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1. Introduction

Given a constant @ > 0 and a function ¢ € C°(9Q). Consider the Dirichlet
problem:

div (=2 ) = _ Y in Q (1.1)
Ji+Du2)  \J1+ [Duf? ’ '

u = ¢ on 012, (1.2)

where  is an unbounded domain in R"(n > 2) with C?7(0 < v < 1) boundary.

The motivation to study this problem comes from the well-known mean
curvature flow and its generalization, H*-flow, i.e., the flow of hypersurfaces by
powers of mean curvature. Locally, a H*-flow of hypersurfaces in R"*! can be
described by the nonlinear parabolic equation,

oV DV
= 1+ |DV]? |div | ———
ot il (,/1 + |DV|2)

When k = 1, it is the well-known mean curvature flow, which has been studied
strongly since the Huisken’s work in 1984. See [5,6,9,18,21] and the references

(1.3)

therein.

A function u = u(z) is called a translating solution to the H*-flow if the
function V(x,t) = wu(x) + ¢ solves (1.3). Equivalently, —u is a solution to
equation (1.1) with a = % When k£ = 1, the translating solutions play a key
role in studying the singularity of mean curvature flows [5,6,8,18,21,22|. Scaling
the space and time variables in a proper way near type Il-singularity points
on the surfaces evolved by mean curvature vector with a mean convex initial
surface, Huisken-Sinestrari [5,6] and White [22] proved that the limit flow can
be represented as M; = {(z,u(z) +t) € R"™ : x € R",t € R}, where —u is a
solution to equation (1.1) with & = 1. Therefore, the study of type II-singularity
of mean curvature flow is reduced to studying the behavior of the solutions of
equation (1.1) with a = 1. Xu-Jia Wang [21] proved that when a = 1, any
complete strictly convex solution of (1.1) in R™ is radially symmetric for n = 2
and constructed a non-radially symmetric solution on a strip region for n > 2.
Sheng and Wang [18] used a direct argument to study the Singularity profile



in mean curvature flow, and the stability was studied in [1] for the radially
symmetric solution for mean curvature flow.

For general k > 0, H*-flow (1.3) was studied in [15,16]. It was found to have
important applications in minimal surfaces [2] and isoperimetric inequalities
[16]. It was proved in [19] that when the initial surfaces are mean convex
compact without boundary, the flow (1.3) must blow up in finite time, and
similarly as in [5,6], the type Il-singularity is reduced to the understanding
solutions of equation (1.1) for general a > 0.

When Q is a bounded domain, Marquardt [14] proved that when a > 1,
there exists a solution in C°(Q) N C?*(Q) to problem (1.1)-(1.2) if 90 € C*7,
Hoq > 0 and || < n"a,,.

Here and below, Hyq always denotes the mean curvature on 0S) with respect
to the inner normal, and «,, denotes the volume of unit ball in R".

In [4], Gui and the authors obtained an interior gradient estimate, a Liouville
type theorem and the asymptotic behavior at infinity of the radially symmetric
solutions to (1.1).

In this article, we prove the existence of classical solutions of problem (1.1)-
(1.2) for unbounded domains € like U-type or a cone in R™. To be precise, we
assume that € satisfy the following (1) — (Q4).

Assumption for ) :

(€21) there exists a sequence of bounded domains {§;} in R™ such that

Q; C Q1 CQforany j > 1 and Q@ = U2, Qy;

(Q2) there exists a y € (0, 1) such that each 9Q; € C*7 and Hpq, > 0;

(23) dist(0,82\ ©;) = 0o as j — oo;

(94) Hyq > 0.

The main results of this paper are the following two theorems.
Theorem 1.1 Suppose that (21)-(24) are satisfied and there are a constant
N and a positive constant M such that

QCCy(M):={x= (21,79, ,2,) € R"| 21 > N,25+ - - + 22 < M?}

and 90 NACN(M) = 0. If « > 0 and p € C°(0R), then there exists a solution
u € C*Q)NCOQ) to problem (1.1)-(1.2).



Theorem 1.2 Assume that (21) -(24) are satisfied and there is a constant
6 € (0,%) such that

QcOO):={x= (21,29, +,2,) € R"| 2y > 0,25 + -+ - + 22 < (z, tan )}

and 90 NOC(0) = 0. If a > 0 and p € C°(IN), then there exists a solution
u € C*Q)NC°Q) to problem (1.1)-(1.2) .

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we prove the existence of
Dirichlet problem (1.1)-(1.2) with > 0 on bounded domain, extending the
main result in [14] for the case of @ > 1. Note that when 0 < o < 1, the
hypothesis (sc) of the corresponding theorem in [14] can not be satisfied and
the techniques in [14] can not be applied directly. In section 3, we construct a
family of auxiliary functions which will be used as super-solutions. In section
4, we define the lifting function so as to construct the class of subfunctions and
prove the properties of the subfunctions which is necessary for the proofs of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will be proved in section 5 by a
modified version of the classical Perron method. The interior gradient estimate
for (1.1) derived recently by Gui and the authors in [4] plays an important role.

2. Existence for the solutions on bounded do-

mains

In this section, we prove the existence of the Dirichlet problem (1.1)-(1.2) with
a > 0 on bounded domains, which is necessary in the proofs of theorems 1.1
and 1.2. For this purpose, we need the interior gradient estimates for equation
(1.1), which was obtained in [4] recently by Gui and the authors using the idea
of Xu-Jia Wang [20].

Lemma 2.1 [4] Suppose u € C3(B,(0)) is a nonnegative solution of equation

(1.1), then
2

1Vu(0)] < exp{Cy + 02%},

where m = sup,cp, o) u(r), C1 and Cy are constants depending only on n and
.



Lemma 2.2 Let Qy C R" be a bounded domain with C*" boundary for some
v € (0,1) and || < n"a,,. Suppose that Haq, > 0 and ¢ € C°(9€)). Then
the Dirichlet problem (1.1)-(1.2) with Qq instead of Q has a unique solution
u € C%Q) NC2().

Proof. Firstly, we suppose ¢ € C?7(Q) and prove the Dirichlet problem
(1.1)-(1.2) has a solution u € C?7(€Qy). This was proved in [14] for the case of
a > 1, so we assume « € (0,1) below.

Write (1.1)-(1.2) as

Qu: = a”(Du)Dju+b(Du) =0 in Q (2.1)
u = ¢ on dY (2.2)
where
a’(p): = (1+|p[*)di; — pip;,
bp): = (1+pf)~=.

By virtue of Theorem 13.8 in [3], it suffices to prove the C'-estimate for the
solutions u € C%7(y) of (2.1)-(2.2).
It follows from the assumption || < n"a, and Theorem 10.5 in [3] that

sup |u| < sup |u| + CdiamSy
Q0 290

= sup |p| + CdiamQy, (2.3)
990

where constant C' depends only on n and €.
Applying Theorem 15.1 in [3], a maximum principle for the gradient, we can
obtain
sup | Du| = sup | Dul. (2.4)
Qo on

Therefore, we need only to estimate supyq, |Du|, which will be proved by con-
structing global upper and lower barriers for u as follows.
Let
[ = {r € Q| dx):=dist(z,00) < dy}

with 0 < d; < 1 which will be determined later. Denote m := supg, |u| and
a := supg |p|. We want to find a function ¢, such that w* := ¢ &9 o d are
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global upper and lower barriers for v and operator () in domain I, i.e.,

wt =u  on 09,
w- <u<w" ondl\ 9,
+Quw* <0 in T\ 0.

Assuming ¢"(d) < 0 and ¢'(d) > v for some constant v > 0 which will be
determined by o, o and [|¢||c1(q,). For x € T', there is a y € 9§ such that
d(x) = |x — y|. Hence,
+ aij(Dwi)Dijwi
= =£[(1 + |Dw**)8;; — Dyw* D;w*][D;j £ ¢" D;dD;d + ' D;;d]
i=1

+" +¢"[| Dw*|? — Dyw® Djw* D;dD;d]

+¢/(1+ |Dw*|*) > Dyid — ' Diw*Djw*Dy;d, Va €T, (2.8)

i=1

where we have used the fact |Dd| = 1. Noting that ¢' > v we have

i=1

< 2n*(1+ | Dy £ ¢’ Dd|?) sup | D*¢|
r
< 20(1+ 2|D* + 2¢%) sup | D3|
r
1+2 = | Do|?
< [2712( + sui)r ‘ (P‘ + 2) sup |D290|W,2
r

cp?, Vrxerl. (2.9)
By Schwarz’s inequality,
Diw*Djw*D;dD;d < |Dw*|%. (2.10)
Since D;dD;dD;;d = 0, then
— Y/ Diw*Djw*Dy;d
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= = (DipDjp + 2¢'D;dD;p)D;;d

2 - |D 2
S [sup |D2d|(n Supp ‘ 90‘
T v

+ 2nsup | Dyl )]
I
= Y, Vel (2.11)

From Lemma 14.17 in [3],

. _kl _kn—l
D?d =d e
where kq,- -, k,_1 are the principal curvatures of 02y at y, then we have

n

Y Dud(x) < —(n —1)Hag, (y)

i=1

if d; is small enough. Since Qg is a bounded set with C*” boundary and Hyq, >
0, Hy := mingesa, Hoa, (y) = Haa,(Yo) > 0 for some point y,. Therefore,

=1

Now, inserting (2.9)-(2.12) into (2.8), we obtain
+a" (Dw*) Dijw*™ <" + (c1 + ea)? — (n — 1) Hyy' (1 + |[Dw*|?).  (2.13)

On the other hand, by the assumption a € (0,1) we have

3—a
2

b(Dw*)| = (1+[Dw™[?)

_ 2
< (1+|Dwi|2)[(1+2supF|DQp| _|_2),¢/2]1*T°‘

1 2 T D 2 —«
+ Supl—“ gp‘ + 2)17,&/1—&' (214)

= (1+[Dw™*)(

Combining (2.13) and (2.14), we obtain
+Qu* < Y+ (a1 + )y — (n—1)Hp' (1 + |[Dw*|?)
Lo+ |Dw:t|2)(1 + 25111321'“ | Dyp|? " 2)%wll—a
= U+ (a+ v —¢'(1+ [Dw) -
(0~ 1)ty - (2P | )5 yeoy
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Note that ¢/ > v, Hy > 0 and « € (0,1). Choose some large number v > 0
such that

1 2 7D 2 —a
+25upe Do

(n—1)Hy — ( > )5y
> (0 1)Hy— (= QSHVI;F Dl | gy,
> 0
Consequently,
FQu <y + (ot o)y = 97 ey (2.15)

Thus, (2.5)-(2.7) is reduced to finding a function 1 such that " + c3¢"? = 0,
Y'(d) > v, ¥(d) >0 for d € (0,dy), and ¢(dy) > m + a.
Now choose the function

w(d) = 0—13111(1 +kd), k>0,

Then
w” + C3¢/2 = Oa w(o) = 07 w(d) > O> Vd € (Oadl]

Fix a small d; € (0, V%g) and set

. 603(a+m) -1 N ves |
dl 1— I/ngl
then
14 kdy > e ™ k> ves(1 4 kdy).
Thus 1
W(dy)=—1In(l+kd) >a+m
C3
and

kK
N 03(1 —|—]€d> B 03(1 + ]{?dl)

In this way, we have constructed barriers w® such that (2.5)-(2.7) are satisfied.
Applying a maximum principle to (2.5)-(2.7) we see that

' (d) >v, for0<d<d.

w- <u<w" ondl.
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This, together with (2.5) again, implies
, k
sup |Du| < sup |Dy| + ¢'(0) = sup |Dp| + —. (2.16)
00 0Qo 0Qo C3
Combining (2.3), (2.4) and (2.16), we have

lullcn gy = sup fu] + sup | Du| < C, (2.17)
Qo Qo

where constant C' = C(n, o, Qo, || d |[c2my; | ¢ lle2@,))- Hence, by Theorem
13.8 in [3], the Dirichlet problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a solution u € C%7(Q) with
boundary value ¢ € C?7(Qy).

If ¢ € C°09), we choose a sequence of functions ¢,, € C?7(Qy) which
is bounded in C°()) and approximates ¢ in C°(9€)). As above, the Dirich-
let problem (1.1)-(1.2) has solution u,, € C*7(Q) with boundary value ¢,,.
Applying a comparison principle, {u,,} converges uniformly to some function
u € C°(Qp) with u = ¢ on 9. The interior gradient estimates (Lemma 2.1),
interior Holder estimate (Theorem 13.1 in [3]) and standard Schauder estimate
imply that there is a subsequence of {u,,} such that it converges to u in C>7({;)
for any €, CC Qqy by Arzela-Ascoli theorem. Thus, u € C°(Qy) N C?(y) solves
(1.1)-(1.2). The uniqueness follows directly from a comparison principle (The-
orem 10.2 in [3]). In this way, Lemma 2.2 has been proved. O

3. A family of auxiliary functions

In this section, we will construct a family of auxiliary functions which will be
used as supersolutions for problem (1.1)-(1.2).
Recall the definition of Qu in (2.1), namely,
Qu = (14 |Dul?)6;; — DiuDju)Dyju + (1 + |Dul?) ="
We want to construct a family of functions {wy} and a family of sets {Ax}
which covers the domains in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, such that Quw, < 0 in Ay
for each k > 1. The construction method was introduced in [17] and was used
again in [10,11] for the existence of the prescribed mean curvature equations



in unbounded domains. Also see [13] for the existence of the constant mean
curvature equations in unbounded convex domains.

Set
{ p 2 if0<p<l1

[0)) =
P =Vn-1 itp>1
and define a function & by
§t:/,———— fort > 0.
=) P*®(p)

Let n be the inverse of £. It is easy to check that

-1 if0<p< 1
2(n—1)8"’ 2(n—1)
M@{ (n=1s

_ ++ . 1
(& g 2(”71), if m S 5 < ‘I’OO,

and

| n(B)as < oo

For positive constants L, u, 7 with 7 > L (which will be determined ), we define

h(r) = h,.(r) = /:77 (u In %) dt, forre[L,7]. (3.1)

Then h is a positive, monotonically decreasing function, satisfying

h(t) =0, W(L)=—o0, h(L)= /LTn <,u In %) dt < oo

and Iy
v __ILL _ /
Wy~ TCD( h') forre (L,7). (3.2)

Since n(f) — oo as f — 07, for any H* > 1 there is a constant ¢(H*,n) such
that n(8) > H* for all 0 < 8 < ¢(H*,n). Note that we may assume c(H*,n) is

decreasing in H*. Letting d = C(H—;’"), we have
|W (r)|=n (u In %) > H*, Vre (L, LY. (3.3)
Now set Ty = (29,0,---,0), 7(Z) = |7 — |, and
w(T) = wg, () = h(r(T)). (3.4)



Then for any 7 € {7 € R"| r(Z) € (L, Le?)}, we have

|Dw(&)| = | (r(7))| > H*
and

Quw = ((1+|Dw|*)d;; — DawDjw)Diw + (14 |Dw|?) ="

h/ 3—a
= K+(n-1)01+ h’2)7 + (1 +nr*)=

qacm—=Dpu n—1 n-—1 1 Jon B=a
- |h|3{( r) — T +|h,|3(1+h2)2}, (3.5)

where we have used (3.2) and (3.3).

In order to construct the local super-solutions to equation (1.1), we dis-
tinguish two cases which correspond to the domains in theorems 1.1 and 1.2
respectively.

Case 1: Q is inside the cylinder Cy(M) as in Theorem 1.1.

Fix 0 < u < 1. Let L =M and 7 = Me?, where d = @ (which will be

determined by H*). Note that for any fixed o > 0,

3—

1 a
t—3(1+t2)T —0 ast— oo. (3.6)

By (3.3) we can choose some large H* > 1 such that for all 7 € {Z € R"| r(¥) €
(M, Me?)},

#(1 +h?)E < ("_]1\;(;_“)
(n— 1A —p)

(3.7)

Replacing this inequality in (3.5) we have proved

Claim 1 For any p € (0,1), there is a H* > 1 such that Qw(Z) < 0 for
all 7 € {Z € R"| r(%) € (M, Me?)}, where w is defined by (3.1) and (3.4) with
d=c(H*,n)/u, L=M and 7 = Me“.
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For a sequence {ay}, define 7y = (ay,0,---,0) and
A(T) = {Z = (21,29, -+, 2,) € Cn(M)| M < |Z—23| < Me, 2y < az}. (3.8)

By Lemma A.1 in Appendix, we can find a small number £ > 0 and a sequence
{ay} satisfying

a; =N, 0<ak+1—ak§5M(ed—1), k=1,2,---

such that

3

A(Zy) = Cn(M)

k=1

and
0A(:T:k+1) ﬂ{f € CN(M)| |Zl_3"— fk+1| = Med,:vl < ak+1} C A(fk)

On each domain A(7}), we define a function wy, as follows. Let hy(r(¥)) =
h(|% — @]), where h(r) is the function defined by (3.1) with L = M, 7 = Me®.
Set

wi (L) = hi(r(2)) + (k = DA(M) + sup{[o(Z)| | T € 0021 <} (3.9)
It follows from Claim 1 that each wy is well defined in A(Z) and satisfies
Quy <0 in A(Ty). (3.10)
Furthermore, by the obvious properties of h, we see that

wp(Z) < h(M) + (k= 1)h(M) + sup{|p(Z)| | T € 92,21 < ax}
< hggr(1(Z)) + kh(M) + sup{|e(Z)| | Z € 0Q, 21 < ax41}
= 'LU]H_l(f), Vie A(fk) N A(fk+1), (3.11)

where the 7 in hyy1(r) is |& — Zgi1]-
Case 2: ) is inside the cone C(0) as in Theorem 1.2.
Recall that forany L > 0,0 < g < 1 and H* > 1 there is a constant ¢*(H*, n)
such that (3.3) holds for d = @, which means that for any 0 < d < @,
W (r)] =n (uln%) > H* for L <r < Le®. (3.12)
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For a number b > 0, setting L = bsinf, 7 = be?sinf in (3.1) where 0 <
d < @, we have obtained the function h. Then let ¥y = (b,0,---,0),

r(¥) = |¥ — 2|, and w(¥) = h(r(¥)). It follows from (3.12) that for any
d € (0, 4521,

\W(r(Z))| > H*, Yie{ZeR"| L <r(f) < Le'}.

Then as (3.6)-(3.7), we have

(=11~ p)

r

< , Vie{fecR"| L<r(¥) < Le'}.
Hence, we have proved

Claim 2 Foranyb>0,0<pu <1and@ € (0,%), there exists H* > 1 such
that for any 0 < d < c(H*,n)/p, Qw < 0 for all 7 € {F € R" | L < r(¥) < Le},
where w is defined by (3.1) and (3.4) with L = bsin§ and 7 = bsin fe?.

Since 02 N OC(6) = 0, the vertex of C(0), 0 € 0. Hence, we can find a
small b; > 0 such that the ball centered at #; = (b1,0,---,0) with radius b;
does not intersect with 2. Choose a d € (0, @) such that 1 — e?sin6 > 0,
and then take a &g such that

1 —sind

1<y < ————.
0> 1 _edginf

(3.13)
For k > 1, let by, = 057 'by, Ly, = by, sin 6, T = 687, and

ATy ={Z = (w1, 20, -, 2,) € C0) | Ly, < |T—T| < Lpe?, z1 < by, }. (3.14)
By Lemma A.2 in Appendix, we have

QcC G Az, (3.15)

k=1

and the part of 0A(Zy), Sk := {Z € C(A) | |Z—Z| = L, 1 < by}, is completely
covered by A(Zgi1).
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On each domain A(#}), we define a function 1wy, as follows. Let hy(r) be
the function defined by (3.1) with L = Lj, = bysinf and 7 = Lpe? = be?sin 6.
Namely,

bie sin @ t
h :/ < z >dt, Li. Lie™.
() r T\ nbk sin 0 r € [Le, Lie’]

Denote
B _h I ) _/bkedsine ( l t >dt
b k( S by sin 6 n lunkaHle
and define
k=1
j=1

where r(Z) = |Z — &|. Then by Claim 2 we see that @y, is well defined in A(Z})
and satisfies

Qi <0 in A(Z). (3.17)
Moreover,
k—1 B
(7)< hi(Ly) + Y. B +sup{|p(@)| | 7 € 09, x1 < by}
j=1

= wk+1(f) in A(_»k) N A(fk+1), (318)

4. The lifting and subfunction

In this section, we define the lifting of a function and the class of subfunctions
which contains the solutions of minimal surface equations. We show a few prop-
erties which will be used to prove the supreme function for all the subfunctions
is a solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in the next section.

Let II be the family of all bounded open sets O C Q satisfying 00 € C*7,
Hyo > 0 and |O] < n"ay,. ¢, Cny(M) and C(6) are the same as in Theorems
1.1 and 1.2.

14



Definition 4.1 Let v € C°(Q). For each O € II, define a new function
Mo (v), called the lifting of v over O, as follows:

o= {13 iz <o

where z(Z) is the solution of the boundary-value problem

Qz=0, inO,
z=wv, ondO.

Note that the definition is well-defined by Lemma 2.2.

Definition 4.2 The subfunction class F' is defined as follows: a function v
is in F' if and only if

(1) v € C°Q) and v < ¢ on OQ;

(2) for any O € 11, v < Mp(v);

(3) if Q C Cn(M), then v < wy, in QN A(Zy) for k > 1;

(4) if @ C C(6), then v < Wy in QN A(Zy) for k> 1.

Let 2; be a domain in R", {¢;}?2, be a non-negative, non-decreasing se-
quence. If € is inside the cylinder Cy (M), we set

wi (%) = hp(r(Z)) + (k — 1)h(M) + ¢ in A(T), (4.1)

where hy, and A(%y) are the same as those defined in (3.8) and (3.9). Thus, w}
satisfies (3.10) and (3.11) in A(Zy).
If € is inside the cone C'(6), we set
k=1

j=1

where hy, B; and A(Z,) are the same as in (3.14) and (3.16). Thus, @} satisfies
(3.17) and (3.18) in A(Z}).

Lemma 4.1 Suppose u € C*(Q;) N C°(Qy) and Qu > 0 in .

(i) When Q; C Cn(M) and 9 NICN (M) = 0, if

u<w, onA(Z)NOY fork>1, (4.3)
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then
u<w, inA(F)NQ fork>1.

(ii)) When Q; C C(0) and 0Q, N 0C(0) = 0, if
u<wy onA(Z)NoQ, fork>1, (4.4)

then

u<w, inA(T)NQ fork>1.

Proof At first, let us prove (i).
Among the family of domains A(Z},), let A(Z,) be the first one (i.e. smallest
k) which intersects with ;. We conclude that

u<wy, in A(T) N Q. (4.5)

In fact, by (4.3),
u < wy, on A(Zy,) N OQ;.

Note that A(Zy,) N Q1 N{|T — Ty, | = Me?} is empty. Otherwise, from the fact
that OA(Zy,) N {|T — Ty, | = Med} is covered by A(Zy,—1) (Lemma A.1), we see
that A(Zy,) will not be the first to intersect with 4, a contradiction.

Also, 0A(Ty,) N N{M < |7 — T,| < Me?} is empty, which follows from
the fact that OA(Zy,) N {M < |T — T,| < Met} is a part of Cyn(M) and
00 NACN (M) = 0 by the assumption.

On 0A(Zy,) N N{|Z — T, | = M}, it follows from the fact A'(M) = —oo
that the outer normal derivative of wy, is +-co. Thus, u — wj, cannot achieve a
maximum on this part of the boundary.

Therefore,

u < wy, on I(A(Zy,) N ).

Furthermore, (3.10) and the assumption imply
Quy, < Qu in A(Zy,) N Q.

Hence (4.5) follows from the standard maximum principle [3].
We now compare u with wj ; on A(Zg41) N Q. By (4.3),

u S w,ﬁOH on A(fk0+1) N 891
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Since OA(Try+1) N Q1 N{|T — Trys1| = Me?} is covered by A(Z,)(Lemma A.1),
then v < wj;, < wj , on this part, by (4.5) and (3.11).

As above, 0A(Zry41) N N{M < |T — Tpy1]| < Me?} is also empty.

On 0A(Zy,+1) N NA{|Z — Tryy1| = M}, the outer normal derivative of
Wy, 4y 18 +00. Thus, u — wy, , cannot achieve a maximum on this part of the
boundary.

Since

Quipy < Qu in A(Tygs1) N,

by the standard maximum principle [3] we obtain

u—wp <0 in A(Te41) N Q. (4.6)
Repeating the above procedure, we can obtain

uw<w, in A(F)NQy, Vk>1

The proof of (ii) is almost the same, and we write as follows just for the com-
pleteness. In the family of domains A(Zy), let A(Zy,) be the first one (i.e.smallest
k) to intersect with ;. We first conclude that

u <y, in A(F,) N Q. (4.7)
In fact, by (4.4) we have
u <y, on A(Z)No.

Note that A(Zy,) N QN {|& — Tp,| = Li,e?} is empty. Otherwise, by the
fact that DA () N {|Z — Tk, | = Li,e?} is covered by A(#,_1) (Lemma A.2),
we see that fl(fko) will not be the first to intersect with 2;, a contradiction.

OA () NN Ly < |Z—y| < Liye?} is also empty, since QA (T, )N { Ly, <
T — Ty | < Liye?} is a part of 0C(0) and 9Q; N AC(0) = O by the assumption.

On 0A(Zy,) N Qy N {|Z — Zi,| = Ly, }, the outer normal derivative of wy, 18
+00. Thus, u — W} , cannot achieve a maximum on this part of the boundary.

Since

Qy, < Qu in A(,) N,

by a maximum principle we obtain

u—wp, <0 in A(Ty,) N Q. (4.8)

17



We now compare v with @}, ,, in A(Zp,41) N Q. By (4.4) again,
u < on A(Tgy11) NOQ.

Since DA(Zyy41) N N {|T — Fpyr1| = Lig+1€?} is covered by A(Z,) (Lemma
A.2), then u < by, < by, on this part, by (4.8) and (3.18).

As above, QA(Zy11) N N { L1 < |7 — Fros1| < Lrgre?} is also empty.

On OA(Zyy1) N QN {|Z — Tryr1| = Lig+1}, the outer normal derivative of
Wy, 4, is +00. Thus, u — Wy, cannot achieve a maximum on this part of the
boundary.

Since

Q1 < Qu in A(Tgy11) N,

by a maximum principle we obtain

u— g <0 in A(Fy4) N Q. (4.9)
Repeating the above procedure as necessary, we arrive at

uw<wp in A(Z)NQ, Vk>1.

O
Corollary 4.1 Let Q2 be the same domain as in Theorem 1.1. Ifu € C*(2)N
C%(Q) be a solution of the problem

u = ¢ ond, (4.11)

then
|u(Z)| < we(Z) in A(Zx) NQ, for k> 1.

Proof Note that
Qu >0 in A(Zg) NQ,

Qur <0 in A7) N

and u = ¢ < sup{|p(@)| | ¥ € 09, 1 < ar} < wi(Z) on A(Zy) NI By the
conclusion (i) of Lemma 4.1, we can obtain
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On the other hand, v = —u is also a solution of (4.10)-(4.11) with ¢ replaced
by —p, we can get

v=—u<w; in A(Z)NQ, k>1.

Therefore,
lu| <w, in A(Zp)NQ, k> 1.

O
Similarly, we have
Corollary 4.2 Let Q2 be the same domain as in Theorem 1.2. Ifu € C*(2)N
C%(Q) be a solution of the problem

u = ¢ on0f),

then
|u(Z)| < Wy In A(Zy) NQ, for k> 1.

Corollary 4.3 Let 2 be the same domains as in Theorems 1.1 or 1.2. Then
F' is not empty.

Proof It follows from Lemma 4.5 in [9] that under the assumption (©21) —
(©23), the boundary-value problem (4.10)-(4.11) has a solution vy € C%*(Q) N
C%(€Q)). By Corollaries 4.1 or 4.2, we can see that vy € F.

O

Next, we show a few properties of subfunctions which will be necessary in
the proofs of theorems 1.1 and 1.2. For this purpose, we assume that €2 is one
of the following cases:

Case (i) Q C Cy(M) and 0Q N ICN (M) = 0;

Case (ii) Q C C() and 902N IC(6) = 0.

First, we assume case (i) and prove the following three lemmas, which also
hold for case (ii).

Lemma 4.2 If v, v, € C°(Q) and v; < vy in Q, then Mo(v;) < Mo(vs) for
any O € IL.
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Proof By the definition of My(v), we have
Mo(’Ul) = U1 S Vg = Mo(Ug) on ) \ O,

thus, we need only to prove Mo (v1) < Mo(ve) on O.
Since z; := Mo(v;)(i = 1, 2) satisfies the boundary-value equation

in = 0 inO

zi = wv; on 00

and z; = v; < vy = z5 on 0O, then by a comparison principle we obtain z; < 29
in O. Therefore, Mp(v1) < Mp(vq) on Q. O

Lemma 4.3 Ifv; € F' (i = 1,2), then max{vy, vy} € F.

Proof By the definition of F, max{v;, v} € C%(Q), max{v;, v} < ¢ on
0 and max{vy,va} < wy in A(zg) N for £ > 1. So we need only to check
that for any O € II, max{vy,vo} < Mp(max{vy, va}).

Since v; < max{vy,ve} (i =1,2), by Lemma 4.2 we have that for any O € II,

Mo (v;) < Mo(max{v,vp}) (i =1,2).

Since v; € F imply that v; < Mo(v;), we obtain v; < Mo(max{vy,ve}) (i =
1,2). Namely, max{vy, vo} < Mp(max{vy,vs}). O

Lemma 4.4 If v € F, then My(v) € F for any O € II.
Proof By the definition, My (v) € C°(Q) and Mo (v) = v < ¢ on I8 .
First we prove that, for any O; € II,

Mo(v) < Mo, (Mo(v)). (4.12)

Observe that
Mo, (Mo (v)) = Mp(v) in Q\ O;. (4.13)

It is enough to prove that (4.12) holds on O;.
Since v < Mp(v) on €, then we have My, (v) < Mp,(Mo(v)) by Lemma 4.2.
Moreover, we have

Mo(v) =v < Mo, (Mop(v)) in Oq\ O. (4.14)
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Denote z; = Mo (v) and zo = Mo, (Mo(v)). We see that
QRz=0 inO,NO, i=1,2.
It follows from (4.13), (4.14) and the continuity of z; that
21 = Mo(v) < Mo, (Mo(v)) = 2z on 9(O; NO). (4.15)

Then a comparison principle implies that z; < z3 in O; N O. Thus, (4.12) is
true in O; N O and hence in O; by (4.14).

It remains to prove that Mp(v) < wy in A(Zy) N Q for all £ > 1. Since
v € F, we find that

Mo(w) =v <w, in A(Zy) N 0O, Vk>1.

Thus, the assumption (4.3) in Lemma 4.1 is satisfied for ; = O, w}, = wy,
and ¢, = sup{|eo(Z)| | T € 0Q,x; < ai}. Apply this lemma to u = Mp(v) we
conclude that Mo (v) < wy in A(Zx) N O.
([
If case (ii) happens, replacing wy, and A(Z) by @y, and A(Z,), respectively,
without changing the rest of the proof, we see that Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4
also hold.

5. Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

We are in the position to use Perron’s method to prove the theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Set u(Z¥) = sup{v(Z) | v € F} for ¥ € Q. We will
show that u is in C°(Q) N C?(Q) and satisfies (1.1)-(1.2).

For any %y € €2, by the definition of u(%), there is a sequence of functions
{v;}32, C F such that

Let vy be a solution of (4.10)-(4.11). Then by the proof of Corollary 4.3, we
have
v €F and u>wvy in €. (5.1)
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Replacing v; by max{v;, vp}, we may assume that v; > vy on Q by Lemma 4.3.
For any O € II such that ¥, € O, replacing v; by Mo(v;), we then obtain a
sequence of functions z; = Mo(v;) such that

u(y) = Zli{go (7o),

in = 0 in O,
Zi — v; on 00.
Since, for all k£ and 1,
vo < v <z <wg in ONA(Z) (5.2)

and O can be covered by the finitely many domains A(Z}), there is a constant
K such that
UOSZiSKl il’lO, VZ21

Using Lemma 2.1 first, then the standard interior Holder estimate of the gradi-
ents [3, Theorem 13.1] and finally standard Schauder estimates [3], by Arzela-
Ascoli theorem we can choose a subsequence of z; ( denoted still by z;) converg-
ing to a function z € C?(0) and so z(Z) satisfies

Qz=0 1inO. (5.3)

Obviously, u(Zy) = 2(Zp) and u(Z) > 2(Z) in O.
Next, we prove that u = z on O. Indeed, if there is another point #; € O
such that u(Z;) > z(#1), then there is a function uy € F' such that

Z(Zl_i"l) < UQ(ZI_Z"l) < u(a_fl)
Setting z; = Mo (max{ug, Mo(v;)}), we have, for all k and i, that
Vo SUZ' S Z; ka in OﬂA(fk)

and Qz; = 0 in O. Repeating the arguments from (5.2) to (5.3), we obtain a
subsequence of {z;} ( denoted still by Z;) which converges to a function z in
C?(0) and Qz = 0 on O. Obviously

Zi = Mo(’UZ') < Mo(max{uo, Mo(’UZ)}) = Z.
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Hence,
z<Zz in O,
2(Z1) < up(@) < z(7)
and
2(Zo) = uo(Zo) = 2(Zo).
That is, Z(Z) — z(Z) is non-negative, not identically zero in O and attains its

minimum value zero inside O. However, it follows from the equations satisfied
by z and Z, we find that

((1+ ‘Dz|2)5pq — DyzZDyz) Dyy(Z — 2)
= FE(x,2,%2,Dz,Dz,D*2,D?2)D(2 — z) in O

for some continuous function E. Then, by the standard maximum principle,
we have got a contradiction. Thus, v = 2z in O. Since O can be arbitrary,
u € C?(Q) and Qu =0 in Q.

Finally, it remains to prove that

u€ C%Q) and u=¢ on K.

For any point @ € 9, we can find a bounded C?7 domain ; C Q such that
0 N O is an open neighborhood of Z5 in 09, || < n"a,, and Hag, > 0.
Since €2y is covered by finitely many A(Z}), there is a constant K3 > 0 such
that
v<K; iny, YweF (5.4)

Now on 0€2;, we choose a continuous function ¢* as follows: ¢* = K3 on 0€2; N§2;
©* = ¢ in a neighbourhood of 75 in 9Q; N 0€); and ¢* > ¢ on the rest of 0€);.
Consider the boundary value problem

Qu =0 in Ql,
u = ¢" on 08y,
which has a solution u; € C2?(€2;) N C°(€y) by Lemma 2.2. Therefore, for any

v € F we have Mp(v) < uy in €. Hence, v < w; in Qy, which together with
(5.1), implies



The continuity of u at #s then follows from the fact that vg = u; = ¢ on a
neighbourhood of 5 in 92 and both vy and wu; are continuous in a neighbour-
hood of ¥ in Q. Since T € IQ can be arbitrary, we have proved u € C°(Q)
and u = ¢ on 0f).

O

Proof of Theorem 1.2: In this case, € is inside C(#). Replacing wy and
A(Zy) by wy, and A(Zy) respectively, without changing the rest of the proof of
Theorem 1.1, we can obtain Theorem 1.2. O

Appendix A

Lemma A.1 Let M,d be positive constant. For a sequence {a}, set T) =
(ax,0,---,0) and

A(Zy) = {Z = (z1,---,2n) € Cn(M)| M < |7 — )| < Me?, 21 < ay,}.
Then there exists a € € (0,1) such that if {ay} satisfies
ay =N, 0<apy —ap<eM(e®—1), k=12, (6.1)
then the part of the boundary of A(Zy41)
{Z= (21, -, 2,) € ON(M)| |Z — Tpgr| = Me, 21 < apyy}

is inside A(Z%)). Thus,

Proof For 7 € {Z € On(M)| |% — Typ1| = Me?, 21 < ajy1}, we have

(21 — apg1)® + > af = M?e* (6.2)
=2
and
T1 < A1 (63)

We need only to prove that

M? < (1 —ap)® + Y a7 < M?e* (6.4)

=2
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and
Al S Qg.. (65)

We first verify (6.5). In fact, by (6.2) and the definition of Cy (M), we have
(21 — apgr)? > M?e* — M?,
which, together with (6.3), implies
T < appp — My/e?d — 1.

In order to prove (6.5), it is sufficient to show that

Q41 — af < M\/ e2d — 1, (66)

which holds true by (6.1) if we choose a small ¢ € (0, 1) such that
eM(e? —1) < My/e2d —1.

Next, we want to prove (6.4). Since a; < ag;1, we have
n
(1 —ap)* + fo = M?** + (app1 — az) (221 — ap — apy1) < M?e*,
i=2

which is the second inequality in (6.4). The first inequality in (6.4) is reduced
to

(21— ap)® + Y a7 = M?e* + (ag1 — ax) (221 — ag, — agy1) > M?,
i=2
which is equivalent to
M2(1 _ 62d)

6.7
k1 — Ak (6.7)

1
1 > §[ak + Qg41 +

By the definition of set {# € Cy(M)]| |Z — Zry1| = Med, 21 < agy1}, we have
Ty > agsr — Me.

Therefore, in order to prove (6.7), it is enough to show

1 M?(1 — e*
g1 — Me? > 5[% + ag41 + ¥],
Q41 — Gk
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which is equivalent to

(aps1 — ax)* — 2Me*(apyy — az) — M?*(1 — €*?) > 0,
ie.,

Q1 — ap > M(e? +1) or apy —ap < M(e? —1).

The last inequality is obvious by (6.1). Thus, the lemma is completed.
O
Lemma A.2 Suppose that by > 0, 0 € (0,3), d € (0, C(H;’")) such that
1 —e%sinf > 0, and 6, satisfies

1 —sinf
1< _ 6.8
<%= 1—edsind (6.8)
Let bk = 5(];_161, Lk = bk sin 9, fk = (bk,(), N ',0) and
A(fk) = {l_:: (1'1,1’2,' : 'axn) € C(e) | Lk < |f_fk| < Lk6d> r < bk7}

for k =1,2,---. Then the part of the boundary of A(Zy),
Sp i =A{7 = (1,29, -, x,) € CO) | |Z —Zy| = L, v1 < by, Lp =0bsinf}
is completely covered by A(Zyy1). Thus,
o) = ijle(fk)'
Proof Denote
T = {f € CO) | |Z — x| = Lre?, x1 < by, Ly = by sin6}.

Obviously, The distances from (0,0,---,0) to Sk, Tg+1, Sk+1 are bi(1 — sin @),
bri1(1 — esind), bey1(1 — sinf), respectively. By (6.8), we have

b1 (1 — e?sinf) < by(1 — sinh) < b1 (1 — siné).

We need only to prove that S, NTjy; = 0 and S, N Sy = 0.
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At first, we will show that T}, does not touch Sy for x; < by.
Indeed, the expressions of Si and T, are

(x1—bp)*+ > a7 = bjsin®0,
=2
(21 — bpbo)* + > 2] = Sabie? sin? ),
=2

respectively. Suppose Sy N Ty41 # 0, by calculating, we can see that the coor-
dinate on x;—axis of the intersection point is

l’lz—bk[1+50— 50—1 ]
We claim that
290 2d
Lt 40y — S0 =D g sin?e), (6.9)
2 0p— 1

In order to prove the claim (6.9), we need to prove the following inequality,

1 —sinf 1

< .
1 —sinfed 1 —tanfhve2d — 1

In fact, since 0 < 0 < 5 and 1 < e? < L then

sin 6

1 —tanfy/e?? —1>1 —tam@q/(s,llle)2 —1=0.
i

Thus, (6.10) is equivalent to

(1 —sinf)(1 — tanfy/e2@ — 1) < 1 — sin fe?,
el —1 < 1250 iy (6.11)

cos

(6.10)

ie.,

In order to prove (6.11), it is enough to prove

cosfy/ed —1 < (1 —sinf)y/ed + 1,
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ie.,

2sinf(1 — sinf)e? < 2(1 — sin ),

which is obvious since e < ——. Therefore, (6.10) holds.
1 sm@ 1
It follows from (6.10) and 1 < 6y < that 1 < §p < eyl
which implies (‘50 D)2 < tan?0(e — 1), ie
62 — 1 +sin? 0 — sin? 0e*52 < 26o(1 — sin® §) — 2(1 — sin9). (6.12)

Since by, > 0 and &y > 1, by (6.12), we obtain (6.9).

However, it is obvious that the coordinate on x;—axis of any point in Sy is
larger than b (1—sin?#). Thus, (6.9) can imply a contradiction with S, NTj,; #
(), therefore T}y, does not intersect Sy for z; < by,.

Next, we prove that S, N Sp.1 = 0. Write the expressions of S, and Sy, as
follows:

(x1 —be)*+ > a7 = bysin®0,
(z1 — bpdo)® + > a7 = &by sin0,

respectively. Suppose S; NSi,1 # (0. By calculating, we see that the coordinate
on x;—axis of the intersection point is

do +1

xry = bi(1 — sin?6),

which is larger than by (1 —sin® #) by (6.8),while, by (1 — sin?#) is the coordinate
on x1—axis of the intersection of Sy and 9C(0), a contradiction! Therefore, Sy
does not intersect Siy1 and hence A(fkﬂ) covers Sy completely. The lemma
has been proven. O
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