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STRICTLY LOCALLY CONVEX HYPERSURFACES WITH
PRESCRIBED CURVATURE AND BOUNDARY IN SPACE
FORMS

ZHENAN SUI

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to C'2? a priori estimates for strictly locally
convex radial graphs with prescribed Weingarten curvature and boundary in
space forms. By constructing two-step continuity process and applying de-
gree theory arguments, existence results in space forms are established for
prescribed Gauss curvature equation under the assumption of a strictly locally
convex subsolution.

1. INTRODUCTION

In (n+1)-dimensional space form N"!(K) with n > 2, given a disjoint collection
I' = {I'y,...,T,} of smooth closed embedded (n — 1)-dimensional submanifolds,
and a smooth positive function ¢, we are concerned with the general Plateau type
problem for strictly locally convex hypersurfaces ¥ determined by the curvature
equation

(1.1) ok (K[X]) = ¥(V, v)

as well as the boundary condition

(1.2) o =T

where k[X] = (K1,...,kn) denotes the principal curvatures of ¥, V' is a conformal

Killing field which will be specified later, v is the unit outer normal field to X, and

oM = D> Xy

1<i1<...<ixg<n
is the k-th elementary symmetric function defined on k-th Garding’s cone
Iy ={(M,...,\) €eR"|o;(A) >0, j=1,...,k}

o, (k[X]) is called the k-th Weingarten curvature of . In particular, the 1st, 2nd
and n-th Weingarten curvature are the well known mean curvature, scalar curvature
and Gauss curvature respectively. We say X is strictly locally convex if its principal
curvatures are all positive everywhere in ¥, and ¥ is k-admissible if x[X] € T'y,.

The space form N"*1(K) with constant sectional curvature K =0, 1 or —1 can
be modeled as follows (see for example [27]). In R™*!| fix the origin 0 and let S™
denote the unit sphere centered at 0. Choose the spherical coordinates (z,p) in
R™*! with 2z € S”. Define

gi=dp*+¢°(p)o
1
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where o is the standard metric on S” induced from R®*! and
p7 on [07 OO)
. T
¢(P) = Sln(ﬂ)? on [07 5)
sinh(p), on [0,00)
Then (R"*1,g) is a model of N"*!(K), which is R"*!, STt or H"*! depending
on K =0,1o0r —1. Let V = ¢(p) 8%' It is well know that V is a conformal Killing

field in N"*1(K). In Euclidean space R"*1 it is just the position vector field.

For starshaped compact hypersurfaces, the early influential work includes [24] [4]
for Euclidean space, Jin-Li [I7] for hyperbolic space, [ 21] for elliptic space. If ¢ is
allowed to depend arbitrarily on v, the most current breakthrough is due to Guan-
Ren-Wang [16], where the authors studied Weingarten curvature in Euclidean space
(see also Spruck-Xiao [27] for scalar curvature in space forms and Chen-Li-Wang
[6] for Weingarten curvature in warped product spaces).

For Dirichlet problem in R" ™1, Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [5] initiated the study
of vertical graphs over strictly convex domains in R™. Later, Guan-Spruck [13]
studied radial graphs in R"*! of constant Gauss-Kronecker curvature, where they
removed the convexity assumption of the domain, but instead proposed a subsolu-
tion condition. This subsolution assumption is later widely used when discussing
Dirichlet boundary value problems for general curvature equations (as well as Hes-
sian type equations), see for instance [10 [IT], [14], 28] [7].

A strictly locally convex hypersurface with boundary may not be convex globally;
it locally lies on one side of its tangent plane at any point, which may be very
complicated in general. In this paper, we focus on those that can be represented as
radial graphs over some domain in S™. Therefore we assume I' to be the boundary
of a smooth positive radial graph ¢ defined on a smooth domain Q C S", i.e.,
I = {(z,¢(2)) |z € 00Q}. We seek a smooth strictly locally convex radial graph
Y ={(z,p(2)) |z € Q} satisfying the Dirichlet problem

{Uk(ﬂ[p]) = P(z,p,V'p) in Q

1.3
(13) p = on 0N

where V' is the Levi-Civita connection on S™ with respect to o and we use the same
1 for the right hand side.

The first main result in this paper is the following C? estimate, which is a crucial
step for proving existence and higher order regularity of solutions.

Theorem 1.4. In space form N"*(K), suppose that
(1.5) Q does not contain any hemisphere
and T' can span a positive radial graph 5 € C?(Q) in N"TL(K) which is strictly
locally convez in a neighborhood of I'. Then for any strictly locally convex radial
graph p € CHQ) N C%(Q) satisfying [LI) with p < p in Q, we have

||P||c2(§) <C
where C' depends only on n, k, Q, Y|z, [1Plcr@s 1€llcam), infe, infaqp and
the convezity of p.

When k = n, C? estimates have been derived in R+ by [28 I3, [I0] and in S
by Lim [19], while for all £ when 1 does not depend on v in R**! by Cruz [7]. In [16],
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Guan-Ren-Wang solved the longstanding problem on global C? estimates for convex
hypersurfaces in R"*! subject to equation ([LI)). They also removed the convexity
assumption and instead considered starshaped 2-admissible hypersurfaces in the
case k = 2, the proof of which was later simplified by Spruck-Xiao [27] in space
forms. On the other hand, [I6] provides counterexamples to indicate that global
C? estimates for general ) depending on both V and v do not hold for curvature
quotient equations. In this paper, we extend the estimates in [16] to space forms.
For C? boundary estimates, it is necessary in Theorem [[4lto assume 7% to be strictly
locally convex near its boundary, for otherwise there are topological obstructions
to the existence of strictly locally convex hypersurfaces spanning a given I' (see
[25]); besides, the convexity assumption on the prescribed hypersurfaces can not be
weakened, even for the case k = 2, or when ¢ does not depend on v (see section 3).
The significance of Theorem [[4] lies in the arbitrary dependence of ¢ on v for all
k as well as a unified approach in different space forms via change of variable for
Plateau type problems.

To establish existence results, we confine ourselves to prescribed Gauss curvature
equation, i.e. the case k = n, because for general Weingarten curvature equation, a
positive lower bound of principal curvatures may not be obtained and the convexity
may not be preserved during the continuity process. Applying Theorem [[4] we can
prove the following existence results.

Theorem 1.6. Under condition (LHl), assume that there exists a positive strictly
locally convex radial graph p € C*(Q) in N"T1(K) satisfying

{an(n[ﬁ]) > (2,9, V'D) in 9

1.7
(17) pP= on 0N

Then there exists a smooth strictly locally convex radial graph ¥ = {(z,p(z)) |z €
O} ¢ N"Y(K) satisfying the Dirichlet problem (3) for k = n with p < p in Q
and uniformly bounded principal curvatures

0<K61§Ai§K0 on X,

where Kq is a uniform positive constant depending only on n, §2, || o2, ”ﬁHcl(ﬁ)’
H<p|\c4@), inf 1, infaq p and the convexity of p.

The existence results in R**! are proved in [28,[13,[10]. The main issue in proving
existence for radial graphs is due to the nontrivial kernel of the linearized operator,
since continuity method can not be applied directly. In [I3] for prescribed constant
Gauss curvature, the authors used monotone iteration approach to overcome this
difficulty and hence uniform C? estimates for the monotone sequence are conducted.
Based on this result, in [10], more C? estimates are derived for a wider class of
auxiliary equations in order to obtain existence results for general 1. In contrast, Su
[28] provided a more efficient way by observing that there exist auxiliary equations
in R"™! with invertible linearized operators which can be found after a change of
variable. The author then constructed a two-step continuity process for applying
continuity method and degree theory.

In this paper, we generalize Su’s idea to H" 1. In Si"’l, however, there is no aux-
iliary equation with invertible linearized operator, neither can we apply monotone
iteration approach since global C? estimates for the monotone sequence are too
cumbersome to derive. In this paper, we create a new continuity process starting
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from an auxiliary equation in R™*! with invertible linearized operator and ending
up with our concerned equation in S’frl. In more curved ambient spaces, this paper
is not the first to study the Dirichlet problem for prescribed curvature equations.
In fact, [22] 23] initiated the study in general Riemannian manifolds, where the
author assumed the subsolution to be part of a special closed convex hypersurface.
Theorem is brand new in space forms in the sense that, the assumption of a
strictly locally convex subsolution is much weaker than [22] 23], and our proof is
completely different and global, which is based on the geometry of space forms and
the degree theory developed in [20].

This paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we reformulate equation (IL3]) by
change of variable in two different ways: (28] is designed for deriving C? boundary
estimates in section 3 while ([21I7)) is for proving existence in section 5 and 6. Section
4 is devoted to global curvature estimates.

The author would like to thank Dr. Wei Sun for enlightening discussions. The
author also thanks the reviewer for careful reading and insightful comments and
suggestions, which resulted in improvement of Theorem[[4l This work is supported
by the grant (no. AUGA5710000618) from Harbin Institute of Technology.

2. STRICTLY LOCALLY CONVEX RADIAL GRAPHS IN SPACE FORMS

Throughout this paper, we focus on hypersurface ¥ € N"t!(K) that can be
represented as a radial graph over a smooth domain 2 C S”, i.e. ¥ can be expressed
as

N ={(zp(2)) |z € QCS"}

The range for p = p(z) is (0, pff ) where

o, if K=0 or -1
2.1
@1) v { T i K=1
2
First recall the related geometric objects on X. Let eq, ..., e, be alocal orthonor-

mal frame on S", following the notations in [27], the induced metric, its inverse,
unit normal, and second fundamental form on ¥ are given respectively by

(2.2) gij = ¢° 8i5 + pip;
i L PipP;
2.3 = —(§; — LT
( ) 9 ¢2( J ¢2 + |V’p|2)
2 9
(2.4) Y — Vet s
ot + ¢?[V'p|?
2 /
(2.5) hij = S N— ( - ngp + 2 pipj + &' dij)

Vé?+I[Vpl? ¢
where p; = pe, = Vi, p = Vip, pij = Vi Vi p =V .p=Vjp, etc. All other
covariant derivatives are interpreted in this manner. Thus V'p = pj €.
The principal curvatures k1, ..., k, of the radial graph p are the eigenvalues of
the symmetric matrix {a;;}:

e
aij =" hi v
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where {7v*} and its inverse {v;;} are given respectively by

T Pi Pk
2.6 k= (b —
(20) ¢( * V2 + VP (o + \/¢2+|V’pl2))
97 = b0 PiPk
20 e O TR VP

In fact, {7} is the square root of the metric, i.e., YirVkj; = gij-

Obviously, ¥ is strictly locally convex if and only if the symmetric matrix {a;;}
or {hi;} is positive definite everywhere in . For simplicity, we say a C? function
p is strictly locally convex if the hypersurface ¥ represented by p is strictly locally
convex. Also, a;; > 0 (or > 0 ) means that the symmetric matrix {a;;} is positive
definite (or positive semi-definite); and a;; > b;; means that the symmetric matrices
{aij} and {b”} satisfy Qi5 — bij 2 0.

2.1. Transformation for deriving a priori estimates.

Now we change p into u for deriving C? boundary estimates in section 3. Set

l, it K=0
u

(2.8) p=C(u) = { arccotu, if K=1
1 1
“wm(A), i K=-1
2 u—1

According to (2], the range for u is (uf, 00) where

, o (0. if K=0 or 1
(2.9) W‘{L if K=-1

The formulas 22)), 3), 0), @7) and 23] can be expressed in terms of u,

(2.10) 9ij = ¢ 05 + ¢ (u) wiu;
g 1 C’Q(u)uiuj
) — U
(2'11) 9" = ¢2 (511 ¢2 +C’2(u)|V’u|2)
(2.12)
. P w)uuy )
¢ VO + (W) V'ul(6 + /9% + ¢ (w)[V'uf?)
Uil .
Oir, — , fK=0
u (% S+ Vel t ) 1
_ )1 (6 — witlk : if K =1
- w? (3 \/1—|—u2—|—|V’u|2(\/1—|—u2—|—\/1+u2—|—|V’u|2)) 1
VaZ =1 (64 — Yitlk . K =-1
! (O \/u2—1+|V’u|2(\/u2—1+\/u2—1+|V’u|2)) l
12 .
(2.13) SV B ol C)

¢+ /O + ()| V'ul?
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vy
hij N 5 OO (Viu+udi;)
J P + C2|V'ul? J J
1
— (V. u+ud;j), if K=0
\/W v
(2.14) ut +u |Vu1|
= Viu+udi;), if K=1
Varers e aae )
1
Vi —+udj;), if K=-1
Y e v e R

Hence

(2.15) Qij = %’Y% (Viau + u ) ”Y“

It is easy to see that ¥ (or u) is strictly locally convex if and only if

(216) V;J’UJ-’- uél-j >0 in €

2.2. Transformation for proving existence.

We further change u into v for proving existence in section 5 and 6. Set

e’, if K=0
(2.17) u=n(v) = { sinhwv, it K=1
cosh v, if K=-—

According to ([23), the range for v is (vE, 00) where

p ~ o0, it K=0
(2.18) L _{0, if K=1lor —1
The formula (212)) and 2I4) become
(2.19) ik — i (v) (5“C - VUL )

VIF VP + I+ Vo)

1
2.20 hi; = Viv+ viv; +n(v) 6,
(220) by = e (7 (0 Vg0 ()i, + ()6
Denoting
— 1 / 2 d ~i/€: ik — ’Uivk
V1+|Vv]2 and 7 ik Wit w)’
we have
a i“( (0) Vv + n(v)vevr + n(v) 6 )~lﬂ
(2.21) ZJ—w”Y Kl Mv)vkvr + 1 kL)Y
. 1 y i
E(" )8ij + 1 (v)F ’“VZWW)
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2.3. Reformulation of equation ([3) under transformation (ZJ).

Let f = 0,1/ ", Note that f satisfies the following properties (see [3,B]):

(2.22) §£>0 in Tp, i=1,...,n
(2.23) f is concave in I'
(2.24) f>0 inTp and f=0 on dl}

Under transformation (28], the Dirichlet problem (3]) is equivalent to

{f(ﬁ[u]) = (2, u, V'u) in O

(2.25) U= on 0f)

where we use the same 1 for the function on the right hand side, and ¢ for the
boundary value. Denote A[u] = {a;;} where a;; is given by [2.15)), F'(4) = f(A(A))
where A(A) denotes the eigenvalues of A, and

where A(r, p,u) is obtained from A[u] with (r, p, v) in place of (V'?u, V'u, u). There-
fore, k[u] = AM(A[u]) and equation (Z20) is equivalent to

(2.26) G(V"?u, V'u,u) = (2, u, V'u) in Q
U = on 0f)
We recall some properties of the function F and G (see [14] for instance). Denote
F” A = A Fz;,kl A _ v
(4) = 5o (), e

g oG , oG oG
GY(rpu) = g =(rpu), G(rpu)= —6p‘(7"7p,u)7 Gu(r,p,u) = - (r,p,u),
17 7

B) . B)
wu(z,u,p)=a—f(z,u,p), V' (z,u,p) = w(zwu,p)

Ipi
The matrix {F(A)} is symmetric with eigenvalues f1, ..., f,; by @22), FY(A) >
0 whenever A(A) € T'y; by 223), F is a concave function of 4, i.e., the symmetric
matrix F*(A) < 0 whenever A\(4) € I'y. The function G has similar properties.
In fact, from (I35 we have

oG OF Oan —¢¢' (u) Kl ik

(2.27) GY = Fklyikqil

= anj = 6akl 6'U/ij - \/¢2 +C’2(u)|V’u|2

Thus the symmetric matrix G¥ > 0 if and only if F¥/ > 0, which in particular
implies that equation (Z:20]) is elliptic for strictly locally convex solutions. Also by
@I3) we can calculate

O*G  Odapy  O*F  Oays
8uij8ukl o 8uij 8&;0(18&” 8Ukl

which implies that G is concave with respect to {u;;} for strictly locally convex w.
We next compute G° and G,.
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Lemma 2.28. Denote w = /¢? + (?(u)[V'ul?. Then

12 18 qs,, . . 12
G° = —2< ('LU'Y uq+¢7 Ul)FUCL C us FUazJ
w(¢ + w)
; CC"U Uq\ i ¢ ' BN L ¢ ij i
= ~2(00'" 4 g ) Fag + (T = gt Gy ) P ey — g
Proof.
s oF (9&17' _ g (9")/“C 1j 8hkl 15
(2.29) G = Par; Bu. = F(2 Fu. + 0 )
where
a’Yik _ ip Mg qk
(2.30) o — B, ~
From ([Z13) and (Z12),
(2.31) Mg _ (" () (dpstuq + dqsup) _ ¢ (u) upugus _ ("% () (Opsug + Pupy™)
Ou o+ w (¢ + w)?w o+ w
i Ui
(2.32) Y uy, = o
From (ZTI4) and (ZI3),
: 8hkl . C’Q(u)us
ik YTORL g —_> \""s
(2.33) ~ o v o i
Taking (230)-233)) into ([229]), we proved the first formula.
For the second formula,
- 3F 36% i 3”ka 15 ik 8hkl 15
(234 Gu = g = FY R a4 4™ H40)
where .
a/yl D a’qu qk
o~ ou !
From (ZI3),
3%k 20" ¢ uiug ¢ (u)ugup ¢¢'¢ + (" |V ul?
o -
=000+ =P - 2 (W " )
Cuiuy, ¢ ¢¢'¢" + ¢V uf?
= Oik 20" —
=0/Cou + 5 (207 = o (9 ” )
C Wi <I2C”|VIU|2 ¢/C/2
— A I(Si 2 " _
e k+¢+w(< (¢ +w)w w )
= ¢/ + Cujug (w +90 ., _ ¢I<I2)

o+w w w

In view of ([2I2), the above formula becomes

— ¢¢ CI Zk

Direct calculation from (IZZI) yields

8hi' 112 2 1112 311
P (HE PO G

ou = w w3

3%k ¢'¢"uug

(2.35)

(2.36)

¢</6
w

u A+ udy) — ——

ij
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Inserting (Z33)), (Z34]) into (Z34]) and in view of [2IH), [232) we proved the second

formula. O

Corollary 2.37. Suppose that we have the C' bounds for strictly locally convex
solutions u of @20): ul < Oyt <u < Cy and |[V'u| < Cy in Q. Then

G°] < C and |G| < C(L+D_GY)
Proof. Note that {F%(A)} and A can be diagonalized simultaneously by an or-

thonormal transformation. Consequently, the eigenvalues of the matrix { F/(A)} A4,
which is not necessarily symmetric, are given by

M{FI(A)}A) = (fikr,..., fukin)
In particular we have
FYa;; = Zfi/%
In addition, for a bounded matrix B = {b;;}, i.e. |b;;| < C forall 1 <i,j <n we
have

e Fag;| < CY firs
Thus by Lemma we have
G*] < O firi and |Gu| < CO_ fiki+ i)

Finally, by the concavity of f and f(0) = 0 we can derive that Y fir; < ¢ < C.
Also, in view of ZZT) we have Y f; < CY_ G*. Hence the corollary is proved. [

2.4. Reformulation of equation ([225) under transformation (2.I7).
Under transformation (ZI7), the Dirichlet problem (Z28]) has the following form

f(&P]) = P(z,0,V'v) in Q
233 { v=@ on 09

where x[v] = AM(A[v]) and A[v] = {a;;} with a;; given by (2.2I]). Define G by
g(r,p,v) = F(A(r,p,v))

where A(r, p,v) is obtained from A[v] with (r, p,v) in place of (V'?v, V'v,v). There-
fore equation (23]) is equivalent to

(2.39) {g(v%,v/w) = ¢(zv,V'v)  in Q
v=¢9 on Of)

The function G has similar properties as F'. Denote

i 0 : 0 0
G(r.p) = G- (rpv) G(rpv) = g (po), Galrpi) = o ()
ij i

By ([221)), we can see that equation ([2.39) is elliptic for strictly locally convex v,
and G is concave with respect to V'2v for strictly locally convex v.
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3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section we derive a priori C? estimates for strictly locally convex solution
u to the Dirichlet problem (Z28) with v > u in Q.

(3.1) lullcz@ < ©

The C' bound follows directly from the convexity of the radial graph u with
u > win Q and v = w on JNQ. In section 4, we will derive global curvature
estimates, which is equivalent to the global bound for |[V’?u| on Q from its bound
on Jf). Therefore in this section we focus on the boundary estimate

(3.2) |[V2ul < C on 09

3.1. C! estimates. The C' estimate for the case K = 0 is established in [13]. The
method turns out to work in space forms. For the sake of completeness, we provide
the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Under assumption (LX), for any strictly locally convex function u
with uw > wu in Q and u = u on O we have

(3.4) uf <yt <wu < Cy, V'u| < Cy in Q

where Cy depends only on ), supgqu and infou; C; depends in addition on
!
supyq [V'ul.

Proof. Assume that u achieves its maximum at P € 2. Then there exists @ € 0f2
and a geodesic in (2 joining from P to @, with a total length [ < 7 — € for some
e > 0. Since u is strictly locally convex, i.e. u satisfies (2.I6)), we have on the
geodesic

u' +u>0

if we use arc length s as the parameter. It follows that

!
(( Y )/coszs) =" +u)coss >0 for 0<s<I
cos s

Hence

U
( )/COSQSZU’(O):O
COos §
and therefore
SuPpq U Supgq U

u(Q) _ _

cosl ~ cos(§ —€) cos(§ —e)

A lower bound for u can be seen directly from

u(P) <

ngZigf@>u§ in Q

For the gradient estimate, note that by (Z16) we have
(3.5) ANu+nu>0 in Q
where A’ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S™. Let u be the solution of
Au+nCy=0 in Q,
{ u on 0N

u =
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By comparison principle, we have v < v < 7 in €. Since the tangential derivatives
of u on 9N are known, we obtain

(3.6) [V'u| < Cy on 0Q

Now we estimate the gradient V'u on €. Consider the test function

w = \/u? + |V'ul?
Assume w attains its maximum at zg € . Choose a local orthonormal frame
e1,...,e, around zg. At zg, there holds
ww; = (wp +udi)ur, =0, i=1,...,n

By ([2I6]) we have V'u(zp) = 0 and hence

sup [V'u| < w(zo) < supu

Q Q
We thus obtain the estimate

(3.7) Vul <C; in Q

3.2. Boundary estimates for second derivatives.

Consider any fixed point zy € 9. Choose a local orthonormal frame field
e1,...,en around zg on 2, which is obtained by parallel translation of a local
orthonormal frame field on 9 and the interior, unit, normal vector field to 0f2,
along the geodesics perpendicular to 92 on €. Assume that e, is the parallel
translation of the unit normal field on 0f2.

Since u = ¢ on 0,

Vaglu—9) ==V, (u—9)Ths af<n on 00

where Ffj are the Christoffel symbols of V’ with respect to the frame e, ..., e, on
S™. We thus obtain

(3:5) Vipu(zo)l <€, @B <n

In what follows, the Greek letters «, 3, ... indicate the indices from 1 to n — 1.

Let p(z) and d(z) denote the distances from z €  to 2y and 9Q on S", respec-
tively. Set
Qs ={2€Q:p(z) <d}
Choose §p > 0 sufficiently small such that p and d are smooth in Qs,, on which, we
have

|V'd| =1, ~CI<V?d<CI, V'p| =1, I <V?p* <3l
where C' depends only on §p and the geometric quantities of 0f2, and
V%u4ul>4del

for some constant ¢y > 0 because of the strict local convexity of u near 9.
We will need the following barrier function

U = Av + Bp?
with N
v:u—g—i—ed—?cﬂ
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and the linearized operator associated with equation (Z20])
(3.9) L=GVi;+ (G =" V;

to estimate the mixed tangential normal and pure normal second derivatives at zg.
By direct calculation and Corollary 2.37 we have

(3.10)
3 . _ N
Lv= (G”v;j +(Gi - W)vg) (u —uted— 5512)
_ Gijv/ N d2 Gijvl d Gl 7 V/ d N d2
= ij(u—g—7 )—i—e A+ (G =) Z—(u—g—l—e Y )
ij N
<GY (ng“ — (Vi(u+ 5 4= 2005ij))
—200 Y G"+Ced G"+C(1+e+ NJ)
Since G(V'?u, V'u, ) is concave with respect to V"%u,

- G (v;ju — (V) (u+ g &) — 2005“))
o < G(V?u, V'u,u) — G(v’2 (u+ % d2) — 201, V'u, u)
Note that

V2 (u+ g d*) — 2col + ul

= V?u+ul +NdV?d+NV'doV'd—2col + (u—u)l
> 2c9l —CNSI+NV'daV'd:=H

Denote g2 = {y*}. We thus have

(VQ Y —2¢oI,V'u u)
_¢C _ N -
( <l2|v/ | g 1/2(vl2(ﬂ+ D) d2) — 2¢col + UI) g 1/2)
—oC(u —1/2 —1/2
ZF( ¢2+<I2|V’ |2g Hyg )
(3.12) 6
= F( q1/2 g1 7_[1/2)
92 +C’2|V’ EA
—o¢(u 1/2 1 1/2
>
z F( </2|V/ 2 H PN (I IH )

_ —6¢'(w) )
=r ((¢2 oA ) 2 FE)

where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on Cy and C;. Combining (BI0)—-

BI2) we have
(3.13) Lv < —F(EH) + (Ce —2c) Y _ G+ C(1+ €+ Nb)
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where H = diag(2co —CNJ, ..., 2¢g — CNJ, 2cg — CNJ + N). Choose N suffi-
ciently large and e, § sufficiently small with ¢ depending on N such that

Ce<cy, CN6<cy, —F(EH)+C+2c<—1,
Therefore, (BI3]) becomes
(3.14) Lv<—coy G"—1
We then choose § < % such that
v>0 in Qs
A direct consequence of [BI4) is
(3.15) LU = ALv + BL(p*) < A(—co Y G" —1)+BC(1+» G") in Qs

which will be used later. Besides, we also need to estimate L(V)u). For this, we
first apply the formula

Vi (Viw) = Vi Viu+ T Viu+ 5 Viu+ ViDL w
to obtain
L(Vju) = GYV}; (Vi) + (G — o) V4(Viu)
(3.16) = (GYV Viju+ (G" = ¢")Viju)
+ GITL NV u+ GITY Viu + GIVITL w + (G — )Tl w
By [227) and 2I5) we have
Gijfﬁk(vﬁ-zu + udj) = FStViSVjtPék *Vip Apq Vgl = (Visl—‘lik%l) P Qtq
The term G¥ Fékvglu can be computed similarly. Taking the covariant derivative
of ([228) and applying Corollary 237 we have
GV + (G =) Vigul < C+ [ = Guur < C(L+ Y S GY)
From all these above, (BI6) can be estimated as
(3.17) L(Viu)| < 01+ 3 6
For fixed a < m, choose B sufficiently large such that
U+V,(u—9)>0 on 995
From (3I8) and (B17)
LY £V, (u—¢) <A(—cg Y _G" —1)+ BC(1+ Y _ G")
Then choose A sufficiently large such that
LW+ V,(u—¢) <0 in Qs
Applying the maximum principle we have
U+Vi(u—9)>0 in Qs
which implies

(3.18) [Vant(z0)] < C
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It remains to estimate the double normal derivative V!, u on 0€2. Since o1 (k[u]) >
0, it suffices to derive an upper bound

Viau<C on 0N

In [7], the author gives a proof (see also [29] [12]). For the sake of consistency and
also to show some details, we provide a complete proof which is slightly different.
Let &' = (k},...,K],_1) be the roots of
det(k' gap — hap) =0, a, B<n
By definition of I'y, we can verify that the projection of I';, C R™ onto R"~! is
exactly
b= N =0y A1) ERHop(N) >0, j=1,...,k—1}

Since u is k-admissible, i.e., k[u] € Ty, it follows that «'[u] € T}, _;. Note that x'[u]

may not be (k1,...,k,—1)[u]. For z € 0Q, define
dN(Z) = </¢ dlSt( [ ]( )7 ar;cfl)
where w = /@2 + (2[V/u[2. We want to prove that d(z;) := m(i?rgll d(z) has a
FAS
positive uniform lower bound.
Let 74,...,7h—1, €, be a local frame field around z; on 2, obtained by parallel
translation of a local frame field 7q,...,7,-1 around z; on 0} satisfying

9ap =0ap,  hap(z1) = Ko(21)0ap,  Ki(21) < ... < Ky (21)

and the interior, unit, normal vector field e, to 0f), along the geodesics perpen-
dicular to Q2 on €. Note that 71,...,7,1 depend on ¢ and V[ ¢,...,V, ¢ on
0. This can be seen if we let 7, = ZKn Nai €; and observe that

Nai (6% 815 + ¢"*(u) Vi, uV, w) ngj = 80 on 90
which implies that all elements of the invertible matrix n = {n,;} depend only on
pand V, @,...,V, ¢ on dQ.

By Lemma 6.1 of [3], there exists 7/ = (y1,...,71-1) € R* ! with v > ... >
Yn—1 >0 and > ~2 =1 such that I',_; C {N € R"7 |+ X >0} and

(3.19) d(z1) = <,¢ D v kin(21) = D Yo (Vaatt + t00a)(21)

a<n a<n

Note that 7/ depends on w and v, > 1.
Since w is strictly locally convex near 0f,

> Ya(Vaatt + w00a) (21) > 261

a<n

where ¢ is a uniform positive constant. Hence,

Vi(u—u)(21) > Yalta(21) = D YaVaa(u—u)(z1)

a<n a<n
= Z%‘ V u—|—ua(m (1) Z’ya u—l—uaaa)(zl)
a<n a<n

Y%

2 C1 — J(Zl)
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where ffj are the Christoffel symbols of V/ with respect to the local frame 71, ..., 7,1, €n
on S"”. We may assume d~(zl) < ¢, for, otherwise we are done. Then

Vi —u)(z1) Y Yalia(z1) > 1

a<n

Note that 0 < V! (u —u)(21) < C. Thus,
Z Yol (21) > 2¢2 >0
a<n
A straightforward calculation shows that
(3.20) [, = Z Nai M5 T, a, f<n
1,7<n
Thus by continuity of T, (z) and 0 < 7, < 1,
(3.21) > 1alla(2) > > valla(z1) —c2 > e
a<n a<n

on Q5 = {z € Q|distgn(21,2) < ¢} for some small uniform ¢ > 0 and a uniform
positive constant cs.
On the other hand, by Lemma 6.2 of [3], for any z € 92 near z1,

3" o (Vi + u00a)(2) > % Y Yarhlul(z) = d(z) = d(z1)

a<n a<n

and consequently,

Vi =9)(2) Y Yalna(2) = D 7aVaale — u)(2)

a<n a<n
(3'22) = Z Ve (V'MSD + SDUoza) (Z) - Z Ve (v/aau +u Uaoz)(z)
a<n a<n

< Z Vo (foa@ + @Uaa) (2) — J(zl)

a<n

In view of [B21)), we define in Qs,

1 -
= == Ya(Vaap + 9 0aa) = d(z1) | = Vi, (u—¢)
> Vel
at aa a<n

a<n

By B22), ® > 0 on 92 N Qs. In view of (BI7) and (320), we have
L@)<C(1+) G

Now choose B large such that ¥+ ® > 0 on 0€2s. In view of [BI5]), we then choose
A sufficiently large such that L(¥ + ®) < 0 in Q5. By BI19), (¥ + ®)(z1) =0. It
follows that V!, (¥ 4 ®)(z1) > 0 and hence

Vi au(z1) < C.

Along with (B.8) and ([BIJ), we thus have a bound |V'?u(z1)| < C, equivalently by
2I3), a bound for all the principal curvatures of the radial graph at z;. By ([224)),

dist(k[u](z1), OTk) > c3
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and consequently on 0%,

ﬂ@z&apréimmym@%w@gzg
where c3 and ¢4 are positive uniform constants. By a proof similar to Lemma 1.2 of
[3], we know that there exists R > 0 depending on the bounds in (B:8)) and (BI8)
such that if V), u(z0) > R and z¢ € 99, then the principal curvatures (k1, ..., fn)
at zg satisfy

Ko = K, +0(1), a<n
o hnn - glnhnl e T gnn—lhnn—l 9Inn — g%n T T g?zn—l
Kp = 5 5 1+0
Inn — 91p — -+ — Inn—1 hnn - glnhnl e T gnnflhlnnfl
in the local frame 74, ...,7,_1, €, around zy. However, when R is sufficiently large,

G(V"™?u,V'u,u)(z0) = f(k[u])(z0) > ¥(z0,u, V')
contradicting with equation (226). Hence V/,u < C on 99 and therefore we

proved (32).

4. GLOBAL CURVATURE ESTIMATES

Our main result on global curvature estimates can be stated as follows. The
following proof is motivated by the work [16] 27].

Theorem 4.1. Let ¥ = {(z,p(2)) |2z € Q C S"} be a strictly locally convex C* hy-
persurface in N1 (K) satisfying (L) for some positive function (V,v) € C*(T),
where T is an open neighborhood of the unit normal bundle of ¥ in N"t1(K) x S™.
Suppose

0<Cyt <p(z) <Co < pty and V'p| <Cy on Q
where Cy and C1 are positive constants. Then there exists a positive constant C

depending only on n, k, Coy, C1, inf ) and ||| c2 such that

sup  ki(2) < C(1+ sup £;(2))
z€Q z2€00
i=1,..., n i=1,...,n

Proof. 1t suffices to estimate from above for the largest principal curvature rpmax =
maxi<i<n k; of £. To construct a test function, we will make use of the following
ingredients:

o) = [ otr)ar
and the support function ’
~V'p+¢° a% >
o+ PV o

Note that 7 has a positive lower bound. Now define the test function

r= 3% = ) = (900

(4.2) 6:%mﬂm—th+ﬁ¢

where
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B =uX and N is a positive constant to be determined later.
Assume that © achieves its maximum value at xo = (20, p(20)) € . Choose a

local orthonormal frame Ey,..., E, around x¢ such that h;;j(x¢) = k;J;;, where
K1,-..., Ky are the principal curvatures of ¥ at x¢ with Ky > ... > Kk, > 0. Let V
denote the Levi-Civita connection on ¥ with respect to the metric g. Then, at xq,
1 T
(4.3) F;mhlli_N?"'B@i:O
2 T”
(4.4) Z hogi + Z Kihaii) — ﬁ(z Kihu)® — N = + N — + BPi <0
1 1
In space forms7 the Codazzi equation is
(4.5) Vihij = V;hi
and by Gauss equation we have
(4.6) hii = huii + Kiks — Kiki + K (ki — ki)

Covariantly Differentiating (II]) twice yields

(4.7) o hiin = ¢ dvi(E) + ki dy(Ey)
(4.8) o) hiiit + 0" hpgihrst > —C = Ok} + Z hmir Ay (Ep,)
Note that we have used the property of the conformal Killing field V'
VgV =¢ E
By @3), @J), @5), @8), @) as well as 0}'x; = k1) and
pq,rshpqlhrsl — Upp)qthplhqql + O'kp7qthql
we have
(4 9)
2 .
— Z ”h?)qz - ﬁ Z 0‘?(2 K/lhlli) Z K;lo-ppvq pplhqql + Z Ky UPP;QQh2
ipg i l qu pql

—ZU?KQ - —ZO’kTii—f—T—J\gZU?TE +Bo}'€i<1>
+ K ZU?_F?ZdeVz/J(Em)—ﬁ > O dytp(E) — %Zm— %ZK? <0
i m m l l

Applying (7)) as well as the following equations which can be derived by straight
forward calculation (see Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.6 in [15] for the proof)

Qi = d(p) pis Py =¢ — Tk
7 = ¢(p) pi Ki
me um+¢ )K/Z_TKJ

(#9) becomes
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(4 10)
2 g
5 Z tip, ,Q,qz ~p2 ZU};(Z mhm P Z k10 Uy hggl + = 5 Z ma”p’qqhQ
ipq i pal o

._1§:aﬂ2+N-2§:;m33— N b+ (56 + K)ok

dV"/J me u¢ _%Zﬁl_%zfﬂsgo
l l

Now we apply a result from [16] (see Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 4.4 in [16]) for
tackling third order derivatives.

Lemma 4.11. There exists a positive constant A and a finite sequence of positive
numbers {6;}%_, such that if the inequality k;/k1 < &; holds for some 1 < i < k,
then

1 2 : aap2 2
0< P [Z ki(A(ow); =0 M hppthgqi+oy” " hiyg Z Tk ;Dql “p2 Z T ; Kihui)

l pq

Let A and {&;}¥_, be given as in Lemma LTI} We divide our discussion into two
cases.
Case (i): If there exists some 2 < ¢ < k such that k; < §; k1, by ([@1) and Lemma

1T (@IQ) reduces to

C(A+1) C(A+1)
it .2 3
N-1) % ok —CN —-Cp — gl Kl — = El ky <0

Here we have used the fact that the support function 7 has a positive lower bound.
Note that
U,il K1 = — Ok
n

It follows that

k

(N-1Ep—cym <N
n

Choose N sufficiently large we obtain k1 < C'(N).
Case (ii): If case (i) does not hold, which means kj, > dj, k1, then

O > K1Kka K > 5k/£1
and an upper bound of k1 follows. O

Remark 4.12. After the proof of Theorem [l the author noticed [6] for closed
hypersurfaces in warped product spaces, where global curvature estimates for con-
vex hypersurfaces are also derived. Though our test function appears the same as
[6], the choice of the coefficients is different. In space forms, the Gauss equation
and Codazzi equation are simpler and hence 5 can be chosen to be a fixed number
depending on the sectional curvature K. In particular, when K > 0, 8 can be zero.
In [6], N is chosen to be large, and j is chosen to be further large.



HYPERSURFACES OF PRESCRIBED CURVATURE AND BOUNDARY 19

5. EXISTENCE IN R"*+1 AnDp H"H!

In this section and the next section, we confine ourselves to prescribed Gauss
curvature equation (the case when k = n). We will use classical continuity method
and degree theory developed by Y. Y. Li [20] to prove the existence of solution to
the Dirichlet problem (Z39)).

Under the transformation p = ((u) and u = 7(v), the subsolution condition (L)
becomes

5.1) G(V?0,V'v,0) > 9(z,0,V'v) in Q
' V= on 0N
For convenience, denote G[v] = G(V"?v, V'v,v). Consider the following two auxil-
iary equations.
Glv] .
=((1—-t)=—= +t Q
52 Gle] = (1= 1)g5 +1e) €0) in
v = on 0N
and
£ 3 Glv] =1 —t)e&(v) +t(z,v,V'v) in Q
(5.3) v =0 on 0N

where t € [0, 1], € is a small positive constant such that
(5.4) Glv] > e&(v) in Q

and £(v) = e?¥ if K = 0 while £(v) = sinhv if K = —1.

The existence result in R" ™! was given in [28] where the author assumed the
existence of a strict subsolution. In this section, we will consider the cases when
K =0 and K = —1 assuming a subsolution.

Lemma 5.5. Let ¥(z) be a positive function defined on 2. For z € Q and a strictly
locally conver function v near z, if

Glvl(2) = Flaij[v])(2) = f(k[v])(2) = ¢(2) £(v)(2)
then
Gulv](2) — ¥(2) €'(v)(2) <0
Proof. From (221)) we have

aai' / ~i ! ~lj
(%J - %(77 (v) 6i; + n(v)F* Vv ”Ylj)
_nt) -n*w) s o) o Ko ()
= Twrw T T ) %t )
Therefore
__K o) gy K n)
9= ey 20 T gy 2 sy 29

Since > firk; < (z)&(v) by the concavity of f and f(0) =0,

() E (v K n)  €w) .
Goltl = w(2)€'0) < s D it (G ~ ) 2o firi <0
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Lemma 5.6. For any fized t € [0,1], if V. and v are respectively strictly locally
convex subsolution and solution to [&.2l), then v > V. Thus the Dirichlet problem
B2) has at most one strictly locally convex solution.

Proof. If not, then V. — v achieves a positive maximum at some zy € 2. We have
(5.7) V(z0) > v(20), V'V(20)=V'v(2), V?V(20)<V?0(2)

Consider the deformation v[s] := (1 —s)v+ sV for s € [0,1]. In view of (2Z2I)), we
can verify that v[s| is strictly locally convex near zo for any s € [0,1]. In fact, at
20,

n(vls]) 8i; + ' (vls]) 37 Vigls] 37 = n(vls]) 6 + o' (vls]) 3 Vi,V 37
n

_ nlsl) @0\ 0 (] e s
=0 (G ~ ) % Ty (0% T WF VL A) >0

where the last inequality is true since

(Z)w <o

n
Now we define a differentiable function of s € [0, 1],
als) =6 [uls] ~ (1-0Z5 +1e) €0leD]
Since Gl
a(0) = Gv] — ((1 0% —i—te) £v) =0
and Gl
a() = Glv] = (1= +1e) W) 20,
there exists sg € [0,1] such that a(sg) = 0 and a/(sg) > 0, that is,
(58) 6ol o) = (11 -0 FH + t€) elolsol o
and
G [uls0]| Vi, (V. = v)(20) + &' [vlso]| VAV — v) z0)
(5.9) Gl ’
+ (G [olso] - (-0 Z8 +16)¢ el ) (@ = o)) 20
However, by (57), (58) and Lemma [5.5] the above expression should be strictly
less than 0, which is a contradiction. 1

Theorem 5.10. For anyt € [0, 1], the Dirichlet problem (B2) has a unique strictly
locally convex solution v, which satisfies v > v in Q.

Proof. Uniqueness is proved in Lemma [5.6l We prove the existence using standard
continuity method. Recall that u and v are related by transformation (ZIT). Hence
the C? estimate ([B3.0]) established in section 3 and 4 implies the C? bound for strictly
locally convex solutions v of ([&.2) with v > v, which in turn gives an upper bound
for all principal curvatures of the radial graph. Since f = 0 on 9T',,, the principal
curvatures admit a uniform positive lower bound, which implies that equation (5.2))
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is uniformly elliptic for strictly locally convex solutions v with v > v. We can then

apply Evans-Krylov theory [8] [I8] to obtain
(5.11) [ollcz.am@ <C

where C' is independent of ¢.
Now we consider

Oy (@) = {w € C**(Q) |w = 0 on 90},
which is a subspace of C%(§)). Obviously,

U = {w e C2*(Q)

v + w is stricly locally convex }

is an open subset of Co**(Q). Construct a map £ : U x [0,1] = C*(%),

Glv]
t) = — 1—t)=——=+1
Llw.t) =Gl +u] = (1-07 5 +te) é+w)
Set
S={te[0,1]]| L(w,t) = 0 has a solution in U }
First note that Gl
v
L(0,0) =Gv] —=—=¢&w)=0
(0,0) = G[v] £0) £(v)
hence 0 € S and S # (.
S is open in [0,1]. In fact, for any to € S, there exists wy € U such that
L(wop,tg) = 0. The Fréchet derivative of £ with respect to w at (wg, to) is a linear

elliptic operator from Cg Q) to C*(Q),
ﬁw‘(woxto)(h) = gij [Q + wo] v;gh + gi [Q + wo] V;h

+ (Qv[y—i— wo) — ((1 - to)% +to e) v+ wo)) h
By Lemma 5.5 ﬁw‘(wm t0) is invertible. Hence by implicit function theorem, a
neighborhood of ?y is also contained in S.

S is closed in [0, 1]. Let ¢; be a sequence in S converging to tg € [0,1] and w; € U
be the unique solution associated with ¢; (the uniqueness is guaranteed by Lemma
BA), i.e. L(w;,t;) = 0. Since v is a subsolution of (5.2) in view of (54), by Lemma
B8 w; > 0. Then by (EII)) we see that v; := v + w; is a bounded sequence in
C?2(Q)). Possibly passing to a subsequence v; converges to a strictly locally convex
solution vy of (&2) as i — co. Obviously wg := vg —v € U and L(wyg, tr) = 0. Thus
th €S. [l

Now we assume that v is not a solution of ([2.39), for otherwise we are done.

Lemma 5.12. Let v be a strictly locally convex solution of B3). If v > v in Q,
then v > v in Q and n(v —v) > 0 on IQ, where n is the interior unit normal to
o0

The proof of Lemma [5.12] is in the Appendix since it is long.

Theorem 5.13. For anyt € [0, 1], the Dirichlet problem ([B.3) has a strictly locally
convex solution v satisfying v > v in Q. In particular, 239) has a strictly locally
convex solution v satisfying v > v in Q.
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Proof. Since f = 0 on JI',,, the C%% estimate for strictly locally convex solutions
v of ([B3]) with v > v can be established in view of [2I7) and B1), which in turn
yields C*® estimate by classical Schauder theory

(5.14) [0l ga.agm) < Ca
Besides, we have the estimate (see the expression in ([2:21])),
(5.15) Oy < Ao = {1 (v)Viv +n()viv; +n(v) 6} < CoI in Q

where Cy ancl Cy are independent of ¢. _
Let Cy"®(2) be the subspace of C**(Q) defined by

Cy*(Q) := {w € C**(Q) |w = 0 on N}
and consider the bounded open subset
w > 0in Q, Viw > 0 on 99Q,
O =S weCH*@) | 65 I < Au+w] < C2l inQ
lwllgaa@ < Ca+ llullosag
Construct a map M;(w) : O x [0,1] — C%*(Q)
Mi(w) = Glut+w] — (1 —t)e flu+w) — tY(z,0+w, V' (e+w))

Let v° be the unique solution of (5.2) at ¢t = 1 (the existence and uniqueness are
guaranteed by Theorem [510). Note that v° is also the solution of (53] when ¢ = 0.
Set w" = v — v. By Lemma [5.6, we have w® > 0 in €2, which in turn implies that
w? > 0in Q and V4w’ > 0 on 992 by Lemma Also note that v° satisfies

(GI4) and (BIH). Thus, w® € O. From Lemma 512 (EI4) and (GI5) we observe
that M, (w) = 0 has no solution on 9O for any ¢ € [0, 1]. Besides, M, is uniformly

elliptic on O independent of t. Hence the degree of M; on O at 0
deg(Mt7 Oa O)

is well defined and independent of ¢. Therefore we only need to compute deg(My, O, 0).
Note that Mg(w) = 0 has a unique solution w° € O, and the Fréchet derivative
of My with respect to w at w? is a linear elliptic operator from Cy**(€2) to C> (%),

Mouluo(h) = G Wik + G0 Vik 4 (Gulo"] = € €(0°)) A
By Lemma [£.5]
Go[1']— e &(°) <0 in Q
Hence My |0 is invertible. By the degree theory in [20],
deg(Myp, 0,0) = deg(Mo.w|wo, B1,0) = £1 #0
where Bj is the unit ball in Cy>*(€). Thus
deg(My, 0,0) #£0 for all ¢t € [0,1]

which implies that the Dirichlet problem (B3] has at least one strictly locally convex
solution for any ¢ € [0,1]. In particular, ¢ = 1 solves the Dirichlet problem (2.39).
O
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6. EXISTENCE IN S7H!

For any ¢ > 0, we want to prove the existence of a strictly locally convex solution
to the following Dirichlet problem when K =1,
{ Gl := G(V"?u,V'u,u) = (z,u,V'u) — ¢ in Q

Nl
(6.1) U = on 0f)

Then a strictly locally convex solution to ([2:26]) follows from the uniform (e-independent)
C? estimates (established in Section 3 and 4) and approximation.

As we have seen from last section, there does not exist an auxiliary equation in
Si“ with an invertible linearized operator. Hence we want to build a continuity
process starting from an auxiliary equation in R"*1,

For this, we first consider a continuous version of (ZI5). For ¢ € [0, 1], denote

t —(¢)'e t\ik (o t\lj
aij = Jo + (Ct)’2|V’u|2(7 )" (Vigu + udp) (7)Y

where
tyik _ 1 Sin — (6" (w)usun
= G e e e e
and
$(p) = Smf”) with pe (o, %)
CHu) = %arccot% with u € (0,00)

Note that these geometric quantities on X correspond to the background metric
g =dp* +(¢")*(p) o

Geometrically, (R"*1, g') is the upper hemisphere ST‘I (1) with center 0 and radius

1. The corresponding sectional curvature is K* = ¢*. As ¢ varies from 0 to 1, g

provides a deformation from R"*! to S,
Define

G'[u] = G"(V"u,V'u,u) = F(a};)
Hence G' = G. The following property is true by direct calculation.

Proposition 6.2. G'[u] is increasing with respect to t.

Proof.
v/u2 1 i Y
aij = (1 + 1|L2 n |t2) (Vi + ubn) 7
where
;yik _ 6k _ Ui U
TV [V (Va1 2 4 a2 2 [Vul?)
0

9 trg IV =372 5
8tG[u]_( +u2+t2) F
(AT

(u2+t2)27

|V’u|2 ) 8’7%

2(1
+ +u2+t2 ot

) (Vﬁdu + u&kl)ﬁ“
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The inverse (7;1) of (7%%) is given by
Ui U
u 12 + /(W2 + 22 + (u + 2)|V'u]?

ik = Oir +

Since

8:71-]6 _ _:Yip 8:qu ;?qk
ot ot
Mpg Up Ug t

ot (u? 4+ 2)3/2\/u? + 2 + |V'ul?

~ik \/U2+t2
VU = u
Vu? 4+ t2 + |Viul|?

and

therefore,

— G'u) = ! .

Vu? + 82 (u? + 12 + |V’u|2)3/2
(|V’u|25iq + 2uiuq)’~qu (V;du + u5kl) :ylj >0

Likewise, we define

U] =9 (2,0, Vi) = 91 (V)

1 NEE
S 2, s (V’u + z)
VUZ+82 7 JuZ 2+ [V'u]?

Note that z = 8%.
Recall that we have assumed a strictly locally convex subsolution.

u =y on 0f)
Choose € small such that

1
€ < min { min G°[u], = min t}
Q 2 [0,1x0x[Cy 1, Col x {p €R™| |p|<C1}

By continuity, for ¢t € [1 — 01, 1] where d; is a sufficiently small positive constant
depending on €, we have

t tr,1 € :
(6.3) G'lu] > ¢'fu] - 3 in Q
u =g on 0%
Denote G'[v] = GH(V"?v,V'v,v) =: G*[e”]. Consider the continuity process,
6 Gtlo] = (1= T(t) 8¢ + T(t) (w[ev] —e) in 0
v = lngy on 0N

where s is a small positive constant such that

€
02 m@ny < =
Q 2
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and T'(t) is a smooth strictly increasing function with 7°(0) = 0, T'(1) = 1 satisfying

min G%fu] > 2T(1—6) max ¢'[u]
Q [0,1]xQ

Proposition 6.5. v = Inw is a strict subsolution of (64 for anyt € [0,1].
Proof. For t € [1 — 61,1,
G'l] =G'ful > 'l - 5 > deu+ (V'[u] — ¢)
> (1=T(t))62e* + T(t) (V'[e4 —¢)
For ¢t € [0,1 — 04],
G'lo] =G'ful > G°lu] > 5 + T(1-38)4'[u]
> (1=T(t) b2u* + T(t) (V'[u] —€)
=(1-T(1)62¢* + T(t) (V'[e*] —¢)

Now we can obtain the existence results in ST‘l.

Theorem 6.6. For any t € [0, 1], the Dirichlet problem ([GA) has a strictly locally
convex solution v with v > v in Q. In particular, [@1]) has a strictly locally convex
solution u satisfying v > w in  when K =1.

Proof. The C*“ estimates for strictly locally convex solutions v of (64 with v > v
is equivalent to the C%® estimates for strictly locally convex solutions u with u > u
to the Dirichlet problem

G'lu]l = (1=T(t)) 62 u® + T(t) (¢'[u] —€) in Q
(6.7)
u =@ on 0f)
which can be established by changing ¢ and ¢ into ¢' and ¢! in section 3, 4. Then

C* estimate follows by classical Schauder theory. Thus we have the t-independent
uniform estimates,

(68) ||U||C4,a(§) < Oy and O;ll < {'Uij + viv; + 51]} < Cyl in Q
Consider the subspace of C+%(Q) given by
Cy*(Q) := {w € C**(Q) |w = 0 on 9N}
and the bounded open subset
w >0 in Q, Vi w >0 on 09,
0= ’U}ECE)LQ(Q) C;ll< {v+w)i; + (v+w); (W+w); + 05} <CoIinQ
||w||c4,a(§) <Cy+ ||E||c4,a(§)
Construct a map My (w) : O x [0,1] — C%2(Q),
Mu(w) = G'fu+u] — (L= T(0)) 5 € — T(0) (] — c)

At t = 0, by Theorem [EI0 for the case K = 0, there is a unique solution v° to (6.4)).
By Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 12 we have w® := v —v > 0 in Q and VL, w" > 0
on 9. Moreover, v° satisfies ([6.8) and thus w’ € O. Also, Lemma [5.12] and (G.8))
implies that M;(w) = 0 has no solution on 9O for any t € [0,1]. Besides, M; is
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uniformly elliptic on O independent of t. Therefore, deg(M;, O, 0), the degree of
M, on O at 0, is well defined and independent of . Hence it suffices to compute
deg(/\/lo, O, 0).

Note that Mo(w) = 0 has a unique solution w® € O. The Fréchet derivative of

M with respect to w at w? is a linear elliptic operator from C;'*(Q) to C2<(9Q),
Moulwo(h) = (G°)I[°) Vish + (GO [0°) Vi + ((9°)u[v’] = 202¢*" ) B
By Lemma
(G°)u[v°] — 262¢2” <0 in Q
Thus Mg |0 is invertible. Applying the degree theory in [20],
deg(My, 0,0) = deg(Mo,ilwo, B1,0) = £1 #0
where Bj is the unit ball in C;*(€). Thus
deg(My, 0,0) A0 for all ¢t € [0,1]

and this theorem is proved. 0

7. APPENDIX: PROOF OF LEMMA [5.12

Proof. Recall that we have assumed that v is not a solution of (Z39). By ([&I]) and
(E4) we know that v is a strict subsolution of (53) when ¢ € [0,1), while it is a
subsolution but not a solution of (53] when ¢t = 1. It is relatively easy to prove
the conclusion when ¢ € [0, 1), following the ideas in [28]. For the case t = 1:

{g[v] = (z,v,V'v) in Q

v = on 0N

we will make use of the maximum principle which was originally discovered in
[26], while more precisely stated for our purposes in [9] (see section 1.3, p. 212).
Because the maximum principle and Hopf lemma there are designed for domains
in Euclidean spaces, we need to rewrite the above equation in a local coordinate
system of S™. For keeping the strict local convexity of the variations in our proof,
we first transform the above equation back under the transformation (2I7) into a

form as (2.20]):
(7.1) {G(V'2U,V’u,u) = (z,u, V'u) in Q

on Of)

u

I
IS

Recall that G(V"?u, V'u,u) = F(A[u]) where A[u] = {7*hi7"}. Since at this
time we do not use local orthonormal frame on S™, but rather a local coordinate
system of S”, v** and hy; will appear different from (ZI2) and @I4).

Meanwhile, the subsolution assumption (1)) (i.e. (7)) can be rewritten as

G(V?u, V'u, u) > 9(z,u, V'u) in Q
U= @ on Of)
Note that u is not a solution of (ZZ1]).

(i) We first show that if a strictly locally convex solution w of () satisfies
u>win Q, then u > u in Q. Let N ¢ Q be the north pole of S™. Take the radial



HYPERSURFACES OF PRESCRIBED CURVATURE AND BOUNDARY 27

projection of S* \ {N} onto R x {—1} € R"*! and let Q be the image of Q. We

thus have a coordinate system (z1,...,x,) on R” x {—1} 2 R"™. The metric on S",
its inverse, and the Christoffel symbols are given respectively by
16 P
7ij = 73 Oiss p=4+) i, ot = 15 0ij

2
Ffj = —; (&kxj + 5jk517i — 5ij517k)

Consequently, the metric on ¥, its inverse and the second fundamental form on X
are given respectively by (c.f. [27])

gij = &% 0ij + ¢ (u) usu;

sy Pl -
ij ij i i
=5 ) v =
_ !
hij = ¢(u) (Viju+uoij)
Vo2 + 2 W) V'ul?
The entries of the symmetric matrices {7;x} and {y**} depend only on z1,...,z,,

u and the first derivatives of u.
Now, set @ = pu. By straightforward calculation,

251’;’
"

2 (a- Zk: iy )

As a result, () can be transformed into the following form:

1.
(72) V;Ju +uoi; = ;uij +

é(D2a,Da,a,x1,...,:cn):F(A[ED — (1, ... 20,8, DE)  in
W
U =pu on N
where ;= 2%, Dit = (i1, ..., i), ilij = 5240 and D% = {il;;}.
Meanwhile, u := p u satisfies
G(D2@7D@a@7$15"'5 ) Z &(xlv"'axna@aD@) iIl Q
U =pu on 09

Subtract the above two,
E(@— ﬁ) = a;j(x) (@ —0)i; + bi(x) (@ —a); +c(x) (@—1u) >0

where x := (21,...,2,),

a;j(x) = /01 G ds, bi(z) = /01 (G” - 151) ds, c(x) = /01 (éa - 1@1) ds,

GY guG (D2 +sD*(— 1), Di+sD(@—a), 4+ s (& —a), 1, ,:Cn>,
ij
) 31/1 (3:1, T, WA s (0 — 1), Dﬁ—l—sD(u—u)),
i
and G’ = 8G Gz = % ba = a—w can be defined similarly.

ou
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In view of (C2) and (Z27) we know that

i 0G _ OF day 1 0G
a 817@' o 8akl 817@' o 12 8uij

Hence the linearized operator £ is uniformly elliptic. Besides, its coefficients are
uniformly bounded, which can be seen from the algebraic fact

(a,yll (9’71n a,ynn) B (agll agln agnn

1 1 —1
o an) =\ e 8A>(I®g +972®I)

where =2 = {+**} and A can be @ or @; withi=1,...,n.

Therefore, we can apply the Maximum Principle (see p. 212 of [9]) to conclude
that @ > @ in €, which immediately yields u > u in Q.

(ii) To prove n(u —u) > 0 on 99, we pick an arbitrary point zy € 92 and
assume zg to be the north pole of S* C R"*!. We introduce a local coordinate
system about zy by taking the radial projection of the upper hemisphere onto the
tangent hyperplane of S™ at zy and identifying this hyperplane to R". Denote
the coordinates by (y1,...,y,) and assume that the positive y,-axis is the interior
normal direction to 92 C S™ at zg. In this coordinate system, the metric on S”, its
inverse, and the Christoffel symbols are given respectively by (see [24], [13])

1 YiY; 2
ri= (o= 0g) w=A1+ 0

o = 1 (655 + yiy;)

0irY; + Okys

112
The metric g;;, its inverse g%/ and the second fundamental form h;; on ¥ have the
form as above. The entries of the symmetric matrices {7;x} and {7*} depend only

on yi,...,Yn, u and the first derivatives of u.
Now set @ = pu. By straightforward calculation we have

k _
Tk =—

(73) V;J’UJ +u 045 = ,u_lﬂij

Equation (ZI)) can be transformed into an equation defined in an open neighbor-
hood of 0 on R™, which is the radial projection of a neighborhood of zy on S™:

G(D%a, D, iy, - - ., yn) = F(AED — (Y1, Yn, @, D)

S 8n e (o N 8% 2~ _ (=
where @; = B—U“i, Di = (t1,...,Uy), Gy = W@uyj and D4 = {;;}.

In view of (IEI) and (ZZ17) we know that
0G  OF da 1 0G

811”- a 8akl 8’&“ a ; 8uij

By (i) and applying Lemma H (see p. 212 of [9]) we find that (& — @), (0) > 0 and
equivalently n(u — u)(z9) > 0.
O
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