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THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR A CLASS OF CURVATURE
EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE

MENGRU GUO AND HEMING JIAO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the Dirichlet problem for a class of pre-
scribed curvature equations in Minkowski space. We prove the existence of
smooth spacelike hypersurfaces with a class of prescribed curvature and gen-
eral boundary data based on establishing the a priori C? estimates.

Keywords: Minkowski space; Prescribed curvature equations; a priori C?
estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let R™! be the Minkowski space, i.e., the space R” x R equipped with the metric
ds* :dx%—l—---—i—dxi—dxiﬂ.

In [21], the second author and Sun studied a class of curvature equations with
constant boundary condition in a domain of Euclidean space. The purpose of the
current work is to extend the results of [2I] to the Minkowski case with general
boundary data. Unlike the Euclidean case, bad terms including the square of cur-
vatures appear when we differentiate the equations twice in the Minkowski context.
That is why it is still an open problem whether the Dirichlet problem for k-curvature
equations

(1.1) o (K[My]) =

are solvable for 3 < k < n— 3, although it is well known long ago for corresponding
equations in the Euclidean context, where M, = {(z,u(x)) : & € Q} is the graphic
hypersurface defined by the function v and

Uk(’i) = Z Kiy =+ Ry,

1< < <ig<n

are the k-th elementary symmetric functions, £k = 1,...,n. The reader is referred
to [B, M7, I8, 19 for the study of the Dirichlet problem for (II]) and more general
curvature equations in the ambient Euclidean space.

In this paper, we are concerned with the graph of a spacelike function u defined
in a bounded domain €2 C R™. Here the terminology “spacelike” means that

sup |Du| < 1.
Q
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It is easy to find that for a spacelike function u, the Minkowski metric restricted to
M, defines a Riemannian metric on M,:

9ij = 5ij — DiuDju, 1 < i,j < n.

The second fundamental form of M, with respect to its upward unit normal vector

field
(Du, 1)

VI |Du?

hij = L
/1= |Dul?
The principal curvatures 1, ..., Kk, of M, are defined by the eigenvalues of {h;;}

with respect to {g;;}.
A C? regular spacelike hypersurface M, is called (1, n)-convex if the principal

is given by

curvatures kK = (K1,...,k,) € I' at each X € M, where T' is the symmetric cone
defined by
I = {KJ: (Iil,...,lin) ER":)\Z':ZK/Z- >O,Z:1,7’]’L}
J#i

In addition, we call a C? spacelike function u : 2 — R admissible if its graph M,,
is (n,n)-convex. Such hypersurface was introduced by Sha [27] and Wu [34] to
describe the boundaries of Riemannian manifolds which have the homotopy type
of a CW-complex and was studied extensively in [28] [I5].

Let H(X) be the mean curvature of M, at X € M,. Define the (0,2)-tensor
field n on M by

n=Hg—h.
It is clear that a hypersurface M, is (1, n)-convex if and only if 7) is positive definite
at each point of M,. The (n,n)-curvature at X € M, is defined by K,(X) :=
AL(X) -+ A (X), where
A(X) = ki(X).
J#i
Obviously, we have
Ky (X) = det(g~'n(X)).
In this paper, we consider the existence of smooth spacelike (7, n)-convex hyper-
surface satisfying the Dirichlet problem
(1.2) {Kn[Mu] = (x,u) in Q,
U= on 0f2,
where 1 € C®(Q x R) > 0 and p € C>(99Q). We usually need some geometric
conditions on 2 when we consider Dirichlet boundary value problem. A bounded
domain 2 C R" is called admissible if there exists a positive constant K such that
for each x € 09,
(&Y (x),..., k2 (x),K) €T,
b

where k4 (), ..., k% _;(x) are the principal curvatures of 9Q at z. Using almost the
same arguments of Lemma 2.1 in [3], we can prove that Every affine spacelike data

admits an admissible extension to 2 if and only if € is convex and admissible.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume that §) is convex and admissible with smooth boundary 9.
Suppose 1 = Y(x,z) € C°(Q xR) >0, ¥, = 0 and p € C®(IN). In addition,
assume that there exists an admissible subsolution u € C?(QQ) satisfying

{Kn[Mu] > (x, u) in Q.

(1.3) ; = on 0f2.

Then there exists a unique admissible solution u € C>(Q) to (L2).

A necessary condition for (L2) being solvable is that |[0p| < 1 on 02, where dp
means the gradient of ¢ on the boundary 0. It is also of interest to construct
subsolutions satisfying (L3). Using methods in Section 2 of [4], we may construct
a function v satisfying A(D?v) € T on €, supg|Dv| < 1 and v|8Q = ¢ in an
admissible domain provided ¢ can be extended to a convex spacelike function on
Q. Thus, the function v can be a subsolution to (2 if sup is sufficiently small.
In particular, we can construct a subsolution for spacelike affine ¢ in this case. If
Q) is strictly convex and ¢ can be extended to a spacelike strictly convex function
on Q, the strictly convex solution to the Lorentz-Gaussian curvature equation

det(D?u)
(1.4) (1= [Du) 272
U= on 0f)

can be a subsolution to (LZ). The reader is referred to [7] for the solvability of
(T4). Therefore, we have

=Y(z,u) in Q,

Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a bounded and strictly convex domain in R"™ with 9§} €
C*. Suppose p = Pp(x,z) € C°(Q2xR) >0 and 1, = 0. Assume that ¢ € C*°(Q)

is spacelike and strictly convex. Then there exists a unique admissible solution

u € C®(Q) to D).

The Dirichlet problem for prescribed mean curvature equation in Minkowski
space (([CI) with & = 1) was first solved by Bartnik and Simon [2], while the
prescribed Lorentz-Gauss curvature equation (L4 was studied by Delanoe [7] (see
[11] also). The Dirichlet problem for prescribed scalar curvature equation ((LI])
with k = 2) was solved by Bayard [3] with the dimension n = 3,4 and by Urbas [31]
with general n. Schniirer [26] considered a class of prescribed curvature equations
which exclude () with 1 < & < n and (L2). There are also interesting works
on curvature equations in Lorentzian manifolds without boundary (see [9, [I0]).
Ren-Wang’s methods in [23] 24] can apply to equation (L) to solve the cases
k=n—1and k = n — 2. However, the solvability of (I]) is still an open
problem for 3 < k < n — 3. The reason is the lack of the a priori C? estimates.
Huang [16] established the second estimates for (ILT]) under an additional condition.
Recently, Wang-Xiao [33] and Ren-Wang-Xiao [25] considered the Entire spacelike
hypersurfaces with prescribed curvatures in Minkowski space.

Curvature equations in Euclidean context were extensively studied by various
authors, we refer the reader to [5l 3] 4] 17, 18, 19, 22, 2I] and the references
therein for related works. In particular, (I2) in the Euclidean context with ¢ =
constant was considered in [21].

In this paper, we establish a Pogorelov type estimate for second order derivatives
(Theorem A1) where we have used a method from [I2] and [30] to deal with bad
third order terms. When the boundary data ¢ is not constant, the estimates for
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double normal derivatives on the boundary become much more complicated. We
shall use an idea of [I8] and [19] to overcome these difficulties.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provided some
preliminaries. In Section 3, The C" estimates are established. Section 4 and 5 are
devoted to the global and boundary estimates for second order derivatives respec-
tively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this work, ¢; = g—i, vij = %, Dy = (1, , ) and Do = (p;;)
represent ordinary first-order and second-order derivatives, gradient and Hessian
matrix of a function ¢ € C?(Q) respectively.

Let u be a spacelike function and M, its graph. Let ;41 = (0,---,0,1) € R™+L,
Thus, the height function of M, u(x) = —(X, €y4+1), where (-, -) is the Minkowski
inner product.

We see that the principle curvatures of M, are eigenvalues of the matrix

1 Du® D
- (1+7“®2 “)D%
w w

or the symmetric matrix Afu] = {a;; }:

1. ,
2.1 aii = —yFuyY,

( ) iJ wW kLY

where 7% = &, + oty and w = /1 — [Dul?. Note that {y*/} is invertible and
its inverse is the square root of {g;;}: {7} = {dij — 75 }-

For r € S™*™ and p € R™ with [p| < 1, define

e oa((r+ 252)1)

Sk(?‘,p) = Uk()‘(rvp))'
Following [19], we introduce the following notations. For p € R™, i = 1,...,n, let
p(i) be the vector obtained by setting p; = 0, r(i) the matrix obtained by setting
the i*" row and column to zero and r(i,4) represent the matrix obtained by setting
r;; = 0. Denote

and

Sk,i(r,p) = Sk(r(i), p(0)).

Similar calculations as in [19] yield

1—|p(i)? .
(22) 810r:0) = SO St + O(rti )
forall 1 <i<nandl <k < n, where Sy is defined by Sy = 1. More general,
let é1,...,€, be local orthonormal frames in R™ and write ¢;(z) = e (2)9; for
i=1,...n, where 0y, --- ,0, is the rectangular coordinate system on R". Denote

Viu = eguj, @iju = ei—“eéukl and VZu = {@”u}
We have
Sy (D*u, Du) = S (V?u, Vu)

2.3 1 — IVu(i)l2 = - - -
23) I VUOR G s (2, T + O 2u(i, )]).
1= [Vul?
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When n = 2, equation ([C2)) is the classic prescribed Gauss curvature equation. For
general n,

(2.4) Ky [M] = Ky ()) = " o1 (0)" ().
i=2

By (Z4)) and (Z3]), we have

L O qnige = = =

Kp(My) = — Z; STV, V) Si(V2u, Vu)
~ n—1

1 (1—[Vu(n)]? 52, T\ (© -1
2.5 = — _— . n
(2.5) o ( I [Sup St (V2u, V) (Vppu)

n—2
i=1

where P; depend only on @a,@u (a4 S < 2n) and Vu,i=0,1,...n—2.
For k € T, let

(2.6) A= Kji=1,...,mn.

J#i
and
(2.7) F(R) == A1 - A
Thus, we find
Ky[Mu) = f(x),
where Kk = (K1,...,Ky) are the principal curvatures of M,. We need some basic

properties of f(k) (seeing [20]). First there exists an positive constant dp depending
only on n such that

~ Of(r) ) .
(2.8) fi(k) = O, >0, inli=1,...,n,
(2.9) fY™(k) is concave in T,
(2.10) f>0inT and f =0 on JT,
and
(2.11) fi(k) =80 filk), if 5; < 0,Vk €T.

In addition, for any constant A > 0 and any compact set K in I' there is a number
R = R(A, K) such that

(2.12) fk1, o Bp1,6n + R) = A, forall k € K.

In this paper, we denote 0,4, ... i, (K) = O (k) Ky ==k, =0 for integer 1 < iy, ,ig <
n,1 <m < nandn—k< m. Obviously, we have
doy,
6!@

Zok_l;i(n) =(n—k+1)ok-1(k)

(k) = op—1;i(K),
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and

Z Ok—1:(K)Rki = kog(k).

Choose local orthonormal frames {ej,eq, -+ ,e,} on TM,. V denotes the in-
duced Levi-Civita connection on M. For a function v on M,,, we denote Vv = V., v,
Vijv = V?v(e;i, e;), etc in this paper. Thus, we have

» | D
Vul =/ gYuju; = ————.
| | g J 1—|Du|2

In normal coordinates, we have the following fundamental formulae and equa-
tions for the hypersurface M in Minkowski space R™1:

Vi; X =hi;v  (Gauss formula)
Vv =h;;e; (Weigarten formula)
Vihi; =Vhi,  (Codazzi equation)
Rijst = — (hishj — hithjs)  (Gauss equation),

(2.13)

where h;; = (D, v, e;) is the second fundamental form of M.

3. C'! ESTIMATES

In this section, we establish the C'! estimates for the admissible solution to (L2).
Indeed, we prove there exists a constant 0 < 6y < 1 such that

(3.1) sup |Du| < 1 — 6.
Q

First, by the arithmetic and geometric mean inequality, we see

. M+ +A n-1
(KoM = 30 x < 2 L=,
n n
where \; = Z#i kj,t=1,...,n, K1,..., Ky are the principal curvatures of M, and

H := 01(k) is the mean curvature of M,. By [2], there exists a spacelike solution
€ C*(Q) to the Dirichlet problem

HIMy) = —=¢'/"(@7) i,
=@ on 0f.

Thus, by the maximum principle, we have
u<u<uin Qand @ =wu = wu on 9N,

which implies
ou_ou _om
Oy "oy o
where + is the interior unit normal to 9€2. Then we have
(32) sup [u| < max{sup [u], sup |u|}
Q Q Q

and

(3.3) sup | Du| < max{sup |Dul,sup |Du|} <1 -6
o9 o9 a0
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for some constant 0 < € < 1 since u and @ are both spacelike. Next we prove an

upper bound for
1

= =

1
VI—|Dup w

Theorem 3.1. Let u € C*(Q)NCL(Q) be an admissible solution of ([L2)). Suppose
the smooth function v satisfies 1, > 0. Then

supg 1DV o )+dia Q))
(3'4) Supﬁ} < €< nmfﬁw ( 5up8§2‘¢‘ 1 m( supu},
Q o
Proof. Let
Q = d)eB“,

where B is a positive constant to be determined later. Suppose the maximum value
of @) is achieved at an interior point xy € 2. It follows that

Q= 1ogQ = logw + Bu

also attains its maximum at zg. Let €1,...,€,41 be a standard basis of R*+!,
We may assume ui(xg) = |Du(xo)| and uj(zg) = 0 for j > 2 by a rotation of
€1,..., €, if necessary. Let {e1,ea, - ,e,} be an orthonormal frame on M,, around
Xo = (zg,u(x0)) such that, at xo,

D
vlu: M = |VU|,ViU:Ui:0a forl>2
w

We may set
s 9 .
e, =70, i=1,...,n,
iUs

where 7% := §;5 + m and O, := €5 + Us€nt1- We may further rotate eo, ..., €,

such that {u;;}; j>2 is diagonal at xo. By the Weingarten formula, we have
Vit = =V (v, €nt1) = —(hijej, ent1) = —hij (705, €ni1) = hij Vju.
At x¢ where @ attains its maximum, we have

Vzﬁ) hﬂvlu

(3.5) 0=V,Q= +BVu=

w

and

VihiiViu+ hyViu _ (hilvlu)2

(36) 0>V;Q= = + BV;u.
w

w

We may assume Du(zg) # 0 for otherwise we are done. In the rest of the proof, all
the calculations are carried out at Xy. First we note that

hll = —Bw and hli =0 for i 2 2
by (B3) and the fact V u(zg) = 0 for ¢ > 2. Since at Xy,

Ui
w3’

U1

hll = hliz ) and hij = for 1, 22,
w w

we find that the matrix {h;;} is diagonal at Xy, and so is {F¥}, where
9f(A(h))

Fi = 2
6hij
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Next, by the Codazzi equation and differentiating the equation (LZ), we have
F'"ihiy = F*"V1hii = Vih = g, Viz; + ¥, Viu
(3.7) R

w

+ Y Viu = (e, + Yuur) = 0,
where the last inequality is due to that 1, > 0. By the Gauss formula, we have
(3.8) Viju==Vi{X,ent1) = —(Vi; X, €nt1) = —hij (v, €n11) = Whij.
Combining (BH)-[B1), we obtain

0> F'VyuQ > b, urd + FPh% — B2F'Y(V1u)? + B
(3.9) > — |Dy| - |Duliw + B*@*F** — B*F''(Vu)* + Bnyw

> — |Dy|w + B*F'' + By > (Bny) — | D))

Then we get a contradiction provided

supg | DY
ninfg v

and (34) follows as [3]. O
It follows from (B3]) and (34]) that BI]) holds.

B>

4. INTERIOR AND GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR SECOND ORDER DERIVATIVES

In this section, we consider the interior and global estimates for second order
derivatives.

Theorem 4.1. Let p € C*(Q) N C°(Q) be a spacelike conver function satisfying
@ >uin ) and @ = u = @ on 0). Then there exist positive constants o and C
depending only on n, Oy (defined in BI)) and ||¢||c2 such that

(4.1) (¢ —u)*|D*u| < C.
Proof. Let
W (X,8) = ¢*e? X hee

for X € M,, and unit £ € Tx M, where ¢ := ¢ —u and b is a positive constant to
be chosen. Suppose the maximum of W is achieved at X¢ = (xo,u(xo)) € M, and
&o € Tx,M,,. We choose a local orthonormal frame {eq, ez, - ,e,} about Xy such
that,

fo = €1, Veiej =0 at Xo.

We may also assume that {h;;} is diagonal at X and furthermore,
hiyr = - = han.
Let n;; = Hd;j — h;j. We find {n;;} is also diagonal at X, and
M1 = Z Nan-
In the rest of proof, the calculations are all carried out at Xy. First we note that

the function (defined near Xj)

b
alog( +loghiy + §|X|2



PRESCRIBED CURVATURE EQUATIONS 9

achieves its maximum at Xy and therefore,

(4.2) oIS X ey + Vit gy
¢ h11

and

Vi€ (Vz‘C>2 Viihi1 (vihll)z
4.3 0>« -« +b(1+ hiu(X,v)) + —
( ) C C ( < >) hll hll
Next, we have
(4.4) Vi@ = D*@leiej) + Y vkPrhij.

k=1
Since @ is convex, we have
n n
FiIVyp 2> @l h =Y v/,
k=1 k=1

where
aftm(A(h)

B =
8hij

It follows that

(4.5) FiVu¢ = F'Vu(g —u) > <Z VPl — VnH) Fihy > —C.
k=1
Using standard formulae and differentiating the equation (2] twice, we have
(46) FNijhay = = FIMNV hijVohi — Fhishaihu
' + F9highjihay + Vap(1™),

where

[ e )

' Oh;jOhg
(The reader is referred to [32] for a proof of ([@G]).) It follows that
(4.7)  FVihyy = —F9MN 0 Vihgg — (0Y™)h2) + hay FPR2, + Vi (01™)
By ([(@3), (£8) and ([@7T), we obtain
Ca

(4.8) 0> -+ by F'+ F'h} —Chyy + E

provided hq; is sufficiently large, where
Fij kT ] A v A v 2
oy FYNL R Vg Qi (E) _ pii (vzhll)
hi1 ¢ h11
To estimate E we use the following lemma proved by Andrews [I] and Gerhardt [§]

as in [12].

Lemma 4.2. For any symmetric matriz A = {a;;}, we have

a“aﬂ_’_z (fY™); — (fY™); a2

Ki — K
i#£] J

62f1/n
8 0K

(4.9) ﬁ'ij’klaijakl

ZJ'
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Set
J = {Z t N —Shll} K= {Z shy > —Shll}
for fixed 0 < s < 1/3. We have, by (£9) and the Codazzi equation,
o Frit _ frii
—F9RN 1y iV gy > Z m(vlhij)2
iy 93T
fii _ il ,
4.10 >oN 8 (v
(410 ;hu—hn‘( )
9 o
Fit Fll V. h
T > )(Vihi1)

icK

By ({2) and (#I0), we have

i .2 Vihi\” C_bz
zeZKF {(1—|—s ! a)( hi1 ) * a}
2
oy pfe(m) )

e JU{1}

(4.11)

Assume that « is sufficiently large such that 1% —-1- % > 0. Combining (L)) and
(ETT) we get
Cbv? gy Ca
b— — Pt F“h2 —— —Ch
( a ) 2 ¢ !
provided
s2h3,¢% = C(a? +b2).

2
th

We may further assume that a > b such tha 9. Thus, we obtain

(4.12) 0> gZF + = F“h2 - % — Chy.

As in [6], we consider two cases, where € is a small positive constant to be deter-
mined later.
Case 1. |h“| g Gohll for all ¢ 2 2

Note that
Nis = Z R
k#i
and
mi g gnnn
Then we have
[1—(n—2)elhi < Zh i =n22 < < pp < (14 (1 — 2)eglhir.
J#2
It follows that
Tn1(n) =22+ Man = (1= (n = 1)eo)" AT
Choosing ¢ sufficiently small we get
Rt hu
2 2

Unfl(n) =
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We then obtain

1

.. n—1
(4.13) ZF” = Tl/ﬁ_l%—l(??) = b1hi

for some positive constant d; depending only on n and sup . Thus, by [@I2]) and

E13), we have

b51 Ca
0> —hi1 — — — Chi1.
5 c 11
Fixing b sufficiently large, we obtain
Ca
h < —
16 S 5 /2—C

and (@) is proved.
Case 2. hgo > €ghyiy or hyp < —€ghq1 -

Let
. 1/n
is _ ONMOR)
O
We have
~ a 1 as 1
22 _ it - i~ _1/n—1
(4.14) F?2 = ;F >3 ZF = 500" M)on-1(n) = 62

for some positive constant do depending only on n. Similarly, we have

F™ > 5y,
Thus, by [@I2) we have
C 25 C
0> 26202 — — — Chyy > 022, - =2
¢ 2 ¢
provided hq; is sufficiently large. Therefore,
2Ca
h2, (< S=—
11< 6%52
and ([@T) follows immediately. O

Similarly, we can prove the following global estimates.

Theorem 4.3. Let u € C*(Q) N C?(Q) be an admissible solution of ([L2). Then
there exists a positive constant C' depending on n, 0y and [|¢[| oz @[ g o)) SaEIS-

fying

(4.15) sup | D?u| < C(l + sup |D2u|>,
9] a0

where po = |lul| co -
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5. BOUNDARY ESTIMATES FOR SECOND ORDER DERIVATIVES
In this section, we establish the boundary estimates for second order derivatives.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose §2 is a bounded domain in R™ with smooth strictly convex
boundary 0Q. Let u € C3(Q) be an admissible solution of (LZ). Then there eists
a positive constant C' depending only on Oo, [|¥[lc1@x(—po.uo)ys 1€lcs@) and 002
satisfying

(5.1) max|DPul < ©
where g = ||U||co(§)'

For any point zy € 082, without loss of generality, we may assume that zq is
the origin and that the positive x,-axis is the inner normal direction to 9¢) at the
origin. Furthermore, we may suppose that in a neighbourhood of the origin, the
boundary 02 is given by

(5.2) Ty = Z kx? + O(|2'?),
a<n
where x%,... k2 _, are the principal curvatures of 9§ at the origin and 2z’ =
(x1,...,Zn—1). Since u = p on 9f), we have
(5.3) luap(0)| < Cforl<a,f<n—1,

where constant C' depending on ||| o)
We rewrite the equation (I2)) by the form

(5.4) G(D?u, Du) := f(MA[u])) = (z,u),
where G = G(r, p) is viewed as a function of (r,p) for r € S™*™ and p € R™. Define
. 0G . 0G
: 4= D?u, D g D?u, D
(55) G = G-(Du.Du). G = G (D, Du)

and the linearized operator by -
L =G"0,;.
Similar to lemma 2.3 of [I3], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. We have
(5.6) = Zfz 7] ﬁZF it wuw +UJ7 )

where w = /1 —|Dul?, a;; = 2% uy9, k = A{ai;}), fi = ":) and
i OFO(AL))

6aij

Proof. By straightforward calculations, we have

oyh

s _ g
(5.7) G F Ukl 8u5 .

o ,1 . .
o (™) = 5 Filag + = Fiyituy

From (2 we have
'Ylkukl = Wik VKl -
It follows that ) )
O O Vg1

ik _ _ lj
YUkl = WaikYki = —wa;k7y
Oug ! Oug ¢ Oug
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since Yy = 8i;. Next,

o ) s ks
(5.8) Ykt __ UkOLs + Wy
Oug 1+w
and
. Ui
5.9 b=
(5.9) uy? =
Thus _ _
Vg 0" _ ik (Wupy®d 4 uy*e)
Oug 14w '
Then we obtain (5.0). O
Next, we establish the estimate
(5.10) [tan(0)| < Cfor 1 <a<n—1.
Define

ws ={r € Q:p(a') <z, < p(a) + 6%, |2’ <5},
we can find that the boundary dws consists of three parts:
Ows = Orws U Oaws U J3ws,

where 0yws, Oows and Gzws are defined by {z,, = p} NWs, {r, = p+ 62} Nws and
{|2’] = 6} Nw;s respectively. Since Q is admissible, there exist two positive constants
0 and K satisfying

(5.11) (k) —30,...,k% | —30,2K) cT.
Define
(5.12) v=p(a) -z, —0|2|* + K22.
We see that when ¢ depending on 0 and K is sufficiently small, we have
0
v — §|x’|2, on J1ws
52
(5.13) v — 5 on Oaws
0 2
v — %, on d3ws.

In view of (52) and (GII), A(D?v) € T on ws. Thus, there exists an uniform
constant 79 > 0 depending only on 0, 92 and K satisfying

A(D?*v —2n9I) € T on @;.

Then we have
1 _
(5.14) A <E{”y”(vst - 277055t)”yﬁ}> €T on ws.
To prove (5I0), we shall use the strategy of [I7] to consider the function

1
Wi=Vilu=9) =3 > (ug—pp)
1<f<n—1

defined on wWs for small §, where

V;u::ua—l—paun, forl<a<<n—1.
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Since the proof of the following lemma is similar to that of Lemma 5.3 in [21], we
omit its proof. For reader’s convenience, we provide a detailed proof for a similar
result (Lemma [5.5) later.

Lemma 5.3. If § is sufficiently small, we have
(5.15) LW<C <1+ DW|+ ) G* +GijWin>,
where C' is a positive constant depending on n, 0o, |Vl 1@y |- pue. o) 19llcs @) and
99, where po = ||l cogm)-
As [22] and [21], we consider the following barrier on @s, for sufficiently small 4,
N
(5.16) v ::v—td+3d2,

where v(z) is defined by (BI2), d(x) := dist(x,0Q) is the distance from z to the
boundary 9€), and t, N are two positive constants to be determined later. Since
/7 is concave in T and homogeneous of degree one and |Dd| = 1 on the boundary

09, by (B14)) and ([Z12), we have,
%zﬁ*lcﬁ (D*v — 1ol + NDd @ Dd);;
> GY"(D*v — ol + NDd ® Dd, Du)
> u(N) on wWs
for some positive constant p(N) satisfying impy oo (N) = +00. We then have
G0 = np' VP u(N) + 9 Y G+ (Nd — )G dj

(5.17) >ney " u(N) + 10 Y G+ (Nd — )GV dy;

> 2 (N) + (0 — CN6 = Ct) y_G*
on @s, where i1 (N) := n(inf ¢)'=/"u(N)/2. Define
(5.18) W :=1—exp{—bW}.
By (BI8), we can choose the constant b large enough so that

LW =G ( — e "W, W; + be "W W)

< bebe

C (1 +DW]+) G) +(C - b)GUWin]
(5.19) _ o .

SCA+ [DW|+ > G") + (C = b)Gi;WiWbe™
<C(L+[DW]+>"G").
We consider the function R

b :=RV-W,

where R is a large undetermined positive constant. We shall prove
(5.20) d < 0onws
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by choosing suitable positive constants d, ¢, N and R.
We first consider the case that the maximum of ® is achieved at an interior point
To € ws. It follows that at xg,

|DW| = R|DU|
and if N is sufficiently large and § < /1 (N)/2CN,
|D¥| = |Dv — tDd + NdDd| < C(1 4+ t) + CSN < pu1(N)Y? in ws.
Therefore, by (B.I7), provided ¢ and ¢ sufficiently small such that CNo+Ct < ny/2,

we have

(5.21) LU > iy (N) + p1 (N)V2|DO| + "—20 Yoai

By (E19) and (B21)) we obtain, at xg,
Rno

0> L& >Ry (N) + R (N)'2[DW|+ == > " G"
—-C (1 + |DW| +ZG”)
> Run(N) = C+ R(m (N)'/? — C)|DY|

Rno i
- (T - C) Y G0
provided N and R are chosen sufficiently large which is a contradiction. Thus, the

maximum of ® is achieved at the boundary dws. We may further assume 6 < 2t/N
so that

N
(5.22) —td + 5d2 < 0 on @s.

By (B13) and (522]), we can conclude that ® < 0 on dws by choosing R larger and

then (B20) is proved.
Since (RY — W)(0) = 0, we have (R¥ n(0) < 0. Therefore, we get

Una(0) = —C.

The above arguments also hold for

Hence, we obtain (G.10)).
Since the mean curvature of M,,, H > 0, it suffices to prove an upper bound

We use an idea of [I§] and [19] to prove

Du(n) ® Du(n)
5.24 S1.n(D?u, Du) = MI+——————)D? >
(5.24) 1 (D7u, Du) = o1 ( ( = Du(n)2 u(n) Co
for some uniform constant ¢y > 0. Then (E.23) follows immediately by 23] if
(E24) is proved.

To prove ([B.24]), we introduce some notations. Suppose W is a (0, 2) tensor field
on Q, namely W € C*(T*Q ® T*Q), where T*(Q) is the co-tangent bundle of Q.
Let W’ be the projection of W|sq in the bundle T*9Q @ T*9, where T*9Q is
the co-tangent bundle of 9. Similarly, for a 1-form P on Q, denote P’ to be the
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projection of Plgg in the co-tangent bundle T*02. Denote ¢’ to be the induced
metric on 9Q C Q. To proceed we recall an easy lemma as follows.

Lemma 5.4. Let V', W' be (0,2) tensor fields on 02 defined by
V=V 0" 6% W =W/,0°®06°
locally, where {0*,...,0""1} is an arbitrary local frame for T*0S). Suppose
7' =3,50" ® 0’
and {7'*PY1<a.p<n_1 is the inverse of {ggﬁ}l@,ﬁgn,l. Define

{Uss} = {VasHa*H{Was},
namely

b= X Vi tWislsapn-t
1<y1,72€sn—1
Then
U':=Ulz0" ®6°

is a (0,2) tensor field on Q. For simplicity, we write U' = V'W' in the following.

m := inf trg <<§’ + %) (D%)’) :

where trg denotes the trace with respect to the metric §’. We shall prove m > ¢
for some positive constant cg. Suppose m is attained at xg € 9Q2. We may assume
that z¢ is the origin and the positive x,-axis is in the interior normal direction to
0N at the origin as before. Furthermore, we may also assume the boundary 0f2 is
given by (B.2]) near the origin.

Choose a local orthonormal frame {éi,...,é,} around z( such that e, is the
interior normal to dQ. V denotes the standard connection of R™. Write &;(x) =
éz(az)aj for i = 1,...n, where 01, --,0, is the rectangular coordinate system.
Thus, we have

We set

@iu = @giu = ézaju = éguj
and
Viju = Ve, Ve,u = elélopopu = elébuy.
We may also assume that ég(xo) = §;; for 1 < 4,5 < n and {Vapu(20)}i<a s<n1
is diagonal.
Since u — ¢ = 0 on 012, we find
(5.25) Vgt = Vasp = Va(u = 9)gag, 1<a,f<n—1

on 0N near xg, where 0,3 = (D, eg, €,). Note that o4s is the second fundamental
form of 02 when it is restricted on 092. By (B.25]) and the definition of m, we have

= @MP@B(P =
= — A@)Va(u— ) = | bup + —= LT | Vop(u —
U (#)Vn(u = @) < 8 1_|V,¢|2> slu—¢)

(5.26) L
>m_Gw+Yﬁﬂﬁ>@ww
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on 0f) near the origin, where
@awﬁﬁw
A@)= Y 0ap <5aﬁ e
1<a,A<n—1 - Vel

and |V'¢p|? := Zagnq(@a@)? Define

. et
VapVgp | = K 9

V=-—n—-—m+|0p+—=—">]|Vapp — — U —
n(x) ( T ) VTS /;:1( )5

inws ={ze€Q:p) <z, <pl)+d 2| <d}.
Lemma 5.5. There exist positive constants § sufficiently small and K sufficiently
large such that
(5.27) LV <C <1+|DV|+ZG“+G“%VJ->,
where C' is a positive constant depending on n, Oo, |Vl cr@x |- o, u0) 1Pllca @) and
99, where po = ||l cogm)-
Proof. Differentiating the equation (2.4)), we get

LV +GV.<CK+CY G"+CY |G°| = 2G7uy; (Ael,)

J

(5.28) g 3
+ 2K Z GZ]UL—“‘@L—}J‘ - K Z GZJUﬁiUﬁj.
BLn—1 BLn—1
Since
aij = —7 " upy,
w
we have 0c 5
.. st 1 . .
GY = _ Fst st Fst E
8uij 8uij w ; T
and

U5 = W E VisQstVtj-
s,t

Here F is defined by

g o QTR
Baij
It follows that
> GYugiugi=w Y Y Fyssasiay
B<n—1 Asn—1 st

and
for some positive constant Cj depending on 6. We can find an orthogonal matrix
B = {b;;} which can diagonalize {a;;} and {F¥} simultaneously, i.e.,

Fi9 = Z bis fsbjs and a;; = Zbisﬁsbjs-
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Therefore, we have

Z Gijumu[gj =w Z Fij’ygs"mtasiatj

B<n—1 B<n—1

2

o 35 (D] gt
B<n—1 1
Let i) = (1) = (32, 7isbs;). We find n-n" = g and |det(n)| = /1 — [ Du[?. Hence,
we obtain
(5.29) > Glugugy=w Y > mhifik]
BL<n—1 B<n—1 1

We have
(5.30) ‘G“utz Ael, ‘ Z fikibsiV by (Ael) ' CZ filkil-
and
(5.31) |G ugips;| = meibsszbtﬁﬁts%j < CZfi|f€i|-

it
For any indices j, ¢, we have

r Ja”Lt - Z b’LSbeijZpK’pbtp - Z fz/flbﬂbtz

i,8,p

Thus, by ([&.6]), we find

e L’Z{”SZM 1+ ZF]alt (wury™ +upy! )H
<CZfi|ﬁi|-
Combining (1533[)(15:{2) we obtain
(5.32) LV +G°V.<CK <1+ZG”+ZfZ|m|> —wK > Y g fikd.

B<n—1 i
Now we consider the term G*V;. We have, by (56) and the definition of the matrix

{bis},

s 2
-G°Vy = — Zflm s 1+w ;F]alt wgy® —i—ujfy )V

1 1
(5.33) - > npus — + 2; firii(briug)y* b | Vs

2
<CIDV] = =3 firilbeiun) "' bi V-
t,i

We consider two cases: (a) Y5, 73 = € for all i; and (b) > p<n-1 N5, < € for
some index 1 < r < n, where € is a positive constant to be chosen later.
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For the case (a), by ([@29), we have
Z Gijumum— > ewam?.
B<n—1 i
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any ¢y > 0, we have
2 C
(5.34) Z ki (beiue)y iV = — 252 — = (37 Vi)
w 2 €0
Then
s €, o, C
-G*Vy; < CIDV| + Efmi + =GV V.
€0

Obviously, for any €; > 0,

Zfi|“i| S %Zfﬁ'%z,fﬂffgc<éZG”+E1mef>.

Combining the previous four inequalities with (£.32)), (527) follows.
For the case (b), by lemma 4.3 of Bayard [3] , for any i # r,

> mhiza
<1

for some positive constant ¢; depending on 6y and n.
In view of (529), It follows that

(5.35) Z Gijumum- > wey Z fik?.
BL<n—1 iET
If k, <0, by Lemma 2.7 of [12], we have

n
mef > %ﬂ Z fik3.
iET i=1
Thus ([27) follows using a similar argument as the Case (a).

We need only to deal with the case x,, > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume
r = 1. Now we consider two cases.
Case (b-1). |k;| < €k for all i > 2, where the positive constant ey is some
positive constant to be determined.

In this case, as in Section 4, we derive,

(1= (n—2)e)r1 <A\ < (14 (n—2)eg)ky, fori =2,
where A, ..., \, are defined in (20). By the equation ([2)), we get,
Y

)\ :7<C 1—n
L VRS k1

by fixing the constant ¢y sufficiently small. It follows that
on—1;i(\) = H)\j S ORY 261" = Cry tfori > 2.
J#i
and hence
fi(k) = Zanfl;i(/\) < O“II-
i#1
Therefore,
fllil g O
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By (33) and (534)) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have, for any € > 0,

2
-G’V <C|DV| - " Z fmi(btiut)”YSlbliVs

i£1
<CIDV|+C Y filkilly* bu Vil
i£1
(5.36) oo
<CIDV|+ GZ fikd + - Z fir* b Vey™ by v,
i#1 i=1
o, C ij
<CIDV|+e)_ fir? + =GIV;V;.
€
i£1

By using (B.33]) and fixing e sufficiently small, we can prove (5.15)).
Case (b-2). |ki,| > €or1 for some ig > 2,
First by direct calculation, we have

[y V| <C + |y"'bn ((—Aeﬁ)ups —K Y (u—¢)s(u— so)@s)

BLn—1

(5.37)

SCK +w|(—Aeh)nn — K Y (u—@)pnp |k

BLn—1

<Cw(eK 4+ 1)k + CK.

Note that
frrr=mp = firi.
i#1

We have

—f1/€1

2
(Z btlut> ”ySlbuVs} = (np — Z firi) (Z bt1ut> 7oL Vs
i#1 t
<C|IDV|+C(eK + 1)) filkilry + CK Y fil il
i#1 i#1
<CIDV|+ (6 'C(eK + 1) + 1K) > fir? i Z fi
i#1 i#1
for any €; > 0. We can choose sufficiently small §, ¢ and ¢; and sufficiently large
K satisfying

K
ealc(eK—Fl)—l—elK < 77111 ,

where m = 1 — 62 and 6 is defined in @BI). Therefore, as in Case (b-1), (521
follows.

Using same arguments as in the proof of (5.20), we can choose positive constant
R sufficiently large such that R¥ — V' < 0 on s, where

Vi=1—exp{-bV}
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as in (BI8). Since Q is convex and admissible, there exists a positive constant ag
depending only on the geometry of 92 such that

Az) > Z Oaa = ag for all z € ws.
1<agn—1
Then we obtain an upper bound

Thus, the principle curvatures k[M,(x)] lie in a priori compact subset S € I'. By
[@2), there exists a positive constant a; depending only on S such that

ay < 86ui2n (D?u(x0), Du(zo)) = ! ;_'?ggb()x((ﬁyzS’k_lm(D2u(;vo),Du(;vo))
_ 1 - [Du(n)(xo)?
1 — |Du(zo)|?

It follows that m > ¢ for some positive constant depending only on S and 6.
Then (£24)) and (23] follow immediately. Theorem [51]is proved.
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