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LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS AND HESSIAN ESTIMATES FOR
SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN EQUATIONS

QI DING

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we get a Liouville type theorem for the special Lagrangian
equation with a certain ’convexity’ condition, where Warren-Yuan first studied the con-
dition in [30]. Based on Warren-Yuan’s work, our strategy is to show a global Hessian
estimate of solutions via the Neumann-Poincaré inequality on special Lagrangian graphs,
and mean value inequality for superharmonic functions on these graphs, where we need
geometric measure theory. Moreover, we derive interior Hessian estimates on the gradi-
ent of the solutions to the equation with this ’convexity’ condition or with supercritical
phase.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let u be a smooth function on an open set Q@ C R", then M = {(x, Du(z)) €
R™ x R"|z € Q} is a Lagrangian submanifold in R™ x R™. Let Ai(z),---,A\,(z) be
the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix D?u(x) at any point x € Q. We call M a special
Lagrangian graph if u is a solution to the special Lagrangian equation

n
(1.1) Z arctan \; = O, for some constant ©.
i=1

The equation ([I.T]) arises in the special Lagrangian geometry by Harvey-Lawson [17]. M is
the special Lagrangian graph if and only if M is a minimal submanifold in R™ x R", or the
calibrating n-form Re(e“/jl@dzl A -+ Adzy,) is equal to the induced volume form along
M, which is also equivalent to that M is (volume) minimizing in R” x R" (see Theorem
2.3, Proposition 2.17 in [17]; or Chapter 5 in [34]).

The classification of global solutions to (LI)) on R™ has a long history. In 1998, Fu [14]
classified any smooth solution to (L)) on R?, i.e., any such solution is either quadratic for
|©| > 0 or harmonic for © = 0. In particular, (L)) for © = 7 is just the Monge-Ampere
equation of dimension 2. Let u be a smooth solution to (II]) on R™. In high dimensions,
Yuan [36] proved that u must be quadratic for |©| > 227, For © = kr with integer
k, Borisenko [0] proved that w is affine provided u has the linear growth. For general n,
Jost-Xin [20] showed that the convex solution u is quadratic provided the Hessian D?u is
uniformly bounded. For n = 3 and © = 7, Bao-Chen-Guan-Ji [2] proved that the strictly
convex u with quadratic growth must be quadratic. Using Lewy rotation brilliantly, Yuan

[35] proved that the convex solution u must be quadratic for each n.

Furthermore, the Liouville theorem may hold true under conditions much weaker than
convexity. Let u be a smooth solution to (LIl) on R™ with the eigenvalues Aq,---, A,
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of the Hessian matrix D?u. In the same paper [35], Yuan proved the existence of the
constant € > 0 depending only on n such that u is quadratic provided D?u > —¢’ on R™.
Further, for n = 3 Yuan proved that u is quadratic on R3 if D?u is uniformly bounded
from below [35], or A;\; is uniformly bounded from below for all 4, j [37]. Moreover, Tsui-
Wang [26] proved that if \;\; > —% + 7 for all 7,j and any fixed constant 7 > 0, and
| D%u)| is uniformly bounded, then u is quadratic. In [37], Yuan proved that v is quadratic
if one of following statement holds: (i) \; > —% + ¢ everywhere for every i,j and any

fixed constant § > 0 (or ’equivalently’ |\;| < +/3 — ¢’ for every i and any fixed constant
8 > 0); (ii) MA; > —1 — " everywhere for every i,j and any fixed constant §” > 0. In
[30], Warren-Yuan first introduced a more general ’convexity’ condition:

(1.2) 3+ (1— )N (z) + 2\ (2) () > 0

for all 7,7, and any small fixed ¢ > 0, which appeared naturally in studying subhar-
monicity of log det(I + D?uD?u) on the special Lagrangian graph of the graphic function
Du. Under the condition (2] and |Du| < d(n)|z| for large |z| and any fixed constant

d(n) < \/%, Warren-Yuan showed that u is quadratic [30]. Moreover, they also proved

that u is quadratic provided (2] holds for ¢ = 0 and D?u is uniformly bounded on R".

In this paper, we show a Liouville type theorem for special Lagrangian graphs under
the condition (2] for € = 0.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (L) on R™,
where A\ (x), -+, A\y(z) are the eigenvalues of the Hessian D*u(x). If

(1.3) 3+ M (z) + 2\ (2)\(x) > 0

holds for alli,j =1,--- ,n and x € R", then u must be a quadratic polynomial.

In fact, we have a litter stronger result than the above theorem. More precisely, there
exists a constant €, > 0 depending only on n such that if a smooth solution u to (1) on
R™ satisfies

3(14en) + (1 +e)A? +20), >0

on R™ for all 4, j, then u is a quadratic polynomial (see Theorem[4.6]). Using Warren-Yuan’s
argument in [30], in order to prove Theorem [[LT]it is sufficient to show the following global
Hessian estimate.

Theorem 1.2. For any constant K > 1, there is a constant c, x > 0 depending only on
n, K such that if u is a smooth solution to (1)) on R™ with the eigenvalues A\, , A, of
the Hessian D*u satisfying

(1.4) AiNj > =K on R"

foralli,j =1,--- ,n, and u is not a quadratic polynomial, then the Hessian of u satisfies
—Cnk < D%y < Cn, i on R™.

The geometric meaning of (L4]) is that determinant of Hessgu on any 2-dimensional
surface S of R™ has a lower bound by — K, where Hessgu is the Hessian of u restricted on
S. Without the condition (4], D*u may be unbounded. For instance, those harmonic
functions have the unbounded Hessian on R? as they are solutions to (L)) for n = 2, © = 0.
Theorem is proved by contradiction with the help of geometric measure theory, where
we use the mean value inequality on special Lagrangian graphs for superharmonic functions
in terms to the Hessian of solutions. Here, the mean value inequality is established due to
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the Neumann-Poincaré inequality on the graphs. It is worth to point out that Bombieri-
Giusti had established the Neumann-Poincaré inequality on area-minimizing hypersurfaces
in Euclidean space, and given many applications to area-minimizing hypersurfaces [5].

One application of Theorem [[.T]is the interior curvature estimate of special Lagrangian
graphs (see Corollary [4.7]). With curvature estimate, we can obtain a new interior Hessian
estimate for solutions of the special Lagrangian equation (L.I]). Before stating our result,
let us review the known results in this direction.

In the 1950s, Heinz derived a Hessian bound for (LI]) with n = 2 and © = 7/2 (i.e., the
Monge-Ampere equation); Pogorelov [24] got Hessian estimates for (1.1) with n = 2 and
© > 7/2. Bao-Chen [3] got Hessian estimates in terms of certain integrals of the Hessian
for solutions to (LI with n = 3, © = 7. Warren-Yuan obtained Hessian estimates of (L))
in terms of gradients for solutions to (L) in the following cases: i) the solutions satisfies
(L2) with small gradients in [30]; ii) » = 2 in [32]; iii) n = 3 and [©| > § in [31} 33]. For
general n, Chen-Warren-Yuan [9] derived a priori interior Hessian estimates for smooth
convex solutions to (LI)) (see the very recent work [8] for convex viscosity solutions). In
[28], Wang-Yuan obtained a priori interior Hessian estimates for all the solutions to (I.1))
with critical and supercritical phases in dimensions > 3. More precisely, for any n > 3,
there is a constant ¢, depending on n such that for any smooth solution on Br(0) C R™
to (LI) with |©] > (n — 2)F, there holds

1.5 D?u(0)| < epexp | ¢, R272" max |Dul*™72 ),
(1.5) |
Br(0)
and when |©| = (n — 2)7, there holds
(1.6) |D?u(0)| < cpexp <cnR4_2” max |Du|2”_4> .
Br(0)

From the counter-examples constructed by Nadirashvili-Vladut [23] and Wang-Yuan [27],
the condition |©| > (n — 2)% above is necessary.

Hessian estimates for the special Lagrangian equation (ILI]) are equivalent to gradient
estimates for special Lagrangian graphs, which are minimizing submanifolds. In [12], Finn
obtained gradient estimates in terms of the linear exponential dependence on the solutions
of 2-dimensional minimal surfaces equation. In high dimensions, Bombieri-De Giorgi-
Miranda [4] derived gradient estimates in terms of the linear exponential dependence on
the solutions to minimal hypersurfaces equation. Wang studied the high codimension case
under some conditions in [29].

With curvature estimate and the mean value inequality on special Lagrangian graphs
for superharmonic functions, we derive a new interior Hessian estimate in terms of the
exponential dependence on the n-th power of gradient of the solutions.

Theorem 1.3. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI)) on
Bgr(0) € R™. Suppose that ([L3) holds on Br(0) for all i,j = 1,--- ,n. Then there is a
constant C, > 0 depending only on n such that

maxp, (o) [Du — Du(0)|">

(1.7) |D?u(0)] < Crexp <C’n T

In [12], Finn constructed solutions to minimal surface equation in R? whose gradients
have the linear exponential dependence on the solutions. With Heinz transformation [19],
there is a smooth solution v to (II]) with n = 2 and © = 7/2 (i.e., the Monge-Ampere
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equation), whose Hessian indeed has the linear exponential dependence on D (see also
the introduction in [28]). Here, the order n in (7)) is just the codimension of the special
Lagrangian graph {(z, Du(x)) € R" x R"|x € Bg(0)} in R"” x R™.

Our Hessian estimate (7)) is effective for the smooth convex solutions. Moreover, via
subharmonic functions obtained by Wang-Yuan [28], our strategy of the proof of Theo-
rem [[3] is effective for smooth solutions to the special Lagrangian equation (1) with
supercritical phase, i.e., |©] > (n — 2)7/2 (see Theorem [5.3])). However, the strategy is
ineffective for critical phase, i.e., |©] = (n — 2)7/2, because in this situation the Hessian
of the solutions may be not uniformly bounded from below for © = (n — 2)7/2, or above
for © = —(n — 2)7/2.

2. LEWY ROTATION FOR SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN GRAPHS OVER CONVEX SETS

In this paper, we denote B,(z) be the ball in R™ with the radius r and centered at
z € R"™. Denote B,(x) be the ball in R"*" with the radius  and centered at x € R"*™.
Let B, = B,(0), B, = B,(0) for convenience. For any subset E in R™ and any constant
0 < s < n, let H°(E) denote the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of E. Let II be a
projection from R™ x R™ into R™ defined by II(x) = x for any x = (z,y) € R" x R".

Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (L.I]) on an open convex
set 2 of R™. Assume

(2.1) igf D%y > —A for some constant A > 0.

Then a(z) £ u(z) + §|z|? is convex. For z,2’ € Q, from the segment z2’ C 2 we have
(2.2) (x — 2!, Da(z) — Da(z")) > 0,

which implies

(2.3) (x — ', Du(z) — Du(z')) > —Alz — 2.

In [35], Yuan introduced the Lewy rotation as follows, which turns out to be a standard
technique nowadays, but still very powerful in studying special Lagrangian equation. Let
Fp : (z,y) — (&,79) be the Lewy rotation defined by

= (21, ,Ip) = ————=2Ax + y)
4A% +1
(2'4) 1 b
[ = A7-“7An = —  (— +2A
= 0n) = == (mo 4 21y)

which is an isometry from R™ x R™ to R™ x R™. Let M be a graph over 2 defined by
{(z, Du(x)) € R" xR"| x € Q}. We call M a special Lagrangian graph. Let Z,5 : Q — R"
be smooth mappings defined by

1
VAAZ 41

1
VAANZ +1

Z(x) =&(z, Du(z)) = (2Az + Du(x))

(2.5) for any z € Q.

g(z) =g(x, Du(z)) = (—x + 2ADu(z))
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Combining (23] (see also [35]), for any z, 2" € Q we have
z(x) — 2(a")* = |2(z, Du(z)) — &(a’, Du())|”

:4A21+ . <4A2\x — 2|2 + 4A(x — 2/, Du(z) — Du(z")) + |Du(z) — Du(a:')\Q)
(2'6) 1 2 12 / / N2
> T (24%2 — @' +2A(@ — @', Du(2) — Du(@')) + [Du(z) — Du(a')[?)
A2
e L

Hence, 7 : Q — z(Q) = {Z(z, Du(z))| x € Q} is injective and then Fy (M) is a graph over
z(9).

Let J be the Jacobi of the mapping z, i.e.,

0%; 1
7) 7= (58] = T oM + DPula))
and J be the Jacobi of the mapping ¥, i.e.,
~ 8@) 1 9
J = = ——(—1 + 2AD*u(x)).
(52) - 7= (@)

Note that both of J and J are symmetric matrices. With the diagonalization of D?u, it
is easy to show J~1J = JJ~!. Since

0Yi Z 0y; Oxy,

(28) oz, D, 07,

then (8—%) =JJ =717, ie., <g§;> is symmetric. From (2.7) and the convex u(x) +

%]azﬁ, it’s clear that the determinant of J is positive, i.e., detJ > 0. With the injective

z: Q — z(Q), we conclude that z : Q — z(1) is a diffecomorphism. In particular, Z() is
simply connected since  is convex. From Frobenius’ theorem (see Lemma 7.2.11 in [34]
for instance), there is a function @ on Z(2) such that

(2.9) Da|,,, =7(z) = m(—w + 2ADu(z)).
From (2.8)), we have
(2.10) D, = J 1T = (2A1 + D?u(z)) " (—1I + 2AD*u(z)),

which is equivalent to
(2.11) D?u(z) = (2AI — D?a)~Y(I 4+ 2AD%q) o)
Note that both of Dz and D?u are independent of the choice of 4. From (ZI), for all
(z, Du(z)) € FA(M) we have
202 +1
A

Using (2.12]), we immediately have a volume estimate for special Lagrangian graph M as
follows.

(2.12) < D?*u(z) < 2A.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that u is a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation
on an open convezr set @ C R™ with [2.1)), and M = {(xz, Du(z)) € R" xR"| z € Q} C
R™ x R™. Then for each R > 0

(2.13) H"(M NBR) < w,(4A? + 54+ A72)2 R",
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Proof. Let Fp : (z,y) — (Z,9) be the isometric mapping defined before, and @ be the
function defined on Z(2) as before. In other words, Du is the graphic function of Fj(M).
Since II(Fp(M)) = (M), then from (2.12]) we have

H"(FA(M)NBg) = / V/det(I + D2aD?q)

II(FA(M)NBR)

(2.14) n
(247 +1)%\ 2 2 —2\2an
< l+—5—" | <(@A +5+A77)2H"(BR).
T(FA(M)NBrR) A

Hence
(2.15) H (M NBg) = H"(FA(M)NBg) < wn(4A% + 5+ A"2)Z R".
This completes the proof. O

3. MEAN VALUE INEQUALITY ON SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN GRAPHS

Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI]) on an open set
Q C R", and M = graphp, = {(z, Du(z)) € R* x R"| z € Q} be a special Lagrangian
graph over  with 0 € M, OM C 0Br C R™ x R"™. Let V be the Levi-Civita connection
of M with the induced metric (6;; + > p_; wiruj)dzidz; from R™ x R™. Let Ay denote
the Laplacian of M with this induced metric. Here, 0;5u denotes the derivative of u with
respect to x;, ;. Recall Sobolev inequality on minimal submanifolds proved by Michael-
Simon [22] (see also [7] by Brendle):

n—1
3.1) (/ M”Ll> ' Scn/ Ve
M M

for any function ¢ € VVO1 ’1(M ), where ¢, > 1 is a constant depending only on n. For any
nonnegative subharmonic function on M, there holds the mean value inequality ([I5][22]).
Furthermore, if Ay > —61) for a nonnegative function ) on M with a constant 6 > 0,
then from Corollary 1.16 in [10], it follows that

e%@ﬂ
(3.2) P(0) < —— / (G
WnT" JMNB,
for any 0 < r < R. Let k > 1 be a constant such that
(3.3) det(I + D*uD?u) < k>  on €.

Then OM C 0Bpg implies that €2 contains a ball centered at the origin with the radius
R/k. Since the Neumann-Poincaré inequality holds on R", then for any open set V C B,
with rectifiable boundary 0V and r > 0, there holds

(3.4) min {H"(V), H" (B, \ V)} < c,rH" (B, N dV)

up to a choice of the constant ¢,, > 1. For any kr < R, let U be an open set in M N B,
with rectifiable boundary, then II(U N 0B, ) N B, = (), and

(3.5) min{H"(II(U N B,)), K" (II(B, \ U))} < corH" (B, N O(IL))).
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Combining (3.3) and B, C II(B,), we get
min{H" (U NB,),H" (B, \U)}
(3.6) <min {/ V/det (I + D2uD2u)dm,/
I(UNB,) (B, \U)
<k min{H"(II({U N B,)), H"(II(B, \ U))} < corrH" (B, NOU).

Vdet(T + D2uD2u)dm}

By a standard argument (see Lemma 3.5 in [I1] for instance), we have a Neumann-Poincaré
inequality on exterior balls as follows.

Lemma 3.1.

(3.7 |-kl [ gvs
MNB, MNB,
for all function f € WYY (M N By,), where f, = m fMﬂBr f.

Using (3] 3:2) (B7), we can get the mean value inequality for superharmonic functions
on M as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let M be the special Lagrangian graph defined previously in this section
and k be the constant in [B.3]). Suppose that ¢ is a positive function satisfying Ayrp < B
on M for some constant 5 > 0. Then ¢ satisfies mean value inequality as follows:

(3.8) /MOB 5 < e 5,2 H (M 1 B,)6% (0)

for any p € (0, R/2], where §,, € (0,1] is a constant depending on n, and ¢
constant depending only on n, k, Bp>.

1o, Bp2 1S @ positive

The proof uses the famous De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iteration (refer [11]). For self-
containment and figuring out the constant c, g,2, we shall give the detailed proof of
Theorem here. If the reader is quite familiar with it, one can skip the proof.

Proof. For any r € (0, £], let

) 2K

w = log ¢ — 1 / log ¢,
e (M ABy, ) Sy,

2 2

then Apr¢ < B¢ implies

(3.9) Ayw < B — |Vw|?.

Let 1 be a Lipschitz function with compact support in M NB,.. From (3.9]), for any ¢ > 0
integrating by parts implies
(3.10)

/ (1Yl - 8) ]t < - / Pl Ay = 2 / nlwl"Vn - Voo + g / 2 ]2V ?
1 _
<5 [19uPrult 2 [ 1aPluit+ g [l VP,
Then
) [ PuleP <2 [ @VaP + 802) [ult + 2 [ iPlel T
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4kr—2|x|

—— on Boy \ Bs, ., 7o = 0 outside Ba,,. Then
2
|Vmo| < 2 on M N By,,. Choosing ¢ =0 in (BII)), we have

We choose g = 1 on Bs, ., no =
2

(3.12) /M . |Vuw|? < 2/ (2/Vnol® + Bng) < (1657272 +28) H" (M N Bay,).
NB3
7&7'

Combining the Neumann-Poincaré inequality ([B.7)) for w, we have

3
/ lw| < 2cn/£—T |Vwl
MMB 3, 2 JunB;
7 ?K)T
1
2

(3.13) <3cpkr <’H" <M N B%m)); /MmB Vw2
3r

<Benmr (H™ (M O Bay,))? (165722 + 28) H'(M N Bay,)) 2
<12¢,(1 + Br2r2)2H™ (M N Boyy) .

With the definition of £ in ([B.3]), we have
(3.14) / lw| <clwn(1+ B%T)/ﬁ"”r"
’ MNBg,

for some constant ¢, depending only on n.

Denote B = 1+ B2r for convenience. Let r; = (142777 Yr for each integer j > 0.
ri— x|

Let n; be the cut-off function on R"™ x R" such that n; = 1 on B, ,, n; = P

B, \ B, ,, n; = 0 outside B,,. Then [Vn;| < 2/*2/r. From @.II), for any number ¢ > 1
and any integer j > 0 we have

on

A2
a1y [ vl <2 [ ez [ gl
MNBy, ™ JMNB.; MNBy,
Recall Young’s inequality:

(3.16) 2qlw|?t < Z|w|? 4227 (g — 1)1 for ¢>1,

N —

where we denote 0° = 1 for the case ¢ = 1. Combining ([B.15]) with ¢ = 0, we get

1 63
3 [ eltveP <ol [ it [ v
MMBr; ™ JMNBy; 5

(3.17)

32 n2
S22J+6/f_2 / lw|? + 22q+2j+5qq—1f_27-["(M N Brj).
MNB,,
J
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Combining Cauchy inequality and (B3.I6]), for ¢ > 1 and j > 0 we have

2j+35

r MMBr;

12/

r MNBy,

) 2 q+1 22q+2 q ) R
§2]+4é / ”LU’ + q + 22q+]+1qq—1éHn(M N Brj)
" JMrB,, (g +1) r

<2

’w’q + 22q+j+1qq—1§7_[n(M N BT’j) +
(3.18)

9i+23 . 3
<— |2t 4 2245 a1 2y (M N B,).
(g+)r MMB,, r !

Moreover, for j > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1, combining ([BI5]) with ¢ = 0 and Young inequality

27+ 2 2 2
[ vl < WPt + s [ vl
MNB,,,, MB,,,, 2126 Jmes,,

13 _
21 ,8 < 2q ‘w‘q+l+1—Q>+2j+3é%n(MmBrj)
r Jurs,, , \4t+1 qg+1 r
ji+22
A
(g+1)r MnB,,

Combining (B.I8) and (319, we get
9i+2 3
(3.20) / [w|?|Vw| < 25
MOB,

(g+Dr MNB,
for ¢ > 0 and j > 0. Combining Sobolev inequality (B.]) and (3:20), for j > 0 and ¢ > 0,
we have

r

(3.19) <

w|t + gittDqyn (MNB,,).
T
oo+t 1 22k g0 Py B,,)
T

1—1

n—1 n—2
(atbn\ 7 )"
(/ |w| =T > = (/ (\w\q“mﬂ)”l) < Cn/ |V (W 11)]
MNBy; ., M M

20+3 +1
<cn|(g+1) |w]?|Vw] + —— [wl]
MnNB,, T JMMB.

j+1
2+2¢,3 +1 | 92¢+3 n +1
<7 Jw|?T + 2295 (g + 1)9H" (M N B,,) + 2 |wl|?
MMB,, MOB,,,,

T
2j+4cn5

< / jw|itt 4+ 22 (g + 1)IH" (M N By,)) | .
MﬂBTj

(3.21)

r

1

For any f € LP(M NB,;) with p > 0, j > 0, we define |[|f],,, = (m anBTj ’f’p>5'
Note that H" (M N Brj) < mwnr;‘ < Kkwyry by the definition of x in ([B.3]). Then

(3.22) ol

—1Ti+2

; 5 1
< 2%, Bkwn)* (Ilollf,,, +2%q°)

for any j > 0, ¢ > 1, which implies

3=
Q|

(3.23) ]| ng .., < <2ﬂ'+5cn5(/wn)

n—17

)

(Ilwllg.r, +4q) .
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Let ¢; = (L)] and a; = ||wllg; o, /qj for j > 0. Then from ([B.23])) we have

n—1

2j+5
95

_ 1
(3.24) ||w||4j+1,T2j+2 < (Cnﬁwrlz/nﬁl/n)qj 2
and

n
(3.25) ajy1 <

(||w||q]‘#2j + 4qj) )

2j4+5

—1 i+
& (aj +4)

_ E
(cnﬁw}@/”/{l/”) %42

1 2j+5

for every j > 0. Put b; = "T—l(cnﬁwi/%l/")?m % ., Then for each j > 0 we have

J J J
(3.26) ajr1 < apoi +4Zku.
=0

1=0 k=1

There is a positive constant b, depending only on n such that for all j > i >0

J _ j—i+1_n
(3.27) [Tox <o (” 1) B k.

k=i

Hence for each j > 1

1 i+l J 1 =il
(3.28) aji1 < <" - > b.B"kag + 4b. Y (" - ) B ks
i=0
and then
~ Jj—1 n i .
(3.29) W[ o < be S Kag + 4by B4 ki,
qj5,725 n—1
i=0
Denote & = "k, and i, = log(1+logR) | oy
’ * logn/(n—1) |*
i n i Jj—1 n i (7L71)110g(17(10g'§))
[w]]g; s, <buFag + 4b, (—) 7 -+ 4b, < > RU ) e
i—o \"' T 1 imin1 NTET 1

(3.30)

n \ "t n \’ 1
<b.kag + 4(n — 1)b, <n—1> E+4(n—1)bs. <n—1> R THlog
log &

<b.Rag + 4nb,(1 + log k)R + 4(n — 1)b.gje THios? .
For each integer k > 1, there is an integer j; > 0 such that ¢;, < k < gj,+1. Note that
H" (M N By,) < kwy,ry by the definition of x in (3.3). With Hélder inequality, we have
(3.31)

HwHkW < HwHkﬁzijrz < HwHijJr177"2jk+2 < b«kag + 4nb*(1 + log ’Ti)’% + 46(” - 1)b*qjk+1

<b.Rag + 4nb.(1 + log k)R + 4enb.k.
Note that _
ck B 2w,
KwnT(

from (BI4]). Then there is a constant §,, € (0, 1] depending only on n such that

< ¢, Br"t!

ap = |[wl]1,ry <

1 k
3.32 < — (R + —
(3.52) loller < 55 (R0 + 5 )
for all integers k > 1. Therefore, combining Stirling’s formula

(3.33) ][, < 57 (R%Rnk n (26)—'fk'f) <ok (R%/{"k n r%-ék!) ,
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which implies

> 1 k > R2k/€nk > —k _1 E2Rn
(3.34) Zg!\%w!lk,réZ o + Rk <R
k=1 k=1 ' k=1
Hence
1 oom 2
(335) 7n2/ €5nw/ 6_6"w < (enzlﬁ +1> )
(Rwnr() MNB;, MNB,
Namely,
. 2 o
(3.36) / ¢6"/ d 0 < (anr()‘)Q <e“2“ + 1) < 2(anr6‘)ze2“2“ .
MNB, MNB,

From Ayr¢ < B¢ and ¢ > 0, we have
Apr¢™"" = =07 O Aprg + 8 (1 4+ 8,)¢ 770 V> > —5, 867,
Then with (3:2)) we have

l5nﬁr2
(3.37) ¢-on(0) < & / 50
MNB,

wpr™

Note 19 = 37 and 7 € (0, 2]. Then combining (.36) (3:37) gets

(3.38) /M . o
NB

1 n
where Kk = (1 + ﬁ§r> K.

32n 2 9r2kn 1552 S R
— ) wpRZ e T 2P g% (0)  for any r € (0, —

IN
B

2 2/1]’

Now we fix a constant p € (0, R/2] and r = £-. From (3.38]), we conclude that there is

a constant 6, 5,2 > 1 depending only on n, k, Bp? so that

K,Bp
(3.39) / ¢ < O, 510" (x)
MnNB(x)
for any x € MﬂB_p. Hence, there is a constant 6/ gp2 2 0302 depending only on n, &, Bp?
such that
inf on < g On (x

(3.40) MAB) Qo <O 5,207 (%)
for any x € MﬂB_p and any y € M NBg,/4(x). Denote yo = 0. By induction, there are an
integer n,, > 1 depending only on n, x and a collection of points y1, -+ ,yn, € MNB,_, 4
with info<j<;1|ys — yj| < § for each i = 1,--- ,n, such that

Nk
(3.41) MNB, c (JBs,(y))

j=1

Denote zo = 0. By induction, from (3.40) we choose a sequence of points z; € B, /4(yi) C
MN B_p such that

(3.42) ¢ () < ot | Or 20" (25)
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for each i = 1,-- ,n,. So we get M NB, C Uiz B, (z;) and ¢ (z;) < (0, ﬁp2)i¢5"(0) for
each i = 1,--+ ,n,. Hence, with (8:39) we deduce
(3.43)

(bén < / (bén < 9&5 o ¢6n (Zj) < 9&5 o (91/{ 2)j¢6n (0)
/Man ; MnB,(z;) P ; g ; o

Namely, there is a constant ¢, 5,2 depending only on n, &, 3p? such that

K,8p
(344) / ¢5n < cn,ﬁpzpn¢5n (0)
MNB,
This completes the proof of Theorem O

4. A LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREM FOR SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN EQUATIONS

Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation ([LT)) with the phase
O on Br C R”. Without loss of generality, we assume the constant ©® > 0. Let M =
{(z, Du(z)) € R* x R"| & € Br}. Denote g;; = 0ij + D) wiruji, and v = /det g;;.
We usually see v as a function on M by identifying v(x, Du(z)) = v(x), which will not
cause confusion from the context in general. Let Ai,---, A, be the eigenvalues of the
Hessian D?u on Bg. Let Ay denote the Laplacian of M, and Vj; denote the Levi-Civita
connection of M. Let 0;ju denote the derivative of w with respect to x;,z;, and 0;,u
denote the derivative of u with respect to x;, ;, x;. At any considered point p, we assume
that D?u is diagonalized, then

(1) Aprlogv =Y (14 Xij)hy,
i?j7k
at p, where h;j, = \/(1+>\§)(1i>\§)(1+)\§)aijku (see [30] for instance). Let V be Levi-Civita
connection of R™ x R™ with respect to its standard metric. Let Eq,--- , F9, be the or-
thonormal basis of R" x R™ such that F; is the dual form of dz;, and E,,; is the dual form
of dy; for each ¢ = 1,--- ,n. Let ey, -+ ,e, be a local tangent frame in a neighborhood of
p defined by
1
e, = ———(F; + Ojpuls ,
7 i ’DUZP( i ik n-i-k)
and v, -+, v, be a local frame normal to M in a neighborhood of p defined by
1

(—0jkuE) + Engj).

V= ———
I \/1—|—|D’LLj|2

Then at the point p,
1 1

———(Ei + AiBni), Vj = ———
\/1+22 ,/1+A§

and they make up an orthonormal basis of R” xR"™. Let Bjs denote the second fundamental
form on M, then at p we have

€ = (=X Ej + Entj),

1
\/(1 +A2)(1+A2)(1+A2)

Dijruw = hijg-

(4.2) (Bu(ei ), vi) = (Ve 1) =
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Let |Bas|? denote the square norm of Byy, i.e.,
n
(4.3) 1Bul* = > |Buleir )| Z [(Bus(es, e5), vie)| Z hege

1,j=1 i,5,k=1 1,7,k=1
From (4.1]), we have

1 1
Appo™n =Apgen 108

(4.4)

1 1
= ——v_%AM logv + —QU_%WM logv|2
n n

__ —v SR+ S AR, +ZA e — ZAMjhukhjjk

.5,k kyi#j i,j,k
Suppose there is a constant K > 1 such that \;A; + K 2 0 for all 4, 5. Combining Cauchy
inequality, we have

(4.5)
1
TR DOl T SF TN LS S R e
4,7,k k,i#£j i,9,k
Lemma 4.1. Assume that p,--- ,pun are constants with ), arctanp; > 0. If K is a

positive constant > 1 such that p;pu; + K >0 for all 1,7, then u; > —A, where A is the
unique solution to

K
(4.6) arctant = (n — 1) arctan - on (0,00).

In particular, A < 2nK/m.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume pq > -+ > pu, and p, < 0, or else we have
complete the proof. From puqpu, + K > 0, we get u1 < —K/uy,. Then

0< Z arctan p; < (n — 1) arctan py + arctan p,
(4.7) ‘

K K
<(n — 1) arctan ( —— | + arctan u,, = arctan u,, — (n — 1) arctan | — | .
Hn

Un

K

Since arctant — (n — 1) arctan (T) is monotonic increasing on (0,00), then the above

inequality implies p; > Ak for all i = 1,--- ,n, where Ax is the unique solution to (4.0).
Now let us estimate the upper bound of Ag. Since tan ( ) > o, then
77 0
4.8 — — narctan (—) > 0.
(48) 2 2n
Hence for K > 1 we have

(4.9)
arctan <M> — (n — 1) arctan (1) =T _ arctan (L) — (n — 1) arctan <1>
m 2n 2 2nK 2n
T ™
>§ — narctan <%) > 0,

which implies Ax < 2nK/m. O

Let
MA = FA(M) = {FA(‘Tay) € R" x Rn‘ (-’L’,y) € M}7
which is a rigid motion of M with Fj defined in ([2.4). Let Ay, denote the Laplacian of
My, and V, denote the Levi-Civita connection of Mjy.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ be a smooth function on My, then ¢p = ¢ o Fi satisfies

(4.10) Apon(x) = Au 0(Fa(x)),  [Vudal(x) = [V, ¢[(Fa(x))

for any x € M.

Proof. Let (z1,--+,2,) be a local coordinate chart in a neighborhood of the considered
point x in M, such that 0,, forms an orthonormal basis at x. Let (wi,---,w,) =

Fa(z1,-+ ,2n), then (wy,--- ,wy,) is a local coordinate chart in a neighborhood of Fj (x)

and Oy, =), ?;;”8 Since Fj is an isometric mapping, then at Fi(x)

B ow; awj Jw; 8“’] _ 5
(411) <8wi781Uj> - < 8Zk’z 8 > Z 82k 82k N Z]'

Recall that V denotes Levi-Civita connection of R” x R™ with respect to its standard
metric. For any function ¢ € C2°(My),

(Vaon, V(e o Fa)) | = szi¢A‘xvzi(4p o Fp)l,

ow; aw
(4.12) —ZZ a2 Vs, 3k Vot gy )

= Z ijQS‘FA(x)ij(p‘FA(x) = (Vi@ Vary 9) |FA(x)'
J

Hence we have proved |Vas¢a|(x) = |V, ¢|(Fa(x)). Let dp and dup denote the volume
elements of M and M}y, respectively. Integrating by parts infers

/ AN YINX TN =—/ (Var, @, Vi, e) dua
(4.13) Ma Ma

_ / (Varn, Var (0 0 F)) du = / 0 Fy Anrén di,
M M

which implies Aproa(x) = Apr, d(Fa(x)). We complete the proof. O

Now let us introduce briefly the several notions from geometric measure theory (see
[21]]25] for more details), which will be used in the following text. For a set S in Euclidean
space R"™™ we call S countably n-rectifiable if S C SoUJre; Fi(R™), where H"(Sp) = 0,
and Fy : R®™ — R™™ are Lipschitz mappings for all integers k& > 1. For an open set
U C R"™ a varifold V in U is a Radon measure on

Gn(U) ={(z,T)|z € U, T is an n—dimensional subspace of R""™}.

Associated to V, there is a Radon measure uy on U defined by Vor~! with the projection
m: Gp(U) = U. An n-rectifiable varifold in U is a varifold in U which is supported on
countably n-rectifiable sets. The multiplicity functions of varifolds can be defined through
tangent spaces in the sense of Radon measures (see Definition 38.1 in [25] for instance).
If a varifold V' has an integer-valued multiplicity function, we say that V has integer
multiplicity, which can imply that sptV is n-rectifiable (see Theorem 38.3 in [25]).

Let S be a countably n-rectifiable set in R™*™ with finite n-dimensional Hausdorff
measure on any compact set of R, We use |S| to denote the multiplicity one varifold
associated with S, i.e., the n-rectifiable varifold with the support S and the multiplicity
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function one on S. An n-varifold V is said to be a stationary (n-)varifold in open U C
R™™ if V is an n-varifold in U with

/diVVYd,uV =0

for each Y € C®(U,R"™™). Here, divyY is the divergence of Y restricted on sptV.
When we say an n-dimensional minimal cone C' in R*™™ we mean that C is an integer
multiplicity stationary varifold with support being a cone.

Lemma 4.3. Let u;, be a sequence of smooth solutions to (LI)) on R™ with —K < D?uy, <
K on R™ for some constant K > 0. Denote My = {(x, Dug(z)) € R™ x R"|z € R"}.
Suppose (0, Duy(0)) € My,. Then there are a C™'-function us, on R™ with —K < D%y, <
K a.e. on R™ and a multiplicity one stationary varifold V' such that up to a choice of
the subsequence |My| converges to V' in the varifold sense with sptV = {(x, Dus(x)) €
R" x R"|z € R"}.

Proof. By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, up to a choice of the subsequence, we assume that there
is a Cll-function us, on R™ with —K < D?u,, < K a.e. on R” such that u; — s
uniformly on compact sets of R” in C'®-norm for any a € (0,1). By compactness of
varifolds (see Theorem 42.7 and Remark 42.8 in [25]), up to a choice of the subsequence,
we can assume |My| converges to an integer multiplicity stationary varifold V' in R” x R™ in
the varifold sense. Let py denote the Radon measure associated to V. By monotonicity of
the density of V' (see formula 17.3 in [25] for instance), we have py (B, (x4)) > wy,r"™ for any
X, € sptV and r > 0. By varifold convergence of | M|, there is a sequence xj € M}, with
X — X4. Denote xi = (x, Dug(zg)). Then xp converges to a point z, with II(x.) = x,
where II denotes the projection from R™ x R™ into R™ defined by II(x) = x for any
x = (z,y) € R™ x R™ as before. Therefore, x, = limy_,o0 X = limg_yoo (g, Dug(z))) =
(24, Duso(z+)), which implies the support of V'

(4.14) sptV C {(z, Dux(z)) € R" x R"|z € R"}.

Note that for any z € R", H™"(B,(zx) N M) > w,r™ with zy = (z, Dug(z)). Since
(z, Dug(2)) = (2, Dux(2)) as k — oo, from varifold convergence of | M| we get py (B, (z)) >
wpr™ for z = (z, Duso(2)). In particular, z € sptV, which implies

(4.15) {(z, Dux(z)) € R" x R"|x € R"} C sptV.
Now it only remains to prove that V' has multiplicity one. Let regV’ denote the regular

part of V. For any y € regV’, let T,V denote the tangent plane of sptV at y. Let &1,--- , &,
be an orthonormal basis of 7y, V. From Lemma 22.2 in [25] and Proposition 21]

(4.16) lim <r_" lim les 1 A Ak —EL A A gnP) =0,

r—0 k—o0 M;MB(y)
where ey, 1,- - , € is a local orthonormal tangent frame of M}, for each k. We also treat
ek, as a vector on II(Mjy) by letting ey ;(x) = ey i(x, Dug(x)) for each i = 1,--- ,n and
k> 1. Let vy = \/det(6;; + Y5 wikujk), then vk_l =|(eg1 A Negpn, E1 A--- A Ep)| with
Ei,---, E, being a standard orthonormal basis of R”. From —K < D?u;, < K on R” and

([EI6]), we get

(4.17) lim | 7~ lim lek1 A Negn — &1 /\---/\fn]2vk =0.
r—0 k—00 Br(II(y))
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Let vso be a positive constant defined by [(€1 A--- Aén, By A -+ A Ey)| ™', From @IT)
and

/ ‘1—kaugol| :/ |vk_1—vo_ol|vk
B-(M(y)) Br(I(y))

(4.18) S/ ek Ao Ak — 8§ A Ny Er A= A Ep)| vy
B (I(y))

S/ leka A Negn — &L A An| vk,
»(I(y))

with Cauchy inequality we get

(4.19) lim <7‘_" lim |1 - vkvgol|> =0,
Br(I(y))

r—0 k—o00

which implies

i (" (B (11(y)) x BY) =l (5" fim 9" (007 (B (11) % ) )

r—0 r—0

(4.20)

=1lim [ 7" lim Vg, :wnvoo:wn]<§1/\---/\fn,El/\---/\EnH_l.
r—0 k—o00 Br(Il(y))

With ([£I4]), we conclude that V has multiplicity one everywhere on sptV. This completes

the proof. O

We need a dimensional estimate for singular sets of non-smooth special Lagrangian
graphs.

Lemma 4.4. Let u be a C’l’l-functz'on on Br C R™ with —K < D?*u < K a.e. on Br for
some constant K >0, and M = {(z, Du(z)) € R" x R"|z € Br}. If |M| is stationary in
Bgr x R", then the singular set of M is a closed set of Hausdorff dimension < n—4 in M.

Remark. Here, a point x in the singular set of M means that any tangent of M at x
is not an n-plane. Such a point is said to be a singular point. If we write x = (x, Du(x))
for the function v in this lemma, then the singular point x of M is equivalent to that v is
not C? at z.

Proof. The proof is the combination of Bernstein theorem for 3-dimensional minimal
graphs (see Theorem 5.4 in [13] or Theorem 1.3 in [35]) and Federer’s dimension reduction
argument. Let S denote the singular set of M. From Allard’s regularity theorem [1] (see
also Theorem 24.2 in [25]), S is a closed set in M. We suppose that S has Hausdorff
dimension > n — 4. Then there is a constant S > n — 4 so that S-dimensional Hausdorff
measure of S satisfies #?(S) > 0. Let 5. be a measure defined by

[e.e] [e.e]
HE (E) = w2 P inf Z(diamUj)B' Ec|JUjcrR"xR"
j=1 j=1
for any set F/ in R™ x R", where wg = F?gfl), and '(r) = [ e 't"1dt is the gamma
2

function for 0 < r < co. From Lemma 11.2 in [16], #?(E) = 0 if and only if H5(E) = 0.
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From the argument of Proposition 11.3 in [16], there are a point q € S and a sequence
rj — 0 as j — oo such that

(4.21) HE, (SNB,,(q) > 277 Lwgr!.

Up to translation, we assume q being the origin in R™ x R". Let M; = % (M NBy),
_ 1
S = w (SﬂBrj). Then

(4.22) HE (S;NBy) > 277 1w

Without loss of generality, we assume that |M;| converges to a tangent cone M, of M
in R™ x R™ in the varifold sense as j — oco. From Lemma [F.3], M, has multiplicity one
everywhere on sptM,. Let S, be the singular set of M,. If y; € §; and y; — y. €
sptM,, then it’s clear that y, is a singular point of M, by Allard’s regularity theorem,
which implies limsup;S; C Si. Analog to the proof of Lemma 11.5 in [16], we have

HE, (S. N B1(0)) > 2771w, and then
(4.23) HP (S, NBy) > HL (S.NBy) > 27 ws.

Let us continue the above procedure. By the dimension reduction argument, there is an
n-dimensional minimal cone C' C R™ x R", such that for some integer 0 < £ < 3, C'is a
trivial product of R”~* and a k-dimensional regular but non-flat minimal cone C,. From
Lemma 3] and the assumption —K < D?u < K a.e. on Bg, C, has multiplicity one and
sptC, can be written as a graph over R3. However, this contradicts to Theorem 5.4 in [13]
(see also Theorem 1.3 in [35]). We complete the proof. O

From Allard’s regularity theorem (see Theorem 24.2 in [25] for instance), there is a
positive constant 7, > 0 depending only on n such that if V' is a multiplicity one stationary
n-varifold in B, (q) C R" x R" with q € sptV and d(sptV) C 0B, (q) such that the Radon
measure py associated to V satisfies

(4.24) pv (Br(a)) < (1+ 7)wnr”,

then sptV is smooth in B, /5(q), and the second fundamental form By of sptV N B, /2(q)
satisfies
1

(4.25) |1Bvl< on B, »(q) NsptV.

For any C? function f on an open subset of R”, let Xf(x) denote the largest eigenvalue
of D?f(x), and As(z) denote the smallest eigenvalue of D%f(x).

Theorem 4.5. For any constant K > 1, there is a constant c, k > 0 depending only on
n, K such that if u is a smooth solution to (LI]) on R™ with the eigenvalues A1,--- , Ay, of
the Hessian D*u satisfying

(4.26) Aidj > —K on R"

foralli,j=1,--- ,n, and u is not a quadratic polynomial, then the Hessian of u satisfies
—Cpk < D%y < cn,k on R™.

Proof. Let us prove it by contradiction. Let K be a positive constant > 1. Suppose that
there is a sequence of smooth solutions uj, to (ILI)) on R™ with the eigenvalues Ay i, -+, Ap
of D?uy, satisfying

(4.27) )\i,k>\j,k > -K on R"
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for all 2,7 = 1,--- ,n and k > 1 such that each u; is not a quadratic polynomial and
limy_, o0 SUpgn |D?uy| = oo. Then there is a sequence of points pp € R™ such that
A (Pk) — o0 as k — oo. Let X be the special Lagrangian graph in R® x R™ with
the graphic function Dug. Without loss of generality, we assume Duy = 0, then Xj con-
tains the origin in R™ x R™. Since non-quadratic u; implies that X is not flat, then any
tangent cone of ¥y at infinity is not flat. Let 7,, be the constant in (£24]). We claim

1
(4.28) lim

=00 Wy, TT

HY(B, NXg) > 14 7.

Assume lim, o #’H”(Br NXg) <1+ 7,. Now let us deduce the contradiction. From
monotonicity of the density »~"H" (B, N X), we have

H' (B, NXg) < (14 1) wnr"

for all 7 > 0. From ([@24)ZH), we get |By,| < % on B,/ N %, where By, is the
second fundamental form of ¥;. Letting r — oo implies the flatness of X, which is a
contradiction. Hence the claim (4.28)) is true. Then there are a sequence of numbers
7. > 0 and a number 0 < 7, < 7, such that

(4.29) H (B, (Pr) N 2k) = (1 4+ T)wpnrpy
with pr = (pr, Du(pr)) € R™ x R™. For each k, let
1 - n n
My, = E(E’“ —pi) = {r; ' (x — pr) € R" x R"|x € 54},

which is a special Lagrangian graph through the origin. From (4.29)), we have
(4.30) H"(B1 N M) = (14 7)wn.
Denote iy, (z) = r, *ug(rgx + pi) for any z € R™. Then D1y, is the graphic function of Mj.

Up to choose the subsequence, without loss of generality, we assume that the phase
>, arctan \; ; is a nonnegative constant for each k. From Lemma [Tl and the assumption

([#26]), we get
(4.31) D2y, > —2nK /.
Let Fp : (z,y) — (Z,9) be the isometric mapping from R™ x R™ into R™ x R" defined
as (2.4) with A = 2nK/n. From (43]), for each k there is a smooth solution @y to (LI
(with another phase different from the one for D%4;,) on R™ such that Fj (M) is the graph
of Duy, i.e.,

FA(My) = {(z, D (z)) € R x R"| & € R"}.

Put My A = Fa(My). From (2I2) and {.31), we have

2A% +1
(4.32) _ A+ < D% <2\  on R™
From Lemma B3] there are a C'h'-function s, with
2A% +1
(4.33) - i < D%y < 2A a.e.on R"

A
and a multiplicity one stationary n-varifold Vo A such that up to a choice of the subse-
quence |Mj a| converges to Voo o in the varifold sense with sptVooan = {(z, Dux(x)) €
R"™ xR"| 2 € R"}. Denote Muo A = sptVao,a. Noting that M), o has the uniformly gradient
estimate in ({32)) for each k. From (4.30) and varifold convergence of |Mj, 4|, we get

(4.34) H"'(B1 N Moo,A) = (1 + T*)wn.
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Combining (4.24]) (4.25)), we get [Bas., ,| <1 on By/y N Moo a, where By , is the second
fundamental form of By, N My a. According to the isometric mapping Fj, there is a
countably n-rectifiable set My, in R™ x R™ such that | M| converges to a stationary varifold
|Moo| in the varifold sense with Moo A = FA(Moo), and [Bpr,, | < 1 on By s N My, where
B, is the second fundamental form of By /5 N M.

Let vy = +/det(I + D%a,D%@;). We see v being a function on My by identifying
vg(x, Dig(x)) = vg(x). Let vy a be a function on Fi(My) defined by

(4.35) vE(x) = v A (Fa(x)) for any x € Mj.

Let By, denote the second fundamental form of My, in R™ x R™. With (Z.24]) (£.25) (Z.30),
we have [By, | <1 on Byjy N M. Combining (&5) and Lemma [£2] we have

_1 1
Ay AV A A0 = A, <vk’/’{ o FA> (x) = Ang vy, ™ (%)

K—1 -1 K-1 -t K-1 -1
o " (91 Bagy [P (%) € =0 " () = =0 { (Fa(x))

n
for any Fa(x) € By N My 5. From Theorem [3.2] there are constants &, € (0,1] and
O,k > 0 depending only on n, K such that

(4.36)

<

1 _dn _on
4.37 / Ve & < O kv 0 (0).
( ) Hn (Mk,A N B1/4) Mk,AmBl/zL k7A k7A

Since F) is isometric with My y = Fy(Mj), then with (435]) the above inequality is
equivalent to the following mean value inequality:

1 dn _on
4.38 / v, " < Op v, " (0).
(4.38) H™ (My, N Byys) Jarm, ), k e " (0)

Note that limy_,o Ay, (pr) = oo implies v;(0) — co. Combining (£38]) and |Bys,| < 1 on
B1/2 N My, we conclude that

(4.39) AL

Let Sn,, be the singular set of My, then Sy, = Fa(Swm,, ). Note that Sy, is closed
in My, |My| converges to the n-rectifiable stationary varifold |My| in the varifold sense,
and | M| has multiplicity one everywhere on My,. Then from Allard’s regularity theorem
for any x € My \ Sy, there is a constant 7y > 0 such that My N B, (x) converges
to My N By (x) smoothly. Since Sy, has codimension 4 at least by Lemma E4] then
Moo\ S, is connected. Combining (4:39]) and the mean value inequality for vy like (Z38]),
for any compact set Q with QN Sy, = 0, we have

(4.40) JHm A}%ﬂ vp, = 00.

Then combining (£40) and the assumption (€26]), we have
e S

(4.41) h,?;l;.}f lilrf;QAuk > 0.

From (2.10]), we have

(4.42) —— < dg. < Aa =2A

1
2A
on the set where i is C?.

If Sy, is empty, then by a standard argument (see Yuan [33, 37]) ([#.42) on R
implies the flatness of M 4, i.e., li is a quadratic polynomial. However, this violates
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(A34). Hence Spr,, , # 0. Now we blow My, A up at a point in Sy ,. By (Federer’s)
dimension reduction argument, we get a multiplicity one minimal cone C), which is a
trivial product of a [-dimensional nonflat regular minimal cone C* and a Euclidean factor
R"!(4 <1 < n). With Lemma 3] there is a sequence of manifolds M} (obtained from

Mo by scaling and translation) such that ‘]\/4\;@‘ converges in the varifold sense to C.
Moreover, from ([f33) there is a C1! function w* on R™ with
2A% +1
A

such that sptC is a graph over R™ in R" x R” with the graphic function Dw*. Note that w*
is not C2 on the set {0'} x R*' = {(0,---,0, 2141, -+ ,Zn) € R (2141, , ) € R*7I}.

From (4.42]), we get
(4.44) ——— < Ay < A = 2A

(4.43) < D*w* < 2A a.e. on R"

on R™\ ({0'} x R™7!). Hence, without loss of generality, for each j = 1,--- ,n, O;w* has
the decomposition as follows:

* 8 * 3
O (1, ) = 5w (1, ) = Gi(an, L a) Y G
Ty —
k=Il+1
for some function ¢; and some constant matrix (cjx)px(n—y With & =1+1,---,n and
j=1,---,n. By choosing the coordinate system of x1,--- ,x,, we can assume
(4.45) 8]‘10*(331,"' ,:En) = ¢j(l‘1,"' ,ZE[) +le‘j
for some constant vector (ci,--- ,¢,) with ¢; = --- = ¢ = 0. Outside {0'} x R*™, for
i=1,---,land j=14+1,--- ,n, we have
(4.46) 8ijw* = ajiw* =0= &-qﬁj(xl, e ,a;l),
which implies ¢;(x1,---,2;) = 0 on R! for j =1+ 1,--- ,n as sptC, contains the origin.
We consider a C1! function ®* on R" defined by
q>* _ * 1 - 2
(4.47) = w3 Z cjz?.
j=l+1
Then with (4.45]) we have 0;®* = 0;w* —cjz; = 0 for any j =[+1,--- ,n. In other words,
®* is a function depending only on 1, - - , ;. Hence we can define a function ® on R! by

¢($1,... ,xl) — ¢*($1’... 7xl707“' ’0) Such that
sptC* = {(z, D®(x)) € R' x R!|z € R'}.

Let p1 > --- >y be the eigenvalues of D?®. Then D?®* has eigenvalues pq,--- , i and
Cl+1, 5 Cp With

l n
(4.48) Z arctan p; + Z arctanc; = O.
i=1 i=l+1

From the calibration Re(e‘m@_ZLHIarCtan Dz A A dz;), the Lagrangian graph
sptC* is minimizing in R! x R!. Note that sptC* has only one singularity at the origin.
From @H) and @ZT), ®(x1,--- ,21) + 5 2. j_;4 625 has eigenvalues between —g and
2A, which implies

1

4.49 2A > > > >
(4.49) Y AT
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on R\ {0'}. By the maximum principle argument for /det(I + (D2®)2) (see Yuan [35] [37]
for instance), we get the flatness of sptC*, which is a contradiction. This completes the
proof. O

Combining Warren-Yuan’s argument in [30], we have the following Liouville type the-
orem.

Theorem 4.6. There exists a constant €, € (0,1) such that if w is a smooth solution
to the special Lagrangian equation (L)) on R™ with eigenvalues A\i(x), - , Ap(x) of the
Hessian D?u(x) satisfying

(4.50) 31+ en) + (1 + ) A2 (2) + 2N (2)A\j () > 0

foralli,j=1,--- ,n and x € R", then u must be a quadratic polynomial.

Proof. Let us prove it by contradiction. Suppose Theorem fails. Then there is a
sequence of smooth solutions u to (L) on R™ with eigenvalues A; y(x), -, Ay x(x) of
D?uy,(z) satisfying

(4.51) 3 <1 + %) + <1 + %) AL (@) 4 27k (2)Aj () > 0

foralli,j=1,---,n, k> 2and z € R", and each uy is not a quadratic polynomial. The
inequality (£51)) implies

(4.52) <1 _ %) o@D () > —3 <1 + %)

foralli,j=1,---,n, k> 2 and € R". From Theorem 5], D?uy, is uniformly bounded
on R™ by a constant ¢, depending only on n, i.e., —¢, < D?u; < ¢,. Let M denote
the Lagrangian graph with the graphic function Duy for each k. From Allard’ regularity
theorem (see also (£.28])), there exists a sequence r, — oo such that

(4.53) lilgiorgf r"H™ (Br, N M) > why.
Let ]\/4\19 = iMk, and i = rk_2uk(rk-). Then

(4.54) lim inf H"(By N My) > wy.

k—o0
From Lemma 3 and —¢,, < D?*uy, < ¢,, there are a C1!'-function @e on R™ with
(4.55) —¢p, < D%ig < ¢ a.e.on R"

and a multiplicity one stationary n-varifold V., such that up to a choice of the subsequence
| M| converges to Vi in the varifold sense with sptVee = {(z, Diioo(2)) € R"xR"|z € R"}.

From Lemma [£4] there is a closed set S in R™ with Hausdorff dimension of S <n —4
such that e, is smooth on R™\ S. Let 5\171“ . ,S\n,k denote the eigenvalues of D24y, with
5\171: > > Xnk From —¢, < D?uj; < ¢,, we have ¢, > 5\1,k > e 2 j\nk > —cCp.
For any compact set K in R™ with K NS = (), from Lemma 3] we can assume that
Uj converges to s, smoothly on K up to a choice of the subsequence. In particular, for
any z € K, D*ig(z) — D%l (z). For each k > 1, let (&1x, -+ ,&n k) be an orthonormal
(n x n)-matrix with unit vectors &; g, -+, &, so that

(4.56) j\zk(az) = <§i7k, D2ﬁk(az)§i,k> for each 1.
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Up to a choice of the subsequences, we assume §; ;, — & for some vector ; for each i.

Then (&1, -+ ,&,) forms an orthonormal (n X n)-matrix with [£;| = --- = |{,| = 1. From
(£586]), we have

lim A g(z) = li e, D2 ) = lm (&, D% (2)8;) .
(4.57) Jim i g(z) = lim (& D k()& 1) Jim (&, Do ()&;)

Denote S\M = limp 00 S\Zk($) Then S\M is the eigenvalue of D20, () with the eigenvector
&;. From (451]), it follows that 3“‘5\?@4‘25\1@5\]’@ > 0foreachi,j=1,---,n. Let M,y A
be the eigenvalues of D?i, on R™\ S with A1 > -+ > An. The above argument gives

(4.58) 34+ A2 +20), >0 on R"\ S

foralli,j =1,--- ,n. Together with [@55]), now we follow the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [30]
including Proposition 3.1 in [30], and get the flatness of sptV.,. However, this contradicts
to (£54) with the help of Lemma A3l We complete the proof. O

Remark. Obviously if we assume
3
(4.59) it AN () 2 S (14 e)
i g=1,
for any z € R™, or
(4.60) —V3(1 +e€,) < D?*u <V3(1+e)
on R™, then (450]) holds true. Namely, any smooth solution u to (LI on R™ satisfying
#3R9) for any z € R™ or (L60]) on R™ must be a quadratic polynomial.

Using the above Liouville type theorem, we can get an interior curvature estimate
for special Lagrangian graphs, which is key for Hessian estimates of solutions to special
Lagrangian equations in the following section.

Corollary 4.7. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI]) on
By C R™ with Du(0) = 0, and the eigenvalues \1(z),--- , A\u(2) of D?u(z) satisfies ([@E50)
for alli,j7 and x € By. Let M be the special Lagrangian graph over Bo with the graphic
function Du. Then there is a constant ¢, > 0 depending only on n such that |By| < ¢,
on M NB1, where By is the second fundamental form of M.

Proof. Let us prove it by contradiction. Suppose that there is a sequence of smooth
solution wuy to the special Lagrangian equation (L) on By C R™ with Duy(0) = 0 such
that the eigenvalues \j ,---, Ap 1 of D2, satisfies

(4.61) B(1+4 €n) + (L+ en) A7 () + 20 k()N e(z) >0

for all i,j = 1,---,n, k > 1 and x € Bs, and the special Lagrangian graph M) of the
graphic function wuy satisfies

(4.62) Jim | By, |(21,) = o0

for some sequence of points z;, € M), N By. Here, By, is the second fundamental form of
M;,.

Then there exists a sequence of points qi € B3 such that
2

ey (5t} Bulia = s (- i) 1B > o

3N
2
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as k — oo. Denote qr = (qg, Dug(qx)). Put 7, = % — |ag| > 0, then B;, (qx) C Bs. Let

3
2

Ry, = 2ry /T, Xk be a scaling of a part of M}, through the origin defined by
Y = {Rp(x —aqr) € R" xR"|x € Mp N B, 2(qr)},
and
ik (v) = Rjup(Ry 'z + qx) — Ryx - Dug(qr)  for any @ € (M, N By, ja(ar)),

then X, is a special Lagrangian graph in B,, with the graphic function Dy and 9% N
B, =0.

Let By, be the second fundamental form of ¥ in R" x R". Since Z < 3 — |z| for all
x € B (qg), then by the definition of r; we have
2

1 1 2 3
suplBy| ~o swp |Bul< a2 s (— - |x|> By ()
k

RkBﬂc (ax)NMj, Ry, Tk By (qi)NMy, 2
(4.64) ) N 5 N )
Tk
< sup (——x)B X) = =1,
Rimk By, \ 2 el ) 1Bag, | () Ry,
2
and

1 11 3 Tk 1
By |(0) = —|B = —— - — B = = —.
) 10 = Bl = g s () Bl = 7 =5

From (461]), there holds

(4.66) 3(1+ €n) + (1 + e,) min{A7, (2), )\?k(x)} + 2N k() A k() >0
forall i, =1,--- ,n and x € By, which implies

1+e€,
(4.67) 3o k(@) Aj(@) > 0.

1—e€,
Let Ay x(2),- -, Anr(2) be the eigenvalues of D?dy,(x). By the definition of 4y, the above
inequality implies

1+e,
1—e,
for each integer k > 1, 4,5 € {1,--- ,n}, z € II(X; N By, ). With Lemma ATl and (ZG68]),

we get 5\1“ > —A with A = % on II(X; N B,,).

(4.68) 3 + Xip(@)Aj k() > 0

Let Fj be the Lewy rotation defined in (24), then Fi(X;) C B,, through the origin
with O(F(Xg)) N By, = 0 by the definition of ¥;. From (26), FA(Xg) is a graph over

II(FA(Xg)) in B,, . From (Z8)), for each k there are n smooth functions (wg 1, -, wy,) on
II(FA (X)) with wy ;(0) = 0 and Q;wy, ; = Ojwy; for each 4,5 = 1,--- ,n such that Fi(Xy)
is the graph of (wg1,--- ,wg,). Here, O1,---,0, is a standard orthonormal basis of R".

A similar argument of (2.10)(2.12)), all the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix (9;wy, ;)
are between —# and 24, i.e.,

2A%2 +1

(4.69) A

< (Qywy,;) < 2A on II(Fy (Zg)).-
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Let B,, be the largest ball centered at the origin in II(FaA(X;)). Denote |wy .| =
\/2oiey wi .. Then from ([GY) for any y € B,
(4.70)
w3y - Dwy 4
Wi (y / o7 Wk (ty)dt = Z/ Wk Tk 3y < (27 + 1)|y| = (2A + 1)px

|wk *

Combining p? + |wi.|*(y) = 72, we get pp > % In particular, limg_,o pp = 00

from (4.63]). From Frobenius’ theorem (see Lemma 7.2.11 in [34] for instance), there is a
function uy, on B, with Duy(0) = (0,---,0) such that Duy = (wp,1, - ,wkn) on B, .
The inequality (4.69) implies
2A% + 1
A
From (4.64]) and the isometric mapping Fj, we get SUPf, (5,) ’BFA(Ek)‘ <1, where Bp, ;)

(4.71) < D%y, <2\ onB

Pk

is the second fundamental form of Fj (X;) in R” x R™. Hence, | D31y | is uniformly bounded
on any compact set of R™ for all suitable large k. By Schauder’s theory of elliptic equations,
there is a smooth function % on R™ such that up to a choice of the subsequence, 1y
converges smoothly to s on compact sets of R, and Yoo p = {(z, Diioo(7)) € R" x
R"| z € R™} is a smooth minimal graph over R™. Hence, there is a smooth minimal
submanifold ¥, with Fj(Xs) = Yoo a such that ¥ N E converges smoothly to ¥o N E
for any compact set £ C R™ x R"™.

Now let us finish the proof by dividing into two cases.

e Case 1. There are a point X, € Y5 and a sequence x; € X, with x5, — X5 such
that there holds |D?%y|(x) — oo with x = (w3, Dig(2y)). From the proof of

Theorem A5, the mean value inequality for the function (det(I + D?ayD%d))~ 2
implies that for any sequence yj € Xj with yx — yoo and lim supy, |yx| < oo, there
holds | D%y (yx) — oo with yx = (y&, Dig(yx)). By following the argument of the
proof of Theorem on the part of the singular set of M., we get the flatness of
Yoo from (L68]). However, this contradicts to (4.63]).

e Case 2. For any point X, € Y and any sequence xi = (g, Dig(zx)) € X with
XJ, — Xoo, there holds limsupy,_, . |D?dy| (7)) < oo. With ([£64) we get that the
smooth minimal submanifold ¥, is a speical Lagrangian graph over R™ in R™ x R™.
Let us be a smooth function such that Dus is the graphic function of ¥,,. Since
Y N E converges smoothly to Yo, N E for any compact set £ C R™ x R™, then

(£568]) implies

1+e¢,
4.72 3
(4.72) s
for each 4,5 € {1,--- ,n}, x € R", where \j o0, -, A o0 are the eigenvalues of
D?*us. From Theorem [L6], we get the flatness of ¥, which contradicts to (Z65]).

+ )\i,oo(a:))\j,oo(x) > 0,

O

5. HESSIAN ESTIMATES FOR SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN EQUATIONS

In this section, we use superharmonic functions on special Lagrangian graphs to derive
Hessian estimates for the solutions to special Lagrangian equations.



LIOUVILLE TYPE THEOREMS AND HESSIAN ESTIMATES 25

Theorem 5.1. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI)) on
Br C R"™ with the eigenvalues \(x),--- , A\u(2) of the Hessian D?u(x) satisfying ([@50)
for alli,j and x € Br. Then there is a constant C,, > 0 depending only on n such that
maxpg, |[Du — Du(0)|"
R ’

(5.1) |D?u(0)| < Cpexp (Cn

Proof. By scaling, we only need to show the case of R = 3. By considering u— Du(0) -z, we
can assume Du(0) = 0. Let M, = {(z, Du) € R"xR"| x € B,} for r € (0, 3], and M = M3
for short. We consider the mapping Fy : (z,y) — (Z,9) as ([24) with A = bn(lten) e

m(1—€n)
#(M,) = {L reB }
Y lVAAT + T "y
From Lemma[@land (4.68)), the function @ = ﬁ (u(x)+A|z|?) is convex with D25 > A

on Bs. Since T : Bz — Du(Bs3) is injective from (Z2.6), and detJ > 0 from (27), then
Z(M) = Du(Bs) is simply connected. Therefore, Fy(M) can be written as a graph over
Z(M) with the graphic function D for some solution u to (II)). From (2I2)), one has

2A%2 +1

Z,y be mappings defined in (25]), then

(2Az + Du(z)) € R"

(5.2)

(5.3)

< D?u < 2A on Z(M).

For any t > 0, let (tZ)™ denote the lattice in R" defined by
{(z1, - ,z,) € R"| t_lxi € Z for each i}.

Let Q = (t.Z)" N z(My) with t. = A/\/A% + (2A2 + 1)2. For any distinct ¢1,q2 € Q with
lg1 — g2| = t., let p1,p2 € Z(My) satisfy ¢; = Z(p;) for i = 1,2. From (23],
(5.4)

(b1 — po, 3(pr) — 3(pa)) — L1 P2 2ApL+ Dulpy) — 28py = Dulp)) , Alpy —pof*
’ VIAT+1 T OVARZ 1
Then combining the definitions of Z,y in (2.3]), and (2.6]) (5.4)), one has

|Dii(q1) — Du(go)* = [5(p1) — 4(p2)|?

1 2
=T [PAVAN + 1(a(p) — 2(p2) — (4A% + 1)(p1 — p2)
(5.5) i )
<4N%|Z(p1) — Z(p2)|* — 402 p1 — pa|® 4 (4A% + 1)|p1 — pa?
- - 4N%2 +1 ~ 2A2 +1)2
<A [a(pr) — #(p2) P+ T ) - 2o = B2
By the definition of t,., we have
2A2 +1)2
(5.6) 01 — @ + |Da(qr) — D(go)? < 12 <1 + %) _1
Put
(5.7) Q = {(¢, Du(q)) € FA(M)|q € Q}.
Then from (5.6]) we have
(5.8) Fa(My) C | Bi(a).

qeQ



26 QI DING

Let v = y/det(I + D2uD?u), and we see v being a function on M by identifying
v(z, Du(z)) = v(z). Let vy be a function on Fp (M) defined by

(5.9) v(x) = vA(Fa(x)) for any x € M.

Combining ([A.5)([4.67) and Lemma [42] (compared with (£36])) we have
- 2+4ep, -1 2

(5.10) Apy vy < vp " [BEy ()]

n(l —ep,)
on Fp(M), where B, () is the second fundamental form of Fi(M). From Theorem
and Corollary [A.7], there are constants d,, € (0,1] and 6,, > 0 depending only on n such
that

1

H™ (FA(M) N By (x)) /FA(M)OBT(X) A
for any x € Fa (M) with d(x, FA(OM)) < 2r.

(5.11)

Let L = maxp, |Dul, then by the definition of z(M,) in (5.2]), £(M;) belongs to a ball
B, centered at the origin with radius p satisfying

2A+ L L
P ————=<1+ .

4A2 + 1 2A
Hence, with (5.6]) there is a constant ¢, > 0 depending only on n such that the number of
the discrete set Q satisfies

(5.13) 4Q < cn(1+ L)

Up to a choice of ¢,, for any q € Q there is a finite sequence of points qg,q1, - - ,qm € Q
with qp = 0 € R" xR", q = qm, m+ 1 < ¢,(1 + L)" and |qj+1 —q;] < 1 for i =
0,1,--- ,m — 1. Then from (GI1))

(5.12)

)

—n
n

vy "<

(5.14) on® < Oy O (Fa(M) B3 (0))

/JF*“A(J\/I)W321I (a1) /FA(M)HB%(O)

For any x,x’ C Fy(M), from (5.3) there is a constant a,, > 0 depending only on n such
that

(5.15) 1 (Fa(M) By (x)) < (;—:7-[" (Fa(M) "B, (x))

1
1

Then from (5.14), it follows that

(5.16) /
FA(M)OB% (a1)

_dn _dn
Hence there is a point z; € B1(q) such that v, " (z1) < ayv, " (0).
4

By an induction argument, we suppose that there is a point z, € B 1 (qx) such that

_on Sn

vy " (z) < akv, ™ (0). Since B (zx) N FA(OM) = 0, with (5.14) (515]) we have
(5.17)

on

Sn _on
vy " < Oy " () H” (FA(M) ﬂB%(zk))

_(sn

vy " <

FA(M)OB%(Qk+1) /FA(M)OB%(Zk)

dn

<buokuy ()M (Fu(M) 1By ()
NB

(ae41)) -

_on
n

<aF T (0)H" <FA(M)

N
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_9n _9n
Hence there is a point zx1 € B%(qkﬂ) such that v, " (zg4+1) < o+, ™ (0). Therefore,

with (B3]

_dn dn

vy " < Oy " (2 ) H <FA(M) nB

_n

,UA n <

Nl
—
N

3
~—
N——

/FA(M)OBI(CI) /FA(M)OB%(ZW)

(5.18)
_on

<ap oy (O)H" (Fa(M) N By (a)) < chair 0 0 (0).

Here, ¢/, is a constant depending only on n. Combining (5.8)) (5.13]), we have

dn on

vy " < / N
/FA(M1) A Z Fa(M)NB:1(q) A

(5.19) acQ

_on

_dn n
§c;a%”(1+L) vy " (0)en (1 + L) = cnc/nenlog(HL)eC”(HL) loganvA " (0).

Therefore, from (5.9) we get

(5.20) / v < CreCn "y (0)
My
for some constant C,, > 0 depending only on n. Then
(5.21) Wn :/ vt S/ v < C’neC"an_i_?(O),
M, My
which implies
(5.22) 0(0) < <C—> e
W,
This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. The order n of L™ in (522) comes from the volume growth of M (cite
Proposition [21). In other words, if H"(My) < ¢(1 + L) for some a € (0,n] with M; =
{(z,Du) € R" x R"| x € B1} and L = maxp, |Dul|, then we can improve the estimates in
BI3) to 1Q < d(14+L)* for some constant ¢ > 0 depending only onn, c. Correspondingly,

G22) can be improved to v(0) < "¢’ I for some constant ¢’ > 0 depending only on
n,c, .

Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI on Bg C R™ with
the eigenvalues A\; > -+ > \, of D?u. Assume © > (n — 2)7/2. Then

7r
(5.23) 0= Zarctan Ai < (n— 1)5 + arctan \,,

1
which implies
(5.24) arctan(—\,) < (n — 1)% - 0.
Monotonicity of the function ‘arctan’ on (-7, 5) infers

(5.25) —Ap < tan (g— <@—(n—2)g)) = cot (@— (n—2)2

[
N

Namely,

(5.26) D?u > — cot <® —(n— 2)%) .



28 QI DING

Let A, denote the largest eigenvalue of D?u, and ® = /1 +Xi on Br. Let M be the
special Lagrangian graph of Du with Laplacian Ajys. In Proposition 2.1 of [28], Wang-Yuan
proved

(5.27) Aprlog® > |V log @

(“ﬁ)

4
in the distribution sense. Hence, A M<I>_<1_ v4"+1+1) < 0 in the distribution sense from
(527). From Theorem [32] there are constants d, € (0,1] depending on n and 6, ¢ > 0
depending only on n, max{0, cot (@ —(n— 2)%)} such that
1 -5 -5
5.28 / o < 971,@(1) (%
(5.28) H™ (M N B (2)) JurB,(2) (=)

forany z€ M and 0 <r < Gg’gd(z,ﬁM). Analog to the proof of Theorem [5.1] we have
the following result.

Theorem 5.3. Let u be a smooth solution to the special Lagrangian equation (LI)) on
Br C R™ with |©] > (n — 2)n/2. Then there is a constant Cp, @ > 0 depending only on
n, O with Cp e — 00 as |O] = (n—2)7/2 such that
maxpg,, |Du — Du(0)|"
R ’

(5.29) |D?*u(0)| < Cp, eexp (Cn,@
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