817-1888 was an Irish mathematician who in 1849 [59] studied how fixing a
non-asymptotic curve in an analytic surface would render it infinitesimally rigid.
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A starshaped closed surface M in R3 with constant positive mean curvature is the

standard round sphere. A modern presentation of his proof, which extends to Rn+1

goes as follows. Let X : Mn → Rn+1 be the position vector and N the outward normal

to M . We assume X(M) has constant mean curvature H > 0 and is starshaped about

the origin, i.e. X ·N ≥ 0. If ∆M is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and A the second

fundamental form of M , then

∆MX = −nHN,(3.1)

∆MN = −|A|2N.(3.2)

and (3.1), (3.2) imply

∆M |X|2/2 = n− nHN,(3.3)

∆MX ·N = nH − |A|2X ·N.(3.4)

Then (3.3), (3.4) yields

(3.5) ∆M(H|X|2/2−X ·N) = (|A|2 − nH2)X ·N ≥ 0.

Integrating (3.5) over M we conclude |A|2 = nH2 or M is totally umbilic, so a sphere.

3.1. Heinz Hopf lectures at Courant and Stanford.

In his visit to Courant and Stanford in 1955-1956, Hopf lectures on various topics

in differential geometry in the large and presents his ingenious proof that if M is a

closed immersed constant mean surface in R3 with genus 0, then M is a round sphere.

He also sketched the proof of a new result (not published at the time) of Alexandrov:

Theorem 3.1. A closed embedded hypersurface Mn in Rn+1 of constant mean cur-

vature is a round sphere.8

8In 1982, Wu-Yi Hsiang [64] produced infinitely many closed immersed cmc examples in Rn
, n ≥ 4.

In 1984 Henry Wente [65] produced the first genus one example in R3
.
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Hopf goes on to speculate, “ it is my opinion that this proof by Alexandrov, espe-

cially the geometric part, opens up important new aspects in differential geometry in

the large”.

Alexandrov’s idea is to show using the maximum principle that an embedded hy-

persurface has a plane of symmetry for any direction e1 and thus is a sphere. Note

that any open set of directions suffices.

3.2. An important paper of Jim Serrin. Jim Serrin (1926-2012) was a brilliant

innovator in elliptic theory, the calculus of variations, fluids and mechanics.

In 1971, Serrin published a paper in which he showed that if u is a solution of the

overdetermined (free boundary) problem

∆u = −1 in Ω, u = 0, uν = c < 0 on ∂Ω,

(with Ω a C2 domain) then Ω is a ball. A more physically appealing example in Jim’s

paper is that if a liquid in a capillary tube has both constant height and constant

angle on the boundary, then the tube must have circular cross section.

The important part of Jim’s paper was that he used Alexandrov’s method of moving

planes and developed an important improvement of Hopf’s boundary point lemma

as well as a continuous (sweeping) use of the maximum principle. These techniques

were simplified and improved by Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [27] in their first paper but

Serrin laid out the technical groundwork.9

3.3. Symmetry for solutions of elliptic pde; motivating questions. Many

problems in both Yang-Mills theory, astrophysics and reaction-diffusion equations

9It is very surprising to me that Jim missed the greater application of his idea to proving symmetry
of solutions of elliptic pde and I can only speculate that he was intensively working on other things
and moreover such questions “were not in the air” at the time.
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are modeled by equations of the form ∆u+ f(u) = 0. For example the power nonlin-

earity f(u) = uα occurs frequently. The range 1 ≤ α < n+2
n−2

is called the subcritical

range because of the Sobolev embedding theorem while the range α > n+2
n−2

is called

supercritical. The case α = n+2
n−2

is particularly important because the equation be-

comes conformally invariant. This is the conformally flat case of the famous Yamabe

problem.

Suppose we consider the Dirichlet problem

∆u+ f(u) = 0, u > 0 in B = B1(0), u = 0 on ∂B.

Is u radially symmetric, i.e u = u(|x|)? There is a simple counterexample if we allow

u to change sign. Take f(u) = λku where λk is the kth Dirichlet eigenvalue of B.

Then the eigenfunctions are not radially symmetric.

Let ∆u + f(u) = 0, u ≥ 0 in Rn. Is u radially symmetric? The famous equation

∆u+ u
n+2
n−2 = 0, u > 0 in Rn has the explicit solutions

u(x) = (
λ
√
n(n− 2)

λ2 + |x− x0|2
)
n−2
2 , λ > 0.

On the other hand the subcritical equation ∆u + uα = 0, u > 0 in Rn has only the

trivial solution (Gidas-Spruck [75]).

3.4. Singular solutions. There is also a complicated family of singular solutions of

the form u(x) = r−
n−2
2 ψ(t) where r = |x|, t = − log r and ψ(t) is a periodic translation

invariant solution of the ODE:

ψ′′ − (
n− 2

2
)2ψ + ψ

n+2
n−2 = 0.

The simplest singular solution is

u(x) =
k

|x|n−2
2

, k = (
n− 2

2
)
n−2
2 .

Thus the classification of singular solutions is quite challenging.

3.5. A general symmetry result of Nirenberg and Berestycki for a bounded

domain. Nirenberg refined his original method with Gidas and Ni in a paper with

Berestycki [31] by incorporating the Alexandrov-Bakelman-Pucci (ABP) maximum

principle into the argument. We sketch the simplest case of this improved proof which

again uses another important idea of Alexandrov. These papers have had tremendous

impact.
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Theorem 3.2. Let Ω be a bounded domain which is convex in the e1 direction and

symmetric with respect to the plane x1 = 0. Suppose u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) satisfies 10

∆u+ f(u) = 0, u > 0 in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where f(t) is Lipschitz. Then u(x1, x
′) = u(−x1, x

′) and ux1(x) < 0 for any x with

x1 > 0.

3.6. Alexandrov’s generalized gradient map and Monge-Ampere measure.

Alexandrov introduced the normal mapping (subdifferential) of u ∈ C0(Ω)

∂u(x0) = {p ∈ Rn : u(x) ≥ u(x0) + p · (x− x0)}, ∂u(E) = ∪x∈E∂u(x) for E ⊂ Ω.

Of course, ∂u(x0) may be empty. The lower contact set Γu := {x ∈ Ω : ∂u(x) 6= ∅}.
If u ∈ C1 and x ∈ Γu, then ∂u(x) = ∇u(x). If u ∈ C2 and x ∈ Γu, then ∇2u(x) ≥ 0.

Example 3.3. Ω = Br(0), u(x) = h
R

(|x| −R). Then

∂u(x) =


h
R

x
|x| x 6= 0

B h
R

(0) x = 0

Theorem 3.4. If u ∈ C0(Ω), then S = {E ⊂ Ω : ∂u(E)is Lebesgue measurable} is

a Borel σ algebra. The set function Mu(E) = |∂u(E)|| is called the Monge-Ampere

measure associated to u and if u ∈ C2(Ω) is convex,

Mu(E) =

∫
E

det(D2u).

See the books of Figalli [82] and Gutierrez [81] for a detailed discussion of the ideas

of Alexandrov.

The following beautiful argument of Cabré [78] 11 utilizes Alexandrov’s contact set

to prove the classical isoperimetric inequality. Given Ω, solve the Neumann problem

∆u = 1 in Ω

uν = c = |Ω|
|∂Ω| on ∂Ω

Claim 3.5. The normal map ∂u(Γu) contains a ball of radius c.

10It suffices that u ∈W 2,n
loc (Ω)

11Xavier Cabré received his Ph.d with Louis in 1994.
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For if a hyperplane graph(p · x+ k) is translated upwards in Rn+1 “from −∞” has

first contact on ∂Ω, then |p| ≥ |∇u| ≥ c, proving the Claim. Hence,

ωnc
n ≤

∫
Γu

detD2u ≤
∫

Γu

(
∆u

n
)n ≤ 1

nn
|Ω| , or

|∂Ω| ≥ nω
1
n
n |Ω|

n−1
n .

3.7. A simple version of the ABP maximum principle.

Lemma 3.6. Assume ∆u + c(x)u ≥ f in Ω, c(x) ≤ 0, u ≤ 0 on ∂Ω. Then M :=

supΩ u ≤ Cd‖f−‖Ln(Ω), d = diam(Ω).

Proof. Assume M > 0 is achieved at an interior point x1 ∈ Ω. Let v = −u+. Then

v < 0 on Γv, the lower contact set of v and −M = v(x1), v = 0 on ∂Ω. Hence

∆v(x) = −∆u(x) ≤ −‖c+‖L∞(Ω)f(x) + c(x)u(x) ≤ f−(x), x ∈ Γv.

Claim 3.7. B(0,M/d) ⊂ ∇v(Γv).

Let |p| < M/d and translate the plane graph(p · x+ k) “up from −∞” until there

is a first contact with the graph of v at a point x0 ∈ Ω. Then x0 6∈ ∂Ω for otherwise

(since this would imply v(x0) = 0)

−M = v(x1) ≥ p · (x1 − x0) ≥ −|p|d > −M, a contradiction.

Therefore p = ∇v(x1) proving the Claim.

Hence

ωn(M/d)n ≤
∫

Γv

det(D2v) ≤
∫

Γv

(∆v/n)n ≤ ‖f−‖nLn(Ω),

and the lemma follows. �

3.8. The maximum principle for domains of small volume. We now prove

the simplest case 12 of the Alexandrov-Bakelman-Pucci maximum principle for ∆u+

c(x)u ≥ 0 and drop the assumption c(x) ≤ 0. To accomplish this we write c =

c+ − c−, ∆u− c−u ≥ −c−u+. Applying the Lemma gives

M ≤ Cd‖c+u+‖Ln(Ω) ≤ Cd‖c+‖L∞(Ω)|Ω|
1
nM ≤M/2

for |Ω| ≤ (2Cd‖c+‖L∞(Ω))
−n and thus M = 0. We have proved with no assumption

on the sign of c(x):

12See [77] for a proof of the most general version
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Theorem 3.8. Assume ∆u+ c(x)u ≥ 0 in Ω, u ≤ 0 on ∂Ω. Then there is a positive

constant δ depending on n, diam(Ω), ‖c+‖L∞(Ω) so that if |Ω| ≤ δ, then u ≤ 0 in Ω.

3.9. The proof of symmetry by moving planes in the x1 direction. We will

prove that

u(x1, x
′) < u(x∗1, x

′) for all x1 > 0 and −x1 < x∗1 < x1.

This implies monotonicity in x1 for x1 > 0. Letting x∗1 → −x1 implies

u(x1, y) ≤ u(−x1, y) for any x1 > 0.

Replacing e1 by −e1 gives reflectional symmetry

u(x1, y) = u(−x1, y) for any (x1, y) ∈ Ω.

Step 1. Moving the plane T λ := {x1 = λ} from “infinity”.

Let a = supΩ x1 and for λ < a, set Σλ := {x ∈ Ω : x1 > λ}.
Given x = (x1, y) ∈ Ω, let xλ = (2λ− x1, y) be its reflection in T λ.

For x ∈ Σλ, set uλ(x) = u(xλ) and w = wλ(x) = u(x)− uλ(x).

By the mean value theorem,

∆w = −f(u)− f(uλ)

u− uλ
w = −c(x, λ)w,

where c(x, λ) is bounded. Note that Σλ consists of a part of T λ where w = 0 and

part of ∂Ω where w = −uλ < 0. In summary, we have

∆w + c(x, λ)w = 0 in Σλ,(3.6)

w ≤ 0 and w 6≡ 0 on ∂Σλ,

where c(x, λ) is bounded.

Step 2. Beginning and ending. For a − δ < λ < a, Σλ is narrow and so has small

volume for δ small. Thus we may apply the ABP maximum to (3.6) and conclude

that w < 0 inside Σλ. Note also that by the Hopf boundary point lemma,

wx1|x1=λ = 2ux1|x1 = λ < 0.

Set

λ0 = inf{0 < λ < a : w < 0 in Σλ}.

If λ0 = 0 we are done. Assume for contradiction that λ0 > 0.

By continuity, w ≤ 0 in Σλ0 and moreover w 6≡ 0 on Σλ0 . Therefore the strong
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maximum principle implies

(3.7) w < 0 in Σλ0 .

Step 3: Deriving a contradiction.

Claim 3.9. wλ0−ε < 0 in Σλ0−ε for sufficiently small 0 < ε < ε0.

Choose a simply connected closed set K in Σλ0 with smooth boundary (which is

nearly all of Σλ0 in measure) such that

|Σλ0 \K| < δ/2,

with δ as in Theorem 3.8. By (3.7) there exists η > 0 so that

(3.8) wλ0 ≤ −η for all x ∈ K,

and so by continuity

(3.9) wλ0−ε ≤ −η/2 for all x ∈ K,

for ε sufficiently small. Now we are in the situation that

wλ0−ε ≤ 0 on ∂(Σλ0 \K).

However for ε sufficiently small, we can make |Σλ0−ε \K| < δ.

Once again applying the ABP maximum principle Theorem 3.8 gives

w < 0 in Σλ0−ε \K.

Combined with (3.9) we have

wλ0−ε < 0 in Σλ0−ε,

proving the Claim and giving a contradiction at last!

Remark 3.10. Louis’ many contributions (with his collaborators) on the basic method

of moving planes [27], [28] and its variant “the sliding method” [31] have become a

standard tool in elliptic pde. He continued finding new twists and applications of

moving planes to interesting pde problems in many papers with Berystycki, Caffarelli

and Yanyan Li [39, 41, 40, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 55].

His work has inspired thousands of papers and also some important variants and

extensions to fully nonlinear elliptic pde [68], including a measure theoretic version

[66] [69] used to proved asymptotic symmetry without growth assumptions at singu-

larites (including infinity), and the method of “moving spheres” [70, 71, 73] which is
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particularly important for conformally invariant elliptic pde. There are also many,

many other important contributions.

4. The Monge-Ampère boundary value problem.

The Monge-Ampère equation detuij = ψ(x, u,∇u) > 0 is the prototypical fully

nonlinear elliiptic pde. To see when it is elliptic, we linearize at a point x0 , i.e.

Lφ =
d

dt
det [(uij)(x0) + tφij]|t=0 = Aijφij,

where Aij is the cofactor matrix of uij(x0). For ellipticity we need (Aij) > 0, that is,

u convex.

The boundary value problem for the Monge-Ampère operator is classically formu-

lated as follows. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a smooth strictly convex domain and let φ, ψ > 0 be

smooth. Find a strictly convex solution u ∈ C∞(Ω) of the boundary value problem

det(uij) = ψ(x, u,∇u) in Ω,(4.1)

u = φ on ∂Ω.(4.2)

4.1. Some history. In 1971 Pogorelov showed that for the special case φ ≡ 0, ψ =

ψ(x) > 0, there is a unique weak solution u in the sense of Alexandrov and moreover

u ∈ C∞(Ω). His proof uses his famous interior second derivative estimate and Cal-

abi’s ingenious interior estimates for third derivatives (in the metric ds2 = uijdxidxj).

In 1974 Louis announced at the International Congress in Vancouver his joint work

with Calabi providing a solution of (4.1)-(4.2) in complete generality. Unfortunately

the argument contained a gap and fell through.
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Louis, Luis Caffarelli 13 and I [32] 14 and independently Nikolai Krylov (see the

expository article [67] and the references therein) proved the now classical existence

theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Ω is a strictly convex domain with Ω, φ, ψ > 0 smooth.

Assume in addition that for the boundary data φ, there is a strictly convex subsolution

u, i.e.
det (uij) ≥ ψ(x, u,∇u) in Ω,(4.3)

u = φ on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a strictly convex solution u ∈ C∞(Ω) to (4.1)-(4.2). If ψu ≥ 0,

the solution is unique.

Remark 4.2. There are two main difficulties in proving the existence of smooth strictly

convex solutions via the continuity method in which one tries to prove apriori esti-

mates for any admissible solution. The first one is to show that the second normal

derivative is apriori bounded on the boundary (assuming all other second derivatives

are apriori bounded), that is , unn ≤ C on ∂Ω. The standard way to do this is from

the equation detD2u = ψ. In a suitable frame one can write

Annunn = O(1)

where Aij is the cofactor matrix of uij and then solve for unn. Thus one needs to

prove strict convexity of the solution at the boundary. In the simplest case φ = 0,

assuming strict convexity of the domain, this boils down to showing un ≥ c0 > 0 with

c0 a controlled constant, for en the outer unit normal.

The second major problem is that C2 estimates do not suffice because the equation

is fully nonlinear elliptic. One need to obtain global C2+α estimates. This can be

13Louis recognized Luis’ incredible brilliance and hired him away from U. Minnesota where he had
spent the first ten years of his career. Luis spent only 1980–82 and 1994–1997 at Courant but
became Louis’ most frequent collaborator.

14With Joe Kohn we also treated the complex Monge-Ampère boundary value problem [33]
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done strictly in the interior of Ω using the Evans-Krylov theorem or Calabi’s third

derivative estimates. However the global estimates required a new idea.

The following simple geometrical example suggests an improved result.

Example 4.3. Let Γ1, Γ0 be strictly convex smooth closed codimension 2 hyper-

surfaces in parallel planes, say xn+1 = 1, 0 respectively. Is there a hypersurface S

of constant Gauss curvature K0 for K0 sufficiently small? Intuitively the answer is

clearly yes.

Let’s specialize further and suppose the parallel projection of Γ1, call it γ1 contains

Γ0. Then it is not difficult to see that if a solutions exists it is of the form S = graph(u)

over the annulus Ω with outer boundary γ1 and inner boundary Γ0. Thus u satisfies

(4.1) (4.2) with ψ = K0(1 + |∇u|2)
n+2
2 and φ = 1 on γ1, φ = 0 on Γ0.

It was shown in [74] that there is a unique smooth solution as expected. However

since Ω is not convex, the classical existence theorem does not apply. This motivated

Bo Guan and me [75, 76] to prove the subsolution existence theorem which holds in

great generality.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose Ω, φ, ψ > 0 smooth and assume that for the boundary data

φ, there is a locally strictly convex subsolution u ∈ C∞(Ω), i.e.

det (uij) ≥ ψ(x, u,∇u) in Ω,(4.4)

u = φ on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a locally strictly convex solution u ∈ C∞(Ω) to (4.1)-(4.2). If

ψu ≥ 0, the solution is unique. Moreover any admissible solution satisfies the apriori

estimate ‖u‖C2+α(Ω) ≤ C for a controlled constant C.

5. Implicitly defined fully nonlinear elliptic pde.

The work of CNS on Monge-Ampere equations has a natural and important ex-

tension to implicitly defined fully nonlinear pde. Let A = (aij) be a symmetric nxn

matrix (or more generally a natural tensor on a Riemannian manifold) and define

F (A) = f(λ1, . . . , λn),

where the λi are the eigenvalues of A and f(λ) is a symmetric function (say smooth

for simplicity). Then F (A) will also be smooth. When A = (uij(x)), x ∈ Ω, and

f(λ) = Πλi, F (A) = detuij(x), and we recover the Monge-Ampere operator which is
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elliptic when λ lies in the positive cone Γ+
n = {λ ∈ Rn : λi > 0}. What happens in

general?

5.1. Ellipticity and concavity. Let f is defined in a symmetric open convex cone

Γ in Rn with vertex at the origin with Γ+
n ⊂ Γ.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that fi := fλi > 0 ∀i and that f is concave. Then F ij :=
∂F
∂aij

= fiδij when A is diagonal so the linearized operator L = F ij∇i∇j is elliptic.

Moreover F is a concave function of A.

The concavity condition is very important for the regularity theory of fully nonlin-

ear elliptic pde.

5.2. G̊arding’s theory of hyperbolic polynomials. Louis was an incredibly thor-

ough mathematician (i.e he didn’t miss much) with a vast knowledge of pde litera-

ture and knew G̊arding’s work on hyperbolic polynomials. As the name suggests,

G̊arding’s beautiful theory was related to hyperbolic pde but ultimately had many

important algebraic consequences and is important in convex analysis (see the article

of Reese Harvey and Blaine Lawson [79]).

g

Definition 5.2. A homogeneous polynomial p(λ) of degree m in Rn is called hy-

perbolic with respect to a direction a ∈ Rn (notation hyp a) if for all x ∈ Rn, the

polynomial p(x+ ta) has exactly k real roots. Thus

p(x+ ta) = p(a)Πm
k=1(t+ λk(x)).

We may assume p(a) > 0. It is easily checked that

q(λ) :=
∑

aj
∂

∂λj
p(λ)

is also hyp a.
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Example 5.3. Since σn(λ) = Πλi is hyp a for a = (1, . . . , 1), so are the elementary

symmetric functions σk(λ).

5.3. The G̊arding cone. Let Γ = Γ(P, a) denote the component in Rn containing

a of the set where p > 0. G̊arding proved [57] that Γ is a convex cone with vertex at

the origin and that p is hyp b for all b ∈ Γ. Moreover Γ(p, a) ⊂ Γ(q, a).

In particular the G̊arding cones for the elementary symmetric functions σk(λ) are

nested starting from the positive cone for σn(λ) and ending with the half-space
∑
λi >

0 for σ1(λ). Note also that for k > 1, σk = 0 on the positive λi axes.

The main result proved by G̊arding [57] is an inequality which is equivalent to the

statement that p
1
m (λ) is concave in Γ. It follows easily that pλi(λ) > 0 in Γ for all

i = 1, . . . , n.

Remark 5.4. There are interesting and important examples of elliptic and concave

f(λ) that do not arise from hyperbolic polynomials but are related to them. For

example, the homogeneous degree 1 quotients

f(λ) :=

(
σk(λ)

σl(λ)

) 1
k−l

, k > l

is elliptic and concave in the G̊arding cone Γk for σk(λ).

5.4. The simplest version of the Dirichlet problem. Let u satisfy

F (D2u(x)) ≡ f(λ(D2u(x))) = ψ(x) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω,

where f(λ) is elliptic and concave in a symmetric open convex cone Γ (with vertex

at origin), containing the positive cone Γn and lim supλ→∂Γ f(λ) ≤ infΩ ψ.

Our paper [34] assumes also the additional structural condition:

for all C > 0 and K compact, there exist R = R(C,K) such that

f(λ1, . . . , λn−1, λn +R) ≥ C, f(Rλ) ≥ C for all λ ∈ K.

Theorem 5.5. If there exists R large so that (κ1, . . . , κn−1, R) ∈ Γ at each x ∈ ∂Ω,

there exists a unique admissible solution u ∈ C∞(Ω). Here κ1, . . . , κn−1 are the prin-

cipal curvatures of ∂Ω.
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Our theorem was hard to prove but is far from optimal. It also excludes the nice

example

f(λ) :=

(
σk(λ)

σl(λ)

) 1
k−l

, k > l

.

Over the years there has been significant improvements. For example in 2014, Bo

Guan [80] proved the essentially optimal result:

Theorem 5.6. Assume only ellipticity and concavity (i.e no additional structure

conditions). If there exists an admissible subsolution u ∈ C2(Ω), u = ϕ on ∂Ω, then

there exists a unique admissible solution u ∈ C∞(Ω). If in addition f(λ) satisfies∑
λifλi ≥ 0 on Γ ∩ {inf ψ ≤ f ≤ supψ},

we may take Ω to be a Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary.

5.5. Final thoughts. The setting of implicitly defined fully nonlinear elliptic ini-

tiated in the paper [34] unleashed a tidal wave of research in fully nonlinear pde

and geometric analysis (curvature flows, conformal geometry, complex geometry, . . . )

which is still very much ongoing. Louis Nirenberg’s scholarship, insight and expe-

rience played a large role in this development and it is certainly one of his most

enduring legacies.

Louis was also a superb Ph.d advisor who produced 46 students15 and mentored

numerous young mathematicians from all over the world and this is also a great part

of his legacy. We can all learn from him about the benefits of generosity, openness

and collaboration.
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[16] Nirenberg, Louis and Trèves, Francois, Solvability of a first order linear partial differential
equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 16 (1963), 331–351.



A PERSONAL TRIBUTE TO LOUIS NIRENBERG 21

[17] Kohn, Joseph J. and Nirenberg, Louis, Non-coercive boundary value problems. Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 18 (1965), 443–492.

[18] Kohn, Joseph J. and Nirenberg, Louis, An algebra of pseudo-differential operators. Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 18 (1965), 269–305.

[19] Kohn, Joseph J. and Nirenberg, Louis, Degenerate elliptic-parabolic equations of second
order. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 20 (1967), 797–872.

[20] Chern, S. S., Levine, Harold I. and Nirenberg, Louis, Intrinsic norms on a complex mani-
fold. 1969 Global Analysis (Papers in Honor of K. Kodaira) 119–139 Univ. Tokyo Press, Tokyo
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