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C? ESTIMATES FOR k-HESSIAN EQUATIONS AND A RIGIDITY
THEOREM

RUIJIA ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We derive a concavity inequality for k-Hessian operators under the semi-convexity
condition. As an application, we establish interior estimates for semi-convex solutions of the
k-Hessian equations with vanishing Dirichlet boundary and obtain a Liouville-type result.
Additionally, we provide new and simple proofs of Guan-Ren-Wang’s work [12] on global
curvature estimates for k-curvature equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the following k-Hessian equations with Dirichlet boundary

o (D*u) = f(x,u, Vu) in €, L1
u=0 on 01, (1.1)

where Q is a bounded domain in R”, f is a positive function in Q x R x R", u is a function
defined in Q. Here we denote by Vu and D?u the gradient of u and the Hessian of w,
respectively. oy is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of A = (A\,...,\,) € R,
which is defined as

or@) = Y AN, Yi=1...n

1<iy <ig...<ip<n
Let A be the eigenvalues of D?u. Then the k-Hessian operator of u is defined by o (D?*u) =
or(A(D?)).
Research on the k-Hessian equation
op(D*u) = f(x,u, Vu) (1.2)

is a vital area within PDE and geometric analysis. We note that (1.2) simplifies to a semi-
linear equation when £ = 1. For 2 < k < n, establishing second-order a priori estimates is
essential for proving the existence of solutions to these fully nonlinear equations. Pogorelov
was the first to investigate the interior C? estimates for the Monge-Ampére equations, as
referred to in [10,17]. For general k, Chou-Wang [7] established the Pogorelov estimates for
k-convex solutions of the k-Hessian equation

{O’k(D2u) = f(z,u) in Q

u=0 on 092, (13)

where f is independent of Vu. They proved that
(—u)’Au < C
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for some constants f > 1 and C' > 0 depending on n, k, inf f, || f||c1.1, ||u]|cr but independent
of Q. Following [3], we define the k-convex function by : For a domain Q € R", a function
u € C%(Q) is called k-convex (or k-admissible) if the eigenvalues A\(X) of the Hessian D?*u
are in I'y (defined by (2.1)) for all X € Q. We note that for all k-convex functions u, the
k-Hessian operator is elliptic, i.e.,

80’k

81,62‘]'

ij
O’k) —

is positive-definite. In the following text, we consider the k-Hessian equation in this realm.

We extend Theorem 1.5 by Chou-Wang [7] to cases where f depends on Vu, under an
additional convexity assumption for the function u. We refer to the function u as semi-convex
if there exists a constant A > 0 such that the eigenvalues \ of D?u satisfy

Ni(D*u(z)) > —A, forallx e Q

for any 1 < ¢ < n. We have obtained the following interior estimates for semi-convex
solutions of Equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f € C?(Q2x Rx R") satisfies [ > fo > 0 for a constant fy > 0 in
Q. Then, for any semi-convex k-admissible solution of the Dirichlet problem of the equation
(1.1) provided 2 < k < n — 1, we have

(—u)*Au < C.
where a > 0 and C > 0 depend onn, k, fo, || f|lcr1, ||u||lcr but are independent of Q.

Remark 1.1. The interior estimates in Theorem 1.1 were derived by Li-Ren-Wang [15] under
the assumption that w is in the (k + 1)-convex cone. Tu proved the interior estimates in
Theorem 1.1 by using a test function involving |X|? in [23]. Both of the results mentioned
above depend on the diameter of the domain €2. In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we carry on
with the method in [7] by Chou-Wang and have obtained estimates independent of (2.

Using this class of interior estimates, we further derive a rigidity theorem for entire solu-
tions in R"™ to
or(D?u) = 1. (1.4)
It has long been a question of concern whether an entire function u in n-dimensional Eu-
clidean space satisfying (1.4) is quadratic. For k = 1, the Liouville property of harmonic
functions implies rigidity results for solutions with bounded Hessian. For k = n, the
Jorgens—Calabi—Pogorelov theorem confirms the rigidity results for all convex entire solu-
tions. Cheng and Yau [6] provided an alternative geometric proof. For k = 2, Chang and
Yuan [4] proved that the entire solution to 2-Hessian equation (1.4) in R™ is quadratic if

D*u> 6 —2n(n — 1)1
for any 0 > 0. For 2 < k < n — 1, the authors also guess that the rigidity theorem holds
true under the semi-convexity assumption
D*u > —Al

with arbitrarily large constant A > 0. Warren [24] constructed a class of non-trivial solutions
to (1.4), which are neither semi-convex nor exhibit quadratic growth. Shankar and Yuan [20]
obtained the rigidity theorem for £ = 2 under the semi-convexity assumption. For a general
k, the rigidity problem for the k-Hessian equation remains open. Assuming a quadratic
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growth condition, Bao-Chen-Guan-Ji [2] showed that strictly convex entire solutions to (1.4)
are quadratic, Li-Ren-Wang [15] extended the convexity assumption to (k + 1)-convexity,
and Chu-Dinew [9] further relaxed the condition to

Opp1 > —A (1.5)

for some A > 0 (see also [23]). A function u is said to have quadratic growth if there exists
constants b, ¢ > 0 and sufficient large R > 0, such that the following inequality holds:

u(z) > clz|* —b, for |z| > R. (1.6)
In this paper, we confirm Chang-Yang’s conjecture under the quadratic growth condition.

Theorem 1.2. Given 2 < k < n — 1, let u be any semi-convex entire function in R™ with
AN(D?u) € Ty, that satisfies

op(D*u) =1 (1.7)

and exhibits quadratic growth. Then, u is a quadratic polynomaial.

To establish the curvature estimates and derive the rigidity theorem, the main difficulty to
1

overcome is how to deal with the third order derivatives. It is well known that o/ is concave
in the I'y cone, which is very useful to deal with these terms. It’s worth noting that Ren and
Wang [18] established the concavity inequality of the Hessian operator for k =n — 1. They
proved that

Theorem 1.3. [18] Given two positive constants § < 1, €, for any index i, if k; > k1 and
the positive constant K depending only on 0 and € is sufficiant large, then we have

R [K(O'n_l)2 pp qthplhqql] - O-g 111 1 +e Z U j]l / : (18)
JF#i

In [18], they also pointed out that the inequality (1.8) is not true even if i = 1, o, = 1 and
ki is sufficient large for £ < n — 1. Besides, Guan and Qiu [11] established the interior C?
estimates of oy-Hessian equation under the assumption o3 > —A for some constant A > 0.

In their work, it’s crucial to observe that under the condition o3 > —A and k; large enough
Gl adtu?

=S wg + B (14 5t (1.9
i#] 92 Un

for some constant C' > 0 and &y > 0. (1.9) is basically the similar form of (1.8) and is
derived by using Chen’s [5] work about the optimal concavity of the oy operators with the
eigenvector decomposition method. We note that the method makes sense only for k = 2
since the Hessian operator is the identity metric. It’s difficult to generalize this method to
other cases. Moreover, it reminds us that the concavity inequality of the general k-Hessian
operator may also hold true under some additional convexity assumption. we develop a
method that builds on [12] by Guan-Ren-Wang and [13] by Hong-Zhang which is grounded in
the crucial observation of the concavity of g = 77—, Sinestrari in [14].
Under the semi-convexity condition, we derive a concavity inequality which plays a crucial
role in establishing curvature estimates of the Dirichlet problem of k-Hessian equations (1.1)

and (5.1).
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Lemma 1.1. Assume {\;} € T, Ay = Ao--- = N\, and N\, > —A for a constant A > 0.
Then there exists some constant C > 0 depending on n, k, o, A and small constant dg > 0
depending on k such that if ky > C, then the following inequality holds

pp,qq zz 2 <11 ¢2
o €péy (>0 52 0 &1
— K 2 > 146 1.1
DT S Z n ATy > (00—, (1.10)

p#q

for some sufficient large K > 0 (depending on dy) where & = (&1, ,&,) is an arbitrary
vector in R™.

In the following text, we note that o3 > —A implies that \; > —C'(n, k, oy, A) by using
Lemma 2.2. In other words, the semi-convexity of {\;} is a weaker condition, which means
that Lemma 1.1 is useful in deriving Guan-Qiu’s [11] interior curvature estimates. Besides,
Lemma 1.1 removes the additional assumption that |k, | > &y for some constant dy > 0 from
Hong and Zhang [13] by employing an enhanced and concise approach.

Using the proof in Lemma 1.1, we also improve Lemma 3.1 from Lu [16] and present
it as Lemma 3.1. In [16], the concavity inequality, Lemma 3.1, plays a crucial role in
obtaining curvature estimates for admissible solutions to prescribed curvature measure type
problem in hyperbolic space (referencing [25]). We present Lemma 3.1 in [16] here for ease
of comparision.

Lemma 1.2 ([16]). Let A = (A,---,A\,) € T with Ay = -+ =2 X\, and let 1 <1 < k. For
any €,0,00 € (0,1), there exists a constant &' > 0 depending only on €,6,09,n, k and l such

that if \; = 0X1 and M\jpq < 6’ Aq, then we have
ii ¢ )2 2 i1 ¢2
(Zigkgl) > (1_6)6_1_502 :O-kgz

PP,qq
o &Sy i
2

Z 2
o o; A

pF#q

where £ = (&1, -+, &) is an arbitrary vector in R™.

As a matter of fact, it’s clear that if A, > —A for a constant A > 0 and \; is large enough,
then o' > £ S, which implies that Lemma 1.1 is a development of Lemma 1.2.

Moreover, Lemma 1.1 can be regarded as an extension of Lemma 3.3 by Chu [8] under a
weaker convexity assumption. By applying Lemma 3.3 from [8], Chu gave a simple proof
of Theorem 1.1 by Guan, Ren and Wang [12], which established the curvature estimate for
convex hypersurfaces satisfying the Weingarten curvature equation

on(k(X)) = F(X, (X)), VX e M, (1.11)

where f € C%*(T) is a positive function and I" is an open neighborhood of the unit normal
bundle of M in R** x S" k(X) denotes the principal curvatures, v(X) is the unit outer
normal vector at point X, and o, represents the k-th mean curvature.

In Remark 4.7 of Guan-Ren-Wang [12], they also deduced the following curvature estimates
under a weaker convexity condition. Let M™ € R™"! be a closed hypersurface. We say a
hypersurface M is semi-convex if there exists a constant A > 0 such that its principal
curvatures satisfy

ki(X) > —A, 1<i<n, VYXE€EM.
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Theorem 1.4 (Guan-Ren-Wang, [12]). For any closed semi-convex hypersurface M™ satis-
fying the curvature equation (1.11), there exists a constant C > 0 depending onn, k, || M||c1,
inf f, and || f||c2 such that

max r;(X) < C.
XeM

In the specific case where k£ = 2, they completely resolved the problem.

Theorem 1.5 (Guan-Ren-Wang, [12]). For the solution of the curvature equation (1.1) with
k = 2, it holds that

max k;(X) < C
XeM

where C' > 0 is a constant that depends on n, k, ||M||c1, inf f and || f]|cz.

As an application of Lemma 1.1, we also offer new simple proofs of Theorem 1.4 and
Theorem 1.5. As mentioned in Remark 4.7 of [12], the curvature estimates in Theorem 1.4
can be obtained by considering the test function

log P(k(X)) + g(u) + a| X|?

where P is a symmetric polynomial of the principal curvatures. It should be noted that
Spruck-Xiao [21] provided a simplified proof of Theorem 1.5. Chu proved Theorem 1.4 more
simply by assuming further that M™ is a closed convex hypersurface. In both of these works,
the maximum principle was applied to a quantity involving the maximal principal curvature
rather than the symmetric curvature function P(x). In what follows, we continue with this
approach and use Lemma 1.1 to prove these results.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect and prove some algebraic
properties of symmetric polynomials. In Section 3, we prove the crucial Lemma concerning
the superior concavity of k-Hessian operator. In Section 4, we derive the Pogorelov estimates
for the k-Hessian equation with vanishing Dirichlet boundary and complete the proof of
Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we prove the rigidity theorem and complete the proof of Theorem
1.2. In Section 6, we provide a new and simple proof of Guan-Ren-Wang’s famous work [12]
by using Lemma 1.1 derived in Section 3.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Prof. Haizhong Li for bringing many
related works to our attention regarding this problem. We are also deeply grateful to Prof.
Yuguang Shi for his ongoing support and encouragement. The author is supported by the
National Key R&D Program of China 2020YFA0712800, the China Postdoctoral Science
Foundation No0.2023M740108, and the Postdoctoral Fellowship Program of CPSF under
Grant Number GZC20230094.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Symmetric function. Here we state some algebraic properties of the elementary sym-
metric function o,,(\), m = 1,--- ,n, where A = (Ay,--- , \,,). We recall o,,(\) defined by

o\ = D> A A, m=12- n

1< < <dm<n.
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The Garding cone I',, is an open symmetric convex cone in R™ with vertex at the origin,
given by

Lo ={( A, -, ) €Ro;(A) >0,V =1,--- ,m}. (2.1)
Clearly 0,,(\) = 0 for A € dI',,, and
r,c-..cr,c---cry.
In particular, 't =T, is called the positive cone,
It ={(\1,- -, \) ER* A >0,---, A\, >0}
Always assume Ay > Ay = - -+ = \,,. We collect some properties of o (A) where A € T'y:
(1) > gi’“ N =00, — (k+ 1)0p11.
(

n 80
2 Zp 18;:( —k+1)0k_1.
O > ->§%>0.

Zkl is concave, i.e. 8§qk 0 for any & € R™.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that {\;} € Ty and A\y = Xo--- = N\, Then N\, > 0 and |\,| <
(n—

k) A

Proof. From Property (3), we have

&rk
—— =) e+ A, > 0.
YY) VR
Suppose only A, is negative, then (n — k)A\r > |A,|. O

Lemma 2.2. Assume that {\;} € Ty, Ay = Ao+ = N\, and ox(N\) bounded from upper
and below. If opy 1 > —A for any positive constant A, then X is semi-conver, i.e., Apin >

—C(n,k,A).

Proof. There exists constant C' > 0, such that

EIWAL 5 N, i (k+1)0k+1 <CO’1—|—(]€—|—1)A (22)
Then by Property (3) we have
0
aik (k+1)A.

Combining (n — k + 1)op_1 = >, gi)\’: and Property (6), Lemma 2.1, there exists constant
C(n,k) >0

C'(n, k)| M |"™ < C(n, k) Al A1 < Cndy + (k+ 1)A.
Thus we get |A\,| < C(n, k, A) by Lemma 2.1, completing the proof. O
Lemma 2.3. Assume {\;} € I'y and \y = Ay - M- If Ny > —A, then N\, < C(op,n, A).
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Proof. Assume that A\p_; > A, otherwise \;, < A, then we are done. Since

O = Z )\21)\22)\% > 0.

1< <. . <<

We have
A Ao < 0 — Ol k) Aot A, (2.3)
Thus
A <2 (;’—’:) o +2C (1, )| A (2.4)

<2 (ﬁ) 4+ 20(n,k)A
01

<c(n, k)af +C(n, k, A).

Here we use Property (6) in the second inequality, the last inequality follows from Maclaurin’s
inequality. Thus there exists some constant C' > 0, such that A\, < C, which depends on the
bounds of o4, n and A.

O
Lemma 2.4. If {\} €Ty and \y = Xy = A\, then op_1 > C)\f%l.
Proof. Using Newton inequality and Property (6), we have
oot > Cln, k)oF ol > CAFT. (2.5)
O
We point out that we will denote C', ¢ or C; and ¢; for i = 1,2,...,n as some positive

constants throughout the subsequent sections, and these constants may change from line to
line. Now we state a crucial calculation by Huisken-Sinestrari [14].

Lemma 2.5. Given k > 2, if {\;} € Ty, then for any £ € R,

n (g~ d06))
~03q2 = Z <€Z ”;1 (6)) (2.6)

and
n )\2a2qk y
P 3 2.7
ﬁq’f“\z (k + 1)(gr + No)? 2.7)
where q, = 0:-: y Qi = U(:f(l)(\lf‘)l) and Uk()‘| ) 6?;\“'

If & L, then —0107¢2 > [€]* by (2.6). More generally, we have the following lemmas that
are crucial to the proof of Lemma 1.1.
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Lemma 2.6. If {\;} € 'y, then for any £ € R,
€5 |

Ul()\|i1> e aik—Z) .

2
_aﬁ 25y, jigg_o &

Here for any 1 < <k—2, [¢];,..

k-2

(2.8)

denotes the vector that is obtained by throwing out the

irth,- -+, igth components of & and [£];; ., denotes orthogonal part of [£];,....;, with respect

to [Ny, i, Moreover,

Z N2 Q2.
2 (S k—23i1,1
qk—1;i <

Proof. From (2.6) in Lemma 2.5 it follows

2
(6 - sy €l i)

Ul()\|i17 e 7ik—2)

~ 02 Qsiy i = >

i={1, ,n}\{i1,ig—2}
Then (2.8) holds by decomposing [£];, ... 4,
C[)\]ily“‘vik—z + [g]i,---,ik,g'
(2.9) follows from (2.7) .

_, with respect to [A];,

k-2

Lemma 2.7. If {\;} € 'y, then for any v € R™,

k—1

i.e., write [€]iy i,

(2.9)

(2.10)

U

(2.11)

(2.12)

) ik—2)

2 3 1 2
—01®qk = C Y AN N W |
j=1
Proof. We note that
Ok
Qi + Ni = ——
or_1(\|7)
By (2.7), (2.9) and (2.8), we have
"N 21,4, 0k—2(A|i1)
L S
i1=1 ar—2(Ai1)
o zn: Z A2 NG, O3 r—2;i1 150k —3( Al i1, o)
- ok — 1)t ok—2(Ali1)
i1=lig={1,,n}\{i1} ok—2(Ali1) ox—3(Ali1,i2)
>
n 2XN2 N2 ... )\2 82@-- ) ) 01()\‘1'1 i,
11 7% T Yy 44501,12, 1 —2 ) ey
Z - Z Z — = El— Tk—1
=1 iro={1, P \{i1, ig_3} “o1(Ali1,i2, 0 yig—2)
n 212 2 1 2
> Z . Z 2>\i1>\i}1" B )\ik;:ih]il,m ,%—2‘
i1=1 ig—o={1, ,n}\{i1, " ig—3} To1(Alinsdz, e sik-2)

(2.13)
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Taking (i1, 49, -+ ,ix_2) from (1,---,k — 1) and denote the remaining index by j, by using

the facts that o, < C(n, k)A1 -+ A1 and o1 (A|ig, ig, -+, ik—2) = A;, we obtain
2
_ak—lﬁfzqu > C Z >‘i1 e )‘ikfz h]i,ig,---,ik,g (214)
1<ip << _2<n
Summing over j completes the proof. U

Lemma 2.8. Assume that v = (0,72, , Ye—1, Vks - - - » Vn) Satisfying
Ver - 7m) L 5 An). (2.15)
If {\;} € T, then for any2 <i<k—1andk <p<n,
Z;:ll AMtAg - 'M-M%%z
23

J

—Uk_183q1s > C + C)\l)\g D Y Z ’)/; (216)

Proof. Denote by
Vi={ (% Yes - -+ Yn) € R*HH2}
for2< 1<k —1and

For convenience, we name (0, Ag, ..., A,) as 5. Let o, = (i, Ak, ..., \n), B = (sin6;, cos 6; IB\)
and tan6; = —‘/\ﬂ We note that forany 2 <i< k-1, 5 L oy, 5; L f and

Vi=V®L(B) D L)
Then we can write any 0; = (A\;, Ak, ..., A\y) €V} as

151
|

where ~; € V. Plugging (2.17) into (2.11), we obtain

k-1
—O’k—la?YQk ZCZ YRR -5\j < Z vp |ﬁ\|2%> (2.18)

A
ei = (07 Tps - - - 77n> - f}/zﬁz | |2 Yi O (217)

Jj=2 k<p<n
k—1 \
3 2 k2
>CZA1>\Q>\1€—1 < Z ’YP+CO)\2”}/]>
= k<p<n
Mg A1 AZY2
ZKM L Ai D Lo 302 (219)
k<p<n
where we use Lemma 2.1 in the second inequality. U

For convenience, we perform some straightforward calculations for ¢, here.

Lemma 2.9.

2%qy 3oy, Jdop, 00k _1 oy, 00p—1 020p_1 0op_1 00k 1

OApOA OApOA o\ oA oA oA OApOX oA oA
P q — '4 a '4 q _ q P _ P q _|_2 P2 q . (220)
dk Ok O Ok—1 Ok Ok—1 Ok—1 Oj_1
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Proof.
oy, 901
Trp oxp Ok
82% a - P an
ONpONg k-1 k—1
qk Qk8>\q
320'k doy, 9o doy, 9o 1 62016710_ o1 60k710_
IXpOrg dxp  Org Ixg  Orp OApONg Ok OXp OAqg Ok (2 21)
oh_1 o2 - o2 T2 + o3 :
_ Ukl k—1 k—1 k—1 k—1
dk
82% M 80',%71 M 60’]6,1 820',%,1 80’k,1 80’k,1
_OXpOXg ONp  ONg ONg  ONp OApOAg +9 OAp  O)g
— e 274 _ 5
Ok Ok Ok—1 Ok Ok-—1 Ok—1 OL_1
L]

3. A CONCAVITY INEQUALITY

In this section, we define
820' k
(A) = :
0N, 0N,

Subsequently, we provide the proof of the crucial Lemma 1.1.

- PP,qq
Ok

Proof. First we note that logoy is concave. From Property (5), we hawv

€: (517"' 7671) in R"
~0; log oy = — 9% (log qi, + log g—1 + - - - + log g2 + log 1)
2qy, Dz qi—1
Z—E—k—l—(agloqu)Q— ¢ +(8510qu_1)2—|—---—|—(85

k
> (Ologg)’ >0
=1

~

by § =

0 log oy, + (K —

(0,&,...,&,) and choose K >

1)<zi5§si>2

Besides, we denote é, then

52% 1
2 ———I—(aglogo'k—aglOgUk—l) —(95 10g0k 1+ __1 (af
8 2 2
> ——q + (1 —€)(Oclogog_1)” — 85 log o)1
k
2 11 2
_ % L (ak_1§1 +0; logak_l) — 8§ log o1
qk Ok—1
0‘.11 é‘ O' 0‘ —0'11 ag
+(1@—11) QZklkl k—1 “k—1
Ok—1 1 Th
2
o2 11 k—1
> _Z_q’“ +(1- ( Sis! +Za logq,> + ((9 long>
k i=1

e for any vector

log ) (3.1)

log 01,)?
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0"1?—151 ATyt Uk ?agk 1
) 42y = E1a

Ok—1

a>1 k-1
O qn 1 151 G670 — 60 ok
> 22 1 (1+(1-e +22 . G (3.2)
qk k Ok—1 o1 Ok_1

by choosing K = é Here we estimate the second and the third inequality in (3.2) as

=11 k—1 2 k-1 211 2
Tp11 ) ' l 011
( p + ;:1 8§ logql> g (8 logql> >0 < ) ) (3.3)

-1 i1 Ok—1
By
o] :d'lll)\l—l—(fl()\u), (34)
we have
O-];L:l—l — O-k—l B O-k_l()\‘:l) (35)
Ok—1 AMOgk—1
and -
i1 AD] = Cl k) adg - M < C(A) = (3.6)
where we use Property (6) in the last inequality. Thus we obtain
11
ak 1 C(A)
> = ) 3.7
Since
(dlil—ldg 1 _0;11 Ok~ 1) §16a :(Uk—2()‘|1=04) — Ok— 1()\‘1 a)or—3(AlL, a))glga (3.8)
Ohi Ohi
forany 1 <7 < k — 1, we have
. AMAg A Op_1A
oe_a(A1,i) < C(n, k)# < C(n, k) ’;1;’“ (3.9)
and
, , A A A2 A A YA
‘O-k—l()‘|177')|o-k—3<)‘|177') < C(nu k) : )\1;2 ok 1)\1)\; : < C(nu k)( ];\11)\Zk) : (310)
For any k < p < n, we have
o1a(ALp) < Oln, 2N o ) 71 (3.11)
A1 A
and
)YREED.VERED.VAD VI Vo Op—
o1 (A1, p)|or_s(A|1, p) < C(n, k)= Al’“ Sale " — <c<n,k)%. (3.12)
1

Here we use Property (6) and Lemma 2.1 in (3.9), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12). Then for any
1 <i<k—1,(3.8) becomes
11,ii
_2(0,111% . o—k_lak_l) &i&; . _20A§2|5;§i| - e€? - 4(n — 120;&53_ (3.13)
o2, ATAZ 4(n — 1) EATA]
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Then for any k < p < n, (3.8) becomes

) (Gkl1002 1 — Gy 1) glgp C|§1§p| > et _ A(n — 1)0251127. (3.14)
o, A2 4(n —1)\3 g2
Here we use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in (3.13) and (3.14). Recall that
ot = A0 + o1 (M1, @), (3.15)
G = A6 + o (A1, ). (3.16)
If o1 (A1, ) < 0, then due to (3.15) A\, > 0 and
A A

250 = N3 + o (A1, @) = ol (3.17)
)\1 )\1
If o1 (A|1, @) > 0, using the Maclaurin’s inequality, we have
o1 (AL, @)1 < o_a(A1, a). (3.18)
Since

1M1, @) < CAgAz - M1 A < CAFT2C(A),
multiplying it with (3.18) we obtain

1
oro1(M1, ) < CAL T (A6 the).
Then using Property (4), we have

Ao Ao . . . k
(29 L CATFT)goe 3 (29 4 on TRy g lbee 3 6l PR gy o (3.19)
)\1 )\1 n>\1
and
- )\ 11 - 11 k‘O’k
CA\ ot > (224 0N, ))\10 >0 > ——, for A\, <0. (3.20)
)\1 n)\l

We now divide it into two cases. We assume that there exists some positive constant C'.

k—2
If Ao, <CA{7, then by (3.17), (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain that
! 1

CA F oo > —. (3.21)
M
For any k < p < n, |\,| < C(A) by Lemma 2.3. Then (3.14) becomes
. . Joy, 2
L )8 g CRE B2
k=2
Forany 1 <i<k—1and \; < CA/*, (3.13) becomes
9 (Gl1601 — Uk Lok 1) &é S et A — 1C2¢; S e? _ Coip &
Uk—l 4(72, - 1))\% 8)\% 4(72, - 1))\% (5)\{@71 ))\1

(3.23)
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k=2
If Ay = CA{7', then by (3.17) and (3.19), we obtain that

)\i s O
Ok 2= 3.24
k-2
For any 1 <i <k —1and A; > CA\{™", (3.13) becomes
9 (61Ly01 = GlVon1) &1 - e&? ~ CA)gjie . e  cslig?
et =D T Am-DA )y,
(3.25)

By direct calculation, (3.2) implies that

pp,qq zz 2
T 5p8a (2 01)
- K 2
Z ok * o} + Z (M + A + 1)o
p#q
R aw o1& £ &2 C C(A) olig?
3 k=161 1 k
Z———+(1+(1—¢)+ ——=+(2—-—-
@ ( ( )k) ( O—1 ) 4N AFT A% Z)\lak
>- % (1ea-0p-e) (1-SA) £ (2- S -G > Y
- qk k )\1 )\% E)\f%l )\% i )\10’k
(3.26)
where we use (3.7) in the last inequality. We choose ¢ = G +11)2 and assume that A\; >

max {(k +3)C1(A), %} Then (3.26) becomes

_ngnqqugq LK (Zz k&) _'_220;; ;

Tk o i>1 A10k

k+ 2 L (A) 51 Cy  C5(A) oL &
>k+1<1_ ¥ ) \ (2_ EESY. )Zﬁ (3:27)

k—1
€A

(]f+2)2 5% 02 O']Z; 2
>~ >l [2-2(k+1)

Recall that
or = Mo+ or(A1). (3.28)
We note that if

Ok

or(Al1) 2 —m, (3.29)

then (3. 27) implies the conclusion (1.10) by assuming A; > (Ca(k + 1)2)* " and choosing

0o = k+1)(k+3)

In the subsequent content, we denote by ¢y = and suppose that

2(k+;)2—1
k(A1) < —coy. (3.30)

Under this assumption we have following claims.
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Claim 1:
A < Cny k)| Al
From (2.3),
A A < 20 (3.31)
or
A e <20 (0 k)AL 1] Al (3.32)
If we assume that (3.31) holds, then
ok (AD)] < C(n, K)o - X2 < C'(n, k,A)% < coos (3.33)
1

C’(n,k,A)

by assuming A\; > , which is contradict to our assumption above. Thus we complete

(]
the proof of the first clalm
Claim 2: there exists some ¢y, co > 0 such that —og1 = 1Ay - - )\k_l)\i > Co.

By Claim 1 and (3.33), we have
ooy,

PYREED VR LI FEPED VD Vi mh (3.34)
and denote ¢; = 7@ Since (A1) < 0, we have A\, < 0 and from (3.4)
or(Aln) = o — Ao > 0. (3.35)
Using Property (6), we get
oD VIR VRS (3.36)

We suppose that there exists some large M > 0 (to be chosen later) and 1 < < k — 1, such
that Ay > M* X\, > M and \;;; < M in the following proof. By (3.4), (3.36) and Property
(1), we have

DYREED VERD IR 1D) Z O
p=I+1
=3 Ni(Nioy + ak(Ai)) Z ApO — Z (Noily + or (M)
=1 p=Il+1 (3 37)
—(k+1—=1opss — Z G2
=1
= Z ApO — Zakﬂ ANi) — (k+1 = Do
p=I+1
We now show that by using Lemma 2.1 for any 1 <7<k —1
Cln, E)A - Mt X3 Cy(A
o1 (A]i)] < (m, K)h - e X < 1 ))\1 o A\ (3.38)
A M
Applying (3.34), we have
“ Cl)\l )\1 cee )\k_l)\i
> Mok <eaM? < S Y (3.39)

p=I+1
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Then by choosing M > max{Z5,2(1 + (k — 1)C1}), we obtain

Ap - A1 A\2
O %’“1”7 (3.40)
which complete the proof of Claim 2.
Claim 3: There exists some c3, ¢4 > 0 such that c3 )‘1;\?% <ol <y )‘1;{\%.
Combining Claim 2, we have
_ _ _ Loo)\3 —0 1+ &
—O’k()\|1) _ Ok+1 O’k+1()\|1) < Opr1 + CAo )‘k < k—i—l( )\1>. (341)
)\1 )\1 )‘1
For the same reason
—0 1- &
(A1) k*lil ) (3.42)
Then by using the assumption o, (A|1) < —¢p and Claim 2, we have
st T (=)
. h 22 ! (3.43)
204 2 2 b .
Al
For the same reason, we have
Ao A2
ol < ey 2 i (3.44)
1

which complete the proof of Claim 3.

We denote by o = (Aq,...,An), e1 = (1,0,...,0) and v = (0,792, . .- V&, - - -, Vn)- Now we
assume that

£ = (1‘|‘a)a)\—€1 —are; +7 (3.45)
1
and

Then by Lemma 2.9 the first term of the right side of (3.26) becomes

52% qpp,qq
—= = —(—abier + ) (—aier +7),
dk qk

- 11 - 11 11 o2
o o o gk
k—1 k—1
:—2a2§f—< _i)_“Y_
Ok—1 Ok qdk
- 11,0 - 11 - 11

) . 11 ~aa - 11,aa
g oX* o oLt oge o g g
k k—1 k k—1 k—1Yk—1 k—1
+ 2010 ( k — - — + 2 — .

(3.47)

Ok—1

2
Ok Ok Ok—1 Ok Ok—1 Ok_1 Ok—1
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By direct calculation, we obtain following equations:

5,0 ope ol o — o (N1a) R o — o1 (A1)
o O Ok—1 Aoy o MOk (3.48)
_ oe1(Mla) o ot
Aoy Op MOk—1
and
G ool at(M1a) — o i(la)os(Alla) 1)
Ok—1 013—1 013—1
Hence, for any 2 < i < k — 1, we have
LAl g )
Op1 ooyl C(n, kA2 - Ca,il)\i (3.50)
Op1 or_, MAZ T T AN '
For any k£ < p < n, we have
.11, . . .
O-k—;i)p _ O-Zzilo-lil—l C(n7 k) < CO’_]il (3 51)
Ok—1 O-I%—l )\% )\1

Here we use Property (4), Claim 2 and Claim 3 in (3.50) and (3.51). Furthermore, for any
2 <1< k—1, we have

&;172'2' _ d_}iialil—l _ d_zildlii—1 X Gal 0
Ok Ok Op1 Ok Op1 Th
—op + 0N +op( ML) 6 Gyt 1 ol ot
= + v — - v
AN}, Ok AMOk—1 Ai AiOk-1) Ox (3.52)
(03-1 = 03") (o0-1 — G}) '
)\1)\2'0']%_1
:ak()\|1z') B oo (k1) . d_,il o B ok—a(\|7)
A Aoy MAiO—10}, A\ Ok—10% U;%_l .
Here
Alli CA\i ...} Cola
AL | O X OO e (3.53)
)\1)\i0'k )‘1)\2 O )\Z
By using (3.42), we have
- i 2410 2 .11
o ox(k|1) < C)\lz A0 < C>‘k0'2k (3.54)
)\1)\1'0'19—10'19 )\iak_lak )‘z
Similarly, combining Claim 2 we have
_1(A]e _a(A]7 Ao A A A CA A
261 QA) _ g2l oA phe s dear ’“<1+—’“), (3.55)
Ok_10% O AiOL_10% NiTi_y i A1
since
DYDY A
O'k_1>)\1...)\k_1:u20 ! (356)

A A
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Inserting (3.53), (3.54) and (3.55) into (3.52) and combining (3.50) we have

11,44 ~ii 211 <11 i “11 i - 11,0
g ool ool ot o lo
2a¢,7; | 2k __kkl_ik1+2kék1_kl
Ok O Ok—1 Ok Ok—1 Or_q Ok—1 (3 57)
11 1142 2 11¢2 ’
> — 2Ca&yi| N = —€ N VT T N
where we use \; > \g, Ay > 1 and A\, < C(A) by Lemma 2.3 in the last inequality.
For any k£ < p < n, we have
51i1’pp . d’_nglil—l _ 6_1?0"551 X 0"%1_10"5‘11
Ok Ok Ok—1 O Ok—1 o2,
R, AR TN I YL 55
Ao Ok MOk—1  Ok—1 \Ok—1 Ok
or(A\|1p) — op  Ok—1Xp — ok2(AP)AZ PP st st el oft
= 5 D) _'_ - + - .
Aoy Aoy, Ok AMOk—1  Ok—1 \Ok—1 Ok
By using Claim 2 and Claim 3, we have
loe(N|1p) —ox| _ Chg---Nf 1 s
< + — <02 3.59
P S (3:59)
o o(\ )\2 PV W )\2 <11
Moy, Aok Ak—1
and
pp 11 11 11
Te Ok oM M0k Ok (3.61)
Ok AMOj—1 Ok—1 A A1
Besides,
PP 11 11 e o1l 11
- <UH ) Ui)‘ <ol MOk o Ok (3.62)
Ok—1 \Ok—1 Ok Ok—1 Ak—1

Inserting (2.15), (3.60), (3.59), (3.61) and (3.62) into (3.58) and combining (3.51) we obtain

- 11,pp -pp - 11 - 11 ~PP - 11 -pp .. 11,pp
2aéy Op O 91 O O +2‘7k—1‘7k—1 k1 (3.63)
P - 5 .
O Ok Ok—1 O Ok—1 Ok_1 Ok—1
=11 ~11y2,,2 2 +11¢2
Tk Op A1y Ca?03'Ed

> —2C

(3.64)

a > —¢ —
)\k;—l | 7P€1| )\k—l)\i c )\%

where we use the fact that Ay > A\y_; > A\ and A\, < C(A) by Lemma 2.3 in the last
inequality. Using (3.4), we estimate the first term of (3.47):

- 11 11 - 11 - 11 - 11
2:20k—1 [ Op—1  O)\ 2-2%—-1 [ Ok—1 — Oy, or — or(A|1)
Ok—1 \Ok-1 Ok Ok—1 A0k—1 A0

2a2¢2 C\ (Mot — oy
= 1—-—= —_— .
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where we use Claim 2, Claim 3 and

o oM X C(4) or(A]1)

< —C'(A :
)\10k_1 - )\i{’O'k_l - )\i{’ - C< ) )\% <3 66)
in the last inequality.
Applying Lemma 2.8 and inserting (3.2), (3.57) and (3.63) into (3.47), we obtain
Rq. _ 2a2¢2 C\ (Mol — o ! G2
_ et S L1 = 1Y% k O, — 1,2
T = A < )\2) ( Ao )+Z;( 1 6) )\3 i
n 11 11
Uk A, Ca® 6,'&}
C, — p — 1= k 51
T2 (O =)y (=)
. k=1 .
>2a2§% 1— < Moy — o + Z ﬁalil)‘%%z L Gy Ulil)‘l%
)\1 )\2 )\10’k i—o 2 )\23 2 )\k_l)\i
Ca?5{1¢?
-2 1
T
by choosing £ = £'. Then combining (3.26), (3.27) and (3.67), we have
o 168, i K(Zz Ujfigi)2 4 22 o &;
oy O o; = A0k
202} C\ (M}t — oy Cial'\} , O oA
2 -5 )| —— : P
A ( )\2) ( A10% +Z 2 N Vi +Z 2 )\k—l)\z
=2 ot (3.67)
2 21142 9)2 A 2
Ci M) (k+1D)(k+3) SYADY
C(k, A) o8l
2 — 7 £,
- ( M ) Z )\10’k
[+1<p<n
Under the assumptions in (3.37), we consider
2
Ap
Z e B Z ((1—{—@) & -l—’Yp)
Higpen M i A1
pp 2 pp
22 Ti Ap T AT
2(1+a)°¢ Z Mo —2|{(1+a)& Z Y
I+1<p<n I+1<p<n (3.68)

o Tr-a(AlP) A2y
>(1+a)¢ Y /\’“3 L_2|(l+a)é Y — p'P
I+1<p<n k<p<n 19k
-2 )

+1<i<k—1

(1+ )51 k A
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where we use (3.4) and (3.46), which implies that

Z Gr AT = (k-1 — Tr—2(AlP)Ap) ApYp = _Uk—2()“p))\;2ﬂp

k<p<n

in the last inequality. Then by (3.37), (3.38), (3.39), and (3.41), we have

Z UZP)‘;% ZZ:H-l ApOk — Z§=1 Or+1(Al)) = (k+1 =)ok

I+1<p<n 10K Aoy,
Ok+1 C(A))\l)\i
>—(k+1-1 —
( * ))\‘?{O'k M)\?O’k
¢ Mell—an  C(4) o
>k+1-0(1 - — — .
(k1 =D =) —— M Moy

Furthermore,

ar—2(Alp) A3y O Ao}
2|(1+a)6 Y, ——5 | <2(L+a)éry|
k;n )\%O’k P )\%O'k
Cop!
<2+ @)l =

- C1o' A\ye 2 C'(1+a)%6}'&d

S22 Mo G MM

and forany [+ 1 <1<k —1

o1 (A1) Ay (or — ox(A]i) vi
21(1 — | =2|(1
(I+a)& o, (L+a)& Aoy,

(G)YP VEREP VDY

<2|(1 i

(14 a)&1il o

CO"H

<2/(1+a)gml—*

C_ G 2 OO+ apPelg
= 2 )\? 01 M)\l

19

(3.69)

(3.70)

(3.71)

(3.72)
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where we use \y_1 > A and A\, < C(A) by Lemma 2.3, the assumptions x; < M and
k1 > M? in Claim 2. Thus (3.67) implies that

Uipﬂqugq + K(Zz O-Iifigi)2 i QZ U/Z: 2
2
o O o;, = A0

22 11 _ 102 1142
22@ & 1—£ MO — oy, _2(n_1)C’a oy &7
)\1 M )\10'k Cl M)\l

(k427 & ([ ClhA Dol —
g (2 ) k-
C(n, k, A)(1 + a)* 6;'&}

B M A\
22(@2 +2(1+4 a)?)&; 1_ Co(k, A)) <>\10,il O’k) (k+2)? & (3.73)
N M N h+ 1)(k+3) N
Cyln k. A)(1 + o) LS
- 3(”7 ’ )( )M)\l
>8(a2 +2(1+ a)?)&F [ Mot — 0k> (k+2? &
~ 5\ A0y, (k+1)(k+3) A3
(1+a)*6Fow(A[1) N RSt
+ 2 Nor —C3(n,k,A)(1+a )j\/[)\1
8 5 LR3I (k+2)? 8, 5 o) &1
>=(a” +2(1+a) ))\10'k + ((k:+1)(k+3) —gla”+2(1+a) )) 2

5C3( Co+l

by assuming M = max{10C5, } depending on n, k and A where ¢y obtained from

(3.30).

Since under the assumption oy (A|1) < —cooy, (3.4) implies that

sl 1 (M1 o+ 1
k k 0

=— — . .74
O )\1 )\10’k - )\1 (37 )

Thus (3.73) implies that

qu zz 2 <11 ¢2

Spgq (Z kgz ( 1 ) Oy, 51
J¢\2i O 5i)” 2§ : 1

o o2 T2y +A+1) U0 ) e

P#q
(3.75)
or
pp,4qq i ¢ \2 1 ¢2 =11 ¢2
0y, €péq (22 016) O%Si 16 0 &
— =4+ K=" 42 > — . .

; w T 2 M+ A+ Do = 15 Aoy, (3.76)
Hence we obtain (1.10) and complete the proof. O

Following the proof in Lemma 1.1, we also improve the results in [13,16].

Lemma 3.1. Assume {\;} € Tk, A\; = Ao+ = N\, and N, > —A for some constant A > 0.
For any &y € (0,1), there ezists a constant g > 0 and a large constant C > 0 depending on
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n, k, og, and A, such that if ky > C, then the following inequality holds

PP,9q u 2 2
_ T pSa (E 52 &
> K +2Z >\1+A+1 > (140035, (3.77)
P#q !
for some sufficient large K (depending on dy) where & = (&1, -+ ,&,) is an arbitrary vector

in R™.

4. INTERIOR ESTIMATES OF K-HESSIAN EQUATIONS WITH DIRICHLET BOUNDARY
CONDITIONS

Somewhere in the sequel, we denote o by F' for brevity and define

OF - O*F

FP(D?y) = . FPOTS(D?y) =

OUpg OOty '
If We further assume that {u;;} is diagonal at a certain point, then we define
8F . OPF
)\ D*u)) = FPP(D?

We first proof Theorem 1.1.

(M(D%u)) = FPPa9(D%y).

Proof. we consider the function for any ¢ > 0, x € Q, £ € S*!
~ L
P(x,€) = flog(—u) + log max{uge(z),1} + §|Du|2,

where L > 1, f > 0 are constants to be determined later. Clearly, the maximum of Pis
attained in some interior point xq of  and some &(x) € S"~!. Choose canonical coordinate
frames ey, ..., e, at xy such that {(x¢) = e; and {w;;(x)} is diagonal. Let the eigenvalues A
of D?*u be ordered as

)\1(5(70) = )\Q(Io) = .2 )\n(l'o)
We construct a unit vector field v(s) near p such that v(0) = eq(zo) and v'(0) = >_ /\111%/\? »
We may also assume that A\;(zg) > 1 is sufficiently large. Then we consider the function

P(z) = flog(—u) + log (u (v(s), v(s)) + (9(v(s),ex(s)))" = 1) + §|DU|2-

Note that zq is also a maximum point of P. At xg, we have

0= V,P(z0) = B = o © o Lk (4.1)
and
0 EVUP(ZL'Q)
2
_ Qi “2“1 ullw U1
b u 5 Uu11 Zl 1w —uy + 1) (4.2)
— unigllj + Lu;ﬂ-ukj + Luk”uk
Uty

By or(D*u) = f(x,u, Vu), we have at z
Vioy = fi + fuw + fu,un (4.3)
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and
V%lak = Fijuiju + qu’rsupqlursl = f11. (44)
Besides, there exists some constant C' > 0 depending on || f||c2 and ||ul|cr such that

il K C+ Cupy, fnn=2-C— CU%1 + fu, W11 (4.5)

Multiplying (4.2) by using F, by (4.1), (4.3) and (4.4) we obtain

i 2 i g . i
¥ >5— B ﬁF Ful;llu 2 Z Ull(ui fl}l\); +1) Fu?llll ’ LF“u2 Ve
>B— i 5F” u; qu Tsupqlursl fuzulll +9 Z F iulpi
U1y U1y Ull(ull — upp + 1)
_F Z“m + LE"2 — Cuyy + Lfy Ny — CL
11
>5_ B BFM u? EFPTS Y U . 22 Foy,; B F”';L%h + LE,

U1 U11(U11 — Upy + 1) uiq

— ﬁ% - CUH — CL

(4.6)
Referring to Andrews [1], we have
_qu,rshpqlhrsl _ Fpp,qthplhqql +9 Z Fpp,qqh?)ql
" (4.7)
. Fpp o Fll .
> = P hyhon +2 3 Sk,
Ap<A1 1 4
Besides,
2 [y 2 Fy2 Friig2
> T2 23y T (4.8)
l<pi<i<n (ull +1-— upp) o1 (ull — Upp + 1) o1 (ull — Uq + 1)

Using the critical equation (4.1), for any ¢ > 2 we have

F”u2 1 U115 2 2 FZZU%l L
_ﬁ b — ( + Lu;ug; > —— —2— Fm Uy Uy 4.9
u2 ﬁ U1 5 u%l 5 ( )
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Then we choose 8 = L? > 4 and obtain

qu,rsu Ups F“U ; 2 Fzzu2 ) F11u2
_¢+22 ip _(1+_)Z 211z_ 2111
U1 o1 Un( ) B

U — U 1 U U
11 pp T+ i>2 11 11

[rr

"y
> — Freadp o h 2 h3 2 Lo
ppliiaql + Z U1l ull — Upp + 1) ip + ; ull(ull — Uy + 1)

3 F“U%l Fll”%ll
_2 i _ 4.10
2 ; uiy uiy ( )
i 9 1192 i, 2 3
- _ Fppqthplhqql +2Z gy _F 3111 -~ iy, (2“11 A 2)
upp(up; + A+ 1) ufy u?y (U — upy + 1)
Fiig2 11,2
> — FPP 9ph,_ . h 2 lig o 111
pp1flaa Zull(u11+A+1) u?,
by assuming A\; > 3A + 3 in the last inequality.
Due to Lemma 1.1, combining (4.7) and (4.8), (4.6) becomes
0>-— 21 F11U1 9[22 Fpp’qquppluqql LK (Viop)? 19 Z F”U%M _ Fllu%n
u? o (381 U110k wp(un + A+ 1) ui,
C. 12
+ LF“U?Z- - 2 - C4L - C5(K)U11

Lut, G\ 4y (L SN ko, L
> 2 - - g2 ROk iy — O 2
= < 5 u F + 5 02 ZF U“—I—L 5 U1l Cgu

i=1

k Lk
+ L (%UH — C4) ( 5Zk — C5(K)) Utq-
(4.11)

where we use Property (4) in the last inequality. In (4.11), C;, i = 1,2,...,5 all depends
on n, k, || fllcz and |[uflc1. We choose L = max{4,5C,, 21 7} such that the second term
and the last term in the last inequality of (4 11) are positlve Then we obtain max \ju” <

max{/5C, L sup u”~! 5"Lc3ks}:)p“ﬂ " 5"04 S“p“ } and complete the proof. O

5. A LIOUVILLE PROBLEM FOR GENERAL K-HESSIAN EQUATION

We first consider the interior C? estimates for the following Dirichlet problem:

D*u)=1 z€q,
ox(Du) ‘ (5.1)
u=0 x o).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that D*u > —AI for some positive constant A > 0. Then, for any
k-conver solution u € C*(Q) N C%(Q), there exists some o > 1 and C > 0 depending on n,
k, |u|cr and the diameter of Q, such that

max(—u(x))"|D*u(x)] < C. (5:2)
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Proof. By using the Comparison principle (see [3,10] for detail), there exists large a and b
depending on the diameter of €2, such that

w=alr|* —b
and
w<u<0.

Thus, —u can be controlled by the diameter of the domain ).

Now we consider the function for x € Q, £ € S*~!
- 1
P(x,&) = alog(—u) + log max{ug(x), 1} + §|x\2,

where o > k—1 is a constant to be determined later. Clearly, the maximum of P is attained
in some interior point zy of  and some &(zy) € S"~!. Choose canonical coordinate frames
e1,..., e, at xg such that £(zg) = ey and {u;;(xo)} is diagonal. Let the eigenvalues A of D*u
be ordered as

)\1(1’0) 2 )\2(1’0) 2 2 )\n(l’o)

We construct a unit vector field v(s) near p such that v(0) = eq(zo) and v'(0) = >_ /\I_T%Apep.

We may also assume that A\;(zg) > 1 is sufficiently large. Then we consider the function

P(x) = alog(—u) +log (u (v(s), v(s)) + (9(v(s), ex(s)))" = 1) + %|€0\2-

Note that zq is also a maximum point of P. At the maximum point zg,

0=p =2 o (5.3)
U U1
and
1) U u2 ULl > Ull(U11 +1— upp) U%l e .
Multiplying (5.4) by F', at x, we have
0> a— —a——pt 4 —— 1 4 9§ 1y — Ay (n— o+ 1)ogy. (5.5)
u u Uy — unr(un 1 — upp) uiy

Similar to the proof in Theorem 1.1, using the critical equation (5.3) we obtain at

Fitg2 1. (g 2 2 Fiig2 . 2 .
Lo Fu L (i N x) S T ) (5.6)
u o U1t @ uy o

Taking the derivatives of the equation (5.1), we obtain
F ijuijk =0,
and

ikl s B
FY U1 U1 + F]uijll =0.
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By (4.7) and (4.8), similar to (4.10) we have by choosing a > 4

, i i, 2 11,2
_ FPO 0,11 19 Z Fuyy, <1 I 2) Z F'uiy,  Folugy
- - . 2 - 2
U11 o1 ull(ull — Upp + 1) (6% Ui Ui

122

[riig,2 11,2 (5.7)
2 _ Fppquh h + 2 14z o 111
priadt 2>21 ur(unn + A+1) u?,
by assuming A\; > 3A + 3 in the last inequality. Then applying Lemma 1.1, we obtain
kE 2 .. . Fiig2.
0>a— — ZF"X? — FPPY,1hop + 2 Lid
o " o i ppl/lqql ; ull(ull AT 1)
9\ Frily?2
—(1+—) T (= k4 1oy
«/ U (5.8)
LEF 2\ 112 9 X2
SN LT AN
Cia n—k+1
Ok—1

o 2
by choosing @ = max{4,k — 1, %, %}. Thus, we employ Lemma 2.4 to obtain that

there exists some C' > 0 only depending on n and the diameter of €2, such that

= 2010(
C(—u)ui;t < (= < —
(—w)uy (—u)ok—1 n—Fk+1

Then we complete the proof. U

(5.9)

We now begin to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof. The proof is standard (refer to [15,22] for details). Let u be an entire solution of
equation (5.1). We consider the domain

Qr ={y € R" : u(Ry) < R*}
for any large R > 0. Let

u(Ry) — R?
ugr(y) = TRz
Then
Dlup = Du. (5.10)

Hence upg satisfying the following Dirichlet problem:

{UQ(DQuR(:E)) =1 z€Qpg,

5.11
UR:O xe@QR. ( )

The quadratic growth condition in Theorem 1.2 implies that

alRy|> — b < u(Ry) < R%.

Then

1+b
ly* < —,
a
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which means that 2z is bounded. Applying Lemma 1.1, we obtain
(—ug)*|D*ug| < C (5.12)

where C' is independent of R. Now we consider the domain

R2
Oy ={yeR":u(Ry) < 7} C Qg.

In Q. we have

1
ur(y) < 5
Due to (5.10) and (5.12),
D?u = |D*ug| < 2°C.
The estimate above holds true for all R. Applying Evans-Krylov theory we have
|D2ulcopan _ Cln,a)
R S R

Hence, we obtain our theorem by letting R — +o0. U

| D?ulgesy) < C(n, a)

6. GLOBAL CURVATURE ESTIMATE FOR CONVEX HYPERSURFACES

In this section, we focus on the semi-convex hypersurfaces with the prescribed k-th mean
curvature and complete the proof of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 We consider the test function
Q =logk, — Alogu

where A is a large constant to be considered. Further, we assume () attains its maximum at
point Xy. Similar as the proof in [8], also in the proof in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we
consider the perturbed quantity

Q = log iy — Au,
which also attains its maximum at point X.
At Xy, we have

hi1i
0= ;11 — Ah;i(X, 0;) (6.1)
and due to Lemma 3.1 in [§]
0 222 B pph%lp 22 Fllh%li _ [rreas plhqql QZ EP h%pp

— k41
o1 /€1 K1 /@‘l‘ )

_ZFpph%m i(g_c) Fii/{?—CA.

i=1
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Then . '
Fll,pph%1 Flp2 " [PPR2
2 p +9 114 - 11p
; K3 ;/ﬁ(m—mﬁ—l) ; K2
Fiip2 n_ Frpp2
>2 114 o 11p 6.3
;/{1,‘{1—/@'—‘—1) ; K% ( )
> Z Fit ki = LEPRS,  FUhE,
K1 — K + 1 K1 H% ’
According to Lemma 11 in [19], we have
n—k
Fi S~
which implies that
2k —
Kyt R — 1= k”m1—1>0 (6.4)

by assuming that 2k > n and k; > 1. Or under the assumption of Theorem 1.4 that
k; = —A, we have

I€1+I€i—1>H1—A—1>O (65)

by assuming x; > A + 1 rather than the condition 2k > n. Plugging (6.3) and (6.5) into
(6.2), we have

Fppqqh 1heot P h% F1p2 n A
0>— pplitqq pp _ 111 —_C Fm2_CA
K1 2 fol(/{l—/{ +1) K2 +ZZ_; C i
. ( . B (6.6)
A . F hlll
> =~ —C ) F'? - K~—— — CA.
; <C’ ) K Opk1
Here we use the crucial Lemma 1.1. Differentiating (1.11), we have
Z F“hml = hlldyf(el) + dmf(el) (67)
which implies that
' Fnh” 2
2i(Fhin )" < Chy. (6.8)

Okk1

Then combining Property (4), we have

0> Z <— - —C CK) — CA, (6.9)

which implies k; is bounded above by some constant C' > 0 only depending on n, k, || M||c1,
inf f and || f||c2. O

Remark 6.1. If we further assume 2k > n, following the proof in Theorem 1.4 we can derive
the global C? estimates of the k-convex hypersurface satisfying (1.11) without the assumption
k; > —A under the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 1.5 Suppose that 2k > n, and kK = (ky,...,k,) € I'y. If we assume that
K1 = -+ = K, and k7 is large enough, then for an arbitrary n-vector £ in R™ and some
sufficient large K > 0, the following inequality holds

K1 (K(Fﬂgj)2 — &;:M"gpgq) FYEE 4+ (F9 4 (kg 4 k;)5,77) > 0. (6.10)

One can refer to [23] for detailed proof. We note that this conjecture is a weakened version of
Conjecture 2 by in [19] but exhibits the same capability in deriving the global C? estimates
of the curvature equation (1.11). Our crucial Lemma 1.1 is a semi-convexity version of
Congjecture 1.5.

Finally, we provide a concise proof of Theorem 1.5 using the crucial Lemma 1.1 when
k=2.

Sketch proof of Theorem 1.5 We consider the test function for some N > 1 and small
e>0

N
Q = log Ky —5u—|—5|x|2 (6.11)

in this case. We assume that () attains its maximum at point X,. Similar to the proof in
Theorem 1.4 using the idea in [8], we disturb @ as below

~ N
Q =logky —eu+ §|x|2 (6.12)

which also attains its maximum at X,. At X, we have
i1 Ehii<Xa 0;)

K1 u
and

032 Z P pphflp 49 Z F1p, Freat, plhqql 19 Z F” h%pp

Iillﬁ—lii—l—l) Iillil—/ip‘i‘l)
p>1
_Z 11p+ZgF”/<;2+NZF” 2NuF — Cky — C
i=1 X w e (6.14)

. Frpa 1 hgqr ) Z FP h’lpp L9 Z F“h%li B Z Fpphnp

K1 k1(k1 — Kp + 1) P K1(k1 — ki + 1) e K

+ ZaF”Hf + N(n—1)oy — Cky — CN.
i=1
If we further assume that —k; < A for any 1 < ¢ < n, then applying Lemma 1.1 similar to
the proof in (6.6) we have
EFPrp?

Fpp’qthplhqql 1pp 4 K(Fiihiil)2 _ Fllh%n

0> - )
K1 et Ki(k1 — kp + 1) oK1 K2

oL 6.15
+Z&tF”/<a?+N(n—1)01—(C+C’K)f€1—C’N (6:15)

i=1

>(N(n—1)—C — CK)r — CN.
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By choosing N large enough (independent of A) we obtain x; is bounded above by some
constant C'. Both N and C' depends only on n, k, || f||c2 inf f and ||M||cr. If |k,| = A, then
(6.14) becomes

B Fpnqthplhqql . (F“hm)z - i Fpph’%lp n

0> ———F Fk? + N(n —1)o; — Cr; — CN
. p p +Za ki + N(n—1)o K1
p:l =1
2—20622Fppf£12,—2N2ZF””X§+Z&?F”H§+N(H—1)01—C/<51—CN
p=1 p=1 =1

> (—26’82 + %) ZFW’H; + (—=2nN?X|* + %K%)F"” + N(n—1)oy — Cky — CN.
p=1

(6.16)
where we employ (3.1) in the first inequality and the critical equation (6.13) in the second

inequality. By setting ¢ = i and A = 4N+v/nC'sup | X|, the proof can be completed in the

way similar to the one presented above.
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