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POGORELOV TYPE ESTIMATES FOR SEMI-CONVEX
SOLUTIONS OF HESSIAN EQUATIONS AND RELATED
RIGIDITY THEOREMS

QIANG TU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish Pogorelov type C? estimates for semi-convex
admissible solutions to the Dirichlet problem of k-Hessian equation with general
right hand side. Under some sufficient conditions, we apply such estimates to obtain
rigidity theorems for semi-convex admissible solutions of k-Hessian equation, which
can be seen as a improvement of Li-Ren-Wang and Chu-Dinew’s rigidity theorem
for k-Hessian equation. When 2k > n, we also obtain Pogorelov type C? estimates
for admissible solutions to the Dirichlet problem of k-Hessian equation based on
a concavity inequality, which is inspired by the Ren-Wang’s work on the global
curvature estimates for the n — 1 and n — 2 curvature equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and n > 3. In this paper
we considered the following Dirichlet problem of Hessian equations

(L.1) 0 (V2u) = ¢(z,u, Vu) in Q,
. u=>0 on 051,

where 01,(V?u) denote by o1 (A(V?u)) (see [2.I)) with A(V?u) being the eigenvalues

of the Hessian matrix V2u. Moreover, u € C%(Q) is k-convex (admissible) if A\(V?u)

belongs to the Garding’s cone I'y (see (2.2))).
As we all know, the classic k-Hessian equation

(1.2) ou(V2u) = ¥(z, u, Vu)

is an important research content in the field of fully nonlinear partial differential
equations and geometric analysis, which is associated with many important geometric
problems, such as Minkowski problem, prescribing curvature problem and so on, see
[10, 11, [14] 16l 17, 18, 19, 26], 28, 29| 30, 32, 33, B34], 35 136, [42]. The a prior estimates,

especially the C? estimates, for k-Hessian equation (L2)) is a longstanding problem,
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which has attracted much attentions. For the relative work, we refer the readers to
[7, 3, [4, 91 20} 23, 24, 37, 38, 139, [40].

In the sequel we study Pogorelov type C? estimates, which is a type of interior
C? estimates with boundary information, for the Dirichlet problem (LI)). The ini-
tial motivation of our work is the following: Pogorelov estimates for Monge-Ampere
equations were studied at first by Pogorelov [14, 27]. Then, Chou-Wang extended
Pogorelov type estimates to the case of k-Hessian equations [9, [40]. More precisely,
when the right hand side function ) = ¥ (x, u), Chou-Wang proved that there exist a
constant € > 0 such that

(1.3) sup(—u) V3| < C
Q

for any k-convex solution u to the Hessian equations (IL1]). It’s worth pointing out that
the small constant € should not be zero in Chou-Wang’s proof. Later, Li-Ren-Wang
[25] developed new techniques to drop the small e and established Pogorelov type
estimates for (k4 1)-convex solutions to the Hessian equations (L.I]) with ¢ depending
on x,u and the gradient term Vu. Then Liu-Ren [22] established Pogorelov type C?
estimates for k-convex solutions to the Dirichlet problem of Sum Hessian equations
under some conditions. Chen-Tu-Xiang [§] obtained Pogorelov type estimates for
n-convex solutions to a class of Hessian quotient equations.

From analysis point of view, a natural problem is whether we can weak the con-
vexity assumption in [25] and established Pogorelov type C? estimates to the Hessian
equations (IT)). In this paper, we establish Pogorelov type C? estimates under semi-

convex assumption or a concavity conjecture.

Definition 1.1. A function u € C?() is called semi-convex if there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

N(Vu)(z) > —K, 1<i<n, Vre
We get the following main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let 2 < k < n and ¢ € CYH(Q x R x R") with ¢ > 0. Assume
u € CHQ) N C2%(Q) is a semi-convex solution to the Dirichlet problem of Hessian
equation (1) with A\(V?u) € T'y. Then there exist a constant 3 > 0 such that

(—u)’|V?ul(z) < C, Ve,
where C, 8 depends on n, k,supg |ul, supq |Vul, |t|cz2, infq ) and the domain €.
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Remark 1.3. Compared to [25], we weaken the convexity assumption and give a simple
proof of Pogorelov type C? estimates. However, due to technical difficulties, we cannot
make the constant 8 equal to 1. Our method is inspired by the Chu [10] and Lu [26]’s
work on curvature estimates for the prescribing curvature problem. We construct
a test function involving the largest eigenvalues Amax of the Hessian matrix V?u ,
instead of the symmetric function of A to deal with the third order terms.

One may ask whether Theorem is still ture if we remove the semi-convex as-
sumption. Then we will restrict our attention to this problem. Our idea goes back as
far as Ren-Wang’s work [28] 29, [30] on the global curvature estimates for the n — 1
and n — 2 curvature equation. More precisely, they established the global curvature
estimate for the following prescribing curvature equation

or(k(X)) = f(X,v(X)), VX eM,

where 2k > n, M C R"™! is a closed hypersurface, x(X) and v(X) are principal

curvatures and unit outer normal vector at X € M, respectively. Note that, their

results based on a concavity conjecture, and the conjecture holds when k£ > n — 2.
Inspired by this, we propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.4. Let A = (A1, , \p) € Ty with \y > Ay > -+ >\, and n < 2k.
Assume that there exist constants No, Ny such that Ny < op(\) < Ny. There exists
constants K and B such that if A1 > B, the following inequality holds

2
(1.4) M\ | K (Z agj(A)§j> — oPUNGE | — o NG+ a8 >0,
j j#1
for any & = (&1,&2, -+ ,&,) € R™. Here a; is defined by
a; = ol (\) + (A + \)o ().
The following theorem is our Pogorelov type C? estimates for k-convex solutions
of Hessian equation (I]).

Theorem 1.5. Let 2 < k < n, 2k > n and ¢ € CY(Q x R x R") with ¢ > 0.
Assume u € CHQ)NC%(Q) is a solution to Hessian equation (L)) with \(V?u) € T},
and Conjecture holds, then there exist a constant 8 > 0 such that

(—u)’|V?u|(z) < C, VreQ,
where C, 8 depends on n, k,supgq |ul, supq |Vul, |t|cz2, infg 1) and the domain €.
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Remark 1.6. It should be observed that the concavity conjecture [I.4] is weaker than
the one proposed by Ren-Wang in [30]. Compared to [30], our proof is more straight-
forward and simpler since our idea is similar to the proof of Theorem

We notice that the conjecture [.4] holds for £ = n — 1 and k = n — 2, which have
proved by Ren-Wang in [28] 29, [30]. Hence, we have the following results.

Corollary 1.7. Letk=n—1 orn—2 and ¢ € C1(QxRxR") with ) > 0. Assume
u € CHQ) N C?(Q) is a solution to the Dirichlet problem of Hessian equation (L))
with \(V?u) € T'y. Then there exist a constant 3 > 0 such that

(—u)’|V?u|(z) < C, VreQ,
where C, 5 depends on n, k,supg |ul,supq, |Vul,|¥|c2, infq 1 and the domain €.

As an application of the above results, rigidity theorems can be considered for
k-Hessian equations. In [5], Chang-Yuan proposed a problem that:

Problem 1.8. Are the entire solutions of the following k-Hessian equations
(1.5) or(Vu(z)) =1 VazeR"
with lower bound only quadratic polynomials?

Recall that the classical Liouville theorem for Laplace equations and Jorgens-
Calabi-Pogorelov theorem for Monge-Ampére equations gave a positive answer to
the Problem [[L§ in case k = 1 and k = n, respectively. For k& = 2, Chang-Yuan [5]
have proved that, if u satisfies an almost convexity conditon, i.e.,

V2 > (5— 2”1) V>0,

n —

then the entire solution of the equation (LX) only are quadratic polynomials. Chen-
Xiang [6] showed that all super quadratic entire solutions to equation (LLH) with
01(V?u) > 0 and o3(V?u) > —K are also quadratic polynomials. Then Shankar-
Yuan [3I] have proved that every entire semi-convex solution of equation (L)) in
three dimensions is a quadratic polynomial. For general k, Bao-Chen-Guan-Ji [2]
proved that strictly entire convex solutions of equation (3] satisfying a quadratic
growth are quadratic polynomials. Li-Ren-Wang [25] relaxed the condition of strictly
convex solutions in [2] to (k + 1)-convex solutions. It was guessed in[5] and [41] that
the semi-convex assumption is the necessary condition for the Problem [L8 We will
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restrict our attention to prove the rigidity theorem for equation ([L5) under semi-
convex assumption. The following is our result.

Theorem 1.9. The entire and semi-conver solutions in k-convex cone of the equation
([CH) defined in R™ satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Quadratic growth condition: there exist constants ¢, b and sufficiently large R

such that
(1.6) uw(z) > clz|* =b  for |z| > R.
(it) Almost (k 4 1)-convexity condition: there exist constants M’ < 5, M > 0
such that
(1.7) <M#W) >—M'T  if Amaz(V3u) > M.
ij ij

Then u are quadratic polynomials.
As an application, we obtain the following corollaries:

Corollary 1.10. The entire and k-convex solutions of the equation (LH) defined in
R"™ satisfy Quadratic growth condition and the following conditions: there is a constant
A such that

(1.8) o1 (Vu(z)) > —A, VoeR"™
Then u are quadratic polynomials.

Remark 1.11. There is another way to prove Corollary [L10 by Chu-Dinew using a
purely geometric condition in [12]. But we emphasize that our method is different
from [12]. Chu-Dinew used the condition CNS (see Definition 3.2 in [12]) to establish
gradient estimates and pogorelov type estimates respectively, then combined with the
standard blow-up method to obtain Corollary [LT0. In this article, we only need to
establish pogorelov type estimates, since our estimates do not depend on the gradi-
ent. Furthermore, semi-convex assumption and almost (k + 1)-convexity condition
we stated seem to be weaker than condition CNS, since condition CNS can derive
semi-convex assumption and the almost (k + 1)-convexity condition.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we start with some
preliminaries. The proofs of Theorem and Theorem are respectively given in
section 3 and section 4. In the last section, the rigidity theorems of the equations
(CH) under semi-convex assumption are established.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let A = (A1, -+, An) € R™, we recall the definition of elementary symmetric func-
tion for 1 < k < n,

(2.1) or(\) = > Aiy Aig -+ A -
1<i1 <9< <ip<n
We also set 0g = 1 and o, = 0 for kK > n or k < 0. Recall that the Garding’s cone is
defined as
(2.2) Me={AeR":0;()\) >0,V1<i<Kk}.

We denote oj_1(A]i) = %' Then, we list some properties of o which will be used

later.

Proposition 2.1. Let A = (A1,---,\,) € R" and 1 < k < n, then we have

(1)

I'i>I'y>---DT,,.

(2)

(3) )
Z or_1(AD) = (n — k + Dop_1 (V).

ok

(4) Tisa G 2 [Ch)F Jor A€ T

(5) of is concave in Ty.
Proof. All the above properties are well known. For example, see Chapter XV in [24]
or [2I] for proofs of (1), (2) and (3); see Lemma 2.2.19 in [15] for the proof of (4);
see [4] and [24] for the proof of (5). O
Proposition 2.2. For A= (Ay, -+, \,) € Ty with Ay > Xy > -+ > \,,.

(1)

0 <or—1( A1) < op-1(N2) < -+ < og1(Aln).
(i1) If \; <0, then we have
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(iii) For any 1 <1< k, we have
a(A) > C(n, DA -+ A
(iv) There exists a constant depending only on n and k such that
Mog_1(A]1) > Coi(N).
(v)
> Nowa(Ai) = %al()\)ak()\).
(vi) The number of possizle negative entries of X is at most n — k and
e+ X1+ -+ A >0, [N <ng for any i > k.
(vii)
or(\) < CEAL - A
Proof. See [26, Lemma 2.2] for (i)-(v); see [29] for (vi); see Chapter XV in [24] for
(vii). O

The generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality is as follows, which will be used all
the time.

Proposition 2.3. For Ael',, andm >1>0,r>s>0, m>r, [l > s, we have

[o—mu)/cx

1 1

- . [m(A)/C:;

a(N)/C, as(M)/C3,

Proof. See [37]. O

Next, we list the following well-known results.

Lemma 2.4. If W = (w;;) is a symmetric real matriz, \; = \;(W) is one of the
eigenvalues (i = 1,---,n) and F = F(W) = f(AW)) is a symmetric function of

Ay, A, then for any real symmetric matric A = (a;j), we have the following
formulas:
of _ of
O*F O f o, 9
2.3 — {0y = ——— 2 v g 2
(2.3) Owijﬁwsta]a ¢ a)\pa)\qappaqq + Z N — Ay Upq
p<q

Moreover, if f is concave and A\y > X > -+ > \,, we have

of of of
8—>\1()‘> <=\ <--- <

(2.4) < oM< ~_mn(k)-
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Proof. See Lemma 3.2 in [13] or [I] for the proof of (2.3 and Lemma 2.2 in [1] for
the proof (2.4]). O

Lemma 2.5. Let W = W;; be an nxn symmetric matric and \(W) = (A, A, -+, \p)
be the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix W. Suppose that W = W;; is diagonal
and \; = Wy;, then we have

o\ o\ :
(2.5) o 1, oW 0 otherwise.
O*\i 1 L,
(2.6) oWy~ N fori#j and N # A
PN\
2. —_— = Se.
(2.7) oW, 0 otherwise

We now state some important inequalities by Guan-Ren-Wang in [19, Lemma 7]
and Ren-Wang [30, Lemma 13], which are crucial to our estimates.

Lemma 2.6. Assume that k > I, W = (w;;) is a Codazzi tensor which is in T'.

Denote o« = ﬁ Then for h = 1,---,n and any 6 > 0, we have the following
inequality
w
=S AW g + (1 o+ S
0 O'k(W)
P#q
(a(W)a\*  or(W)
> 1 — A4 _ PP,qq .
> (a1 b0 () - PG00 it

Lemma 2.7. Let A = (A, ,\,) € Iy with Ay > --- > X\, and n < 2k. Assume
that o, (A) > No > 0. Then for any 1 <i,j <n withi # j, if \; > A\ — @, we have
2X; (1 —eM™)

N— N

a1’ (A) 2 ! (\) + (A + A3)a; 7 (V).
when A\ 1s sufficiently large.
We need following lemma which is a slight improvement of Lemma 3.1 in [26].

Lemma 2.8. Let A = (Ay,--- , \y) € T with Ay > - > X\, 1 <l <k and W = (wy;)
be a Codazzi tensor which is in T'y. For any €,6,00 € (0,1), there exists a constant
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0" > 0 depending only on €,0,09,n, k and | such that if \; > A1 and N1 < ')Ay, then
we have

O_pp,qu w 0‘ a“w2
_Z k pph qqh+(1_a+ )(E “h) 2(1+a—5a 11h k ~iih
o ) ak
p#q
_ _ 1
forany h=1,---,n, where a = .

Proof. By Lemma 2.0, we have
NOY a wnh)

PP4q
O WpphWqqh

— Z - =+ (1l-a+ )
p#£q Tk 0 Uk
> Uliiwiih)2 Ufpﬂq(W)wpphwqqh
> (a+1—-da) =27 —
2 A (=5 2w

p#q

1
(28) > — <(a +1—da) Z (o] win) g Z (0ot — oo )wpphwqqh) .

2
% p#q
By (3.2) in [26, Lemma 3.1], we claim that

€ g C g
(2.9) Z(Ufpgfq 0107 ) WpphWaqn = D) Z(Ul“wiih)Z T Z(Ufzwiih)2-

p#q i<l i>1
By (238) and (29), we have
PP.aq i 2
_ Ok WpphWaqh Y (1—a+t %>( igk;ﬂuh)
p#q Tk Tk
1 € i ¢ i
> s ((a +1—da— 5) Z(O’l wiin)? — - Z(O’l wiih)2>
t i<l i>1
e, (o}t e ol 2
2.10 > 1 60— <) (2 O (o,
o ey S ()

Together with Proposition 2.2, we have

)xlalll =0, —o(A1) > (1 — ¢ ) oy,

and hence

11\ 2 oo\ 2
N € -5 a+1l—oa—ce
— - — — > — - — >
(a+1—-da 2)( ) > (a+1-da 2)( " ) > ¥

01

by choosing ¢’ sufficiently small.
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For ¢ > [, from the assumption of the lemma, it is easily seen that
C O'lii 2 C >\1 cee >\l—1 2 C 1
S e S At )
€ \ 0y T € PYRERD.Y RN

Pp,qq 2
_Z Ik wpphwqqh (1 — a4+ 5)(2 Uk2wzzh> > (Oé-'- 1— 6a — E)’wllh _ 52 Z mh'

o o A2

Consequently,

p#q
To prove the lemma, we only need to show the following inequality
siis G on
Tk = 520 M

for any ¢ > [, which is already proved in the proof the Lemma 3.1 in [26]. Hence we

complete the proof. O
Finally, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. For any € € (0,1), there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that the function
fey=z—(1—=¢€)(l—e")(x+9) >0 for any z € (0, +00).

Proof. 1t is clearly see that

f’(:l?) =e+ (1 — 6)(1 — 5)6_96 — (1 — e)xe_x,

We shall have established the lemma if we show that f(z) > 0 for any point z € S :=
{z €(0,+00) | e = =42 — I=¢(1 — §)}. In fact for any z € S,

€

f(z) = e*(1—¢) (2 )z+z—51_€(z—1+5)+5)

= “(1—e¢)
€

_ 1_€<< —256 +_(5_256)2+4(1—5)5(1—6)6+4625>

4€?
- 256 0(4e —0)
= 1—e¢) < + 12 )

>

01— €) — de +(1—5)51_6+5)

if we choose § < 4e.
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3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will use the idea in [11] [7] to give the proof of Theorem [[.21 For
convenience, we introduce the following notations

2
oF s _ O°F ‘
0uij ’ auz’jaurs

We assume u € C*(Q)NC?(Q) is a semi-convex solution of the Hessian equation (L))
with A(V?u) € T'. Note that we can assume u < 0 in Q by the maximum principle.

F(V?u) = 0x(V?u), FY =

We consider the following test function,
~ A
P(z) = In Apoe () + BIn(—u) + %\VUP + §\x|2,

where A,q, () is the biggest eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix u,;;, 5,a and A are
constants which will be determined later. Suppose P attains its maximum value in
at 9. Rotating the coordinates, we diagonal the matrix V?u = (u;;). Without loss
of generality, we may assume A;(zo) has multiplicity m, then

Uij = U0z, N = Ui, AL =Ap=+=XAp > Apy1 > -+ > A at .
Then, by (2.4]) we obtain
(31) O0<FY=F2=...= ™ < prrbmtl <O P gt .
We now apply a perturbation argument. Let B be a matrix satisfying the follow
conditons:
B;j = 6;j(1 = 61;), Bijp,= B =0, at .
Define the matrix by;d,-j = u;;— B;; and denote its eigenvalues by 2= (Xl, Xg, e ,Xn)

It follows that A; > A\; near xy and
Xlel, XZ:AZ—l fori>1

at zg. Thus Xl > Xg at xg, which implies that Xl is smooth at zy. We consider the
pertrubed quantity P defined by

N A
P(x) = ) + BIn(—u) + 5| Vuf* + Zfaf?

which also attains a local maximum at xy. Note that in the following estimates the
letter “C” denotes a generic constant which is allowed to depend only on the known
data of the problem, i.e. n, k,supq, |u|, supq [Vul, [¢|c2,inf ¢ and which may change
from line to line.
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Differentiating P at x( twice, we get

ﬁ u;

(3.2) = + auzuy; + Ax; = 0,
)\1

and

} 2 N AL
(3.3) Pusi _ 51;2 + 2 < i + aul + A < 0.

u u Y \2 =

According to Lemma [2Z.5] we have at xq
(3.4) 511 _ Um" ij _ Wi ) u%pi -

)\1 >\1 )\1 >\1 p>1 )\1()\1 - )\p)
Thus, at zg

0 > F"P
- u u? >\1 p>1 >\1(>\1 - >\p) A%
+aZu]F Ui +aF”u —I—AZF“
7j=1
Fiing Fing? | o g2 |
> U1 9 1pi + CLZ u]qu”J (1 + _) 7;111
A1 =1 A — ) = AR
y 4a? 4A%2 O k
(3.5) +aFiu? — 5 — FU2u? + AZ Fii— -5 > Fial 4
=1
Rewrite equation (1)) as
(3.6) F(V?u) =,
differentiating equation (3.0) once gives
(W
(3.7) Flug; = = Uy, + Pouj + E <O+ N).
J

Differentiating equation (B.0]) twice gives
(3.8) Fij’rsuijlursl + F'uing = 1.

Now we estimate 11

0
b > —C(1+ M+ 23+ a—;b-ul”'
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Then, applying the concavity of F' (see Proposition 211 (5)), it follows at xg

F'ujiny R O uyy
—— 7" 0,51 — C(1 4+ X
>\1 - >\1 Higithrst ( + 1) + 8u2 >\1
1 OV uqy;
= —— FPPA9y 1 Uger + — Fppqqu 14+ XM
A\ pz;éq pplYqql pz;,sq ( ) ou; Ay
8 U114
Z Z FPPaq Upp1 Ugql W Z Fll i 112 (1 -+ )\1) + a;f ;11
U pq Lism ‘
(3.9) — ; FPPAa%y, g1 + ; )\1 —C(1+ X))+ D N,
Using (3.7) and (3:2), we have,
O uy - i B
1 . > —C(A ).
(3.10) 90N, +a§u] Uy; > —C(A+a+ —u)

Plugging (37), (39) and [B.I0) into ([B.5), assuming uiq(x¢) > 1, we have at xo,
1 uz 2F2‘i_F11u2i
0 2 S P 2 33 57
1(A1—

! g i p>1 ism (A1 =AM
2 Fhy?, a*C. .. A0 N
—(1+= Wt (@ —4—=)F")\? + (A —4 F
—C(a+£+A+>\1)
G
> FPPO9y 1 + 2 Uiy +2y —2
; p;)\l)\l )\) ;)\()\1—)\1,)
2(F" — F11 Ju3y, 2 Fiu?, 4a*C
+ -—(1+ f(a— FUX
; I T
A0 SN
(3.11) +(A—4 5 )ZF“—C’(a+%+A+)\1),
i=1
since
Fé [PPy,2 Fliy,2
23— “ > 2y T Loy - T
1 A o A=) T A = Ay)

Recall that \; > —K. Without loss of generality, we may assume A\; > K + 1. Thus
A1+ A, > 0 and we obtain the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.1. At xq, we have

2Z>\1(>\1 -\ t2

p>1 p>m

2(F" — F'hui,, 2 Frryd,
-1+ >0
()\1_>\p))\1 ( _I_B)Z >\2 -

1

assuming without loss of generality that \; > %(K +1) and B > 2.

Proof. By direct calculation, we obtain

o~y 22(FPP_FH>“%1P_( 2)2”“@

p>1 >‘1(>‘1 - Xp) p>m ()\1 - )\p))\l B p>1 )\%
~ 2 2
S i il S 0 Gl et
A ()\1 ~ N =N) S M (A1 =AM
> Fpi Z ullp — P+ I+ 5N _ 2
- = (A1 — )\ A=A+ 1A —A)
u )\1 + )\
_ F11 11p B+2
2
> 0

Using (B.11)) and Lemma [B.1], we have

1 FPPog 2 Flly a_;
0 > Frray g +2y —— 2 (14 = Ly Z Ry
Y ; e ; non—x) TR TR T3

=N

(3.12) +§;F —Clat =+ A+ ),

if we choose 8 > max{4,8AC,8aC'} and \; > %(K +1).
Denote a = 2. The rest of the proof is very similar to [26, Theorem 4.1]. For the
reader’s convenience, we give all the details here.

Lemma 3.2. For any ¢y € (0,3), if we choose § € (0,%), € € (0,92), & = 2,
B > max{a%),él, 8AC,8aC} and m < | < k, there exist constants §' depending only
on €,0,00,n, k and | such that if \; > A1 and Ny < ')Ay, then

(—u)ﬁ)\l S C,
where C' depends on €,0, 80, n, k, 1, |u|c1,inf ) and ||ce.
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Proof. We will now use Lemma 2.8 to take care of the term —(1 + %)
that

Freo?
g FPPaqy U1 + 2 E —
ppl%qql )\1 A — )

15

Svat Note

p#Q p>1
o (E Fppupp1)2 Fu FPpq,2
(1 _ & b . 111 ppl
> —(1 a+5) o +(14+a—da—c¢) % 5; >
L Fppu%pﬁ
=1 At(A— Ap)
l—a+ % Fu? Fppu21(2—50))\1+50)\ —50
> C— N +(14+a—da—e—3L + o L
P A3 ; A2 A=A +1
l—a+2 Fu? Frry2 (2 — 260) A1 + So(—"5 )
> 0N+ (14 a—da—e)— 4 L k
P A3 ; A2 A=A +1
l—a+¢ 2 FHqy2 or(A|1)u?
> _C SN, (142 EE 1
g gy Y
(3.13)
Plugging (B.13) into (B.12)), we have
oA Duiy s

3.14) 0 >
( )\%

By Proposition 2.2 and the fact that \; > — K, we have
or(A[1) > —=CXaAz- Mg - K — CAoAg -+ Ao Aol | A1 | An]
_C)\2)\3 e )\k—4|)\n—4||)\n—3||)\n—2||)\n—1||)\n| -
> —C)\g)\g' . )\k - K.

Combining with the critical equation (3.2)), we have

or(A Dy, ox(A) (=B
>\i{’ )\1 Uu

—C’KL (52 2)\2+A2)
1

2
— CLU1>\1 — Al’l)

>
. A

(3.15) = —CKAWA' ok

+ F”A? ZF“— (a+ =+ A+ N).

2
7)\ (% + A2) — CKCI,2)\1)\2 s )\k
1
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We assume that — uX; > max{f3, Amax|u| } and a > 1, then

1 2
% > —3CKa’Ahs -+ A
1

Combining with (3.14)) and (3.16]), we have

(3.16)

g A2 8
> 2 g 222 e i
0 > =3CKa AMAy--- A+ 2F A7+ 5 ;:1 F C(a—l—A+—_u + A1)
An—-k+1 k
= (% - 30K@2>\k) Al Apo1 + ;—nmak —Cla+ A+2)\)

An—k+1
(3.17) > (w - 30Ka2>\k) AL Aot + %CAl — 20\, — C(a+ A).

Now we choose a and A sufficiently large such that

. max{ 12C?°K?* 2(1+ 2C)n} Ao o
n—k+1 Ck ’
If \p > ("gé?)a, we have
Or > Moo dp—CA -y - K
> A MM — CK)
(3.18) > M(M)FOK,

which implies that (—u)°\; < C.

If \ < ("g?]‘;)“, then M —3CKa*)\, > 0 and ([B.I7) becomes
ak

02 7-CA = 20N = Cla+4) = M — Cla + A).
n

Then we have (—u)’)\; < C. O

We now complete the proof of Theorem [[.2l Set d; = % By Lemma[B.2] there exists
constant dy such that if Ay < A1, then (—u)PX; < C. If Ay > do\;, using Lemma
3.2 again, there exists d5 such that if A3 < ds)\;, then (—u)?\; < C. Repeating the
above argument, we obtian (—u)?A; < C or Ay > §\;. In the latter case, we have

v

A Ap—CA oy K
M A1 (Geh — CK)
(3.19) > Cby03- - 0p(M)",

Ok

A%
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by assuming A; sufficiently large. It follows that
(_u)ﬁ)‘l < 07

and the theorem is now proved.

4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM
In this section, we prove Theorem We consider the following test function

P(z) =Ink + Bln(—u) + g|w|2,

where [, a are large constants to be determined later, A= (Xl, Xg, . ,Xn) are eigen-
values of the matrix u;; — B;;. Suppose P attains its maximum value in 2 at xy. Here

B is a matrix satisfying the following conditons:

Bij = 552‘]‘(1 - 511')7 Bij,p = Bn,ii =0, at x,

0 < 1 is a sufficiently small constant to be determined later. It follows that \; > Xl

near xg and
Xlel, XZ:AZ—é fOI"i>1,

at 9. We may assume A; has multiplicity m. Analysis similar to that in the proof

of Theorem show that at zg
H Q(Fii - Fll)“%u

1 “%1
0o > FPpay g + 2y —————2—
Z pplUqql Z )\1()\1 . )‘p) Dzm ()\1 _ )\z>>\1

Y
1 p>1

P#q
2 Fz'iu2 ; F;D;Du2 2a2C .
—(1 B) A;l 2y —— 4 (a- 5 )E7\2
1 p>1 >\1(>\1 — >\p)
(4.1) —C(a+ % + Ap).

Lemma 4.1. Let k > 3, assuming that \y > B := T
+2 k

have at xg

2(FrP — F11)y2 Frey?
( )ullp (1 X g> Z Ut1p > 0.

2y _Fup, 3 _
MM =) S = A)h B

p>1



18 QIANG TU

Proof. In the same manner as in Lemma [3.T] we can see that

S DAL o Gt ol L PEREE ) i
(- ) o (A1 = Ap) A B M
> Fll 111? ﬁ+2
2 D W
On the one hand,
BN+ M, — 6
5*; 1A P20, i, 20,
1 D
When )\, < 0, then
B=2 B—2
T

the last inequality comes from Proposition 2.2

Using (A1) and Lemma ], we have

Z FPPA9y gy + 2 Z Uiy —(1+ g) Fluiy
1 =M —A) grA
(4.2) +(a— QCL;C)F”AZ? —Cla+ _ﬁu + ).
Note that

FHU%H 1 [ —Bua ? 11ﬁ2 2 iy 2
¥ = F <T—au1)\1) <CF E—I—Ca ZF AL

Let € = min{y-, 3} and 8 > max{3%-, 32Ca}, then we have

(4.3) 2+ e)FH“l“ < Ce F“ﬁ + 2 Z Fiip2 < T3 Fip2
. /8 )\1 4 é "
1
by assuming u?\? > f—j By concavity of of,
—1(¥)?
4.4 —e— FPPa9y, e > — > —C)\.
( ) Z ppltqql k‘ F)\ 1

p#q
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We assume that A\; > max{B, 1} and u?)\? > 5—2 From Conjecture [[L4] we have

1—ce¢ FPry? 9 [l1y,2
— ZFPP uppluqq1+227pﬂ —(1+4+23) 2111
M = M=) ERY
2
K(1—¢) i 1—e 9 g2
2 _)\7 (Z ai]()‘)ujjl) - T Z aju?jl (6 + 5) )\2111
' J LA 1
p>1 )‘10‘1 - )‘:n)
11,,2 2F11 2 9 PP 2
> —CK(1+X\)—(e+ E)F )\2111 i Z 5}\“1@ i Z 2 U
b 1<p<m 1 oo AM(AL =)
1 —€ 1 —€
(45) Z apu 1171171 Z apt ;n;nl
I<ps<m p>m

Lemma 2.7 implies that a, = F'' + 2)\10;1”)’) < 2\ FPP for 1 < p < m. Hence

2F1y? 1 — € 2eu?
(4.6) > % PP S aud, > Y %F“ > 0.

1<p<m 1<p<m l<p<m 1

For p > m, according to Lemma 27 we have

Ap—A
2)\1 (1 — € 1) Fpp Z Fpp _'_ ()\1 + )\p)Fll,pp — ap.

A=A
Then
2FPPy? 1 — €
(4.7) Z lpp Zap e
p>m )‘1()‘1 p>m
B Z 2Fmaulpp 1 (1—e€) (1—e¥N)
p>m )\1 ()\1 - )\p + 5) )\1 — )‘p
2Fppu%pp
= M—=—MA—(1—=6)(1=e")Y N\, =\, +6
DB% wrve v v w A Gl ) (=, +9))
> 0,

the last inequality comes from Lemma by choosing § = e.
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Plugging (4.3)-(@.1) into ([A2]), we have
0 > —CK(M\+1)+ %F"’Af —C(a+ F + A1)
—u

ak
> %alak — C(CL+ _iu —|—)\1)
a s
> )\ — - .
e 80)\1 C(a+ —u +)\1)

It follows that (—u)?\; < C by choosing a large enough. Then the theorem is now
proved.

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.9|

In this section, we prove Theorem At first we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let u € C*(Q) N C%(Q) be a semi-convex solution to the Dirichlet
problem of the following Hessian equation

op(V2u) =1 in Q,
{u =0 on OS2,
with A(V?u) € Ty and n > k > 2. Assume that there exists constants M' < ﬁ,
M > 0 such that

80'k+1 (V2u)
81,62‘]'

(5.1)

ij

Then

(—u)’|VZu|(z) < C, VreQ,
for sufficiently large B > 0. Here C and [ depends only on n,k, M', M, K and the
domain 2.

Proof. 1t is obvious that there exist constants a and b depending only on the diameter
of the domain €2 such that

gxz—bgug().

Hence, in the following proof, the constant 3,C' can contains supg, |u|. Of course,
there exists a constant K such that V?u + K1 > 0 since u is semi-convex function.
We consider the pertrubed quantity P defined by

P(z) =} + FIn(—u) + o,
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where \; is defined as in the proof of Theorem [[L2l [ is a constant which will be
determined later. Suppose P attains its maximum value in  at xo. Rotating the
coordinates, we diagonal the matrix VZu = (u;;). Without loss of generality, we may
assume \i(xg) has multiplicity m. Differentiating P at x twice, we have

i i
(5.3) LN B, =0,
A u
and
) 2 N, A2
(5.4) BU”—BZ’Jri’”—#JrlSO.
U U M A2
Analysis similar to that in the proof of Theorem show that
2F”x2
ZFPP uppluqql + ZF” B 7
! piaq
ppu2 2 Fllu
(5.5) S 5)7)\2111
= A(A = A) 1
if we choose 8 > 2 and A\; > %(1 + K).
Denote a = ﬁ and €y = % — M’'. Now we divide two sub-cases to continue

Case 1: There exist m <[ <k, § € (0,%), e € (0,%9%), & = n+k, g > 2k 3
such that \; > d\; and A\ < &' Aq, where ¢’ depending only on €, 6, dg, n, k and l.
Referring to the calculation in (313]), we obtain

ZFpp Wy D Z 1pp —(1+ 2)F11“%11
1Uqgql =
| pp1lqq g MO — \ ) B A2
2 Fu? 2 op(M1)u?
_ > S —e— 2 111 142 k 111
(5 6) = (a a € ﬁ> )\3 ( ﬁ> >\i’
Choosing Ay > max{M, g%(l + K)} and plugging (5.6) into (5.5]), we have
2 2 k
0 > ((a—aa—e— B)F+(1—|—B)ak A1) ) Uin +ZF“ C+B—
2P}
s

(57 > 1——ZF” C+@
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the last inequality comes from (5.2]). We take g = 4C then, we have

ko1 1 k2 Bk Oy L
P +§al’“10§1>ﬁ—+ ONFT.

c>— —
T ou U 2

Hence we obtain the Lemma.
Case 2: For any 2 <[ < k, there exists o; > 0 such that \; > §;\;.
In this case, we have

A%

Ao Ak — CAtAg - - A1 K
> Mo A1 G\ — COK)

> C0y03- - Ok,

1:O'k

by assuming \; sufficiently large. It follows that \; < C.
Hence, we have proved Lemma [5.11 O

Lemma 5.2. Let u € C?(Q) be a k-convex solution to the Hessian equation
(5.8) or(Vu) =1 in Q.

Assume that there exists a uniform constant A such that

(5.9) ops1(Viu(z)) > —A, VzeQ.

Then u is semi-convex and satisfies the almost (k + 1)-convexity condition (5.2).
The statement still holds if the k-convex solution u satisfies the condition CNS which
introduced by Chu-Dinew in [12].

Proof. From proposition 3.6 in [12], it suffices to show that the condition CNS implies
semi-convexity and almost (k 4 1)-convexity condition (5.2)) for w.

Assume that u satisfies the condition CNS and fix x € €0, then there is a uniform
constant R > 0 such that for any i € {1,2,---,n} the vector

M (V2u(2)), -+ s M (V2u()), R A (V2u(z), -+, An(V2u(@))) € Dy

Denote \; := \;(V2u(z)) for i = 1,--- ,n, assume that \; > Ay > --- > \,. Hence
(R, \) € Ty for N = (Xg, Az, -+, A\y). It follows from Proposition 2.2)(7i) that
—k
M < Z7R,

which implies that V?u + "T_kRI > 0. Thus u is semi-convex.
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Let M’ be a constant with M’ < -, denote M = 2R [f X\, > M, then

17 M
, Mg , 1
or(A\) = op(R, \) + ; 8—;1(8, N)ds > op_1(A|1) (M — R) > T M/)\lak_l()\|1).
Hence
O’k()\|1) = O'k()\) — )\10k_1()\|1) 2 —M/,
which implies condition (5.2)) and thus finishes the proof. O

Comining with Lemma 5.1 and 5.2], we have

Theorem 5.3. Let u € C*(Q)NC?(Q) be a k-convex solution to the Dirichlet problem
(B.I) Assume that there exists a uniform constant A such that oj41(V?u) > —A in
Q. Then

(—u)?|V?u|(z) < C, Yz e,
for sufficiently large § > 0. Here C' and [ depends only on n,k, A and the domain ).

Remark 5.4. We emphasize that this interior C? estimate does not depend on the
gradient of u.

Proof of Theorem [1.9. The proof here is similar to [39] 25 22]. So, only a sketch
will be given below.

Suppose u is an entire solution of the equation ((LH]). For arbitrary positive constant
R > 1. Define

Q= {y € B [u(By) < £ ofy) = PV

We consider the following Dirichlet problem
0p(V*) =1 in Qp,
(5.10) «(V70) N
v=20 on 0Qg.
By Lemma [B.1], it follows that
(—v)?|V*| < C,

where C' and 8 depend only on n, %k and the domain 2. Now using the quadratic
growth condition appears in Theorem [.9] we can assert that

c|Ry|> — b < u(Ry) < R*.
Namely

ly|* <
C



24 QIANG TU

Hence, Q2r is bounded and the constant C' and [ become two absolute constants.

Counsider the domain )

R
r={ylu(Ry) < 5} C Q.
It is easily seen that
1
v < —3 Av < 2°C in Q}z.
Note that Vv = VZu. Thus
2

Vu<C in Q) :{x|u(56)§%}7

where C' is absolute constant. Since R is arbitrary, we have the above inequality in
whole R™. Using Evan-Krylov theory, we have

D?u C
|D2U|CQ(BR) < szw < Ta — 0 as R — +oo.
Hence we obtain Theorem O
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