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The Neumann Problem for Hessian Equations

Xi-Nan Ma * Guohuan Qiu |

Abstract

In this paper, we prove the existence of a classical solution to a Neu-
mann boundary value problem for Hessian equations in uniformly convex
domain. The method depends upon the establishment of a priori deriva-
tive estimates up to second order. So we give an affirmative answer to a
conjecture of N. Trudinger in 1987.

Keywords: Hessian equations, Neumann boundary value problem,
Uniformly convex domain.

1 Introduction

Hessian equation is an important nonlinear elliptic partial differential
equation. It appears naturally in classical geometry, conformal geome-
try, calibrated geometry and Kahler geometry. For the Dirichlet problem
on the k-Hessian equation, Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [I] have studied
the following boundary value problem

{ok(D2u) = f(z) in Q
u = @(z) on 09,

and they obtained the existence of the classical admissible solution when
the smooth domain 2 C R™ is uniformly k — 1 convex, see also the related
works by Ivochkina [I1], Trudinger and B.Guan [I0].

In this paper, we study the existence of the classical admissible solution
of the k-Hessian equation with the following Neumann boundary value
problem:

on(D?*u) = f(z) in Q 1
{ u, = @(z,u) on 09, ()

where v is outer unit normal vector of 0.

When k = 1, this is the well-known Laplace equation with Neumann
boundary value condition. For a priori estimates and the existence the-
orem we refer to the book [9]. For k = n, the a priori estimates and
existence result were obtained by Lions, Trudinger and Urbas |[19]. For
2 < k < n —1, the problem has been studied by Trudinger [24], and
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he solved the problem for the k-Hessian equation when the domain is a
ball. At the end of his paper, Trudinger (in |24] page 305) stated that
"It is plausible to conjecture that Theorems 1 and 2 extend at least from
balls to sufficiently smooth uniformly convex domains but even in the
Monge-Ampere case, this is an open question." In this paper we extend
Trudinger’s Theorem 2 to uniformly convex domains for the k-Hessian
equations.

Now we state our main theorem which gives a positive answer to the
conjecture of Trudinger in [24].

Theorem 1. Let Q be a C* bounded uniformly convexr domain in R™.

For any positive function f € C*(Q) and any function o € C*(Q), there

exists a unique k admissible solution u € C**(Q) to the boundary value
problem,

or(D?u) = fx) mn Q, 9

{ u, = —u+ep(z) on 0N )

For the related works on k-Hessian equations, we mention that Chou-
Wang got the Pogorelov type interior estimates and the existence of
variational solutions. Trudinger-Wang [26] developed a Hessian measure
theory for Hessian operator. For more details please see the survey paper
by Wang [31].

The Neumann or oblique derivative problems on linear and quasilinear
elliptic equations were widely studied for a long time. One can see the
recent book written by Lieberman [I5]. The capillary problem is a very
natural boundary value problem for mean curvature equation. Ural’tseva
[27] first got the boundary gradient estimates and the corresponding exis-
tence theorem. At the same time, Simon-Spruck [23] and Gerhardt [8] also
obtained existence theorem on the positive gravity case. The book by Finn
[7] gives a description of this theory as was known in 1986. In the study
of the reflected shocks in transonic flow, one part of the free boundary is
the position of a transonic shock dividing two regions of smooth flow and
it reduces to the Neumann boundary value problem for the quasilinear
elliptic equation (see Canic-Keyfitz-Lieberman [2]). Lott consid-
ered a weighted Gibbons-Hawking-York mass on a Riemannian manifold
with boundary where the weight function satisfies Neumann boundary
conditions.

In [22], Ma-Xu got the boundary gradient estimates and the corre-
sponding existence theorem for the Neumann boundary value problem on
mean curvature equations. Naturally, the Neumann boundary value prob-
lem for Hessian type equations also appears in the fully nonlinear Yam-
abe problem for manifolds with boundary, which is to find a conformal
metric such that the k-th elementary symmetric function of eigenvalues
of Schouten tensor is constant with the constant mean curvature on the
boundary of manifold, see Jin-Li-Li [I3] and Chen [4] for reference. In
Chen-Chang [3] and Chen [5], they consider natural conformal invariants
arising from the Gauss-Bonnet formulas on manifolds with boundary, and
study conformal deformation problems associated to them. The bound-
ary condition that they found there in general involves second derivatives,
which is highly nonlinear. So our paper would be the first step to solve
their non- Dirichlet problems. Related results on the Neumann or oblique



derivative problem for some class fully nonlinear elliptic equations can be
found in Urbas [28] [29].

We give a brief description of our procedures and ideas to this prob-
lem. By the standard theory of Lieberman-Trudinger [16] (see also [18],
[15]), it is well known that the solvability of the Hessian equations with
Neumann boundary value can be reduced to the a priori global second
order derivative estimates. We have done C* estimate (jointed with J.J.
Xu) in |21], there we constructed a suitable auxiliary function and used a
particular coordinate to let the estimate computable.

For C? estimate, we first reduce the global estimate to the boundary
double normal derivative estimate in Lemmal[I3] This estimate also plays
an important role in our boundary double normal estimate. This is the
only place where we need the domain is uniformly convex. If the boundary
condition u, = ¢(x,u) satisfies that ¢, (z,u) < —Co, where Cp is a large
enough positive constant, it is well known from or that we can
delete the uniformly convex condition on domain in Lemma [T3]

In order to get the estimates for the boundary double normal deriva-
tive, the main difficulty lies to construct the barrier functions of u,. The
Neumann boundary condition will bring us a trouble term as "> Fiu D; pe,

ijk

Motivated by Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [19], Trudinger [24], Ivochkina-Trudinger-
Wang [12] and Urbas |28], in Lemma and Lemma we introduce a
new barrier function when the domain is uniformly k£ — 1 convex, then we

can extract a good term and control this trouble term. At last we get the
estimates for boundary double normal derivative in Theorem [I[7} For c°
estimate, we deal with a particular form of f and ¢ as in [24] where the
boundary condition has a negative constant in front of u. Because it is
easy to handle in this case while we do not want to emphasize C° estimate

in this paper (see [I9] for more general cases).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we first give
the definitions and some notations. We get the C° and C' in section 3,
which was obtained by Trudinger [24] and Ma-Qiu-Xu [2I]. In section 4,
we obtain the C? estimates, which is the main estimates in this paper. In
the last section, we prove the main Theorem [Il

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give the definitions of the admissible solution to the
k-Hessian equation and introduce some elementary properties for k-th
elementary symmetric functions.

Definition 2. For any £k =1,2,--- ,n, and A = (A1, -+, A\n) € R™ we set
O’k()\) = Z )‘il)‘iz )‘11@

1<iy < <ip<n

We also denote oo(A) = 1.
Let A(D%u) = (A1, A2, , A\n) be the eigenvalues of D?u and o, (D*u) =
or(A(D?u)). And we denote that

Ty ={(1,-, ) €R"  o;(A\) >0, V j=1,--- k}



We say that a function u is k-admissible if A(D?u) € T,.

In later we shall always assume that u is admissible. And the Hessian
equation () is elliptic if u is an admissible solution. A C* bounded domain
Q C R" is uniformly k& — 1 convex if its boundary 0f) satisfies a geometric
condition, that is k € I',—1 and

ok—1(K) > ¢co >0, on 09,

for some positive constant co, where Kk = (K1, K2, ..., in—1) denote the
principal curvature of 92 with respect to its inner normal.
We denote by o (A|i) the symmetric function with A\; = 0 and ok (A|ij)
the symmetric function with A\; = A; = 0.
Let F .= %7 Fi= > F* . Sometimes we write the equation
1<i<n

) in the form

~ 5 o, 1 ~
F(Du) =0} (D"u) = f* =: f. (3)
It is convenience to use the notation
i OF fijpg _ _O°F
87.1@‘ ’ 8uij8upq

The o, operators have the following simple properties from [14].
Proposition 3. If u is a solution to the k— Hessian equation, we have
O'k()\) = O’k()\|l) + )\iUk—l()\|7:)7V1 <i1<n, (4)
Fijuij = ka;ﬁ

and
F=mn—-k+1)or_1. (5)

We also have

Proposition 4. If A € Ty, then
on(Ai) >0, Vh<k and 1<i<mn, (6)
1
and o)} is a concave function in I'.

Proof. See [14]. |

The following proposition is so called MacLaurin inequality.

Proposition 5. For A €'y and k> 1> 1, we have

or(N),1 or(N),1
2t < (2,
Moreover,
1
- 80’,? ()\) k1l
>z ok, ™)
Proof. See [14]. |



Proposition 6. Suppose that A € Ty, and
AL > > A > 2> A,

then we have

Mok 1 (A1) > Sak()\). ®)
Moreover, for¥i > k, we have
or—1(A|t) > op—1(A|k) > e(n, k)or—1(A) > 0, 9)
and
A > Ao > > A > 0. (10)
Proof. See [I7] for these inequalities. O

3 (Y and C! estimates

In this section we get a priori bound estimate and gradient estimate for
the k- admissible solution to the equation (). The following C° estimate
was obtained by Trudinger |24].

Theorem 7. [2])] Let Q C R" be a bounded Ql domain, and v is the outer
unit normal vector of 9. Suppose u € C*(Q)(C*(Q) is a k -admissible
solution of the following Neumann boundary problems of Hessian equation

or(D%*u) = f(x) s,
u, = —u+p(z) ondd.
Then
sup |u| < Mo,
Q

where My depends on k, n, diamf2, ¢, sup f.

Proof. Taking o € Q and let us consider v — A|z|?>. Choosing A large
depending on k, n and sup f so that we have

F[D*u] = f < F[D*(A|z|*)].

Comparison principle tells us that u — A|:tc|2 attains its minimum point at
o on the boundary.

0> (u—Alz]*),(x0) = —u+ o — 24z - v.

Similarly we consider v which attains its maximum on the boundary. Then
we get

inf p — 4Adiam$ < u < sup .

o0 a0



From now on, we shall denote My := supg|u|. The gradient estimate
was done in [2I]. Since that paper was written in Chinese, for complete-
ness we contain its proof in this section. We set

d(xz) = dist(z, 09),
and
Q ={zx € Q:d(z) < p}.

Then it is well known that there exists a positive constant 1 > 1 > 0 such
that d(z) € C*(Qz). As in Lieberman (in page 331), we can extend
v by v = —Dd in Q; and note that v is a C*(Qy) vector field. And we
also have the following formulas
|Dv| + |D*v| < Co(n, Q) in Qz,
Z V'Djvt =0, Z vV'Di =0, [v]=1 in Q.
1<i<n 1<i<n
We define

i J

c? =8; — vV in Qg

And for a vector ¢ € R", we write ¢’ for the vector with i-th component
> i<j<n €?¢7. Then we have
|D/u|2 = Z cijuiuj.
1<i,j<n
We first state an useful lemma from [6].

Lemma 8. (Chou-Wang) [6] If u is k -admissible and w11 < —h/‘D“‘2,

128
here h' is any positive function. Then
1 11

—  _F<F 11

n—k+1 Fs ’ (11)
and

k1 W e 2%—2

F> qu[W] | Dul™ 7. (12)

n—1
To state the gradient estimate of Neumann problems, we need first
recall an interior estimate in [6].

Lemma 9. (Chou-Wang) [6] Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded domain. Suppose
u € C*() is a k-admissible solution of Hessian equation

op(D*u) = f(z,u) in Q

satisfying |u| < Mo. If f € C*(Q x [~Mo, My)) satisfies the conditions
that there exist a positive constant L1 such that

f(z,2) >0 in  Qx [~Mo, My,
|f (@, 2)] + | fa(@, 2)| + |f(2,2)| < Ly in Qx [=Mo, Mo].
Then for ¥V Q cc Q, it has
sup |Du| < M,
o

where J\N/Il 1$ a positive constant which depends on n, k, Mo, dist(Q/, o), L.



Now we state the global gradient estimate which was done in [21].

Theorem 10. Let Q C R™ be a bounded 037 domain, and v is the outer
unit normal vector of 9Q. Suppose u € C*(Q) (N C*(Q) is a k-admissible
solution to the following Neumann boundary problems of Hessian equa-

tions
ou(D%) = flou) in®,
u, = p(z,u) ond,

satisfying |u| < Mo, where f,p are given functions defined on Qx[—Mq, Mo).
If f, ¢ satisfy the conditions: 3 two positive constants L1, Lo such that

flx,2) >0 in  Q x [~Mo, Mo,
|f(, 2)| + | fo(@, 2)| + | fo(2,2)| < L1 in Q x [=Mo, Mo],
lo(, 2) |3 (@x (= Mo, o)) < L2

Then there exists a small positive constant po which depends only on
n, k, 2, Mo, L1, La such that

sup |Du| < max{]\N/Il, Mz},

Qg

where Ml is a positive constant depending only on n,k, po, Mo, L1, which
is from the interior gradient estimates; Mo is a positive constant depending
only on n, k,, po, Mo, L1, Lo.

3.1 Proof of Theorem

Proof. We consider the auxiliary function

G(z) :=log |[Dw|”* + h(u) + g(d),

where
w(x) = u(x) + ¢z, u)d(x); (13)
h(u) == —log(1 + 4Moy — u); (14)
and
g(d) := aod,

in which ag large to be chosen later.
By (@) we have

—log(14+5Mp) < h < —log(1+43Mo),

- B < #7
14+5My — ~— 1+ 3Mo
1 " 1
—— < < — 0
1 +5Mp)2 = " = 1+3M)?
By ([@3) we have
wi =ui + (@i + @zui)d + @d;. (15)



If we assume that |Du| > 8nLs and po < i, it follows from (3] that

11Du] < |Du| < 2|Dul.

These inequalities will be used below.

We assume that G(z) attains its maximum at xzo € Q,,, where 0 <
o < 1 < 1 is a sufficiently small number which we shall decide it later.

Now we divide into three cases to complete the proof of Theorem [I0l

Case I: If G(z) attains its maximum at o € 9€2, then we shall use the
Hopf Lemma to get the bound of G(xo).

Case II: If G(x) attains its maximum at xo € Q,,, in this case for a
sufficiently small constant po > 0, then we can use the maximum principle
to get the bound of G(z0).

Case I1IIL: If G(x) attains its maximum at xg € 9Q, [ 2, then we shall
get the estimates of |Du|(zo) via the standard interior gradient bound as
in [6]. Which in turn give the bound for G at point xo.

Since G(z) < G(x0), we get the bound of G, which in turn give the bound
of |[Vu| in Q-

Now all computations work at the point xo. We use Einstein’s summation
convention. All repeated indices come from 1 to n.

Case I: Boundary Estimates

The maximum of G is attained on the boundary. At the maximum
point we have

0<G, =
We have decomposition |Dw|? = |D’w|* + w?. Because
wy = Uy + Dypd — ¢ =0
on the boundary, so we have
| Dw|5v? =Cy wiw; v + 2C7 wipw;v? + 2w, Dpyw, v”,

=CHwiw;v® + 207 (uip + Dippd + Dipd, + Dppd;

+ SOle)wJ Vp7
:C’;jwiwjup + 2Cij7.biywj - QCijDigowj + 2Ciij<pupdiwj
+ 20 pdpw;vP. (16)

On the other hand, take tangential derivative to the Neumann boundary
condition:

CP1Dy(uiv') = C* Dyep,
then we have
CP%gy, + CPlu; Dy’ = CP Dy (17)

Then contracting (I7)) with w;, and inserting it into ([I@]), we can cancel
the term with the second derivative of wu,

|Dw|2v? < C(n,Q, La)| Dw|* 4+ C(n, Q, L2)| Duw).



So we choose ag = 2C + 1+L3—2M0 + 1, such that

c /
0o<aG, < -— C+——+h
< < ap+C + D + 1 |plco

c

< - —
< C+|Dw|

Thus we have estimate |Dw|(zo) < 1, and G(zo) < —log(1+3My)+2C +
L
Trea, L
Case II: Near boundary estimates
If G attains its maximum in €,,. We take the first derivative and
second derivative to the auxiliary function:

0=G,; = ZJI%TIQ +¢'Did + K ui, (18)
and

n n
>0 2WpiWpi + 2Wpwpgi 4 D WpWpiWeWe;
p=1

p,q=1
Gi]‘ = — .

| Dwl? | Dwl*
+9"DidDjd + ¢'Dijd + h" wiuj + h'ui;.

Because F/(D?u) > 0 if we assume u is a k- admissible solution. At the
maximum point of G, we get

n n

n
i ) . i - i ) .
2 3" FYwpwp; 2 3" FYwpwpij 4 Y FYwpwpiwgwg;

0> Fiq.. — p=1 p=1 __pg=l
=0t DwP T [Dup [Dul®

+¢"FYD;dD;d + g'F” Dy;d
-|-h”Fiju¢Uj + h,Fijuij.

Recalling w = u + ¢d, its second derivatives are

wij = Uij + (Pij + Pizlj + Pzl + @zauiu; + pauig)d
+(pi + paui)d; + pidi + @u;di + @di;. (19)

w;; has a relation with wu;; that
wij < (14 @zd)uij + C(L2,n)puo|Dul® + C(La,n)|Du| + C (L2, n),
and

wij > (14 @-d)ui; — C(L2,n)po|Dul* — C(La,n)|Du| — C(La,n).



Let us differentiate w;; again,

Wijp =Uijp + (Pijp + PigzUp + Pizplly + PizzUpUs + Pizljp + Pajpli
Tt QezjUplUi + PzjlUip + Przplilj + QrzzUpUitUy + PrzUipUy
+ QaaUitljp + Papllis + PzaUpllis + Q2Uijp)d
+ (pij + Qizuj + ©2jui + Q2zuiu; + @2uij)dp
+ (pip + Pizup + Qapli + Qratpi + ©2Uip)d;
+ (pi + pzui)djp + @ipdi + @jzupdi + @jdip
+ @apujdi + Pazupuid; + @ ujpd;
+ peujdip + @pdi; + prupdi; + odijp.
(20)
Now we choose a coordinate at xo such that [Vw| = wy and (uij)2<ij<n

is diagonal.
So from (&) and ([I8), we have for : = 1,

w1 —g01d—(pd1
U = —————,
1+ p.d
_ 1. /
w1, = — 5(9 di+h ul)wl, (21)
and for 2 < i < n,
_ —pid — pd;
U = ——
1+ p.d

1 / /
wi; = _E(g di + h'ui)w,

here we assume po < p1 = i such that % >14p.d> %
Suppose that |Du|(zo) > M := 64nLa, we have for i > 2,
juil < 5=IDul,
16n
and 1
up > §|Du|.
Moreover,
|D7.L|(:ro) > Ms = 3271(1 + 5M())Oco + 128C + (1 + 5M()) +1
implies
h’ul
"d;| < .
l9dil < Tg

So from (I9)) and (2I) we get the key fact that

1 / 2
< ——
Ul < 128h |Du| < 0,

here we assume that po < p2 := m.
For i > 2, we have
W |Dw|?
|wii| < %7 (22)

10



and

lurs| < (Cpo + )[Dul? + 2C| Dul. (23)

1
1+ 3My
Then we continue to compute FYG;;. By using (@), (@) and @0) it
follows that
2Fijuij1 (1 + SOzd)

w1

F9Gy; > —C(n,k, Lo, Q) uoF|Dul® +

_ v (pizujid + pzzuituid + pauind;)

w1
2FVui[(pap + pzatp)d + padp] PP wiiwy
w1 w%

—C(n,k, L2, 0, Q) F|Du| + " F"'ui + h' Fu;;.
The equation () is k- homogenous. And differentiating it gives
Fu;; =kf, (24)
Fijul'jl =f1+ fuu1. (25)
We obtain from 22), (23), (24), and @5]) that

.. N2 2
F9G; > —C(n,k, Ly, Mo, Q) uoF|Dul* + b F™uf — UL)J;%“"

—O(n,k,Lz,Ll,M(),a(),Q)}-|D7.L| — C(Ll,n, Lz).

(@) tells us if po < pg := 32C(1+5A{3)2(n7k+1) is small, we get
h//Fll 2
T“I > CpuoF|Dul?. (26)

By the definition of h, we have " = (k/)2. Thus from ()

R'F'ui _ (B)*F|Dul®
> . 27
8 - 32 (27)
If we assume further |Du|?(zo) > M3 := 32(n — k + 1)(1 + 5M)2C, we
get

1mpll) 2
% > CF|Dul. (28)
From the above estimates (1), 26), 1), and (28]), we obtain
. n" F|Du/?
>F7G; > ——r——— — C.
02 F Gy 2 32(n —k+1) c

Finally, the inequality (I2)) in the Lemma [ implies that

" 2
0> _N'FIDul

—32(n—k+1)_c>0’ (29)

provided that

32(n — k 4+ 1)(1 4 5Mo)2C[(1 + 5My)128CF_,]F—1
Okfl

n—1

+1.

|D7.L|(:ro) 2 M4 =

11



So Inequality (29) is a contradiction.
We conclude that if po = min{z, 1, g2, ps}, we have the estimate

|Du|(£Co) S I“IIEJLX{]\/Il7 M27 ]\/I?,7 M4}.

Thus we get the estimate of G(zo).
Because G attains its maximum at x¢ and h, g is bounded from below,
the gradient estimate of u follows the above three cases. O

4 (C? a priori estimates

Now we come to the a priori estimates of second derivative necessary for
our existence theorem. For these bounds we restrict our attention to the
following problem

on(D*u) = f(z,u) in QCR",
{ ' u, = @(z,u) on I (30)

Theorem 11. Let Q be a bounded C* uniformly convexr domain in R™,
v is the unit outer normal vector of 9Q. If u € C*Q) N C3*(Q) a k-
admissible solution to the Neumann problem (30), where f € C*(Q x R)
is positive and ¢ € C*(Q x R) is non-increasing in z. Then we have

sup|D2u| S C7
Q
where C' depends only on n, k, ||ullcrgy: |Ifllcz@x—ng, o), minf,

1]l ca @x - atg,n10)) ANd convezity of Q.

It is well known that it is easy to get the estimates for second tangential-
normal derivative of the solution on the boundary. We here follow the
same line as in Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [19] with some minor changes.

Lemma 12. Denoting the tangential direction T at any point y € OS2,
under the condition of Theorem [, we have

D u(y) < C, (31)
where the constant C only depends on ||ul|c1, |l¢llcr and ||09|c2 -
Proof. Taking tangential derivative to the boundary condition

Uy = ¢,

as in (7)) we have

Cijujl, + Cijulel/l = Ciij(p. (32)
Taking inner product with 7¢, it follows that
Tiulil/l + ulDiulTi = Digm'i.

So
[ury| < |D¢<p7'i — ulDil/lTi| < C.

12



Now we again use the technique of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [19], we can
reduce the second derivative estimates of the solution to the boundary
double normal derivative bounds.

Lemma 13. Let M = sup|uy| and u(z) be an admissible solution in
Eho)

Theorem [11, then we have

sup  uge < Co(14+ M), (33)
Q,eesn—1

where Cy depends only on ||ul|c1,]|¢llcs, ||10Q|ca,|| fllcz, min f, and uni-
formly convexity of 0S2.

Proof. We consider the function
v(@,8) = uge —v'(2,€) + Ku|z[* + Ka| Dul?,

where v'(z,€) 1= 2(€ - V)€ - (Dp —w DY) = a'uy + b, & =€ — (€-v)v,
a' =2(&-v) (. — €D, and b = 2(€ - V)€ p,,. We compute

Vi = Uggi — Dialul — aluli —D;b+2K12z; + QZ Kgulum
!

and
1 1 1 l
Vij = Uggij — Dija u;y — D,-a Uy — Dja Ui — @ Ulag5 — Dijb

—|—2K15ij + 2K Z u UL + 2K5 Z UG5 - (34)
! !

Taking first derivative of equation (), we have
ﬁijuijl = le + f:ul. (35)
And we have from the concavity of O'k%
Fuie > Fluijee + F7P ussettpge = focwe + 2focztie + fouee.  (36)
Then we contract (34) with the F/, using (38) and (7)),
ﬁijvi]‘ = ﬁijuggij — ﬁijDijalul — 213ijuljDial — ﬁijulijal

—ﬁijDijb + 2K, Z ﬁ“ + 2K Z ﬁijuljuli + 2K> Z ﬁijulijul
7 l

il

Y

—Ci(lluller, llellcs, 1109 ca, || fllc2, min f, K2) (Y| F* 4 1)
+fzu§5 + 2K, Z ﬁ“ + 2K Zf”u”ulj — 2fijuljDial.
A l

At the interior maximum point, we assume (u;;) is diagonal and ui; >
U2z >+ > Unpn. S0 we have by (B))

~. 1_q
2K, § F';, > 2K.of  F''ui,
7

%

1
k
o
2Ks £y,
n
1
k

%

g
2K o —E .
2 n 133

13



We can assume uge > 0, otherwise we have the estimate (33). If we choose

Ko > =l 2, we continue
2 min f

Y Fuy o > 2)  Flul = 2C(luller, el 1109 ca) D F uil
F2K Y CFT - i () FT 1)
i Ca o C3 i
> E ii| — — - — = E — .
> 2 i F (|u | 5 ) +(2K1 5 01) i F Ch

Now if we choose K large such that K; > CTg + C1 and Kl(Cﬁ)% > Ch,

by (@) we have
Z Fij’l)ij > 0.
ij
So v(z, ) attains its maximum on 9.
Case a: ¢ is tangential.

We shall take tangential derivative twice to the boundary condition.
First we rewrite (32)) as following

' = CYDjp — Cuy DVt + v vty (37)
So let’s take tangential derivative (B7) and we get
CP Dy (usr') = CP1D(CY Djp — CUu D' + v'vi vhuyy).
It follows that
wipt! = CP'Dy(CYDjp — CPuDjv' + 'V vlugy) + vPv i, — CPluu Dyt
In the above formula we take sum with £°¢”, then we obtain
ueer = —28P€wiDpv’ — w D' +us Yy EPDp'E
i
=Y &PV DY Digp + pauge + £ iy
i
Pzt + 2uel pai.

So we have

IN

—26P¢"w; Dypv' + puge
+C([[uller, [10€Q]cs, [olle2) + C ([0 c2) [uw |
< =26 Dt + C + Cluws|.

Uggw

Here in the second inequality we assume that ¢ is non-increasing in z.
If we assume £ = ey, it is easy to get the bound for wi;(zo) for i # 1
from the maximum of v(z,&) in the ¢ direction. In fact, we can assume

14



&) = 0. .0) " Because v(z,€) attains its maximum at £(0). Then we

V1+t2

have
o - DulenEw)
ot =0
dei(t - o'’ t
= 2uy(e0) B ogi () - 2D,
—t 1 —t? o'’
= 2u11m|t:0 + 2U12(\/1—|——t2 + e tz)% e=0 — —t|t:0-

So we have
luiz| < C([lellcrs [[uller, 109 |c2)-
Similarly, we have for all i # 1,
luil < C(lleller, uller, [109]o2).
Due to Div1 > k > 0, we have
uger < —2kuce + C(1 + |uu|). (38)
On the other hand, we have from the Hopf lemma, BI) and 3 a'v' = 0,

0 < v

= Ugy — Dyalu; — aluy, — by + 2K (z - v) + 2K> Zululu
!
uger + C([|uller, 092, |l¢llo2, K1, K2) + 2K2puwy. (39)

IN

Combining ([B8) and (39), we therefore deduce
uee(wo) < C(1 + [uw|(0)).

Case b: ¢ is non-tangential.
We write £ = ar+ Bv, wherea=¢ -7, |7| =1, 7 v=0,8=&-v#0
and o + 82 = 1.

Uge = azuf‘r + /Bzuuu + 2QBUTV
= oPurr 4 Puwn + 208(Dipr’ — wDiv'TY).

By definition of v(z, ), we have

v(z0,6) = a’v(zo,T) + BPv(wo,v)
< a*u(@o,€) + Bu(wo, v).

Hence
v(zo,&) < v(zo,v).

Then we get the estimate,

uge (z0) < Co(|luller, [lelles, 11094, || fllcz, min f, £)(1 + | (20)]).

So that this case is also reduced to the purely normal case. O
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4.1 Second Normal Derivative Bounds On The
Boundary

In this section, we consider the double normal derivative estimate which
is the most difficulty part in the Neumann problem for Hessian equations.
As we know for the Dirichlet problem on k-Hessian equation, Caffarelli-
Nirenberg-Spruck [I] (see also [25]) obtained the existence of the classical
solution under the assumption on the domain 2 C R" is uniformly k& — 1
convex. In this section, still under the uniformly k£ — 1 convexity of the
boundary, we get the double normal derivative estimate on the boundary
for the k-admissible solution u of () in Theorem [

We give some definitions first.

We introduce a well known defining function (see for example in Wang
[31], section 2) for the Hessian equation

h(z) = —d(z) + Ksd*(z),

for some K3 to be determined later.
We know from the classic book [J] section 14.6 that h is C* in

Qi ={reQ:0<d(x) < pu}

for some constant p small depending on 2. And h also satisfied the
following properties in €2,:

—p+ Ksp? <h<0.

It is easily to see that
Dh

[Dh] ~

for unit outer normal on the boundary.

v,

Lemma 14. If Q is a C* uniformly k — 1-convexr domain, and let u €
C’4(Q)ﬂg3 (Q) be a k-admissible solution of Neumann problem (3). Where
[ € C*(Q) is positive and ¢ € C*(R) is non-increasing in z. There ewit
0 > 0 small and K3 large depending on the curvature of 92, n, k, min f.
If we choose p < ﬁ, we have

Fijhij > 5(.7:+ 1).

Moreover, h =0 on 0Q and h < —4 < 0 on 0%, /092. We also have
1
2> |Dh| > 5.

Proof. For zo € Q,, yo € 02 be such that |zo — yo| = d(zo). Then, in
terms of a principal coordinate system, see section 14.6, we have

k1 (yo) . rin—1(yo)
L —ri(yo)d(zo)” "1 — kn—1(yo)d(zo)

[~D?d(x0)] = diag| 0],

and
—Dd(xo) = V(yo) = (07 0,---, 1)'

16



Since (2 is strictly £ — 1 - convex, i. e. ox—1(k) > 2bp > 0, we have
O’kfl(lﬁ — 8(5) > bo

for small 6 depending on k, k, n. In principal coordinate system, we can
easily check that h — §|z|® is k-admissible, provided that K3 large and
n< ﬁ. We deduce from the concavity of F,

F9(h—6lz[*)i > F[D*(u+h—d|z[*)] — F|D?u]
> FID*(h—dlz[*)]
1 1
> b Ky —C(k,k,n,0)
1 1
2 Ealf 57

provided K3 sufficiently large, and f > 0. So we obtain
F7(h —8|z|* + 8|z|*)i; > 6(F +1).

On 092, h = 0 is obvious.
On 909,/09, we have

ho o= —p+ Kap?
< -k
- 2
And it is also easy to see
2> |Dh| >
- - 27
if we choose p1 < —— O

1K5 "

In order to do this estimate we construct barrier functions of u, on
the boundary. Motivated by [19], |24], [I2] and [28], we introduce the
following functions. In €2,, we denote

g(z) :==1— ph,
G(x) = (A+ oM)h(z),
¥(z) := |Dh|(z)p(z, ).

where o, 3, u, A are positive constants to be chosen later.
Now we consider the sub barrier function,

P(z) = g(z)(Du - Dh(x) — () — G(a).

And we want to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 15. Fiz 0 = 3, under the condition of Lemmal[I4 for any x €

Q,., if we choose B large, u small, A large in a proper sequence, we have

P(z) > 0.

17



Proof. We use maximum principle to prove this lemma. First we assume
the function attains its minimum point zo in the interior of Q,. We
differentiate this function twice,

Pi:gi(zulhl )+ g( Zulzhl+zulhlz ¥;i) — Gy,
1

P = gij(z why — ) + gz(z wjhy + Zulhlj —5)
Z WUlij hl + Z Ulzhlg + ZUU hll + Z ulhlzg 7/}13
+g; Zuzihl + Z uthi; — i) — Gij. (40)
l 1

At the minimum point zo, as before we can assume that (u;;(z0)) is
diagonal. Contracting [@0) with F*?, we get

FijPij = g” Zulhl +29'Fij Zuljhl—i—Zulhlj —’l/)j)
—|—gF” Z WUlig hy +2 Z ullhlj + Z Ulhlzg 7/}7,3
—F”Gi]‘
< BCs([lullers [10Q|os,s llelloz, | flle )(F +1)

—(A + O’M)ko(]: + 1) — QBF“unhf + 2Fiiuiih“g.

Where in the second inequality we use

w1
hl|<B= <= 41
6n] < ph < 2, (41)
which in turn implies that
1<g<s. (42)
We choose p < 5 in ({HI).
Then we d1v1ded the index 1 <4 < n into two categories.
(i) It
m2) < &
we say ¢ € B.
We choose 8 > 2nko, in order to let
1
hll < — 43
W< o (43)
(i1) If
ko
R > =2
60?1 =

we denote i € G.
For any i € G, we use Pj(zo) = 0 to get

A+UM+B(%:“’hl_¢) 2 wihus L

g g hi hZ ’

Uig =

18



Because |h;|* > I;—g and ([@2)), we have that

BO-whi — ) > whi
|1 _ " pi

p - 7o |= BCalko, [lullcr, [109]c2, llellcr)-

By chosen A large such that % > BC4, we infer

%+0M2u¢¢2§+¥7 for ieG. (44)

Due to 2 > |Dh| > 1 and (@3), there is a io € G, say io = 1 such that

1
hi > —
Y= an
Then we continue to compute the equation of P,

F9P; < [BCs—(A+oM)ko)(F+1)
—28 " Fluyh? — 28 F'uih?

ieG i€B
+k1 Z Fiiuii + 4ko Z F“u“ (45)
wi; 20 wu;; <0
Since
—Qﬂ Z F"umhf S —QﬂFlluUh% S —E,FHUU7
. 2n
ieG
and

=283 Fluuhi <28 Y Flushi < —ko Y Flua,

i€B i€B,u;; <0 u;; <0
it follows that
B

—2,8 Z F‘“u“h,2 —2,3 Z Fiiuiih?+4k() Z Fiiuii < —%Fuun. (46)
ieG €B ;<0
From (@H) and (@), we have
F7Py; < [BC5— (A+oM)ko](F+1)
B 11 i
— 5 + h > Pl (47)

u;; >0

Now we analysis the above terms case by case. Without loss of gener-
ality, we assume that uase > -+ > Upn.

Case 1: u;; > 0, for all 7.

This is the easiest case. Using equation, we get

u§;20
If we choose A > %{W, then from ([{@T) we have

FPp; <. (48)
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In the following cases we can assume Uy, < 0.
Case 2: 2%“11 > |unnl.
Due to the equation, we have

kf = Z Flu; + Z Fug;.
ui; >0 w;; <0
The terms in line {7) become

B 11 i
—%F ui1l + k1 Z F* 4

IN

kl(kf — Z F“U“)

w;; >0 u;; <0

S klkf — kl}'u,m
< kikf+ %}-Un
94 oM
< kakf +RoF(S ”7). (49)

Using ([@9) and choosing A > mﬂiitkmaxf) in (A7), then we obtain the

result ([48).

In the following cases we assume

ko
nn 07 nn > 71 .
Unn < [Unn| > o7 w1
We denote A := (u11,- -, unn) and choose A > 20.

Case 3: 0x_1(A]1) > 61(—Unn)ok—2(A|1n), for a small positive con-
stant d; chosen in the later case.
If u11 > g2, we know from (g)) that,

k—1
U110k,2(A|1n) 2 P 10‘]€,1()\|Tl). (50)

Otherwise u11 < uge, we have from @), B3] and (§) that

A 20M
wok_2(A1n) > (§+—"3 )ou_2(X|2n)
20
2 3—6,()'&220]9,2()4271)
k—1 20
> Ok .
e e 1(Aln) (51)
We infer from the hypothesis
F'' = oi(M\1)
> 01(~Unn)or—2(A|ln)
k
> Sim—unop—2(A1n). (52)
2k

Note we only use the hypothesis of Case 3 in the first inequality above.
Using (@) and the assumption un, < 0, we have from (@) that

1

E— R A
n—k-i—l}—_ (53)
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Assuming Co > 1 such that o = & < 252 then we substitute (50) and

EI) into (B2) and use (G3)),

Fll > (51EU110’1€72()\|1H)

- 2k1
k—1 ko 20
12k, 30,74 A
kE—1 ko(510'

(n—=1)(n—k+1) 3k1Co (54)

_ 1) E2C2
Using ([B3), and we choose 8 > gn(n(:fll))k(oéli)zklc" such that for the last

two terms in ([@7). Then we have

—%Flluu + ki Z Flug
w;; >0
(k — 1)ﬂ]€0(510’ A 20 M
< [_ il
< 6n(n—1)(n—k+1)klc’o(3 + 3 )
+k1Co(M + 1)|F
(k — 1)Bkod10?
< |- _
< (9n(n —k+ 1)(n—1)kiCo F1Co)M
Aﬂko(k — 1)(510’
+= Bn(n—k+ D)(n - DkCo k1 Co)lF
< 0 (55)

So choosing A > %jmam + 20 in {@T), and using (53]), we obtain

the inequality (@S).
Case 4: 0 < 0p—1(A|1) < 01(—Unn)or—2(A|1ln).
By the hypothesis and for i > 2,

O'kfl()\|1) — uuak,z()\ﬂz) = 0'1671()\|1Z)

We compute as follows,

kow(A1) = Y uaok-1(A10)
i=2
< Z wii[01 (—Unnor—2(A|1n)) — wiior—2(A[17)]
w3 >0,17#1
+ Z wis (—uiok—2(A|17))
w; <0,i#1
< —tn Y G1wsok—2(AIn) — uph,ox2(A1n)
u;;>0,i7£1
< —ndiunnu2ok—2(A[1n) — uinak,Q(A|1n).

Using (33) and ({@4)), we continue

kor(A1) < —ndiCo(M + Dtnnok_2(A1n) — ul,or_2(A|1n)
S —nélCo%uuu,ma'k,Q(Mln) — uinak,Q(A|1n)
kind
< Muinak,Q(AHn) — w0k _a(A|1n).

koO’
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. As in (52) and (&4)), we obtain

Now we let 61 = filclio—no-Cg

2
kor(A|1) < -Egﬁak,zgu1n)

< u kE—1 O'ko
= ""(n—k+1)(n—1)6kCo
E—1 ok

< - .
S T ReDmoD 2R

Inserting ([#4)) into the above inequality, we have

Lt = Do)
Jé] Bok? k—1,A 20M
- 2nf 24kn(n—k+1)k%C’on—1(3 T3 )7

_ _ 32
If we choose > 86kn(n—k+D(n—Dki % gych that for the last two terms in

(k—1)o2k2
HE1) we get

B

2

B

11 i
Funn + k1 Z F Uiié_%

w;; >0

f<o. (56)

Finally, choosing A > %ﬁ)kmax” in ([@7) and using (G6), we obtain
the inequality (@8] which contradicts to 0 < FijPij at the minimum point
ZXo.
Then the function P attains its minimum on the boundary of €2,,.
Now we treat the boundary value of P. On 092, it is easy to see

P =0.
On the 09,/99, we have

P = =Cs(k,max f, [[ul|c1, [l¢llco) + (A + o M)

=

=0,

provided A > %"l

36kn(n—k+1)(n71)kfcg+
(k—1)02k2
3(C35+k1kmaxf)+
ko

‘We conclude that we first choose §1 = , then 5 =

koo
6k1nCy
9n(n—k+1)(n—1)k7C32
(k—1)koo102
38Cy +20+1+ % Using the maximal principle for the function P(z),

we get

+2nko , then p = min{po, %}, finally A =

P(x) >0, in Q.

Similarly, we can also find a super barrier function of u,.

Lemma 16. Let P := g(z)(Du-Dh(z) —(z))+ G(z). Fiz o = L, under
the condition of Lemmal[ITJ), for any x € Q, , if we choose B large, u small,
A large in proper sequence, we have

P(x) <0.
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Proof. We assume the function attains its maximum point zo in the inte-
rior of €,,. We differentiate this function twice,

P = gz(z why — ) + g(z wiihy + Zulhli — i) + G,
7 7 7

Py = gij(zuzhl )+ g nghz + Zuzhu ;)
Zulzg hy + Z wihy; + Z ugihi + Z wrhii; — ij)
+g; Z wihy + Zuzhu — i) + Gij. (57)
1 7

At the maximum point xo, as before we can assume (ui;(zo)) is diagonal.
Contracting (7)) with F*7, we get

Fijﬁij = Fjgm Zulhl -|—2g‘Fij Zuljhl —&—Zuﬂm —’(/)j)
“!‘gF” Z Ulij hi +2 Z ulzhl] + Z Ulhlzj 1/)23 + F JGU

> —506(”“”017||3Q||c37||80||c27||f||cl)(]:+1)
+(A+ oM)ko(F 4 1) — 28F wiihi + 2F " uishiig.

As before we divided the index 1 <14 < n into two categories.

(i) I

k
|BRY| < 3,
we say ¢ € B.
We choose § > 2nko, in order to let
HE (59)
YT ans
(ii) If
ko
R > =2
|B l| = 2 I
we denote i € G. .
For any i € G, we use P;i(zo) = 0 to get
h, — hu;
u--——A+‘7M+B(Xl:m I 4% (59)
11 — g g hl hz .

Because |h;|* > —“ and (B9), we have that

B whi — ) Y whi

|~ 5, S BGuko lluller, 1991z, lglln).

By chosen A large such that % > BCY4, it infers

4A A 20M
T < u<___ ’
3 oM <u 3 3

for 1€G. (60)
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Due to 2 > |Dh| > 1 and (BR), there is a io € G, say 4o = 1, such that

h? > —.
b= 4n

Then we continue to compute the equation of P,
FIPy; > [-BCs+ (A+oM)ko](F +1)
—28 " Fluuhi — 28 Fuiih;

i€G icB
+4ko E F"ui + k1 E F"uy;.
u;; >0 ui; <0

We treat some terms in the last formula.
First, we have

—Qﬂ Z F"u,,h? 2 —QﬂFlluUh% 2 —E,FHUU7
. 2n
ieG
then
—25 Z F“u,,hf > —Qﬂ Z F”u“hf
i€B i€B,u;;>0
> —ko Z Fuy
i€B,u;; >0
= —k() Z F”u“
;>0

It follows that
—Qﬂ Z F"u“hf — Qﬂ Z F"umhf
ied i€B
ko > Flui+ki Y Flug

ui; =0 ui; <0

B F117.L11 + kl Z F”u“

> —2—
n
u;; <0

Then we have
FPy > [=BC + (A+oM)kl(F +1)

B 11 ii
_%F w11 + k1 Z;OF Wii. (61)

This is easy when u11 < 0, because we have by ([I0) and (@) that
F'" > c(k,n)F.
From (33)) and (60) we obtain
B

on

i A 20M
11 i i > @ et _ .
F u11+k1u§”<0F wis 2 oo F(g 4+ =5—) — ki FCo(1+ M). (62)

24



If we choose 3 > nkic andAZQO’-‘er—C[;G , then by (@) and (62) we
get N
FY Pi; > 0.
Then the function P attains its maximum on the boundary of €,,.

On 09, it is easy to see
P=0.

On the 99, /09, we have
P < Cr(k,max f, |lullor, llpllco) = (A + oM)E <0,

provided A > %

We conclude that we first choose § > % , then g = min{po, %},
finally A > 20 + % +36Cs+ 1+ % Using the maximal principle for
the function P(x), we get

a

Using the barrier functions, we have the main normal-normal second
derivative estimate in this section.

Lemma 17. Let Q be a bounded C* uniformly convex domain in R™, v is
the outer unit normal vector of Q. If u € C*(Q)NC*(Q) a k- admissible
solution of Neumann problem [30). Where f € C*(Q x R) is positive and
@ € C*(Q x R) is non-increasing in z. Then we have

sup |uwy | < C|
20

where constant C' depends on n, k, ||ul|c1, min f, ||¢l|c3, || f]lc2, convez-
ity of 0Q and ||0€|ca .
Proof. Assume zg is the maximum point of u,,, we have
0 Z PV(Z())
> g(zuluhl +why — ) — (A+oM)h,
1

%

uvy — C(|[ullcr, [|0Q 2, [|[¥]]c2) — (A+ o M).
In the second inequality we assume .. (z0) > 0. Then we get

supuy, < C+ oM.
aQ

Similarly, by 0 < ﬁ,,(zo) here z¢ is the minimum point of u,,, we get
infu,, >—C — oM.
Ele)

So chosen o = % as in the previous lemmas, we get the estimate

sup |uw| < C.
0
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Proof of The Theorem [I1} Combining Lemma [[2] Lemma [[3] and
the Lemma [I7, we complete the proof of Theorem [Tl O

Remark 1. If the boundary condition u, = ¢(z,w) satisfies that ¢, (z, u) <
—Cl, where () is large enough positive constant, it is well known from
or [30] that we can delete the uniformly convex condition on domain in
Lemma[I3l So in this case we can obtain the C? estimates in Theorem [TT]
if € is uniformly k — 1-convex domain.

5 Existence of the boundary problem

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem [Il As in [19], by com-
bining Theorems [7], and [[I] with the global second derivative Holder
estimates (see [I8] or [16]), we get a global estimate

||u||c2,a(§) <cC

for k- admissible solutions, where C, « depending on k, n, Q, ||Q||c4,
[Ifllc2, min f and ||p||cs. Then applying the method of continuity (see
[9], Theorem 17.28), we complete the proof of Theorem [
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