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C2 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
{
σk(D

2u) = f(x, u,∇u) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

where Ω is a bounded domain in R
n, f is a positive function in Ω×R×Rn, u is a function

defined in Ω. Here we denote by ∇u and D2u the gradient of u and the Hessian of u,
respectively. σk is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ R

n,
which is defined as

σk(x) =
∑

16i1<i2...<ik6n

λi1λi2 · · ·λik , ∀i = 1, . . . , n.

Let λ be the eigenvalues of D2u. Then the k-Hessian operator of u is defined by σk(D
2u) =

σk(λ(D
2)).

Research on the k-Hessian equation

σk(D
2u) = f(x, u,∇u) (1.2)

is a vital area within PDE and geometric analysis. We note that (1.2) simplifies to a semi-
linear equation when k = 1. For 2 6 k 6 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 C2 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

{
σk(D

2u) = f(x, u) in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.3)

where f is independent of ∇u. They proved that

(−u)β∆u 6 C
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2 RUIJIA ZHANG

for some constants β > 1 and C > 0 depending on n, k, inf f , ‖f‖C1,1 , ‖u‖C1 but independent
of Ω. Following [3], we define the k-convex function by : For a domain Ω ∈ R

n, a function
u ∈ C2(Ω) is called k-convex (or k-admissible) if the eigenvalues λ(X) of the Hessian D2u

are in Γk (defined by (2.1)) for all X ∈ Ω. We note that for all k-convex functions u, the
k-Hessian operator is elliptic, i.e.,

σ̇
ij
k =

∂σk

∂uij

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 ∇u, 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 λ of D2u satisfy

λi(D
2u(x)) > −A, for all x ∈ Ω

for any 1 6 i 6 n. We have obtained the following interior estimates for semi-convex
solutions of Equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f ∈ C2(Ω×R×Rn) satisfies f > f0 > 0 for a constant f0 > 0 in
Ω. Then, for any semi-convex k-admissible solution of the Dirichlet problem of the equation
(1.1) provided 2 < k 6 n− 1, we have

(−u)α∆u 6 C.

where α > 0 and C > 0 depend on n, k, f0, ‖f‖C1,1, ‖u‖C1 but are independent of Ω.

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

Using this class of interior estimates, we further derive a rigidity theorem for entire solu-
tions in R

n to
σk(D

2u) = 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
Jörgens–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

n is quadratic if

D2u > δ −
√
2n(n− 1)I

for any δ > 0. For 2 6 k 6 n − 1, the authors also guess that the rigidity theorem holds
true under the semi-convexity assumption

D2u > −AI

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 k = 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

σk+1 > −A (1.5)

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

u(x) > c|x|2 − b, for |x| > R. (1.6)

In this paper, we confirm Chang-Yang’s conjecture under the quadratic growth condition.

Theorem 1.2. Given 2 < k 6 n − 1, let u be any semi-convex entire function in R
n with

λ(D2u) ∈ Γk that satisfies

σk(D
2u) = 1 (1.7)

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

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

overcome is how to deal with the third order derivatives. It is well known that σ
1

k

k is concave
in the Γk 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 δ < 1, ε, for any index i, if κi > δκ1 and
the positive constant K depending only on δ and ε is sufficiant large, then we have

κi[K(σn−1)
2
i − σ

pp,qq
n−1 hppihqqi]− σii

n−1h
2
iii + (1 + ε)

∑

j 6=i

σ
jj
n−1h

2
jji > 0. (1.8)

In [18], they also pointed out that the inequality (1.8) is not true even if i = 1, σk = 1 and
k1 is sufficient large for k < n − 1. Besides, Guan and Qiu [11] established the interior C2

estimates of σ2-Hessian equation under the assumption σ3 > −A for some constant A > 0.
In their work, it’s crucial to observe that under the condition σ3 > −A and κ1 large enough

−
∑

i 6=j

uii1ujj1 + C
(σ̇ii

2 uii1)
2

σ2

> (1 + δ0)
σ̇11
2 u2

111

u2
11

(1.9)

for some constant C > 0 and δ0 > 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 σ2 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 qk = σk

σk−1
, introduced by Huisken-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 {λi} ∈ Γk, λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn, and λn > −A for a constant A > 0.
Then there exists some constant C > 0 depending on n, k, σk, A and small constant δ0 > 0
depending on k such that if k1 > C, then the following inequality holds

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

(λ1 + A + 1)σk

> (1 + δ0)
σ̇11
k ξ21
λ1

(1.10)

for some sufficient large K > 0 (depending on δ0) where ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn) is an arbitrary
vector in R

n.

In the following text, we note that σk+1 > −A implies that λi > −C(n, k, σk, A) by using
Lemma 2.2. In other words, the semi-convexity of {λi} 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 |κn| > δ0 for some constant δ0 > 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 λ = (λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ Γk with λ1 > · · · > λn and let 1 6 l < k. For
any ǫ, δ, δ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant δ′ > 0 depending only on ǫ, δ, δ0, n, k and l such
that if λl > δλ1 and λl+1 6 δ′λ1, then we have

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

> (1− ǫ)
ξ21
λ2
1

− δ0
∑

i>l

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

,

where ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn) is an arbitrary vector in R
n.

As a matter of fact, it’s clear that if λn > −A for a constant A > 0 and λ1 is large enough,
then σ̇11

k >
σk

λ1
, 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

σk(κ(X)) = f(X, ν(X)), ∀X ∈ Mn, (1.11)

where f ∈ C2(Γ) is a positive function and Γ is an open neighborhood of the unit normal
bundle of M in R

n+1 × S
n, κ(X) denotes the principal curvatures, ν(X) is the unit outer

normal vector at point X , and σk 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 Mn ∈ R

n+1 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

κi(X) > −A, 1 6 i 6 n, ∀X ∈ M.
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Theorem 1.4 (Guan-Ren-Wang, [12]). For any closed semi-convex hypersurface Mn satis-
fying the curvature equation (1.11), there exists a constant C > 0 depending on n, k, ‖M‖C1,
inf f , and ‖f‖C2 such that

max
X∈M

κi(X) 6 C.

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
X∈M

κi(X) 6 C

where C > 0 is a constant that depends on n, k, ‖M‖C1, inf f and ‖f‖C2.

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

logP (κ(X)) + g(u) + a|X|2

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 Mn 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 (κ). 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 No.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 σm(λ), m = 1, · · · , n, where λ = (λ1, · · · , λn). We recall σm(λ) defined by

σm(λ) =
∑

16i1<···<im6n

λi1 · · ·λim , m = 1, 2, · · · , n.
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The Garding cone Γm is an open symmetric convex cone in R
n with vertex at the origin,

given by

Γm = {(λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ R
n|σj(λ) > 0, ∀j = 1, · · · , m}. (2.1)

Clearly σm(λ) = 0 for λ ∈ ∂Γm and

Γn ⊂ · · · ⊂ Γm ⊂ · · · ⊂ Γ1.

In particular, Γ+ = Γn is called the positive cone,

Γ+ = {(λ1, · · · , λn) ∈ R
n|λ1 > 0, · · · , λn > 0}.

Always assume λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λn. We collect some properties of σk(λ) where λ ∈ Γk:

(1)
∑n

p=1
∂σk

∂λp
λ2
p = σ1σk − (k + 1)σk+1.

(2)
∑n

p=1
∂σk

∂λp
= (n− k + 1)σk−1.

(3) ∂σk

∂λn
> · · · > ∂σk

∂λ1
> 0.

(4) ∂σk

∂λ1
λ1 >

k
n
σk.

(5) qk := σk

σk−1
is concave, i.e., ∂2

ξ qk 6 0 for any ξ ∈ R
n.

(6) For any s < k, σs > λ1λ2 · · ·λs.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that {λi} ∈ Γk and λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn. Then λk > 0 and |λn| <

(n− k)λk.

Proof. From Property (3), we have

∂σk

∂λ1 · · ·∂λk−1

= λk + · · ·+ λn > 0.

Suppose only λn is negative, then (n− k)λk > |λn|. �

Lemma 2.2. Assume that {λi} ∈ Γk, λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn, and σk(λ) bounded from upper
and below. If σk+1 > −A for any positive constant A, then λ is semi-convex, i.e., λmin >

−C(n, k, A).

Proof. There exists constant C > 0, such that

∂σk

∂λn

λ2
n 6

∑

i

∂σk

∂λi

λ2
i = σ1σk − (k + 1)σk+1 < Cσ1 + (k + 1)A. (2.2)

Then by Property (3) we have

∑

i

∂σk

∂λi

λ2
n < nCσ1 + n(k + 1)A.

Combining (n − k + 1)σk−1 =
∑

i
∂σk

∂λi
and Property (6), Lemma 2.1, there exists constant

C(n, k) > 0

C ′(n, k)|λn|k+1 6 C(n, k)|λn|kλ1 < Cnλ1 + (k + 1)A.

Thus we get |λn| < C(n, k, A) by Lemma 2.1, completing the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Assume {λi} ∈ Γk and λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn. If λn > −A, then λk < C(σk, n, A).
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Proof. Assume that λk−1 > A, otherwise λk 6 A, then we are done. Since

σk =
∑

16i16i2...6ik6n

λi1λi2 · · ·λik > 0.

We have

λ1 · · ·λk−1λk 6 σk − C(n, k)λ1 · · ·λk−1λn. (2.3)

Thus

λk 62

(
σk

λ1

) 1

k−1

+ 2C(n, k)|λn| (2.4)

62

(
nσk

σ1

) 1

k−1

+ 2C(n, k)A

6c(n, k)σ
1

k

k + 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 λk 6 C, which depends on the
bounds of σk, n and A.

�

Lemma 2.4. If {λi} ∈ Γk and λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn, then σk−1 > Cλ
1

k−1

1 .

Proof. Using Newton inequality and Property (6), we have

σk−1 > C(n, k)σ
1

k−1

1 σ
k−2

k−1

k > Cλ
1

k−1

1 . (2.5)

�

We point out that we will denote C, c or Ci and ci 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 {λi} ∈ Γk, then for any ξ ∈ R
n,

−∂2
ξ q2 =

n∑

i=1

(
ξi − λi

σ1
σ1(ξ)

)2

σ1

(2.6)

and

∂2
ξ qk+1 6

n∑

i=1

λ2
i∂

2
ξ qk;i

(k + 1)(qk;i + λi)2
(2.7)

where qk = σk

σk−1
, qk;i =

σk(λ|i)
σk−1(λ|i)

, and σk(λ|i) = ∂σk+1

∂λi
.

If ξ ⊥ γ, then −σ1∂
2
ξ q2 > |ξ|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 {λi} ∈ Γk, then for any ξ ∈ R
n,

−∂2
ξ q2;i1,··· ,ik−2

>
|[ξ]⊥i1,··· ,ik−2

|2
σ1(λ|i1, · · · , ik−2)

. (2.8)

Here for any 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k−2, [ξ]i1,··· ,ik−2
denotes the vector that is obtained by throwing out the

i1th,· · · , iℓth components of ξ and [ξ]⊥i1,··· ,iℓ denotes orthogonal part of [ξ]i1,··· ,iℓ with respect
to [λ]i1,··· ,iℓ . Moreover,

−∂2
ξ qk−1;i1 6

∑

i={1,··· ,n}\i1

λ2
i∂

2
ξ qk−2;i1,i

(k − 1)(qk−1;i1,i + λi)2
(2.9)

Proof. From (2.6) in Lemma 2.5 it follows

−∂2
ξ q2;i1,··· ,ik−2

=
∑

i={1,··· ,n}\{i1,··· ,ik−2}

(
ξi − λi

σ1(λ|i1,··· ,ik−2)
σ1(ξ|i1, · · · , ik−2)

)2

σ1(λ|i1, · · · , ik−2)
(2.10)

Then (2.8) holds by decomposing [ξ]i1,··· ,ik−2
with respect to [λ]i1,··· ,ik−2

, i.e., write [ξ]i1,··· ,ik−2
=

c[λ]i1,··· ,ik−2
+ [ξ]⊥i1,··· ,ik−2

.

(2.9) follows from (2.7) . �

Lemma 2.7. If {λi} ∈ Γk, then for any γ ∈ R
n,

−σk−1∂
2
γqk > C

k−1∑

j=1

λ1 · · · λ̂j · · ·λk−1

∣∣∣[γ]⊥1,··· ,ĵ,··· ,k−1

∣∣∣
2

. (2.11)

Proof. We note that

qk;i + λi =
σk

σk−1(λ|i)
. (2.12)

By (2.7), (2.9) and (2.8), we have

−σk−1∂
2
γqk >−

n∑

i1=1

λ2
i1
∂2
γqk−1;i1σk−2(λ|i1)
k

σk−1

σk−2(λ|i1)

>−
n∑

i1=1

∑

i2={1,··· ,n}\{i1}

λ2
i1
λ2
i2
∂2
γqk−2;i1,i2σk−3(λ|i1, i2)

k(k − 1) σk−1

σk−2(λ|i1)

σk−2(λ|i1)

σk−3(λ|i1,i2)

> · · ·

>−
n∑

i1=1

· · ·
∑

ik−2={1,··· ,n}\{i1,··· ,ik−3}

2λ2
i1
λ2
i2
· · ·λ2

ik−2
∂2
γq2;i1,i2,··· ,ik−2

σ1(λ|i1, i2, · · · , ik−2)

k!
σk−1

σ1(λ|i1,i2,··· ,ik−2)

>

n∑

i1=1

· · ·
∑

ik−2={1,··· ,n}\{i1,··· ,ik−3}

2λ2
i1
λ2
i2
· · ·λ2

ik−2
|[γ]⊥i1,··· ,ik−2

|2

k!
σk−1

σ1(λ|i1,i2,··· ,ik−2)

(2.13)
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Taking (i1, i2, · · · , ik−2) from (1, · · · , k − 1) and denote the remaining index by j, by using
the facts that σk−1 6 C(n, k)λ1 · · ·λk−1 and σ1(λ|i1, i2, · · · , ik−2) > λj , we obtain

−σk−1∂
2
γqk > C

∑

16i16···6ik−26n

λi1 · · ·λik−2

∣∣∣[γ]⊥i1,i2,··· ,ik−2

∣∣∣
2

. (2.14)

Summing over j completes the proof. �

Lemma 2.8. Assume that γ = (0, γ2, · · · , γk−1, γk, . . . , γn) satisfying

(γk, . . . , γn) ⊥ (λk, . . . , λn). (2.15)

If {λi} ∈ Γk, then for any 2 6 i 6 k − 1 and k 6 p 6 n,

−σk−1∂
2
γqk > C

∑k−1
j=1 λ1λ2 · · ·λk−1λ

2
kγ

2
j

λ3
j

+ Cλ1λ2 · · ·λk−2

n∑

p=k

γ2
p . (2.16)

Proof. Denote by

Vi = {(γi, γk, . . . , γn) ∈ R
n−k+2}

for 2 6 i 6 k − 1 and

V = {(0, γk, . . . , γn)|(γk, . . . , γn) ⊥ (λk, . . . , λn)}.
For convenience, we name (0, λk, . . . , λn) as β. Let αi = (λi, λk, . . . , λn), βi = (sin θi, cos θi

β

|β|
)

and tan θi = − |β|
λi
. We note that for any 2 6 i 6 k − 1, βi ⊥ αi, βi ⊥ β and

Vi = V ⊕ L(βi)⊕L(αi).

Then we can write any θi = (λi, λk, . . . , λn) ∈ Vi as

θi = (0, γp, . . . , γn)−
|β|
|αi|

γiβi +
λi

|αi|2
γiαi (2.17)

where γi ∈ V . Plugging (2.17) into (2.11), we obtain

−σk−1∂
2
γqk >C

k−1∑

j=2

λ1 · · · λ̂j · · ·λk−1

(
∑

k6p6n

γ2
p +

|β|2
|αj |2

γ2
j

)
(2.18)

>C

k−1∑

j=2

λ1 · · · λ̂j · · ·λk−1

(
∑

k6p6n

γ2
p + c0

λ2
k

λ2
j

γ2
j

)

>C

∑
26j6k−1 λ1λ2 · · ·λk−1λ

2
kγ

2
j

λ3
j

+ Cλ1λ2 · · ·λk−2

∑

k6p6n

γ2
p (2.19)

where we use Lemma 2.1 in the second inequality. �

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

Lemma 2.9.

∂2qk
∂λp∂λq

qk
=

∂2σk

∂λp∂λq

σk

−
∂σk

∂λp

σk

∂σk−1

∂λq

σk−1

−
∂σk

∂λq

σk

∂σk−1

∂λp

σk−1

−
∂2σk−1

∂λp∂λq

σk−1

+ 2

∂σk−1

∂λp

∂σk−1

∂λq

σ2
k−1

. (2.20)
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Proof.

∂2qk
∂λp∂λq

qk
=

∂

(
∂σk
∂λp

σk−1
−

∂σk−1

∂λp
σk

σ2
k−1

)

qk∂λq

=

∂2σk
∂λp∂λq

σk−1
−

∂σk
∂λp

∂σk−1

∂λq

σ2
k−1

−
∂σk
∂λq

∂σk−1

∂λp

σ2
k−1

−
∂2σk−1

∂λp∂λq
σk

σ2
k−1

+
∂σk−1

∂λp

∂σk−1

∂λq
σk

σ3
k−1

qk

=

∂2σk

∂λp∂λq

σk

−
∂σk

∂λp

σk

∂σk−1

∂λq

σk−1

−
∂σk

∂λq

σk

∂σk−1

∂λp

σk−1

−
∂2σk−1

∂λp∂λq

σk−1

+ 2

∂σk−1

∂λp

∂σk−1

∂λq

σ2
k−1

.

(2.21)

�

3. A concavity inequality

In this section, we define

σ̇
pp
k (λ) =

∂σk

∂λp

, σ̈
pp,qq
k (λ) =

∂2σk

∂λp∂λq

.

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

Proof. First we note that log σk is concave. From Property (5), we have for any vector
ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn) in R

n

−∂2
ξ log σk =− ∂2

ξ (log qk + log qk−1 + · · ·+ log q2 + log σ1)

=−
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+ (∂ξ log qk)

2 −
∂2
ξ qk−1

qk−1
+ (∂ξ log qk−1)

2 + · · ·+ (∂ξ log σ1)
2

>

k∑

i=1

(∂ξ log qi)
2 > 0.

(3.1)

Besides, we denote by ξ̂ = (0, ξ2, . . . , ξn) and choose K > 1
ε
, then

−∂2
ξ log σk + (K − 1)

(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

> −
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+ (∂ξ log σk − ∂ξ log σk−1)

2 − ∂2
ξ log σk−1 +

(
1

ε
− 1

)
(∂ξ log σk)

2

> −
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+ (1− ǫ)(∂ξ log σk−1)

2 − ∂2
ξ log σk−1

= −
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+ (1− ǫ)

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1
+ ∂ξ̂ log σk−1

)2

− ∂2
ξ̂
log σk−1

+

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1

)2

+ 2
∑

p>1

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

pp
k−1 − σ̈

11,pp
k−1 σk−1

σ2
k−1

> −
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+ (1− ǫ)

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1
+

k−1∑

i=1

∂ξ̂ log qi

)2

+

k−1∑

i=1

(
∂ξ̂ log qi

)2
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+

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1

)2

+ 2
∑

α>1

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

αα
k−1 − σ̈

11,αα
k−1 σk−1

σ2
k−1

ξ1ξα

> −
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+

(
1 + (1− ǫ)

1

k

)(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1

)2

+ 2
∑

α>1

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

αα
k−1 − σ̈

11,αα
k−1 σk−1

σ2
k−1

ξ1ξα (3.2)

by choosing K = 1
ε
Here we estimate the second and the third inequality in (3.2) as

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1
+

k−1∑

i=1

∂ξ̂ log qi

)2

+
k−1∑

i=1

(
∂ξ̂ log qi

)2
>

1

k

(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1

)2

. (3.3)

By

σl = σ̇11
l λ1 + σl(λ|1), (3.4)

we have
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

=
σk−1 − σk−1(λ|1)

λ1σk−1

(3.5)

and

|σk−1(λ|1)| = C(n, k)λ2λ3 · · ·λk 6 C(A)
σk−1

λ1
(3.6)

where we use Property (6) in the last inequality. Thus we obtain

σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

>
1

λ1

− C(A)

λ2
1

. (3.7)

Since(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

αα
k−1 − σ̈

11,αα
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξα

σ2
k−1

=
(σk−2(λ|1, α)2 − σk−1(λ|1, α)σk−3(λ|1, α)) ξ1ξα

σ2
k−1

, (3.8)

for any 1 < i 6 k − 1, we have

σk−2(λ|1, i) 6 C(n, k)
λ1λ2 · · ·λk

λ1λi

6 C(n, k)
σk−1λk

λ1λi

(3.9)

and

|σk−1(λ|1, i)|σk−3(λ|1, i) 6 C(n, k)
λ1 · · ·λk−1λ

2
k

λ1λi

λ1 · · ·λk−1

λ1λi

6 C(n, k)

(
σk−1λk

λ1λi

)2

. (3.10)

For any k 6 p 6 n, we have

σk−2(λ|1, p) 6 C(n, k)
λ1λ2 · · ·λk−1

λ1

6 C(n, k)
σk−1

λ1

(3.11)

and

|σk−1(λ|1, p)|σk−3(λ|1, p) 6 C(n, k)
λ1 · · ·λk−1λk

λ1

λ1 · · ·λk−2

λ1
6 C(n, k)

σk−1

λ2
1

. (3.12)

Here we use Property (6) and Lemma 2.1 in (3.9), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12). Then for any
1 < i 6 k − 1, (3.8) becomes

−2

(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

ii
k−1 − σ̈

11,ii
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξi

σ2
k−1

> −2
Cλ2

k|ξ1ξi|
λ2
1λ

2
i

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

− 4(n− 1)C2λ4
kξ

2
i

ελ2
1λ

4
i

. (3.13)
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Then for any k 6 p 6 n, (3.8) becomes

−2

(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

pp
k−1 − σ̈

11,pp
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξp

σ2
k−1

> −2
C|ξ1ξp|

λ2
1

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

−
4(n− 1)C2ξ2p

ελ2
1

. (3.14)

Here we use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in (3.13) and (3.14). Recall that

σ̇11
k = λασ̈k

11,αα + σk−1(λ|1, α), (3.15)

σ̇αα
k = λ1σ̈k

11,αα + σk−1(λ|1, α). (3.16)

If σk−1(λ|1, α) 6 0, then due to (3.15) λα > 0 and

λα

λ1
σ̇αα
k = λασ̈k

11,αα +
λα

λ1
σk−1(λ|1, α) > σ̇11

k . (3.17)

If σk−1(λ|1, α) > 0, using the Maclaurin’s inequality, we have

σk−1(λ|1, α)
k−2

k−1 6 σk−2(λ|1, α). (3.18)

Since

σk−1(λ|1, α) 6 Cλ2λ3 · · ·λk−1λk 6 Cλk−2
1 C(A),

multiplying it with (3.18) we obtain

σk−1(λ|1, α) 6 Cλ
− 1

k−1

1 (λ1σ̈k
11,αα).

Then using Property (4), we have

(
λα

λ1
+ Cλ

− 1

k−1

1 )σ̇αα
k > (

λα

λ1
+ Cλ

− 1

k−1

1 )λ1σ̈k
11,αα > σ̇11

k >
kσk

nλ1
, for λα > 0, (3.19)

and

Cλ
− 1

k−1

1 σ̇αα
k > (

λα

λ1
+ Cλ

− 1

k−1

1 )λ1σ̈k
11,αα > σ̇11

k >
kσk

nλ1
, for λα 6 0. (3.20)

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

If λα 6 Cλ
k−2

k−1

1 , then by (3.17), (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain that

Cλ
− 1

k−1

1 σ̇αα
k >

1

λ1
. (3.21)

For any k 6 p 6 n, |λp| 6 C(A) by Lemma 2.3. Then (3.14) becomes

−2

(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

pp
k−1 − σ̈

11,pp
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξp

σ2
k−1

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

−
C ∂σk

∂λp
ξ2p

ελ
k

k−1

1

. (3.22)

For any 1 < i 6 k − 1 and λi 6 Cλ
k−2

k−1

1 , (3.13) becomes

−2

(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

ii
k−1 − σ̈

11,ii
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξi

σ2
k−1

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

− 4(n− 1)C2ξ2i
ελ2

1

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

− Cσ̇ii
k ξ

2
i

(ελ
1

k−1

1 )λ1

.

(3.23)
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If λα > Cλ
k−2

k−1

1 , then by (3.17) and (3.19), we obtain that

C
λi

λ1
σ̇ii
k >

σk

λ1
. (3.24)

For any 1 < i 6 k − 1 and λi > Cλ
k−2

k−1

1 , (3.13) becomes

−2

(
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

ii
k−1 − σ̈

11,ii
k−1 σk−1

)
ξ1ξi

σ2
k−1

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

− C(A)σ̇ii
k ξ

2
i

ελ2
1λ

3
i

> − εξ21
4(n− 1)λ2

1

− Cσ̇ii
k ξ

2
i

(ελ
1

k−1

1 )λ1

.

(3.25)

By direct calculation, (3.2) implies that

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

(λ1 + A+ 1)σk

>−
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+

(
1 + (1− ǫ)

1

k

)(
σ̇11
k−1ξ1

σk−1

)2

− ε

4

ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− C

ǫλ
1

k−1

1

− C(A)

λ2
1

)
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

>−
∂2
ξ qk

qk
+

(
1 + (1− ǫ)

1

k
− ε

)(
1− C1(A)

λ1

)2
ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− C2

ǫλ
1

k−1

1

− C3(A)

λ2
1

)
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

(3.26)
where we use (3.7) in the last inequality. We choose ǫ = 1

(k+1)2
and assume that λ1 >

max
{
(k + 3)C1(A),

C3(A)
C2(k+1)2

}
. Then (3.26) becomes

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

>
k + 2

k + 1

(
1− C1(A)

λ1

)2
ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− C2

ǫλ
1

k−1

1

− C3(A)

λ2
1

)
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

>
(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)

ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− 2(k + 1)2

C2

λ
1

k−1

1

)
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

.

(3.27)

Recall that

σk = λ1σ̇
11
k + σk(λ|1). (3.28)

We note that if

σk(λ|1) > − σk

2(k + 2)2 − 1
, (3.29)

then (3.27) implies the conclusion (1.10) by assuming λ1 ≥ (C2(k + 1)2)
k−1

and choosing
δ0 =

1
2(k+1)(k+3)

.

In the subsequent content, we denote by c0 =
1

2(k+2)2−1
and suppose that

σk(λ|1) < −c0σk. (3.30)

Under this assumption we have following claims.
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Claim 1:
λk 6 C(n, k)|λn|.

From (2.3),
λ1 · · ·λk 6 2σk (3.31)

or
λ1 · · ·λk 6 2C(n, k)λ1 · · ·λk−1|λn|. (3.32)

If we assume that (3.31) holds, then

|σk(λ|1)| 6 C(n, k)λ2 · · ·λ2
k 6 C ′(n, k, A)

σk

λ1

< c0σk (3.33)

by assuming λ1 >
C′(n,k,A)

c0
, which is contradict to our assumption above. Thus we complete

the proof of the first claim.

Claim 2: there exists some c1, c2 > 0 such that −σk+1 > c1λ1 · · ·λk−1λ
2
k > c2λ1.

By Claim 1 and (3.33), we have

λ1 · · ·λk−1λ
2
n > cλ1 · · ·λk−1λ

2
k >

cc0σk

C(n, k)
λ1 (3.34)

and denote c2 =
cc0

C(n,k)
. Since σk(λ|1) < 0, we have λn < 0 and from (3.4)

σk(λ|n) = σk − λnσ̇
nn
k > 0. (3.35)

Using Property (6), we get

σ̇nn
k > λ1 · · ·λk−1. (3.36)

We suppose that there exists some large M > 0 (to be chosen later) and 1 < l 6 k− 1, such
that λ1 > Mk, λl > M and λl+1 6 M in the following proof. By (3.4), (3.36) and Property
(1), we have

λ1 · · ·λk−1λ
2
n 6σ̇nn

k λ2
n 6

n∑

p=l+1

σ̇
pp
k λ2

p

=
l∑

i=1

λi(λiσ̇
ii
k + σk(λ|i)) +

n∑

p=l+1

λpσk −
l∑

i=1

(λiσ̇
ii
k+1 + σk+1(λ|i))

− (k + 1− l)σk+1 −
l∑

i=1

σ̇ii
k λ

2
i

=

n∑

p=l+1

λpσk −
l∑

i=1

σk+1(λ|i)− (k + 1− l)σk+1.

(3.37)

We now show that by using Lemma 2.1 for any 1 6 i 6 k − 1

|σk+1(λ|i)| 6
C(n, k)λ1 · · ·λk−1λ

3
k

λi

6
C1(A)

M
λ1 · · ·λk−1λ

2
n. (3.38)

Applying (3.34), we have
n∑

p=l+1

λpσk 6 c1M
2
6

c1λ1

M
6

λ1 · · ·λk−1λ
2
n

M
. (3.39)
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Then by choosing M > max{σk

c1
, 2(1 + (k − 1)C1}), we obtain

−σk+1 >
λ1 · · ·λk−1λ

2
n

4
, (3.40)

which complete the proof of Claim 2.

Claim 3: There exists some c3, c4 > 0 such that c3
λ1···λ2

k

λ2
1

6 σ̇11
k 6 c4

λ1···λ2
k

λ2
1

.

Combining Claim 2, we have

−σk(λ|1) =
−σk+1 − σk+1(λ|1)

λ1

6
−σk+1 + Cλ2 · · ·λ3

k

λ1

6
−σk+1(1 +

C
λ1
)

λ1

. (3.41)

For the same reason

−σk(λ|1) >
−σk+1(1− C

λ1
)

λ1
. (3.42)

Then by using the assumption σk(λ|1) < −c0 and Claim 2, we have

σ̇11
k =

σk − σk(λ|1)
λ1

> C
−σk(λ|1)

λ1

>c4
λ2 · · ·λ2

k

λ2
1

.

(3.43)

For the same reason, we have

σ̇11
k 6 c3

λ2 · · ·λ2
k

λ2
1

(3.44)

which complete the proof of Claim 3.

We denote by α = (λ1, . . . , λn), e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) and γ = (0, γ2, . . . γk, . . . , γn). Now we
assume that

ξ = (1 + a)
αξ1

λ1
− aξ1e1 + γ (3.45)

and

(γk, . . . , γn) ⊥ (λk, . . . , λn). (3.46)

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

−
∂2
ξ qk

qk
= −(−aξ1e1 + γ)p

q̈
pp,qq
k

qk
(−aξ1e1 + γ)q

=− 2a2ξ21
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

(
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇11
k

σk

)
−

∂2
γqk

qk

+ 2aξ1γα

(
σ̈
11,αα
k

σk

− σ̇αα
k

σk

σ̇11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

σ̇αα
k−1

σk−1
+ 2

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

αα
k−1

σ2
k−1

− σ̈
11,αα
k−1

σk−1

)
.

(3.47)
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By direct calculation, we obtain following equations:

σ̈
11,αα
k

σk

− σ̇αα
k

σk

σ11
k−1

σk−1

=
σ̇αα
k − σk−1(λ|1α)

λ1σk

− σ̇αα
k

σk

σk−1 − σk−1(λ|1)
λ1σk−1

=− σk−1(λ|1α)
λ1σk

+
σ̇αα
k

σk

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1

,

(3.48)

and

σ̈
11,αα
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇αα
k−1σ̇

11
k−1

σ2
k−1

=
σ2
k−2(λ|1α)− σk−1(λ|1α)σk−3(λ|1α)

σ2
k−1

. (3.49)

Hence, for any 2 6 i 6 k − 1, we have
∣∣∣∣∣
σ̈
11,ii
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇ii
k−1σ̇

11
k−1

σ2
k−1

∣∣∣∣∣ 6
C(n, k)λ2

k

λ2
1λ

2
i

6 C
σ̇11
k λ2

k

λ1λ
2
i

. (3.50)

For any k 6 p 6 n, we have
∣∣∣∣∣
σ̈
11,pp
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇

pp
k−1σ̇

11
k−1

σ2
k−1

∣∣∣∣∣ 6
C(n, k)

λ2
1

6 C
σ̇11
k

λ1
. (3.51)

Here we use Property (4), Claim 2 and Claim 3 in (3.50) and (3.51). Furthermore, for any
2 6 i 6 k − 1, we have

σ̈
11,ii
k

σk

− σ̇ii
k

σk

σ11
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇11
k

σk

σ̇ii
k−1

σk−1

+
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

ii
k−1

σ2
k−1

=
−σk + σ̇11

k λ1 + σk(λ|1i)
λ1λiσk

+
σ̇ii
k

σk

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1

−
(

1

λi

− σ̇ii
k

λiσk−1

)
σ̇11
k

σk

+
(σk−1 − σ̇11

k ) (σk−1 − σ̇ii
k )

λ1λiσ
2
k−1

=
σk(λ|1i)
λ1λiσk

− σ̇ii
k σk(k|1)

λ1λiσk−1σk

+
σ̇11
k

λ1

(
σ̇ii
k

σk−1σk

− σk−2(λ|i)
σ2
k−1

)
.

(3.52)

Here ∣∣∣∣
σk(λ|1i)
λ1λiσk

∣∣∣∣ 6
Cλ1 . . . λ

3
k

λ2
1λ

2
iσk

6
Cσ̇11

k λk

λ2
i

. (3.53)

By using (3.42), we have
∣∣∣∣
σ̇ii
k σk(k|1)

λ1λiσk−1σk

∣∣∣∣ 6 C
λ1 · · ·λ2

kσ̇
11
k

λ2
iσk−1σk

6 C
λ2
kσ̇

11
k

λ2
i

. (3.54)

Similarly, combining Claim 2 we have
∣∣∣∣
σk−1(λ|i)
σk−1σk

− σk−2(λ|i)
σ2
k−1

∣∣∣∣ 6 C
λ1 · · ·λk

λiσk−1σk

+ C
λ1 · · ·λk−1

λiσ
2
k−1

6
Cλk

λi

(
1 +

λk

λ1

)
, (3.55)

since

σk−1 > λ1 . . . λk−1 =
λ1 . . . λ

2
k

λ2
k

≥ C
λ1

λ2
k

. (3.56)
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Inserting (3.53), (3.54) and (3.55) into (3.52) and combining (3.50) we have

2aξ1γi

(
σ̈
11,ii
k

σk

− σ̇ii
k

σk

σ̇11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

σ̇ii
k−1

σk−1
+ 2

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

ii
k−1

σ2
k−1

− σ̈
11,ii
k−1

σk−1

)

>− 2C|aξ1γi|
σ̇11
k λk

λ2
i

> −ǫ
σ̇11
k λ2

1

λ3
i

γ2
i −

Ca2

ε

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ2
1

(3.57)

where we use λi > λk, λ1 ≫ 1 and λk < C(A) by Lemma 2.3 in the last inequality.

For any k 6 p 6 n, we have

σ̈
11,pp
k

σk

− σ̇
pp
k

σk

σ11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

σ̇
pp
k−1

σk−1
+

σ̇11
k−1σ̇

pp
k−1

σ2
k−1

=
−σk + σ̇

pp
k λp + σk(λ|1p)
λ2
1σk

+
σ̇
pp
k

σk

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1
+

σ̇
pp
k−1

σk−1

(
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

)

=
σk(λ|1p)− σk

λ2
1σk

+
σk−1λp − σk−2(λ|p)λ2

p

λ2
1σk

+
σ̇
pp
k

σk

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1

+
σ̇
pp
k−1

σk−1

(
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇11
k

σk

)
.

(3.58)

By using Claim 2 and Claim 3, we have

|σk(λ|1p)− σk|
λ2
1σk

6
Cλ2 · · ·λ2

k

λ2
1

+
1

λ2
1

6 C ′ σ̇
11
k

λ1
, (3.59)

σk−2(λ|p)λ2
p

λ2
1σk

6
Cλ1 · · ·λk−2λ

2
k

λ2
1σk

6 C ′ σ̇
11
k

λk−1
, (3.60)

and

σ̇
pp
k

σk

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1
6 C

λ1 · · ·λk−1

σk−1

σ̇11
k

λ1
6 C

σ̇11
k

λ1
. (3.61)

Besides,
∣∣∣∣
σ̇
pp
k−1

σk−1

(
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

)∣∣∣∣ 6 C
λ1 · · ·λk−2σ̇

11
k

σk−1
6 C

σ̇11
k

λk−1
. (3.62)

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

2aξ1γp

(
σ̈
11,pp
k

σk

− σ̇
pp
k

σk

σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

− σ̇11
k

σk

σ̇
pp
k−1

σk−1

+ 2
σ̇11
k−1σ̇

pp
k−1

σ2
k−1

− σ̈
11,pp
k−1

σk−1

)
(3.63)

>− 2C
σ̇11
k

λk−1
|aγpξ1| > −ε

σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
p

λk−1λ
2
k

− Ca2

ε

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ2
1

(3.64)

where we use the fact that λ1 > λk−1 > λk and λk < C(A) by Lemma 2.3 in the last
inequality. Using (3.4), we estimate the first term of (3.47):

−2a2ξ21
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

(
σ̇11
k−1

σk−1
− σ̇11

k

σk

)
=− 2a2ξ21

σ̇11
k−1

σk−1

(
σk−1 − σ̇11

k

λ1σk−1
− σk − σk(λ|1)

λ1σk

)

>
2a2ξ21
λ1

(
1− C

λ2
1

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
(3.65)
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where we use Claim 2, Claim 3 and

σ̇11
k

λ1σk−1
≤ C

λ1 . . . λ
2
k

λ3
1σk−1

≤ C(A)

λ3
1

≤ −C ′(A)
σk(λ|1)

λ2
1

(3.66)

in the last inequality.

Applying Lemma 2.8 and inserting (3.2), (3.57) and (3.63) into (3.47), we obtain

−
∂2
ξ qk

qk
>
2a2ξ21
λ1

(
1− C

λ2
1

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
+

k−1∑

i=2

(C1 − ǫ)
σ̇11
k λ2

1

λ3
i

γ2
i

+
n∑

p=k

(C1 − ε)
σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
p

λk−1λ
2
k

− (n− 1)
Ca2

ε

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ2
1

>
2a2ξ21
λ1

(
1− C

λ2
1

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
+

k−1∑

i=2

C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1

λ3
i

γ2
i +

C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
p

λk−1λ
2
k

− 2(n− 1)
Ca2

C1

σ̇11
k ξ21
Mλ1

by choosing ε = C1

2
. Then combining (3.26), (3.27) and (3.67), we have

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

>
2a2ξ21
λ1

(
1− C

λ2
1

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
+

k−1∑

i=2

C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1

λ3
i

γ2
i +

n∑

p=k

C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
p

λk−1λ
2
k

− 2(n− 1)
Ca2

C1

σ̇11
k ξ21
Mλ1

+
(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)

(
1− C(A)

λ1

)2
ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− C(k, A)

M

) ∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k ξ2p

λ1σk

.

(3.67)

Under the assumptions in (3.37), we consider

∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k ξ2p

λ1σk

=
∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k

(
(1 + a)λpξ1

λ1
+ γp

)2

λ1σk

>(1 + a)2ξ21
∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k λ2

p

λ3
1σk

− 2

∣∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k λpγp

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣∣

>(1 + a)2ξ21
∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k λ2

p

λ3
1σk

− 2

∣∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
∑

k6p6n

σk−2(λ|p)λ2
pγp

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣∣

− 2
∑

l+16i6k−1

∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
σii
k λiγi

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣

(3.68)
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where we use (3.4) and (3.46), which implies that

∑

k≤p≤n

σ̇
pp
k λpγp = (σk−1 − σk−2(λ|p)λp)λpγp = −σk−2(λ|p)λ2

pγp (3.69)

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

∑

l+16p6n

σ
pp
k λ2

p

λ3
1σk

=

∑n
p=l+1 λpσk −

∑l
i=1 σk+1(λ|i)− (k + 1− l)σk+1

λ3
1σk

>− (k + 1− l)
σk+1

λ3
1σk

− C(A)λ1 · · ·λ2
k

Mλ3
1σk

>(k + 1− l)(1− c

λ1
)
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

− C(A)

M

σ̇11
k

λ1σk

. (3.70)

Furthermore,

2

∣∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
∑

k6p6n

σk−2(λ|p)λ2
pγp

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣∣ 62|(1 + a)ξ1γp|
Cλ1 · · ·λk−2λ

2
k

λ2
1σk

62|(1 + a)ξ1γp|
Cσ̇11

k

λk−1σk

6− C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
p

λk−1λ
2
k

− 2

C1

C ′(1 + a)2σ̇11
k ξ21

Mλ1

(3.71)

and for any l + 1 6 i 6 k − 1

2

∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
σk−1(λ|i)λiγi

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣ =2

∣∣∣∣(1 + a)ξ1
(σk − σk(λ|i)) γi

λ2
1σk

∣∣∣∣

62|(1 + a)ξ1γi|
Cλ1λ2 · · ·λk−1λ

2
k

λ2
1λiσk

62|(1 + a)ξ1γi|
Cσ̇11

k

λi

6− C1

2

σ̇11
k λ2

1γ
2
i

λ3
i

− 2

C1

C ′(1 + a)2σ̇11
k ξ21

Mλ1

(3.72)
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where we use λk−1 > λk and λk < C(A) by Lemma 2.3, the assumptions κi 6 M and
κ1 > M2 in Claim 2. Thus (3.67) implies that

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

λ1σk

>
2a2ξ21
λ1

(
1− C

M

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
− 2(n− 1)

C ′a2

C1

σ̇11
k ξ21
Mλ1

+
(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)

ξ21
λ2
1

+

(
2− C(k, A)

M

)
(k + 1− l)(1 + a)2

λ1σ̇
11
k − σk

λ1σk

− C(n, k, A)(1 + a)2

M

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ1

>
2(a2 + 2(1 + a)2)ξ21

λ1

(
1− C2(k, A)

M

)(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
+

(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)

ξ21
λ2
1

− C3(n, k, A)(1 + a2)
σ̇11
k ξ21
Mλ1

>
8(a2 + 2(1 + a)2)ξ21

5λ1

(
λ1σ̇

11
k − σk

λ1σk

)
+

(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)

ξ21
λ2
1

+ 2
(1 + a)2ξ21σk(λ|1)

5λ2
1σk

− C3(n, k, A)(1 + a2)
σ̇11
k ξ21
Mλ1

>
8

5
(a2 + 2(1 + a)2)

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ1σk

+

(
(k + 2)2

(k + 1)(k + 3)
− 8

5
(a2 + 2(1 + a)2)

)
ξ21
λ2
1

(3.73)

by assuming M = max{10C2,
5C3(c0+1)

2c0
} depending on n, k and A where c0 obtained from

(3.30).

Since under the assumption σk(λ|1) < −c0σk, (3.4) implies that

σ̇11
k

σk

=
1

λ1
− σk(λ|1)

λ1σk

>
c0 + 1

λ1
. (3.74)

Thus (3.73) implies that

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

(λ1 + A+ 1)σk

>

(
1 +

1

(k + 1)(k + 3)

)
σ̇11
k ξ21
λ1σk

(3.75)

or

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

(λ1 + A + 1)σk

>
16

15

σ̇11
k ξ21
λ1σk

. (3.76)

Hence we obtain (1.10) and complete the proof. �

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

Lemma 3.1. Assume {λi} ∈ Γk, λ1 > λ2 · · · > λn, and λn > −A for some constant A > 0.
For any δ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant δ0 > 0 and a large constant C > 0 depending on
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n, k, σk, and A, such that if k1 > C, then the following inequality holds

−
∑

p 6=q

σ
pp,qq
k ξpξq

σk

+K
(
∑

i σ
ii
k ξi)

2

σ2
k

+ 2
∑

i>1

σii
k ξ

2
i

(λ1 + A+ 1)σk

> (1 + δ0)
ξ21
λ2
1

, (3.77)

for some sufficient large K (depending on δ0) where ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn) is an arbitrary vector
in R

n.

4. Interior estimates of k-Hessian equations with Dirichlet boundary

conditions

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

Ḟ pq(D2u) :=
∂F

∂upq

, F̈ pq,rs(D2u) :=
∂2F

∂uqp∂urs

.

If We further assume that {uij} is diagonal at a certain point, then we define

∂F

∂λp

(λ(D2u)) = Ḟ pp(D2u),
∂2F

∂λp∂λq

(λ(D2u)) = F̈ pp,qq(D2u).

We first proof Theorem 1.1.

Proof. we consider the function for any ε > 0, x ∈ Ω, ξ ∈ S
n−1

P̃ (x, ξ) = β log(−u) + logmax{uξξ(x), 1}+
L

2
|Du|2,

where L ≫ 1, β > 0 are constants to be determined later. Clearly, the maximum of P̃ is
attained in some interior point x0 of Ω and some ξ(x0) ∈ S

n−1. Choose canonical coordinate
frames e1, . . . , en at x0 such that ξ(x0) = e1 and {uij(x0)} is diagonal. Let the eigenvalues λ
of D2u be ordered as

λ1(x0) > λ2(x0) > ... > λn(x0).

We construct a unit vector field v(s) near p such that v(0) = e1(x0) and v′(0) =
∑

p 6=1
u1pi

λ1+1−λp
ep.

We may also assume that λ1(x0) > 1 is sufficiently large. Then we consider the function

P (x) = β log(−u) + log
(
u (v(s), v(s)) + (g(v(s), e1(s)))

2 − 1
)
+

L

2
|Du|2.

Note that x0 is also a maximum point of P . At x0, we have

0 = ∇iP (x0) = β
ui

u
+

u11i

u11
+ Luiλi (4.1)

and
0 >∇ijP (x0)

=β
uij

u
− β

uiuj

u2
+

u11ij

u11
+
∑

l>1

u2
1li

u11(u11 − ull + 1)

− u11iu11j

u2
11

+ Lukiukj + Lukijuk.

(4.2)

By σk(D
2u) = f(x, u,∇u), we have at x0

∇lσk = fl + fuul + ful
ull (4.3)
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and

∇2
11σk = Ḟ ijuij11 + F̈ pq,rsupq1urs1 = f11. (4.4)

Besides, there exists some constant C > 0 depending on ‖f‖C2 and ‖u‖C1 such that

|f1| 6 C + Cu11, f11 > −C − Cu2
11 + ful

u11l. (4.5)

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

0 >β
kF

u
− β

Ḟ iiu2
i

u2
+

Ḟ iiu11ii

u11
+ 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu1pi

u11(u11 − λp + 1)
− Ḟ iiu2

11i

u2
11

+ LḞ iiu2
ii + L∇lσkul

>β
kF

u
− β

Ḟ iiu2
i

u2
− Ḟ pq,rsupq1urs1

u11

+
ful

u11l

u11

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu1pi

u11(u11 − upp + 1)

− Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

+ LḞ iiu2
ii − Cu11 + Lful

λlul − CL

>β
kF

u
− β

Ḟ iiu2
i

u2
− Ḟ pq,rsupq1urs1

u11
+ 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu1pi

u11(u11 − upp + 1)
− Ḟ iiu2

11i

u2
11

+ LḞ iiu2
ii

− β
ful

ul

u
− Cu11 − CL.

(4.6)
Referring to Andrews [1], we have

−F̈ pq,rshpq1hrs1 =− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

p>q

F̈ pp,qqh2
pq1

>− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

λp<λ1

Ḟ pp − Ḟ 11

λ1 − λp

h2
11p.

(4.7)

Besides,

∑

1<p,16i6n

2Ḟ iiu2
1pi

(u11 + 1− upp)
> 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ 11u2
11p

(u11 − upp + 1)
+ 2

∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

(u11 − uii + 1)
. (4.8)

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

−β
Ḟ iiu2

i

u2
= − 1

β

(
u11i

u11

+ Luiuii

)2

> − 2

β

Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

− 2
L2

β
Ḟ iiu2

iu
2
ii. (4.9)
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Then we choose β = L2 ≫ 4 and obtain

− Ḟ pq,rsupq1urs1

u11
+ 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu1pi

u11(u11 − upp + 1)
−
(
1 +

2

β

)∑

i>2

Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

− Ḟ 11u2
111

u2
11

>− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ pp

u11(u11 − upp + 1)
h2
11p + 2

∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 − uii + 1)

− 3

2

∑

i>2

Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

− Ḟ 11u2
111

u2
11

=− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 + A+ 1)
− Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

− Ḟ iiu2
11i

(
1
2
u11 − 3

2
A− 3

2

)

u2
11(u11 − upp + 1)

>− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 + A+ 1)
− Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

(4.10)

by assuming λ1 > 3A + 3 in the last inequality.

Due to Lemma 1.1, combining (4.7) and (4.8), (4.6) becomes

0 >− L2 Ḟ
11u2

1

u2
− 2Ḟ iiu2

iλ
2
i −

Ḟ pp,qqupp1uqq1

u11
+K

(∇1σk)
2

u11σk

+ 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 + A+ 1)
− Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

+ LḞ iiu2
ii −

C3L
2

u
− C4L− C5(K)u11

>

(
Lu2

11

5
− C1L

2

u2

)
Ḟ 11 +

(
L

5
− C2

) n∑

i=1

Ḟ iiu2
ii + L

(
kσk

5n
u11 − C3

L

u

)

+ L

(
kσk

5n
u11 − C4

)
+

(
Lkσk

5n
− C5(K)

)
u11.

(4.11)
where we use Property (4) in the last inequality. In (4.11), Ci, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 all depends
on n, k, ‖f‖C2 and ‖u‖C1. We choose L = max{4, 5C2,

5nC5

kf
} such that the second term

and the last term in the last inequality of (4.11) are positive. Then we obtain maxλ1u
β 6

max{
√
5C1L sup uβ−1, 5nLC3 supuβ−1

kf0
, 5nC4 supuβ

kf0
} and complete the proof. �

5. A Liouville problem for general k-Hessian equation

We first consider the interior C2 estimates for the following Dirichlet problem:
{
σk(D

2u) = 1 x ∈ Ω,

u = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω.
(5.1)

Lemma 5.1. Assume that D2u > −AI for some positive constant A > 0. Then, for any
k-convex solution u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C0,1(Ω), there exists some α > 1 and C > 0 depending on n,
k, |u|C1 and the diameter of Ω, such that

max
x∈Ω

(−u(x))α|D2u(x)| 6 C. (5.2)



24 RUIJIA ZHANG

Proof. By using the Comparison principle (see [3, 10] for detail), there exists large a and b

depending on the diameter of Ω, such that

w = a|x|2 − b

and

w 6 u 6 0.

Thus, −u can be controlled by the diameter of the domain Ω.

Now we consider the function for x ∈ Ω, ξ ∈ S
n−1

P̃ (x, ξ) = α log(−u) + logmax{uξξ(x), 1}+
1

2
|x|2,

where α > k−1 is a constant to be determined later. Clearly, the maximum of P̃ is attained
in some interior point x0 of Ω and some ξ(x0) ∈ S

n−1. Choose canonical coordinate frames
e1, . . . , en at x0 such that ξ(x0) = e1 and {uij(x0)} is diagonal. Let the eigenvalues λ of D2u

be ordered as

λ1(x0) > λ2(x0) > ... > λn(x0).

We construct a unit vector field v(s) near p such that v(0) = e1(x0) and v′(0) =
∑

p 6=1
u1pi

λ1+1−λp
ep.

We may also assume that λ1(x0) > 1 is sufficiently large. Then we consider the function

P (x) = α log(−u) + log
(
u (v(s), v(s)) + (g(v(s), e1(s)))

2 − 1
)
+

1

2
|x|2.

Note that x0 is also a maximum point of P . At the maximum point x0,

0 = Pi =
αui

u
+

u11i

u11
+ xi, (5.3)

and

Pij =
αuij

u
− αuiuj

u2
+

u11ij

u11
+
∑

p>1

2u2
1pi

u11(u11 + 1− upp)
− u11iu11j

u2
11

+ δij . (5.4)

Multiplying (5.4) by Ḟ ij, at x0 we have

0 > α
kF

u
− α

Ḟ iiu2
i

u2
+

Ḟ iiu11ii

u11
+ 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu2
1pi

u11(u11 + 1− upp)
− Ḟ iiu2

11i

u2
11

+ (n− k + 1)σk−1. (5.5)

Similar to the proof in Theorem 1.1, using the critical equation (5.3) we obtain at x0

−α
Ḟ iiu2

i

u2
= − 1

α
Ḟ ii

(
u11i

u11

+ xi

)2

> − 2

α

Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

− 2

α
Ḟ iix2

i . (5.6)

Taking the derivatives of the equation (5.1), we obtain

Ḟ ijuijk = 0,

and

F̈ ij,klukl1uij1 + Ḟ ijuij11 = 0.
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By (4.7) and (4.8), similar to (4.10) we have by choosing α ≫ 4

− Ḟ pq,rsupq1urs1

u11

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ iiu1pi

u11(u11 − upp + 1)
−
(
1 +

2

α

)∑

i>2

Ḟ iiu2
11i

u2
11

− Ḟ 11u2
111

u2
11

>− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 + A+ 1)
− Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

(5.7)

by assuming λ1 > 3A + 3 in the last inequality. Then applying Lemma 1.1, we obtain

0 >α
kF

u
− 2

α
Ḟ iiX2

i − F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1 + 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iiu2
1ii

u11(u11 + A+ 1)

−
(
1 +

2

α

)
Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

+ (n− k + 1)σk−1

>α
kF

u
+

(
δ0 −

2

α

)
Ḟ 11u2

111

u2
11

+

(
n− k + 1− 2 supΩ |X|2

α

)
σk−1

>
C1α

u
+

n− k + 1

2
σk−1

(5.8)

by choosing α = max{4, k − 1, 2
δ0
,
4 supΩ |X|2

n−k+1
}. Thus, we employ Lemma 2.4 to obtain that

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

C(−u)u
1

k−1

11 6 (−u)σk−1 6
2C1α

n− k + 1
. (5.9)

Then we complete the proof. �

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

ΩR = {y ∈ R
n : u(Ry) < R2}

for any large R > 0. Let

uR(y) =
u(Ry)− R2

R2
.

Then

D2
yuR = D2

xu. (5.10)

Hence uR satisfying the following Dirichlet problem:
{
σ2(D

2uR(x)) = 1 x ∈ ΩR,

uR = 0 x ∈ ∂ΩR.
(5.11)

The quadratic growth condition in Theorem 1.2 implies that

a|Ry|2 − b 6 u(Ry) 6 R2.

Then

|y|2 6 1 + b

a
,
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which means that ΩR is bounded. Applying Lemma 1.1, we obtain

(−uR)
α|D2uR| 6 C (5.12)

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

Ω′
R = {y ∈ R

n : u(Ry) <
R2

2
} ⊂ ΩR.

In Ω′
R, we have

uR(y) 6 −1

2
.

Due to (5.10) and (5.12),

D2
xu = |D2uR| 6 2αC.

The estimate above holds true for all R. Applying Evans-Krylov theory we have

|D2u|Cα(BR) 6 C(n, α)
|D2u|C0(B2R)

Rα
6

C(n, α)

Rα
.

Hence, we obtain our theorem by letting R → +∞. �

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 = log κ1 −A log u

where A is a large constant to be considered. Further, we assume Q attains its maximum at
point X0. Similar as the proof in [8], also in the proof in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we
consider the perturbed quantity

Q̃ = log κ̃1 −Au,

which also attains its maximum at point X0.

At X0, we have

0 =
h11i

κ1

−Ahii〈X, ∂i〉 (6.1)

and due to Lemma 3.1 in [8]

0 >2
∑

p>1

Ḟ 11,pph2
11p

κ2
1

+ 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ 11h2
11i

κ1(κ1 − κi + 1)
− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ pph2
1pp

κ1(κ1 − κp + 1)

−
n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

+

n∑

i=1

(
A

C
− C

)
Ḟ iiκ2

i − CA.

(6.2)
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Then

2
∑

p>1

Ḟ 11,pph2
11p

κ2
1

+ 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ 11h2
11i

κ1(κ1 − κi + 1)
−

n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

>2
∑

i>1

Ḟ iih2
11i

κ1(κ1 − κi + 1)
−

n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

>
∑

i>1

κ1 + κi − 1

κ1 − κi + 1

Ḟ iih2
11i

κ1
− Ḟ 11h2

111

κ2
1

.

(6.3)

According to Lemma 11 in [19], we have

−κi 6
n− k

k
κ1

which implies that

κ1 + κi − 1 =
2k − n

k
κ1 − 1 > 0 (6.4)

by assuming that 2k > n and κ1 ≫ 1. Or under the assumption of Theorem 1.4 that
κi > −A, we have

κ1 + κi − 1 > κ1 − A− 1 > 0 (6.5)

by assuming κ1 > A + 1 rather than the condition 2k > n. Plugging (6.3) and (6.5) into
(6.2), we have

0 >− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ pph2
1pp

κ1(κ1 − κp + 1)
− Ḟ 11h2

111

κ2
1

+
n∑

i=1

(
A

C
− C

)
Ḟ iiκ2

i − CA

>

n∑

i=1

(
A

C
− C

)
Ḟ iiκ2

i −K
(Ḟ 11h111)

2

σkκ1

− CA.

(6.6)

Here we use the crucial Lemma 1.1. Differentiating (1.11), we have
∑

i

Ḟ iihii1 = h11dνf(e1) + dxf(e1) (6.7)

which implies that
∑

i(Ḟ
iihii1)

2

σkκ1

6 Cκ1. (6.8)

Then combining Property (4), we have

0 >

n∑

i=1

(
kA

nC
− k

n
C − CK

)
κ1 − CA, (6.9)

which implies κ1 is bounded above by some constant C > 0 only depending on n, k, ‖M‖C1 ,
inf f and ‖f‖C2. �

Remark 6.1. If we further assume 2k > n, following the proof in Theorem 1.4 we can derive
the global C2 estimates of the k-convex hypersurface satisfying (1.11) without the assumption
κi > −A under the following conjecture.



28 RUIJIA ZHANG

Conjecture 1.5 Suppose that 2k > n, and κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) ∈ Γk. If we assume that
κ1 > · · · > κn and κ1 is large enough, then for an arbitrary n-vector ξ in R

n and some
sufficient large K > 0, the following inequality holds

κ1

(
K(Ḟ jjξj)

2 − σ̈
pp,qq
k ξpξq

)
− Ḟ 11ξ21 + (Ḟ jj + (κ1 + κj)σ̈

11,jj
k ) > 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 C2 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
ε > 0

Q = log κ1 − εu+
N

2
|x|2 (6.11)

in this case. We assume that Q attains its maximum at point X0. Similar to the proof in
Theorem 1.4 using the idea in [8], we disturb Q as below

Q̃ = log κ̃1 − εu+
N

2
|x|2 (6.12)

which also attains its maximum at X0. At X0, we have

0 =
h11i

κ1
− ε

hii〈X, ∂i〉
u

+Nxi (6.13)

and

0 >2
∑

p>1

Ḟ 11,pph2
11p

κ2
1

+ 2
∑

i>1

Ḟ 11h2
11i

κ1(κ1 − κi + 1)
− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ pph2
1pp

κ1(κ1 − κp + 1)

−
n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

+

n∑

i=1

εḞ iiκ2
i +N

∑

i

Ḟ ii − 2NuF − Cκ1 − C

>− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1

+ 2
∑

p>1

Ḟ pph2
1pp

κ1(κ1 − κp + 1)
+ 2

∑

i>1

Ḟ iih2
11i

κ1(κ1 − κi + 1)
−

n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

+
n∑

i=1

εḞ iiκ2
i +N(n− 1)σ1 − Cκ1 − CN.

(6.14)

If we further assume that −κi < A for any 1 < i 6 n, then applying Lemma 1.1 similar to
the proof in (6.6) we have

0 >− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1
+ 2

∑

p>1

Ḟ pph2
1pp

κ1(κ1 − κp + 1)
+K

(Ḟ iihii1)
2

σkκ1
− Ḟ 11h2

111

κ2
1

+

n∑

i=1

εḞ iiκ2
i +N(n− 1)σ1 − (C + CK)κ1 − CN

> (N(n− 1)− C − CK)κ1 − CN.

(6.15)
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By choosing N large enough (independent of A) we obtain κ1 is bounded above by some
constant C. Both N and C depends only on n, k, ‖f‖C2 inf f and ‖M‖C1 . If |κn| > A, then
(6.14) becomes

0 >− F̈ pp,qqhpp1hqq1

κ1
+

(Ḟ iihii1)
2

σkκ1
−

n∑

p=1

Ḟ pph2
11p

κ2
1

+

n∑

i=1

εḞ iiκ2
i +N(n− 1)σ1 − Cκ1 − CN

>− 2Cε2
n∑

p=1

Ḟ ppκ2
p − 2N2

n∑

p=1

Ḟ ppX2
p +

n∑

i=1

εḞ iiκ2
i +N(n− 1)σ1 − Cκ1 − CN

>

(
−2Cε2 +

ε

2

) n∑

p=1

Ḟ ppκ2
p + (−2nN2|X|2 + ε

2
κ2
n)Ḟ

nn +N(n− 1)σ1 − Cκ1 − CN.

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

inequality. By setting ε = 1
4c

and A = 4N
√
nC sup |X|, the proof can be completed in the

way similar to the one presented above.
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