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CONSTANT RANK THEOREMS FOR CURVATURE

PROBLEMS VIA A VISCOSITY APPROACH

PAUL BRYAN, MOHAMMAD N. IVAKI, JULIAN SCHEUER

Abstract. An important set of theorems in geometric analy-
sis consists of constant rank theorems for a wide variety of cur-
vature problems. In this paper, for geometric curvature prob-
lems in compact and non-compact settings, we provide new proofs
which are both elementary and short. Moreover, we employ our
method to obtain constant rank theorems for homogeneous and
non-homogeneous curvature equations in new geometric settings.
One of the essential ingredients for our method is a generaliza-
tion of a differential inequality in a viscosity sense satisfied by the
smallest eigenvalue of a linear map (Brendle-Choi-Daskalopoulos,
Acta Math. 219(2017): 1–16) to the one for the subtrace. The
viscosity approach provides a concise way to work around the well
known technical hurdle that eigenvalues are only Lipschitz in gen-
eral. This paves the way for a simple induction argument.

1. Introduction

We introduce a viscosity approach to a broad class of constant rank
theorems. Such theorems say that under suitable conditions a positive
semi-definite bilinear form on a manifold, that satisfies a uniformly
elliptic PDE, must have constant rank in the manifold. In this sense,
constant rank theorems can be viewed as a strong maximum principle
for tensors. The aim of this paper is two-fold. Firstly, we want to
present a new approach to constant rank theorems. It is based on
the idea that the subtraces of a linear map satisfy a linear differential
inequality in a viscosity sense and the latter allows to use the strong
maximum principle. This avoids the use of nonlinear test functions, as
in [BG09], as well as the need for approximation by simple eigenvalues,
as in [SW16]. Secondly, we show that the simplicity of this method
allows us to obtain previously undiscovered constant rank theorems, in
particular for non-homogeneous curvature type equations. To illustrate
the idea, we give a new proof for the following full rank theorem for
the Christoffel-Minkowski problem, a.k.a. the σk-equation.
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Theorem 1.1. [GM03, Thm. 1.2] Let (Sn, g,∇) be the unit sphere with
standard round metric and connection. Suppose n ≥ 2, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1
and 0 < s, φ ∈ C∞(Sn) satisfy

∇2φ− 1
k + φ− 1

k g ≥ 0, 0 ≤ r := ∇2s+ sg ∈ Γk, σk(r) = φ,

where σk is k-th symmetric polynomial of eigenvalues of r with respect
to g and Γk is the k-th Garding cone. Then r is positive definite.

Proof. For convenience, we define

F = σ
1/k
k , f = φ1/k.

Then F = f. Differentiate F and use Codazzi, where a semi-colon
stands for covariant derivatives and we use the summation convention:

f;ab = F;ab = F ij,klrij;arkl;b + F ijrij;ab

= F ij,klrij;arkl;b + F ijrab;ij − rabF
ijgij + Fgab.

Hence the tensor r satisfies the elliptic equation

F ijrab;ij = F ijgijrab − fgab − F ij,klrij;arkl;b + f;ab.

Now we deduce an inequality for the lowest eigenvalue of r, λ1, in
a viscosity sense. Let ξ be a smooth lower support at x0 ∈ Sn for
λ1 and let D1 ≥ 1 denote the multiplicity of λ1(x0). Denote by Λ the
complement of the set {i, j, k, l > D1} in {1, . . . , n}4. We use a relation
between the derivatives of ξ and r, and the inverse concavity of F (cf.
[BCD17, Lem. 5], [And07]) to estimate in normal coordinates at x0:

F ijξ;ij ≤ F ijr11;ij − 2
∑

j>D1

F ii

λj
(rij;1)

2

= −F ij,klrij;1rkl;1 − 2
∑

j>D1

F ii

λj
(rij;1)

2 + F ijgijr11 − (f − f;11)

= −
∑

i,j,k,l>D1

F ij,klrij;1rkl;1 − 2
∑

j>D1

F ii

λj
(rij;1)

2 − (f − f;11)

−
∑

(i,j,k,l)∈Λ

F ij,klrij;1rkl;1 + F ijgijr11

≤ −
(

f + 2f−1f 2
;1 − f;11

)

+ c|∇ξ|+ F ijgijξ

≤ F ijgijξ + c|∇ξ|.

Then the strong maximum principle for viscosity solutions (cf. [BD99])
implies that the set {λ1 = 0} is open. Hence, if λ1 was zero somewhere,
it would be zero everywhere. However, we know it is positive some-
where, since at a minimum of s we have r > 0. �
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The proof may be summarized as follows: apply the viscosity dif-
ferential inequality from [BCD17, Lem. 5] for the minimum eigenvalue
λ1 of the spherical hessian of r. Then the strong maximum principle
shows that since there is a point at which λ1 > 0 we must have λ1 > 0
everywhere and hence the hessian has constant, full rank. A similar
argument was employed in [Iva19] for obtaining curvature estimates
along a curvature flow.
Our main approach here is to generalize the viscosity inequality to

the subtrace Gm = λ1 + · · ·+ λm, the sum of the first m eigenvalues.
See Lemma 3.2 below. Then by induction, we are able to show that if
λ1 = · · · = λm−1 ≡ 0, the strong maximum principle shows that either
Gm > 0 or Gm ≡ 0 to conclude constant rank theorems (in short,
CRT).
We say a symmetric 2-tensor α is Codazzi, provided ∇α is totally

symmetric. Here is a prototypical CRT:

Theorem 1.2 (Homogeneous CRT). [CGM07, Thm. 1.4] Suppose α is
a Codazzi, non-negative, symmetric 2-tensor on a connected Riemann-
ian manifold (M, g,∇) satisfying Ψ(α, g) = f > 0, where Ψ is one-
homogeneous, inverse concave and strictly elliptic (see Definition 1.3
and Assumption 2.1), and we have ∇2f−1 + τf−1g ≥ 0 with τ(x) the
minimum sectional curvature at x. Then α is of constant rank.1

We state a more general version of CRT that allows the curvature
function to be non-homogeneous and to explicitly depend on x ∈M as
well. To state the result, we need a few definitions.

Definition 1.3. Let Γ ⊂ Rn be an open, convex cone such that

Γ+ := {λ ∈ Rn : λi > 0 ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n} ⊂ Γ.

Suppose (Mn, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold. A C∞-function

F : Γ×M → R

is said to be a pointwise curvature function, if for any x ∈ M , the
map F (·, x) is symmetric under permutation of the λi. Such a map
generates another map (denoted by F again) given by

F : U ⊂ Rn×n
sym × Rn×n

sym ×M → R

(α, g, x) 7→ F (α, g, x) = F (λ, x),

where U is a suitable open set and λ = (λi)1≤i≤n are the eigenvalues of
α with respect to g, or equivalently, the eigenvalues of the linear map

1Note that in [CGM07, Thm. 1.4], F := −Ψ−1.
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α♯ defined by g(α♯(v), w) = α(v, w). Note that F can be considered as
a map on an open set of Rn×n via F (α♯, x) = F (α, g, x); see [Sch18].
With the convention αi

j = gikαkj, where (gkl) is the inverse of (gkl):

F i
j :=

∂F

∂α
j
i

, F ij :=
∂F

∂αij
, F ij,kl :=

∂F

∂αij∂αkl
.

Note that F ij = F i
kg

kj. Moreover, F is said to be

(i) strictly elliptic, if F ijηiηj > 0 ∀0 ≤ η ∈ Rn,

(ii) one-homogeneous, if for all x ∈ M , F (·, x) is homogeneous of
degree one, and

(iii) inverse concave, if the map F̃ ∈ C∞(Γ+ ×M) defined by

F̃ (λi, x) = −F (λ−1
i , x) is concave.

We use the convention for the Riemann tensor from [Ger06]. For a
Riemannian or Lorentzian manifold (M, g,∇),

Rm(X, Y )Z := ∇Y∇XZ −∇X∇YZ −∇[Y,X]Z

and we lower the upper index to the first slot:

Rm(W,X, Y, Z) = g(W,Rm(X, Y )Z).

The respective local coordinate expressions are (Rm
jkl) and (Rijkl).

Definition 1.4.

(i) A pointwise curvature function F ∈ C∞(Γ × M) is Φ-inverse
concave for some

Φ ∈ C∞(Γ×M,T 4,0(M)),

provided at all β > 0 we have

F ij,klηijηkl + 2F ikβ̃jlηijηkl ≥ Φij,klηijηkl,

where β̃ikβkj = δij .
(ii) For α ∈ Γ we define a curvature-adjusted modulus of Φ-inverse

concavity,

ωF (α)(η, v) = Φij,klηijηkl +D2
xxF (v, v) + 2DxkF ijηijv

k

+ trg Rm(α♯, v, Dα♯F, v),

where D denotes the product connection on Rn×n ×M . Here the
curvature term denotes contracting the vector parts of the (1, 1)
tensors α♯ = αi

j , Dα♯F = F k
l with the Riemann tensor and tracing

the resulting bilinear form with respect to the metric so that

trg Rm(α♯, em, Dα♯F, em) = gjlαi
jF

k
l Rimkm.
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Remark 1.5. If (A, x) 7→ −F (A−1, x) is concave (i.e., F is inverse con-
cave), then we take Φ = 0 and for all (η, v) we have

ωF (η, v) ≥ trg Rm(α♯, v, Dα♯F, v).

On several occasions, where there is a homogeneity condition on F , we
will be able to choose a good positive Φ that allows to relax assumptions
on the other variables of the operator F ; see Section 2.

We state the main result of the paper which contains Theorem 1.2
as a special case.

Theorem 1.6 (Non-homogeneous CRT). Let (M, g,∇) be a connected
Riemannian manifold and Γ an open, convex cone containing Γ+. Sup-
pose F ∈ C∞(Γ×M) is a Φ-inverse concave, strictly elliptic pointwise
curvature function. Let α be a Codazzi, non-negative, symmetric 2-
tensor with eigenvalues in Γ and

F (α♯, ·) = 0 on M.

Suppose for all Ω ⋐ M there exists a positive constant c = c(Ω), such
that for all eigenvectors v of α♯ there holds

ωF (α)(∇vα, v) ≥ −c(α(v, v) + |∇α(v, v)|).

Then α is of constant rank.

Remark 1.7. It might seem more natural to replace the condition on
ωF with the condition

ωF (α)(η, v) ≥ −c(α(v, v) + |∇α(v, v)|)

for every η and all v. Indeed such a condition certainly leads to con-
stant rank theorems since taking in particular η = ∇vα, and v and
eigenvector, we may apply Theorem 1.6. However, the requirement
holding for all η, v is too restrictive for applications such as in Theo-
rem 1.2. See the proof in Section 2 below where the required inequality
is only proved to hold for η = ∇vα and v an eigenvector.

An application of Theorem 1.6 to a non-homogeneous curvature
problem is given in Theorem 2.4. Such a result was declared inter-
esting in [GZ19]. The full results are listed in Section 2.
CRT (also known as the microscopic convexity principle) was initially

developed in [CF85] in two-dimensions for convex solutions of semi-
linear equations, ∆u = f(u) using the maximum principle and the ho-
motopy deformation lemma. The result was extended to higher dimen-
sions in [KL87]. The continuity method combined with a CRT yields
existence of strictly convex solutions to important curvature problems.
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For example, a CRT was an important ingredient in the study of pre-
scribed curvature problems such as the Christoffel-Minkowski prob-
lem and prescribed Weingarten curvature problem [GM03, GMZ06,
GLM06]. Later, general theorems for fully nonlinear equations were
obtained in [CGM07, BG09] under the assumption that A 7→ F (A−1)
is locally convex. These approaches are based on the observation that a
non-negative definite matrix valued function A has constant rank if and
only if there is a ℓ such that the elementary symmetric functions satisfy
σℓ ≡ 0 and σℓ−1 > 0. To apply this observation requires rather delicate,
long computations and the introduction of clever auxiliary functions.
The difficulties are at least in part due to the non-linearity of σℓ. An
alternative approach was taken in [SW16, SW20], using a linear com-
bination of lowest m eigenvalues, which provides a linearity advantage
at the expense of losing regularity compared with σℓ. The authors
get around this difficulty by perturbing A so that the eigenvalues are
distinct (thus restoring regularity) but then using an approximation
argument. Our approach based on the viscosity inequality shows that
Gm enjoys sufficient regularity to apply the strong maximum principle
and this suffices to obtain a self-contained proof of the CRT.
We remark here, that our method is capable of reproving the results

in [CGM07, BG09], namely with the help of Theorem 3.4 it is possible
to prove that any convex solution u to

H(∇2u,∇u, u, ·) = 0

has constant rank under the assumption that

(A, u, x) 7→ −H(A−1, p, u, x)

is concave for fixed p. This result does not follow from Theorem 1.6,
but by using a suitably redefined ωF in Theorem 3.4, this result follows
in the same way as Theorem 1.6. Here we rather want to focus on
geometric problems.
We proceed as follows: In Section 2 we collect and prove direct appli-

cations of Theorem 1.6. In Section 3 we prove the viscosity inequality
satisfied by the subtrace, a result that is of interest by itself. After
some further corollaries, we conclude with the proof of Theorem 1.6.

2. Applications

In this section, we collect a few applications of Theorem 1.6. We fix
an assumption that we need on several occasions.

Assumption 2.1. Let Γ be as in Definition 1.3.
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(i) Ψ ∈ C∞(Γ) is a positive, strictly elliptic, homogeneous function
of degree one and normalized to Ψ(1, . . . , 1) = n,

(ii) Ψ is inverse concave.

Recall that such a function Ψ at invertible arguments β satisfies

(2.1) Ψij,klηijηkl + 2Ψikβ̃jlηijηkl ≥
2

Ψ
(Ψijηij)

2

for all symmetric (ηij); see for example [And07].
In order to facilitate notation, for covariant derivatives we use semi-

colons, e.g., the components of the second derivative ∇2T of a tensor
are denoted by

T;ij = ∇∂j∇∂iT −∇∇∂j∂i
T.

First, we illustrate how Theorem 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We define F = Ψ − f. In view of (2.1) and
Definition 1.4, we have

Φij,klηijηkl = 2Ψ−1(Ψijηij)
2.

Let x0 ∈ M and (ei)1≤i≤n be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
for α♯(x0). In the associated coordinates, we calculate

ωF (α)(∇emα, em) ≥ 2f−1f 2
;m − f;mm + τΨkrαl

k(glr − glmgrm)

≥ 2f−1f 2
;m − f;mm + τf − cαmm

= f 2
(

(f−1);mm + τf−1
)

− cαmm,

for some constant c. Hence the claim follows from Theorem 1.6. �

For a C2 function ζ on a space (M, g) of constant curvature τM ,

rM [ζ ] := τM∇2ζ + gζ.

The next theorem contains the full rank theorems from [GM03,
HMS04, GMZ06] as special cases.

Theorem 2.2 (Lp-Christoffel-Minkowski Type Equations). Suppose
(M, g,∇) is either the hyperbolic space Hn or the sphere Sn equipped
with their standard metrics and connections. Let Ψ satisfy Assump-
tion 2.1, k ≥ 1, p 6= 0 and 0 < φ, s ∈ C∞(M) satisfy

rM [s] ≥ 0, s1−pΨk(rM [s]) = φ.

If either






rHn[φ− 1
p+k−1 ] ≥ 0, p+ k − 1 < 0,

or

rSn[φ
− 1

p+k−1 ] ≥ 0, p ≥ 1,
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then rM [s] is of constant rank. In particular, if M = Sn, then we have

rSn[s] > 0.

Proof. Note that α = rM [s] is a Codazzi tensor. We define

F = Ψ−
(

φsp−1
)

1
k = Ψ− f.

For simplicity, we rewrite f = usq−1, where u = φ
1
k and q = p+k−1

k
.

As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have

ωF (α)(∇emα, em) ≥ 2f−1f 2
;m − f;mm + τMf − cαmm.

Now we calculate

f;mm − 2f−1f 2
;m − τMf = −

(

τMqu+
q + 1

q

(u;m)
2

u
− u;mm

)

sq−1

−
q − 1

q

(u;m

u
+ q

s;m

s

)2

f

+ τM (q − 1)fs−1rM [s]mm.

Therefore, if either rHn[u−
1
q ] ≥ 0, q < 0 or rSn [u

− 1
q ] ≥ 0, q ≥ 1, then

f;mm − 2f−1f 2
;m − τMf ≤ cαmm,

for some c ≥ 0. The result follows from Theorem 1.6. Since Sn is
compact, at some point y we must have rSn [s](y) > 0. Hence rSn[s] > 0
on M. �

Remark 2.3. Let M = x(Ω), x : Ω →֒ Rn,1 be a co-compact, convex,
spacelike hypersurface. The support function of M , s : Hn → R,
is defined by s(z) = inf{−〈z, p〉; p ∈ M}, and rHn[s] is non-negative
definite. Moreover, if r > 0, then the eigenvalues of r with respect to
g are the principal radii of curvature; e.g., [ACFM15]. Therefore, the
curvature problem stated in the previous theorem can be considered as
an Lp-Christoffel-Minkowski type problem in the Minkowski space.

In [GZ19] the authors asked the validity of CRT for non-homogeneous
curvature problems. In this respect we have the following theorem.
First we have to recall the definition of the Garding cones:

Γℓ = {λ ∈ Rn : σ1(λ) > 0, . . . , σℓ(λ) > 0},

where σk is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of the λi. In Γℓ,

all σk, 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ, are strictly elliptic and the σ
1/k
k are inverse concave,

see [HS99]. For a cone Γ ⊂ Rn, on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) a
bilinear form α is called Γ-admissible, if its eigenvalues with respect to
g are in Γ.
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Theorem 2.4 (A non-homogeneous curvature problem). Let φ > 0 be
a smooth function on (Sn, g,∇) with

φg −∇2φ ≥ 0,

ψℓ ≡ 1 and 0 < ψk ∈ C∞(Sn) for 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ− 1 satisfy 2

∇2ψk −
k

k + 1

∇ψk ⊗∇ψk

ψk
+ (k − 1)ψk ≥ 0.

Let α be a Γℓ-admissible, Codazzi, non-negative, symmetric 2-tensor,
such that

ℓ
∑

k=1

ψk(x)σk(α, g) = φ(x).

Then α is of constant rank. In particular, when α = rSn[s] ≥ 0 for
some positive function s ∈ C∞(Sn), then in fact we have α > 0.

Proof. The result follows quickly from Theorem 1.6. We define

F (α, g, x) =

ℓ
∑

k=1

ψk(x)σk(α, g)− φ(x).

Since σ
1/k
k is inverse concave and 1-homogeneous, F is Φ-inverse con-

cave with

Φpq,rsηpqηrs :=

ℓ
∑

k=1

k + 1

k
ψk
σ
pq
k σ

rs
k

σk
ηpqηrs.

Let x0 ∈ M and (ei)1≤i≤n be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
for α♯(x0). Now using

F krαl
kRliri = F krαl

k(glrgii − gligri) =
ℓ
∑

k=1

kψkσk − F iiαii,

we deduce

ωF (α)(∇eiα, ei) + φ;ii

≥
ℓ
∑

k=1

(

σkψk;ii + 2ψk;iσk;i +
k + 1

k

ψk

σk
(σk;i)

2 + kψkσk

)

− cαii

≥

ℓ
∑

k=1

(

ψk;ii −
k

k + 1

(ψk;i)
2

ψk
+ (k − 1)ψk + ψk

)

σk − cαii

=

ℓ−1
∑

k=1

(

ψk;ii −
k

k + 1

(ψk;i)
2

ψk
+ (k − 1)ψk

)

σk + φ+ (ℓ− 1)σℓ − cαii.

2Note this forces ψ1 to be constant.



10 P. BRYAN, M. N. IVAKI, J. SCHEUER

Therefore, ωF (α)(∇eiα, ei) + cαii is non-negative for some constant c.
�

Let (N, ḡ, D̄) be a simply connected Riemannian or Lorentzian space-
form of constant sectional curvature τN . That is, N is either the
Euclidean space Rn+1, the sphere Sn+1, the hyperbolic space Hn+1

with respective sectional curvature 0, 1,−1 or the (n+ 1)-dimensional
Lorentzian de Sitter space Sn,1 with sectional curvature 1.
Assume M = x(Ω) given by x : Ω →֒ N is a connected, spacelike,

locally convex hypersurface of N and

f ∈ C∞(M × R+ × Ñ),

where Ñ denotes the dual manifold of N , i.e.,

R̃n+1 = Sn, S̃n+1 = Sn+1, H̃n+1 = Sn,1, S̃n,1 = Hn+1.

Here f is extended as a zero homogeneous function to the ambient
space. We write ν, h, s for the future directed (timelike) normal, the
second fundamental form and the support function of M , respectively
(cf. [BIS21, BIS19]). The eigenvalues of h with respect to the induced
metric on Σ are ordered as κ1 ≤ · · · ≤ κn and we write in short

κ = (κ1, . . . , κn).

The Gauss equation (cf. [Ger06, (1.1.37)]) relates extrinsic and in-
trinsic curvatures,

(2.2)
Rijkl = σ(hikhjl − hilhjk) + Rm(x;i, x;j , x;k, x;l)

= σ(hikhjl − hilhjk) + τN (ḡikḡjl − ḡilḡjk),

where σ = ḡ(ν, ν) and the second fundamental form is defined by

D̄XY = ∇XY − σh(X, Y )ν.

Theorem 2.5. Let (N, ḡ, D̄) be one of the spaces above and let Ψ
satisfy Assumption 2.1. Let M be a connected, spacelike, locally convex
and Γ-admissible hypersurface such that

Ψ(κ) = f(x, s, ν),

where 0 < f ∈ C∞(M × R+ × Ñ) and

D̄2
xxf

−1 + τNf
−1ḡ ≥ 0.

Then the second fundamental form of M is of constant rank.

Proof. Define F (h, g, x) = Ψ(h♯) − f(x, s(x), ν(x)). Let x0 ∈ M and
(ei)1≤i≤n be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for h♯(x0). Now in
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view of Theorem 1.6, the claim follows from [BIS21, p. 15] and a com-
putation using the Gauss equation (2.2):

ωF (h)(∇emh, em)

≥ 2Ψ−1(Ψ;m)
2 − D̄2

xxf(em, em) + F ikhliRkmlm − c(hmm + |∇hmm|)

≥ 2Ψ−1(Ψ;m)
2 − D̄2

xxf(em, em) + ΨikhliR̄kmlm − c(hmm + |∇hmm|)

≥ 2f−1(D̄xf(em))
2 − D̄2

xxf(em, em) + τNΨ
ikhli(gkl − gkmglm)

− c(hmm + |∇hmm|)

≥ 2f−1(D̄xf(em))
2 − D̄2

xxf(em, em) + τNf − c(hmm + |∇hmm|)

≥ − c(hmm + |∇hmm|).

�

The following corollary contains the CRT from [GLM06, GLM09] as
special cases.

Corollary 2.6 (Curvature Measures Type Equations). Suppose the
curvature function Ψ satisfies Assumption 2.1, 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, p ∈ R
and 0 < φ ∈ C∞(Sn). Let M be a Γ-admissible convex hypersurface of
Rn+1 which encloses the origin in its interior and suppose

Ψ(κ) = 〈x, ν〉p|x|−
n+1
k φ

(

x

|x|

)
1
k

.

If

|x|
n+1
k φ

(

x

|x|

)− 1
k

is convex on Rn+1 \ {0},

then M is strictly convex.

3. A Viscosity Approach

The following lemma served as the main motivation for us to study
the constant rank theorems with a viscosity approach. It shows that
the smallest eigenvalue of a bilinear form satisfies a viscosity inequality.
In the context of extrinsic curvature flows a similar approach was taken
to prove preservation of convex cones; see [Lan14, Lan17]. There it was
shown that the distance of the vector of eigenvalues to the boundary
of a convex cone satisfies a viscosity inequality.

Lemma 3.1. [BCD17, Lem. 5] Let the eigenvalues of a symmetric
2-tensor α with respect to a metric (g,∇) at x0 be ordered via

λ1 = · · · = λD1 < λD1+1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn,
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for some D1 ≥ 1. Let ξ be a lower support for λ1 at x0. That is, ξ is a
smooth function such that in an open neighborhood of x0,

ξ ≤ λ1

and ξ(x0) = λ1(x0). Choose an orthonormal frame for Tx0M such that

αij = δijλi, gij = δij .

Then at x0 we have for 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

(1)
αij;k = δijξ;k 1 ≤ i, j ≤ D1,

(2)

ξ;kk ≤ α11;kk − 2
∑

j>D1

(α1j;k)
2

λj − λ1
.

While the previous lemma is sufficient for full rank theorems (i.e.,
when the respective linear map is non-negative, and positive definite
at least at one point), we need to generalize [BCD17, Lem. 5] from
the smallest eigenvalue to an arbitrary subtrace of a matrix to treat
constant rank theorems.
To formulate the following lemma, we introduce some notation. For

a symmetric 2-tensor α on a vector space V with inner product g, let α♯

be the metric raised endomorphism defined by g(α♯(X), Y ) = α(X, Y ).
Then α♯ is diagonalizable and we write

λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn

for the eigenvalues with distinct eigenspaces Ek of dimension dk =
dimEk, 1 ≤ k ≤ N . For convenience, let E0 = {0} and d0 = 0. Define

Ēj =

j
⊕

k=0

Ek, d̄j = dim Ēj

for 0 ≤ j ≤ N so that

{0} = Ē0 ( Ē1 ( · · · ( ĒN = V, Ēk = Ēk−1 ⊕Ek.

Let (ej)1≤j≤n be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors corresponding
to the eigenvalues (λj)1≤j≤n giving Ek = span{ed̄k−1+1, . . . , ed̄k} and

Ēk = span{e1, . . . , ed̄k}. For each 1 ≤ m ≤ n, there is a unique j(m)
such that

Ēj(m)−1 ( Vm := span{e1, . . . , em} ⊆ Ēj(m).

Then d̄j(m)−1 < m ≤ d̄j(m). For convenience, we write

Dm := d̄j(m).
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Note that Dm is the largest number such that

λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λm = · · · = λDm < λDm+1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn,

and hence

Ēj(m) = span{e1, . . . , eDm}.

The subspace Vm is invariant under α♯ and the trace of α♯ restricted to
Vm is the subtrace,

Gm :=

m
∑

k=1

λk.

This subtrace is characterized by Ky Fan’s maximum principle (cf.
[Bha07, Thm. 6.5]), taking the infimum with respect to all traces of
πP ◦ α♯|P over m-planes of the tangent spaces where πP is orthogonal
projection onto an m-plane P :

Gm = inf
P
{tr πP ◦ α♯|P : P = m-plane}

= inf
(wk)1≤k≤m

{

m
∑

k,l=1

gklα(wk, wl) : (g(wk, wl))1≤k,l≤m > 0

}

,

where (gkl) is the inverse of gkl = g(wk, wl). Now suppose α is a
bilinear form on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), x0 ∈M and (ei)1≤i≤n

is an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors at x0 with eigenvalues

λ1(x0) ≤ · · · ≤ λn(x0).

Letting wi(x), 1 ≤ i ≤ m, be any set of linearly independent local
vector fields around x0 with wi(x0) = ei, then we have a smooth upper
support function for Gm at x0:

Θ(x) :=
n
∑

k,l=1

gklαkl ≥ Gm(x), Θ(x0) = Gm(x0),

where αkl = α(wk(x), wl(x)). We make use of Θ to prove the next
lemma generalizing Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and let α be a
symmetric 2-tensor on TM . Suppose 1 ≤ m ≤ n and ξ is a (local)
lower support at x0 for the subtrace Gm(α

♯). Then at x0 we have

(1)

ξ;i = trVm α;i =
m
∑

k=1

αkk;i,
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(2)

ξ;ii ≤

m
∑

k=1

αkk;ii − 2

m
∑

k=1

∑

r>Dm

(αkr;i)
2

λr − λk
,

where Vm = span{e1(x0), . . . , em(x0)} for any choice of m orthonormal
eigenvectors ek with corresponding eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λm satisfying

λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λm = · · · = λDm < λDm+1 ≤ · · · ≤ λn.

Proof. For this proof we use the summation convention for indices rang-
ing between 1 and m. Let ξ be a lower support for Gm at x0. Fix
an index 1 ≤ i ≤ n and let γ(s) be a geodesic with γ(0) = x0 and
γ̇(0) = ei(x0). Let (vk)1≤k≤m be any basis (not necessarily orthonor-
mal) for Vm as in the statement of the lemma. As mentioned above,
for any m linearly independent vector fields (wk(s))1≤k≤m along γ with
wk(0) = vk(x0), αkl = α(wk, wl) and (gkl) = (g(wk, wl))

−1, the function

Θ(s) := gklαkl − ξ(γ(s))

satisfies

Θ(s) ≥ 0, Θ(0) = 0

and hence

Θ̇(0) = 0, Θ̈(0) ≥ 0.

Since Vm ⊆ Ēj(m), choosing wk such that ẇk(0) ⊥ Ēj(m)(x0) gives

ġkl(0) = g(ẇk(0), vl) + g(vk, ẇl(0)) = 0

and hence also

ġkl(0) = −gka(0)ġab(0)g
bl(0) = 0.

Then we compute

0 = Θ̇(0) =
(

gklαkl;i − ξ;i
)

|x0

giving the first part.
Now we move on to the second derivatives. For this we make the

additional assumptions, vk = ek and ẅk(0) = 0. We first calculate

g̈kl(0) = gkmġmrg
raġabg

bl − gkag̈abg
bl + gkaġabg

bmġmrg
rl

= −δkag̈ab(0)δ
bl,

since ġkl(0) = 0 and gkl(0) = δkl. Then from ẅk(0) = 0 we obtain

g̈kl(0) = − [g(ẅk, wl) + g(wk, ẅl) + 2g(ẇk, ẇl)] (0)

= −2δkag(ẇa(0), ẇb(0))δ
bl.
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From the local minimum property,

0 ≤ Θ̈(0)

= g̈kl(0)αkl + δkl
d2

ds2 |s=0
αkl(s)− ξ;ii(x0)

= −2g(ẇk(0), ẇl(0))α
kl + δklαkl;ii

+ 4δkl∇iα(ẇk(0), wl(0)) + 2δklα(ẇk(0), ẇl(0))− ξ;ii(x0)

=

m
∑

k=1

αkk;ii − ξ;ii(x0)

+ 2
m
∑

k=1

(2∇iα(ẇk(0), ek) + α(ẇk(0), ẇk(0))− g(ẇk(0), ẇk(0))λk) .

From ẇk(0) ⊥ Ēj(m), we may write ẇk(0) =
∑

r>Dm

crker giving

ξ;ii(x0)−
m
∑

k=1

αkk;ii ≤ 2
m
∑

k=1

∑

r>Dm

(

2crkαkr;i + (crk)
2λr − (crk)

2λk
)

= 2

m
∑

k=1

∑

r>Dm

crk (2αkr;i + crk(λr − λk)) .

Optimizing yields the specific choice

ẇk(0) = −
∑

r>Dm

αkr;i

λr − λk
er.

From this we obtain

ξ;ii(x0)−

m
∑

k=1

αkk;ii ≤− 2

m
∑

k=1

∑

r>Dm

αkr;i

λr − λk
(2αkr;i − αkr;i)

=− 2
m
∑

k=1

∑

r>Dm

(αkr;i)
2

λr − λk
.

�

Corollary 3.3. Let α be a non-negative, symmetric 2-tensor on TM .
Suppose for some 1 ≤ m ≤ n that dimkerα♯ ≥ m − 1 or equivalently
that the eigenvalues of α♯ satisfy λ1 ≡ · · · ≡ λm−1 ≡ 0. Then for all x0
and any lower support ξ for Gm at x0 and all 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have

(1) (∇iα(x0))| kerα♯×kerα♯ = 0,
(2) (∇iα(x0))|Ej(m)×Ej(m)

= g∇iξ(x0), if λm(x0) > 0.
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Proof. We use a basis (ei) as in Lemma 3.2. To prove (1) we may
assume λ1(x0) = 0, and hence the zero function is a lower support for
λ1. By Lemma 3.1, we have ∇αkl = 0 for all 1 ≤ k, l ≤ d1 proving the
first equation.
Now we prove (2). For m = 1 the claim follows from Lemma 3.2-(1).

Suppose m > 1. If d1 ≥ m at x0 then λm(x0) = 0 which violates
our assumption. Hence d1 = m − 1 and E1(x0) = span{e1, . . . , em−1}.
Taking any unit vector v ∈ E2(x0) = span{em, . . . , eDm} and applying
Lemma 3.2-(1) with Vm = {e1, . . . , em−1, v} gives

∇iα(v, v) = trVm ∇iα = ∇iξ ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Polarizing the quadratic form v 7→ ∇iα(v, v) over E2(x0) then shows

∇iαkl = δkl∇iξ ∀m ≤ k, l ≤ Dm.

�

Now we state the key outcome of the results in this section. We want
to acknowledge that the following proof is inspired by the beautiful
paper [SW16] and their sophisticated test function

Q =

m
∑

q=1

Gq.

Theorem 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6, if dimkerα♯ ≥
m − 1, for all Ω ⋐ M there exists a constant c = c(Ω), such that for
all x0 ∈ Ω and any lower support function ξ for Gm(α

♯) at x0 we have

F ijξ;ij ≤ c(ξ + |∇ξ|).

Proof. In view of our assumption λm−1 ≡ 0. Hence the zero function is
a smooth lower support at x0 for every subtrace Gq with 1 ≤ q ≤ m−1.
Therefore by Lemma 3.2, for every 1 ≤ q ≤ m− 1 and every 1 ≤ i ≤ n

we obtain

(3.1) 0 ≤

q
∑

k=1

αkk;ii − 2

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dq

(αkj;i)
2

λj − λk
.

Due to the Ricci identity, we have the commutation formula

αij;kl = αki;jl = αki;lj +R
p
kjlαpi +R

p
ijlαpk

= αkl;ij +R
p
kjlαpi +R

p
ijlαpk.
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Taking into account Lemma 3.2 and adding the inequalities (3.1) for
1 ≤ q ≤ m− 1, we have at x0,

F ijξ;ij ≤
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

F ijαkk;ij − 2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dq

F ii(αkj;i)
2

λj − λk

≤

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

F ij
(

αij;kk − R
p
kjkαpi − R

p
ijkαpk

)

− 2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dq

F ii(αkj;i)
2

λj − λk
.

Now differentiating the equation F (α♯, x) = 0 yields

0 = F ijαij;k +DxkF,

0 = F ij,rsαij;kαrs;l +DxlF ijαij;k + F ijαij;kl +DxkF rsαrs;l +D2
xkxlF.

Then substituting above gives

F ijξ;ij ≤ −2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dq

F ii(αkj;i)
2

λj − λk
−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

F ij,rsαij;kαrs;k

−
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

(

D2
xkxkF + 2DxkF ijαij;k + F ij

(

R
p
kjkαpi +R

p
ijkαpk

))

≤ −2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dm

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

i,j,r,s>Dm

F ij,rsαij;kαrs;k

−
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

(

D2
xkxkF + 2DxkF ijαij;k + F ijR

p
kjkαpi

)

+ cξ

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i| − 2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
,

where we have used that α is Codazzi and the fact that 1 ≤ k ≤ m ≤
Dm in splitting the sum involving F ij,rs into terms where at least two
indices are at most Dm and the remaining indices i, j, r, s > Dm. We
have also used λj − λk ≥ λj , and that for some constant c,

F ijR
p
ijmαpm ≥ −cξ.

Now for every 1 ≤ k ≤ m define

ηk = (ηijk) =

{

αij;k, i, j > Dm

0, i ≤ Dm or j ≤ Dm.
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Then

F ijξ;ij ≤ −2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

∑

j>Dm

F ii(ηijk)
2

λj
−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

F ij,rsηijkηrsk

−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

D2
xkxkF − 2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

DxkF ijηijk −

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

F ijR
p
kjkαpi

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i| − 2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
+ cξ.

In addition we define α♯
ε = α♯ + ε id, which has positive eigenvalues

for ε > 0. In the sequel, a subscript ε denotes evaluation of a quantity
at α♯

ε, e.g., we put F ij
ε = F ij(α♯

ε). We have

F ijξ;ij ≤

m
∑

q=1

lim
ε→0

(

−2

q
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=1

F ii
ε (ηijk)

2

λj + ε
−

q
∑

k=1

F ij,rs
ε ηijkηrsk

−

q
∑

k=1

(D2
xkxkF )ε − 2

q
∑

k=1

(DxkF ij)εηijk −

q
∑

k=1

F ij
ε R

p
kjk(αε)pi

)

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i| − 2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
+ cξ.

In view of Definition 1.4, and the definition of ωF ,

F ijξ;ij ≤
m
∑

q=1

lim
ε→0

(

−

q
∑

k=1

Φij,rs
ε ηijkηrsk −

q
∑

k=1

(D2
xkxkF )ε

−2

q
∑

k=1

(DxkF ij)εηijk −

q
∑

k=1

F ij
ε R

p
kjk(αε)pi

)

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i| − 2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
+ cξ

≤ −
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(ηk, ek) + C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i|

− 2
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
+ cξ.
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Adding and subtracting some terms gives

(3.2)

F ijξ;ij ≤ −

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(∇ekα, ek) + cξ

+

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(∇ekα, ek)−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(ηk, ek)

+ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

k,j≤Dm

|αjk;i| − 2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj
.

Next we estimate the last two lines of (3.2). We have
m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(∇ekα, ek)−

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

ωF (α)(ηk, ek) ≤ C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i|,

C

n
∑

i=1

∑

j,k≤Dm

|αjk;i| ≤ C

n
∑

i=1

D1
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=D1+1

|αjk;i|+ c|∇ξ|,

where for the last inequality we used Corollary 3.3. Let us define

R = C

n
∑

i=1

D1
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=D1+1

|αjk;i| − 2

m
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj − λk

= C

n
∑

i=1

D1
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=D1+1

|αjk;i| − 2
m−1
∑

q=1

q
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=Dq+1

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj − λk
.

Note that if λm(x0) = 0, then Dq = Dm for all q ≤ m and hence R = 0.
If λm(x0) > 0, then we have Dq = m− 1 for all q ≤ m− 1 and

R = C

n
∑

i=1

m−1
∑

k=1

Dm
∑

j=m

|αjk;i| − 2

m−1
∑

k=1

(m− k)

Dm
∑

j=m

F ii(αij;k)
2

λj − λk
.

Therefore, due to uniform ellipticity, we can use

C

n
∑

i=1

|αjk;i| ≤ 2(m− k)
F ii(αjk;i)

2

λj − λk
+ cξ

to show that R ≤ c′ξ. Then by the assumptions on ωF , the right hand
side of (3.2) is bounded by c(ξ + |∇ξ|) completing the proof. �

Remark 3.5. Here we crucially used that F is Φ-inverse concave, then
we took the limit ε → 0 and finally swapped ηk with∇ekα absorbing the
extra terms. If on the other hand we tried to swap first without using

Φ-inverse concavity, the extra terms would involve
∑n

r=1

F ii
ε (∇ek

(αε)ir)2

λr+ε
.
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Since λr = 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ m − 1 this blows up in the limit ε → 0 and
cannot be absorbed.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let k := maxx∈M dimkerα♯(x). If k = 0, we
are done. By induction we show that for all 1 ≤ m ≤ k we have
λm ≡ 0. For m = 1, clearly we have dim kerα♯ ≥ m− 1 and hence by
Theorem 3.4 a lower support ξ for G1 = λ1 locally satisfies

F ijξ;ij ≤ c(ξ + |∇ξ|).

By the strong maximum principle [BD99], λ1 ≡ 0.
Now suppose the claim holds true for m− 1, i.e.,

λ1 ≡ · · · ≡ λm−1 ≡ 0.

Then a lower support ξ for Gm satisfies

F ijξ;ij ≤ c(ξ + |∇ξ|).

Hence Gm ≡ 0 for allm ≤ k. Since k indicates the maximum dimension
of the kernel, we must have λk+1 > 0 and the rank is always n− k. �
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