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A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR SINGULARITIES OF THE
LAGRANGIAN MEAN CURVATURE FLOW WITH
SUPERCRITICAL PHASE

ARUNIMA BHATTACHARYA AND JEREMY WALL

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove interior a priori estimates for singu-
larities of the Lagrangian mean curvature flow assuming the Lagrangian
phase is supercritical. We prove a Jacobi inequality that holds good when
the Lagrangian phase is critical and supercritical. We further extend our
results to a broader class of Lagrangian mean curvature type equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

A family of Lagrangian submanifolds X (z,t) : R® x R — C"™ evolves by
Lagrangian mean curvature flow if it solves

(X' =AX = H, (1.1)

where H denotes the mean curvature vector of the Lagrangian submanifold.
After a change of co-ordinates, one can locally write X (z,t) = (x, Du(z,t))
such that A, X = JV,0O (see [HL82]) where O is the Lagrangian angle given
by

O = Z arctan \; (1.2)

i=1
with \; denoting the eigenvalues of the Hessian D?u. Here g = I,, + (D%u)?
is the induced metric on (z, Du(z)) and J is the almost complex structure on
C™. This results in a local potential u(z,t) evolving by the parabolic equation

U = @,
u(z,0) == u(x).
Symmetry reductions of the Lagrangian mean curvature flow reduce the
above local parabolic representation to an elliptic equation for w(x), which

models singularities of the mean curvature flow (see Chau-Chen-He [CCHI2]).
If u(x) solves

Z arctan \; = s1 + so( - Du(z) — 2u(x)), (1.3)
i=1
1
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then X (x,t) = /1 — 255t (x, Du(z)) is a shrinker or expander solution of (LTI,
if s5 > 0 or so < 0 respectively. If u(x) solves

Z arctan \; = t1 + ty - © + t3 - Du(x), (1.4)
i=1
then X (z,t) = (x, Du(x)) + t(—ts, t2) is a translator solution of (LI). If u(x)
solves

= r
Z arctan \; = ry + 32(|:17|2 + | Du(z) %), (1.5)
i=1
then X (z,t) = exp(rotJ)(x, Du(z)) is a rotator solution of (LI). A broader
class of equations of interest that generalize equations (L3]), (IL4]), (), among
others, are the Lagrangian mean curvature type equations

Z arctan \; = O(z, u(x), Du(x)). (1.6)

See [Yua20, [BS20] for a detailed discussion.

Notations. Before we present our main results, we clarify some terminology.

I. By Br we denote a ball of radius R centered at the origin.
II. We denote the oscillation of u in Bg by oscg,, (u).
III. Let I'r = Br xu(Br) x Du(Bgr) C Brx RxR™. Let vy, 5 be constants
such that for O(x, z, p), we have the following structure conditions

0./, 0], [0, < 11, (1.7)
|®I$‘7 ‘@$Z|7 |®I;D|7 |®zz|7 |®zp‘ S vy

for all (z,z,p) € I'g. In the above partial derivatives, the variables
x,z,p are treated as independent of each other. Observe that this
indicates that the above partial derivatives do not have any D?u or
D3u terms.

Our main result is the following: we prove interior Hessian estimates for
shrinkers, expanders, translators, and rotators of the Lagrangian mean curva-
ture flow and further extend these results to the broader class of Lagrangian
mean curvature type equations, under the assumption that the Lagrangian
phase is supercritical, i.e. [0 > (n —2)5 +0.

Theorem 1.1. If u is a smooth solution of any of these equations: (L3J),
(L4), and (LI) on Br(0) C R™ where n > 2 and |©] > (n —2)% + 9, then we

have

|D*u(0)] < exp [Cr esc™8(8/2)] exp | Cy esc™8(8/2) (oscp, (u)/R2) ™
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where Cy and Cy are positive constants depending on n and the following: s,
for (L3)), to,ts for (LA), and ro for (LI).

Remark 1.1. In the case of equation (L4)), since there is no gradient dependence
in the derivative of the phase, the precise estimate obtained is

[D*u(0)] < exp [C esc™*(3/2)] exp {Cz s 0(5/2) (OSCBRw)/RZ)?’"_Q} |

Theorem 1.2. If u is a smooth solution of ([LG) on Bg(0) C R, with n > 2
and |©] > (n—2)5+06 where O(x, z,p) € C*(I'g) satisfies (LD) and is partially
convex in p, then we have

|D*u(0)] < exp [C) esc™°(5/2)] exp {02 esc™7(0/2) (oscp, (u)/R2)4"_2}

where Cy and Cy are positive constants depending on vy, vy, and n.

An application of the above results is that C° viscosity solutions to (IL3)),([L4]),
and (L) with [©| > (n—2)5 +4 are analytic inside the domain of the solution.

For solutions of the special Lagrangian equation, i.e. © = constant with
critical and supercritical phase |©| > (n — 2)7, Hessian estimates were ob-
tained by Warren-Yuan [WY09, WYT0], Wang-Yuan [WYT4], Li via a
compactness approach, Shankar via a doubling approach, and Zhou
[Zho22] for estimates requiring Hessian constraints which generalize criticality.
The singular C'* solutions to (I.2)) constructed by Nadirashvili-V1adut [NV10]
and Wang-Yuan [WYT13] show that interior regularity is not possible for sub-
critical phases [©| < (n — 2)F, without an additional convexity condition, as
shown in Bao-Chen [BCO3], Chen-Warren-Yuan [CWY09], and Chen-Shankar-
Yuan [CSY23|, and that the Dirichlet problem is not classically solvable for
arbitrary smooth boundary data. For solutions of the Lagrangian mean curva-
ture equation, i.e. © = O(x) is variable, Hessian estimates for convex smooth
solutions with © € C'"! were obtained by Warren in [War(8, Theorem 8]. For
OY! critical and supercritical phase, interior Hessian and gradient estimates
were established by Bhattacharya and Bhattacharya-Mooney-
Shankar (for C? phase) respectively. See also Lu [Siy23]. Interior
Hessian estimates for supercritical C%!' phase were derived by Zhou [Zho23].
For convex viscosity solutions, interior regularity was established for C? phase
by Bhattacharya-Shankar in [BS23|] and optimal regularity conditions were de-
rived in [BS20]. If © is merely in C* and supercritical, counterexamples to
Hessian estimates exist as shown in [Bha24].

When the Lagrangian phase depends on both the potential and the gradient
of the potential of the Lagrangian submanifold, ©(x, u, Du), less is known. In
[BW24], the authors proved Hessian estimates for solutions of (L3), (L4,
(CH), (L6) under the assumption that the phase is hypercritical, i.e. |©| >
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(n—1)%, a condition which results in the convexity of the potential function .
Note that for solutions of ([LL6]), Hessian estimates do not hold good without
the additional convexity assumption of © in the gradient variable, Du, as
illustrated by the counterexamples constructed in [BS20]. The concavity of
the arctangent operator in ([[2)) is closely associated with the range of the
Lagrangian phase. When |©| > (n — 1)7, then A; > 0 for all 1 < i < n,
making the arctangent operator concave. However, when the phase is critical
and supercritical, i.e. |©] > (n —2)7, the potential function u lacks convexity
unlike in [BW24]. In this range, the level set {\ € R"|\ satisfying (L2)} is
convex [Yua02, Lemma 2.2] but the Hessian of the potential u has no lower
bound. At the critical value, the Hessian D?u can possess negative eigenvalues,
with the smallest potentially approaching —oo: This makes deriving the Jacobi
inequality a challenging problem. In Lemma[3.1] we derive a Jacobi inequality
for a suitable choice of the slope of the Lagrangian graph that holds good
when the phase is critical and supercritical. When the phase is supercritical,
ie. O] > (n—2)% +0 with § > 0, the Hessian D?u has a lower bound given
by — cot 61, which we exploit to perform a version of the Lewy-Yuan rotation
[CW19] originally introduced in [Yua0O2]. This enables us to derive both a
mean value property and a Sobolev inequality for the slope of the Lagrangian
graph. The Jacobi inequality combined with the mean value property and the
Sobolev inequality leads to the desired estimate.

Note that the results in section [3 are valid when © is critical and supercrit-
ical. However, the remainder of the proof in this paper does not hold at the
critical value and requires © to be supercritical. The convexity of the level set
at the critical value is insufficient to perform the Lewy-Yuan rotation [Yua02]
necessary to derive an appropriate mean value property.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

For the convenience of the readers, we recall some preliminary results. We
first introduce some notations that will be used in this paper. The induced
Riemannian metric on the Lagrangian submanifold X = (z, Du(z)) C R" xR"
is given by

g =1, + (D*u)’.
We denote
0 0?

% = oz’ % = Ox;0x;

u; = O, u;; = Oju.
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Note that for the functions defined below, the subscripts on the left do not
represent partial derivatives

hijk = N 9"V 97\ g uge,  g" = (YA
Here (g") is the inverse of the matrix ¢ and h;;;, denotes the second fundamen-
tal form when the Hessian of u is diagonalized. The volume form, gradient,
and inner product with respect to the metric g are given by

dvy = +/det gdv = Vdx | Vv = gijvin,
(Vgu, Vyw)y = gijviwj .1V v]? = (Vgu, Vyv)g.
We state the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that the ordered real numbers \y > Ao > ... > \,, satisfy

L2) with © > (n —2)%. Then we have

(1) AM>XN> >N > 0, Ap—1 = ‘)‘n‘

(2) M+ (n—1)\, >0.

(3) ok(A1y s An) >0 foralll <k <n-—1andn>2.

(4) If © > (n —2)5 + 6, then D*u > — cot d1,.

Proof. Properties (1), (2), and (3) follow from [WY14, Lemma 2.2]. We will
prove property (4). We claim that if © > (n — 2)7 + 6, then

arctan \; > (0 — g)
Suppose not and we have arctan \; < (§ — 7) instead. Then we must have

Zarctan)\k > (n — 2)z +d—(0— z) =(n— 1)E
. 2 2 2

ki
which contradicts the fact arctan A\, < 7. So it follows that D*u > tan(d —
™I,. O
5)Mn

For the convenience of the reader, we recall the following proposition from
Bha21].

Proposition 2.1. [Bha21l Proposition 4.1] Let u be a smooth solution to (L0
in R™. Suppose that the Hessian D?*u is diagonalized and the eigenvalue \. is
distinct from all other eigenvalues of D*u at point xo. Then at xo we have

‘vgln,/HAg ZA 2 (2.1)

202\,
2)p2
Aglnm (1 +A)h5, + Z(A — i )\ylkk)hkm

and
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2\ A2\ + M)
1 7 sk h2 2.2
+kz:l+>‘v_)‘k+ Ay = Ak } it 22)

14+ X2 14 )2
2)\, k J Ni 4+ i) | R2.
iy [A o T ’“)] wn
k>j

k.j#y
A,
HAQ 02,0 — Z)\ag (0.:0)0Iny/1+ 22, (2.3)

3. JACOBI INEQUALITY

+

In this section, we prove a Jacobi-type inequality for the slope of the gradient
graph (z, Du(x)).

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a smooth solution to ([L6) in R™ with n > 3 and
© > (n—2)%. Suppose that the ordered eigenvalues Ay > Ay > --- > X, of the
Hessian D*u satisfy \; = -+ = A\, > Ang1 at a point xg. Then the function
b = L 37" In\/1+ A? is smooth near zo and satisfies at xq

Agby > c(n)|V b |> — C(v1,v9,n) (1 + | Du(z0)]?). (3.1)

Proof. Step 1. The function b,, is symmetric in A{,..., \,,. Thus, for m < n,
b,, is smooth in terms of the matrix entries when \,, > \,.1. It is
still smooth in terms of z since D?u(z) is smooth, in particular at x
where \; = --- = \,, > A1 For m = n it is clear that b, is smooth
everywhere.
First, we assume that the first m eigenvalues are distinct. Summing
up all three lines of (2.2)) and (23], and grouping the mean curvature
terms into Ay, Ras, haoy we get

mA by (1) = Z(1+>\2 W2 + ( o+ Y ) (34 A2 +2X, M) h2,,

k=1 i<k<m  k<i<m

- 2(\;

k<m<i >\k o i<m<k )\Z o >\k
+2l DB NN+ N+ M)
1<j<k<m

14+ X7 14+ X7
O I AN  NA AR +AA _Ak+AjAj_A )h?

ijk
i<j<m<k

1+ 22 14 )2
+ )N (Aj+Ak+X_A]'+X_;k) h”k]
) 7 )

1<m<j<k
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O0ub,.

+§:1+A2”

As a function of matrices, b,, is C* at D?*u(wzg) with eigenvalues
satisfying A = Ay = -+ = A, > A1 We can approximate D?u(x)
by matrices with distinct eigenvalues. The above expression for Agb,,
at x¢ holds and simplifies via part (1) of Lemma 2] to

mA by, i1+)\2hikk+(z Z) (34 3X)h2,
k=1

i<k<m  k<i<m

2A(1+AN) BA= A + 2N+ M) o
+ Z )\7}%@% + Z Wik

k<m<i T i<m<k A=Ak

+ 2 { (3+ 3X*)hi,
i<j<k<m
2X  A2(A+ )
1 h?

p> ( PV e ) ik

i<j<m<k

L+X2 1+ ,

+ Z )\<>\j+>\k+)\_>\j +A_Ak) hwk}

z<m<j<k

+Zl+>\2 020 — leHz (0a0)Dabi

> " NhY, + ( o+ ) >3A2hik + Z 2X° AA h2, (3.2)
k=1

i<k<m  k<i<m k<m<2

Oabim.

1—|—

By @I) and the C' continuity of b,, as a function of matrices at
D?*u(x), we have

2
1 n )\2 n m
k=1 ) ]

Combining ([B.2) and (B.3]) we see that

m(Agbm - E(n)|vgbm|2) >
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A2 [i(l—e)hikkjt ( o+ ) )

uk uk

k=1 i<k<m  k<i<m k<m<z
(3.4)
A+ A
2 B 2
i<m<k
N
+ ; — A2 920 Oabum

where €(n) will be fixed.
Step 2. We will estimate each term in the above expression. For each fixed k
in the above expression, we set t; = h;;,. For simplicity, we will denote

H*(20) = ti(z0) + - - 4 ta_1(20) + ta(x0) = /(o) + talo)

where H* denotes the k-th component of the mean curvature vector.
Step 2.1. We first show that (84]) can be bounded below by —C(n,v;)(1 +
| Du(xg)|?). For each fixed k& < m, we show that [ |, > —C(n)vi(1 +
ui(rg)). In the case that \; > 0 for all 4, the proof follows directly.
We will only consider the case A,y > 0 > \,. For simplifying the
notation, we assume k = 1. From t,(x¢) = H'(z¢) — t'(x) we observe:

[ " 2\, 2
_ 2 2 7 2 n 49
(] = (1—e)t1+§(3—e)ti+lz e e

B m n—1
2\
— 2 2 i 492
_ (1—e)t1+§i:2:(3—e)ti+ > ok

i=m-+1 i
2A
n H12_2H11 AV
Tl = 2H (1)
m n—1 2\
2 2 42
(1—e)t1+Z(3—e)ti+'Z ook
=2 i=m-+1
2An s ) W |
1 H 1+ -
)]+ ()

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality. Noting that

22 2 .
p— > —= and using

2
(H1)2 = (g11819)2 = ( (@901 + @uul + @ul)\l)) S 3V12(1 -+ uf(azo))

1+ X2
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we have
[]1 > 1—6152—1—2 —€t2+z )\ >\ ]
(2] - c<n>u%<1 a1+ 1)
(1— et zm:?)—et2 ] (3.6)
1+2<i\—i—_> <1—€+;3—6 = )] (3.7)
1

— C(n)vi (1 +uf(xo)) (1 + 5)

where the last inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.
We have that (3.0]) is positive choosing € < 1 and so it remains to find
¢(n) such that ([B.7) is positive. We observe

2(1 -
SR (e S 2|

2(1+77)An' A=A 1 m—1 & a-
A=A, 2(1+n))\n+1—e+3—e+lzzm;rl 2\

21+ [ A=A A= 1 —1 = a-N
_2(1+n) _ L L m Z

A— A\, 2\, 2\, 141 1—€¢ 3—c¢ S 2\
IO ) L I S AR Gy
RS S wll el b D 2>\i] 7

L i=m-+1

2(L+n)A, | 1 +m—1+§"i_ﬁ B
TUAh [Toe 33— 24n 2|
2T+ [ m—1 MNo,_1 n
T 1o 3-¢ 2, 2] 7

204+, [ 1 m—1 n
> A - .
A=\, _1—e+3—e 2} K (38)

where we used that A = \; = --- = \,,, and Lemma [2.1]
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Observe that finding an € such that (3.8) is nonnegative, using 22 >

—2 s equivalent to showing
n

1 m—1 n
X n

24 <0
l—e 3—¢ 2 4(1+n) —
Let
2
Lo ﬁ(ﬂ) I
2 4(1+n) 4\1+7
We get
1 N b <0
—a
1—¢ 3—c¢ -

which is equivalent to
ae — (4a—b—1)e+ (3a —b—3) > 0.
The above function of € has zeros at
Cda—b—1%+/(4a—b—1)2—4a(3a —b—3)
2a

2
P e/ A S Y PR e A R RN /A
n \2+n n \2+n n\2+n

€

Hence, we want to choose €(n) > 0 such that

2m (1 2m (1 ?
cco 2m (L 2m (L) 8
n \2+n n \2+n n

=23 (5) (-3 (52) +2(633)

We see that f’(m) < 0 and hence, it must be that
fln—1) < f(m) < f(1).

By writing

1 1

ﬂ:_<1+L)

2+n 2 2+
we have 5 9

n— U
1) = _ - L
e n n(2+7))

and

B _n—l o\ _n—l i 2 é
O ey W 1))
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4 n
1 z(1+—>
:1——(1—(n—1)L) 14+ |1+ VAN
n
L (1= (- 1))

l( _

—1— "
1 _I_ %(1—"_217]) _I_ 1

L (1-(n-1)5")"

24n

S

—1—

(1+ﬁ)

\/5 (1—(71—1)21—77)2—#%(1—l—ﬁ)—l—%(1—(n—1)ﬁ)

1 8(1+mn) .
VE—m=2n)2+8nl+n)2+n)+2—(n—2)n

In order to choose 0 < ¢(n) < f(n—1) < f(m) < f(1) we must first
find an n(n) such that

8(1+mn)

1
Ve sl 2 i 2 (-2
or rather

8(1+n)<+v/©2—-(n—-2n)2+8n(l+n)2+n) +2—(n—2)

6+ (n+6)n)°<2—(n-=2)n*+8n(1+n)(2+n)
(8+8n)(4+n(2n+4)) < 8n(1+n)(2+n)

44 n2n+4) <n(2+n)
2(n —2)
< .

n+4

It suffices to choose n < 2. We take n = ; and then choose e(n) > 0
such that

4
e<1— 0 =1-
vn2 +340n + 100 + 10 — n

40

n<,/1+%+1n%0—1>+10

Step 2.2 Now we show that (3.0) is nonnegative. For each k such that m < k <n
we have A > A, > 0 and hence [ ], in ([B.5) satisfies

-3 (3 -o)
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il—et >0

for e < 1.
Step 2.3 For the k = n term of (B3, we have

TN+ N,
S (3x o)
Z( e)tfz()

where the last line follows from Lemma 21l and choosing e < 2=2.
Altogether, we have shown that (3.4]) and (3.5]) are together bounded
below by —C(n)vi(1 + |Du(z)]?) for 1 < m < n — 1. That is,

| |
M

v

m(Agbm — €(n)|Vbm|*) > =C(n )Vl(l + | Du(o) *) (3.9)
* Z 1+ A2 0i® Z:: + g (0e@)ubn
(3.10)
When m = n, we have that A\ = --- = X\, > 0, and the same inequality
holds.

Step 2.4 It remains to bound (B.10) from below.
Note that for the phase O(z,u, Du), assuming the Hessian D?u is
diagonalized at a point xg, we get

0:0(z, u, Du) = Oy, + Oyt + Y Oy, i (3.11)
k

= 9% -+ @uul + @ul>\2
Taking the j-th partial of (B.I1]) we see that

010(x,u, Du) = Oy0) + Opputty + Y Oy tyj

r=1

+ (@mj + Ouuuj + Z @uusus]) u; + O,u;;

s=1

+ Z <@ukm] + @ukuuj + Z @ukututj> Ug; + Z @ukukij
k=1 t=1 k=1
T0

= Gmimj + @xiuuj + GIin)\j
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+ (@ul% + @uiuu]' + @uiuj >\]) >\z + Z @ukukw
k=1
Using the above, we see

SDY
Z:1+A28222@

=1

Ai

Jj=1

22

s
I
—_

I
'MS
—_
>+

i

+m Z O, D;bim-
j=1
Using (B.11]) we get
n )\a
m ; [y (0,0

Hence, (3I0) becomes

||M3

wlla + Ouu ) Dabim

Ta

N "\
i1 - a abm
; 1+ AZ?&“@ m; 1+ Ag(a )3
m )\Z
=> Y Oy + 2020t + 2040\ + 20, wi\i + Ol + Ou\i + Oy, A7
i=1 i
(3.12)
— — . 1
+ m; 1+ Az(@“a O, Aa — Outiaa)Oabi (3.13)
We bound (B.12)) below using the partial convexity of O(z, z, p) in p,
by
m AZ
i=1 i
m )\Z

|@xzxz| +2|@xluu2| +2|@xzu@|)‘ +2|@uu@uzp‘ + |@uu|u + |Ou|As
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> —C(n, v, v)(1 + | Du(mo)|?) (3.14)
where the last line uses Young’s inequality and that all the \; > 0 for
1<i<m.

Using Young’s inequality we bound (B.I3]) below by

(@ua - @xa)‘a - @uua)\a)aabm

Z 100,] + 102, 0u] + Ot
1
> —§m2|vgbm|2 35C )1+ D)) (3.15)

Combining (3.9), ([3.14), and (B.15), we have
(Db — (e(n) — ﬁm)\v b|?) > —C(n, 11, v9) (1 +

Take 8 = €(n)/m and let ¢(n) = €(n)/2 to get
M(Ayby — c(n)|Vybm|?) > —C(n, v1, 1) (1 + | Du(wo)|?).

%)(1 + | Dulxo) ).

U

Corollary 3.1. Let u be a smooth solution to ([L3) in B1(0) C R"™ where
O] > (n—2)F and n > 3. Assuming the Hessian D*u is diagonalized at
xo € B1(0), BI) holds with C = C(n, s9)(1 + |Du(z)|?).
Proof. Let zg € By. As O(x,u, Du) = s1 + so(x - Du — 2u), we get that

@:ci = S2Uy; @xixj =0 @xzu =0 @xiuj = 8252']'

Ou=—25 Ou, =0 Oy =0 Oy, =0

@ui = S @uixj = 825ij @uzu =0 @uiuj = 0.
Hence ([3I2) becomes zero and [BI3) becomes

n

52

k=1
Applying Young’s inequality and simplifying, we get
n?s’

2¢(n)

mM(Agbm—c(n)|Vgbmlg) > — (Izol* + [Du(xo)[*) = =C(n, 52)(1+|Du(xo)[*).

O

Corollary 3.2. Let u be a smooth solution to ([I4l) in By(0) C R™ with |©] >
(n—2)% and n > 3. Assuming the Hessian D*u is diagonalized at xo € By (0),
BI) holds with C' = C(n,ts,t3).
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Proof. As ©(x,u, Du) = t; +ty - x + t3 - Du, we get
("‘)wi = t27i and ®Uz = tg’i

where all the remaining derivatives are zero. Hence ([B.I2) is zero and (B.13)

becomes
n

1
——— (t3 — ta A b
me;le)\z(s,k 2,k k)ak

Applying Young’s inequality and simplifying, we get

n2

2¢(n)

M(Dgbm — c(n)|Vgbm|2) > — (Ital? + |t5]2) = —C(n, ta, t5).

U

Corollary 3.3. Let u be a smooth solution to ([LH]) in By(0) C R™ with |©] >

(n—2)% and n > 3. Assuming the Hessian D*u is diagonalized at xy € By(0),

B) holds with C = C(n,re)(1+ |Du(xg)|?).
Proof. Let 29 € By. As O(x,u, Du) = ry + 2(|z|* + |Dul?), we get

@xi = T, @xixj = T25ij Gmiuj =0
@ui = T, Guixj =0 @uiuj = T25ij-

Then (B12) and ([B.I3) are bounded below by

- >\a T
> 112 {T2+T2>‘2} +my ﬁ (uk — Tk Ak) kb

since 79 > 0 and A\, > 0 for all 1 < a < m. Thus, using Young’s inequality
and simplifying, we get

mM(Agbm—c(n)|Vgbmlg) > —
U

We now extend the above Jacobi inequalities to the following integral form.

Proposition 3.1. Let u be a smooth solution to (LG) in R™ with n > 3 and

0] > (n—2)Z. Let
b=1b =log\/1+ N2
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where Amax 5 the largest eigenvalue of D*u, i.e. Apax = A1 > Ag > -+ >
An. Then, for all non-negative ¢ € C§°(Bg), b satisfies the integral Jacobi
inequality

/ —(V,0,V,b), dv, > c(n) ¢|ng|2dvg—/ C'(n, vy, v2) (14| Du(z)|?) pdv,.
Br

Br Br
From this, it follows that, for r < R,
C(n
/ Vb2, < (% - Cn, o) (1 + HDuH%w(BR))>/ dv,.
B, Br

Remark 3.1. This holds via the same proof for solutions to (L3)),(T4),(T3)
each with their respective C'.

Proof. The proof follows from [Bha21]. We present it here for the sake of com-
pletion. If b is smooth, then the integral Jacobi inequality follows immediately
from the pointwise Jacobi inequality (B.I). However, b is only Lipschitz in
terms of entries of D?u and since u is smooth in z, we have b is only Lipschitz
in z. We want to show that (3.1]) holds in the viscosity sense.

Let 29 € Br(0) and let P be a quadratic polynomial such that P(zq) = b(zo)
and elsewhere

P(z) > b(x).
If o is a smooth point of b, then via ([B]) with m = 1 we get
AyP > c(n)|V, P> = C(n,vi,15)(1 + |Du(z0)|?)

otherwise, \; is not distinct at xy. If it is not distinct at xg and we have
A =+ = A > Ap11, then the function b, will be smooth at zy from Lemma
B3I Observe that we have

P(x) > b(x) > bp(x) with equality holding at z.
Applying ([BJ]) with by, we see that at xy we still have
A P > c(n)|V,P* — C(n,vi,10)(1 + |Du(zo)]?).

This shows that ([BJ]) holds in the viscosity sense. By applying the result of
Ishii [Ish95] Theorem 1], the viscosity subsolution b to (B is also a distri-
bution subsolution. We can then integrate by parts against ¢ € C§°(Bgr) to
get

—/ (Vy0,V4b),dv, = dAGb dv,
Br

Br

> ¢(n) o|V b dv, — / C(n,vi,v2)(1 + |Du(x)|?) dv,.

Br Br
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Let 0 <r < R. Choose 0 < ¢ <1 with ¢ =1 on B, and |D¢|§%inBR,
and use the above inequality to get

/ IV bdv, < [ ¢*|V,b|*dv,
B, Br

< # /BR |Vg¢|2dvg + % . ®*C(n,v1,15)(1 4 | Du(x0)|?) dv,

< (£ 4 Clnnm) 1+ [1Dulfgs,) [ oy

R—r Br
O

Observe that the results proved in this section hold good when © is critical
and supercritical. However, the remainder of the proof in this paper does not
hold at the critical value and requires © to be supercritical.

4. LEWY-YUAN ROTATION

We use a modified version of the Lewy-Yuan rotation adapted to the super-
critical phase case [CWT9, Section 4]. Let 6 € (0,7/2) and choose o < 6. We
rotate our gradient graph downwards by an angle of e~

{:Z’ = cos(a)z + sin(a) Du(x)

y = Du = —sin(a)x + cos(a) Du(z). (4.1)

Upon rotating we have
—cot(d — a)l, < D*u < cot(a)l,.
As a < § we have cot(d) < cot(a). So there exists some 1 such that cot(d) =
cot(a) —n. We then have

2 2
u+ cot(d)% =u+ (cot(a) — n)%

is convex. By [CW19 Prop 4.1] under the rotation the new coordinates exist
in a ball of radius B

R > sin(a)nR.
We take oo = 6/2. We have

—cot(6/2)1, < D*u < cot(6/2)1,, (4.2)
and hence,
dz* < g(z) < (1 + cot?(6/2))2dz® = csc™(6/2)dz? (4.3)
where our coordinates exist in a radius of
1

= 2cos(6/2)
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We define
Q, = #(B,(0))
and see that
7] < cos(0/2)r + sin(0/2)|| Dul|Ls,) < 7+ [|Dul[Loe(s,) = p(r).  (4.4)
We also observe that
S R—r S R—r
~ 2co0s(6/2) T 2
Proposition 4.1. Let u be a smooth semi-convex function with D*u > — cot ()1,

on Br/(0) C R™. Let f be a smooth positive function on the Lagrangian surface
X = (2, Du(x)). Let 0 <r < R < R be such that R —r > 2¢. Then

diSt(Qr, 8(23)

~ n n’;l CSC2 /2 p2 (n—1) B
= an] <o (SSUREY T vy
T R
where p = p(R') is as defined in ([E4), and
.9
f= [ dz.
|1 B:| Jr(0)

We first state [BW24, Lemma 4.1], which is a generalization of [CWY09,
Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 4.1. LetQ; C Qy C B, C R" ande > 0. Suppose that dist($, 0s) >
2¢; A and A€ are disjoint measurable sets such that AU A® = Qy. Then

min{|A N Q, [A° N[} < C(n) 2104 M oA
€

Poof of Proposition[{.1. For the sake of completion we add a proof tailored to
the supercritical phase |©| > (n —2)5 + 0. Let M = ||f]|p~s,). If M < f,
then (f — f )™ =0 on B,, and hence, the left hand side is zero, from which the
result follows immediately. We assume f < M. By the Morse-Sard Lemma

Lemma 13.15], [Sard2], {z|f(z) = t} is C" for almost all ¢t € (f, M).
We first show that for such ¢,

csc?(8/2) p*" n
el () > 130 By < O SO o pa) = 1y Bl (45
Note | - |, is the metric with respect to g, and | - | is the Euclidean metric.

Let t > f. It must be that

Bl > alf@) > 0 B
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since otherwise
2 /M | B,.| 2 /M 2 -
M = dt < {z|f(x) > t}NB,|dt < — fdx = f < M.
|Br| 0 2 |BT’| 0 |Br| Bgr

From this, it follows

B,
ol f(z) < = (1.6
If |4, N Q| < ]ANQ,], then via [@3) and Lemma FT]

|A: N Q@) < esc™(6/2)| A N Q|

< O(n) csc”(é/Q)f—nmAt NoA.
On the other hand, if [A; N Q,| > |A¢NQ,|, from ([ET), we have
|B,| < 2csc™(6/2)|A5N Q|
and so . .
14,00 < 2B < 2esc(5/2)- 145N Q.
/ran /ran

Therefore, via Lemma 1],

n 2n
AN Q) < 2080”(5/2)5)—”\A§ﬂﬂr| < O(n) csc? (5/2) |8Atﬂ8Ac\” 5
In either case, we have
o2
|A; N Qr|g(i) < C(n )cs02”(5/2) ﬂ&AC\" !

which in our original coordinates is (H]).
Thus, we get

n—1
n

[ 10 = P

n—1
n

M—f ~ .
= [/ Hz|f(x)— f>t}N Br\gdtnl] via Layer cake Ex 1.13]
0

M—f
S/ Hz|f(x) — f >t} N B, |g " dt via the H-L-P inequality [FX02, (5.3.3)]
0
< o (=022 ) [ s @) = 13 0 Bl vio @
csc? 5/2 A4 :
< C(n) — )" |dv, via the co-area formula [FX02, Thm 4.2.1].

This completes the proof. O
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5. GRADIENT ESTIMATE

By Lemma 21, D?u > —cot(8)l,. Set @ = u + cot(é)%. From this we
have D?i > 0, so 4 is convex. As @ is convex, we have

||Dﬁ||Loo(BT(0)) S OSCBT.H(O)'&-
That is,

|| Du + cot(0)x|| oo, (0)) < 05CB, . (0)(u) + cot(d)

(r+1)>2
5 .
It follows that
||Du| |Loo(BT(O)) = ||Du + COt(5)1L' — COt(5)$| |L°°(B7~(O))

< |[|Du + cot(d)x|| Lo (B.(0)) + || cOt(0) || oo (5, (0))

(r+1)>

< 0sCp, ., (0)(u) + cot(d) 5

cot(d)
2

+ cot(9)r

= oscg,,,(0)(u) + (r* +4r 4+ 1). (5.1)

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS
We prove Theorem from which Theorem [L.1] follows.

Proof. Let n > 3. To simplify the remaining proof’s notation, we take R =
2n + 2 where u is a solution on Bs,.» C R™ Then by scaling v(x)

u LSE . .

((2';#2)2), we get the estimate in Theorem [L21 We denote C' = C(n, vy, 15)(1 +

2n+2
||DU||2<>°(B%+1)) the positive constant from Lemma B.1]

Step 1. We use the rotated Lagrangian graph X = (z, Du(z)) via the Lewy-

Yuan rotation, illustrated in Section El Consider b = /1 + A2 on
the manifold X = (x, Du(z)). In the rotated coordinates, b(z) weakly

satisfies
o 0 ipr o 09(2(2), u(2(2)),5i0(0/2)7 + cos(9/2) Du(x)) Pu(x) 0\,
(g (@a@a@ —9(@) 0z, 07,01, ax])b 7)

= Ag(f)b(f) > —C. (6.1)

The nondivergence and divergence elliptic operator are both uniformly
elliptic due to ([.2).
From (4.1]), we have

{x(x) = c0s(3/2)F — sin(5/2) Da(7)
Du(z(z)) = sin(0/2) + cos(d/2) Du(x)
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from which it follows that

00 (2(7), u(z (7)), sin(8/2)F + cos(8/2) Da(z)) 8%a(7)
oz, 07,07,

n

= ; @mjg%xq +0, Jil ujg—gxq - Jil @uja% <sm(5/2):zj + COS(5/2)Hj) X
= 0O,, <cos(5/2) - sin(5/2)Xq) Mg
+ Oy, ( cos(6/2) — sin(§ /2)&) Mg
+ O, (sin(5/2) + Cos(5/2))\q) Mg
<10, (cos(5/2) +sin(6/2) cot(5/2)) cot(5/2)
+ O, <cos(5/2) +5in(5/2) cot(6/2)) cot(5/2)

+ |04, | (sin(5/2) + cos(0/2) cot(5/2)) cot(6/2)

— 2c08(0/2) cot(5/2) <|@xq| 4 |@uuq|) + Zfigg; 0|
< desc?(§/2) v (1 + |uy|). (6.2)
We denote
o 2 b(z) da.

1B1(0) /B, (0)

Via the local mean value property of nonhomogeneous subsolutions
[GT01, Theorem 9.20], (see Appendix, Theorem 6.1]), we get
the following, from (6.1]) and ([6.2):

)
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n—1

cnl (/ |(b—b)* () ﬁdvg(x)) ' +C(/ dvg)n]
B1(0) B1(0)

where C' = (1411 csc?(6/2)(1+|| Dul| Loo(Banss))) and C = C(n, vy, 10)(1+
||Du||ioo(32n+1)) is the positive constant from Lemma [B.1]
The above mean value inequality can also be derived using the De
Giorgi-Moser iteration [GT01, Theorem 8.16].
Step 2. By Proposition @] with p = p(2n + 1) and € = %, and Lemma [3.1],
approximating b by a smooth function, we have

b(0) < C(n)C ™! csc(5/2)2"_2p2"_2/ IV, (b—b)*t| do,

Bap,

+CCn) ( /B ) dvg> " C(n) /B bl
< C(n)C ™ tese(8/2)22p*n2 ( /B |ng|2dvg)% ( /B dvg)%
ceco ([ an) vow [

)csc(5/2)2"_2p2"_2/ dv, + CC(n) </ dvg) "
Bant1 Bopt1
(6.3)

Step 3. We bound the volume element using the rotated coordinates. From
(B:{D, and Q2n+1 = ZZ’(BQn_H(O)), we get

/ dvg(z) = / dvgz < csc”(5/2)/ dz < C(n)csc™(6/2)p".
Bap+1 Qont1 Qont1
Hence, from (6.3]), we have

b(0) < C(n) csc®2(5/2)(1+ C™ (1 + C)2)p* 2 + CC(n) esc(5/2)p
< C(n)esc®2(5/2)(1+ C™ (14 C)2 + C)p* 2. (6.4)

< C(n)

N

<Cm)(A+C" (14 0)

By plugging in [@4), C, C, and using
(a+0b)P <2P(a?+07), fora,b>0,p>0,
csc(0/2) > 1, as well as Young’s inequality, we have
C(n)esc® 2(6/2)(1+ C" (14 C)% + C)p* 2
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Using the gradient estimate (B.]) from above, this reduces to
C(n,v1,vs) csc™ 4(5/2)(1 + || Dul |12 )

L>=(Bant1)
< C(n,vi,v9) esc™H(8/2) (1 + (0scp,, (1) 4 cot™2(5))
< C(n,v1,v) esc™0(8/2) (1 + (oscp,, , (u)"7?). (6.5)

By combining (6.4)) and (6.3]) and exponentiating, we get
|D*u(0)] < exp [C1 esc®™7(5/2)] exp |Cyesc™0(5/2) (oscp,, (u))4n_2

where (' and Cy are positive constants depending on vy, 5 and n.

Lastly, we deal with the case n = 2. We fix arctan \3 = § — % and add
(/2 —§/2) to both sides of the two dimensional supercritical equation (LG]):
™ 0 _ 7T 0
arctan A + arctan Ay + arctan A\3 = O(x, u, Du) + 573 > 5 + 7
This is then the three dimensional supercritical equation (@) for which the
Hessian estimates hold by the above proof.
O
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