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FULLY NONLINEAR, UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS
UNDER NATURAL STRUCTURE CONDITIONS
BY
NEIL S. TRUDINGER

ABSTRACT. We derive first and second derivative estimates for classical solutions of
fully nonlinear, uniformly elliptic equations which are subject to natural structure
conditions analogous to those proposed and treated by Ladyzhenskaya and Ural’tseva
for quasilinear equations. As an application we extend recent work of Evans and
Lions on the Bellman equation for families of linear operators to families of
quasilinear operators.

1. Introduction. We are concerned in this paper with second order, nonlinear
partial differential equations of the general form

(1.1) Flu] = F(x,u, Du, D*u) =0
in open subsets £ of Euclidean n space R". Here F is a real function on I' = £ X R
X R" X &", where &" denotes the n(n + 1)/2-dimensional space of real symmetric

n X n matrices. The function u is assumed twice differentiable in  in an appropriate
sense with Du = [D,u], D*u = [D, ,u] denoting, respectively, the gradient and Hes-

sian of u.
The operator # and the equation (1) are called elliptic in @ if
(1.2) F(x,z,p,r)<F(x,z,p,r+1)

forall (x,z, p,r)ETandn =0, #0, € &". If Wis a subset of @ X R X R*, F and
(1) are called uniformly elliptic on QU if there exists a constant p and positive
functions A, A on I such that
(13) Arg<F(x,z,p,r+n)—F(x,z,p,r)<Atrny, A/A<py,
forall (x, z, p, r) €A X 3" and n = 0, € &”". When F is differentiable with respect
to r, ellipticity of F is equivalent to positivity of the matrix

F=[F,] =[3F/0r)]

on I', while the uniform ellipticity condition (1.3) is equivalent to the usual condition
(1-4) >\|£‘2<Ej§i£j<A|£l’ A/A<uy,

for all £ € R, (x, z, p) €U, r € 5" In (1.4) and throughout this paper we adopt
the standard summation convention that repeated indices indicate summation from
1 to n. We also observe that the uniform ellipticity of F on Q implies that F is
Lipschitz continuous with respect to r on Q X 5". To see this we write, for any
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752 N. S. TRUDINGER

matrix 7 € $”, y = n* —n~ where v and n~ are nonnegative. Then using (1.3) we
have

(1.5) | F(x,z,p,r+m) — F(x,z,p,r)|
<Atr(n* +n7) < nAln|<pnAn],

provided 7™ are chosen appropriately.

Quasilinear equations, that is, those for which the function F is linear in the
variable r, have been extensively studied in the literature, the basic theory being
described for example in the monographs [5, 8]. Fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic
equations for which the function F is convex or concave with respect to all the
variables z, p and r have been treated recently by several authors, notably Evans and
Friedman {3], P. L. Lions [11] and Evans [1,2] in conjunction with the Bellman
equation of stochastic control theory. The main purpose of the present work is the
derivation of first and second derivative estimates for solutions of equation (1) where
the convexity of concavity of F with respect to z and p is replaced by natural
structure conditions analogous to the natural conditions proposed by Ladyzhenskaya
and Ural'tseva [8] for quasilinear uniformly elliptic equations. These conditions are
formulated explicitly in the ensuing sections, but roughly stated they require that the
ratio F/A grows at most quadratically in |p| for large |p| and behaves under
differentiation similarly to a polynomial in r and p with coefficients depending on x
and z. The interior second derivative estimates here should also be compared with
those of Ivanov [6] who assumes smallness conditions instead of concavity.

As an application of our estimates we treat the Dirichlet problem for the Bellman
equation for a family of quasilinear equations generalizing the previous work of
Lions [11] and Evans [2] for families of linear equations. However, unlike the linear
case the genuine quasilinear case has no apparent relevance to stochastic control
theory. We also present a simplified version of the second derivative Holder
estimates of Evans [1,2] along the lines proposed by the author [14]. The second
derivative bounds are established in §6 in conjunction with their Holder estimates by
a technique based on interpolation. Similar bounds could alternatively be derived
independently utilizing key features from [3,4,6 and 11}, although one would
nevertheless still require a modulus of continuity estimate for first derivatives such as
provided in §5.

2. Preliminaries. As usual we denote by CX(Q), (C*(Q)) the linear space of
functions & times differentiable in £ whose kth order derivatives are continuous
(uniformly continuous) in Q. For a € (0, 1], the Holder spaces C*%(Q), (C*%Q))
consist of those functions in C*%Q) whose kth order derivatives are locally
uniformly Hélder continuous in €, (€) with exponent «. We introduce the following
seminorms on C*(Q):

, D’u(x) — D/u(y)
(1) [ule=sp|Diul, [ul,p0= sup - culy)|
Q x, y€Q lx =yl

XFy

El

[u]}jg = sup d§ [u] .0, [u],*ﬁ;sz = sup ds’ifﬂ[u]jﬁ:s%
[ Ry Qe
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UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 753

forj=0,1,...,k, B € (0,1] where dg,, = dist({", £). Setting
k

k
(22) |u |k,a;ﬂ = 2 [u]j29 + [u]k,a;SZ’ | u kaa;ﬂ = 2 [u]ﬁfl + [u]I’:,a;Q
j=0 j=0

and defining
C’;“’(Q) = {u € Ck’a(ﬂ) l l u lk*:a;ﬂ < OO},
we obtain that the spaces C**(2), C*%(Q) are Banach spaces under their respective

norms (2.2). A useful property of the weighted seminorms in (2.1) is the following
interpolation inequality which is proved, for example, in [5].

LEMMA 2.1. Suppose j + B <k + a and u € C*%(RQ). Then for any € > 0, there
exists a constant C depending only on ¢, k, j, a, 8 such that
(2.3) [u]tp.o <e[u]f o+ Clulp.q

For the various Holder estimates of this paper we shall require the weak Harnack
inequality from [13] which is based on the estimates of Krylov and Safonov {6] for

linear equations. In our formulation @ = [a’/] will denote a positive " valued
function on §2 satisfying

(2.4) MNEP<atg <A|E)

for all £ € R” where A and A are positive constants. We also denote by Bg(y) the
open ball in R” with centre y and radius R and abbreviate Bg(y) = B, when the
centre is clearly understood.

LEMMA 2.2. Let u € C*() satisfy the differential inequality
(2.5) Lu=a"D,u< Mpo| Du? + g)
in  where p, €ER and g € L"(R). Then if u=0 on a ball B,z C Q, there exist

positive constants k, C depending only on n, A /X and p.ysup u such that

1/x
_ (1 « :
(2.6) (I)K,R(u)— (l—BTR‘T/BRu ) SC{IIIilkfu-f‘RHgHLn(BZR)}.

As a consequence of Lemma 2.2 we have the following Holder estimate (also
proved in [13]).

LEMMA 2.3. Let u € CX(Q) satisfy
(2.7) | Lu|< N(po| Duf + g)
in 2 where u, € R and g € L"(). Then for any ball By C Q and o € (0, 1) we have

2.8 scu< Co% oscu + R "
(2.8) oseu G{BRu gl 1y}

where C and a are positive constants depending only on n, A/N and p,M, where
MO :' u |0;Q'

For second derivative Holder estimates in §6 we shall also require the following
result from matrix theory due to Motzkin and Wasow [12].
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754 N. S. TRUDINGER

LEMMA 2.4. Let € = [a'/] be a symmetric n X n matrix satisfying (2.4). Then there
exist a natural number N, unit vectors y, € R, k = 1,...,N, and positive constants
A*, A*, all depending only on \ and A, such that

N

n
(2.9) @= Y B ® v, a’= 3 BiYei Vi
k=1 k=1

where B, € R satisfy \* < B, < A* k = 1,...,N. Furthermore the vy, can be chosen to

include the coordinate vectors e;, i = 1,...,n, and the vectors (e; = e;)/ V2,1<i<j
< n.

For further material from the theory of quasilinear elliptic equations, the reader
will be referred directly to [S].

3. Holder estimates for solutions. Letting U, = @ X (-K, K) X R" for K € R, we
adopt the following structural conditions in this section:

F1: F is uniformly elliptic on @, for all K € R, with (1.3) holding
for p = u(K);

F2: | F(x, z, p,0) |/N(x, z, p,0) < pio(1 + | p|*) for all x,z, p €
Uy, K € R where py = po(K) ER.

A Holder estimate for solutions of (1.1) now follows readily from Lemma 2.3.

THEOREM 3.1. Let u € C*(Q) satisfy F[u] = 0 in @ with F1 and F2 holding. Then

(31) [“]3,a;9< C
where a > 0 depends on n, ;W(My), po(M,), My =|u|y.q and C depends, in addition,
on diam .

PrROOF. We first assume that F is differentiable with respect to r so that inequality
(1.4) holds. Using the mean value theorem we can then write (1.1) in the form

(3.2) F,-j(x,u,Du,s)D,-ju+F(x,u,Du,O) =0

where s = s(x) € 8". By Lemma 2.3 we thus have for any bali B, C € and
o €(0,1).

(3.3) oscu < Co®,

BaR

where C and a depend on the quantities specified in the theorem statement. The
estimate (3.1) follows directly from (3.3).
In the general case we mollify F with respect to » by defining for 4 > 0,

F(x,z,p,r) :f F(x,z, p,r+nh)p(n)dn

=<1
wherep = 0, € Cg"(R"z) satisfies fp = 1. Using (1.5) we have
IFh(X’Z’P’r)_F(va9P,r)|

< . ]|F(x,z,p,r+nh) — F(x,z,p,r)|p(n)dn
<

S\/;p)\h.
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UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 755

Accordingly the operator F), satisfies F1 and F2 with p, replaced by p, + /quh.
Applying (3.1) now to F, and letting # — 0, we thus obtain (3.1) for general F.

4. Gradient estimates. Let us now assume that the function F is differentiable in T’
and augment conditions F1 and F2 by

F3: |p||E |, |E|, |F|<Am,(1+|p*+|r]) for all x,z,p €
WUy, r €9", K € Rwhere p, = p(K) ER

For quasilinear operators, F,, F, and F; reduce to the natural growth conditions of
Ladyzhenskaya and Ural'tseva. Also condition F2 is a consequence of F1 and F3.
The following estimate extends the corresponding result for the quasilinear case

[10,13].
THEOREM 4.1. Let u € C3(Q) satisfy Flu] = 0 in Q with F1, F2 and F3 holding.
Then

where C depends on n, 1, o, by, My and diam .

PROOF. Our proof corresponds closely to that devised by Ladyzhenskaya and
Ural’tseva for the quasilinear case which utilizes an earlier technique of Bernstein.
We first differentiate (1) with respect to x, to obtain

(4.2) F,D u+F,Dyu+ FDu+F,_=0.
Muitiplying (4.2) by D,u and summing over k we then get

(4.3) ~-F, ;D uDyu + 3F, D, ;0 + ;F, Do+ 8Fo =
where

v=|Du|’>, 8F=F,+ (Du/v)F,

To proceed further we consider a change of dependent variable. Let @ C Q,
M = supg. u, m = infg, u and let ¢ € C*[m, M] satisfy ¢, ¢’ > 0, ¢” < 0. Then if
t € C*(Q)is defined by v = ¢(u)0, we have, by differentiation,
= ¢D,b + ¢'5Du,
FU ;0 = ¢F ¥ ,jv + 2¢'F,ID,uDjﬁ + d)”EFUD,-uDju + ¢ DF,JDUu
so that by substitution into (4.3),
(4.4) -2F,;DyuDyu + ¢F,;D, ¥ + 2¢'F,, D,uD,5 + ¢'06

+¢'0F,;D;;u + ¢F, D;0 + ¢'0 oF, Dju + 26Fv = 0,

ij*ij
where
(4.5) & = F,;DuDju = Av

ij*=i
corresponds to the Bernstein & function for quasilinear equations. Gradient bounds
follow from (4.4) by judicious choice of the auxiliary function ¢. For local bounds
we take @' = @ N Bp(y), y € Q, and introduce a cut-off function by defining

(4.6) n(x)=(1—|x—yP/R?)".
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756 N. S. TRUDINGER

Then setting w = nov, w = 90, we have, by differentiation,
Dw = qD,5 + oD,
F,,D,w = nF,; D5 + (2/n)F,;DmDw — ((2/n)F,;DnDm — F,;D,m)¥,

ij>ij L)

so that, writing x = ¢’ /¢ and substituting into (4.4), we obtain in &',

-29F, D uD,u + ¢{F, D% + B,Dw} + (x' + x*)6w

ijiy

(4.7) + (X F,;D;ju + xF, Du + 28F )w

ij™ij
+ ((2/77) iijDﬂI - EjDijn - 2XFUD1“D,77 - F"p'_D’_n)v = O,
where
B, = -(2/9)F,;Dn + 2xF,;Dju + F, .

Using the structure conditions F1 and F3, the terms in (4.7) may be estimated as

follows:
(4.8) F,;DyuDyu=\|D*ul?,  F;D,u<nA|D%u|,
2 C(n)A
F, Dju, 8F < Ap (1 + v + | D?ul), ~E, DD = F,Dyn < o
8AYv Ap,| D
~F,DuDn < ——, ~F,Dn< M(l + v+ | D%ul).

piTi ‘/;)_

Setting @ = {x € @' |w(x) = 1/R?} and using Cauchy’s inequality,
ab < ea’ + b*/e
for appropriate a, b, € > 0, we may deduce from (4.7) the differential inequality
~¢(F,;D,jw + B,Dw) < x'6w + Ahow(x* + 1)
in Q,, where 4 is a constant depending only on », p and u,. Consequently, if

(4.9) oszspu:M—m<w/2A,

we may choose

(4.10) x(z) = —tan A(z — m)
so that
(4.11) F,,D,w + B,D#w =0

in Q. It then follows by the classical maximum principle [5] that

(4.12) | Du(y)|<1/R

provided R < dist(y, Q) and (4.9) holds. Combining (4.12) with the Holder esti-
mate (3.1) in Theorem 3.1, we subsequently infer (4.1).

REMARKS. (i) It is clear from the proof of Theorem 4.1 that the structure condition
F3 can be replaced by the more general condition

F3: IPIE L. SF<Au(1+]pP+]r]).
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UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 757

Furthermore, by adding an appropriate multiple of (1.1) to (4.7) we may replace F,,
OF in F3* by F, + 8F, 8F + ¢F for any functions 8: I' - R, 2 I' > R. Further
interior and global gradient bounds for elliptic fully nonlinear equations may also be
derived as above by adaptation of the Bernstein method for the quasilinear case as
described, for example, in [5, Chapter 14].

(i1) A refinement of (4.1) will be useful for global regularity considerations in §7.
By replacing u by u/(M, + dg.), we can, by inspection of the above proof, obtain
the estimate

(4.13) [ulio < C(My/dg + 1)
where C depends on the same quantities as in (4.1).

5. Holder estimates for derivatives. Both the Holder estimates for first derivatives
in this section and second derivatives in the next section will be necessary for our
derivation of second derivative bounds. In formulating appropriate structural hy-
potheses we may take account of already established gradient bounds. Consequently
we set

Uy = {x €U||z| +|p|< K}
and assume the structural conditions:
F1: Fis uniformly elliptic on  for all K € R with (1.4) holding
for p = u(K);

F3:|F,|,|E|, |F|<Aw(Q +|r] forall x,z, p € Uy, r €S",
K € R, where p; = p(K).

The following theorem then extends the corresponding basic result of Lady-
zhenskaya and Ural’tseva for quasilinear elliptic equations.

THEOREM 5.1. Let u € C3(Q) satisfy F[u] = 0 in Q@ with F,, E, holding. Then
(5.1) [Dultg<C
where a > 0 depends on n, u(M,), p\(M,), M, =|u|,.q and C depends, in addition, on
diam §2.

PrROOF. We basically follow the proof of Ladyzhenskaya and Ural'tseva for the
quasilinear case with the weak Harnack inequality, Lemma 2.2 being used in place of
divergence structure results. Similar ideas will be carried over to the second deriva-
tive estimation in the next section. Let € be a positive constant and set

(5.2) w =w" "= =Du + ev
where 1 </<nandv=|Du |2. Combining (4.2) and (4.3) we see that the functions
w ™ satisfy the equations
(5.3) -2¢F,;DyuDyu+ F;D,w* +F, Dw* +28Fo = (FDu+ F,) =0,
so that, using the ellipticity of F,
F, ;D uD;u=>\| D?ul?,

iy
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758 N. S. TRUDINGER

together with F3, we obtain the inequalities
(5.4) ~F,D,w= < \C(| Dw™ [ + 1)

where C = C(p;, M, €). Now suppose B, C § and set W~ = supp _w * . Apply-
ing Lemma 2.2, we obtain

(5.5) d)K,R(Wf—wi):[R-"L(Wi—wt)“}l/x

< C(Wt —supw™ +R2)
Bg
where «, C > 0 depend on n, p, p,, M, and e. With the constant & chosen sufficiently
small, for example, ¢ < (10nM,)~!, the remainder of the proof follows that for the
quasilinear case as described in [5, Chapter 12].

6. Second derivative estimates. This section embodies the main contribution of this
work, which is an interior bound for the second derivatives of (1). Our method
involves a careful estimation of Holder norms in terms of second derivative bounds,
followed by a subtle interpolation argument which permits us to handle cubic terms
in the second derivatives. Our approach to the Holder estimation is a simplified
version of Evans [2] along the lines proposed in [14] for the special case when F is a
function of r only.

As in the preceding section structural hypotheses are formulated under the
assumption that gradient bounds are already known. We will thus assume in
addition to F1 and F3 that the function F is twice differentiable in T’ with second
derivatives satisfying the following condition:

|Ex| ’lEp‘ ’IEZ'SAIJQ’
F4: | Eppl s | Byl | B |3 | Eea |3 | Fog | | Fe [< Ay (14 | )
forallx,z, p € Uy, r €S", K € R, where p, = p,(K).

We further assume

F is a concave function of r, that is,
F5: *F

F.

kMMt = arijark—[n,-mk/ <0 forallx,z,p,r€T.

Clearly any quasilinear elliptic equation with C? coefficients satisfies F1, F3, F4,
F5. It will also be apparent from the proof below that certain of the bounds in F4
can be replaced by the concavity of F with respect to additional variables (see
Remark (i) below). Indeed we shall show that the case considered by Evans {2] where
F is concave and uniformly Lipschitz in r, p and z is considerably simpler.

The basic estimate is the following

THEOREM 6.1. Let u € C*(Q) satisfy F[u] =0 in  with F1, F3, F4 and F5
holding. Then

(6.1) [Dulf,<C
where a > 0 depends on n and p., and C depends in addition on p, p,, M| =|u|,.q and
diam €.
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UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 759

ProOF. We commence by fixing a unit vector y € R* and differentiating (1) twice
in the direction y. We thus obtain

(6.2) F.Dju+F, D u+t FDu+yF,_ =0,
F;D;, ,u+t F; D uDu+2F, D uD.u

+2F,; ,D;;,uDu + 2y F; ka,”u + F, D, u
(6.3) +F,, D, uD, u+ 2F, D, uDu+ 2y;F, . D, u

+F,D, u+ FZZ(Dyu) +2y,F, Dyu+ vy, F = 0.

Next we let £ be a subdomain of & and set
M, = s;p |D*ul, h, = %(1 + lljj*;;z)

so that 0 < h, < 1. Using the structure conditions F3, F4, F5 we obtain from (6.3)
the inequality
(6.4) ~F,;D,;h, < CA{| D*u| + (1 + My)*},
where C depends on #n, n,, p, and M,. Let us now choose directions v,,...,Yy in

accordance with Lemma 2.4 applied to the matrix a”/ = X'F,

;;» multiply (6.4) for
Y = v, by by = h,, and sum over k. We thus obtain

(6.5) 2 DDk — lFDv C}\{|D3u|+(1+M2)},

where v = E ,(hk)2 Consequently for e €(0,1) and w=w, =h, + ev, k=
1,...,N, we have, by combining (6.4) and (6.5),

N

1
(6.6) e 3 F,Dh Dby~ 5F,;Dyw< CA{| D]+ (1+ M)},
k=1

Using the ellipticity of F and the choice of v, in Lemma 2.4, we estimate
N D3u| \?
g Db, D;h, Akgl |th|2>>\(1|—+]‘4|—2) ,
so that from (6.6) we obtain an inequality
(6.7) ~F,;D;jw<Ai,
where
ﬁ:(C/sz)(1+M22), C=C(n,py, py, My).

We are now in a position to apply the weak Harnack inequality Lemma 2.2. Let By,
B, ¢ be concentric balls in £" and set, fors = 1,2,k = 1,...,N,
W =supw, M) =suph,, m{ =infh,,
B:R BsR B
N

N
w(sR) = 3 osch, = 3 (Mk(“’—mﬁf’).

k=1 Bir k=1
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Applying Lemma 2.2 to the function W — w, we obtain

(6.8) @, R(WP —w, ) < (W@ - WD + gR?},

where «, C are positive constants depending only on 7 and p. Using the inequalities
WP —w,=M®—h, —2ew(2R), WO - WD <M® - M + 2ew(2R),

we can deduce from (6.8) a similar inequality for the functions #,, namely

(6.9) O (MP —h)<C{M® - M+ ew(2R) + gR?).
Let us now fix some index / and sum the inequalities (6.9) over k # [. We thus
obtain

(6.10) d),‘,R( > (MP - hk)) <N/*3 o(MP - h,)
k1 kl

< c{(1 + e)w(2R) — w(R) + ER?},

where C = C(n, p) as before. To compensate for not having the corresponding
inequality to (6.7) for the functions —4,, we involve (1) itself, which, by virtue of
Lemma 2.4, expresses a functional relationship between the functions #,. In fact, by
the concavity of F with respect to r, F5, we have for any x, y € By,

(6.11) F,(y,u(y), Du(y), D*u(y))(D,u(y) — D,u(x))
< F(y,u(y), Du(y), D*u(x)) — F(y, u(y), Du(y), D*u(y))
= F(y, u(y), Du(y), D*u(x)) = F(x, u(x), Du(x), D*u(x))
<A1+ My){|x = y| +u(x) — u(y)] +| Du(x) — Du(») |}
< 4Ap R(1+ M,)(1 + M, + M,)
by F3. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.4,
F (v, u(y), Du(y), D*u(y))(D,u(y) — D,u(x))

=A k ven T Py X
(6.12) Elﬁ OBy ) = By i)
=2A(1 + M,) g Bi(hi(y) — hi(x)),

where 0 <A* < B, < A* k=1,...,N, and A*, A* depend only on n and p. The
combination of (6.1) and (6.12) now yields

N
2 Bu(h(y) — h(x)) <4, R(1 + M, + M,),
k=1

so that for fixed /,

1
h(y)—m? <F{4p1R(l + M, + M,) + A*

S (M2 = 1, ()]

k=1

< C[(l +M)R+ 3 (M®— h/(y))}
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UNIFORMLY ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 761

where C = C(n, p, p;, M,). Consequently, using (6.10) we obtain, for/ = 1,...,N,
(6.13) @, p(h,—mP) < C{(1+e)o(2R) — w(R) + iR + R?}
where C= C(n, p) and = C(1 + M,), C = C(p,, M,). By adding (6.10) and
(6.13) for I = k and summing over k, we then obtain

w(2R) < C{(1 + e)w(2R) — w(R) + AR + pR*},
whence

w(R) <8w(2R) + C(ew(2R) + [iR + gR?)

for § =1 — 1/C. Finally, by choosing ¢ sufficiently small we get the oscillation
estimate
(6.14) w(R) <6w(2R) + C(iR + ER?),
where 0 <8 < 1, C, § depend only on n and g, and i, fi are as indicated above. A
Holder estimate for w, and, hence, for the second derivatives of the solution ¥ now

follows from (6.14) by a standard argument (see [S, Chapter 8]). In any ball B, C &’
and 0 < ¢ < 1, we obtain

N
> osch, < Co*(1 + iR + gR?),
k=1 Bor
where C and « are positive constants depending only on n and p. Consequently,

(6.15) %schu < Co*(1 + M,)(1 + GR + gR%)
oR

From (6.15) we can infer an interior Holder estimate

(6.16) [D*u]to<C,

where a = a(n, u) and C = C(n, i, i), B3, | U |5.q, diam Q). Indeed for this estima-
tion there was no need to take account of the dependence on M, in the above
argument. However for the establishment of second derivative bounds this depen-

dence is crucial, as we shall now demonstrate.
Let us take Q' to be a ball B = By(y) C { and suppose that

(6.17) (1+M)é<1.
The quantities FR, gR” are then bounded independently of M, in any ball B; C B,
and we obtain from (6.16) that forany 0 <o < 1,0 < R < §,

(6.18) oscD*y < Co"‘(l + sup | D*u |)
BoR BR

where C = C(n, p, g, 45, M,). Consequently,
[Dulf o5 < C(8 + [Dult.5),
and, hence, by the interpolation inequality, Lemma 2.1, we obtain
[Dult,p < C(8 + | Duly, )
so that, in particular,
(6.19) | D2u(y)|< C(1+ 87| Duy.p).

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



762 N. S. TRUDINGER

By replacing u by u — x- Du(y) we can assume without loss of generality that
Du(y) = 0. Consequently, by Theorem 5.1,

8 a
| Duly,p = sup| Du(x) = Du(y) < (5],
B

where C and a are positive constants depending only on n, u, ¢, and M,, and
d = min{1, d }, where d, = dist( y, 9{2). Substituting into (6.19) we thus have
(6.20) | D2u(y)|< Cd=*(1 +8°71).

The proof is now completed through an appropriate choice of the ball B. To do this
we set

M} = [Du},q = su%(dx|D2u(x) I)
x&

and choose y such that
d, | D*u(y) |= M3/2.
Then if M} = 2, we choose
d=1/(1+2|D%u(y)|)
so that

M, = sup | D*u|<2|D*u(y)]|,
By(y)

and, hence, (6.17) is fulfilled. By inserting our choice of § in (6.20) we obtain the
desired bound for D?u( y), namely

(6.21) | D*u(y)|< Cd'.
Combining (6.21) with the Holder estimate (6.18), we finally obtain the assertion of
Theorem 6.1.

REMARKS. (i) If we designate points in I' = @ X RXR" X 5" by X = (X,,..., X))
=(x,z p,r), where v=n+ 1+ n+ in(n+ 1) = i(n?> + 5n + 2), then F4 and
F5 in the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1 may be replaced by the more general condition

0°F

* .
s 5xox

3
YY, <M+ [r|YZF+ (1+|r)Z3

372

T+ )22+ (1 + |’|)I/zzzz3}

for all Y € R” where
Z =Y V) Za= Y Yl Z5 = Yapigs L

To pass from (6.3) to (6.4) we apply F4* with Y = (y, D, u, DD,u, Dszu). In
particular, if F is concave with respect to z, p, r, the second derivatives involving
these variables only may be omitted from F4. If F is concave with respect to all
variables, F4 becomes superfluous and (6.1) is independent of the second derivatives
of F. Note that F4* implies F5. An alternative approach to second derivative bounds
which encompasses nonconcave F will be presented in a further paper.
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(ii) In the course of the proof of Theorem 6.1 we established a Holder estimate for
the second derivatives of solutions in terms of bounds on their second derivatives,
namely the estimate (6.16). We may formulate this result, essentially due to Evans
[2], as follows.

THEOREM 6.2. Let u € C*(Q) be a solution of equation (1.1) in @ where F is concave
in r, and suppose that for constant p., p.,, and p.,,
A<ph, [E|LIE||E|<p,

6.22
62D | E  VE Il 1 Epl 1Bl [ Eol o Ful s | Bl | Fun|< A

for all x € &, z = u(x), p = Du(x), r = D?u(x). Then we have the estimate [ D*ul*
< C, where a > 0 depends only on n and n, and C depends, in addition, on p,, p,,
| 4|,.q and diam .

This result may also be generalized in accordance with the preceding remark. It is
also worth pointing out that in many of the preceding theorems of this paper the sets
Q, and U, can be replaced by the set

T, = {(x, u(x), Du(x), D*u(x)) | x € Q}

where u is the solution under consideration (although for Theorem 3.1 we should
assume (1.4) rather than (1.3)).

7. Global estimates. By means of standard barrier techniques the interior estimates
of the preceding sections may be extended to the boundary of the domain Q. We
first consider a boundary gradient estimate which, for later purposes, we formulate
as follows.

LEMMA 7.1. Let u € C3(Q) N C%Q), g € CX(Q) satisfy Flu] =0in Q, u=g on
0 and suppose that F1 and F2 hold and Q satisfies a uniform exterior sphere
condition. Then
(7.1) sup |u(x) —g(y)[<Clx —y|

xEQR
yeas’z

where C depends on n, p, po, My =|u|g.q. |8 |2.q and Q.

ProoF. The situation is reduced to the quasilinear case as in the proof of Theorem
3.1. In this case (7.1) follows from well-known barrier arguments (see [8, Chapter 6,
Lemma 2.1] or [S, Theorem 13.1]).

The combination of Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 4.1 yields the following global
gradient bound.

THEOREM 7.2. Let u € CX(Q) N C%Q), g € C(Q) satisfy Flu] =0in Q, u= g on
982 and suppose that 1, F2, F3 (or F3*) hold and 1 satisfies a uniform exterior sphere
condition. Then u € C%Y(Q) and

(7.2) |ul,.q =sup|Du|< C
Q

where C depends on n, ju, g, ft,, My, | g|,.q and Q2.
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Proor. We fix a point x, € & and set d = 3d,, By = By(xy), By = By,(x).
Then using Theorem 4.1, in particular (4.13), we obtain, for any x € B,

|u(x) — u(xy) < (C/d) | x — xq] oscu

where C = C(n, p, pg, 41, My) as in (4.1). But by Lemma 7.1,
oscu < Cd,

B,
where C = C(n, p, po, My, | g 5.9, ), whence (7.2) follows.

By combining Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 3.1 we would obtain a global Holder
estimate under the hypotheses of Lemma 7.1. However this result is not as general as
that obtained through direct extension of Lemma 2.3 to the boundary, which would
only require that g € CA(Q) for some B > 0 and 39 satisfy a uniform exterior cone
condition, or, more generally, that there exist positive constants k,, k, such that
meas(§2 — Bg(y))/meas Bg(y) = «, for all 0 < R < k, [13].

We turn now to estimates for the second derivatives at the boundary. Setting
R’ = {x=(x', x,) €ER"|x, > 0}, we first prove an estimate for flat boundary
portions.

LEMMA 7.3. Let @ = Bx(0) N R%. be a half ball and let u € C*(Q) N C'(Q) satisfy
Flu]=0in Q, u=0 on 9Q in AR, with conditions F1, ¥3 holding. Then for
0<x,<R,k=1,...,n— 1, we have
(73) |Dku(0’ xn) I< an

where C depends on n, p, p,, M, and R.

ProOF. We begin, similarly to the proof of Theorem 5.1, by setting v’ =
W (Du)?, w=w =Du+ v, I=1,...,n— 1, thereby obtaining, instead of
(5.3),

n—1
(74) -2 3 F,D,uDju+ F,;D;w +2Fw +2
k=1

n—1
F.+ Y Dkquk) =0.
k=1

Using (1.1) in the form (3.2) we can write

1
Dt = Fj(x,u, Du,s)D,;u + F(x,u, Du,0),
ant E'"(x,u,Du,s) {i+j2<2n tj(x u u S) T (x u u )]

so that by F1, F3 we may estimate

1/2
(1.5) | D, ul< nu( 3 (D,-ju)z) + p,(diam @ + M,).
i+j<2n

(Note that without loss of generality we can assume F(x,,0,0,0) =0 for some
xo € 8.) Using (7.5), F3 and the ellipticity of F,
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we obtain from (7.4) the corresponding inequality to (5.3), namely
(7.6) —F, D, w' <XC(|Dw'|* + 1)

ij*ij
where C = C(n, p, by, M,). By the barrier argument of Theorem 13.1 of [5] (with an
exterior sphere fixed at 0), we thus have w’(0, x,) < Cx, for 0 < x, < R, where
C = C(n, p, 1y, M,, R) and, hence, after replacing u with —u, we infer (7.3).
If, in Lemma 7.3, the function u was twice differentiable at 0, (7.3) would imply
| D, u(0)|< C for k=1,...,n— 1. Since D, u(0) =0 for i, j=1,...,n — 1, we
then here by (7.5) an estimate for all the second derivatives at 0, namely

(7.7) | D2u(0) |< C

where C = C(n, p, &\, M;, R). This result may then be extended to C* domains by
means of a diffeomorphism which preserves the form of the structural conditions F1,
F3. Accordingly we obtain the following boundary second derivative estimate.

THEOREM 7.4. Let u € CX(Q) N C¥(Q), g € C3(Q) satisfy F[u] = 0 with F1, F3
holding and 3Q € C3. Then

(7.8) sup | D*u|< C
30
where C depends on n, p, p,, M, @ and | g |;.q.

By combining Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 6.1, we also obtain a global second
derivative bound.

THEOREM 7.5. Let u € CHR) N C'(R), g € CX(Q) satisfy F[u] = 0in Q, u = g on
3Q, with 1, F3, F4 (or F4*), F5 holding and 9Q € C>. Then u € C"\(R) and

(7.9 [ulr.o =sup|D*u|< C
Q
where C depends on n, ju, u\, M, | g|3.9 and Q.

PROOF. Suppose first that £ is the half ball B(0) N R, withu = 0 on 32 N 3R".,
as in Lemma 7.3, and let y = (0, y,) where y, < R/4. By Theorem 6.1 there exists a
positive constant x < 1, depending only on n, u, u,, p,, M, and £, such that
(1 + supg, )| D?u|)d <1 for 8 = ky, and, hence, condition (6.17) in the proof is
fulfilled in the ball B = By(y). Using (7.5) to eliminate the derivative D,,u from
(6.18), we then obtain, in place of (6.19),

n—1
(7.10) | D%u(y)|<C{1+87" T | Daulyp| <C(1+87,)<C
k=1

by Lemma 7.3 and our choice of 8. Finally, by means of diffeomorphisms which
locally flatten 9 and preserve the form of F1, F3, F4 and F5 and by replacement of
u by u — g, we get (7.9) for general 2 C C°.

8. Applications. By combining Theorems 4.1, 6.1, 7.2 and 7.5, we obtain the
following interior and global estimates for solutions of fully nonlinear, uniformly
elliptic equations satisfying the natural structure conditions.
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THEOREM 8.1. Let u € C*(Q) satisfy Fu] = 0 in Q with F1-F5 holding. Then for
any subdomain @' < Q, we have
(81) [ul?_,a;ﬂ’ < C’
where o > 0 depends only on n, u, and C depends, in addition, on g, py, By, | U]og
and dist(', Q). Furthermore, if u € C%(R) and u = g on 0L, where g € C*(Q) and
3% satisfies a uniform exterior sphere condition, then u € C%', Du € CL%(Q), and
(82) | Du|t, < C,
where C depends on n, p, py, Py, | o0, | 8 |20 and Q. If u € CY(Q), g € C¥(Q) and
90 € C3, thenu € CV(Q), D*u € CXQ) and
(8.3) | D2u|ghy0 < C,

where C depends on n, p., o, fy, Mo, | 4]o.» | 8 3.0 and Q. Finally, conditions F3, F4,
F5 may be replaced by the more general F3*, F4*.

Using the method of continuity, we can establish existence theorems for the
Dirichlet problem for (1.1) from the estimates of Theorem 8.1. As in Evans [2], the
equation can be modified near the boundary to offset the lack of global Holder
estimates for the second derivatives. In particular, for m = 1,2,..., we let 3,, €
CH(Q) satisfy 0<79,,<1 in Q, 3,(x)=1 for dist(x,3Q) = 1/m, | Dn|<cm,
| D7 |< ecm?, for some constant ¢ depending only on n. Assuming that we can take
A = lin (1.3) and (1.4), we set

(8.4) F™[u] = (1 —mu,)Au +,F(x, u, Du, D*u).

Now let © be a C>* domain, g € C*%(Q), and F € C>¥T) for some a > 0. In
order to apply the method of continuity to solve the Dirichlet problem

(8.5) F™[u]l=0 in®, wu=g ondQ,

it suffices that: 3
(i) When F'™ is considered as a map from E = {u € C*%(Q)|u = on 9L} into
C*(R), its Fréchet derivative F{"™, given by

F™[v] = E{™(x,u, Du, D*u)D,;v + F, (x, u, Du, D*u)D,v
+F/(x,u, Du, D*u)v,
for v € E, has bounded inverse for each u € C>%Q); and
(i1) The set of solutions of the problems
(8.6) F[u) =tF[y], u=gondQ, 0<:<]l,

is apriori bounded in C2>%(Q) for some ¢ € C>*(Q), with ¢ = g on Q.
By virtue of the Schauder theory for linear equations (see [S, Chapter 8)]), (1) is
satisfied if

(8.7) F,<0

for all x, z, p, r € I, in which case the solution of the Dirichlet problem (8.5) is
unique (if it exists). By combining (8.1) with the Schauder estimates in neighbour-
hoods of 89, we see that (ii) is satisfied provided the solutions of (8.6) are uniformly
bounded in §. Furthermore, if the solutions of (8.6) are uniformly bounded with
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respect to both ¢ and m, we can then conclude from Theorem 8.7 and Lemma 7.1 the
solvability of the Dirichlet problem, Flu] = 0, u = g in 0% in the space co@)yn
C**(Q). By further approximation this result can be extended to more general
boundary data. Two possible conditions which would each imply the uniform
boundedness of solutions of (8.6) are the restriction of (8.7),

(8.8) F < —,
for all x, z, p, r € I and some positive constant c,, and the restriction of F2,
(8.9) | F(x, z, p,0) |< M1+ |p))

forall x, z, p € £ X R X R" and some constant ¢, (see [5, Chapter 9]). In these cases
we formulate resultant existence theorems as follows.

THEOREM 8.2. Let Q satisfy a uniform exterior sphere condition, g € CHQ),
F € C*%(T) for some a > 0 and suppose that the operator F satisfies ( for \ = 1) F1,
F2, F3 (or F3*), F4 (or F4*), F5, (8.6) and either (8.7) or (8.8). Then there exists a
unique solution u € C%(Q) N C**(Q) of the Dirichlet problem Flu] = 0inQ,u=g
on 9%,

When we only assume g € C°(d€) in Theorem 8.2, we would obtain a unique
solution u € C%(2) N C*%(Q). Note also that the restriction A = 1 is not that severe
as we really only require that (1.1) have an equivalent form which satisfies the
structure conditions with A = 1.

To complete this paper we consider the application of the preceding results to the
Bellman equation corresponding to a family of quasilinear operators. Let Q,,

k =1,...,N, be quasilinear operators of the form

(8.10) Qi[u] = af(x, u, Du)D,u + by (x, u, Du)

with coefficients a¥/, b, € CH2 X R X R"), k = 1,...,N. The operator F is defined
by

(8.11) Flu] =inf Q,[u],

and the equation F[u] = 0 is called the Bellman equation associated with the family
{Q,}. Writing

Oulx, 8, p,r) = al(x,z, p)r; + bi(x, z, p),
we may then write F in the form (1.1) where the function F is given by
(8.12) F(x,z,p,r)=infQ,(x,z, p, r).
In order to apply our previous results we need to approximate F by smoother

functions. Accordingly let G be a concave function in C*(R") and consider, in place
of (8.12), the function F given by

(8.13) F(x,2,p,r)=G(Q),-...0p).
By differentiation we obtain

F = G,ay, E =G
F=G(alr, +b,.), F
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Hence, if we assume there exist positive constants 8, ® such that

(8.14) 8<YG, <0,

and also G(0) = 0, we obtain that F satisfies any of the structure conditions F1, F2,
F3, F1, F3, F3* (with g, py, u, replaced by u®/8, p,©/6, 1,0 /6, respectively)
whenever all the operators Q, satisfy the same conditions uniformly in k. For the
second derivatives of F we have, in the notation of Remark (i) in §6,

O’F _ ., 930,30 3’0,
X, 0X, Cugx, X, * GkaX,.an’

so that since G is concave, F4* is satisfied, with ., replaced by cp,® /8, where now

1 o )
(815)  wp= max supy—(|Day|+|Db| +|D%aY| +| D),
I<i,jsn X

and ¢ depends on n. In order to approximate the Bellman equation, we take for G
the mollification of (8.12) given by

6(x) = G,(x) =" [ int yio 57 ) .

where p = 0, € C(R") satisfies [p = 1 and 4 > 0. It is readily shown that G is
concave and, furthermore, satisfies (8.14) with § = ® = 1. Since G, » G uniformly
as h — 0, we obtain the existence of solutions to the Dirichlet problem for the
Bellman equation as limits of solutions for the equations G,[u] =0 as h — 0. In
fact, as a consequence of Theorems 8.1, 8.2 and the preceding remarks, we have the
following existence theorem.

THEOREM 8.3. Let Q satisfy a uniform exterior sphere condition, g € CX(Q),
Q, € CXT) for some a >0, k = 1,...,N, and suppose that the operators Q, satisfy
the natural conditions F1, F2, F3 (or F3*) with A\, = 1, uniformly in k = 1,...,N.
Suppose, in addition, that a¥/(x, z, p) = a}/(x, p) and either

(8.16) by, < ¢,
or
(8.17) b, <0, |be|< (1 +|p])

forallx,z, p € @ X R X I_{", where c, and c, are positive constants. Then there exists
a unique solution u € C%\(Q) N C*#(Q), for some B > 0, of the Dirichlet problem

(8.18) Flu] =infQ,[u] =0, u=g onQ.
If only g € C°(3Q), we obtain a unique solution u € C°(Q) N C*A(Q).

REMARKS. (i) When the operators Q, are all linear, Theorem 8.3 reduces to the
result of Evans [2] on the classical Dirichlet problem for the Bellman equation. (For
an alternative approach, in the absence of second derivative Holder estimates, see [4]
and [11].) In this case the estimation of derivatives simplifies, as the quantities 2 and
i in the proof of Theorem 6.1 will be independent of M,, and first and second
derivative bounds will subsequently follow immediately from (6.15) by the interpola-
tion Lemma 2.1.
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(ii) By means of standard uniqueness and regularity arguments, Theorem 8.1 can
be extended to hold for solutions u € C*(Q) rather than C*(®2). Theorem 8.1 can
also be similarly extended to embrace the Bellman equation for a family of
quasilinear operators, Q, € C¥(T), satisfying the natural conditions F1, F2, F3 (or
F3*).

(iii) We also note that by the use of Lemma 2.2 in its full generality, the estimates
of this paper may be set in Sobolev spaces W*"(Q) instead of the classical spaces
C*(Q) and the structure conditions extended accordingly.

(iv) Finally, we mention that the results and methods of this work can be extended
to fully nonlinear, uniformly parabolic equations of the form

(8.19) du/dt = F(x,t,u, Du, D*u)
in domains D C R"*!(x, 1), where F is now a function on I' = D X R X R* X §".

In the parabolic analogue of the structure conditions F4, we need to subject the
derivative F, to the same conditions as F,,.
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