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CONVERGENCE OF AN ITERATIVE SCHEME FOR THE MONGE-AMPERE
EIGENVALUE PROBLEM WITH GENERAL INITIAL DATA

NAM Q. LE

ABSTRACT. In this note, we revisit an iterative scheme, due to Abedin and Kitagawa (Inverse
Iteration for the Monge-Ampére Eigenvalue Problem, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148 (2020), no. 11,
4875-4886), to solve the Monge-Ampere eigenvalue problem on a general bounded convex domain.
Using a nonlinear integration by parts, we show that the scheme converges for all convex initial data
having finite and nonzero Rayleigh quotient to a nonzero Monge-Ampére eigenfunction.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this note, we revisit an iterative scheme, due to Abedin and Kitagawa in their recent paper [],
to solve the Monge-Ampere eigenvalue problem on a bounded open convex domain 2 in R™ (n > 2):

{det D?w = Mw|®  in Q,

1.1
(1.1) w =20 on 0f).

Before recalling relevant results, it is convenient to introduce some notation. Let

K={we C(Q): w is convex, nonzero in 2, w = 0 on 0}.

When v is merely a convex function on €2, by an abuse of notation, we use det D?u dx to denote
the Monge-Ampeére measure associated with u; see Section 2
For a convex function u on 2, we define its Rayleigh quotient by

Jo lul det D?u dz
1.2 =
1 ) = P

Implicit in the definition (IL2)) is the requirement that |[ul|pn+1(q) < oo.

For general bounded convex domains 2 C R", the existence, uniqueness and variational charac-
terization of the Monge-Ampere eigenvalue, and uniqueness of convex Monge-Ampere eigenfunctions
were obtained in [I2]. They are the singular counterparts of those established by Lions [14] and Tso
[16] in the smooth, uniformly convex setting. For the purpose of this note, we recall here part of
[12, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 1.1. ([12]) Let Q be a bounded open conver domain in R™. Define A = A\[Q)] by
(1.3) A[Q] = inf R(w).
wek

Then, the following facts hold:

(i) (Existence) The infimum in (I3) is achieved by a nonzero convex solution w € C%%(Q) N
C>®(Q) for all B € (0,1) to the eigenvalue problem (I1]). The constant A[SY] is called the
Monge-Ampeére eigenvalue of Q and w is called a Monge-Ampére eigenfunction of €.

(ii) (Uniqueness) If the pair (A, ) satisfies det D?*w = A|@|™ in Q where A > 0 is a positive
constant and w € K, then A = A\[Q] and @ = mw for some positive constant m.
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In [I], Abedin and Kitagawa introduce an iterative scheme

2 _ N
(1.4) {detD ug+1 = R(uy)|ugl in Q,

ugr1 =0 on 0f)

to solve the Monge-Ampere eigenvalue problem (II). Here w1 is a convex Aleksandrov solution
of (L4). We refer to Theorem for the existence of w41 and to Definition for the notion of
Aleksandrov solutions to the Monge-Ampeére equation.

An interesting feature of the iterative scheme (4] is that the sequence {uy};2, is obtained by
repeatedly inverting the Monge-Ampere operator with Dirichlet boundary condition. One notes
that similar inverse iteration methods have been considered for the p-Laplace equation [2, [3] 10].
Abedin and Kitagawa establish the first inverse iteration result for the eigenvalue problem of a fully
nonlinear degenerate elliptic equation for a large class of initial data. Their main convergence result
states as follows.

Theorem 1.2. ([I, Theorem 1.4]) Let Q C R™ be a bounded and convex domain. Let ug € C(Q) be
a function satisfying for some constant ¢y > 0:

(i) ug is convex and ug < 0 on 0Q; (i) R(ug) < oo; (i) det D?*ug > co in €.

For k > 0, define the sequence u, € K to be the solutions of the Dirichlet problem (14). Then
{ur} converges uniformly on Q) to a non-zero Monge-Ampére eigenfunction u of 2. Furthermore,
klim R(ug) = A\[Q].

—00

In [I], the constant ¢y was taken to be 1 but the proof with works for all ¢y > 0. The conditions
(i) and (iii) in Theorem [[.2] were used in [I] to show that, in the iterative scheme (L4]), the sequence
{ug} satisfies uy < 1 for all £ > 0 where w is a Monge-Ampere eigenfunction of Q with [[W|| () =

(cal)\[Q])_l/n This implies the lower bound |ug||re @) > (cgl)\[Q])_l/n which guarantees the
nontriviality of the limit u., of u;. Here we call a function w trivial if w = 0 in €.

Remark 1.3. Clearly (i) and (i) in Theorem [L.2 imply that R(ug) > 0. Without (i) and (iii) in
Theorem [L2, R(ug) can be 0 and thus the scheme (1.7)) gives up = 0 for all k > 1. For example,
if up is a nonzero affine function, then R(ug) = 0. Thus, to get the nontriviality of the limit us of
ug, if it exists, we need to require that R(ug) be nonzero.

In this note, we remove the restrictions (i) and (iii) in Theorem We show that the iterative
scheme ([IL4]) converges for all convex initial data having finite and nonzero Rayleigh quotient to a

nonzero Monge-Ampere eigenfunction of 2. Thus our result covers all possible convex functions on
Q) as initial data for the scheme (L.4]).

Theorem 1.4. Let Q CR"™ (n > 2) be a bounded and convexr domain. Let uy € C(£2) be a nonzero
convex function on Q with 0 < R(ug) < oo. For k > 0, define the sequence ur € K to be the
solutions of the Dirichlet problem (T.7). Then {uy} converges uniformly on Q to a non-zero Monge-
Ampére eigenfunction us of Q. Furthermore, for all k > 3 and any fized nonzero Monge-Ampére
eigenfunction w, we have

n n o Jo (k1| — Juk])|w]™ da
[R(up)]/™ — [ < (A[Q])V/" =2 (NI SC(UO,Q,n)/Q\uOO_uk’ da.

The nontriviality of our limit under the nonzero finiteness of the Rayleigh quotient R(ug) is due
to an eventual regularity of the scheme (Proposition B.I)) and an important monotonicity formula
during the scheme (Lemma B.2]). The proof of this monotonicity formula is based on a nonlinear
integration by parts, established in [12], which was designed to prove uniqueness results for the
Monge-Ampere equations and systems of Monge-Ampeére equations [12, [13].
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Remark 1.5. Theorem[I.7] also bounds the convergence rate of R(uy) to the Monge-Ampére eigen-
value N\[Q] in terms of the convergence rate of uy to the nonzero Monge-Ampére eigenfunction tee.
Compared to the inverse iteration methods for the p-Laplace equation in [2, Bl 0], this type of
estimate seems to be new.

Remark 1.6. For any nonzero convex function ug € C(2) with 0 < R(ug) < oo, the scheme (1.7))
gives, for all k > 1, uj, € C(Q) with ux =0 on 92 and 0 < R(u) < co. In other words, conditions
(i) and (ii) of Theorem[L2 are satisfied for the scheme uy, as initial data. However, the convergence
result in Theorem [1.7] cannot be deduce from Theorem [I.2 as the condition (iii) there may not hold
for all k > 1. For example, we can take any uy € C(Q) with 0 < R(ug) < oo and ug(z) = 0 for
some z € Q. Then uy does not satisfy (iii) of Theorem [ Since up =0 on I for all k > 1, from

the first equation of (1.7), we see that w41 does not satisfy (iii) either.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In Section [2, we recall basic facts on the Monge-
Ampere equation and prove a reverse Aleksandrov estimate in Proposition In Section Bl we
show the eventual smoothness and a new monotonicity formula for the iterative scheme (I4]). The
proof of Theorem [I.4] will be given in Section [l In Section B, we make some remarks on the energy
characterization of the Monge-Ampere eigenfunctions.

2. THE MONGE-AMPERE EQUATION AND A REVERSE ALEKSANDROV ESTIMATE

Here, we recall some basic facts on the Monge-Ampere equation on open convex domain 2 of
R™; see the books by Figalli [7] and Gutiérrez [§] for more details. We will establish a reverse
Aleksandrov estimate in Proposition that could be of independent interest.

For a convex function u : 0 — R, we define the subdifferential of v at x € Q by

ou(z) :={peR" : uly) >u(x)+p - (y—2z) VyeQ}

Below is a precise definition of the Monge-Ampere measure of a convex function u : 2 — R; see also
[7, Definition 2.1] and [8, Theorem 1.1.13].

Definition 2.1 (Monge-Ampere measure). Let u : £ — R be a convex function. The Monge-
Ampere measure, Mu, associated with the convex function u is defined by

Mu(E) = |0u(E)| where ou(E) = U Ou(x), for each Borel set E C Q.
el

If u € C?(Q), then Mu = det D*u(z) dz in .

Definition 2.2 (Aleksandrov solutions). Given an open convex set €2 and a Borel measure p on 2,
we call a convex function u : @ — R an Aleksandrov solution to the Monge-Ampere equation

det D?*u = p,
if 4 = Mu as Borel measures. When p = f dx we will say for simplicity that u solves
det D?*u = f.

In this note, we use det D?u to denote the Monge-Ampere measure Mu for a general convex
function u. Thus, for all Borel set £ C 2,

/|u|detD2u dx:/ |u|dMu.
E E

Now, we recall the basic existence and uniqueness result for solutions to the Dirichlet problem
with zero boundary data for the Monge-Ampere equation; see [7, Theorem 2.13], [8, Theorem 1.6.2],
and [9, Theorem 1].
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Theorem 2.3 (The Dirichlet problem). Let € be a bounded open convex domain in R™, and let p

be a nonnegative Borel measure in Q. Then there exists a unique convex function u € C(2) that is
an Aleksandrov solution of

det D*u = p in §2,
u=0 on 0f).

For later reference, we state the celebrated Aleksandrov’s maximum principle for the Monge-
Ampere equation; see [7, Theorem 2.8] and [8, Theorem 1.4.2].

Theorem 2.4 (Aleksandrov’s maximum principle). Let Q C R™ be an open, bounded and convex

domain. Let u € C(2) be a convex function. If u =0 on OS2, then
lu(x)|™ < C’(n)(diamQ)"‘ldist(xﬁQ)/ det D*u dz for all x € Q.
Q

We have the following proposition which will play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem [T4]

Proposition 2.5 (Reverse Aleksandrov estimate). Let €2 be a bounded open conver domain in R™.
Let \[Q2] be the Monge-Ampére eigenvalue of @ and let w be a nonzero Monge-Ampére eigenfunction
of Q. Assume that u € C°(Q)NC(Q) is a strictly conver function in Q with u = 0 on  and satisfies

/(det D*u)Y"|w|" ! dx < oo.

Q

Then

(2.1) /(A[Q])l/"|u||w|" iz > /(det D2u)V/ | d,
Q Q

Remark 2.6. Compared to Theorem the function w appears on the dominating side in (21))
in Proposition [2.3. For this reason, (21]) can be viewed as a sort of reverse Aleksandrov estimate.
Moreover, this estimate is sharp. When w is a Monge-Ampére eigenfunction of Q, (21]) is an
equality.

To prove Proposition 25 we recall the following nonlinear integration by parts established in [12]
Proposition 1.7].

Proposition_2.7 (Nonlinear integration by parts). Let Q2 be a bounded open convexr domain in R™.
Let u,v € C(2) N C?(Q) be strictly convex functions in Q with u = v =0 on . If

/(det Dzu)%(det D%)an1 dx < 0o, and / det D*v dx < oo,
Q Q

then

n—1

/\u!detD% dx > / |v|(det D2u)%(detDzv)T dx.
Q Q

Proof of Proposition[Z3. We apply Proposition 7 to w and v = w. Then, using det D?*w =
A[Q]|w|™, we get

/yumg]\w\":/ luf det D2w do > /]w[(detD2u)1/"(detD2w)"nl da
Q Q Q

= [

Dividing the first and last expressions in the above estimates by (A\[Q]) ™= , we obtain (2.1). O

(det D?uw)Y™|w|™ da.
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3. EVENTUAL SMOOTHNESS AND A NEW MONOTONICITY FORMULA FOR THE ITERATIVE SCHEME

In this section, we show the eventual smoothness and a new monotonicity formula for the iterative
scheme (L4]). They are stated in Proposition B.] and Lemma 3.2

We have the following eventual smoothness of solutions to the iterative scheme (IL4]). The proof
is a modification of the proof of Proposition 2.8 in [12].

Proposition 3.1. Let Q) be an open, bounded convex set in R™ with nonempty interior. Let uy €
C(Q) be a nonzero convex function on Q with 0 < R(ug) < co. For k > 0, define the sequence
ur € K to be the solutions of the Dirichlet problem (1.7)). Then, u; € C’O’%(Q), and ugy1 18 strictly
convex in Q and ugyq € C’%’%(Q) forall k> 1.

We recall that a convex function v on an open bounded convex domain € is said to be strictly
convex in €, if for any x € Q and p € Ju(x),

u(z) > u(z) +p- (z—x) for all z € Q\{z}.

Proof of Proposition [31. First, using the Aleksandrov’s maximum principle in Theorem 2.4] we note
that each ug 1 is uniformly bounded, that is M1 = [[ugr1l|r= (@) < 0o. The regularity CO’%(Q) of
uy is a consequence of the Aleksandrov maximum principle. Since ug # 0, and R(ug) > 0, we have
u1 # 0. The convexity of u; shows that u; < 0 in €.

We show by induction the following;:
Claim. w4 is strictly convex in Q and ug41 € C’zk’%(Q) for all k£ > 1.

We start with the base case k = 1. For each ¢ € (0, Ma), let Q' := Q(e) = {z € Q : ug(x) < —¢}.

Since ug € C(£2) is convex, the set Q(e) is convex with nonempty interior. Note that, since |u;| > 0
11— —
in Q and u; € C%= (Q), by continuity, |u| > m(n,e) > 0 in /. Since

ANQ)m™(n,e) < det D*ug = R(up)|ui|™ < R(up)M7 in @ and up = —e on €Y,

the function wug is strictly convex in €' by the localization theorem of Caffarelli [4] (see also [T,
Theorem 4.10] and [8, Corollary 5.2.2]). Moreover, u; € CO’%(Q’). Now, using Caffarelli’s C*
1

. 2,~ . . . 1
estimates [5], we have uy € C) " (€'). Since € € (0, M>) is arbitrary, we conclude uy € C%n (©) and
ug is strictly convex in €.

Suppose the claim holds up to £ — 1 where k > 2. We show it also holds for k. For each
ek € (0, My41), let Q(eg) = {x € Q: up1(z) < —er}. Since up 1 € C(Q) is convex, the set Q(ey)
is convex with nonempty interior. Let us denote Q) = Q(e) for brevity. Note that, by continuity,
lug| > m(n, k,e) >0 in Q.

Since A\[Qm"(n, k,e) < det D?ujq1 = R(ug)|ug|™ < R(ug) M} in Q) and ujqq = —ej, on 99, the
function wyyq is strictly convex in ) by the localization theorem of Caffarelli. By the induction
hypothesis, uj € 02(1“_1)’%(9;). In the interior of Q}, the equation det D*ugy1 = R(uy)|ug|™ now

(k=1)

koL
becomes uniformly elliptic with C? . right hand side. Therefore we have w4, € Clzoc’" ().

Since e, € (0, My 1) is arbitrary, we conclude uy1 € 2k (Q) and wugyq is strictly convex in Q. O
Our key observation is the following monotonicity result for the iterative scheme (I4]). Note that
R(ug) > AN[Q] for all k> 1.

Lemma 3.2 (Monotonicity formula for the iterative scheme). Let €2 be a bounded open convex
domain in R™. Let ug € C(Q2) be a nonzero convex function on  with 0 < R(ug) < co. Let w be a
nonzero Monge-Ampére eigenfunction of Q0. Consider the iterative scheme (1.4). If k > 3, then

st de = [ g de - FOS I g aa,
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Proof of Lemma[3.2 By Proposition Bl we have ug,1 € Cﬁ’%(Q) for all £ > 3. We apply Propo-
sition to upy1 and recall

det D2uk+1 = R(Uk)’uk’ny

to get
n 1 n n
/Qyukﬂuw\ o > W/Q(detl?zuk+1)l/ w|" da
1
R(ug)|» n
[R(Uk)]l/"—(k[ﬂ])l/"/
_ n g " dx.

| el de - ST ol da

The monotonicity property is thus proved. O

We recall the following monotonicity property in [I, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.3. ([Il Lemma 3.1]) Let Q be an open, bounded convex set in R™ with nonempty interior.
Let ug € C(Q) be a nonzero convex function on Q with 0 < R(ug) < oo. Consider the iterative
scheme (1.4]). Then for all k > 0, we have

Rups 1) [ursalzner ) < Rlw)[url|Zns o)-

Lemma 33l was stated and proved in [I] for ug satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii) in Theorem[[.21 However,
the proof in [I] only used the assumptions 0 < R(ug) < oo and ug is convex. We include here the
short proof of Lemma for reader’s convenience.

Proof of Lemma[33. The proof follows by multiplying both sides of the first equation of (4] by
|ugs1|, integrating over 2 and then using the Holder inequality:

R(ups) luknj o) = /\Uk+1\detDQUk+1 da
Q

— R(u) /Q g1 ] < Rl g s o ksl )

Using ui41 #Z 0 for all £ > 0, we obtain the claimed monotonicity property. O

4. CONVERGENCE OF THE ITERATIVE SCHEME
In this section, we prove Theorem [T.4]

Some of our arguments in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [[.4] are similar to those in the proof of
Theorem [[2in [I]. However, since we can obtain the convergence of R(uy) to A[Q2] from Lemma
B2l we can avoid using the continuity property of the energy fQ |ug| det D?uy, dx for a converging
sequence of convex functions u; with an upper bound on the density of the Monge-Ampeére measure
det D?uy, (see [I, Lemma 2.9]). Moreover, the monotone property in Lemma also allows us to
quickly conclude that the whole sequence uj converges to the same limit.

Proof of Theorem[1.7} We fix a nonzero Monge-Ampere eigenfunction w. The assumptions on ug
imply that uy # 0 for all £ > 0. The proof is split into several steps.

Step 1: The whole sequence R(uy) converges to \[€].
Using the monotonicity property established in Lemma B.2] we find that if & > 3, then

Jo luk|lw™ dz - [q Jus|jw|" dz
fQ lw|™ de  — fQ |w|™ dx

(4.1) [kl Lo () = > ¢(n, 2, ug) > 0.
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For each k > 1, using R(ug) > A[2], we obtain from Lemma B3] that
R(uo)[[uollfniriq)  R(uo)lluollfns g
" < < .
lorllinn@ < ey = A =

This implies that the increasing sequence [, [ug||w|™ dz is bounded from above and thus converges
to a limit L

(4.3) lim / gl [w]™ = I € (0, 00)
k—00 9]
where we used ([£I]) to get L > 0.
Now, for k > 3, taking into account the full monotonicity property in Lemma [3.2], we get

1 Jo (k1| = lugl)lw]™ da
fQ |ug|Jw|™ dz

1/n Jo(Jursa| = Jug])w]™ da
Jo lus||w|™ dx

(4.2)

[R(u)]/" = (@)Y < (M)

(4.4) < (A9

Letting k& — oo in (£4]) and recalling (£.3]), we conclude that the whole sequence R(uy) converges
to A[Q]:

(4.5) lim R(ug) = A[Q].
k—o0
Step 2: Convergence of uy, to a nontrivial Monge-Ampére eigenfunction us of §2.

Next, applying the Aleksandrov estimate in Theorem [2.4] to uj.1 where k > 0, and then using
the Holder inequality together with ([£2]), we find

k1[0 ) < Cn, Q)/ det D*up q do = C(n,Q)R(uk)/ lug|™ dx
Q Q

1
< O Q) R(up) [ue |7 nsr ) €27
< C(”a Qa uO)'
Hence, we obtain the uniform L* bound

luk |l o (@) < C(n, Q,up) < c0.

From the Aleksandrov estimate, we have the uniform C’O’%(ﬁ) bound for u; when k£ > 1:

”uk”co,%(ﬁ) < C(n,Q,up).
Therefore, up to extracting a subsequence, we have the following uniform convergence
Up; — Uoo Z 0
for a convex function u., € C(Q) with us = 0 on 9Q while we also have the uniform convergence
Up;+1 = Woo Z 0

for a convex function wy, € C(2) with ws = 0 on 9.
Thus, letting j — oo in
det D2ukj+1 = R(ug,)|ur;|",
using (L5) and the weak convergence of the Monge-Ampere measure (see [7, Corollary 2.12] and [8],
Lemma 5.3.1]), we get

(4.6) det D*wse = N[Q]|uso|™.
Letting j — oo in the following monotonicity property (see Lemma B.3])

R(uky )k s ) < Rt 1) ur1 701 ) < R 17041 (0
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and recalling (4.5), we find that

[ wooll Lnt1() = lltooll Lnt1(0)-

However, from (4.0]), we have
R(woo)uwoougﬁl(m:/ lwoo| det D?wne dz = )\[Q]/ toe [P oc |
Q Q

< Aflucol|zn+1 (@) lwooll (e

Since R(wso) > A[Q], we must have R(ws) = A[€2], and the inequality above must be an equality,
but this gives us = cwoo for some constant ¢ > 0. Thus, from (L), we have

det D?wo = " A[Q|woo|™.

It follows from the uniqueness part of Theorem [Tl that ¢ = 1 and we = s is a Monge-Ampere
eigenfunction of €. Passing to the limit in Lemma [3.2] we have

/|uoo||w|": lim / g ] = L.
Q k—o00 Q

With this property and the uniqueness up to positive multiplicative constants of the Monge-Ampére
eigenfunctions of €, we conclude that the limit u does not depend on the subsequence uy;. This
shows that the whole sequence u; converges to a nonzero Monge-Ampere eigenfunction u., of 2.
Step 3: Convergence estimate for [R(uy)]"/™ — (A[Q])Y/™.

Let k > 3. By ([@&4), and the fact that [, [ug||w|™ dz increases to L = [, [uco||w|™ dz, we have
the estimates

1 Jo et ] — Jug])[w]" dz
Jo lus||w|™ dx

1/an(‘uoo’ — |ug])|w|™ dx
Jo lus||w]™ dx

< C(n,Q,uo)/ |uoo — ug| dx.
Q

[Rlu)]V" — (A" < (M)

< (Al9)

The last statement of the theorem follows. O

5. ENERGY CHARACTERIZATION OF MONGE-AMPERE EIGENFUNCTIONS

In this section, we make some remarks on the energy characterization of the Monge-Ampere
eigenfunctions motivated from the proof of Theorem [[4] in Section [l

Observe that the Monge-Ampere measure of each uy, 1 has density R(ug;)|ug,|™ which is uni-
formly bounded from above by a positive constant independent of k. Thus, using the continuity
property of the energies [, |ug,+1|det D?uy 41 da (see [T, Lemma 2.9]), we get

lim g, 1| det D2ukj+1 dx :/ |wao | det D?wy dx
J]—00 [9) [¢)

so, by ([@.5)

(5.1) R(we) = lim R(ug,+1) = A[Q].

J—00

We would like to show that ws is a Monge-Ampere eigenfunction of €2. In the proof of Theorem
L4l we used the monotonicity property of the scheme (4] given by Lemma Finding a direct
proof from (B.1]) leads us to the following question:

Question 5.1. Assume that u € K satisfies R(u) = N[Q]. Is u a Monge-Ampeére eigenfunction?
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It is well known that for a connected, open and bounded domain in 2 C R", if v € VVO1 2(0)\{0}

satisfies
/ |Dv|? do = )\1/ lv|? dz
Q Q

where \q is the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator with zero boundary condition in €2 then v
is in fact a first eigenfunction of the Laplace operator on €.

An affirmative answer to Question [5.1] will provide a nonlinear analogue of the above result. We
partially answer Question [5.1] in the affirmative under the hypotheses of interior C® regularity and
strict convexity for u. In view of the regularity for the Monge-Ampere eigenfunction in Theorem
[LTl these conditions are natural though quite restrictive.

Lemma 5.2. Let Q be a bounded open convex domain in R™. Let A[Q] be the Monge-Ampére
eigenvalue of Q. Assume that u € KN C3(Q) with D*u > 0 in Q and R(u) = A\[Q)]. Then u is a
Monge-Ampére eigenfunction of Q.

Using Proposition Bland (8], we find that the function wy, in the proof of Theorem [ 4] satisfies
the hypotheses of Lemmal[5.2]so we can also use this lemma to conclude that we is a Monge-Ampere
eigenfunction of 2, thus bypassing the arguments after (L6l in Step 2 there.

Proof of Lemma[5.2. Suppose that v € KN C3(Q), with D?u > 0 in Q and R(u) = A[Q2]. Then u is
uniform convex in each compact subset of 2, that is, if £ C Q is compact then D?u > ¢(E,u) > 0
in F.

By multiplying a positive constant to u, we can assume that [[ul| 1) = 1. Let v € CZ°(2).
Then, using the uniform convexity of u in each compact subset of €2, we have u 4 tv € K for |¢|
small. Let
Jo(—u —tv) det D*(u + tv) du

Jo(—u —to)n+! dx

Then, using |[u[|pn+1(g) = 1 and R(u) = A[Q], we can compute

F(t) = R(u + tv) =

d
f’(O):/(—v)detD2udx—|—/( ) |t o det D?(u + tv) dz — (n + 1)\ /|u|
Q Q
Let (U%) be the cofactor matrix of the Hessian D?u = (u;;) = (%a“mj). Then

d .
7 li—o det D?(u + tv) = U vy;.

Integrating by parts twice, using u € C3(€2), and the fact that each row and each column of (U%)
is divergence free, we get

/(—u)i lizo det D?(u + tv) dz = /
o

(—u)U"v;; dx = / (=) UY ;5 do = n/ (—v) det D?u dz.
Q Q Q

Therefore,

F1(0) = (n+1) [/Q(—v) detD2u—)\[Q]/Q|u|"(—v) d:z:].

Since f has a minimum value at 0, we have f’(0) = 0. As a consequence, we find that
/(—v) det D2 — A[Q)] / " (=) dz = 0
Q Q

for all v € C°(Q). It follows that det D?u = A[Q]|u|™ in Q and u is a Monge-Ampere eigenfunction
of Q. O
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It would be interesting to remove the assumption of strict convexity in Lemma 5.2l The difficulty
here is that we could not use the variations u + tv for all v € C2°(§2) and all ¢ small. Without the
strict convexity of u, we can only use the variations of the form w + tv where v € K and ¢t > 0.
Related to this issue, we have the following result for smooth and uniformly convex domains.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that ) is a bounded open, and uniformly conver domain in R™ with OS2 €
C3. Let \[Q)] be the Monge-Ampére eigenvalue of 2. Suppose that u € K N C?(Q) N CHH(Q) and
R(u) = A\[Q]. Then, u is a Monge-Ampére eigenfunction of 2.

The proof of Lemma [5.3] relies on an interesting result of Lions [I5] on the characterization of the
dual cone of the cone of convex functions using second derivatives of positive symmetric matrices.
In fact, Question [B.1] fits into the framework of Calculus of variations with a convexity constraint.
The assumption v € CH1(Q) in Lemma is motivated by the classical result of Lions [14] which
says that if © is a bounded open, and uniformly convex domain in R” with 0 € C?2, then the
Monge-Ampere eigenfunctions of Q are C1(€Q).

We will use the following lemma, due to Krylov [I1, Lemma 1].

Lemma 5.4. Let Q C R" be a bounded convex set. Let u,v € C%1(Q) be convex functions on Q
with u =v =0 on 9Q. Let w(t) = (1 — t)u+tv fort € [0,1]. Then
d

& [ (0~ tyut 1) det D1 — 1)+ telde = (n +1) / (v — ) det D2[(1 — £)u + tv]da.
Q Q

Proof of Lemma[Z3. Suppose that v € KN C?(Q) N CH(Q), and R(u) = A[€Y]. By multiplying a
positive constant to u, we can assume that [[ul|zni1g) = 1. Let v € KN C%1(Q). Then, w(t) =
(I-thu+tveKforall 0 <t<1. Let

ft) =
Using Lemma [5.4] we can compute

() = (n+ 1)/9(11—1)) det D?u dz — (n + 1))\[9]/9\21]"(11—1)) dx

Jo(—w(t)) det D*w(t) da
Jo(—w(t)) ! dx

= (n+ 1)/ [A[Q]|u]™ — det D2u] v dzx.
Q
Since f has a minimum value at 0 on [0,1), we have f’(0) > 0. As a consequence, we find that
(5.2) / [A[Q]|u]™ — det D2u] vdx >0
Q

for all v € C%1(Q) NK. Using an approximation argument and recalling that u € K N C11(Q), we
find that the inequality (5.2)) also holds for all v € K.

Therefore, the bounded function A[Q]|u|™ —det D?u belongs to the dual cone of the cone of convex
functions K. By a result of Lions [I5, p. 1389] (see also Carlier [6, Theorem 2]), there exist bounded
Radon measures (f1;5)1<i j<n on Q such that p;; = pj;, (1ti5) > 0 in the sense of symmetric matrices,
and

82#“

Qful" — det D*u = -~

AQ]|u|™ — det D*u deidx,;

in the sense of distributions, that is, for all v € C?(Q) with v = 0 on 9

(5.3) / (A[Q]|u|™ — det D*u) v da = / Vi
Q Q

We can say more about the measures (p;;). From the proof of Theorem 2 in [6], there exist C2°(2)

functions wgc) (1 <i,j < n) such that for each k = 1,2,---, the matrix (wl(f)) is symmetric and
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nonnegative definite, and the weak limit of (¢i(f)), as k — 00, is (ui;). In particular, for any

(o] ..
compact set K C ) with nonempty interior K and any nonnegative definite matrix (a") with
entries a” € C(K), we have

(5.4) lim [, aijl/JZ-(;-g) dx :/ adp;;.
K K

k—o0

Using the boundedness of (11;;(€2)) and approximations, we find that (53] also holds for v € C*1(Q)N
C?(Q) with v =0 on 9.
In particular, for v = u, using R(u) = A\[2], we obtain

(5.5) / wijdp; = / (A[Q[u|™ — det D2u) udr = —/ (A[Q[u|™ — det D*u) |u| dz = 0.
Q Q Q
Let
E={xcQ: D% >0}
We show that
(5.6) AQu|™ — det D*u =0 on E.

(o]
Indeed, let K be any compact subset of F with nonempty interior K. Then, D?u € C(K) and there
is a positive constant cx > 0 such that D?u — cg I, > 0 on K where I,, denotes the identity n x n

matrix. Therefore, for each k, using the fact that the matrix (1/12(5)) is symmetric and nonnegative
definite, we have

(5.7) /;(uing?) dx > ck /;(Trace(z/}i(f)) dz > 0.

From (5.35), we deduce that
0= / wijdpij > / Wit
Q K

Now, letting k¥ — oo in (5.7)) and using (5.4]), we obtain

0> / wijdptij > CK/ d Trace(pi;) > 0.
K K
Hence,
Trace(p5)(K) = 0.
Since this holds for all compact subsets K of E, it follows that
(5.8) Trace () (E) = 0.

Now, let v € C°(E). Then, there is a positive constant C, such that —C,I,, < D?*v < C,I,, in E.
Using (5.8)) and (5.4]), we obtain

‘/ 3
E

Recalling (5.3]), we find that

< C’v/ d Trace(pi;) = Cy Trace(pi;)(E) = 0.
E

/ (A[Q]ul™ — det D*u)vdr =0 forallve CX(E)
E

from which we obtain (5.6]) as claimed.
From (B5.6]), we find that the last equation of (G.5]) reduces to

/Q\E (AQ)lul" — det D) |u] dz = 0.
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Since |u| > 0 and det D?u = 0 in Q \ E, we find that the Lebesgue measure of Q \ E is 0. Thus,
from (B.6l), we in fact have

MNQ]u|" — det D*uw =0 on Q.

Hence u is a Monge-Ampere eigenfunction of €. O
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