arXiv:2404.01040v2 [math.AP] 1 Jun 2024

MONGE–AMPÈRE EQUATIONS WITH RIGHT-HAND SIDES OF POLYNOMIAL GROWTH

BEOMJUN CHOI, KYEONGSU CHOI, AND SOOJUNG KIM

Abstract. We study the regularity and the growth rates of solutions to twodimensional Monge–Ampère equations with the right-hand side exhibiting polynomial growth. Utilizing this analysis, we demonstrate that the translators for the flow by sub-affine-critical powers of the Gauss curvature are smooth, strictly convex entire graphs. These graphs exhibit specific growth rates that depend solely on the power of the flow.

1. Introduction

A one-parameter family of smooth embeddings X : M^2 × [0, T ) → R^3 with complete convex images Σ_t := X(M^2, t) is a solution to the α-Gauss curvature flow (α-GCF) if X_t = −K^αν holds, where K and ν denote the Gauss curvature and the unit normal vector pointing the outside of the convex hull of Σ_t, respectively. A complete convex hypersurface Σ ⊂ R^3 is said to be a translating soliton for the α-GCF travelling with the velocity ω ∈ R^3 if (1.1) K^α = ⟨ω, −ν⟩. In this paper, we will assume ω = e_3, namely translators are moving in the +x_3 direction with the unit speed. Then, each translator Σ can be represented as

(1.2) Σ = ∂{(x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ Ω × R : x_3 > u(x_1, x_2)}

for a convex function u defined on a convex domain Ω ⊂ R^2 . Note that Σ is the union of the graph of u over Ω and some part of ∂Ω × R. If Σ is smooth, then u is a classical solution to the following Monge–Ampère equation

(1.3) det D^2u = (1 + |Du|^2)^{2− 12α} ,

with the boundary condition that |Du| → +∞ as x → ∂Ω.

It is well-known that for smooth convex closed initial hypersurface, the α-GCF with α >^1_4 converges to a round sphere after rescaling and the^1_4 -GCF converges to an ellipsoid after rescaling. See [1, 2, 3, 4, 18]. However, a closed α-GCF with α ∈ (0,^1_4 ) generically develops a type II singularity. Moreover, translators are typical models of type II singularities. Suppose that a α-GCF Σ_t develops a type II singularity (x_0, t_0), and a sequence of rescaled flows Σ^i_t := λ_i(Σ_{t0+λ}2_{i t} − x_0), with λ_i → +∞, converges to a translating flow Σ_t := Σ + tω. If there is no compactness result with uniform estimates for Σ^i_t, then it would converge in a weak sense. Hence, it is worth to study the regularity of the limit translator Σ defined in a weak solution.

In this paper, we not only show that a weak solution to (1.2) with α ∈ (0,^1_4 ) is smooth, but also reveals that it is an entire function increasing with the polynomial growth rate |x|^{11−2α} . 1

Theorem 1.1 (Growth rate). Let Σ be a translator under the α-GCF in the geometric Alexandrov sense^1 for α ∈ (0, 1/4). Then, Σ is the graph of an entire smooth strictly convex function u : R^2 → R. Moreover, there is a constant C > 1 depending only on α such that (1.4) C^{−1} ≤ lim inf_{|x|→∞} |x|^{− 11−2α} u(x) ≤ lim sup_{|x|→∞} |x|^{− 11−2α} u(x) ≤ C holds in R^2 .

To prove this theorem, we work with the dual equation via the Legendre transform. Utilizing the results in [16], we show that the Legendre dual function exhibits the homogeneous growth rate u^∗(y) ∼ |y|^{12α} . For a convex function u over a convex domain Ω ⊂ R^2 , the Legendre transform u^∗ : R^2 → R ∪ {+∞} of u is defined by (1.5) u^∗(y) := sup_{x∈Ω} {⟨y, x⟩ − u(x)} . If a strictly convex function u solves (1.3) on Ω in the classical sense, then the Legendre transform u^∗ of u becomes a classical solution to the dual equation (1.6) det D^2u^∗ = (1 + |x|^2)^{12α −2} on int(Ω^∗), where (1.7) Ω^∗ = {y ∈ R^2 : u^∗(y) < ∞}.

We state the growth rate theorem for solutions to a certain class of Monge–Ampère equations, which is also available for (1.6).

For the purpose of brevity, from now on we say that a constant is universal if it depends only on α ∈ (0,^1_4 ) and the doubling constant of the measure f(x) dx. See Definition 3.2 for the doubling constant.

Theorem 1.2. For a doubling measure f(x) dx, let v be an Alexandrov solution to (1.8) det D^2v = f(x), on an open set O ⊂ R^2 , such that the sub-level set {x ∈ O : v(x) ≤ t} is compactly included in O for every t ∈ R. For α ∈ (0, 1/4), there are some universal constants C > 1 and ε ∈ (0, 1) with the following significance: if

(1.9) lim sup_{x→∞} ||x|^{4− 1α} f(x) − 1| ≤ ε, then v is an entire solution, namely O = R^2 , satisfying (1.10) C^{−1} ≤ lim inf_{|x|→∞} |x|^{− 12α} v(x) ≤ lim sup_{|x|→∞} |x|^{− 12α} v(x) ≤ C. Remark 1.3. For the Legendre dual translator equation (1.6), the condition (1.9) is satisfied arbitrary ε > 0. Also, for α ∈ (0, 1/4), (η + |x|^2)^{12α −2}dx for η ∈ [0, 1] is a doubling measure and its doubling measure depends only on α. Thus, the constant C in (1.10) depends only on α.

1See Definition 2.2

Finally, we also provide a quantitative variant of the above theorems, which will play a crucial role in the following paper [15] for the classification of translators. The following corollary roughly says if the eccentricity is controlled at a sufficiently high level, then it is also controlled at higher levels in a universal way.

To state the result, we recall the notion of sections. Let v : O → R be a convex function. For x_0 ∈ O, p ∈ ∂v(x_0) and t > 0, a section of v at height t is denoted by

(1.11) S^v_{t,x0,p} := {x ∈ O : v(x) ≤ v(x_0) + p · (x − x_0) + t}.

Note that if v is differentiable at x_0, then ∂v(x_0) has only one element. By abusing notations, we shall write S_{t,x0} for S^v_{t,x0,p} and S_t = S_{t,0} whenever v and p are obvious and the base point is the origin, respectively.

We also denote by (1.12) S^v_{t,x0,p} ∼ A, if the eccentricity of a section S^v_{t,x0,p} is proportional to |A| of a matrix A with det A = 1. See Definition 3.6 for the eccentricity and the definition of ∼ for a given doubling measure f(x) dx..

Corollary 1.4. Let f(x) dx be a doubling measure. There are universal constants ε, C_0, C_1 and a constant l_0 depends only on f, α with the following significance. Let v be an entire Alexandrov solution to (1.8) with v(0) = 0, 0 ∈ ∂v(0) satisfying (1.9) for some α ∈ (0, 1/4). If S_l′ ∼ A_l′ and |A_l′ | ≤ M for some l^′ ≥ l_0 and M ≥ C_0, then |A_l| ≤ C_1M for all A_l with S_l ∼ A_l and l ≥ l^′.

This follows from an application of results in Savin and Daskalopoulos [16]. In large scales, the dual equation looks like det D^2v = |x|^{1α −4} with α <^1_4 . If the dual v does not have a homogeneous rates, the level sets (curves) will degenerate. After suitable affine transforms, the v will behave like a solution to det D^2v = |x_1|^{1α −4}. [16, Section 3] shows the level curves of every such solution becomes more eccentric as the level gets smaller. Here is a rough idea of our proof: when v is globally defined entire solution, this implies that the level curves can not become more eccentric as the level gets higher as otherwise the high eccentricity at high level implies even higher eccentricity at lower levels.

This work is a part of our series of research on the existence, regularity, and uniqueness of translating solitons to the sub-affine-critical powers of the Gauss curvature flow. These questions have been intensively studied for decades, and here we give some references. For the classical equation det D^2u = 1 in all dimensions, the convex entire solutions exhibit quadratic growth rates, and moreover, such solutions are necessarily quadratic polynomials [5, 11, 10, 22, 24]. See also extensions of this result by Caffarelli–Y. Li [6] to the case when the right-hand side is constant outside a compact set, and by Y. Li–S. Lu [7, 23] to the case with a periodic right-hand side.

In the case of translators for the α-GCF with α > 1/2, the questions were thoroughly answered in all dimensions by J. Urbas [25, 26]. The translators in this range of α are graphs over bounded domains, and for each fixed bounded domain, [12] showed the translator is the unique complete ancient solution to the flow. The translators also exhibit forward-in-time stability [14, 13].

For α < 1/2 in all dimensions, H. Jian–X.J. Wang [20] constructed infinitely many solutions for α ≤^1_2 , and also showed that Ω should be the entire space R^n for α <^1_{n+1} . Moreover, they showed certain estimates on the growth rates

|x|^{1+a} ≲ u^∗(x) ≲ |x|^{1+b} for large |x| with some positive constants a and b. To our knowledge, however, neither a classification result nor a sharp estimate on the growth rate is known for these cases in any dimension n ≥ 2. It should be noted that for the degenerate equation det D^2u = |x_1|^β on R^2 for β > −1 (which corresponds to a blow-down equation of our equation when the eccentricity becomes large), the classification of entire solutions was settled by Jin-Xiong in [21].

2. Preliminary

In this section, we recall and compare weak solutions to Monge–Ampère equations and α-Gauss curvature flow translator equations (1.1). Also, we show the compactness of level sets of the Legendre dual of weak translators.

To begin with we recall the definition of Alexandrov solutions to the Monge– Ampère equation. See [17].

Definition 2.1 (Alexandrov solution). A convex function u on a convex open set Ω ⊂ R^2 is said to be a solution to (1.3) on Ω in the Alexandrov sense if for any Borel set U ⊂ Ω, there holds

(2.1) μ_u(U) = ∫ U (1 + |Du|^2)^{2− 12α} dx,

where

(2.2) μu(U) = |∂u(U)| for every Borel set U ⊂ Ω, and (2.3) ∂u(U) = ∪x∈U ∂u(x), and ∂u(x) is the sub-differential of u : Ω → R at x ∈ Ω. Notice that |Du| is welldefined almos everywhere on Ω, as a convex function u is locally Lipschitz on Ω. Consequently, the right-hand side of (2.1) makes no confusion.

Next, let us recall generalized notions of translating solitons for the α-Gauss curvature flow introduced by Urbas in [26].

Definition 2.2 (Translator). We say that a complete convex hypersurface Σ is a translator for the α-Gauss curvature flow in the geometric Alexandrov sense if for any Borel set E ⊂ Σ, there holds

(2.4) H^2(G(E)) = ∫ E (−ν_3)^{1α} .

Here, ν = (ν_1, ν_2, ν_3) is the outward pointing unit normal vector, which is H^2-a.e. well-defined on E. For a Borel set E ⊂ Σ, G(E) is the generalized Gauss image given by (2.5) G(E) = ∪p∈E G(p), where G(p) is the set of outward pointing unit normals of supporting hyperplanes of Σ at p.

The following proposition shows the relation between the previous two notions of weak solution.

Proposition 2.3. Let Σ be a translator under the α-GCF in the geometric Alexandrov sense represented by (1.2). Then the following statements hold.

(a) H^2 (G(Σ ∩ (∂Ω × R))) = 0. i.e. the outward normals supporting on ∂Ω × R are negligible.

(b) u restricted to int(Ω) solves (1.3) on int(Ω) in the Alexandrov sense.

Proof. (a) The first part is immediate from Definition 2.2. Indeed, for all point p ∈ Σ ∩ (∂Ω × R), G(p) contains a normal vector with ν_3 = 0, i.e., ν_3 = 0 H^2-a.e. on G(Σ ∩ (∂Ω × R)).

(b) Next, let U ⊂ int(Ω) be a given Borel set, and let E ⊂ Σ be a Borel set such that U is the projection of E onto the plane. Note that φ(∂u(U)) = G(E), where φ : R^2 → S^2 is given as φ(y) =^{(y,−1)}_{(1+|y|2)1/2} . By the area formula, we have

(2.6) μ_u(U) = ∫ G(E) ∑ q∈φ^{−1}{p} [Jφ(q)]^{−1}dH^2(p) = ∫ G(E) (−ν_3(p))^{−3}dH^2(p)

since Jφ(y) = (1 + |y|^2)^{−3/2}. Here, we used that ∂u(x) is uniquely defined a.e. on Ω as Du(x). Meanwhile, it follows from (2.4) that

(2.7) ∫ G(E) (−ν_3(p))^{−3}dH^2(p) = ∫ E (−ν_3)^{−3+ 1α} = ∫ U (1 + |Du|^2)^{2− 12α} dx

since the Jacobian of a map x → (x, Du(x)) is (1 + |Du|^2)^{1/2} a.e. on U. Combining the estimates above, we deduce that μ_u(U) = ∫ U (1 + |Du|^2)^{2− 12α} dx, which finishes the proof. □

Given a translator Σ with the graph representation u in (1.2), we can consider the Legendre dual u^∗ and the dual domain Ω^∗ as in (1.6) and (1.7).

Proposition 2.4. Let Σ be a translator under the α-GCF in the geometric Alexandrov sense represented by (1.2). Then, the dual function u^∗ is an Alexandrov solution to the Legendre dual equation det D^2u^∗ = (1 + |y|^2)^{12α −2} on int(Ω^∗). Namely, it holds that

(2.8) μ_u∗ (V ) = ∫ V (1 + |y|^2)^{12α −2}dy

for any Borel set V ⊂ int(Ω^∗).

Proof. We first recall a preliminary result from the analysis of convex functions. Let us denote the domain of u^{∗∗} = (u^∗)^∗ by (2.9) Ω^{∗∗} := {x ∈ R^2 : sup_{y∈Ω∗} {⟨x, y⟩ − u^∗(y)} < ∞}. Note that u^{∗∗} is the convex envelope (convexification) of u. Since u is convex, it holds that u = u^{∗∗} on Ω. Due to an ambiguity on the choice of Ω, Ω^{∗∗} can possibly be slightly larger as Ω ⊂ Ω^{∗∗} ⊂ cl(Ω). We may replace u and Ω by the lower-semi continuous extension on the maximal domain in order to make Ω = Ω^{∗∗}, which does not change u^∗ and Ω^∗; see [27, Proposition 5.8].

To prove (2.8), it suffices to show that for any Borel set V ⊂ int(Ω^∗),

(2.10) |V | = ∫ V (1 + |y|^2)^{2− 12α} dμ_u∗ (y).

We observe that

(2.11) ∫ V (1 + |y|^2)^{2− 12α} dμ_u∗ (y) = ∫_∞ 0 μ_u∗ (V_s)ds, where (2.12) V_s := V ∩ {y :∈ int(Ω^∗) : (1 + |y|^2)^{2− 12α} ≥ s}. Then the integrand can be rewritten as

μ_u∗ (V_s) = |{x ∈ int(Ω) : u is differentiable at x, and Du(x) ∈ V_s}| .

(2.13) Notice that for x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Ω^∗, x ∈ ∂u^∗(y) is equivalent to y ∈ ∂u(x). Letting (2.14) U^′ := {x ∈ int(Ω) : u is differentiable at x, Du(x) ∈ V }, and V^′ := Du(U^′), it holds from (2.11) and (b) of Proposition 2.3 that (2.15) ∫ V (1 + |y|^2)^{2− 12α} dμ_u∗ (y) = ∫ U^′ (1 + |Du|^2)^{2− 12α} dx = |V^′|.

Note that V^′ ⊂ V and V \ V^′ ⊂ ∂u(Ω \ int(Ω)) ∪ ∂u(W ), where W := {x ∈ Ω : u is non-differentiable at x}. So, it remains to prove that |∂u(Ω \ int(Ω))| = 0 = |∂u(W )|. We first observe that |∂u(Ω\int(Ω))| = 0 in light of (a) of Proposition 2.3. Next, (b) of Proposition 2.3 and (2.1) require that dμ_u is absolutely continuous with respect to dx. Then we obtain that |∂u(W )| = 0 since u is differentiable a.e. on Ω. This shows that |V^′| = |V |, which combined with (2.15) finishes the proof. □

In the following theorem, we prove that level sets of the dual u^∗ are compact. Theorem 2.5. Let Σ be a translator under the α-GCF in the geometric Alexandrov sense represented by (1.2). Then the following statements hold. (a) If {y_j } is a sequence in int(Ω^∗) converging to y ∈ ∂Ω^∗, then (2.16) lim_{j→∞} u^∗(y_j ) = ∞.

(b) For any y^′ ∈ int(Ω^∗) and x^′ ∈ ∂u^∗(y^′) with x^′ ∈ int(Ω), the section (2.17) S^{u∗}_{t,y}′_{,x}′ = {y ∈ Ω^∗ : u^∗(y) ≤ u^∗(y^′) + ⟨x^′, y − y^′⟩ + t} is compact and contained in int(Ω^∗) for all t > 0.

Proof. (a) Suppose to the contrary that there is a sequence y_j in int(Ω^∗) converging to y ∈ ∂Ω^∗ such that u^∗(y_j ) =: L_j → L for some L ∈ R. (Note that L can not be −∞ due to the convexity.) Then we obtain that (2.18) ⟨y, x⟩ − L = lim_{j→∞} {⟨y_j , x⟩ − L_j } ≤ u(x) for any x ∈ Ω. On the other hand, we observe that for any arbitrary point p inside the convex hull of the soliton, the half ray {p + t(y, |y|^2)}_{t≥0} starting at p should be included inside the convex hull of the soliton since y ∈ ∂Ω^∗. After a translation, we may assume that Ω contains a ball of radius r > 0 centered at 0, say B_r. Let M := sup_{x∈Br} u(x). By considering the rays starting from a floating disk B_r × {M} as barriers, it holds that for each t > 0, (2.19) u ≤ M + t|y|^2 on each translated disk B_r + ty. By (2.18) and (2.19), there holds a two-sided bound: for each t > 0, (2.20) (t|y| − r)|y| − L ≤ u(x) ≤ t|y|^2 + M for any x ∈ B_r + ty. Thus there is a constant C = C(L, M, |y|, r) such that (2.21) |Du| ≤ C on a half-strip region ∪_{t>0} ( B_{r/2} + ty ) .

Letting E ⊂ Σ to be the graph of u over A := ∪_{t>0} ( B_{r/2} + ty ) , we deduce that

(2.22) H^2(G(E)) = ∫ E (−ν_3)^{1α} = ∫ A (1 + |Du|^2)^{12 − 12α} dx = ∞.

This is a contradiction as H^2(G(E)) can not exceed |S^2|/2.

(b) Let ũ be a translation of u given by ũ(x) = u(x + x^′). Then it holds that ũ^∗(y) = u^∗(y)−⟨y, x^′⟩, and hence we may assume that x^′ = 0 and 0 ∈ int(Ω). Thus the section S^{u∗}_{t,y}′ becomes a sub-level set and it suffices to show that every sub-level set is compactly included in int(Ω^∗).

Suppose to the contrary that the second assertion is false. Then there is a sequence {y_j } in int(Ω^∗) such that

(2.23) { either y_j → y ∈ ∂Ω^∗ or |y_j | → ∞, and u^∗(y_j ) ≤ C for all j ≥ 1, with some C > 0.

By the first assertion (a) of this lemma, the first case can not happen. i.e. there is no sequence {y_j } in int(Ω^∗) such that y_j → y ∈ ∂Ω^∗ and u^∗(y_j ) ≤ C for all j ≥ 1. Now, let us assume that there is a sequence {y_j } in int(Ω^∗) such that |y_j | → ∞ and u^∗(y_j ) ≤ C for all j ≥ 1. Here, we may assume that y_j /|y_j | → ω for some ω ∈ S^1 by extracting a subsequence. Then it holds that

(2.24) ⟨y_j /|y_j |, ω⟩ ≥ 1/2 for large j.

Since B_γ (0) ⊂ Ω for some γ > 0, we have γω ∈ Ω and hence it follows that (2.25) u^∗(y_j ) ≥ ⟨y_j , γω⟩ − u(γω) ≥ γ|y_j | 2 − u(γω) → ∞ as j → ∞. This is a contradiction to the hypothesis that u^∗(y_j ) ≤ C for all j ≥ 1. Thus we conclude that every sub-level set is compactly included in int(Ω^∗). This finishes the proof. □

3. Regularity and global structure

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1, concerning strict convexity, smoothness and growth rate of given translator.

The main task is to establish the growth rate of a height function u as in (1.4). Instead of u, we work with its Legendre transform u^∗ and show u^∗ has the growth rate |x|^{12α} . The advantages of dual equation

(3.1) det D^2u^∗ = (1 + |x|^2)^{12α −2}

are the fact that the right-hand side depends only on the position on the domain and it satisfies a doubling condition; see Definition 3.2.

The regularity theory of Caffarelli for the Monge–Ampère measure with the doubling condition can be applied to (1.6). In particular, the theorem of Caffarelli (Theorem 3.4) reveals that the level sets of solutions are balanced around base points and this is a key ingredient that reduces the question on the growth rate to a question on the eccentricities of level sets.

To show the eccentricities of level sets are uniformly bounded for large heights, we employ the result [16] by Daskalopoulos and Savin on the homogeneous equation

(3.2) det D^2v = |x|^{1α −4}.

Note this serves as an asymptotic equation to (1.6) at high levels. According to [16], if the level set of v has a sufficiently large eccentricity at certain height, then v must exhibits a non-homogeneous growth rate near the origin. The upshot is that a large eccentricity at a high level yields much larger eccentricities at lower levels. Considering an entire solution to (1.6) (or (3.2)), this dictates a uniform radial behavior of u^∗ at high levels, giving the desired growth rate as in Theorem 1.2.

Regarding similar estimates on the growth rate, we mention [20, Theorem 1.1 (ii)], where they previously showed u^∗ has a polynomial growth |x|^{1+a} ≲ u^∗(x) ≲ |x|^{1+b} for large |x| with some positive constants a and b.

In order to apply the theory of Monge–Ampère equations to u^∗, one needs to make sure that sub-level sets of a solution u^∗ are compactly included in the domain int(Ω^∗) of u^∗. Here, we recall that it is not yet known that Ω^∗ = R^2 . In the next lemma, we present some preliminary results on the Legendre dual u^∗.

Lemma 3.1. Let Σ be a translator under the α-GCF in the geometric Alexandrov sense represented by

(3.3) Σ = ∂ {(x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ Ω × R : x_3 > u(x_1, x_2)} .

Let u^∗ be the Legendre dual of u given by u^∗(y) := sup_{x∈Ω} {⟨y, x⟩ − u(x)} defined on Ω^∗ := {y ∈ R^2 : u^∗(y) < ∞}. Then the following statements hold. (a) u^∗ is a convex function on a convex set Ω^∗.

(b) u^∗ solves the dual equation det D^2u^∗ = (1+|y|^2)^{12α −2} on int(Ω^∗) in the Alexandrov sense.

(c) If 0 ∈ int(Ω), then every sub-level set {y ∈ Ω^∗ : u^∗(y) ≤ t} is compactly included in int(Ω^∗)

Proof. (a) is a direct consequence of the convexity of y → sup_{x∈Ω}⟨y, x⟩. (b) and (c) follow from Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.5, respectively. □

Let us introduce some definitions and notations.

Definition 3.2 (Doubling measure). A measure μ on Ω ⊂ R^n is said to satisfy the doubling condition if there is a constant C > 1 such that μ(E) ≤ Cμ

(_1 2 E ) for any ellipsoid E ⊂ Ω. Here, for a given ellipsoid E centered at x, we denote

(3.4)^1_2 E :=

{_1 2 (y − x) + x ∈ Ω : y ∈ E } , and C is called a doubling constant.

Remark 3.3. It should be noted that for α < 1/3, a measure (1+|x|^2)^{12α −2}dx on R^2 satisfies the doubling condition and the doubling constant depends on α; we refer to [20, Section 3] for the proof.

The following theorem is a well-known result by Caffarelli about geometric properties of sections. We give a proof using a lemma in [9] as we could not find it in the literature.

Theorem 3.4 (Caffarelli). Let f(x) dx be a doubling measure on an open set O ⊂ R^2 , and let v be an Alexandrov solution to det D^2v = f on O ⊂ R^2 . Suppose that for x_0 ∈ O, p ∈ ∂v(x_0) and t > 0, the section S_{t,x0} is compactly included in O. Then, there is a symmetric matrix A_t with det A_t = 1 such that

(3.5) k^{−1}_0 A_tB_r ⊂ S_{t,x0} − x_0 ⊂ k_0A_tB_r for r = t [∫ S_{t,x0} f(x) dx ]_{−1/2} . Here, a constant k_0 > 0 depends only on the doubling constant of the measure f(x) dx. Proof. By subtracting an affine function from v, we may assume that (3.6) p = 0 ∈ R^2 , v(x_0) = inf_O v = −t, and S_{t,x0} = {x ∈ O : v(x) ≤ 0}. Moreover, we may use John’s lemma and apply an affine transform x → Ax + b for some symmetric matrix A with det A = 1 and b ∈ R^2 to assume that (3.7) BR ⊂ St,x_0 ⊂ B2R for some R > 0. Here, we note that S_{t,x0} with center of mass 0 is compactly included in O .

By [9, Lemma 3], there are constants c_1 > 1 and λ ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the doubling constant such that

(3.8) c^{−1}_1 t^2 ≤ R^2 ∫ S_{t,x0} f(x)dx ≤ c_1t^2 and B t_{c1R} ⊂ ∂v(λS_{t,x0} ) ⊂ B c1 t_R . Since v(x_0) = inf_O v, the second assertion above implies that (3.9) x_0 ∈ λS_{t,x0} .

Next, we claim that for every y ∈ ∂S_{t,x0} , (3.10) dist (y, λ∂S_{t,x0} ) ≥ (1 − λ)R.

Indeed, since S_{t,x0} is convex and it contains B_R, there exists ν^′ ∈ S^1 such that (3.11) sup_{z∈∂St,x} 0 ⟨z, ν^′⟩ = ⟨y, ν^′⟩ and ⟨y, ν^′⟩ ≥ R. This implies that inf z^′∈λ∂S_{t,x0} |y − z^′| ≥ inf_{z′ ∈λ∂St,x0} ⟨y − z^′, ν^′⟩ (3.12) = ⟨y, ν^′⟩ − λ sup_{z∈∂St,x} 0 ⟨z, ν^′⟩ = (1 − λ)⟨y, ν^′⟩ ≥ (1 − λ)R. (3.13)

This yields (3.10).

Using (3.9) and (3.10), we find a constant c_2 > 1 depending on λ such that (3.14) B R_{c2} ⊂ S_{t,x0} − x_0 ⊂ B_{c2R}. In light of (3.8) and the definition of r, we deduce that (3.15) c^{−1}_3 B_r ⊂ S_{t,x0} − x_0 ⊂ c_3B_r, where c_3 = c^{12}_1 c_2. This finishes the proof. □

Remark 3.5. In Theorem 3.4, a symmetric matrix A_t can be decomposed as A_t = QΛQ^T with a diagonal matrix Λ and an orthogonal matrix Q. So a symmetric matrix A_t in (3.5) can be replaced by QΛ since Q^T B_r = B_r.

Finally, we recall some notations from [16].

Definition 3.6. (i) For a given section S_{t,x0} and a matrix A_t with det A_t = 1 (not necessarily symmetric), we write

(3.16) S_{t,x0} ∼ A_t if the condition (3.5) holds.

In this case, we say that the eccentricity of the section S_{t,x0} is proportional to |A_t|. Here, |A| = sup_{|v|=1} |Av|. See Remark 3.7. As k_0 in (3.5) depends on the doubling constant of f(x) dx, we write ∼_f in place of ∼ whenever an indication is needed.

(ii) For two regions Ω_1 and Ω_2 in R^2 and a constant 0 < δ < 1, we write

(3.17) Ω_2 ∈ Ω_1 ± δ if (1 − δ)Ω_1 ⊂ Ω_2 ⊂ (1 + δ)Ω_1.

Remark 3.7. From the definition (i), it is possible that S_{t,x0} ∼ A and S_{t,x0} ∼ A^′ for two different unimodular matrices. In this case, however, C^{−1}|A^′| ≤ |A| ≤ C|A^′| for some uniform C which depends only on the doubling constant. For this reason, we denoted that the eccentricity is ‘proportional’ to |A_t|. Indeed, the eccentricity of an open bounded convex set S ⊂ R^2 can be uniquely defined as det(T )^{−1/2}|T |, for normalizing affine transform T ; see [17, Definition 4.1] for the normalization.

The following key result roughly shows that a sufficiently high eccentricity is unstable in the sense that it increases as the level decreases. The proof is an application of Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 in [16].

Theorem 3.8. For α ∈ (0, 1/4) and a given measure f(x) dx with doubling constant μ_0 < ∞, there exist constants ε_0 > 0, C_0 < ∞, and τ_0 ∈ (0, 1) depending on α and μ_0 with the following significance. Let v be an Alexandrov solution to det D^2v = f(x) on an open set O containing the origin. Suppose v(0) = 0, 0 ∈ ∂v(0), S_1 ⊂⊂ O and (3.18) |f(x) − |x|^{1α −4}| ≤ ε_0(1 + |x|^{1α −4}) on S_1.

If S_1 ∼_f A_1 for some |A_1| ≥ C_0, then |A_{τ0} | ≥ 2|A_1| for all A_{τ0} with S_{τ0} ∼_f A_{τ0} .

Proof. Let us assume S_1 ∼ A_1 so that (3.5) is satisfied for r as in the equation with t = 1. From Remark 3.5, we may choose

(3.19) A_1 = P ( b 0 0 1/b ) , for some orthogonal matrix P and b = |A_1| ≥ 1. Then v̂(x) := v (A_1rx) is an Alexandrov solution to det D^2v̂(x) = r^4f(A_1rx). First, observe that rb ≥ r_0 for some positive constant r_0 = r_0(α, μ_0). Indeed, a direct computation which uses (3.5) yields cr ≤ r^{−1}(rb)^{2− 12α} ≤ Cr for some positive constants c = c(α, μ_0) and C = C(α, μ_0). This implies (rb)^{− 12α} ≤ r^{−2}(rb)^{2− 12α} ≤ C and the bound follows. Next, note that |A_1| = b ≥ C_0 and

(rb)^{4− 1α} f(A_1rx) − |x_1|^{1α −4}

(3.20)

= (rb)^{4− 1α} (f(A_1rx) − |A_1rx|^{1α −4}) + (|x_1|^2 + |x_2|^2b^{−4})^{12α −2} − |x_1|^{1α −4}

(3.21)

≤ (rb)^{4− 1α} ε_0(1 + |A_1rx|^{1α −4}) + ε_1(b) ≤ ε_0(r_0)^{4− 1α} (1 + k^{1α −4}_0 ) + ε_1(b),

(3.22)

where ε_1(b) → 0 as b → ∞. This shows that for every ε > 0 there is small ε_0 and large C_0 so that det D^2v̂ = r^{1α} b^{1α −4}f̃(x) with |f̃(x) − |x_1|^{1α −4}| ≤ ε on S^{v̂}_1 . By [16,

MONGE–AMPÈRE EQUATIONS WITH RIGHT-HAND SIDES OF POLYNOMIAL GROWTH11

Lemma 3.2], for a given θ_0 > 0, there exist ε_0 > 0, C_0 < ∞ and t_1 = t_1 ∈ (0, 1) depending on θ_0, α, μ_0, such that

(3.23) S^{v̂}_{t1} ∈ B_0D_{t1} (Γ ± θ_0), where Γ := {(x_1, x_2) ⊂ R^2 : x^{1α −2}_1 + x^2 < 1}.

Here, D_t := ( t^{α1−2α} 0 0 t^{12} ) and B_0 is a lower triangular matrix B_0 := ( b_{0,11} 0 b_{0,21} b_{0,22} )

with bounded entries C^{−1} ≤ |b_{0,ii}| ≤ C and |b_{0,21}| ≤ C for some C = C(α, μ_0).

As a next step, consider v_1(x) := t^{−1}_1 v̂(B_0D_{t1} x) and observe that S^{v1}_1 ∈ Γ ± θ_0. We aim to apply [16, Lemma 3.1] several but definite amount, say k = k(α, μ_0) ∈ N, times to v_1. Let k be an undetermined integer that will be fixed at the end. As a consequence, there exist θ_0 = θ_0(α, μ_0) > 0, ε_0 = ε_0(α, μ_0, k) > 0 and C_0 = C_0(α, μ_0, k) < ∞ such that

(3.24) S^{v̂}_{t1 t}k_0 ∈ BkD_{t1t}k_0 (Γ ± θ0t^{kδ}_0 ).

Here, B_k are lower triangular matrices B_k := ( b_{k,11} 0 b_{k,21} b_{k,22} ) with bounded entries

C^{−1} ≤ |b_{k,ii}| ≤ C and |b_{k,21}| ≤ C for some C = C(α, μ_0), and t_0 ∈ (0, 1), δ > 0 are universal constants appearing in [16, Lemma 3.1]. The smallness of θ_0 = θ_0(α, μ_0) is needed to guarantee the universal bound on the entries of B_k. See the proof of [16, Proposition 3.3] for more details on this argument.

In terms of the original function v, this amounts to say that

(3.25) (rA_1B_kD_{t1t}k_0 )^{−1}S_{t1t}k_0 ∈ Γ ± θ_0t^{kδ}_0 .

Namely, the eccentricity of S_{t0t}k_1 is proportional to det(A_1B_kD_{t0t}k_1 )^{− 12} |A_1B_kD_{t0t}k_1 |.

Since det(A_1B_kD_t) is proportional to det D_t = t(^{α1−2α + 12} ), it holds that for t = t_1t^k_0

(3.26) det(A_1B_kD_t)^{− 12} |A_1B_kD_t| = det(A_1B_kD_t)^{− 12} | | | | ( b 0 0 b^{−1} ) B_kD_t | | | | ≥ c_1 t^{− 12} (^{α1−2α + 12} ) | | | ( b 0 0 b^{−1} ) B_k ( t^{α1−2α} 0 0 t^{12} )| | | ≥ c_1 b t^{− 12} (^{α1−2α + 12} )t^{α1−2α} = c_1 b t^{12} (^{α1−2α − 12} ),

for some constant c_1 = c_1(α, μ_0) > 0 . As^α_{1−2α} −^1_2 < 0, we may fix k = k(α, μ_0) so that if S_{t1 t}k_0 ∼ A^′ then |A^′| ≥ 2b = 2|A_1|. We choose τ_0 = t_1t^k_0 and this finishes the proof. □

Now, we prove the main theorems in this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first prove under the assumption 0 ∈ O, v(0) = 0 and 0 ∈ ∂v(0). In view of Theorem 3.4, it suffices to show that the eccentricity is uniformly bounded for large l ≥ l_1. i.e. we show if S_l ∼ A_l for l ≥ l_1, then |A_l| < C_0, where C_0 is the universal constant appearing in Theorem 3.8 and l_1 is a constant depending on v.

Observe v_λ(x) = λ^{− 12α} v(λx) solves det D^2v_λ(x) = f_λ(x) := λ^{− 1α +4}f(λx). For some ε > 0 to be chosen later, if f(x) satisfies (1.9), then there exists λ_0 = λ_0(f, ε) such that |f_λ(x) − |x|^{1α −4}| ≤ 2ε(1 + |x|^{1α −4}), on x ∈ R^2 , for all λ ≥ λ_0. Using ε_0 obtained in Theorem 3.8, let us choose ε = ε_0/2. By Theorem 3.8 there is universal τ_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that if S_l ∼ A_l for some l ≥ λ^{1/2α}_0 with |A_l| ≥ C_0, then |A_{τ0l}| ≥ 2|A_l|. Assume on the contrary to our initial goal, suppose there is a sequence l_i → ∞ such that the eccentricity of S_{li} ∼ A_{li} with |A_{li} | ≥ C_0. Then |A_τ k_{0 li} | ≥ 2^kC_0 whenever S_τ k_{0 li} ∼ A_τ k_{0 li} and τ^{k−1}_0 l_i ≥ l_0. Since l_i → ∞, this implies for every M < ∞ there is l ∈ (τ_0l_0, l_0) and unimodular A_l such that S_l ∼ A_l and |A_l| ≥ M. This is impossible as otherwise S_{l0} contains a sequence of ellipsoids with a uniform lower bound on inside area 4^{−1}Area(S_{τ0 l0} ) (here 4^{−1} comes from John’s ellipsoid) while having unbounded eccentricities. This proves the statement.

In general case, we fix a point x_0 ∈ O such that 0 ∈ ∂v(x_0), which is possible by the compactness assumption on sub-level sets. Let us define v̂(x) := v(x+x_0)−v(x_0) to satisfy v̂(0) = 0 and 0 ∈ ∂v̂(0). It suffices to show (1.10) for v̂. Note v̂ is solves det D^2v̂(x) = f(x + x_0) on O − x_0, whose right hand side has the same doubling constant. Observe if f(x + x_0) is viewed as a function of x, then it also satisfies the condition (1.9), and v̂_λ(x) = λ^{− 12α} v̂(λx) satisfies det D^2v̂_λ = f_λ(x + λ^{−1}x_0). Therefore, the same proof works except that, at this time, l_0 is a constant of α, f, and x_0. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Σ is represented by (3.3) for a convex function u over a convex domain Ω ⊂ R^2 . Here, we may assume that 0 ∈ int(Ω). By Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 1.2, the Legendre dual u^∗ of u is an entire solution to the dual equation (1.6) on R^2 in the Alexandrov sense. Furthermore, it holds from (1.10) that

(3.27) C^{−1}|y|^{12α} ≤ u^∗(y) ≤ C|y|^{12α} ,

for all |y| ≥ R, with some R > 0 and a universal constant C.

For large l > 0, restrictions of u^∗ can be viewed as an Alexandrov solution to (1.6) on Z_l := {y ∈ R^2 : u^∗(y) < l} with the Dirichlet boundary condition: u^∗ = l on ∂Z_l. Thus, we deduce that u^∗ is smooth strictly convex on R^2 by employing the interior regularity of the Monge–Ampère equation; see [8, 19, 17] for instance. Therefore, we conclude that u = (u^∗)^∗ is also an entire smooth strictly convex solution to (1.3) with the specific growth in (1.4) in light of (3.27). □

Proof of Corollary 1.4. By an inductive application of Theorem 3.8, there exists l_0, τ_0 and C_0 such that if S_l′ ∼ A_l′ with |A_l′ | ≤ M for some l^′ ≥ l_0 and M ≥ C_0, then there hold |A_τ −k_{0 l′} | ≤ M for all S_τ −k_{0 l′} ∼ A_τ −k_{0 l′} and positive integers k. This proves the statement for discrete levels τ^{−k}_0 l^′ for constant C_1 = 1. For every other l ≥ l^′, there is a unique k^′ ≥ 0 such that l ∈ [τ^{−k′}_0 l^′, τ^{−(k′ +1)}_0 l^′). In view of trivial inclusion S_τ −k′_{0 l′} ⊂ S_l ⊂ S_τ −(k′ +1)_{0 l′} , we infer that the statement holds for a larger universal C_1 ≥ 1. □

MONGE–AMPÈRE EQUATIONS WITH RIGHT-HAND SIDES OF POLYNOMIAL GROWTH13

Acknowledgments. BC thanks KIAS for the visiting support and also thanks University of Toronto where the research was initiated. BC and KC were supported by the National Research Foundation(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (RS-2023-00219980). BC has been supported by NRF of Korea grant No. 2022R1C1C1013511, POSTECH Basic Science Research Institute grant No. 2021R1A6A1A10042944, and a POSCO Science Fellowship. KC has been supported by the KIAS Individual Grant MG078902, a POSCO Science Fellowship, and an Asian Young Scientist Fellowship. SK has been partially supported by NRF of Korea grant No. 2021R1C1C1008184. We are grateful to Liming Sun for fruitful discussion. We would like to thank Simon Brendle, Panagiota Daskalopoulos, Pei- Ken Hung, Ki-ahm Lee, Christos Mantoulidis, Connor Mooney for their interest and insightful comments.

References

[1] B. Andrews. Gauss curvature flow: the fate of the rolling stones. Inventiones mathematicae, 138(1):151–161, 1999.

[2] B. Andrews and X. Chen. Surfaces moving by powers of Gauss curvature. Pure and Applied Mathematics Quarterly, 8(4):825–834, Pure and Applied Mathematics Quarterly.

[3] B. Andrews, P. Guan, and L. Ni. Flow by powers of the Gauss curvature. Advances in Mathematics, 299:174–201, 2016.

[4] S. Brendle, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Asymptotic behavior of flows by powers of the Gaussian curvature. Acta Mathematica, 219(1):1–16, 2017.

[5] L. Caffarelli. Topics in PDEs: The Monge-Ampere equation. Graduate course. Courant Institute, New York University, 1995.

[6] L. Caffarelli and Y. Li. An extension to a theorem of Jörgens, Calabi, and Pogorelov. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics: A Journal Issued by the Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, 56(5):549–583, 2003.

[7] L. Caffarelli and Y. Li. A Liouville theorem for solutions of the Monge–Ampère equation with periodic data. Annales de l’I.H.P. Analyse non linéaire, 21(1):97–120, 2004.

[8] L. A. Caffarelli. Interior W^{2,p} estimates for solutions of the Monge-Ampère equation. Annals of Mathematics, pages 135–150, 1990.

[9] L. A. Caffarelli. Boundary regularity of maps with convex potentials. Communications on pure and applied mathematics, 45(9):1141–1151, 1992.

[10] E. Calabi. Improper affine hyperspheres of convex type and a generalization of a theorem by K. Jörgens. The Michigan Mathematical Journal, 5(2):105–126, 1958.

[11] S.-Y. Cheng and S.-T. Yau. Complete affine hypersurfaces. Part I. the completeness of affine metrics. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 39(6):839–866, 1986.

[12] B. Choi, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Uniqueness of ancient solutions to Gauss curvature flow asymptotic to a cylinder. arXiv:2004.11754 (to appear in J. Diff. Geom.), 2020.

[13] B. Choi, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Convergence of Gauss curvature flows to translating solitons. Adv. Math., 397:Paper No. 108207, 30, 2022.

[14] B. Choi, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Convergence of curve shortening flow to translating soliton. American Journal of Mathematics, to appear.

[15] B. Choi, K. Choi, and S. Kim. Translating surfaces under flows by sub-affine-critical powers of gauss curvature. arXiv:2104.13186, 2021.

[16] P. Daskalopoulos and O. Savin. On Monge–Ampère equations with homogenous right-hand sides. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 62(5):639–676, 2009.

[17] A. Figalli. The Monge-Ampère Equation and its Applications. Zurich Lectures in Advanced Mathematics. European Mathematical Society, 2017.

[18] P. Guan and L. Ni. Entropy and a convergence theorem for Gauss curvature flow in high dimension. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 19(12):3735–3761, 2017.

[19] C. E. Gutiérrez. The Monge-Ampère Equation. Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and Their Applications 89. Birkhäuser Basel, 2 edition, 2016.

[20] H. Jian and X.-J. Wang. Existence of entire solutions to the Monge-Ampère equation. American Journal of Mathematics, 136(4):1093–1106, 2014.

[21] T. Jin and J. Xiong. A Liouville theorem for solutions of degenerate Monge-Ampère equations.

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 39(2):306–320, 2014.

[22] K. Jörgens. Über die Lösungen der Differentialgleichung rt−s^2 = 1. Mathematische Annalen, 127(1):130–134, 1954.

[23] Y. Li and S. Lu. Monge-Ampère equation with bounded periodic data. Anal. Theory Appl., 38(2):128–147, 2022.

[24] J. C. Nitsche. Elementary proof of bernstein’s theorem on minimal surfaces. Ann. of Math, 66(3):543–544, 1957.

[25] J. Urbas. Global Hölder estimates for equations of Monge-Ampère type. Invent. Math., 91(1):1–29, 1988.

[26] J. Urbas. Complete noncompact self-similar solutions of Gauss curvature flows. I. Positive powers. Math. Ann., 311(2):251–274, 1998.

[27] C. Villani. Optimal transport, volume 338 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009. Old and new.

BC: Department of Mathematics, POSTECH, 77 Cheongam-ro, Nam-gu, Pohang, Gyeongbuk 37673, Republic of Korea

Email address: bchoi@postech.ac.kr

KC: School of Mathematics, Korea Institute for Advanced Study, 85 Hoegiro, Dongdaemungu, Seoul 02455, Republic of Korea

Email address: choiks@kias.re.kr

SK: Department of Mathematics, Soongsil University, Seoul 06978, Republic of Ko- rea Email address: soojungkim@ssu.ac.kr