arXiv:0802.1456v1 [math.AP] 11 Feb 2008

Comparison principles for subelliptic equations of Monge-Ampère type

Martino Bardi, Paola Mannucci Dipartimento di Matematica P. e A., Università di Padova via Trieste 63, 35121 Padova, Italy

Abstract We present two comparison principles for viscosity sub- and supersolutions of Monge-Ampère-type equations associated to a family of vector fields. In particular, we obtain the uniqueness of a viscosity solution to the Dirichlet problem for the equation of prescribed horizontal Gauss curvature in a Carnot group.

Introduction

We consider fully nonlinear partial differential equations of the form

(0.1) − det(D^2_X u) + H(x, u, D_X u) = 0, in Ω,

where Ω ⊆ IR^n is open and bounded, D_X u denotes the gradient of u with respect to a given family of C^{1,1} vector fields X_1, ..., X_m, D_X u := (X_1u, ..., X_mu), D^2_X u denotes the symmetrized Hessian matrix of u with respect to the same vector fields (D^2_X u)_{ij} := (X_iX_j u + X_j X_iu) /2, and H is a given Hamiltonian, at least continuous and nondecreasing in u. Our main examples are the vector fields that generate the homogeneous Carnot groups [4, 7], and in that case D_X u and D^2_X u are called, respectively, the horizontal gradient and the horizontal Hessian.

A theory of fully nonlinear subelliptic equations was started recently by Bieske [5, 6] and Manfredi [17, 3], and Monge-Ampère equations of the form (0.1) with H = f(x) are listed among the main examples. For such equations on the Heisenberg group Gutierrez and Montanari [12] proved, among other things, a comparison principle among smooth sub- and supersolutions (see also [11] for related results). An example that motivates the dependence on the gradient D_X u in H is the prescribed horizontal Gauss curvature equation in Carnot groups, as defined by Danielli, Garofalo and Nhieu [10],

(0.2) − det(D^2_X u) + k(x) ( 1 + |D_X u|^2

)^{m+2}_2 = 0, in Ω, for a given continuous k : Ω →]0, +∞[.

In this paper we begin a study of the subelliptic Monge-Ampère-type equations (0.1) within the theory of viscosity solutions. We present two comparison results that extend to the subelliptic setting a theorem of H. Ishii and P.-L. Lions for euclidean Monge-Ampère equations [13] (i.e., the case when the vector fields are the canonical basis of R^n). For the large literature on this case we refer to the recent surveys [8, 19] and the references therein. The new difficulties we encounter are three.

1. The PDE (0.1) is degenerate elliptic only on functions that are convex with respect to the vector fields X_1, ..., X_m, briefly X -convex. Following Lu, Manfredi, and Stroffolini [15] such a function is an u.s.c. u : Ω → R such that −D^2_X u ≤ 0 in Ω in viscosity sense, that is,

(0.3) D^2_X φ(x) ≥ 0 ∀ φ ∈ C^2(Ω), x ∈ argmax(u − φ).

We refer to the survey in [7] for the recent literature on the notions of convexity in Carnot groups. Since X -convex functions are not Lipschitz continuous, in general, we get better results in Carnot groups, where they are Lipschitz with respect to the intrinsic metric [15, 10, 16, 18, 14].

2. The operator in (0.1) does not satisfy in general the standard structure conditions in viscosity theory. Therefore we consider equations of the form

(0.4) − log det(D^2_X u) + K(x, u, Du, D^2u) = 0, in Ω,

that verify the Lipschitz-type condition with respect to x of [9] for uniformly X -convex subsolutions. Our first main results states the comparison among semicontinuous sub- and supersolutions of this equation provided that either K is strictly increasing in u or that the subsolution is strict. Here K is any degenerate elliptic operator satisfying the structure conditions of [9].

3. To cover the case of H not strictly increasing in u, which is the most frequent in applications, we need to perturb a X -convex subsolution to a uniformly X -convex strict subsolution. In the case of vector fields that generate a Carnot group we adapt the method of [13] and [1] to get the following Comparison Principle, under essentially the same assumptions as the euclidean result of Ishii and Lions [13].

Theorem 0.1 Assume H : Ω×R×R^m →]0, +∞[ is continuous, nondecreasing in the second entry, and for all R > 0 there is L_R such that (0.5) |H^{1/m}(x, r, q + q_1) − H^{1/m}(x, r, q)| ≤ L_R|q_1| ∀ x ∈ Ω, |r| ≤ R, |q| ≤ R, |q_1| ≤ 1. Suppose the vector fields X_1, ..., X_m are the generators of a Carnot group on R^n. Let u : Ω → R be a bounded, X -convex, u.s.c. subsolution of (0.1) and v : Ω → R be a bounded l.s.c. supersolution of (0.1). Then

(0.6) sup_Ω (u − v) ≤ max_{∂Ω} (u − v)^+.

In particular, there is at most one X -convex viscosity solution of (0.1) with prescribed continuous boundary data.

Note that it applies to the prescribed horizontal Gauss curvature equation (0.2).

In Section 1 we state the Comparison Principle for the equation (0.4) with the main lemma needed for its proof. Section 2 is devoted to recalling the definition of generators of a Carnot group and stating a few facts about them. Finally, in Section 3 we outline the construction of the strict subsolution and the rest of the proof of Theorem 0.1. Our paper [2] contains the full proofs of these results, some extensions and variants, the existence of solutions to the Dirichlet problem via the Perron-Ishii method, and further examples and bibliography.

1 Definitions and comparison with strict subsolutions

Let σ be the n×m matrix-valued function whose columns σ^j are the coefficients of the vector fields X_1, ..., X_m, j = 1, · · · , m. We assume σ^j_i = σ_{ij} ∈ C^{1,1}(Ω) for all i, j. Observe that, for a smooth function u, D_X u(x) = σ(x)^T Du(x) and D^2_X u(x) = σ^T (x)D^2u(x) σ(x)+Q(x, Du), Q_{ij} (x, p) := [ Dσ^j σ^i + Dσ^i σ^j ] (x)· p 2 . Therefore we rewrite (0.1) and (0.4) in the form G(x, u, Du, D^2u) = 0 with G proper in the sense of [9].

We say that a continuous function F : Ω × IR × IR^n × S^n → IR satisfies the structure conditions (of viscosity theory) on a given set of admissible symmetric matrices M ⊆ S^n if it is nondecreasing in the second entry, nonincreasing in the last entry for matrices in M, and for some modulus ω F ( y, r, x − y ϵ , Y ) − F ( x, r, x − y ϵ , X ) ≤ ω ( |x − y| ( 1 + |x − y| ϵ ))

for all ϵ > 0, x, y ∈ Ω, r ∈ R, X, Y ∈ M satisfying − 3 ϵ ( I 0 0 I ) ≤ ( X 0 0 −Y ) ≤ 3 ϵ ( I −I −I I ) . (1.1)

We say that u : Ω → R u.s.c. is uniformly X -convex if for some γ > 0

(1.2) D^2_X φ ≥ γI, ∀ φ ∈ C^2(Ω), x ∈ argmax(u − φ),

where I denotes the identity matrix. In other words, with the notations of [9], (p, X) ∈ J^{2,+}u(x) satisfies σ^T (x)X σ(x) + Q(x, p) ≥ γI, and this inequality defines the set of admissible matrices M = M(p, γ).

The main ingredient for the results of this section is the following.

Lemma 1.1 For each γ > 0 the function F (x, p, X) := − log det(σ^T (x)X σ(x)+ Q(x, p)) satisfies the structure conditions on M(p, γ).

The proof relies on a representation of F as a maximum of operators that satisfy the structure conditions, via the following formula, holding for A ∈ S^m, A ≥ γ I,

log det(A) = min{m log a−m+tr(AM) : a > 0, M ∈ S^m, 0 ≤ M ≤ 1 γ I, det M = a^{−m}}. The next two Comparison Principles can now be proved by standard methods in viscosity theory [9], see [2] for the details. In the definition of supersolution v of (0.1) and (0.4) we restrict to X -convex test functions. E.g., for (0.4) we require that

− log det(D^2_X φ) + K(x, v, Dφ, D^2φ) ≥ 0 ∀x ∈ arg min(v − φ),

for any φ ∈ C^2(Ω) such that D^2_X φ(x) is positive definite, cf. [13], Section V.3.

Theorem 1.1 Assume K : Ω × IR × IR^n × S^n → IR satisfies the structure conditions on S^n. Let u : Ω → R be bounded, uniformly X -convex, and for all open Ω_1 with Ω_1 ⊆ Ω there is γ_1 > 0 such that u is subsolution of

(1.3) − log det(D^2_X u) + K(x, u, Du, D^2u) ≤ −γ_1, in Ω_1.

Let v : Ω → R be a bounded l.s.c. supersolution of (0.4). Then

sup_Ω (u − v) ≤ max_{∂Ω} (u − v)^+.

Theorem 1.2 The conclusion of the previous theorem remains true if u is a subsolution of (0.4), not necessarily strict, provided that, for some C > 0, K(x, r, p, X)−K(x, s, p, X) ≥ C(r−s), −M ≤ s ≤ r ≤ M, M := max{‖u‖_∞, ‖v‖_∞}. Under this condition there is at most one uniformly X -convex viscosity solution of (0.4) with prescribed continuous boundary data.

2 Generators of Carnot groups

We begin with recalling some well-known definitions. We adopt the terminology and notations of the recent book [7]. Consider a group operation ∘ on R^n = R^{n1} × ... × R^{nr} with identity 0, such that (x, y) → y^{−1} ∘ x is smooth, and the dilation δ_λ : R^n → R^n

δ_λ(x) = δ_λ(x^{(1)}, ..., x^{(r)}) := (λx^{(1)}, λ^2x^{(2)}, ..., λ^r x^{(r)}), x^{(i)} ∈ R^{ni} .

If δ_λ is an automorphism of the group (R^n, ∘) for all λ > 0, (R^n, ∘, δ_λ) is a homogeneous Lie group on R^n. We say that m = n_1 smooth vector fields X_1, ..., X_m on R^n generate (R^n, ∘, δ_λ), and that this is a (homogeneous) Carnot group, if X_1, ..., X_m are invariant with respect to the left translations on R^n τ_α(x) := α ∘ x for all α ∈ R^n, X_i(0) = ∂/∂x_i, i = 1, ..., m, and the rank of the Lie algebra generated by X_1, ..., X_m is n at every point x ∈ R^n. We refer, e.g., to [4, 7] for the connections of this definition with the classical one in the context of abstract Lie groups and for the properties of the generators. We will use only the following property, and refer to Remark 1.4.6, p. 59 of [7] for more precise informations.

Proposition 2.1 If X_1, ..., X_m are generators of a Carnot group, then

X_j (x) = ∂ ∂x_j + n∑ i=m+1 σ_{ij} (x) ∂ ∂x_i with σ_{ij} (x) = σ_{ij} (x_1, ..., x_{i−1}) homogeneous polynomials of a degree ≤ n − m.

For generators of Carnot groups the Lipschitz continuity of X -convex functions with respect to the intrinsic metric and bounds on the horizontal gradient in the sense of distributions were studied in [15, 10, 16, 18, 14]. We deduce the following gradient bound in viscosity sense.

Proposition 2.2 Let u be convex in Ω with respect to the generators of a Carnot group. Then, for every open Ω_1 with Ω_1 ⊆ Ω, there exists a constant C such that u is a viscosity subsolution of |σ^T (x) Du| ≤ C in Ω_1.

3 Outline of proof of the Comparison Principle

In this section we outline the proof of Theorem 0.1. The definition of viscosity supersolution of (0.1) uses only X -convex test functions as in Section 1 and in [13]. Given the X -convex subsolution u we consider u_{ϵ,μ}(x) := u(x) + ϵe^μ ∑m i=1 |xi| 2 2 , for positive ϵ, μ. A calculation using Proposition 2.1 shows that u_{ϵ,μ} is uniformly X -convex with γ = ϵμ.

Lemma 3.1 For any open Ω_1 with Ω_1 ⊆ Ω there are positive constants μ, independent of ϵ, and γ_2 such that, for μ ≥ μ, u_{ϵ,μ} is a subsolution of

−det^{1/m}(D^2_X u) + H^{1/m}(x, u, D_X u) ≤ −γ_2, in Ω_1.

The proof of the lemma relies on the Minkowski inequality for det^{1/m}(A + B) with A, B positive definite, and the identity det(I+qq^T ) = 1+|q|^2 for any column vector q ∈ R^m. Moreover, by the boundedness of u and D_X u, Proposition 2.2, we can assume the Lipschitz property (0.5) with a uniform constant L_R. The rest of the proof goes along the lines of [1].

Next, we exploit again the boundedness of D_X u in viscosity sense to see that u_{ϵ,μ} satisfies (1.3) for K = log H and a suitable γ_1 > 0. Then Theorem 1.1 applies and gives sup_Ω(u_{ϵ,μ} − v) ≤ max_{∂Ω}(u_{ϵ,μ} − v)^+. Letting ϵ → 0 gives the conclusion.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to Roberto Monti and Luigi Salce for several useful talks. Work partially supported by the Italian M.I.U.R. project ”Viscosity, metric, and control theoretic methods for nonlinear partial differential equations”.

References

[1] M. Bardi, P. Mannucci; On the Dirichlet problem for non-totally degenerate fully nonlinear elliptic equations. Commun. Pure Applied Anal. 5 (2006), 709–731.

[2] M. Bardi, P. Mannucci; Comparison principles for equations of Monge- Ampère type associated to vector fields. to appear.

[3] F.H. Beatrous, T.J. Bieske, J.J. Manfredi; The maximum principle for vector fields. Contemp. Math. 370, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005, 1–9.

[4] A. Bellaïche, J.J. Risler eds; Sub-Riemannian geometry. Progress in Mathematics, 144, Birkhuser Verlag, Basel, 1996.

[5] T. Bieske; On infinite harmonic functions on the Heisenberg group. Comm.

Partial Differential Equations 27 (2002), 727-761 .

[6] T. Bieske; Viscosity solutions on Grushin-type planes. Illinois J. Math. 46 (2002), 893-911 .

[7] A. Bonfiglioli, E. Lanconelli, F. Uguzzoni; Stratified Lie Groups and Potential Theory for Their Sub-Laplacians. Springer, Berlin 2007.

[8] L. A. Caffarelli; The Monge Ampere equation and Optimal Transportation.

Contemp. Math. 353 (2004), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2004, 43-52.

[9] M.G. Crandall, H. Ishii, P.L. Lions; User’s guide to viscosity solutions of second-order partial differential equations. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 27 (1992), 1–67.

[10] D. Danielli, N. Garofalo, D.M. Nhieu; Notions of convexity in Carnot groups. Comm. Anal. Geom. 11 (2003), 263–341.

[11] N. Garofalo, F.Tournier; New properties of convex functions in the Heisenberg group. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006), 2011–2055.

[12] C.E. Gutiérrez, A. Montanari; Maximum and comparison principles for convex functions on the Heisenberg group. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 29 (2004), 1305–1334.

[13] H. Ishii, P.L. Lions; Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear second-order elliptic partial differential equations. J. Diff. Eq. 83 (1990), 26-78.

[14] P. Juutinen, G. Lu, J. Manfredi, B. Stroffolini; Convex functions in Carnot groups. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana 23 (2007), 191–200.

[15] G. Lu, J. Manfredi, B. Stroffolini; Convex functions on the Heisenberg Group. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 19 (2004), 1–22.

[16] V. Magnani; Lipschitz continuity, Aleksandrov theorem and characterizations for H-convex functions. Math. Ann. 334 (2006), 199–233.

[17] J.J. Manfredi; Nonlinear Subelliptic Equations on Carnot Groups. Third School on Analysis and Geometry in Metric Spaces, Trento, 2003, available at http://www.pitt.edu/ manfredi/

[18] M. Rickly; First order regularity of convex functions on Carnot groups. J.

Geom. Anal. 16 (2006), 679–702.

[19] N.S. Trudinger; Recent developments in elliptic partial differential equations of Monge-Ampère type. International Congress of Mathematicians. Vol. III, 291–301, Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2006.