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Abstract

We present a method to derive local estimates for some classes of fully
nonlinear elliptic equations. The advantage of our method is that we derive
Hessian estimates directly from C© estimates. Also, the method is flexible and
can be applied to a large class of equations.

Let (M,g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. We are
interested in a priori estimates for solutions of some classes of fully nonlinear elliptic
equations on (M, g). These kinds of equations arise naturally from geometry and
other fields of analysis and share structures similar to those of the Monge-Ampere
equations.

Regularity problems are studied by people in different fields separately. One
would like to ask if it is possible to give a unified proof and to generalize further to
a large class of equations. The answer is affirmative provided the equations satisfy
some algebraic structures which can induce the cancellation phenomenon. We will
see how this phenomenon helps us to get the Hessian bound directly. One of the
interesting cases is the Schouten tensor equation arising from conformal geometry:

1 1
ol (g7 (Vu + du ® du — §|Vu|2g +A,)) = f(x)e

where oy, is the kth elementary symmetric function. Local C? estimates are proved
for this equation by Chang, Gursky, and Yang [2] (k = 2,n = 4) and by P.Guan and
G.Wang [7] for all £ < n. The same results with specific dependence on the radius of
the domain are established by Gursky and Viaclovsky [10]. P.Guan and G.Wang [§]
also prove the local estimates for quotients of the elementary symmetric functions.
Other related works in this direction include [12], [I1] and [T4].

Another interesting case is the following equation in optics geometry:

|Vu|? LY ) = |Vo|? + v?
gy JeT 9= %

det(g; (V0 — ) v(z)p(S(x,v, Vv)).
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Interior C? estimates are proved by X.Wang [17] for n = 2, while local C? estimates
for all n > 2 are by P.Guan and X.Wang [9].

It turns out that in getting local C? estimates for nonlinear equations as described
above, the coefficient in front of the gradient square term plays an important role.
For arbitrary coefficients, in general it is not true that we have local estimates . See
[T4] for a counterexample.

In the degenerate case, when the gradient square term disappears, one can have
maximal principles for second derivatives, which means the Hessian bound over € is
less than or equal to that on 0f). Examples are the general Monge-Ampere equations.
In particular, the Gauss curvature equation in a domain €2 in R",

[

det (V2u) = ko (z)(1 + |Vul?) 2",

is of this type. Another relevant equation is the Gauss curvature equation for a radial
graph in a domain 2 in S™:
L 2 2

n v: + |Vou
et (g7 (V%0 + vg.)) = () (L

n+2

v? )
Maximal principles for the first equation is studied in Caffarelli, Nirenberg, and
Spruck [, and for the latter by B.Guan and J. Spruck [5]. See also [6], [I6] and [4]
for related works.

In this paper, we consider more general operators, which in particular include
the equations discussed above. We will derive local C? estimates directly from C°
bounds and also prove the maximal principles for second derivatives. For the reader
who is more interested in the aforementioned equations, he or she can jump directly
to Section Bl where a brief explanation and statements of results about them are
given.

Now we turn to the equations we are going to discuss. Let

W = V2u + a(r)du ® du + b(z)|Vu|*g + B(z) (1)

be a (0,2) tensor on a Riemannian manifold (M",g). The derivatives are covariant
derivatives with respect to the metric g. Consider the equation

Fg='W) = f(z, u)h(z, Vu) (2)

where I satisfies some fundamental structure conditions listed later and g~! is the
induced inverse tensor of metric tensor g. Equation (2l) means that we apply F' to
the eigenvalues of matrix (or (1,1) tensor) g~'TW. When the manifold is flat (e.g., the
Euclidean case), we have g;; = ¢;; where ¢;; is the Kronecker delta. In this case, we
drop g=! and simply write F(W) = f(x,u)h(z, Vu).

We now describe the fundamental structure conditions for F. Let I' be an open
convex cone with vertex at the origin satisfying {A : A\; > 0,Vi} CT' C{A: > \ >
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0}. Suppose that F'(\) is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree one in T’
normalized with F'(e) = F((1,---,1)) = 1. Moreover, F' satisfies the following in I" :
(S0) F'is positive.

(S1) F is concave. (i.e., 2L

) 8>\i8>\j
. . 9F - oL
(S2) F'is monotone. (i.e., g is positive.)

In some cases, we need an additional condition:
2\ M1
A) S8 > o (E2)" for some s > 0.

is negative semi-definite.)

An easy example is F' = A\; + -+ A, with I' = {A: Ay +--- 4+ A, > 0}. Then
F(g7'W) =tr, W = Au+(a(z)+nb(z))|Vul*+tr, B(x) is just the Laplace-Beltrami
operator plus some lower order terms, where tr, is the trace with respect to g. More
interesting examples are discussed in Section [l Condition (S1) is necessary in most
elliptic theories. Condition (S2) is the actual ellipticity. It is an elementary fact
that if F'is a symmetric function of eigenvalues, then g—i > 0 for all ¢ if and only

if F .= % is positive definite. Condition (A) is used previously in [9]. There is
one more key point. In general, we do not have uniform ellipticity for fully nonlinear
elliptic equations. This is because F'¥/ involves V?u whose a priori estimates need to
be derived.

A natural question is whether we can consider the tensor in forms other than ().
It turns out that for some equations coming from geometry, they can be formulated
in the form of ([l) after a wise choice of the function u(z). We will see in Section 2 that
it is certainly the case for geometric optics equations and Gauss curvature equations
on spheres.

Before stating the theorems, we introduce the following notations. Let
f(z,2) : M" xR — R and h(z,p) : M" x R" — R be two given positive functions.
Let u = u(x) : M™ — R be a solution to (). We define

Cinf = injl\c/[ f(z,u),

Te
Coup = ng\g(f + Vo f (o, u)] + [ ol )| + V2 (2, w)| + (Vo fo(, w)| + | foaz, u)]),
esup = sup (h(z, Vu) + |V h(z, Vu)| + |V, h(z, Vu)| + [Voh(z, Vu)|

zeM

+ |V Voh(z, Vu)| + |V2h(z, Vu))).

If we restrict = to a local ball B,., we use the corresponding notations c;,, (1), Csup(r)
and eg,,(r). We also use the convention that a (0,2) tensor T;; > g¢;; means that
T(v,v) > g(v,v) for all vectors v as a bilinear form.

In the following theorem, cases (a) and (b) show how relations of a(z), b(x) and
h(z,Vu) give us Hessian estimates directly. However, if we have gradient bounds
already, then h is bounded. Case (c) shows more general results.



Theorem 1. (Local estimates) Let F' satisfy the structure conditions (S0)-(S2) in
a corresponding cone T and u(x) be a C* solution to (@) in a local geodesic ball B,.
Suppose that b(x) < —01 and a(z) + nb(x) < —ds.

case(a): h = hg is a positive constant. Then

sup (|V2u| + |[Vul*) < O,

IEGB%

where Cy = Cy(n, 1, ||allcz, ||bllcz, || Bllcz2, [|9]lc3s hos 01, 02, Csup(r)) but is independent
of Cing(1).

case(b): Suppose h = h(Vu) and f = f(x). Let A(p) be a positive function such
that hy,p, > A(p)gij. If there exists some number M > 0 such that

h< MA(p)(1+[p])*> and |V, h] < MA(p)(1+ |p]),

then
sup (|V2u| + |Vul?) < Cy,
SCEB%
where Cy = Ca(n, 7, |[allc2, [|bllc2, (| Bllc2, lgllcs, 01, 2, M, sup, A(p), Coup(r), Cing (7).
case(c): Suppose that F satisfies the additional condition (A) and that T3 C T.
( See Section [ for the definition of T'y.) Then

sup |V?u| < Cs,

TEBr
2

wher’e CS = CB(,“O) Hi,n, T, ||a||C'2> ||b||C'2a ||B||02, ||g||C3> 51) 52) esup(r)> Csup(r);
supg |Vul).

An example of case (a) is the Schouten tensor equation arising from conformal
geometry; an example of case (b) and (c) is the geometric optics equation.

For the degenerate case b = 0, we do not in general have local estimates. However,
if the manifold has enough symmetry, say of constant sectional curvature K, we may
consider a special type of equation

F(g ' (V?*u+ adu ® du+ Kg)) = f(z,u)h(Vu) (3)

where a is a constant. Note that when a = 0 and K = 0 (e.g., Euclidean space), this
is the Monge-Ampere type equation.

Theorem 2. (Mazimum Principle) Let F' satisfy the structure conditions (S0)-(S2)
in a corresponding cone I'. Suppose that (M, g) is of nonnegative constant sectional

curvature K and that hy,,, > €d;; for some positive e. Let u(x) be a C* solution to
(3) in a bounded domain Q@ C M. Then

sup [VZu| < Cj
z€Q

where Cy = Cy(n, a, K, €, €sup, Coups Cing ||l o1 ), SUDae [ V2]).
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Examples of Theorem P are the Gauss curvature equations on a domain in R"
and in S™.

This paper is organized as follows. We start with some background in Section [I.
In Section Bl we discuss applications and give the statements of results. The proofs
of Theorems [Ml and B are in Sections Bl and B, respectively.

Acknowledgments: The author would like to thank Alice Chang for drawing
the author’s attention to the work about Calabi-Yau problem, where C? bounds
are derived directly. Otherwise, this paper could not be possible. The author also
appreciates Matt Gursky’s valuable and enlightening math discussions.

1 Background

First, we give some basic facts about homogeneous symmetric functions.

Lemma 1. Let I' be an open convexr cone with vertex at the origin satisfying {\ :
A >0,Vi} CT ande = (1,---,1) be the identity. Suppose that F' is a homogeneous
symmetric function of degree one normalized with F(e) = 1, and that F' is concave
in I'. Then the following are true:

() S N2 = F()),  for AeT.

() S, 2N > Fe)y=1, forAel.

Proof. (a) By homogeneity, F'(6\) = 6F()\). Let 6 be some positive number. Since
F'is concave in I', then

~—

(0= 1F\) = F(OA) = F(\) < ) (6\ — Ai)ag%

Choose some 6§ < 1 and some 6 > 1 and cancel out the factor (6 — 1), which gives
the result.
(b) I' contains the identity e and since F'is concave in I', we have

OF () OF ()
_ < —\ —
Fle) = F(\) < E@ (T—X\) % N, F(A)
where the equality holds by (a). Cancelling out F'()\), we prove (b). O

Now we focus on elementary symmetric functions because most interesting cases
are related to them.

Definition 1. Let W be a matriz with eigenvalues Ay, -+, \,. Then op(ANW)) =
Zi1<---<ik iy Aig = Nip, for k < n is called the kth elementary symmetric function of
the eigenvalues of W. We denote oy = 1. For examples, o1y = A1+ -+ X\, =tr W
and 0, = A1+ A\, = det W.



The elementary symmetric functions are examples of hyperbolic polynomials in-
troduced by Garding [3] ,which have nice properties in the associated cones.

Definition 2. The set '} = { the connected component of o(\) > 0 which contains
the identity } is called the positive k-cone. Equivalently, it is shown in [3] that for
k>0,T7 ={X:0i()\)>0,1<i <k} is an open conver cone with vertex at the
origin, e.g., IT ={X: A+ >0} and TF = {\: \; > 0,1 <i <n}. We also
have the nested relation

Irforyo>---orf.

We say that W € T'y if the eigenvalues \(W) € T'}.

We list some basic properties of elementary symmetric functions.

Lemma 2. (see [3], [13] and [13] for the proof) Let G = (‘;—’;)ﬁ,() <l<k<n.
(a) G is positive and concave in T} .
(b) G is monotone in T}, i.e., the matriz GY = % is positive definite.
(c) For 1 <m < k <n, we have the Newton-MacLaurin inequality

k(n—m+1)o,_10r <m(n—k+1)0,,05_1.

Therefore, F' = (;ﬁ‘)_ﬁ(’l‘)ﬁ G satisfies the structure conditions (S0)-(S2) in

I'}. We further show that if { = 0 and k > 2, then F' = (}) *o} satisfies (A) with
fio =n" "1 and py = .
By Lemma [ (c), for 1 <m < k — 1, we have the recursive formula

o > k(n—m+1) < o )Um—l-

m(n—k+1) \ o1
Then
s E2n—k+2)---(n—1) [ o =2 o (kﬁl)k_l o k=2 ”
LS (= k4 D)2k — 1)) Ok—1 e n(Z)k 2 o1 b

which implies

1
oF n\ *n—k+1 ko1 o1 01)1611
= _— > —1 J— .
oy (k) R Ok = (F

Another useful function, which is also a variant of the elementary symmetric
functions, is

1
of (tA+ so1(N)e).
Suppose t,s > 0 with t + s > 1. Let I' = {\ : tA + so1(N\)e € I'}'}. Then I' is an
11
open convex cone with vertex at the origin. Let F' = Hﬁ (}) Fof (tA + sor(Ne). It
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is easy to see that F'is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree one. Moreover,
it is shown in [I2] that F' is concave in .

Since we consider equations on manifolds, all derivatives are the covariant deriva-
tives with respect to the metric g. Let u be a function on a manifold. Recall that
u;; = u;;. However, when we consider higher order derivatives, we should get some
curvature terms if we change the order of differentiations. We denote the Rieman-
nian, Ricci, and scalar curvature by R;ji, R;j and R, respectively. The following
formulae are very useful. We remind the readers that we assume g;;(0) = d;; without
loss of generality:

Ukij = Uik + RomikjUm
Uikl = Wijik + BomjkiUmi + RmikiUnm
Ukkij = Uijkk T 2RmikjUmk — BmjUmi — Rmitmj — Romi jUm + Rk pUm

Hence,
Uki; = Uk + O(|Vul)
Uki; = Uijre + O(|V2u| + [Vul).

2 Applications
In this section, we will list examples where Theorem [[land Theorem B can be applied.

1. Schouten tensor and conformal geometry

Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. The
Schouten tensor of g is defined as
1 R
A, = (Ric —

n—2

-7

Under the conformal change g, = e ?"g, the tensor A,, satisfies
1
A, = Viu+du®du— §|Vu|2g + A,.

We consider the equation (0 <[ < k < n)

(%) (g™ (Vb du ® du — 5[ Tuly + Ag)) = f(o) e (1
I

Local estimates are proved by Chang,Gursky, and Yang [2] (k = 2,0 =0or 1,n =
4), Guan-Wang [ (I = 0), and Guan-Wang [ with the additional assumption
(n—k+1)(n—1+1)>2(n+1). As a corollary of Theorem [ (a), we prove local
C? estimates for all 0 < | < k < n with specific dependence on the radius. The
following argument is a modification of that in Gursky and Viaclovsky [I0] where
the case [ = 0 is proved.



Corollary 1. Let u(x) be a C* solution to ([{@l) with A,, € Ty in a geodesic ball B,
in (M,qg), 0<I1<k<n. Suppose that f is positive. Then

sup (IVu(@)]? +[V*u()]) < C(r~* + sup e™*") ()

T TEB,
2
where C' depends on n, k, 1, ||gllce, || fllcz but does not depend on inf f

1
—1

TR 1
Proof. In Section [l , we showed that F' = (Z) kol (7) kol (Z—’;) ' satisfies the struc-

ture conditions (S0)-(S2). Let us check the conditions in Theorem[l (a). In this case,
a=1b= —% and hg = 1. Therefore, §; = %,52 = ”7_2 and B = A, whose C? norm
depends on ||g||¢s. Finally,

n B n = 2 2
Coup = ( ) ( ) sup (4f + 12fil + |fi;])e™™" < ¢ sup e

k [ 2€B(1),i.j 2€B(1)

where ¢ depends on n, k, L, || f|lc2 but does not depend on inf f. Hence, we prove
the case for r = 1. As for general r, without loss of generality, we may assume the
injectivity radius ¢ is greater or equal to one and r < 1. Define the mapping

E(y):BiCR*"— B.c M"
y— exp(ry) =z

where exp is the exponential map. On B(1), define the metric § = r~2E*g and the
function u(y) = u(E(y)) — Inr. Then 4 satisfies

Ok L, _ - - 21
(;l)k*l (57" (V2u + di ®;z di — 3
on Bj;. By the estimates we obtained for r = 1, we get

sup (|Vzal* +|Vzal)(y) < C(1+ sup ™).
B

eB
1 ycba

Now by the definitions of F, § and @, it is not hard to see |Vu(z)|? + |V?u(z)| =
r?(|Vgal* + |Vzal)(y) and e™®* = r?e7“. It remains to verify the conditions on
the constant C. Since r < 1, we have ||g|lci) < ||9llcas,y and ||[E* fllc2p) <
1flleza,)- U

In [I2] and [I1], they consider the following equations

oF(IN(Ay,) + 501 (M(Ag,))g) = f(, )

for f(z,u) = fo(z)e ™ and f(z,u) = fo(x)e**, respectively, with tA + soi(\)g €
['F,t,s > 0andt+s > 1. The local estimates are derived in [I2] and [T1] accordingly.
We reprove these results as a corollary.



Corollary 2. Let fi(x,u) = fo(x)e ™ and fo(x,u) = fo(x)e*. Suppose u;(z) is a
C* solution of the following equations in a geodesic ball B, :

1
af (tAM(Ay,,) + s01(M(Ay,,))g) = fi(z,u;)
fori=1o0r2,tA\+so1(N\)geTl},t+s>1andt+ns<cy. Then

sup (|Vuy(2)* + |V2uy (2)]) < C(1 + sup e ") (6)
B% TEB,
and
sup (|Vuy(z)|* 4 |VZug(z)]) < C(1+ sup **2) (7)
Br TEB,

where C'= C(n, k,r,||g||cs, || follc2) but is independent of t, s and inf fq.

1
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Corollary [l Let F(\) = = (Z)_%a,f (tA +

so1(A)g), so F satisfies (S0)-(S2). O

2. Optics Geometry

Let (S2,g.) be the standard 2-sphere. Suppose there is a point source light at
the origin with the density function v(z),z € S? and the light reflects according to
the geometric optics. Given domains 2, D C S?, we are asked to find a star-shaped
surface ¥ C R?® whose projection to S? is Q such that the light reflected from ¥
travels in directions in D with density ¢~'(x),z € D. This is related to the reflector
antenna design problem. Mathematically, it means to find a positive solution v of
the fully nonlinear elliptic equation

|Vvl|? LY ) = (|Vv|2 + v?

2v ge §g 2v

det(g; 1 (V?0 — ) v(z)p(S(z,v, Vv))

where S(z,v,Vv) = —2vvv+|(§i)‘_2‘f§2!2w(x) and N(x) is the unit vector pointing to

r € S?. (For background and derivation of the equation, see [I8], [I7] and [9].) Let
us consider the general equation on S™ :

|Vol|? v <|VU|2 + v?

2v 9e 590)) - 2v

det(g; (V0 — ) v(z)p(S(x,v, Vv)).

The tensor inside det is not in the form of ([l). However, since v is positive, let

u = Inv. The equation becomes

|Vul? + 1
2

1 .
det (g (V*u + du @ du — §|Vu|2gc + g—)) = (

! ) v@olr@ ) ®

o 2Vu+(1—|Vul?2)N
where T'(x,u) = — e

corollary of Theorem [(c), we prove the following.

@ In [@], local C? estimates are proved. As a
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Corollary 3. Let u(z) be a C* solution to [@) in a geodesic ball B, with
Vu+ du® du — §|Vul*g. + 39. € I}, Then

sup |VZu(z)| < C
Br
2

where C depends on n,r, ||v||c2, ||¢||c2,supg, |Vu| but does not depend on infv and
inf ¢.

Pmof In Section EI] we showed that F' = an satisfies (S0)-(S2) and (A) with py =
n~n=1 and gy = —. Besides, in our case, f = va(z) and h = %qﬁ%(m, Vu)(1 +
(Vul?). O

For a special case when ¢ is a positive constant, we can prove local C? estimates
without using the gradient bound. This is a corollary of Theorem [II(b).

Corollary 4. Suppose that ¢ = ¢q is a positive constant. Let u(x) be a C* solution
to @) in a geodesic ball B, with V?u + du ® du — 1|Vul*g. + 9. € I'}". Then

sup (|Vul? + |Vu(z)]) < C
Br
2

where C' depends on n,r, oo, ||V||c2 and inf v.

Proof. Let f = ¢nvn(x) and h = 1(1+|Vul?). We only need to check the conditions
on h. Choose A = 1 and M = 1. It is easy to see that they satisfy the required
conditions. O

3. Convex Hypersurface and Gauss Curvature Equation

Given a closed smooth embedded (n — 1)-dimensional submanifold 3 in R"*!, we
are asked whether there exists a hypersurface of constant Gauss-Kronecker curvature
in R"*! with ¥ as its boundary. Locally this problem is reduced to some Monge-
Ampere type equation. If a hypersurface is locally strictly convex, we can express it
as a graph (x,u(z)) for z € Q C R™ which satisfies

=

7L+2

det” (V) = rn (2)(1 + |Vul?) 2 (9)

where k is the Gauss curvature which is positive. In Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [T,
this type of Monge-Ampere equation is studied in a strictly convex domain €2. On
the other hand, Guan-Spruck [5] consider star-shaped regions, i.e., radial graphs over
a domain €2 C S™. In this setting, the problem becomes finding a positive solution
v(x) of the following equation in 2 C S™:

|=

v? + [Vol?
02

n+2

det ( YV +vg,)) = %(1’)( ) 2n

10



where g. is the standard metric on S™. Since v(x) is positive, let u(z) = Inv(x). The
equation becomes

1

detn(gc_l(v2u +du®du+g.)) = m%(aj)(l + \Vu|2)n2_:26_“. (10)

Equation ([0) is in the form of (@) now. It is proved in Guan-Spruck [l that the
Hessian bound of the solution u(x) to () over {2 is less than or equal to that on
0f). Here, as a corollary of Theorem ], we have the following.

Corollary 5. Let u(z) be a C* solution to {@) (or {I0)) in a bounded domain Q@ C R™
(or S™, respectively) with V*u € TF (or V?u + du @ du + g. € T, respectively).
Suppose that k is positive. Then

sup |V2u| < C
Q

where C' depends on n, [|k||c2, ||ull o1 @), SuPaq |V2u| and inf k.

Proof. For equation (@), K = a = 0, and for equation (), KX = a = 1. In both
n+42

cases, h = (1+|p|?)2» . We only need to check the convexity condition on h. If n = 2,
then hy,,. = 20;;. When n > 2,

n -+ 2 _n—2 n—2 pp;
PiPj n ( + |p‘ ) ( om 1 + |p‘2 + ])
n—+ 2 w2 (1+ 2|p|2 n -+ 2 3n—2
> 1+ p2) =% (2 5 ) > 22 )5
> PR (TR ) 2 R
Hence, h,,,, > €d;; with € depending on sup |Vul. O

3 Proof of Theorem [I

Proof. We always assume g;; = d;; at the point we are evaluating. Let W = V?u +
a(z)du®@du+b(x)|Vu|*g+ B(x). We will show that Au is bounded. By the condition
[ C Ty, we have

0 < tr,W = Au+ (a(z) + nb(x))|Vul* + tr,B(z).
Since a(z) 4+ nb(x) < —dy, the Laplacian Au has lower bound and
Vul? < C(Au+1). (11)

Therefore, we may assume Au is positive. Let H = n(Au + a(x)|Vu|?) = nL where
0 <7 <1is a cutoff function such that n =1 in By and n = 0 outside B,, and also

11



|Vn| < C’@ and |V?n| < &. Without loss of generality, we assume r = 1 since for
general r, the proof is similar.
Now by the condition I' C I'] again, we get

L > —nb|Vul* —tr,B > §n|Vu|* — tr,B > —C. (12)

Hence, L is lower bounded and we only need to get the upper bound of L. Suppose
To is the maximal point of H. At xq, we have

H; = n; L +nL; = ni(Au + a(2)|Vul?) + n(ugrs + as|Vul?® + 2aupug;) =0, (13)

and i
Hij = ni L+ miLj +n;Li + Ly = (n;; — 2 an

is negative semi-definite where in the second equality we have used ([[3). Moreover,
Lij = Ugrij + ai;|Vul® + 2aupurj + 2a;upup; + 2aupty; + 2auy;.

Using the positivity of F'¥ and the condition on 7, we get

N i
Now to compute F L;;, we note that F”(2a;uxuy;) = F(2ajurug;) because FY is
symmetric. Thus, we obtain
FijLij = Fij(Uk;kij + aij|Vu|2 + dajupug; + 2auptg; + 200U ).
Changing the order of the covariant differentiations and using (1) give
FijLij Z Fijuijkk + Fij(2aukiukj + 2aukuijk) — C Z F“(l -+ |V2u\%)

= T+11-CY Fi(1+|V2l?).

To compute I, notice that

Wij,kk = Uijkk + Aauiuj + 2akuikuj + 2akujkui + a(uikkuj + 2uikujk + uiujkk)

+(Ab|Vu|2 + 4bpupu; + 2b|V2u|2 + Qbululkk)éij + Bij,kk~

Then

I = Fijuijkk = Fij(Wij’kk — ACLUZ'Uj — 4akuikuj — QG(UikkUj + uikujk)
—(Ab|Vu|2 + dbpugu; + 2b|V2u|2 + Qbululkk)éi‘ — Bij,kk)
FijWij,kk + Fij(—2a(uikkuj + uikujk) — 2b(|V2u|2 + ululkk)éi )
—C Y FU1+ |V2ulF).

v
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Changing the order of covariant differentiations again yields
I 2 FijVVij,kk + Fij(—Qa(ukkin + Uiku]'k) — 26(|V2u|2 + ulukkl)éij)
~C Y F(1+ V)2,

Now we replace the terms ugg; and ugy by ([[3) to get
I > FijWiMk + Fij(2auj(ai\Vu|2 + 2auiu; + %L) — 20U, — 2()|V2u|25ij
n

by (ay| Vul? + 2auguy + %L)@j) —CY P14 |[Vul?).

Using ([[]) again and the condition on 7, we have
I > F9Wi + F7(4’upupuy — 2auguje — 2b|V%ul?6;5 + dabujugug ;)
—Cn2 Y FUVulL - O F(1+ |[V2ul?).
For II, we use the formula
Wik = Wik + apuguj + augu; + awjp; + b Vul?6;; + 2bwpugdis; + Bijx
to obtain

I = Fij(2aukiukj + 2aukuijk) = Fij(2aukiukj + 2aukWij7k
+2auy(—apuu; — 2augu; — b|Vul|*di; — 2bwugdi; — Bijx))

v

2aukFijW/ij,k + Fij(Qaukiukj — 4a2uku,~kuj — dabuudi;)

—C Y FU(1+ |V2ul).
Combining I and II together, we find that
FiLy; > I+11—-CY Fi(1+|V%|?)

Z FijWZ‘ka + 2aukFijWij7k + Fij (4a2ukukiuj - 2auikujk - 2b|V2u|25w
+dabuugugdi;) + F7 (2aupug; — 4a2ukuiku]— — dabujudiy)
el Z F"|Vu|L — C’Z Fii(1 4 |V2ul?).

After the cancellations, finally we arrive at

FiLy > F9Wig+ 2auF W, — 20 F V2l

—Cn 2 ZF”\V?AL — C’ZF”(l + | V2ul?)

13



Now returning to ([4l) and applying 1 on both sides produces
0 = pF"Hy>—Cny F'L+ 1y’ FiLy
> P FIWig + 20w FIW 5 — 202 > FUV2ul — 02 Y F|VulL

~Cn Y FUL—Cnp? Y F(1+ |V2ul?)

v

PFIWi o+ 2aPun FI W — 260 S FU|V %)

3
2

—C Y F'(1+0|V?u| + (n|V?u])?).

By the concavity of F' and Lemma [l (a), we have F9W;;xx > (FYWi; )k
= (f(z,u)h(x, Vu))r. Hence,

0 > n?(f(z, w)h(z, V) ) + 200w (f (z, w)h(z, V) — 2bp* > F*|V?ul?

—CZFii(1+n\V2u| + (n|V2ul)?). (15)

case(a): h is a positive constant. By Lemma [l (b), >, F* > F(e) = 1, hence

i 0°f (x, u()) Of (x, u(x))

ox2 Oxy,

—C Y 1+ 0|Vl + (n|V?ul)?)

0o > h + 2an*uy, h — QbHQZF“|V2u|2

3
2

> =2b Yy FUVRUf = C ) FU(L 4| Viul + (7] VPul))?).

By the condition on b, finally we arrive at
023 FH 20| V2ul)® = C[VPul) = C(n| V2ul)? — ).
This gives (n|V?u|)(zo) < C and hence H(z) = n(Au+a|Vul?) = (Au+a|Vul*) = L

is bounded for € Bi1. Now by ([2), we see 6;n|Vu|* < L+tr,B < C, which implies
|Vul? is bounded. And then Au = L — a|Vu|? is bounded.

case(b): h = h(Vu) and f = f(x). First we perform some computations:

(f(@)h(Vu))ex = fruh + 2fkhpvir + fhpp uintje + fhy, Wik
> —CAQ1+|V2ul?) + fAIV?ul? + fhy, i

14



where we have used the conditions on h. Now changing the order of differentiations
of u and using ([3)) to replace ugg; give

(F@)h(Vu))e > —CAL+ |V2u|?) + FAIVZU? = Fhy, (a;]|Vul? + 2augu + %L)
> —CA(1L+ |V2ul?) + FAIV?ul? — 2a.fhy, g — £f|Vph|L.
\/7_]
On the other hand, we have
2auy(f(2)h(Vu))k = 2afrhug + 2afhy,, wipu, > —CA(1 + |V2u|%) + 2afhy, wiguy.
Thus returning to ([H), we get

0o > —anA(l + |V2u|%) + f772A|V2u|2 — Qanthpiukuki - Cn%f|vph|L
+2an? f by, wipuy, — 20m Z FUV2ul|? — C’Z FU(1+ 9| V2u| + (n]V?u])?)

A%

—CE AL+ [V2ul2) + [PVl — 2b? Y FY|V2ul?

(3
3
2

—C Y FU(1+0|V?u| + (n|V?u])2).

Applying the conditions b and using Lemma [ (b) to obtain
0 > A(=C —Cn2[V2u|? + conpn?|V2ul?)
+ 3 P8P VAl — C = Cn|V?u| — C2 [Vl [V2ul)

> O+ Y FUuP VA = 0) > Y Fi(am?|V2ul? - ©).

This gives (7|V?u|)(zo) < C and then H < C. Therefore, Au and |Vu|* are all
bounded.

case(c): |Vu| is bounded and thus A is bounded. This gives
(f (@, wh(@, Vu))w + 2au(f (2, w)h(z, V) ) = =C(1+ [V2ul?) + fhyit.

We change the order of differentiations of third derivative terms and use ([3J) to
replace ug; :

(f (2, w)h(z, V) ) + 2aup(f (2, w)h(z, V), = =C(1 + [V*ul?) - Q(l +[V2ul).
V1

Hence, ([[H) becomes
0 > —Crp(1+|V%ul?) = Cnz(1+ V) + Z F(—2bn*|V?u|? — C — COn|V?ul)

> —C = CpP[V2ul’ + ) F*(=2by’|V2ul® = C = Cn|V?u)).

15



By (A) and condition on b, we see that

0 > —C—Cn?|V2ul* + > Fi(20°|V?ul? = C — Cn|V?ul)
> —C — Cp?|V2ul? + uo(%)ﬂl(%m?\vw —0).

Apply (nF)* on both sides and note that oy = Au+ (a(x) +nb(z))|Vu|*+tr B(x) >
Au — C| so we have
0 > —C—CP|V2ul? + poot” (2601 [V2ul” — Cp™)
> —C — Cn?|V2ul® + 281 on* ™ (Au)" | V2ul* — Cnpt (Au)™.

This gives (nAu)(zo) < C, and consequently Au is bounded.

Once Au is bounded, to get the Hessian bounds for cases (a) and (b), we simply
consider the maximum of the tensor n(V*u+adu®du) over the set (z,§) € (B, S™).
As for case (c), we use the basic fact that if ['j C I, then —220; < \; < oy for
rel. O

4 Proof of Theorem

Proof. We assume g¢;; = d;; at the point we are evaluating. Now we start with some
computations on curvatures. It is known that the Riemannian curvature has the
decomposition

Rijii = Wiji + (Aigji + Ajgin — Augir — Ajrgin)

where W is the Weyl tensor and A is the Schouten tensor. If g is of constant sectional
curvature K, then W is zero, Ric = (n — 1)Kg and R = n(n — 1) K. Hence we have

Rijwi = K(9ikgj1 — 9agjk)-

Let W = V2u+adu®du+ Kg. By I C T, we get Au+a|Vu|?> +nK > 0. Thus
Auw is lower bounded and we only need to get the upper bound. Let H = Au+a|Vul?.
We may assume H is large and suppose x is the maximal point of H. At z(, we
have

H; = ugp; + 2aupug; =0, (16)

and
H;j = Uppij + 2aupiug; + 200,

is negative semi-definite. Using the positivity of F'“ ,we get
0 Z Finij = Fijukkij + Fij(2aukiukj + 2aukukij) =1 + 11.
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Before computing I and II, we examine carefully the formulae at the end of Section [Ik

Ukij = Uik + BomikjUm = Wik + K(gijux — giku;),

Ukij = Uijkk + 2RmikjUmk — LmjUmi — Rimitimg = ijre + 2 Augs; — 2Knug;.
Thus I becomes
I = Flup; = FY (uijee + 2K Augiy — 2nKugg).
Now use the formula
Wik = Wik + a(Wigrttj + 2005 + wUjkk)

to get
I = F"j(Wij,kk — 2a(uikku]— + uiku]—k) + QKAugij — QKTLUU),

where we have used FYau;ppu; = FYaujpu; because FY is symmetric. Changing
the order of the differentiations of w;, and replacing it by (@) gives
I = Fij(WZ‘ka - Qa(Ukm + (n - 1)KUZ)Uj — 2auikUjk + QKAUQU - 2Knuw)

F9 (Wi + 4a2ukukiuj —2a(n — 1)Kuu; — 2aupuy, + 2K Aug;; — 2Knuw;).
For II, we first change the order of differentiations of wy;; and then replace w;;, by
Wik — auu i, — aujug, to get
II = FY9Qaupuy; + 2aupur;) = F7 (2aupug; + 2augugy, + 2aK ug(gijur — gintg))

FY(2aupug; + 2aupWijp, — 4a2uku,~kuj + 2aK|Vu|2gij — 2aKu;uy;).

We combine I and II, and note the cancellation. We obtain

I+11 = F9Wiu+ 20u, F Wiy, + F9(—2nKauu; — 2Knu;; + 2aK|Vul*gi;

Replacing u;; by W;; — au;u; — Kg;; and using the concavity of F', we get

0 I+ 11 = FIWy e + 2au, FY Wi, + F9(=2KnW;; + 2K*ng;; + 2K Hg;;)
(f(x,u)h(Vu))ge + 2aug(f(z,u)h(Vu))r — 2Knf(z, u)h(Vu)

+2K Y F*(Kn+ H).

>
>

Since we have C'! bounds and nonnegative K, we obtain

0 (f(x,u)h(Vu))gr + 2aug(f(z,u)h(Vu))r — 2Knf(z, u)h(Vu)

>
> —C —C|Vu| + S hpip; intije + fhp, Wik
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Changing the order of the differentiations of u; and replacing it by (If) again,
produce

0 —C — C\V2u| —+ fhpipjuikujk —+ fh i(—2aukuki + (n — 1)Ku2)

>
> —C = C|V?u| + fhyp, uitji.

Then by the convexity of h, we arrive at

0> —C — C|V2u| + fe|Vu| > —C — C|V?u| + € cing|Vul>.

This gives |V2u(zy)| < C and hence H < C. Finally, to get the Hessian bounds, we

consider the tensor V*u + adu ® du over the set (x,&) € (Q, S™). O
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