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INTERIOR ESTIMATES FOR THE MONGE-AMPÈRE TYPE

FOURTH ORDER EQUATIONS

LING WANG AND BIN ZHOU∗

Abstract. In this paper, we give several new approaches to study interior estimates for a
class of fourth order equations of Monge-Ampère type. First, we prove interior estimates for
the homogeneous equation in dimension two by using the partial Legendre transform. As an
application, we obtain a new proof of the Bernstein theorem without using Caffarelli-Gutiérrez’s
estimate, including the Chern conjecture on affine maximal surfaces. For the inhomogeneous
equation, we also obtain a new proof in dimension two by an integral method relying on the
Monge-Ampère Sobolev inequality. This proof works even when the right hand side is singular.
In higher dimensions, we obtain the interior regularity in terms of integral bounds on the second
derivatives and the inverse of the determinant.

1. Introduction

We study the regularity of the following fourth order equations of Monge-Ampère type

(1.1) U ijwij = f,

where {U ij} is the cofactor matrix of D2u of an unknown uniformly convex function, and

(1.2) w =

{

[detD2u]−(1−θ), θ ≥ 0, θ 6= 1,

log detD2u, θ = 1.

When θ = 1
n+2

, this is the affine mean curvature equation in affine geometry [Ch]. When θ = 0,

it is Abreu’s equation arising from the problem of extremal metrics on toric manifolds in Kähler

geometry [Ab], and is equivalent to

∑

i,j

∂2uij

∂xi∂xj
= f,

where {uij} is the inverse matrix of D2u. The regularity of (1.1) has been extensively studied

before, see [TW1, TW2, D, Z1, Z2, CHLS, Le1, Le2, CW]. This equation is usually treated as

a system of a Monge-Ampère equation and a linearized Monge-Ampère equation. Therefore, in
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previous works, its regularity relies heavily on Caffarelli-Gutiérrez’s deep result on the interior

regularity of the linearized Monge-Ampère equation [CG], which was later extended by [LS,

GN1, GN2] to the the boundary and to higher order estimates. In this paper, we investigate the

interior estimates of (1.1) by several new approaches. We will mainly concentrate on the case

θ ∈ [0, 1] due to the interesting geometric background.

We first consider the case of the homogeneous equation

(1.3) U ijwij = 0,

where w is given by (1.2). We apply the partial Legendre transform to give a new proof of the

interior estimates of (1.3) in dimension two.

Theorem 1.1. Assume n = 2 and θ ∈ [0, 1]. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a convex domain and let u be a

smooth convex solution to equation (1.3) on Ω satisfying

(1.4) 0 < λ ≤ detD2u ≤ Λ.

Then for any Ω′ ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on supΩ |u|, λ, Λ, θ and

dist(Ω′, ∂Ω), such that

‖u‖C4,α(Ω′) ≤ C.

The partial Legendre transform for the fourth order equation was first used in [LZ] where the

authors deal with the second boundary value problem. After the partial Legendre transform,

equation (1.3) becomes a quasi-linear second order equation (see (2.3)) for the determinant.

The main ingredient in our proof is an interior integral gradient estimate (Theorem 2.2). When

θ ∈
[

0, 1
4

]

, condition (1.4) holds by the determinant estimates and arguments of strict convexity

[TW1, Z1]. By Theorem 1.1 and a rescaling argument as in [TW1, Theorem 2.1], we obtain a

new proof of the following Bernstein theorem [TW1, JL, Z1] without using Caffarelli-Gutiérrez’s

theory.

Theorem 1.2. Assume n = 2 and 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1
4
. Let u be an entire smooth uniformly convex

solution to (1.3) on R
2. Then u is a quadratic polynomial.

In the case of the inhomogeneous equation and in higher dimensions, the partial Legendre

transform does not work. We will investigate the interior regularity by an integral method mo-

tivated by De Giorgi-Nash-Moser’s theory. Consider the inhomogeneous equation with general

right hand side term

(1.5) U ijwij = f(x, u,Du,D2u),

where w given by (1.2) with θ ∈ [0, 1]. This equation is introduced by [Le4, Le5] in the study

of convex functionals with a convexity constraint related to the Rochet-Choné model for the
2



monopolist problem in economics. It is said to be singular since the right hand side term depends

on D2u. A typical example considered in [Le4, Le5, LZ] is

(1.6) f = div (|∇u|p−2∇u) + f 0(x, u).

Note that when f ∈ L∞(Ω), once we have the determinant estimate (1.4), we can use Caffarelli-

Gutiérrez’s theory to get the interior regularity. The assumption on f can be weakened to

f ∈ L
n
2
+ε(Ω) by [LN]. Hence for f defined as (1.6), when n = 2 and p ≥ 2, we can obtain

the interior regularity of u directly by using interior W 2,1+ε-estimates of the Monge-Ampère

equations [DFS, S]. To settle the more singular case 1 < p < 2, Le established the interior

estimate of the linearized Monge-Ampère equation with right hand side term in divergence

form in dimension two [Le3]. One of the main tools in [Le3] are the Monge-Ampère Sobolev

inequality (see Lemma 3.2). In this paper, we will use the Monge-Ampère Sobolev inequality

and the W 2,1+ε-estimates for the Monge-Ampère equation directly in the fourth order equation

to obtain a W 2,p-estimate of the solution (Theorem 3.3). Then we can apply the regularity

theory of second order elliptic equation of divergence type to obtain a new proof for the interior

estimates of (1.5).

Theorem 1.3. Assume n = 2 and θ ∈ [0, 1]. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a convex domain. Assume

f = div (g) + h

where g := (g1(x), g2(x)) : Ω → R
2 is a bounded vector function and h ∈ Lq(Ω) for some q > n

2
.

Suppose u is a smooth convex solution to equation (1.5) on Ω satisfying (1.4). Then for any

Ω′ ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on supΩ |u|, λ, Λ, θ, ‖g‖L∞(Ω), ‖h‖Lq(Ω) and

dist(Ω′, ∂Ω), such that

‖u‖W 4,q(Ω′) ≤ C.

Remark 1.4. (1) It is clear that the above theorem applies to the case (1.6) for any p > 1 in

dimension two. The higher dimensional case is still open.

(2) When f ∈ W 1,q(Ω) and θ = 0 or 1, we give another new proof in Section 3 inspired

by [CC] for the complex setting. More precisely, we get a C2-estimate of u in terms of the

W 2,p-bound (Theorem 3.4), which makes (1.5) become a uniformly elliptic equation. Then the

classical theory of uniformly elliptic equations can be applied.

In higher dimensions, the interior regularity and the Bernstein theorem are still widely open.

In fact, according to the counterexample in [TW1] for the affine maximal surface equation, there

may be no interior estimates if no further assumptions are made. More precisely, (1.4) may not

hold. We give a partial result by assuming integral bounds on the second derivatives and the

inverse of the determinant.
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Theorem 1.5. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a convex domain and let u be a smooth uniformly convex solution

to equation (1.3) with θ ∈ [0, 1] on Ω. Assume that p, q > 0 satisfy n
p
+ 1

q
< 2

n
. Then for any Ω′ ⋐

Ω, there exists a constant C, depending only on p, q, θ, supΩ |u|, ‖u‖W 2,p(Ω), ‖(detD
2u)−1‖Lq(Ω)

and dist(Ω′, ∂Ω), such that

‖u‖C4,α(Ω′) ≤ C.

As an application, we obtain a Liouville type theorem in higher dimensions.

Corollary 1.6. Let u be an entire smooth uniformly convex solution to (1.1) with θ ∈ [0, 1] on

R
n. Suppose there are p, q, C > 0 such that n

p
+ 1

q
< 2

n
and

(1.7)

∫

BR(0)

|D2u|p + (detD2u)−q dx ≤ CRn , ∀R > 0.

Then u is a quadratic polynomial.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2.1, we apply the partial Legendre

transform to (1.1) in dimension two to derive a new equation. The key interior gradient estimate

(Theorem 2.2) for the new equation is established in Section 2.2. Then we prove Theorem 1.1 in

Section 2.3 with this key estimate. In Section 3, we first derive the W 2,p-estimate of u (Theorem

3.3), and then we prove Theorem 1.3. Section 4 is devoted to some study on interior regularity

in higher dimensions.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Guohuan Qiu for some valuable dis-

cussions.

2. The homogeneous equation in dimension two

In this section, we present a new proof for the interior estimate for the homogeneous equation

without Caffarelli-Gutiérrez’s theory.

2.1. The new equation under partial Legendre transform. We first focus on the dimen-

sion two case. Write u(x) = u(x1, x2). The partial Legendre transform in the x1-variable is

(2.1) u⋆(ξ, η) = x1ux1(x1, x2)− u(x1, x2),

where

y = (ξ, η) = P(x1, x2) := (ux1, x2) ∈ P(Ω) =: Ω⋆.

We have

∂(ξ, η)

∂(x1, x2)
=

(

ux1x1 ux1x2

0 1

)

, and
∂(x1, x2)

∂(ξ, η)
=

(

1
ux1x1

−
ux1x2

ux1x1

0 1

)

.
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Hence,

(2.2) u⋆
ξ = x1, u⋆

ξξ =
1

ux1x1

, u⋆
η = −ux2 , u⋆

ηη = −
detD2u

ux1x1

, u⋆
ξη = −

ux1x2

ux1x1

.

The partial Legendre transform has been used widely in the study of the Monge-Ampère equation

[DS, F, GP, LS, Li]. Here we apply it to equation (1.3).

In order to derive the equation under the partial Legendre transform, we consider the associ-

ated functionals of (1.3)

Aθ(u) =















∫

Ω
[detD2u]θ dx, θ > 0, θ 6= 1,

∫

Ω
log detD2u dx, θ = 0,

∫

Ω
detD2u log detD2u dx, θ = 1.

The case of θ = 0 is essentially included in [LZ].

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a uniformly convex solution to (1.3) in Ω. Then in Ω⋆ = P(Ω), its

partial Legendre transform u⋆ satisfies

(2.3) w⋆w⋆
ξξ + w⋆

ηη + (θ − 1)w⋆
ξ
2 +

θ − 2

w⋆
w⋆

η
2 = 0,

Here w⋆ = −
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ
.

Proof. As

detD2u = −
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

, dxdy = u⋆
ξξ dξdη,

we have

Aθ(u)=

∫

Ω⋆

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)θ

u⋆
ξξ dξdη

=

∫

Ω⋆

(−u⋆
ηη)

θu⋆
ξξ

1−θ dξdη =: A⋆
θ(u

⋆), θ ∈ (0, 1);

A0(u)=

∫

Ω⋆

log

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)

u⋆
ξξ dξdη =: A⋆

0(u
⋆);

A1(u)=

∫

Ω⋆

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)

log

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)

u⋆
ξξ dξdη =: A⋆

1(u
⋆).

Since u is maximal with respect to the functional Aθ, u
⋆ is maximal with respect to the functional

A⋆
θ. It suffices to derive the Euler-Lagrange equation of A⋆

θ. See [TW1, Z1] for the case of the

Legendre transform.
5



First, we consider θ ∈ (0, 1). For ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω⋆), by integration by parts,

dA⋆
θ(u

⋆ + tϕ)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=

∫

Ω⋆

[−θ(−u⋆
ηη)

θ−1u⋆
ξξ

1−θϕηη + (1− θ)(−u⋆
ηη)

θ(u⋆
ξξ)

−θϕξξ] dξdη

=

∫

Ω⋆

{−[θ(−u⋆
ηη)

θ−1u⋆
ξξ

1−θ]ηη + [(1− θ)(−u⋆
ηη)

θ(u⋆
ξξ)

−θ]ξξ}ϕdξdη.(2.4)

Denote w⋆ = −
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ
. Then the equation, after the transformation, becomes

−θ(w⋆θ−1)ηη + (1− θ)(w⋆θ)ξξ = 0.

After simplification, this is (2.3). Similarly, for ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω∗),

dA⋆
0(u

⋆ + tϕ)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=

∫

Ω⋆

−
u⋆
ξξ

u⋆
ηη

(

−
ϕηηu

⋆
ξξ − u⋆

ηηϕξξ

u⋆
ξξ

2

)

u⋆
ξξ + log

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)

ϕξξ dξdη

=

∫

Ω⋆

ϕηηu
⋆
ξξ − u⋆

ηηϕξξ

u⋆
ηη

+ log

(

−
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

)

ϕξξ dξdη,

and the equation, after the transformation, becomes

−[(w⋆)−1]ηη + (logw⋆)ξξ = 0.

After simplification, we obtain (2.3). Finally,

dA⋆
1(u

⋆ + tϕ)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=

∫

Ω⋆

(1 + logw⋆)

(

−
ϕηηu

⋆
ξξ − u⋆

ηηϕξξ

u⋆
ξξ

2

)

u⋆
ξξ + w⋆ logw⋆ϕξξ dξdη

=−

∫

Ω⋆

(1 + logw⋆)(w⋆ϕξξ − ϕηη) + w⋆ logw⋆ϕξξ dξdη.

Then the equation after transformation is

−w⋆
ξξ − (logw⋆)ηη = 0,

which is equivalent to (2.3). �

2.2. The interior gradient estimate of (2.3). For simplicity, we change notations in this

section and write (2.3) as

(2.5) uuxx + uyy = (1− θ)u2
x +

2− θ

u
u2
y.

It is easy to see that this is a quasi-linear equation with the right-hand side depending on the

gradient. We prove the following interior gradient estimate.
6



Theorem 2.2. Assume u is a solution to (2.5) with θ ∈ [0, 1] on BR := BR(0) and satisfies

0 < λ ≤ u ≤ Λ. Then there exist α,C > 0 depending on λ, Λ, R and θ, such that

(2.6)

∫

BR

|∇u|3(R2 − x2 − y2)α dV ≤ C.

Proof. Let w = vφη, where

v =
√

u2
x + u2

y + 1, η = (R2 − x2 − y2)α, α > 3

and φ = φ(u) is a positive function of u to be determined later.

A direct calculation yields

uwxx + wyy = (uvxx + vyy)φη + 2[uvx(φη)x + vy(φη)y] + [u(φη)xx + (φη)yy]v.(2.7)

It is clear that

vx = v−1(uxuxx + uyuxy), vy = v−1(uxuxy + uyuyy),(2.8)

vxx=−v−3(uxuxx + uyuxy)
2 + v−1(u2

xx + uxuxxx + u2
xy + uyuxxy),(2.9)

vyy =−v−3(uxuxy + uyuyy)
2 + v−1(u2

xy + uxuxyy + u2
yy + uyuyyy).(2.10)

Differentiating the equation, we have

uxuxx + uuxxx + uxyy =2(1− θ)uxuxx −
2− θ

u2
uxu

2
y +

2(2− θ)

u
uyuxy,(2.11)

uyuxx + uuxxy + uyyy =2(1− θ)uxuxy −
2− θ

u2
uyu

2
y +

2(2− θ)

u
uyuyy.(2.12)

By the Cauchy inequality, we have

(2.13) (uxuxx + uyuxy)
2 ≤ (v2 − 1)(u2

xx + u2
xy), (uxuxy + uyuyy)

2 ≤ (v2 − 1)(u2
xy + u2

yy).

Then by (2.8), (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), the first term in (2.7) satisfies

uvxx + vyy

= u[v−1(u2
xx + u2

xy)− v−3(uxuxx + uyuxy)
2] + v−1u(uxuxxx + uyuxxy)

+[v−1(u2
xy + u2

yy)− v−3(uxuxy + uyuyy)
2] + v−1(uxuxyy + uyuyyy))

≥ v−1

[

2(1− θ)ux(uxuxx + uyuxy) +
2(2− θ)

u
uy(uxuxy + uyuyy)− (v2 − 1)uxx

]

−v−1 2− θ

u2
(u2

xu
2
y + u4

y) + v−3
[

u(u2
xx + u2

xy) + u2
xy + u2

yy

]

=2(1− θ)uxvx +
2(2− θ)

u
uyvy −

2− θ

u2

v2 − 1

v
u2
y −

v2 − 1

v
uxx

+v−3
[

u(u2
xx + u2

xy) + u2
xy + u2

yy

]

7



≥ 2(1− θ)uxvx +
2(2− θ)

u
uyvy −

2− θ

u2

v2 − 1

v
u2
y − vuxx + v−1uxx + v−3uu2

xx

≥ 2(1− θ)uxvx +
2(2− θ)

u
uyvy −

2− θ

u2

v2 − 1

v
u2
y − vuxx −

v

4u
− v−3uu2

xx + v−3uu2
xx

≥ 2(1− θ)uxvx +
2(2− θ)

u
uyvy −

2− θ

u2

v2 − 1

v
u2
y − vuxx − Cv,

where C > 0 depends on λ. By integration by parts,

∫

BR

(uvxx + vyy)φη dV

≥−

∫

BR

2(1− θ)[uxxvφη + uxv(φη)x] dV

−

∫

BR

2(2− θ)

[

uyy

u
vφη −

u2
y

u2
vφη +

1

u
uyv(φη)y

]

dV

−

∫

BR

(

2− θ

u2

v2 − 1

v
u2
yφη + vuxxφη + Cφηv

)

dV

=

∫

BR

uxxvφη dV −

∫

BR

2(2− θ)
1

u

[

(1− θ)u2
x +

2− θ

u
u2
y

]

vφη dV

−

∫

BR

[

2(1− θ)uxv(φη)x + 2(2− θ)

(

uyv(φη)y
u

−
u2
yvφη

u2

)]

dV

−

∫

BR

[

2− θ

u2

(

v −
1

v

)

u2
yφη + Cφηv

]

dV

=

∫

BR

uxxvφη dV −

∫

BR

[

2(1− θ)φ′ +
2(2− θ)(1− θ)

u
φ

]

u2
xvη dV

−

∫

BR

[

2(2− θ)
φ′

u
+ (2− θ)(3− 2θ)

1

u2
φ

]

u2
yvη dV

−

∫

BR

[

2(1− θ)uxvφηx +
2(2− θ)

u
uyvφηy + Cφηv

]

dV +

∫

BR

2− θ

u2
v−1u2

yφη dV

≥

∫

BR

uxxvφη dV −

∫

BR

[

2(1− θ)φ′ +
2(2− θ)(1− θ)

u
φ

]

u2
xvη dV

−

∫

BR

[

2(2− θ)
φ′

u
+ (2− θ)(3− 2θ)

1

u2
φ

]

u2
yvη dV

8



−C

[
∫

BR

|∇u|2(R2 − x2 − y2)α−1 dV +

∫

BR

|∇u|(R2 − x2 − y2)α dV + 1

]

.

Here C > 0 depends on λ, Λ, R and θ. For the third term in (2.7)

[u(φη)xx + (φη)yy]v

= v
[

φ′′(u)(uu2
x + u2

y)η + φ′(u)(uuxx + uyy)η + 2φ′(u)(uuxηx + uyηy) + φ · (uηxx + ηyy)
]

= v

[

φ′′(u)(uu2
x + u2

y)η + φ′(u)

(

(1− θ)u2
x +

2− θ

u
u2
y

)

η + 2φ′(u)(uuxηx + uyηy)

+φ · (uηxx + ηyy)

]

≤

[

(φ′′u+ (1− θ)φ′)u2
x +

(

φ′′ + φ′2− θ

u

)

u2
y

]

vη

+C
[

|∇u|2(R2 − x2 − y2)α−1 + |∇u|(R2 − x2 − y2)α−2
]

.

Here C > 0 depends on λ, Λ, R and θ. Integrating by parts, the second term in (2.7)

2

∫

BR

uvx(φη)x + vy(φη)y dV = −2

∫

BR

ux(φη)xv dV − 2

∫

BR

[u(φη)xx + (φη)yy]v dV,

and hence
∫

BR

uwxx + wyy dV

=

∫

BR

(uvxx + vyy)φη dV − 2

∫

BR

ux(φη)xv dV −

∫

BR

[u(φη)xx + (φη)yy]v dV

≥

∫

BR

uxxvφη dV +

∫

BR

[(−5 + 3θ)φ′ −
2(2− θ)(1− θ)

u
φ− φ′′u]u2

xvη dV

+

∫

BR

[−3(2− θ)
φ′

u
− (2− θ)(3− 2θ)

φ

u2
− φ′′]u2

yvη dV

−C

[
∫

BR

|∇u|2(R2 − x2 − y2)α−1 dV +

∫

BR

|∇u|(R2 − x2 − y2)α−2 dV + 1

]

.(2.14)

Note that the left hand side term satisfies

(2.15)

∫

BR

uwxx + wyy dV =

∫

BR

uxxvφη dV.

Now we choose

φ(u) = Auθ−2 −
u

2θ2 − 9θ + 9
9



with

A ≥
Λ3−θ

2θ2 − 9θ + 9
+ 1.

Then it is clear that φ(u) > 0. Furthermore, since θ ∈ [0, 1], we have

(−5 + 3θ)φ′ −
2(2− θ)(1− θ)

u
φ− φ′′u = 1

and

−3(2− θ)
φ′

u
− (2− θ)(3− 2θ)

φ

u2
− φ′′ =

2(2− θ)(3− θ)

(2θ2 − 9θ + 9)u
≥ C0 > 0.

Combining them with (2.14) and (2.15), we obtain
∫

BR

|∇u|3(R2 − x2 − y2)α dV

≤C1

∫

BR

|∇u|2(R2 − x2 − y2)α−1 dV + C2

∫

BR

|∇u|(R2 − x2 − y2)α−2 dV + C3

≤C ′
1

(
∫

BR

|∇u|3(R2 − x2 − y2)α dV

)
2
3

+ C ′
2

(
∫

BR

|∇u|3(R2 − x2 − y2)α dV

)
1
3

+ C3.

Hence, (2.6) follows. �

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. In order to use the partial Legendre transform, we first recall the

modulus of convexity. For a convex function on R
n, the modulus of convexity mu of u is defined

by

(2.16) mu(t) = inf{u(x)− ℓz(x) : |x− z| > t},

where t > 0 and ℓz is the supporting function of u at z. For a strictly convex function, mu must be

a positive function. A result of Heinz [H] implies that in two dimensions, when detD2u ≥ λ > 0,

there exists a positive function C(t) > 0 depending on λ such that mu(t) ≥ C(t) > 0. Now for

the partial Legendre transform (2.1), we consider the mapping

(2.17) (ξ, η) = P(x, y) = (ux, y) : BR(0) → R
2.

The following important property is revealed in [Li].

Lemma 2.3 ([Li, Lemma 2.1]). There exists a constant δ > 0 depending on the modulus of

convexity mu defined in (2.16), such that Bδ(0) ⊂ P(BR(0)).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For any p ∈ Ω, let R = dist(p,∂Ω)
2

. Without loss of generality, we assume

P(p) = 0. It is clear that supBR(p) |Du| ≤ C for some constant C depending on R and supΩ |u|.
10



By Lemma 2.3, there exists δ > 0 such that Bδ(0) ⊂ P(BR(p)). According to Proposition 2.1,

u⋆ satisfies (2.3) in Bδ(0) with

0 < λ ≤ w⋆ = −
u⋆
ηη

u⋆
ξξ

≤ Λ.

By Theorem 2.2,

‖w⋆‖W 1,3(B 7δ
8
(0)) ≤ C.

Note that n = 2. By the Sobolev theorem, we have the Cα estimate of w⋆. And by the interior

W 2,p-estimate of the uniformly elliptic equation (2.3), we have the estimate

‖w⋆‖
W 2,32 (B 3δ

4
(0))

≤ C,

which implies the W 1,6-estimate of w⋆. Again by the interior W 2,p-estimate of the uniformly

elliptic equation (2.3), we have the

‖w⋆‖W 2,3(B δ
2
(0)) ≤ C,

which implies the C1,α estimate of w⋆. Then by the Schauder estimate of (2.3), we have

‖w⋆‖C2,α(B δ
4
(0)) ≤ C

and all the higher order estimates of u⋆. Transforming back by the partial Legendre transform,

we obtain the lower bound of ux1x1 by (2.2). Since we can do partial Legendre transforms of u in

any direction, we can obtain the lower bound for the smallest eigenvalue of D2u, which implies

the boundedness of D2u by (1.4). Then we have all the higher order estimates of u. �

3. The inhomogeneous equations in dimension two

In this section, we will study the interior estimate for the inhomogeneous equation (1.5).

We first recall the regularity theory of the second order elliptic equation in divergence form

(3.1) Dj(aij(x)Diu) = Dig
i + h in Ω,

where g = (g1, · · · , gn) is a vector valued function and {aij(x)} satisfies

0 < λ(x)|ξ|2 ≤ aij(x)ξiξj ≤ Λ(x)|ξ|2, ∀ ξ ∈ R
n \ {0}

and can be discontinuous. When {aij(x)} is uniformly elliptic, a fundamental regularity theory

was established by De Giorgi, Nash, Moser, etc. In [MS, Tr], the classical De Giorgi-Nash-

Moser’s theory was extended to degenerate linear elliptic equation with λ(x)−1 ∈ Lp(Ω) and

Λ(x) ∈ Lq(Ω) where 1
p
+ 1

q
< 2

n
. We denote by S+

n the set of n×n nonnegative definite matrices.
11



Theorem 3.1 ([Tr, Theorem 4.2]). Let {aij} : Ω → S+
n be such that λ−1 ∈ Lp

loc(Ω) for some

p > n. Let g ∈ L∞(Ω;Rn) and h ∈ Lq(Ω). Assume p and q satisfy 1
q
+ 1

p
< 2

n
. Suppose that u

is a subsolution (supersolution) to (3.1) in BR = BR(y) ⊂ Ω and that u ≤ 0(u ≥ 0) on ∂BR.

Then

sup
BR

u(−u) ≤ C‖λ−1‖Lp(BR)

(

‖g‖L∞(BR)R
1−n

p + ‖h‖Lq(BR)R
2−n

q
−n

p

)

.

In [Lo], the author investigated the linearized Monge-Ampère equation with right hand side

f = Dig
i+h, i.e. aij(x) = U ij in (3.1). Under the stronger assumption that detD2u is sufficiently

close to a positive constant, he can use the W 2,p-estimate of the Monge-Ampère equation and

Theorem 3.1 to obtain the interior regularity. It was later shown in [Le3] that when n = 2 we

only need the determinant to be bounded from above and below.

Now we turn to the fourth order equation (1.5). By the divergence free property of U ij , i.e.,
∑

i DiU
ij = 0, we can rewrite equation (1.5) in divergence form

(3.2) Dj(U
ijDiw) = Dig

i + h.

Note that in dimension two, it holds detD2u
∆u

I ≤ U ij ≤ ∆uI. In view of Theorem 3.1, it suffices

to get the Lp-bound of ∆u for sufficiently large p. In the following, we will use an integral

method directly in (1.5) to derive it. Instead of the classical Sobolev inequality, we will need

the following Monge-Ampère Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 3.2 ([Le3, Proposition 2.6]). Assume n = 2. Let u be a smooth, strictly convex function

defined in a neighborhood of a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
2. Suppose u satisfies

(3.3) 0 < λ ≤ detD2u ≤ Λ.

Then for any χ > 2 there exists a constant C > 0, depending only on λ, Λ and χ, such that
(
∫

Ω

|v|χ dx

)
1
χ

≤ C

(
∫

Ω

U ijvivj dx

)
1
2

for all v ∈ C∞
0 (Ω).

The above inequality is the two dimensional counterpart of the Monge-Ampère Sobolev in-

equality in higher dimensions derived by Tian and Wang [TW].

Theorem 3.3. Assume n = 2 and θ ∈ [0, 1]. Let g ∈ L∞(Ω;Rn) and h ∈ Lq(Ω). Let u be a

uniformly convex smooth solution to equation (3.2) in BR satisfying (3.3). Then for any p ≥ 1,

there exists a constant C > 0 depending on λ, Λ, R, θ, ‖g‖L∞(BR), ‖h‖Lq(BR) and p such that

‖∆u‖Lp(BR/2) ≤ C.

Proof. We first consider the case θ ∈ [0, 1). Denote

v = ∆u, w = (detD2u)−(1−θ), ρ = R2 − |x|2.
12



We consider z = vβϕρα, where α, β > 0 are constants and ϕ = ϕ(w) is a positive function to be

determined. Then

zi =βviv
β−1ϕρα + vβ(ϕρα)i,

zij =β(β − 1)vivjv
β−2ϕρα + βvijv

β−1ϕρα + βviv
β−1(ϕρα)j + βvjv

β−1(ϕρα)i + vβ(ϕρα)ij .

By integration by parts with (1.5) and choosing α > 2, we have

0=

∫

BR

U ijzij dx

=β(β − 1)

∫

BR

U ijvivjϕρ
αvβ−2 dx+ β

∫

BR

U ijvijϕρ
αvβ−1 dx+ 2β

∫

BR

U ijviwjϕ
′ραvβ−1 dx

+2αβ

∫

BR

U ijviρjϕρ
α−1vβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

U ijwiwjϕ
′′ραvβ dx+ 2α

∫

BR

U ijwiρjϕ
′ρα−1vβ dx(3.4)

+

∫

BR

fϕ′ραvβ dx+ α

∫

BR

U ijρijϕρ
α−1vβ dx+ α(α− 1)

∫

BR

U ijρiρjϕρ
α−2vβ dx.

Note that for any m,

uij(umm)ij = uilukjumijumkl + (ln detD2u)mm = uilukjumijumkl +
1

1− θ

w2
m

w2
−

1

1− θ

wmm

w
.

We have
∫

BR

U ijvijϕρ
αvβ−1 dx =

∫

BR

detD2uuilukjumijumklϕρ
αvβ−1 dx

+
1

1− θ

∫

BR

detD2u
|∇w|2

w2
ϕραvβ−1 dx−

1

1− θ

∫

BR

detD2u
△w

w
ϕραvβ−1 dx.

By integration by parts, we have
∫

BR

detD2u
△w

w
ϕραvβ−1 dx =

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θ△wϕραvβ−1 dx

=
2− θ

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 3−2θ
1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx−

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θ |∇w|2ϕ′ραvβ−1 dx(3.5)

−α

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiρiϕρ

α−1vβ−1 dx− (β − 1)

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiviϕρ

αvβ−2 dx.

By changing coordinates at each point, say x0, we can assume that D2u(x0) is diagonal. Then

uilukjumijumkl =
u2
mij

uiiujj
≥

u2
mmi

uiiumm
≥

v2i
uiiv

=
uijvivj

v
,(3.6)
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where we used the Cauchy inequality in the second inequality. Hence by (3.5) and (3.6), we

have
∫

BR

U ijvijϕρ
αvβ−1 dx ≥

∫

BR

U ijvivjϕρ
αvβ−2 dx+

1

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θ (ϕ′ −

ϕw−1

1− θ
)|∇w|2ραvβ−1 dx

+
α

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiρiϕρ

α−1vβ−1 dx+
β − 1

1 − θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiviϕρ

αvβ−2 dx.(3.7)

Then putting (3.7) into (3.4) yields

0≥ β2

∫

BR

U ijvivjϕρ
αvβ−2 dx+

β

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θ (ϕ′ −

ϕw−1

1− θ
)|∇w|2ραvβ−1 dx

+
αβ

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiρiϕρ

α−1vβ−1 dx+
β(β − 1)

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiviϕρ

αvβ−2 dx

+2β

∫

BR

U ijviwjϕ
′ραvβ−1 dx+ 2αβ

∫

BR

U ijviρjϕρ
α−1vβ−1 dx(3.8)

+

∫

BR

U ijwiwjϕ
′′ραvβ dx+

∫

BR

fϕ′ραvβ dx+ 2α

∫

BR

U ijwiρjϕ
′ρα−1vβ dx

+α

∫

BR

U ijρijϕρ
α−1vβ dx+ α(α− 1)

∫

BR

U ijρiρjϕρ
α−2vβ dx.

Now we choose ϕ(w) = ee
Aw

, where A > 0 is to be determined later. Then we know that

(3.9) ϕ′(w) = AeAwϕ, ϕ′′(w) = (A2eAw + A2e2Aw)ϕ.

We will estimate the right hand side of (3.8) term by term.

By (3.9), the two terms of the third line in (3.8) satisfy
∣

∣

∣

∣

2β

∫

BR

U ijviwjϕ
′ραvβ−1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

BR

2βAeAwU ijviwjϕρ
αvβ−1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

β2 eAw

1/2 + eAw
U ijvivjϕρ

αvβ−2 dx+

∫

BR

(
A2

2
eAw + A2e2Aw)U ijwiwjϕρ

αvβ dx,

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

2αβ

∫

BR

U ijviρjϕρ
α−1vβ−1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

β2

8(1 + 2eAw)
U ijvivjϕρ

αvβ−2 dx

+

∫

BR

8(1 + 2eAw)α2U ijρiρjϕρ
α−2vβ dx.

Note that

|∇ρ|2 ≤
△u

detD2u
U ijρiρj , |∇v|2 ≤

△u

detD2u
U ijvivj .
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The two terms of the second line in (3.8) satisfy
∣

∣

∣

∣

αβ

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiρiϕρ

α−1vβ−1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

β

(1− θ)2
w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

1

4
α2βw− 1

1−θ |∇ρ|2ϕρα−2vβ−1 dx

≤

∫

BR

β

(1− θ)2
w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

1

4
α2βU ijρiρjϕρ

α−2vβ dx,

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

β(β − 1)

1− θ

∫

BR

w− 2−θ
1−θwiviϕρ

αvβ−2 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

(β − 1)2

3(1− θ)2
(1 + 2eAw)w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

3β2w− 1
1−θ

4(1 + 2eAw)
|∇v|2ϕραvβ−3 dx

≤

∫

BR

(β − 1)2

3(1− θ)2
(1 + 2eAw)w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

3β2

4(1 + 2eAw)
U ijvivjϕρ

αvβ−2 dx.

By (3.9), the last term of the fourth line in (3.8) satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

2α

∫

BR

U ijwiρjϕ
′ρα−1vβ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

A2

2
eAwU ijwiwjϕρ

αvβ dx+

∫

BR

2α2eAwU ijρiρjϕρ
α−2vβ dx.

Note that f = div (g) + h, where g is a bounded vector field. We denote |g| =
√
∑

i(g
i)2. Then

by integration by parts, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

BR

fϕ′ραvβ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

BR

hϕ′ραvβ dx−

∫

BR

giwiϕ
′′ραvβ dx− α

∫

BR

giρiϕ
′ρα−1vβ dx− β

∫

BR

giviϕ
′ραvβ−1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

BR

1

2
w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

1

2
(A2eAw + A2e2Aw)2w

3−2θ
1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx

+

∫

BR

α

2
w− 1

1−θ |∇ρ|2AeAwϕρα−2vβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

α

2
w

1
1−θ |g|2AeAwϕραvβ+1 dx+

∫

BR

|h|ϕ′ραvβ dx

+

∫

BR

β2w− 1
1−θ

16(1 + 2eAw)
|∇v|2ϕραvβ−3 dx+

∫

BR

4(1 + 2eAw)A2e2Aww
1

1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx

≤

∫

BR

1

2
w− 3−2θ

1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx+

∫

BR

1

2
(A2eAw + A2e2Aw)2w

3−2θ
1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx
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+

∫

BR

α

2
U ijρiρjAe

Awϕρα−2vβ dx+

∫

BR

α

2
w

1
1−θ |g|2AeAwϕραvβ+1 dx+

∫

BR

|h|ϕ′ραvβ dx

+

∫

BR

β2

16(1 + 2eAw)
U ijvivjϕρ

αvβ−2 dx+

∫

BR

4(1 + 2eAw)A2e2Aww
1

1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx.

Hence, (3.8) reduces to

0≥

∫

BR

β2

16(1 + 2eAw)
U ijvivjϕρ

αvβ−2 dx+ α

∫

BR

U ijρijϕρ
α−1vβ dx−

∫

BR

|h|ϕ′ραvβ dx

+

∫

BR

(

β

1− θ
AweAw −

(β − 1)2

3(1− θ)2
(1 + 2eAw)−

2β

(1− θ)2
−

1

2

)

w− 3−2θ
1−θ |∇w|2ϕραvβ−1 dx

+

∫

BR

(

α(α− 1)− (8 + 18eAw +
1

4
β)α2 −

α

2
AeAw

)

U ijρiρjϕρ
α−2vβ dx

−

∫

BR

1

2
(A2eAw + A2e2Aw)2w

3−2θ
1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx−

∫

BR

α

2
w

1
1−θ |g|2AeAwϕραvβ+1 dx

−

∫

BR

4(1 + 2eAw)A2e2Aww
1

1−θ |g|2ϕραvβ+1 dx.

Now we choose A sufficiently large such that

β

1− θ
AweAw −

(β − 1)2

3(1− θ)2
(1 + 2eAw)−

2β

(1− θ)2
−

1

2
> 0,

i.e.,

(3β(1− θ)Aw − 2(β − 1)2)eAw − (β − 1)2 − 6β −
3(1− θ)2

2
> 0.

Note that

U ijρiρj ≤ vn−1|∇ρ|2 and |U ijρij| ≤ 2nvn−1.

Then we have
∫

BR

U ijvivjρ
αvβ−2 dx ≤ C

∫

BR

ραvβ+1 dx+ C

∫

BR

ρα−2vβ+n−1 dx+ C

∫

BR

|h|ραvβ dx.

Since

U ij(v
β
2 ρ

α
2 )i(v

β
2 ρ

α
2 )j =

β2

4
U ijvivjρ

αvβ−2 +
α2

4
U ijρiρjρ

α−2vβ +
αβ

2
U ijviρjρ

α−1vβ−1

≤
β2

2
U ijvivjρ

αvβ−2 +
α2

2
U ijρiρjρ

α−2vβ,

we have
∫

BR

U ij(v
β
2 ρ

α
2 )i(v

β
2 ρ

α
2 )j dx≤C

∫

BR

ραvβ+1 dx+ C

∫

BR

ρα−2vβ+n−1 dx+ C

∫

BR

|h|ραvβ dx
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≤C

∫

BR

vβ+n−1 dx+ C

(
∫

BR

|h|q dx

)
1
q
(
∫

BR

(v
β
2 ρ

α
2 )

2q
q−1 dx

)1− 1
q

.

Choosing χ ≥ 2q
q−1

and using Lemma 3.2 with n = 2, we have

[
∫

BR

(v
β
2 ρ

α
2 )χ dx

]
2
χ

≤ C

∫

BR

vβ+1 dx+ C.(3.10)

By the interior W 2,1+ε-estimates for Monge-Ampère equation [DFS, S] with (3.3), we know that

there is a small ε0 > 0, that depends only on λ and Λ such that ‖v‖L1+ε0 ≤ C(λ,Λ). Then in

(3.10), we choose β = ε0 and χ = 2p
ε0

for p ∈ ( q
q−1

ε0,+∞) to get ‖∆u‖Lp(BR/2) ≤ C.

For θ = 1, we know that w = ln detD2u, and we can obtain the Lp-bound of ∆u following

the same method used above. Alternatively, we can apply tha Legendre transform to u for the

case θ = 1 to get the estimate of D2u by the strictly convexity of u with condition (3.3). �

Now we establish the higher estimates of u in terms of theW 2,p-estimate. By chaining together

a sequence of balls, in a standard fashion, we know ∆u ∈ Lp
loc(Ω) for any fixed p ∈ [1,+∞).

Then by Theorem 3.1 and the same arguments as [Lo, Proposition 6.1] or [Le3, Theorem 1.3],

we get the Hölder continuity of w and all the higher order estimates of u.

As we mentioned in the introduction, there is another approach to establish the C2-estimate

from W 2,p when f ∈ W 1,q(B1), which holds in any dimension.

Theorem 3.4. Let u be a uniformly convex smooth solution to equation (1.5) in B1 with θ = 0

or 1. Assume that f ∈ W 1,q(B1) for some q > n
2
. Suppose u satisfies (3.3). Assume that

‖∆u‖Lpn(B1) is bounded for some pn > n(n−1)
2

. Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending on

λ, Λ, ‖∆u‖Lpn(B1) and ‖f‖W 1,q(B1), such that

sup
B1/2

∆u ≤ C.

Proof. The proof is inspired by [CC]. We consider the case θ = 1. The case θ = 0 then follows

by using the Legendre transform. Denote v = uklwkwl, where {u
kl} is the inverse matrix of D2u.

By direct calculations,

vi =−uksutlustiwkwl + 2uklwikwl,

vij = ukpursutluprjustiwkwl + uksulpurtuprjustiwkwl − uksutlustijwkwl

−2uksutlustiwjkwl − 2uksutlustjwikwl + 2uklwijkwl + 2uklwikwjl.

For any x0 ∈ B1, we can choose a coordinate transformation so that uij(x0) = uii(x0)δij. Then

uijvij(x0)= 2uiiukkurrullukriulriwkwl − uiiukkulluiiklwkwl − 4uiiukkullukliwikwl

+2uiiukkwiikwk + 2uiiukkw2
ik.(3.11)
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Differentiating ln detD2u = w twice, we have

uijuijkl − uisutjuijkustl = (ln detD2u)kl = wkl.(3.12)

Note that (1.5) can be written as uijwij = e−wf . Differentiating the equation respect to xk-

direction directly yields

−uipurjuprkwij + uijwijk = e−w(fk − wkf).(3.13)

Inserting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11), we have

uijvij(x0) =ukkulluiiujjukjiuljiwkwl − 2uiiukkullukliwikwl + uiiukkw2
ik

+uiiukkwikwik − ukkullwklwkwl + 2ukke−w(fk − wkf)wk

=uiiukk

(

∑

l

ulluiklwl

)2

− 2uiiukk

(

∑

l

ulluiklwl

)

wik + uiiukkw2
ik

+uiiukkw2
ik − ukkullwklwkwl + 2ukke−w(fk − wkf)wk

=uiiukk|wik −
∑

l

ulluiklwl|
2 + uiiukkw2

ik − ukkullwklwkwl + 2ukke−w(fk − wkf)wk.(3.14)

Next, we compute

uij(e
1
2
wv)ij(x0) =

1

4
e

1
2
wuiiw2

i u
kkw2

k +
1

2
e

1
2
wuiiwiiv + e

1
2
wuiiwivi + e

1
2
wuiivii.(3.15)

Note that

uiiwivi =−uiiukkulluiklwkwlwi + 2uiiukkwkiwkwi

= uiiukkwkwi(wki −
∑

l

ulluiklwl) + uiiukkwkiwkwi.(3.16)

Combining (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), we have

uij(e
1
2
wv)ij(x0)= uiiukk|wik −

∑

l

ulluiklwl +
1

2
wiwk|

2e
1
2
w + uiiukkw2

ike
1
2
w

−
3

2
e−

1
2
wfv + 2e−

1
2
wukkfkwk.(3.17)

By (3.12), we have

uij(∆u)ij(x0) = uiiujju2
ijk +∆w.(3.18)

Let z = e
1
2
wv +∆u. Note that

∆w =
∑

k

wkk ≤
1

2
(ukk)2w2

kke
1
2
w +

1

2
u2
kke

− 1
2
w ≤

1

2
(ukk)2w2

kke
1
2
w +

1

2
(∆u)2e−

1
2
w.
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Then by (3.17) and (3.18), we have

uijzij(x0)≥−C|f |v − C|fk|v − C|fk|+ ukkullw2
kle

1
2
w +∆w

≥−C(|f |+ |fk|)v − C|fk|+ (ukk)2w2
kke

1
2
w −

1

2
(ukk)2w2

kke
1
2
w −

1

2
(∆u)2e−

1
2
w

≥−C(|f |+ |fk|+∆u)z,(3.19)

where C = C(λ,Λ). In the last inequality we used z ≥ ∆u ≥ n(detD2u)
1
n ≥ nλ

1
n . Since (3.19)

is valid at every point in B1, by (3.3), we have the following inequality

(3.20) Dj(U
ijDiz) ≥ −gz − C∆uz in B1,

where g = C(|f |+ |fk|) ∈ Lq(B1).

Next, we drive the upper bound of z by integration and iteration. Let η ∈ C∞
0 (B1) be a cutoff

function. Multiplying (3.20) by ϕ = η2zβ−1 with β ≥ 2 and by integration by parts, we have

(β − 1)

∫

B1

U ijzizjη
2zβ−2 dx≤−2

∫

B1

U ijziηjηz
β−1 dx+ C

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx+

∫

B1

gη2zβ dx

≤
β − 1

2

∫

B1

U ijzizjη
2zβ−2 dx+

2

β − 1

∫

B1

U ijηiηjz
β dx

+C

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx+

∫

B1

gη2zβ dx,

which implies
∫

B1

U ij(ηz
β
2 )i(ηz

β
2 )j dx ≤ Cβ

(
∫

B1

U ijηiηjz
β dx+

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx+

∫

B1

gη2zβ dx

)

.

Then by the Monge-Ampère Sobolev inequality [TW] and (U ij) ≤ (∆u)n−1I, we have

‖ηz
β
2 ‖2Lp(B1) ≤ C0β

(
∫

B1

(∆u)n−1|Dη|2zβ dx+

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx+

∫

B1

gη2zβ dx

)

,(3.21)

where p = 2∗ = 2n
n−2

for n > 2 and p > 2 for n = 2. Then by Hölder’s inequality

∫

B1

gη2zβ dx ≤

(
∫

B1

gq dx

)
1
q
(
∫

B1

|ηz
β
2 |

2q
q−1

)1− 1
q

.

Since q > n
2
, we have 2 < 2q

q−1
< 2∗. By interpolation inequality, we obtain

‖ηz
β
2 ‖

L
2q
q−1 (B1)

≤ ε‖ηz
β
2 ‖Lp(B1) + C(n, q)ε−

n
2q−n‖ηz

β
2 ‖L2(B1).

Then we choose ε =
(

4C0‖g‖Lq(B1)β + 1
)− 1

2 . By (3.21),

‖ηz
β
2 ‖2Lp(B1)

≤ Cβα

(
∫

B1

(∆u)n−1|Dη|2zβ dx+

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx+

∫

B1

η2zβ dx

)

,(3.22)
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where α = 2q
2q−n

. Then by Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

B1

(∆u)n−1|Dη|2zβ dx≤‖∆u‖Lpn(B1) · ‖|Dη|z
β
2 ‖2

L
2pn

pn−n+1 (B1)
,(3.23)

∫

B1

∆u · η2zβ dx≤‖∆u‖Lpn(B1) · ‖ηz
β
2 ‖2

L
2pn
pn−1 (B1)

.(3.24)

Combining (3.22), (3.23) and (3.24), we get

‖ηz
β
2 ‖Lp(B1)≤Cβα/2

(

‖|Dη|z
β
2 ‖

L
2pn

pn−n+1 (B1)
+ ‖ηz

β
2 ‖

L
2pn
pn−1 (B1)

+ ‖ηz
β
2 ‖L2(B1)

)

≤Cβα/2

(

‖|Dη|z
β
2 ‖

L
2pn

pn−n+1 (B1)
+ ‖ηz

β
2 ‖

L
2pn

pn−n+1 (B1)

)

.

Now for any 0 < r < R ≤ 1, we choose a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (BR) such that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in Br and |Dη| ≤
2

R− r
.

Then we obtain

‖z
β
2 ‖Lp(Br) ≤

Cβ
α
2

R − r
‖z

β
2 ‖

L
2pn

pn−n+1 (BR)
.

By the assumption pn > n(n−1)
2

, we know p > 2pn
pn−n+1

. Denote χ = ppn−n+1
2pn

> 1. Then

‖z‖
L

βpn
pn−n+1χ

(Br)
≤

C
2
ββ

α
β

(R− r)
2
β

‖z‖
L

βpn
pn−n+1 (BR)

.(3.25)

We iterate (3.25) to get the desired estimate. Set

βi = 2χi and Ri = r +
R− r

2i
, i = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,

i.e.,

βi = χβi−1 and Ri−1 −Ri =
R− r

2i
, i = 1, 2, · · · .

By (3.25),

‖z‖
L

2pn
pn−n+1χi+1

(BRi+1
)
≤ C

∑i
j=0

2
βj ·

i
∏

j=0

β
α
βj

j · 4
∑i

j=0
j
βj

1

(R− r)
∑i

j=0
2
βj

· ‖z‖
L

2pn
pn−n+1 (BR)

.
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Letting i → ∞, by Young’s inequality, we have

‖z‖L∞(Br) ≤
C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1

‖z‖
L

2pn
pn−n+1 (BR)

=
C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1

‖z‖
pn−n+1

2pn

L1(BR) · ‖z‖
pn+n−1

2pn

L∞(BR)

≤
1

2
‖z‖L∞(BR) +

C

(R − r)
χ

χ−1
· 2pn
pn−n+1

‖z‖L1(BR).

Set f(t) = ‖z‖L∞(Bt) for t ∈ (0, 1]. Then for any 0 < r < R ≤ R < 1,

f(r) ≤
1

2
f(R) +

C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1
· 2pn
pn−n+1

‖z‖L1(BR).

We apply Lemma 3.5 below to get

f(r) ≤
C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1
· 2pn
pn−n+1

‖z‖L1(BR).(3.26)

It remains to show ‖z‖L1(BR) ≤ C. It is clear that ∆u ∈ L1(BR), hence it is suffices to estimate

the integral of v. Let η ∈ C∞
0 (B1) be a cutoff function such that η ≡ 1 in BR. Multiplying (1.5)

by ϕ = η2w and integrating by parts, we have
∫

B1

U ijwiwjη
2 dx+ 2

∫

B1

U ijwiηjηw dx =

∫

B1

fwη2 dx.

Then by the Cauchy inequality, we get

1

2

∫

B1

U ijwiwjη
2 dx≤ 2

∫

B1

U ijηiηjw
2 dx+

∫

B1

|f |wη2 dx

≤ 2

∫

B1

(∆u)n−1|Dη|2w2 dx+

∫

B1

|f |wη2 dx.

Hence
∫

BR
uklwkwl dx ≤ C follows by ∆u ∈ Lpn(B1), f ∈ Lq(B1). Then we complete the proof

by choosing r = 1
2
and R = R in (3.26). �

Lemma 3.5 ([HL, Lemma 4.3]). Let f(t) ≥ 0 be bounded in [τ0, τ1] with τ0 ≥ 0. Suppose for

τ0 ≤ t < s ≤ τ1 we have

f(t) ≤ βf(s) +
A

(s− t)α
+B

for some β ∈ [0, 1). Then for any τ0 ≤ t < s ≤ τ1 there holds

f(t) ≤ C(α, β)

{

A

(s− t)α
+B

}

.
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Remark 3.6. Note that for n = 2, we have already got an Lp-bound of ∆u in Theorem 3.3 for

all p ∈ [1,+∞). However, it is still unknown how to obtain Lp-bound of ∆u when n ≥ 3 by the

integral method used in Theorem 3.3. We also do not know how to obtain higher estimates for

other exponents θ by the above method.

4. An interior estimate in higher dimensions

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.5. By [CG, Ca], it suffices to get the interior estimates

on the upper and lower bound of detD2u. Note that there exists a constant cn > 0 such that

(4.1)
detD2u

cn ·∆u
I ≤ U ij ≤ cn(∆u)n−1I.

In view of (3.2) and (4.1), we first consider the following degenerate linear elliptic equation

(4.2) −Dj(aij(x)Diu) + c(x)u = f(x) in Ω.

Lemma 4.1. Assume {aij(x)} satisfies

(4.3)
d(x)

λ(x)
≤ aij(x) ≤ λ(x)n−1 in B1,

where λ(x) ∈ Lp(B1), d−1 ∈ Lq(B1). Assume c(x), f(x) ∈ Lp0(B1). Let u ∈ W 1,p(B1) be a

subsolution in the following sense:

(4.4)

∫

B1

aijDiuDjϕ+ cuϕ dx ≤

∫

B1

fϕ dx for any ϕ ∈ W 1,p
0 (B1) and ϕ ≥ 0.

Suppose p, q and p0 satisfy n
p
+ 1

q
< 2

n
and p0 ≥

p
n−1

. Then

sup
B1/2

u ≤ C
(

‖u+‖L1(B1) + ‖f‖Lp0(B1)

)

,

where C depends only on p, ‖λ‖Lp(B1), ‖d
−1‖Lq(B1) and ‖c‖Lp0(B1).

Proof. For some k > 0 and m > 0, set u = u+ + k and

um =

{

u, u < m,
k +m, u ≥ m.

Let η ∈ C∞
0 (B1). We choose a test function ϕ = η2(uβ

mu− kβ+1) ∈ W 1,p
0 (B1) for some β ≥ 0 to

be determined later. Substituting ϕ into (4.4), we have

β

∫

B1

aijDiuDjumu
β−1
m uη2 dx+

∫

B1

aijDiuDjuu
β
mη

2 dx

≤ −2

∫

B1

aijDiuDjηu
β
muη dx+

∫

B1

(

|c|η2uβ
mu

2 + |f |η2uβ
mu
)

dx.
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Note that Du = Dum in {u < m} and Dum = 0 in {u ≥ m}. By the Cauchy inequality, we

have

β

∫

B1

aijDiumDjumu
β−1
m uη2 dx+

∫

B1

aijDiuDjuu
β
mη

2 dx

≤
1

2

∫

B1

aijDiuDjuu
β
mη

2 dx+ 4

∫

B1

aijDiηDjηu
β
mu

2 dx+

∫

B1

(

|c|η2uβ
mu

2 + |f |η2uβ
mu
)

dx.

Then by (4.3)

β

∫

B1

d

λ(x)
|Dum|

2uβ
mη

2 dx+
1

2

∫

B1

d

λ(x)
|Du|2uβ

mη
2 dx

≤ β

∫

B1

aijDiumDjumu
β−1
m uη2 dx+

1

2

∫

B1

aijDiuDjuu
β
mη

2 dx

≤ 4

∫

B1

λ(x)n−1|Dη|2uβ
mu

2 dx+

∫

B1

c0η
2uβ

mu
2 dx,(4.5)

where c0 = |c|+ |f |
k
. Choose k = ‖f‖Lp0(B1) if f is not identically 0. Otherwise choose arbitrary

k > 0 and let k → 0+. Let w = u
β
2
mu. There holds

|Dw|2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

β

2
u

β
2
−1

m umDum + u
β
2
mDu

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ (1 + β)(βuβ
m|Dum|

2 + uβ
m|Du|2).

Therefore by (4.5)
∫

B1

d

λ(x)
|Dw|2η2 dx ≤ 8(1 + β)

∫

B1

λ(x)n−1|Dη|2w2 dx+ 2(1 + β)

∫

B1

c0w
2η2 dx.

By |D(wη)|2 ≤ 2|Dw|2η2 + 2|Dη|2w2, we have
∫

B1

d

λ(x)
|D(wη)|2 dx≤

∫

B1

(

2d

λ(x)
+ 16(1 + β)λ(x)n−1

)

|Dη|2w2 dx+ 4(1 + β)

∫

B1

c0w
2η2 dx

≤ 18(1 + β)

∫

B1

λ(x)n−1|Dη|2w2 dx+ 4(1 + β)

∫

B1

c0w
2η2 dx.(4.6)

Next, we deal with the λ(x) in the above estimate. By the assumptions λ ∈ Lp(B1) and

d−1 ∈ Lq(B1), we have λd−1 ∈ L
pq
p+q (B1). By Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖D(wη)‖2
L

2pq
pq+p+q (B1)

≤‖λd−1‖
L

pq
p+q (B1)

·

∫

B1

1

λ(x)d−1
|D(wη)|2 dx,(4.7)

∫

B1

λ(x)n−1|Dη|2w2 dx≤‖λ‖Lp(B1) · ‖wDη‖2
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

,(4.8)

∫

B1

c0w
2η2 dx≤‖c0‖Lp0 (B1) ·

(
∫

B1

(ηw)
2p0
p0−1 dx

)1− 1
p0

.(4.9)
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Combining (4.6)-(4.9), we get

‖D(wη)‖
L

2pq
pq+p+q (B1)

≤C(1 + β)
1
2

(

‖wDη‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

+ ‖wη‖
L

2p0
p0−1 (B1)

)

≤C(1 + β)
1
2

(

‖wDη‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

+ ‖wη‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

)

for C depending on ‖λ‖Lp(B1), ‖d
−1‖Lq(B1), ‖c‖Lp0(B1). Here we used p0 ≥

n−1
p
. By the Sobolev

inequality

‖wη‖Lα(B1) ≤ C(1 + β)
1
2

(

‖wDη‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

+ ‖wη‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (B1)

)

,

where

(4.10)
1

α
=

pq + p + q

2pq
−

1

n
.

Now for any 0 < r < R ≤ 1, we choose a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (BR) such that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in Br and |Dη| ≤
2

R− r
.

Then we obtain

‖w‖Lα(Br) ≤
C(1 + β)

1
2

R− r
‖w‖

L
2p

p−n+1 (BR)
.

By (4.10) and the assumption n
p
+ 1

q
< 2

n
, we have α > 2p

p−n+1
. We can do the iteration as follows.

Recalling the definition of w, we have

‖u
β
2
mu‖Lα(Br) ≤

C(1 + β)
1
2

R− r
‖u

β
2
mu‖

L
2p

p−n+1 (BR)
.

Set γ = β + 2 ≥ 2. By um ≤ u, we obtain

‖u
γ
2
m‖Lα(Br) ≤

Cγ
1
2

R− r
‖u

γ
2 ‖

L
2p

p−n+1 (BR)
.

Letting m → ∞, we get

‖u
γ
2 ‖Lα(Br) ≤

Cγ
1
2

R− r
‖u

γ
2 ‖

L
2p

p−n+1 (BR)
,

i.e.,

‖u‖
L

γ
2 α(Br)

≤
(Cγ)

1
γ

(R− r)
2
γ

‖u‖
L

γ
2

2p
p−n+1 (BR)

.

Denote χ = α · p−n+1
2p

> 1. Then

(4.11) ‖u‖
L

γp
p−n+1χ

(Br)
≤

(Cγ)
1
γ

(R− r)
2
γ

‖u‖
L

γp
p−n+1 (BR)

.
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We iterate (4.11) to get the desired estimate. Set

γi = 2χi and Ri = r +
R − r

2i
, i = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,

i.e.,

γi = χγi−1 and Ri−1 − Ri =
R− r

2i
, i = 1, 2, · · · .

By (4.11),

‖u‖
L

2p
p−n+1χi+1

(BRi+1
)
≤ C

∑i
j=0

1
γj ·

i
∏

j=0

γ
1
γj

j · 4
∑i

j=0
j
γj

1

(R− r)
∑i

j=0
2
γj

· ‖u‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (BR)

.

Letting i → ∞, by Young’s inequality, we have

‖u‖L∞(Br) ≤
C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1

‖u‖
L

2p
p−n+1 (BR)

=
C

(R − r)
χ

χ−1

‖u‖
p−n+1

2p

L1(BR) · ‖u‖
p+n−1

2p

L∞(BR)

≤
1

2
‖u‖L∞(BR) +

C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1
· 2p
p−n+1

‖u‖L1(BR).

Set f(t) = ‖u‖L∞(Bt) for t ∈ (0, 1]. Then for any 0 < r < R ≤ 1

f(r) ≤
1

2
f(R) +

C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1
· 2p
p−n+1

‖u‖L1(B1).

We apply Lemma 3.5 to get

f(r) ≤
C

(R− r)
χ

χ−1
· 2p
p−n+1

‖u‖L1(B1).

The lemma follows by choosing r = 1
2
and R = 1. �

Now we can use Lemma 4.1 to obtain the interior estimates for (1.1). For simplicity, we only

consider the homogeneous equation.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Denote aij = U ij , λ = ∆u and d = detD2u. Firstly, we consider the case

0 ≤ θ < 1. We apply Lemma 4.1 to equation (1.3), which yields

sup
B1/2

w ≤ C‖w‖L1(B1) ≤ C‖w‖
L

q
1−θ (B1)

.

Since w = (detD2u)−(1−θ) ∈ L
q

1−θ (B1), we know supB1/2
{(detD2u)−1} ≤ C. For the upper

bound of the determinant, we set w = 1
v
. A direct calculation yields

wi = −
vi
v2

, wij =
2vivj
v3

−
vij
v2

.
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Then v satisfies

0 = U ijwij =
2

v3
U ijvivj −

1

v2
U ijvij ≥ −

1

v2
U ijvij ,

i.e.,

−Di(U
ijDjv) ≤ 0 in B1.

Similarly, we use Lemma 4.1 to obtain

sup
B1/2

v ≤ C‖v‖L1(B1) ≤ C‖v‖
L

p
n(1−θ) (B1)

,

which implies supB1/2
detD2u ≤ C.

Next, we consider the case θ = 1. Write w = log d, where d ∈ L
p
n (B1). Then we have

wi =
di
d
, wij = −

didj
d2

+
dij
d
,

which yields

0 = U ijwij = −
1

d2
U ijdidj +

1

d
U ijdij ≤

1

d
U ijdij,

i.e.,

−Di(U
ijDjd) ≤ 0 in B1.

Similarly, write w = − log z with z = (detD2u)−1 ∈ Lq(B1). We have

wi = −
zi
z
, wij =

zizj
z2

−
zij
z
,

which means

0 = U ijwij =
1

z2
U ijzizj −

1

z
U ijzij ≥ −

1

z
U ijzij,

i.e.,

−Di(U
ijDjz) ≤ 0 in B1.

Then we use Lemma 4.1 to obtain the bounds of detD2u.

Once we have the determinant estimates, all the interior estimates follow. �

Remark 4.2. To get the upper bound of detD2u, we only need u ∈ W 2,p(B1) with p > n2

2
.

In fact, by taking detD2u = v
1

1−θ (0 ≤ θ < 1), where v defined as the proof of Theorem 1.5,

condition (4.3) in Lemma 4.1 becomes

v
1

1−θ

λ(x)
≤ aij(x) ≤ λ(x)n−1

Then the upper bound can be obtained by similar arguments as in Lemma 4.1 without assumption

on (detD2u)−1.
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Remark 4.3. We can also consider the inhomogeneous equation

(4.12) Dj(U
ijDiw) = f in B1

where f ∈ Lp0(B1). For the lower bound of detD2u, if we assume p0 ≥
p

n−1
, we can apply Lemma

4.1 to (4.12) directly for all θ ∈ [0, 1). However, for the upper bound of detD2u, v = 1
w
satisfies

(4.13) −Dj(U
ijDiv) ≤ fv2 in B1.

Even we assume p0 = ∞, we only know fv ∈ L
p

n(1−θ) (B1). Then we can only apply Lemma 4.1

to the equation (4.13) to get the upper bound of detD2u when 1
n
≤ θ < 1. Hence, we have all

the higher interior estimates for θ ∈ [ 1
n
, 1). Note that the case θ = 0 (Abreu’s equation) and

θ = 1
n+2

(affine mean curvature equation) are not included.

Finally, we prove a Liouville type theorem.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. For u in any BR ⊂ R
n, define uR(x) =

1
R2u(Rx). Tthen we know that

U ij
R (wR)ij = 0 in B1. Since u satisfies (1.7), we know uR satisfies

∫

B1

|D2uR|
p + (detD2uR)

−q dx ≤ C.

Applying Theorem 1.5 to uR, we find that there exists a C > 0 independent of R, such that

‖uR‖C4,α(B1/2) ≤ C. In particular, we know that ‖D3uR‖L∞(B1/2) ≤ C. Hence

‖D3u(Rx)‖L∞(B 1
2
) ≤

C

R
,

i.e.,

‖D3u(x)‖L∞(BR
2
) ≤

C

R
.

Let R → +∞, we have D3u ≡ 0, which means u is a quadratic function. �
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