arXiv:2306.06497v2 [math.AP] 19 Sep 2023

APPLICATIONS OF P-FUNCTIONS TO FULLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS: GRADIENT ESTIMATES AND RIGIDITY RESULTS

DIMITRIOS GAZOULIS

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of P—functions for fully nonlinear equations and es-
tablish some general criterion for obtaining such quantities for this class of equations. Some
applications are gradient bounds, De Giorgi-type properties of entire solutions and rigidity
results. Furthermore, we prove Harnack-type inequalities and local pointwise estimates for
the gradient of solutions to fully nonlinear elliptic equations. In addition, we consider such
quantities for higher order nonlinear equations and for equations of order greater than two
we obtain Liouville-type theorems and pointwise estimates for the Laplacian.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work we introduce the notion of P— function for fully nonlinear partial differential
equations or differential inequalities and we incorporate the “P— function technique” in a
general setting. This abstract setting allow us to obtain many applications by only deter-
mining an example of a P—function. Some of these applications are gradient bounds for
entire solutions, Harnack -type inequalities for the gradient of solutions and rigidity results.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we define the notion of P— functions
and study such quantities for fully nonlinear elliptic equations. We provide two general
criteria for obtaining P— functions for this class of equations. Different examples of such
quantities may give various types of gradient bounds for solutions of a particular equation.
For instance, in section 3, we obtain a gradient bound for entire solutions of the Allen-Cahn
equation that differs from the Modica inequality and in Appendix A we provide examples of
gradient bounds for quasi-linear equations that are different from the one in [4]. So, these
criteria allow us to obtain many types of gradient bounds by determining a particular P—
function and we provide some examples.

Additionally, in section 3, we prove an abstract pointwise estimate, i.e. Theorem [3.1]
for a class of P— functions that are associated to any given fully nonlinear equation. This
pointwise estimate is in fact a gradient bound for entire solutions in a wide variety of fully
nonlinear elliptic equations and some examples of such gradient bounds are given. One such
bound, generalizes the one in [4] for a class of quasi-linear equations. Other consequences are
also illustrated in section 4 where we establish a Liouville-type theorem and a De Giorgi-type
property for entire solutions. One of the most important applications, is an abstract rigidity
result for entire solutions of fully nonlinear elliptic equations i.e. Theorem (LIl This result

recovers as particular cases the classical results of J. Serrin in [19].
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In section 5 we establish a Harnack-type inequality and local pointwise estimates for the
gradient of solutions to quasi-linear equations. These estimates can be extended to fully
nonlinear elliptic equations, such as for the Monge-Ampere equation.

Moreover, in section 6, we study such quantities for nonlinear equations of order greater
than two together with some applications. For example, we establish an a priori bound for
the Laplacian and pointwise estimates through the mean value properties for higher order
equations. Also, some Liouville-type properties can be established for nonlinear equations
of order greater than two. In this setting, we believe that one can obtain many other types
of bounds for any order of derivatives, assuming a C*® a priori estimate and that we have
an appropriate P— function related to the respective equation.

We will now briefly discuss some of the most important contributions on the “P— function
technique” and it’s applications. Perhaps the most well-known example is P(u, z) = 5|Vu|?—
W (u) that is related to the Allen-Cahn equation

Au=W'(u) ,u:QCR" >R (1.1)

and Modica in [I6] proved the well-known gradient bound
1
§|Vu\2 < W(u) (1.2)

for every bounded entire solution of (LII).

Later, Caffarelli et al in [4] generalized this gradient bound for a class of varational quasi-
linear equations and proved Liouville-type and De Giorgi-type properties for a particular
choise of P—function related to the equation div(®'(|Vu|?)Vu) = F’(u). This bound was
extended for anisotropic partial differential equations and other general types of equations
in [5, 8, 9]. The gradient bound (2] also holds in unbounded domains with nonnegative
mean curvature as proved in [10].

Furthermore, P—functions had been already studied by Sperb in [20], Payne and Philippin
in [17, 18] who studied other types of quasilinear equations for the form div(A(u, |Vu|?)Vu) =
B(u, |Vul?), which are not necessarily Euler-Lagrange equations of an elliptic integrand.
They derived maximum principles for some appropriate P—functions. Due to the greater
generality, however, the relevant P and the conditions under which satisfies an elliptic dif-
ferential inequality are rather implicitly given while in [4] [6] are given explicitly.

There are many other applications of P—functions that can be found in [20], among others,
such as lower bounds for eigenvalue problems. One additional important application is in [I],
where they showed that the monotonicity assumption u,, > 0, that is also stated in the De
Giorgi’s conjecture, does in fact imply the local minimality of u. Such implication is by no
means trivial and it is based on the construction of a so-called calibration associated to the
energy functional. Such notion is intimately connected to the theory of null-Lagrangians,
see [13], chapter 1 and chapter 4, section 2.4. In Theorem 4.4 in [I], they carry out the
construction of the appropriate calibration for general integrands of the calculus of variations
and such construction relies explicitly on the P— function.
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Last but not least, there are applications such as gradient bounds similar to (L.2)) and
Liouville-type properties for vector equations. To be more precise, in Theorem 3.5 in [21], is
a gradient bound is proved for the Ginzburg—Landau system of equations.

2. P—FUNCTIONS FOR FuLLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

We begin by defining the notion of P-function

Definition 2.1. Let u : Q C R® — R? be a smooth solution or subsolution of
F(z,u,Vu,..,V™u) =0 (2.1)

where F' is a continuous function.
We say that P = P(x,u,Vu, ..., V"™ ) is a P—function of 1)) if there exists an elliptic
operator L and a non negative function p = pu(x) >0

L=— z": ijOp;z; + zn:bi&m +c , with ¢ >0
i=1

i,j=1

(2.2)
such that pL P <0 , in Q.

an immediate corollary is that any P—function related to an equation or to a differential
inequality attains its maximum at the boundary 0f2 or at a point = € ) such that u(x) = 0.

We initially state as a direct consequence a strong maximum principle that holds in gen-
eral (see Theorem 2.2 in [4] or Theorem 4.7 in [6]).

Theorem 2.2. Let u be a smooth solution or subsolution of
F(z,u,Vu,...,V™) =0 , u:Q—R?

2.3
where §2 is a connected, bounded subset of R" (23)

such that infg g(V*u) > 0 for some g : R">4 — [0, 4+00) , k € {1,...,m—1} and suppose that
P = P(x,u,Vu,...,.V™ ) is a P—function of Z3) with u = pu(g(V*u)) , u(t) > 0,Vt > 0.
If there exists xy € €2 such that

P(z0,u(x0), ..., V" u(x0)) = sup Pz, u, ..., V" tu) (2.4)
Q
then P(x,u,Vu,...,V™ ) is constant in .

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the strong maximum principle since
w(g(VFu)) > 0 in Q. O
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The most common choice of g in Theorem above is the Euclidean norm. For example,
if k=1, g(Vu) = |Vu|. If 4 > 0, Vt > 0, then the assumption infg g(V*u) > 0 is dismissed.

Remark 2.3. The constancy of P—functions with a particular form hides geometric infor-
mation on the level sets {x € R™ | u(x) =t} of the solution u, such as the property of being
surfaces of zero mean curvature (see Proposition 4.11 in [6]).

We now focus on fully nonlinear elliptic equations. Let u :  C R” — R be a smooth
solution of
F(z,u, Vu, V*u) =0 (2.5)

where F' : 2 x R x R" x R™"™ — R is a continuous function and satisfies the ellipticity
condition

NP <37 Fuy (2,0, Vi, V2)EE; < AEP Vo eQ, VEER" (2.6)

,J

oF
Here we use the notation F' = F(z,s,¢q,A), s€ R, ¢ecR", Ac R and F,,, = S
Qg5
Some important examples of fully nonlinear elliptic equations are
(1) Monge-Ampere’s equation
det(V?u) = f(x)

for strictly convex solutions v and f > 0.
(2) Equation of Prescribed Gauss curvature

det(V?u) = K (z)(1 + |Vul)'T

K(x) is the Gauss curvature of the graph u at (z,u(z)). Again, this equation is elliptic for
strictly convex solutions u.
(3) Quasi-Linear equations of the form

Z aij(Vu) g, = F(x,u, Vu)
‘7.]‘

where a;; satisfy the ellipticity condition A[¢]* < 37, S a;;€:€; < AJ¢*. The p—Laplace equa-
tion, the Allen-Cahn equation and the minimal surface equation belong in this class of
equations. Such equations are thoroughly studied in [4] 6, 9] among others.

There are many other important examples of fully nonlinear elliptic equations, such as
Pucci’s equation, Bellman equation, Isaacs equation (see [2]).

We now provide two general criteria for obtaining P—functions.
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Lemma 2.4. Let u be a smooth solution of (2.5]) and F' satisfies (2.6]). Consider the quantity

I:=(\g"(u) = 2F,)|Vul]> + (¢ (w)V F — 2V F)Vu + ¢'(u Z s sz, (2.7)

and assume that I > 0 for some function g : R — R.
Then P(u,Vu) = |Vu|* 4+ g(u) is a P—function of ([2.5).

Proof. Assume that I > 0 for some g : R — R and let P(u, |Vul?) = |Vu|* + g(u)
(i.e. P(s,t) =1+ g(s)).
We have

k

= Pxixj =2 Z(urk%ul‘kl‘z + ul‘kul“kmz'rj) + g”<u)ul‘¢u$]’ + g/<u>u1'i33j
k

= Z d@]lexJ - 2 Z dZ_]U‘:Bk!L'] U‘ll?kl'z + dl.]umkuka x] _'_ g” Z dz]uxlux] (28)

2,] 1,5,k
1 2 :
U) diju:vimj
i7j

> 2\ Hes ul* + 2 Z dij U Uiy + A" (W) Vul® + ¢’ (w) Z dijUig,q,
Py —

oF

8&2‘]' ’

Differentiating (2.5]) over z, and then multiplying by u, we obtain

F,, + Foug, + Z Fy gz + Z ST

where d;; = Fy,; =

m,l

2.9)
1 (
= 3 Attty e =~V FVu — F,|Vuf? - équva + 59/ W)V, FVu
m,l,k
Therefore the last equation of (2.8)) becomes
> dijPu, + VFV,P > 2MHes ul* + g'(u)V,FVu + (Ag"(u) — 2F,)|Vul?
b (2.10)

—2VuV,F + ¢ Z iy Uiy >
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Lemma 2.5. Let u be a smooth solution of (23] and F' satisfies (2.6). Consider the quantity
J = (AB"(u) = 24 (|Vu|®)F,)|Vul|® + (B (u)V,F — 2A'(|Vul|*)V,.F)Vu
A(B'(u))? (2.11)
B’ Footug . +————
o zj: et A ([T ul?)

and assume that J > 0 for some functions A, B : R — R with A’ >0, VYt >0 and A” > 0.
Then P(u,Vu) = A(|Vu|?) + B(u) is a P—function of (Z.3H).

Proof. We argue as in Lemma [2.4] and obtain
Z dijpﬂﬁiﬂﬁj = A”(Z dl][|vu|2]$z [|VU|2]$J) + 2A,(Z dij [uxkﬂﬁjuﬂ%ﬂﬁi + uﬂﬁkuﬂﬁkxzxj])

irj irj ik
+ D dij(B" (g, g, + B (0)ug,a,) (2.12)
,J
> 2A'\|Hes ul? +2A’ Z dijU, Uy, + AB"|Vul* + B Z dijUe,q,
i,5,k i,J
OF

by (2.6) and since A” > 0, where d;; = EP
Qg5
We also calculate from the first equation of (28] and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
Z(Pm — Bug,)? < 4(A)?|Vu|*|Hes ul?

' (2.13)

1
= 2A'|Hes u|* > m(|VP|2 —2B'VuV P + (B')?|Vul?)

In addition, similarly to (2:9]) we have

1

Z dmlukummmlmk = _v:vFvu - Fu|VU‘2 - 2A/

m,l,k

We plug (213) and (2.14)) into (2.12) and thus

A
S 2 op! "2 2 " 2
> iy Pr, > s VP = 2B VuVP + (B |Vuf) + 0BVl

n (2.15)

1
FB' Y dijttas, + 24(=VoFVu = F|Vul® = o (V,FV,P = B'VuV,F))
i,J

(V,FV,P — B'VuV,F) (2.14)
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which gives
AB'(u)
di;iPy.o. F)YV,P >

i7j

and we conclude. O

A direct consequence of Lemma is the following.

Corollary 2.6. Let u: Q) C R™ — R be a smooth solution of
Au = f(u) (2.17)
and let P(s,t) = A(t) + B(s) such that A’ >0 fort >0, A” > 0 and assume that

#B'(5) + B9+ G a9 2 0 (2.15)

Then P = P(u,|Vu|?) is a P—function of 2.I7).

2.1. Examples of P—functions.

(1) The well known P—function of (ZI7) is

2
Pl vul?) = V8 p()

where F'(u) = f(u)

(2.19)

(see [16] or Chapter 5 in [20]).
It is easy to see that (2.I9)) satisfies (2.18]) in Corollary 2.6l

(2) Another general example of P—function of (2.17) is

P(u, [Vuf) = @*2/;( /Oy\/f(Z)f’(Z)dZ)zdy i f()f(6) >0, VteR
Pl vut) = S5 2 [ [ VErar@ara i o <o

and satisfies condition ([ZI8)) of Corollary 2.6l
Note that the above example is not in the form P = g(u)|Vu|*> 4+ h(u) that we see in [20]
as general form for P related to equation (Z.17).

(2.20)
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(3) Let u be a solution of
F(|Vu|* — cu, V?u) = 0 (2.21)

Ac
where F satisfies the ellipticity condition (2.6) and assume _, ; Fi, U0, < 5> 0.

Then P = P(u,|Vu|?) = |Vu|* — cu is a P—function of ([Z21)) since P satisfies condition
(210 of Lemma 25

(4) The following example is in [I8] (see Theorem 1).
Let u be a solution of

div(®'(|Vul|*)Vu) = p(|Vul?) F'(u) (2.22)

with ®(t), p(t) > 0 and ®'(¢t) 4+ 2t®”(¢t) >0, Vt > 0.
Consider the function

_ YW+ )
P(s,t) = /0 = 2F(s) (2.23)

Then P = P(u,|Vul?) is a P—function of ([2.22).

Note that for p = 1, we have the one studied in [4].

3. GRADIENT BOUNDS AND PROPERTIES OF ENTIRE SOLUTIONS OF FULLY NONLINEAR
EQUATIONS

In this section we will see that utilizing the techniques of [4, [9], we can obtain gradient
bounds for solutions of equations of the form (25). To be more precise, for any explicit
example of P—function with a specific property, we obtain a particular gradient bound.

Some of the regularity assumptions in this work can be relaxed for some classes of
equations. In the study of Quasi-linear equations for example, we can only assume that
u € WEP(R™) N L°(R"), as in assumption (i) in Theorem 1.6 in [4] and utilize regularity
results in [22] afterwords. For fully nonlinear elliptic equations also, we can relax the reg-
ularity of solutions and then utilize regularity results from [2 23]. However, our main goal
is not the optimal regularity assumptions since we state the results in an abstract form.
Therefore, we will assume that the solutions are smooth and satisfy an analog of assumption

(ii) in Theorem 1.6 in [4].
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Assumption.
u € C*(R™) N L=(R™) , Vu € C (R™;R") for some a € (0,1)

3.1
and there exists C = C(||u||r=@n)) > 0 such that |Vu(z)] < C', for any € R" (31)

The next theorem provides an a priori pointwise estimate for solutions of (2.5]). In contrast
to the gradient bounds in [4] [6], the theorem below holds for any P—function that satisfies
P(u,0) < 0. When P is of the form P = P(u, Vu) we use the notation P(u,0) instead of
P(u,0,...,0) and also we sometimes write P = P(u;x) for simplicity.

Theorem 3.1. Let u be an entire solution of
F(x,u, Vu, V*u) =0 (3.2)

that satisfy assumption BI). If P = P(u, Vu) is a P—function of [B.2)), with u = p(|Vul),
pu(t) >0, Vt>0, such that P(s,0) <0,
Then
P(u(z),Vu(z)) <0 , Vo eR" (3.3)

Proof. Let u be a solution of ([3.2]) that satisfies assumption (BI]) and consider the family of
all translations of u,

F={v :R" > R|3JzeR" such that v(z) =u(zx+2) Ve e R"} (3.4)

Z is non empty since u € .%.
Let P be a P—function of (3.2)), with u = u(|Vul|), u(t) > 0,Vt > 0, such that P(u,0) < 0.
For simplicity, we denote P = P(u;x) instead of P = P(u(x), Vu(z)).
Consider now
Py =sup{P(v;x)|ve F, xeR"} (3.5)
We will prove that
Py <0 (3.6)

and from this we conclude.
We argue by contradiction, so we suppose that

Py >0 (37)
Then, by (B.0) there exist (wg)ren in # and (xj)ken in R™ such that
lim P(wg;xg) = By (3.8)

k—+o00
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Let vy (z) = w(z+xx). Also, by definition we have that vy € . and P(vy;0) = P(wg; xx),
so that (B8) can be rewritten as

Jim  Pu;0) = Py (3.9)

Since v, € C' llo’g(R”), by the Ascoli-Arzela theorem together with a diagonal argument, we can

extract from (vg)ren a subsequence, denoted by (v,(f))keN that converges with its first-order
derivatives, uniformly on compact subsets of R™. Denote by v the limit function.
By the assumption (3.1I) we have that

F is relatively compact in C%(R") (3.10)
Thus v € .%# and
~ 0 T k). o\
P(7;0) = kETmP(vk ;0)=Fy (3.11)
by B.9).
Consider now the set
U={zeR"|P0;2) = B} (3.12)

from the continuity of P on R" , U is closed and non empty since 0 € U. We will prove that
U is also open. Let zy € U, we observe that |Vo(zg)| # 0, otherwise we would have

Py = P(0;39) = P(0(z0), V(20)) = P(0(20),0) <0

against the assumption that Fy > 0.
By continuity, there exists § > 0 such that

_inf |[Vo| >0 and thus inf u(|V9]) >0 (3.13)
Bs(zo) Bj(zo)
and by Theorem we conclude that
P(0;x) = Py in Bs(xg) (3.14)

So U is open and it follows that U = R™ by connectedness.
On the other hand, since ? is bounded it holds that there exists a sequence (y;);en in R”
such that

lim Vo(y) =0 (3.15)

=400
By the boundedness of © we also have 0(y;) = 9y — vp up to a subsequence that we still
denote as y;, and so we obtain

0< Py= lliglo P(o(y), Vo(yi)) = P(vo,0)

which contradicts the assumption P(s,0) < 0. Therefore Py < 0 and we conclude. O]

A direct consequence is a general gradient bound for fully nonlinear equations.
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Corollary 3.2. Let u be an entire solution of
F(z,u, Vu, V*u) =0 (3.16)

that satisfy assumption BI)) and F satisfies the ellipticity condition ([2.6]). Consider P =
P(u,Vu) = A(|Vul?) + B(u) is a P—function from Lemma (2.3 such that B < 0.
Then
[Vul* < W(u)

B (3.17)
where W(s) = A7 (—=B(s))

Similarly, if P is obtained from Lemma 24 and g < 0, we have |Vul? < G(u), where
G=—-g>0.

Remark 3.3. Note that the condition P(u,0) < 0 can be removed. Consider for example
P = P(u,Vu) be a P—function of [B2)) such that the condition P(u,0) <0 is not satisfied
and set P(u, Vu) = P(u, Vu) — supg. P(u,0). Then P is also a P—function of B2) and
satisfies f)(u,()) < 0. The only difference is that the gradient bound in this case takes the
form P(u(z), Vu(x)) < supga P(u(z),0).

3.1. Gradient Bounds for entire solutions by the Examples of subsection 2.1.
Next, we observe that in Example (2) above, for solutions of (Z.17),

pufvi) =B -2 [ ([ VorGr@aera i form <o @)

satisfies P(u,0) < 0.
Therefore, we have

Corollary 3.4. Let u be a smooth and bounded entire solution to
Au = f(u)
where f € CY*(R™) and f(t)f'(t) <O0.

|V“|4 //\/7(& (3.20)

Proof. By elliptic regularity theory (see [14]) we have that v € C**(R") and that |Vu]| is

bounded in R™. It suffices to prove that P defined in (8I8) is a P—function of (8.19) and
then the conclusion is direct application of Theorem B.1l

We have that P satisfies (218), P(s,t) = % =2 5T  —f(2) f'(2)dz)*dy = % +q(s),
so P, =t>0fort>0, Py >0and u = P(u,|Vul]?)|Vu|? = L[Vu|.

(3.19)

Then
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Finally,
t*Pys(s,1%) + P(s, %) f(5) + 2Pi(s, )7 f'(s) = 2t" f'(5) + 1" (s) + ¢'(5).f(s) > 0

since the above polynomial has zero discriminant. ]

In addition, we have the following gradient bound for Example (3)

Corollary 3.5. Let u be a non negative entire solution of

F(|Vu|* — cu, V*u) = 0 (3.21)
that satisfy B.1)), where F satisfies the ellipticity condition (2.6) and assume

Ac
> i Pty < 5 for some ¢ > 0.
Then
|Vul? < cu (3.22)
Proof. We have that the function
P(s,t)=t—cs

satisfy the condition (ZII]) and also, P(u,0) = —cu < 0 since u is non negative by assump-
tion. Therefore we conclude by the Theorem Bl O

Another application of interest of Theorem [B.1] utilizing the Example (4), is the following
gradient bound that is a quite more general form of the gradient bound in [4].

Corollary 3.6. Let u be an entire solution of
div(®'(|Vul*)Vu) = p(|Vul*)F'(u) , F>0 (3.23)

that satisfy assumption BI), with ®'(t), p(t) > 0 and P'(t) + 2td"(t) >0, Vt > 0.
Then
|Vu|?> < U(u) , where ¥(u) = Q *(2F (u))

and Q(t) = /0 i) ;(3@”@) " (3.24)

Proof. By Theorem 1 in [I8], we have that P(u, |Vu|*) = Q(|Vu|*) —2F (u) is a P—function
of 323) with u(t) > 0, Vt > 0 and satisfies P(u,0) < 0 since F' > 0. Thus we apply
Theorem [B.1] and we conclude. O
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4. RIGIDITY RESULTS AND PROPERTIES OF ENTIRE SOLUTIONS OF FULLY NONLINEAR
EQUATIONS

In this section we will see that if an equation admits a P—function of the form P = |Vul|?
then the solutions that satisfy assumption (B.1]) are constant. Special cases of this result are
some of the well-known results of J. Serrin in [19].

In particular we have

Theorem 4.1. Let u be an entire solution of
F(u, Vu, Vu) =0 (4.1)

that satisfy assumption [BJ]) where F satisfies the condition (26]) and assume F, < 0.
Then w is a constant

Proof. The proof of Theorem [4.1] is a consequence of Theorem B.I] and Lemma 2.4 by con-
sidering P = |Vu|?, O

Remark 4.2. (1) If F = F(z,u, Vu, V?u) and assume in addition that V,F -Vu < 0, then
the conclusion of Theorem [{.1] still holds by Theorem [3.1 and Lemma [2.4. Note also that
Theorem 1, Theorem 6 and Theorem 8 in [19] are recovered.

(2) We note that, in the special case where equation (A1) takes the form

div(®'(|Vul*Vu) = f'(u) (4.2)

then the condition F,, < 0 reads f"(u) > 0 which implies stability of the solutions, i.e. the
second variation of the associated energy functional J(u) = [(3P(|Vul?) + f(u))dz is non
negative (see also Theorem 4.5 in [4]).

Another consequence of Theorem [B.1] is the following Liouville-type result

Theorem 4.3. Let u be an entire solution of [B.2) that satisfies assumption BI) and P
is a P—function from that satisfies P(u,0) < 0. If there exists xy € R"™ such that
B(u(zg)) =0, then u = const. in R™.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem 1.8 in [4] with slight modifications. For the
convenience of the reader we provide the details.
Suppose that B(u(xg)) =0, let ug = u(xy) and consider the set

V={z e R"|u(x) =ug} (4.3)



14 DIMITRIOS GAZOULIS

V is a closed set and by the assumption, non empty. Let x; € V and consider the function
o(t) = u(zy + tw) — up, where |w| = 1 is arbitrarily fixed. We have |¢'(t)| = |Vu(z; + tw)].
By the gradient bound in Corollary 3.2l we have,

|Vul® < ¥(u) , where ¥(s) = A~ (—B(s)) (4.4)

Since ¥ € C?*(R) and ¥(ug) = 0, we have ¥(u) = O(Ju — up|?), as |u — ug| — 0. So, we
conclude from (Z4) that |¢/(t)| < C|o(t)| for ¢ small enough. Since ¢(0) = 0, we must have
¢ =0 on [—4,0], for some 6 > 0. Thus V' is open, which gives that V = R™. OJ

Also, we have a De Giorgi type property for solutions that attain the equality at a point
in the gradient bound obtained in Corollary [3.21

Theorem 4.4. Let u be an entire solution of
F(u,Vu,V?u) =0 (4.5)

that satisfy assumption (B.1) and let P = P(u,|Vu|*) be a P—function of ([&H) obtained in
Lemma 2.1 that satisfies P(u,0) < 0. If there exists xo € R"™ such that

P(u(zo), [Vu(zg)]?) = 0 (4.6)
then there exists a function g : R — R such that
either u(z)=g(a-x+b), a € R" with |a|=1, ,beR

4.
or u(x)=g(lr—2|+¢c), 20 € R" and ce R (47)

Proof. By Corollary B2l we have that P(u, |Vu|?) < 0.
We begin by considering the set
o ={r €R" . P(u,|Vul*) =0} (4.8)
4/ is closed and by the assumption &7 # (). We are going to prove that .7 is open.
Let x1 € &, if Vu(x1) = 0, we obtain by the form P(s,t) = A(t)+ B(s) that P(u(x;),0) =
—B(u(x1)) = 0. By Theorem [4.3] we conclude that u = u(z;) and Vu = 0 and hence P = 0.
On the other hand, if Vu(z;) # 0, we have infg, (2 |Vu| > 0 for some 6; > 0 and by

Theorem 2.2l we conclude that P(u, |Vu|?) =0 in Bs, (x1) and therefore < is open.
By connectedness, we have that </ = R", that is,

P(u,|Vul*) =0 ,Vz €R" (4.9)
and P, = A'(t) > 0, thus
|Vul? =¥(u) , in R® | where U(u) = A~ (—B(u)) (4.10)
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Now, if there exists xo € R™ such that ®(u(zq)) = 0, so |Vu(zz)| = 0, again by Theorem [4.3]
we have that u = u(xs).
If, on the other hand ¥(u(x)) >0 , Va € R", we set

1
U(s) (4.11)

v=_G(u) , where G'(s) =

and |[Vv|*=1 in R"
Therefore, by the result in [3], we have that
either v(z) =a-2+b , a € R" with || =1 and beR

or v(z) =|r—2|+c, 20€R"” and c€ R (4.12)
So we conclude that
either u(z) =g(a-z+0b) , a € R" with |a| =1, b€ R where g(s) = G~!(s) (4.13)
or u(z)=g(Jxr—20+¢), 20€R" and c€R '
U

Remark 4.5. Note that if u: 0 — R where Q2 is an open and connected domain in R" and
P = P(u,|Vul?) = A(|Vul?) + B(u) with A’ > 0 that attains its mazimum at a point then u
will be a solution of the Eikonal equation |Vu|* = U (u). If in addition u,, > 0 and consider
F;, = 5;; , by Proposition 2.1 in [I1], the function F = (Fy, ..., F,_1) will satisfy the Isobaric

Euler equation.

5. A HARNACK-TYPE INEQUALITY AND LOCAL ESTIMATES FOR THE GRADIENT

5.1. Estimates for Quasi-Linear equations. We will establish a Harnack inequality and
local estimates for the gradient of solutions to Quasi-linear equations in a domain €2 C R".
Properties of entire solutions for such equations have been studied in [4, [6, 9] among others.
These estimates can be extended for some fully nonlinear equations such as for the Monge-
Ampere equation.

Let u: Q C R" — R be a smooth solution of

div(®'(|Vul*)Vu) = f/(u) (5.1)

or equivalently,

Z i (V) U, = f'(u)

where a;;(0) = 20" (|0|?)oi0; + ®'(|o|*)di;
and we assume that a,; satisfy the ellipticity condition

OS> < ai&i&; < OI¢P (5.3)
1,J

(5.2)



16 DIMITRIOS GAZOULIS

Some important examples are
(1) The p—Laplacian
div(|VulP~2Vu) = f'(u) , for p>1 (5.4)

(2) The Allen-Cahn equation (for p = 2)
Au = f'(u) (5.5)

(3) The minimal surface equation
Vu

V14| Vul?

Assume also that a;; € L>(Q2). First, we have Local Boundedness on the gradient of
solutions.

Theorem 5.1. Let u : Q@ C R® — R be a smooth solution of (B.1]) and assume (B.3).
Suppose f"(u)|Vul* € L1(Q) for some ¢ > %.

Then for any Br C ), any 0 <r < R and any p > 1
1Vl

(R—r)n/»
where C'= C(n,0,0,p,q) is a positive constant.

In addition, if f" >0, the assumption on f"(u)|Vu|? is dismissed and we have
I
(R—r)n/p

div( ) = f'(u) (5.6)

Sup Vul* < €| + R | () V|| acs ) (5.7)

Sup [Vul? < IVl L2 5,) (5.8)

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 2.4 with g = 0, we have
Z ijPrin; > 20|Hes ul? + 2 Z ij Uy, Uy, (5.9)
irj irjk

Differentiating (5.2)) over z;, multiplying with u,, and summing over £,

D (@stta,0, )yt = £ ()| Vul (5.10)
i,k
Now since i Oaxi we have
80’k 80']

Z(aijumkmi)mjumk - f”(u)|Vu|2

i7j7k

= Z a”ijul‘k$i$jul‘k - f”(u)|vu|2 - Z(aw)x]uwk$zu$k

i,k 4,5,k

(5.11)
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and thus (5.9) becomes

Z(aiiji)xj > 20|Hes ul® + 2" (u)|Vu|? (5.12)
,J

Finally, by the local boundedness for elliptic equations we conclude (see for example Theorem
4.14 in [15]).

In the case where f” > 0, we have that — 3, (a;; Pr,).; < 0 and similarly we have (5.8). [

Additionally, a Harnack-type inequality is established with similar arguments.

Theorem 5.2. Let u : Q@ — R be a smooth solution of (B.1l) and assume (B.3). Suppose
|Hes ul?, f"(u)|Vul* € LYQ) for some q > 2. Then for any Br C Q there holds that for
any 0 <p< s andany0<n<71<1

n—2

1 1 . _n
C( /B . |Vu|?)r < n£ |Vul> + R* #||Hes ul[Foapgy + I (@) VulPllLasg  (5.13)

R B
where C' = C<n7p7 q, 97 @7 n, T)'

Moreover, if f” <0, the assumption on f"(u)|Vul? is dismissed and we have

1

2o\ 2 21 2
Ol /BTR\W ) < it [Vl + RF | Hes ulffa s, (5.14)

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem [5.1], together with the ellipticity of a;; there holds
Z(aiiji)xj < 20|Hes ul* + 2f" (u)|Vul? (5.15)
i,

and by the Harnack inequality applied in P = |Vu|? we conclude (see for example Theorem
4.15 in [15)).
If f <0, (515) becomes

— (aijPr,)a, > —20|Hes uf’ (5.16)
i,

and similarly we conclude. ]
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5.2. Estimates for Fully-Nonlinear Elliptic equations. The local estimates and the
Harnack-type inequality can be extended to fully nonlinear elliptic equations. By Lemma
24 with ¢ = 0 or by Lemma with B = 0, we can utilize the elliptic inequality (Z10) or
(2.1G) respectively and assuming that Fy,,; € L>(€2), we can apply Local Estimates for sub-
solutions to general elliptic operators to the P—function and obtain similar local estimates
for the gradient of solutions to fully nonlinear equations.

So, we consider solutions of the equation
F(z,u, Vu, V*u) =0 (5.17)
where F' : 2 x R x R" x R™" — R is a continuous function and satisfies the ellipticity

OF OF
condition (2.6). We denote F' = F(z,s,q,A) , F,, = o F,, = S
qi Q5

In this subsection we will assume the bound

|Fa/1j|7|Fq1| SM (518)

We first establish a local pointwise estimate for the gradient of solutions.
Theorem 5.3. Let u : Q@ — R be a smooth solution of (B.IT) and assume V,F -Vu <0

and F,|Vul* € L"(Q).

Then for any Bog C 2 and any p > 1
HVUH%%(BR) R 9
TTBonl? T 3 () Vul™l 5y (5.19)

where C = C(n,p, \, A, MR?) is a positive constant.
In addition, if F, <0, the assumption on F,(u)|Vul|? is dismissed and we have

sup [ Vuf? < O
Br

C
Vul? < ————||Vul[s 5.20
S§f| ul” < |BQR|1/p|| ul |72 (B2r) ( )

Proof. Set P = |Vul|?, by Lemma 2.4 and the assumption V,F - Vu < 0 we have
> dijPy, + VFV,P > —2F,|Vul? (5.21)

i3
where d;; = F,,;. That is
L P <2F,|Vul? (5.22)
Thus, by classical local pointwise estimates for subsolutions of elliptic equations (see for

example Theorem 9.20 in [14]) we obtain (5.19).
In the case where F,, < 0 we have L P < 0 and similarly we conclude. O]
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As in the previous subsection, we obtain the following Harnack estimate

Theorem 5.4. Let u : Q@ — R be a smooth solution of (BIT). Assume V,F -Vu > 0,
|Hes ul?, F,(u)|Vul? € L"(9).
Then for any Baog C ) there holds that for any p > 1,
1
( B
1Bzl /By,
where C = C(n,p, \, A, M R?).
Moreover, if F,, > 0, the assumption on F,(u)|Vul|? is dismissed and we have
1
(

|Br| Jp,

1 ) R R
[Vul?)>r < C(gl}f [Vul® + XHH@S o (pyp) + X||Fu(U)|VU|2||L"(Bm>) (5.23)

R
IVu[?)r < Cf(inf |[Vul? + Sl Hes ul2ougg, ) (5.24)
Br A 2R

Proof. Set P = |Vul?>. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 and by the assumption
V.F - Vu >0 to obtain
> dijPyy, + VFV,P < —2F,|Vul* + 2A|Hes uf? (5.25)
i,J
So, by the Harnack inequality for supersolutions of elliptic equations (see Theorem 9.22 in
[14] for instance), we obtain (5.23)).
If in addition F, > 0, we have L P > —2A|Hes u|?, where L = — Z” dijOpin; — > _; Fq, 0
and we conclude.
OJ
Last but not least, we have the following estimates for the Monge-Ampere equation

Corollary 5.5. Let u : Q0 — R be a smooth and convex solution of
det(V?u) = f(u, Vu) (5.26)

where f >0 and assume | f,,|, |adj” (V?u);] < M.
(1) If f, > 0, then for any Bag C Q and any p > 1 we have

C
2 2
S;J_]E)‘V’l” S W||VUHL2P(BQR) (527)

(2) If f, <0 and |Hesul* € L™(Q), then for any Bor C Q and any p > 1 we have

1
(B
\Br| J5,

where C = C(n,p, \, A, M R?).

1 . R
|Vu|?)r < (J(lng |Vul? + X||Hes 2 (Byp) (5.28)
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Proof. The proof (1) is a consequence of Theorem [5.3 and the proof of (2) is a consequence
of Theorem [5.4] and since ;TI;(A) = adjT(A);;, for F(A) = det(A) by Jacobi’s formula. O

Note: If Q = R", the fact that |Vu|? is a P—function of (5.26) in view of Theorem
[4.1] states that there is no solution of (5.20) that satisfies the assumption ([B.I]). Indeed, if
we assume that u is an entire solution of (5.20) that satisfies (B.1]), then by Theorem [A.T]
we have that u is constant in R", which contradicts the fact that it’s Hessian has positive
determinant. We can also see this as follows, if |[Vu| is bounded in R™, then Vu can not be
a global diffeomorphism and thus det(V?u) can not be strictly positive in R™.

6. HIGHER ORDER NONLINEAR EQUATIONS

In this last section, we will provide examples of P—functions for higher order nonlinear
equations and their applications. In particular, an analogous version of Theorems B.1] and
(4.1l allow us to obtain properties and pointwise estimates of entire solutions even in this case.
Moreover, we establish local pointwise estimates for nonlinear equations of order greater than
two, through the mean value properties of the P—functions or with analogous arguments to
that of section 5, applied in higher order equations. This method can be applied to many
other classes of higher order nonlinear equations.

We begin by stating the analogous Theorem B.1] for equations of general order.

Assumption

u€ C™(R™) N L®R") , V™ lue CF(R™) for some a € (0,1)
and there exists C' > 0 such that |[V'u| <C ,1=1,...,m—1.

Theorem 6.1. Let u be an entire solution or subsolution of
F(z,u,Vu,..,.V™u) =0 (6.2)

that satisfies assumption (61) and let P = P(u,..., V™ 'u) = P(u;x) be a P—function of
(6.2) such that one of the following holds:
(i) 11 = p(g(V*u)) for some g : R"™ =R, g(z) >0,¥Y2%#0, g((0,..,0)) =0,
w(t)>0,VYt>0 and P(u;z) <0, when VFu = (0,...,0) , k€ {1,...m — 1},
(i) p = p(g(V*u)) for some g : R™ =R, g(z) >0,Yz#£0, ¢((0,...,0)) =0,
ut) >0,vt >0, Pluyx) <0, when Viu = (0,...,0) , k # 1, k,l € {1,...m — 1} and
g(Vku) >0, VreR

Then P(u,...,V™ u) <0 Ve R™
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem [B.1] with minor modifications. OJ

We now provide the generalization of Theorem [4.1lin the higher order case.
Theorem 6.2. Let u be an entire solution of
F(z,u,Vu,..,.V™u) =0 (6.3)

and let P = P(u,..., V™" ) = P(u;x) be a P—function of 62) such that p = u(g(V*u))
for some g :R™ =R, g(2) >0,Y2#0, g((0,...,0)) =0, u(t) >0, ¥t >0 and
P = H(V*u) , where H : R™ — [0, +00) (6.4)
and {H=0}={0eR"} , ke{l,..,m—1} '
Then V*~1u is a constant.

Proof. The proof is direct consequence of Theorem since P = H(V*u) = 0 when V*u
vanish which gives P =0 in R". 0

6.1. Local and Global Pointwise estimates. The arguments of section 5, can be applied
for higher order nonlinear equations. In this case, we extract local and global estimates for
higher order of derivatives of u, such as for the Laplacian.

Proposition 6.3. Let u: 2 — R be a smooth and convex subsolution of

A*u — F(x,u, Vu, V2u, V3u) =0 , with F >0 (6.5)
Then for any B CQ, any0 <r < R and any p > 1,
sup(Au)? < = Al (6.6)
where C'= C(n,p).
Proof.
P,, = 2AulAu,,
Priz, = 2(Aug,)? + 28ul g, (6.7)

= AP = 2|VAu* + 2Aul?u > 2|VAu* + FAu >0

Therefore, by classical estimates for subsolutions of elliptic equations he conclude (see for
example Theorem 4.14 in [15]). O

Furthermore, we give some examples of P—functions of the form P = P(u, |Vul|, Au) re-
lated to forth order nonlinear equations together with applications.
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Proposition 6.4. Let u be a smooth solution of
a(Au)[|Vul?A%u — Au(Vu - VAu)] = b(u)|Vul*

, (6.8)
where a,b :R —R and a >0, a >0
and set P(s,t) = A(t) — B(s) such that A’ = a and B" = b.
Then P = P(u, Au) = A(Au) — B(u) is a P—function of (G.8).
In addition, if u satisfies (€1]) with m =4, B(u) > 0 and u,, > 0, then
Au<T(u) Yo €R", where I'(u) = A" (B(u)). (6.9)
Proof. We have
P,, = Py, + PAu,, (6.10)
and so,
Au(VP -Vu) = P,|Vul*?Au + P,Au Z Uy, Ay,
= (6.11)

& —B'(u)|VulPAu = Au(VP - Vu) — A'(Au)Au Z Ug, AUy,
i=1
on the other hand we have
Pxixi = Pssuii + 2PstuxiAuJ:i + Ptt(Aux1)2 + Psumixi + PtAuxel

= AP = <_B”(u))|Vu‘2 + A”(Au)i<AUmi)2 — B'(u)Au + A/(Au)A2u (6.12)

i=1
and by (6.11]) and the assumptions of A and B, (6.12]) becomes
|Vu|?AP — Au(VP - Vu) > a(Au)[|VuPA%u — Au(Vu - VAuU)] — b(w)|Vul* =0 (6.13)

For the bound of the Laplacian, we have P(u,0) = —B(u) < 0 and pp = |Vu|* > 0 Vo € R"
since u,, > 0, so the assumption (i) in Theorem [61]is satisfied and we conclude. O

Proposition 6.5. Let u be a smooth solution of

|Hes u|? = F(u, |Vu|*, Au) + %Azu
. (6.14)
where F : R®* — R is such that F(s,t,w) > §w2'
Then P = P(u, |Vul?, Au) = |Vul?> — uAu is a P—function of (G.16]).
In addition, if u is non negative, convez solution of (6.1 that satisfies assumption (6.1]),
then

Vul* <ulAu , VzeR™ (6.15)
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Proof. We have that

n
P, =2 E Uy Uz, — Uz, AU — UAU,

j=1
and
AP =2|Hesu|* + 2VuVAu — (Au)? — 2VuVAu — uAu

so by (6.10),
AP = 2F (u, |[Vu|*, Au) — (Au)* > 0

For the gradient bound we see that P(u,0, Au) = —uAu < 0 since u is non negative and
convex, so the assumption (i) of Theorem [6.1] is satisfied and we conclude. O

As a result, we have the following pointwise estimate
Corollary 6.6. Let u: By C R" — R be a smooth solution of

|Hes u|® = F(u, |Vul?, Au) + %AQU
(6.16)
where F : R* — R is such that F(s,t,w) >

DO | =
g

Then )
Vu(z)|* — u(z)Au(z) < C(||ul[mr(s,) + ||[Aul|L2s,))

(6.17)
Vee B ={yeR" : |yl <1}, and C depends only on n.

Proof. By Proposition 6.5, we have that P = |Vu|? — uAu = P(u;x) is subharmonic.
Therefore we have
1

Plu;z) < ———— P(u;y)dy , ¥V B(x,r) C B (6.18)
‘B(Jj‘, T)| B(x,r)
Also, P < |Vul* + (u? + (Au)?).
So,
| Plusg)dy < lulliien + 180l voa ¥ Blavr) € B (6.19)
B(z,r)
Thus, for any = € B; (since B(x,1) C Bsy), we have
1

P(u;z) < @(HUHH%BQ) + [1Au][r2(5,)) (6.20)

O

Remark 6.7. Note that if F(u, |Vu|?, Au) = $(Au)?, we have a reduction of order result,
that is, if u is a smooth and bounded entire solution of

2|Hes ul|? = (Au)? + ulA’u (6.21)
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such that Vu, Au € L>®(R"), then u satisfies uAu = |Vul|? + ¢ for some c € R. We can see
this from the proof of Proposition[6.3, where P = |Vu|? —ulAu will be harmonic for this par-
ticular equation. Also, |P| < M for some M = M(||u|pom@ny, || V|| Loo@n), || Aul| Lo mny) > 0
and thus P =constant.

A special case of interest of Corollary is the following
Corollary 6.8. Let u: By C R? — R be a smooth solution of

det(V?u) = G(u, |Vul|*) — Y A2y,
(V) = G, [Vuf’) — & .
where G : R?* — [0, +00)

Then
Vu(z)|* — u(z)Au(z) < C([Jul| g sy + [|1Au]L2(5,)) (6.23)

1
Proof. We write det(V?u) = 5((Au)2 —|Hesul|?) since u is defined a domain in the plane and
then the proof is a consequence of Corollary [6.6] for F' = G(u, |[Vul?) + (Au)? , G>0. O

6.2. A Liouville theorem and a De Giorgi-type property. A direct consequence of
Theorem is the following

Corollary 6.9. Let u be a convex entire subsolution of
Z aii(z,u, Vu, Vu, V) Aug,,, — F(z,u, Vu, Vu, Viu) = 0 (6.24)
i3

that satisfies assumption (G.1) with m = 4 and assume a;; satisfy the ellipticity condition

(2.6) and F > 0.

Then wu is constant.
Proof. Consider P = P(u, Vu, Au) = (Au)?, so as in the proof of Proposition 6.3 we calculate
Priz; = 28U, Ay, + 2AUA U,

= ZaijPij > 2\|VAu|> + FAu > 0 (6.25)

i,
and P(u,Vu,0) = 0 with g = 1, so by Theorem we obtain Au = 0 in R” and u is
bounded by (6.1I), so u is constant. O

Finally, we have the following De Giorgi-type property



APPLICATIONS OF P-FUNCTIONS TO FULLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 25

Proposition 6.10. Let u : R? — R be a smooth and bounded solution of
F(u, Vu, Vu, V3u, Vi) = 0 (6.26)

such that u, > 0 and assume P = P(u, Au) is a P—function of ([6.26), such that P, >0
(P = P(s,t)) with p = p(|Vul), p(t) >0, vVt >0.
If there exists xg € R? such that

P(u(xg), Au(zg)) = sup P(u, Au) < 400 (6.27)

then there exists a function g : R — R such that
u(r) = glax +by) , for a,b e R (6.28)

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem [£.4] we obtain that

P(u,Au) =co , where c¢o = sup P(u, Au) (6.29)
R”
since P; > 0 we have
Au= f(u) , forsome f:R—R (6.30)

and u is bounded entire solution of (6.30) such that u, > 0.
Therefore, by Theorem 1.1 in [12], we conclude that

u(z) = glax +by) , for some g: R — R (6.31)

Acknowledgments: 1 would like to thank my advisor professors N. Alikakos and C.
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Farina for their useful suggestions that lead to various improvements.

APPENDIX A. SOME ADDITIONAL EXAMPLES OF P—FUNCTIONS AND THEIR GRADIENT
BOUNDS

(1) The following example can be found in [I7]. Let u be a solution of
Au = u(k|Vul? + Xe=)

te—ks® L A o=sP(kte) £ Al
and let P(s,t) = {tecsz —;k;rce ’ i 7 (8.1)
e — \s , k=—c

Then P = P(u, |Vul?) is a P—function of (A]).
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Corollary A.1. Let u be an entire solution of
Au = u(k|Vul? + Ae=) (A.2)
that satisfy (B1).

Then
pee if Mk +c) <0
wup < | EC AR (A.3)
Au“e ,if k= —c and A >0
Proof. By [17], we have that
P(S t) B te—k‘s2 _'_ ki—’—ce—‘s?(k;-f'c) , k # —c (A 4)
’ tess” — \s? k= —c '

is a P—function of (A2) with u(t) > 0, Vt > 0 and P(s,0) < 0 in both cases since
either A(k +¢) < 0 or k = —c and A > 0. Therefore by Theorem [B.I] we conclude that
P(u,|Vul?) <0 Vz € R" and we obtain the gradient bound (A.3). O

Remark A.2. For A =0, Corollary[A1 says that |Vu| =0 and thus u is a constant. That
15 a Liouville-type result and can also be obtained ez’ther as an application of Theorem[{.1] or
by Liouville’s theorem by setting v = g(u) , where g(z fo “**dz and then Av = 0 and
v 18 bounded since u 1s bounded.

(2) Consider the equation
div(|Vul*Vu) = f'(u) (A.5)
where f is such that f > 0 and f” <0.
This is a quasi-linear equation of the form (5.1 with ®(t) = ¢2. In view of Theorem 1]

the assumption f” < 0 is reasonable since the entire solutions would be constant in the case
where f” > 0.

By Lemma 2.5 we have that
6
P(u, |Vul’) = [Vul® = 3 f(u) (A.6)

is a P—function of (A.5]), where A is the ellipticity constant.
Indeed, we calculate J in (ZIT) with A(t) =¢, B(s) = =3 f(u)

J = (AB"(u) +2f"(u))|Vu|? + B'(u Z g‘;” V)t o, th, + B (1) Y a5 (Vtt) g, + %(B’(u))Q
k T

> 4 ()| Val = 30 30 G Ty, = 3 (P @) + L @)
1,5,k

where a;; = 40;0; + 2|0]?5;; as defined in (5.2)).
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Therefore we have

Oa;j
5%1__@%@k+4qﬂm‘F&%@j
Oa;;
Z 80;1 (V) ug e, = 2f'(u)
0,5,k

So,
J > —4f"(u)|Vul* > 0

since f” <0.
In addition, P(u,0) = —2f(u) < 0, since f is non negative. Thus, by Theorem Bl we
obtain the bound

Corollary A.3. Let u be an entire solution of

div(|Vul*Vu) = f'(u) (A.7)
that satisfy B1)), where f is such that f >0 and f” <0.
Then 6
vl < 2 f(u) (A8
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