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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 C2 estimates.

Keywords: Minkowski space; Prescribed curvature equations; a priori C2

estimates.

1. Introduction

Let Rn,1 be the Minkowski space, i.e., the space Rn×R equipped with the metric

ds2 = dx21 + · · ·+ dx2n − dx2n+1.

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 [21] 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) σk(κ[Mu]) = ψ

are solvable for 3 6 k 6 n− 3, although it is well known long ago for corresponding
equations in the Euclidean context, where Mu = {(x, u(x)) : x ∈ Ω} is the graphic
hypersurface defined by the function u and

σk(κ) =
∑

16i1<···<ik6n

κi1 · · ·κik

are the k-th elementary symmetric functions, k = 1, . . . , n. The reader is referred
to [5, 17, 18, 19] for the study of the Dirichlet problem for (1.1) 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 Ω ⊂ R

n. Here the terminology “spacelike” means that

sup
Ω

|Du| < 1.

The second author is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
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YQ2022A006), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant No.
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It is easy to find that for a spacelike function u, the Minkowski metric restricted to
Mu defines a Riemannian metric on Mu:

gij = δij −DiuDju, 1 6 i, j 6 n.

The second fundamental form of Mu with respect to its upward unit normal vector
field

ν =
(Du, 1)

√

1− |Du|2

is given by

hij =
uij

√

1− |Du|2
.

The principal curvatures κ1, . . . , κn of Mu are defined by the eigenvalues of {hij}
with respect to {gij}.

A C2 regular spacelike hypersurface Mu is called (η, n)-convex if the principal
curvatures κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) ∈ Γ at each X ∈ Mu, where Γ is the symmetric cone
defined by

Γ := {κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) ∈ R
n : λi =

∑

j 6=i

κi > 0, i = 1, . . . , n}.

In addition, we call a C2 spacelike function u : Ω → R admissible if its graph Mu

is (η, 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, 15].

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

η = Hg − h.

It is clear that a hypersurfaceMu is (η, n)-convex if and only if η is positive definite
at each point of Mu. The (η, n)-curvature at X ∈ Mu is defined by Kη(X) :=
λ1(X) · · ·λn(X), where

λi(X) =
∑

j 6=i

κj(X).

Obviously, we have

Kη(X) = det(g−1η(X)).

In this paper, we consider the existence of smooth spacelike (η, n)-convex hyper-
surface satisfying the Dirichlet problem

(1.2)

{

Kη[Mu] = ψ(x, u) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω,

where ψ ∈ C∞(Ω × R) > 0 and ϕ ∈ C∞(∂Ω). We usually need some geometric
conditions on Ω when we consider Dirichlet boundary value problem. A bounded
domain Ω ⊂ R

n is called admissible if there exists a positive constant K such that
for each x ∈ ∂Ω,

(κb1(x), . . . , κ
b
n−1(x),K) ∈ Γ,

where κb1(x), . . . , κ
b
n−1(x) are the principal curvatures of ∂Ω at x. Using almost the

same arguments of Lemma 2.1 in [3], we can prove that Every affine spacelike data
admits an admissible extension to Ω if and only if Ω is convex and admissible.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume that Ω is convex and admissible with smooth boundary ∂Ω.
Suppose ψ = ψ(x, z) ∈ C∞(Ω × R) > 0, ψz > 0 and ϕ ∈ C∞(∂Ω). In addition,
assume that there exists an admissible subsolution u ∈ C2(Ω) satisfying

(1.3)

{

Kη[Mu] > ψ(x, u) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a unique admissible solution u ∈ C∞(Ω) to (1.2).

A necessary condition for (1.2) being solvable is that |∂ϕ| < 1 on ∂Ω, where ∂ϕ
means the gradient of ϕ on the boundary ∂Ω. It is also of interest to construct
subsolutions satisfying (1.3). Using methods in Section 2 of [4], we may construct
a function v satisfying λ(D2v) ∈ Γ on Ω, supΩ |Dv| < 1 and v

∣

∣

∂Ω
≡ ϕ in an

admissible domain provided ϕ can be extended to a convex spacelike function on
Ω. Thus, the function v can be a subsolution to (1.2) if supψ is sufficiently small.
In particular, we can construct a subsolution for spacelike affine ϕ in this case. If
Ω is strictly convex and ϕ can be extended to a spacelike strictly convex function
on Ω, the strictly convex solution to the Lorentz-Gaussian curvature equation

(1.4)







det(D2u)

(1− |Du|2)(n+2)/2
= ψ(x, u) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω

can be a subsolution to (1.2). The reader is referred to [7] for the solvability of
(1.4). Therefore, we have

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω be a bounded and strictly convex domain in R
n with ∂Ω ∈

C∞. Suppose ψ = ψ(x, z) ∈ C∞(Ω×R) > 0 and ψz > 0. Assume that ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω)
is spacelike and strictly convex. Then there exists a unique admissible solution
u ∈ C∞(Ω) to (1.2).

The Dirichlet problem for prescribed mean curvature equation in Minkowski
space ((1.1) with k = 1) was first solved by Bartnik and Simon [2], while the
prescribed Lorentz-Gauss curvature equation (1.4) was studied by Delanoè [7] (see
[11] also). The Dirichlet problem for prescribed scalar curvature equation ((1.1)
with k = 2) was solved by Bayard [3] with the dimension n = 3, 4 and by Urbas [31]
with general n. Schnürer [26] considered a class of prescribed curvature equations
which exclude (1.1) with 1 < k < n and (1.2). There are also interesting works
on curvature equations in Lorentzian manifolds without boundary (see [9, 10]).
Ren-Wang’s methods in [23, 24] can apply to equation (1.1) to solve the cases
k = n − 1 and k = n − 2. However, the solvability of (1.1) is still an open
problem for 3 6 k 6 n − 3. The reason is the lack of the a priori C2 estimates.
Huang [16] established the second estimates for (1.1) 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 [5, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 22, 21] and the references
therein for related works. In particular, (1.2) in the Euclidean context with ϕ ≡
constant was considered in [21].

In this paper, we establish a Pogorelov type estimate for second order derivatives
(Theorem 4.1) where we have used a method from [12] and [30] to deal with bad
third order terms. When the boundary data ϕ 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 [18] 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 C1 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, ϕi = ∂ϕ
∂xi

, ϕij = ∂2ϕ
∂xi∂xj

, Dϕ = (ϕ1, · · · , ϕn) and D2ϕ = (ϕij)

represent ordinary first-order and second-order derivatives, gradient and Hessian
matrix of a function ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) respectively.

Let u be a spacelike function andMu its graph. Let ǫn+1 = (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ R
n+1.

Thus, the height function of Mu, u(x) = −〈X, ǫn+1〉, where 〈·, ·〉 is the Minkowski
inner product.

We see that the principle curvatures of Mu are eigenvalues of the matrix

1

w

(

I +
Du⊗Du

w2

)

D2u

or the symmetric matrix A[u] = {aij}:

(2.1) aij =
1

w
γikuklγ

lj ,

where γik = δik + uiuk
w(1+w) and w =

√

1− |Du|2. Note that {γij} is invertible and

its inverse is the square root of {gij}: {γij} = {δij −
uiuj
1+w }.

For r ∈ Sn×n and p ∈ R
n with |p| < 1, define

λ(r, p) = λ

((

I +
p⊗ p

1− |p|2

)

r

)

and

Sk(r, p) = σk(λ(r, p)).

Following [19], we introduce the following notations. For p ∈ R
n, i = 1, . . . , n, let

p(i) be the vector obtained by setting pi = 0, r(i) the matrix obtained by setting
the ith row and column to zero and r(i, i) represent the matrix obtained by setting
rii = 0. Denote

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

Similar calculations as in [19] yield

(2.2) Sk(r, p) =
1− |p(i)|2

1− |p|2
riiSk−1;i(r, p) +O(|r(i, i)|k)

for all 1 6 i 6 n and 1 6 k 6 n, where S0 is defined by S0 ≡ 1. More general,
let ẽ1, . . . , ẽn be local orthonormal frames in R

n and write ei(x) = eji (x)∂j for
i = 1, . . . n, where ∂1, · · · , ∂n is the rectangular coordinate system on R

n. Denote

∇̃iu = ejiuj, ∇̃iju = eki e
l
jukl and ∇̃2u = {∇̃iju}.

We have

(2.3)

Sk(D
2u,Du) =Sk(∇̃

2u, ∇̃u)

=
1− |∇̃u(i)|2

1− |∇̃u|2
∇̃iiuSk−1;i(∇̃

2u, ∇̃u) +O(|∇̃2u(i, i)|k).



PRESCRIBED CURVATURE EQUATIONS 5

When n = 2, equation (1.2) is the classic prescribed Gauss curvature equation. For
general n,

(2.4) Kη[M ] = Kη(κ) =

n
∑

i=2

σ1(κ)
n−iσi(κ).

By (2.4) and (2.3), we have

(2.5)

Kη(Mu) =
1

wn

n
∑

i=2

Sn−i
1 (∇̃2u, ∇̃u)Si(∇̃

2u, ∇̃u)

=
1

wn

(

1− |∇̃u(n)|2

1− |∇̃u|2

)n−1

S1;n(∇̃
2u, ∇̃u)(∇̃nnu)

n−1

+

n−2
∑

i=1

Pi(∇̃nnu)
i + P0,

where Pi depend only on ∇̃αβu (α + β < 2n) and ∇̃u, i = 0, 1, . . . n− 2.
For κ ∈ Γ, let

(2.6) λi :=
∑

j 6=i

κj , i = 1, . . . , n.

and

(2.7) f(κ) := λ1 · · ·λn.

Thus, we find

Kη[Mu] = f(κ),

where κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) are the principal curvatures of Mu. We need some basic
properties of f(κ) (seeing [20]). First there exists an positive constant δ0 depending
only on n such that

(2.8) fi(κ) =
∂f(κ)

∂κi
> 0, in Γ, i = 1, . . . , n,

(2.9) f1/n(κ) is concave in Γ,

(2.10) f > 0 in Γ and f = 0 on ∂Γ,

and

(2.11) fj(κ) > δ0
∑

i

fi(κ), if κj < 0, ∀κ ∈ Γ.

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

(2.12) f(κ1, . . . , κn−1, κn +R) > A, for all κ ∈ K.

In this paper, we denote σm;i1,··· ,ik(κ) = σm(κ)|κi1=···=κik=0 for integer 1 6 i1, · · · , ik 6

n, 1 6 m 6 n and n− k 6 m. Obviously, we have

∂σk
∂κi

(κ) = σk−1;i(κ),

∑

i

σk−1;i(κ) = (n− k + 1)σk−1(κ)
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and
∑

i

σk−1;i(κ)κi = kσk(κ).

Choose local orthonormal frames {e1, e2, · · · , en} on TMu. ∇ denotes the in-
duced Levi-Civita connection onM . For a function v onMu, we denote∇iv = ∇eiv,
∇ijv = ∇2v(ei, ej), etc in this paper. Thus, we have

|∇u| =
√

gijuiuj =
|Du|

√

1− |Du|2
.

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

n,1:

(2.13)

∇ijX =hijν (Gauss formula)

∇iν =hijej (Weigarten formula)

∇khij =∇jhik (Codazzi equation)

Rijst = − (hishjt − hithjs) (Gauss equation),

where hij = 〈Deiν, ej〉 is the second fundamental form of M .

3. C1 estimates

In this section, we establish the C1 estimates for the admissible solution to (1.2).
Indeed, we prove there exists a constant 0 < θ0 < 1 such that

(3.1) sup
Ω

|Du| 6 1− θ0.

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

(Kη[Mu])
1/n

= n
√

λ1 · · ·λn 6
λ1 + · · ·+ λn

n
=
n− 1

n
H,

where λi =
∑

j 6=i κj , i = 1, . . . , n, κ1, . . . , κn are the principal curvatures ofMu and

H := σ1(κ) is the mean curvature of Mu. By [2], there exists a spacelike solution
u ∈ C∞(Ω) to the Dirichlet problem







H [Mu] =
n

n− 1
ψ1/n(x, u) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω.

Thus, by the maximum principle, we have

u 6 u 6 u in Ω and u = u = u on ∂Ω,

which implies
∂u

∂γ
6
∂u

∂γ
6
∂u

∂γ
.

where γ is the interior unit normal to ∂Ω. Then we have

(3.2) sup
Ω

|u| 6 max{sup
Ω

|u|, sup
Ω

|u|}

and

(3.3) sup
∂Ω

|Du| 6 max{sup
∂Ω

|Du|, sup
∂Ω

|Du|} 6 1− θ
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for some constant 0 < θ < 1 since u and u are both spacelike. Next we prove an
upper bound for

w̃ =
1

√

1− |Du|2
=

1

w
.

Theorem 3.1. Let u ∈ C3(Ω)∩C1(Ω) be an admissible solution of (1.2). Suppose
the smooth function ψ satisfies ψz > 0. Then

(3.4) sup
Ω

w̃ 6 e

(

sup
Ω

|Dψ|

n inf
Ω
ψ

(2 sup∂Ω |ϕ|)+diam(Ω)

)

sup
∂Ω

w̃.

Proof. Let

Q̂ := w̃eBu,

where B is a positive constant to be determined later. Suppose the maximum value
of Q̂ is achieved at an interior point x0 ∈ Ω. It follows that

Q := log Q̂ = log w̃ +Bu

also attains its maximum at x0. Let ǫ1, . . . , ǫn+1 be a standard basis of R
n+1.

We may assume u1(x0) = |Du(x0)| and uj(x0) = 0 for j > 2 by a rotation of
ǫ1, . . . , ǫn if necessary. Let {e1, e2, · · · , en} be an orthonormal frame on Mu around
X0 = (x0, u(x0)) such that, at x0,

∇1u =
|Du|

w
= |∇u|,∇iu = ui = 0, for i > 2.

We may set

ei = γis∂̃s, i = 1, . . . , n,

where γis := δis +
uius

w(1+w) and ∂̃s := ǫs + usǫn+1. We may further rotate ǫ2, . . . , ǫn
such that {uij}i,j>2 is diagonal at x0. By the Weingarten formula, we have

∇iw̃ = −∇i〈ν, ǫn+1〉 = −〈hijej, ǫn+1〉 = −hij〈γ
js∂̃s, ǫn+1〉 = hij∇ju.

At x0 where Q attains its maximum, we have

(3.5) 0 = ∇iQ =
∇iw̃

w̃
+B∇iu =

hi1∇1u

w̃
+B∇iu

and

(3.6) 0 > ∇iiQ =
∇ihi1∇1u+ hil∇ilu

w̃
−

(hi1∇1u)
2

w̃2
+B∇iiu.

We may assume Du(x0) 6= 0 for otherwise we are done. In the rest of the proof, all
the calculations are carried out at X0. First we note that

h11 = −Bw̃ and h1i = 0 for i > 2

by (3.5) and the fact ∇iu(x0) = 0 for i > 2. Since at X0,

h11 =
u11
w3

, h1i =
u1i
w2

and hij =
uij
w

for i, j > 2,

we find that the matrix {hij} is diagonal at X0, and so is {F ij}, where

F ij :=
∂f(λ(h))

∂hij
.
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Next, by the Codazzi equation and differentiating the equation (1.2), we have

(3.7)

F ii∇ihi1 =F ii∇1hii = ∇1ψ = ψxj∇1xj + ψu∇1u

=
ψx1

w
+ ψu∇1u = w̃(ψx1

+ ψuu1) > w̃ψx1
,

where the last inequality is due to that ψu > 0. By the Gauss formula, we have

(3.8) ∇iju = −∇ij〈X, ǫn+1〉 = −〈∇ijX, ǫn+1〉 = −hij〈ν, ǫn+1〉 = w̃hij .

Combining (3.5)-(3.8), we obtain

(3.9)

0 > F ii∇iiQ >ψx1
u1w̃ + F iih2ii −B2F 11(∇1u)

2 +Bnψw̃

> − |Dψ| · |Du|w̃ +B2w̃2F 11 −B2F 11(∇1u)
2 + Bnψw̃

> − |Dψ|w̃ +B2F 11 +Bnψw̃ > (Bnψ − |Dψ|)w̃.

Then we get a contradiction provided

B >
supΩ |Dψ|

n infΩ ψ

and (3.4) follows as [3]. �

It follows from (3.3) and (3.4) that (3.1) holds.

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 ϕ̃ ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) be a spacelike convex function satisfying
ϕ̃ > u in Ω and ϕ̃ = u = ϕ on ∂Ω. Then there exist positive constants α and C
depending only on n, θ0 (defined in (3.1)) and ‖ψ‖C2 such that

(4.1) (ϕ̃− u)α|D2u| 6 C.

Proof. Let

W (X, ξ) = ζαe
b
2
|X|2hξξ

for X ∈ Mu and unit ξ ∈ TXMu, where ζ := ϕ̃− u and b is a positive constant to
be chosen. Suppose the maximum of W is achieved at X0 = (x0, u(x0)) ∈Mu and
ξ0 ∈ TX0

Mu. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e1, e2, · · · , en} about X0 such
that,

ξ0 = e1, ∇eiej = 0 at X0.

We may also assume that {hij} is diagonal at X0 and furthermore,

h11 > · · · > hnn.

Let ηij = Hδij − hij . We find {ηij} is also diagonal at X0 and

η11 > · · · > ηnn.

In the rest of proof, the calculations are all carried out at X0. First we note that
the function (defined near X0)

α log ζ + log h11 +
b

2
|X |2
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achieves its maximum at X0 and therefore,

(4.2) α
∇iζ

ζ
+ b〈X, ei〉+

∇ih11
h11

= 0, i = 1, . . . , n

and

(4.3) 0 > α
∇iiζ

ζ
− α

(

∇iζ

ζ

)2

+ b
(

1 + hii〈X, ν〉
)

+
∇iih11
h11

−

(

∇ih11
h11

)2

.

Next, we have

(4.4) ∇ij ϕ̃ = D2ϕ̃(ei, ej) +

n
∑

k=1

νkϕ̃khij .

Since ϕ̃ is convex, we have

F̃ ij∇ij ϕ̃ >

n
∑

k=1

νkϕ̃kF̃
ijhij =

n
∑

k=1

νkϕ̃kψ
1/n,

where

F̃ ij :=
∂f1/n(λ(h))

∂hij
.

It follows that

(4.5) F̃ ii∇iiζ = F̃ ii∇ii(ϕ̃− u) >

(

n
∑

k=1

νkϕ̃k − νn+1

)

F̃ iihii > −C.

Using standard formulae and differentiating the equation (1.2) twice, we have

(4.6)
F̃ ij∇ijhab = − F̃ ij,kl∇ahij∇bhkl − F̃ ijhijhakhbk

+ F̃ ijhikhjkhab +∇ab(ψ
1/n),

where

F̃ ij,kl :=
∂2f1/n(λ(h))

∂hij∂hkl
.

(The reader is referred to [32] for a proof of (4.6).) It follows that

(4.7) F̃ ii∇iih11 = −F̃ ij,kl∇1hij∇1hkl − (ψ1/n)h211 + h11F̃
iih2ii +∇11(ψ

1/n)

By (4.3), (4.5) and (4.7), we obtain

(4.8) 0 > −
Cα

ζ
+ b

∑

F̃ ii + F̃ iih2ii − Ch11 + E

provided h11 is sufficiently large, where

E := −
F̃ ij,kl∇1hij∇1hkl

h11
− αF̃ ii

(

∇iζ

ζ

)2

− F̃ ii

(

∇ih11
h11

)2

.

To estimate E we use the following lemma proved by Andrews [1] and Gerhardt [8]
as in [12].

Lemma 4.2. For any symmetric matrix A = {aij}, we have

(4.9) F̃ ij,klaijakl =
∑

i,j

∂2f1/n

∂κi∂κj
aiiajj +

∑

i6=j

(f1/n)i − (f1/n)j
κi − κj

a2ij .
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Set
J = {i : hii 6 −sh11}, K = {i : hii > −sh11}.

for fixed 0 < s 6 1/3. We have, by (4.9) and the Codazzi equation,

(4.10)

−F̃ ij,kl∇1hij∇1hkl >
∑

i6=j

F̃ ii − F̃ jj

hjj − hii
(∇1hij)

2

> 2
∑

i>2

F̃ ii − F̃ 11

h11 − hii
(∇1hi1)

2

>
2

(1 + s)h11

∑

i∈K

(F̃ ii − F̃ 11)(∇ih11)
2.

By (4.2) and (4.10), we have

(4.11)

E >
∑

i∈K

F̃ ii

{

(

2

1 + s
− 1−

2

α

)(

∇ih11
h11

)2

+
Cb2

α

}

− C
∑

i∈J∪{1}

F̃ ii

{

α2

(

∇iζ

ζ

)2

+ b2

}

Assume that α is sufficiently large such that 2
1+s − 1− 2

α > 0. Combining (4.8) and

(4.11) we get

0 >

(

b−
Cb2

α

)

∑

F̃ ii +
1

2
F̃ iih2ii −

Cα

ζ
− Ch11

provided

s2h211ζ
2 > C(α2 + b2).

We may further assume that α≫ b such that Cb2

α < b
2 . Thus, we obtain

(4.12) 0 >
b

2

∑

F̃ ii +
1

2
F̃ iih2ii −

Cα

ζ
− Ch11.

As in [6], we consider two cases, where ǫ0 is a small positive constant to be deter-
mined later.

Case 1. |hii| 6 ǫ0h11 for all i > 2.
Note that

ηii =
∑

k 6=i

hkk

and

η11 6 · · · 6 ηnn.

Then we have

[1 − (n− 2)ǫ0]h11 6
∑

j 6=2

hjj = η22 6 · · · 6 ηnn 6 [1 + (n− 2)ǫ0]h11.

It follows that

σn−1(η) > η22 · · · ηnn > (1− (n− 1)ǫ0)
n−1hn−1

11 .

Choosing ǫ0 sufficiently small we get

σn−1(η) >
hn−1
11

2
>
h11
2
.
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We then obtain

(4.13)
∑

i

F̃ ii =
n− 1

n
ψ

1
n
−1σn−1(η) > δ1h11

for some positive constant δ1 depending only on n and supψ. Thus, by (4.12) and
(4.13), we have

0 >
bδ1
2
h11 −

Cα

ζ
− Ch11.

Fixing b sufficiently large, we obtain

h11ζ 6
Cα

bδ1/2− C

and (4.1) is proved.
Case 2. h22 > ǫ0h11 or hnn < −ǫ0h11 .
Let

F̂ ii :=
∂f1/n(λ(h))

∂ηij
.

We have

(4.14) F̃ 22 =
∑

i6=2

F̂ ii >
1

2

∑

i

F̂ ii =
1

2n
σ1/n−1
n (η)σn−1(η) > δ2

for some positive constant δ2 depending only on n. Similarly, we have

F̃nn
> δ2.

Thus, by (4.12) we have

0 > ǫ20δ2h
2
11 −

Cα

ζ
− Ch11 >

ǫ20δ2
2
h211 −

Cα

ζ

provided h11 is sufficiently large. Therefore,

h211ζ 6
2Cα

ǫ20δ2

and (4.1) follows immediately. �

Similarly, we can prove the following global estimates.

Theorem 4.3. Let u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩ C2(Ω) be an admissible solution of (1.2). Then
there exists a positive constant C depending on n, θ0 and ‖ψ‖C2(Ω×[−µ0,µ0])

satis-

fying

(4.15) sup
Ω

|D2u| 6 C
(

1 + sup
∂Ω

|D2u|
)

,

where µ0 := ‖u‖C0(Ω).
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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 Ω is a bounded domain in R
n with smooth strictly convex

boundary ∂Ω. Let u ∈ C3(Ω) be an admissible solution of (1.2). Then there exists
a positive constant C depending only on θ0, ‖ψ‖C1(Ω×[−µ0,µ0])

, ‖ϕ‖C3(Ω) and ∂Ω

satisfying

(5.1) max
∂Ω

|D2u| 6 C,

where µ0 := ‖u‖C0(Ω).

For any point x0 ∈ ∂Ω, without loss of generality, we may assume that x0 is
the origin and that the positive xn-axis is the inner normal direction to ∂Ω at the
origin. Furthermore, we may suppose that in a neighbourhood of the origin, the
boundary ∂Ω is given by

(5.2) xn = ρ(x′) =
1

2

∑

α<n

κbαx
2
α +O(|x′|3),

where κb1, . . . , κ
b
n−1 are the principal curvatures of ∂Ω at the origin and x′ =

(x1, . . . , xn−1). Since u = ϕ on ∂Ω, we have

(5.3) |uαβ(0)| 6 C for 1 6 α, β 6 n− 1,

where constant C depending on ‖ϕ‖C2(Ω).

We rewrite the equation (1.2) by the form

(5.4) G(D2u,Du) := f(λ(A[u])) = ψ(x, u),

where G = G(r, p) is viewed as a function of (r, p) for r ∈ Sn×n and p ∈ R
n. Define

(5.5) Gij =
∂G

∂rij
(D2u,Du), Gi =

∂G

∂pi
(D2u,Du)

and the linearized operator by
L = Gij∂ij .

Similar to lemma 2.3 of [13], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. We have

(5.6) Gs =
us
w2

∑

i

fiκi +
2

w(1 + w)

∑

t,j

F ijait
(

wutγ
sj + ujγ

ts
)

,

where w =
√

1− |Du|2, aij =
1
wγ

ikuklγ
lj, κ = λ({aij}), fi =

∂f(κ)
κi

and

F ij =
∂f(λ(A[u]))

∂aij
.

Proof. By straightforward calculations, we have

(5.7) Gs = F ijukl
∂

∂us

( 1

w
γikγlj

)

=
us
w2

F ijaij +
2

w
F ijγikukl

∂γlj

∂us
.

From (2.1) we have
γikukl = waikγkl.

It follows that

γikukl
∂γlj

∂us
= waikγkl

∂γlj

∂us
= −waikγ

lj ∂γkl
∂us
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since γklγ
lj = δkj . Next,

(5.8)
∂γkl
∂us

= −
ukδls + ulγ

ks

1 + w

and

(5.9) ulγ
lj =

uj
w
.

Thus

γikukl
∂γlj

∂us
=
aik(wukγ

sj + ujγ
ks)

1 + w
.

Then we obtain (5.6). �

Next, we establish the estimate

(5.10) |uαn(0)| 6 C for 1 6 α 6 n− 1.

Define

ωδ = {x ∈ Ω : ρ(x′) < xn < ρ(x′) + δ2, |x′| < δ},

we can find that the boundary ∂ωδ consists of three parts:

∂ωδ = ∂1ωδ ∪ ∂2ωδ ∪ ∂3ωδ,

where ∂1ωδ, ∂2ωδ and ∂3ωδ are defined by {xn = ρ} ∩ ωδ, {xn = ρ+ δ2} ∩ ωδ and
{|x′| = δ}∩ωδ respectively. Since Ω is admissible, there exist two positive constants
θ and K satisfying

(5.11) (κb1 − 3θ, . . . , κbn−1 − 3θ, 2K) ∈ Γ.

Define

(5.12) v = ρ(x′)− xn − θ|x′|2 +Kx2n.

We see that when δ depending on θ and K is sufficiently small, we have

(5.13)

v 6−
θ

2
|x′|2, on ∂1ωδ

v 6−
δ2

2
, on ∂2ωδ

v 6−
θδ2

2
, on ∂3ωδ.

In view of (5.2) and (5.11), λ(D2v) ∈ Γ on ωδ. Thus, there exists an uniform
constant η0 > 0 depending only on θ, ∂Ω and K satisfying

λ(D2v − 2η0I) ∈ Γ on ωδ.

Then we have

(5.14) λ

(

1

w
{γis(vst − 2η0δst)γ

jt}

)

∈ Γ on ωδ.

To prove (5.10), we shall use the strategy of [17] to consider the function

W := ∇′
α(u− ϕ)−

1

2

∑

16β6n−1

(uβ − ϕβ)
2

defined on ωδ for small δ, where

∇′
αu := uα + ραun, for 1 6 α 6 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 δ is sufficiently small, we have

(5.15) LW 6 C

(

1 + |DW |+
∑

i

Gii +GijWiWj

)

,

where C is a positive constant depending on n, θ0, ‖ψ‖C1(Ω×[−µ0,µ0]
, ‖ϕ‖C3(Ω) and

∂Ω, where µ0 = ‖u‖C0(Ω).

As [22] and [21], we consider the following barrier on ωδ, for sufficiently small δ,

(5.16) Ψ := v − td+
N

2
d2,

where v(x) is defined by (5.12), d(x) := dist(x, ∂Ω) is the distance from x to the
boundary ∂Ω, and t, N are two positive constants to be determined later. Since
f1/n is concave in Γ and homogeneous of degree one and |Dd| ≡ 1 on the boundary
∂Ω, by (5.14) and (2.12), we have,

1

n
ψ

1
n
−1Gij(D2v − η0I +NDd⊗Dd)ij

>G1/n(D2v − η0I +NDd⊗Dd,Du)

>µ(N) on ωδ

for some positive constant µ(N) satisfying limN→+∞ µ(N) = +∞. We then have

(5.17)

GijΨij >nψ1−1/nµ(N) + η0
∑

i

Gii + (Nd− t)Gijdij

>nǫ
1−1/n
0 µ(N) + η0

∑

i

Gii + (Nd− t)Gijdij

> 2µ1(N) + (η0 − CNδ − Ct)
∑

i

Gii

on ωδ, where µ1(N) := n(inf ψ)1−1/nµ(N)/2. Define

(5.18) W̃ := 1− exp{−bW}.

By (5.15), we can choose the constant b large enough so that

(5.19)

LW̃ =Gij
(

− e−bW b2WiWj + be−bWWij

)

6 be−bW

[

C

(

1 + |DW |+
∑

i

Gii

)

+ (C − b)GijWiWj

]

6C(1 + |DW̃ |+
∑

i

Gii) + (C − b)GijWiWjbe
−bW

6C(1 + |DW̃ |+
∑

i

Gii).

We consider the function
Φ := RΨ− W̃ ,

where R is a large undetermined positive constant. We shall prove

(5.20) Φ 6 0 on ωδ
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by choosing suitable positive constants δ, t, N and R.
We first consider the case that the maximum of Φ is achieved at an interior point

x0 ∈ ωδ. It follows that at x0,

|DW̃ | = R|DΨ|

and if N is sufficiently large and δ <
√

µ1(N)/2CN ,

|DΨ| = |Dv − tDd+NdDd| 6 C(1 + t) + CδN 6 µ1(N)1/2 in ωδ.

Therefore, by (5.17), provided δ and t sufficiently small such that CNδ+Ct < η0/2,
we have

(5.21) LΨ > µ1(N) + µ1(N)1/2|DΨ|+
η0
2

∑

i

Gii.

By (5.19) and (5.21) we obtain, at x0,

0 > LΦ >Rµ1(N) +Rµ1(N)1/2|DΨ|+
Rη0
2

∑

Gii

− C
(

1 + |DW̃ |+
∑

Gii
)

>Rµ1(N)− C +R(µ1(N)1/2 − C)|DΨ|

+

(

Rη0
2

− C

)

∑

Gii > 0

provided N and R are chosen sufficiently large which is a contradiction. Thus, the
maximum of Φ is achieved at the boundary ∂ωδ. We may further assume δ < 2t/N
so that

(5.22) −td+
N

2
d2 6 0 on ωδ.

By (5.13) and (5.22), we can conclude that Φ 6 0 on ∂ωδ by choosing R larger and
then (5.20) is proved.

Since (RΨ− W̃ )(0) = 0, we have (RΨ− W̃ )n(0) 6 0. Therefore, we get

unα(0) > −C.

The above arguments also hold for

W = −∇′
αu−

1

2

∑

16β6n−1

(uβ − ϕβ)
2.

Hence, we obtain (5.10).
Since the mean curvature of Mu, H > 0, it suffices to prove an upper bound

(5.23) unn(0) 6 C.

We use an idea of [18] and [19] to prove

(5.24) S1;n(D
2u,Du) = σ1

(

λ

(

I +
Du(n)⊗Du(n)

1− |Du(n)|2

)

D2u(n)

)

> c0

for some uniform constant c0 > 0. Then (5.23) follows immediately by (2.5) if
(5.24) is proved.

To prove (5.24), we introduce some notations. Suppose W is a (0, 2) tensor field
on Ω, namely W ∈ C2(T ∗Ω ⊗ T ∗Ω), where T ∗Ω is the co-tangent bundle of Ω.
Let W ′ be the projection of W |∂Ω in the bundle T ∗∂Ω ⊗ T ∗∂Ω, where T ∗∂Ω is
the co-tangent bundle of ∂Ω. Similarly, for a 1-form P on Ω, denote P ′ to be the
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projection of P |∂Ω in the co-tangent bundle T ∗∂Ω. Denote g̃′ to be the induced
metric on ∂Ω ⊂ Ω. To proceed we recall an easy lemma as follows.

Lemma 5.4. Let V ′, W ′ be (0, 2) tensor fields on ∂Ω defined by

V ′ = V ′
αβθ

α ⊗ θβ ; W ′ =W ′
αβθ

α ⊗ θβ

locally, where {θ1, . . . , θn−1} is an arbitrary local frame for T ∗∂Ω. Suppose

g̃′ = g̃′αβθ
α ⊗ θβ

and {g̃′αβ}16α,β6n−1 is the inverse of {g̃′αβ}16α,β6n−1. Define

{U ′
αβ} = {V ′

αβ}{g̃
′αβ}{W ′

αβ},

namely

U ′
αβ =

∑

16γ1,γ26n−1

V ′
αγ1

g′γ1γ2W ′
γ2β, 1 6 α, β 6 n− 1.

Then

U ′ := U ′
αβθ

α ⊗ θβ

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

We set

m := inf
∂Ω

trg̃′

((

g̃′ +
(Du)′ ⊗ (Du)′

1− |(Du)′|2g

)

(D2u)′
)

,

where trg̃′ denotes the trace with respect to the metric g̃′. We shall prove m > c0
for some positive constant c0. Suppose m is attained at x0 ∈ ∂Ω. We may assume
that x0 is the origin and the positive xn-axis is in the interior normal direction to
∂Ω at the origin as before. Furthermore, we may also assume the boundary ∂Ω is
given by (5.2) near the origin.

Choose a local orthonormal frame {ẽ1, . . . , ẽn} around x0 such that en is the

interior normal to ∂Ω. ∇̃ denotes the standard connection of Rn. Write ẽi(x) =

ẽji (x)∂j for i = 1, . . . n, where ∂1, · · · , ∂n is the rectangular coordinate system.
Thus, we have

∇̃iu := ∇̃ẽiu = ẽji∂ju = ẽjiuj

and

∇̃iju := ∇̃ẽi∇ẽju = ẽki ẽ
l
j∂k∂lu = ẽki ẽ

l
jukl.

We may also assume that ẽji (x0) = δij for 1 6 i, j 6 n and {∇̃αβu(x0)}16α,β6n−1

is diagonal.
Since u− ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω, we find

(5.25) ∇̃αβu = ∇̃αβϕ− ∇̃n(u− ϕ)σαβ , 1 6 α, β 6 n− 1

on ∂Ω near x0, where σαβ = 〈Deαeβ , en〉. Note that σαβ is the second fundamental
form of ∂Ω when it is restricted on ∂Ω. By (5.25) and the definition of m, we have

(5.26)

−η := −A(x)∇̃n(u− ϕ) =

(

δαβ +
∇̃αϕ∇̃βϕ

1− |∇̃′ϕ|2

)

∇̃αβ(u− ϕ)

>m−

(

δαβ +
∇̃αϕ∇̃βϕ

1− |∇̃′ϕ|2

)

∇̃αβϕ
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on ∂Ω near the origin, where

A(x) :=
∑

16α,β6n−1

σαβ

(

δαβ +
∇̃αϕ∇̃βϕ

1− |∇̃′ϕ|2

)

and |∇̃′ϕ|2 :=
∑

α6n−1(∇̃αϕ)
2. Define

V = −η(x)−m+

(

δαβ +
∇̃αϕ∇̃βϕ

1− |∇̃′ϕ|2

)

∇̃αβϕ−
K

2

n−1
∑

β=1

(u− ϕ)2β

in ωδ = {x ∈ Ω : ρ(x′) < xn < ρ(x′) + δ2, |x′| < δ}.

Lemma 5.5. There exist positive constants δ sufficiently small and K sufficiently
large such that

(5.27) LV 6 C

(

1 + |DV |+
∑

i

Gii +GijViVj

)

,

where C is a positive constant depending on n, θ0, ‖ψ‖C1(Ω×[−µ0,µ0]
, ‖ϕ‖C3(Ω) and

∂Ω, where µ0 = ‖u‖C0(Ω).

Proof. Differentiating the equation (5.4), we get

(5.28)

LV +GsVs 6CK + C
∑

i

Gii + C
∑

s

|Gs| − 2Gijuti
(

Aetn
)

j

+ 2K
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiϕβj −K
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj.

Since

aij =
1

w
γikuklγ

lj ,

we have

Gij =
∂G

∂uij
= F st ∂ast

∂uij
=

1

w

∑

s,t

F stγisγtj

and

uij = w
∑

s,t

γisastγtj .

Here F ij is defined by

F ij :=
∂f(λ(A[u]))

∂aij
.

It follows that
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj = w
∑

β6n−1

∑

s,t

F ijγβsγβtasiatj

and

C−1
0

∑

i

F ii
6
∑

i

Gii
6 C0

∑

i

F ii

for some positive constant C0 depending on θ0. We can find an orthogonal matrix
B = {bij} which can diagonalize {aij} and {F ij} simultaneously, i.e.,

F ij =
∑

s

bisfsbjs and aij =
∑

s

bisκsbjs.
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Therefore, we have
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj =w
∑

β6n−1

F ijγβsγβtasiatj

=w
∑

β6n−1

∑

i

(

∑

s

γβsbsi

)2

fiκ
2
i .

Let η = (ηij) = (
∑

s γisbsj). We find η ·ηT = g and | det(η)| =
√

1− |Du|2. Hence,
we obtain

(5.29)
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj = w
∑

β6n−1

∑

i

η2βifiκ
2
i .

We have

(5.30)
∣

∣

∣Gijuti
(

Aetn
)

j

∣

∣

∣ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i,t

fiκibsiγ
jsbpiγtp

(

Aetn
)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C
∑

i

fi|κi|.

and

(5.31)
∣

∣Gijuβiϕβj

∣

∣ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i,t

fiκibsiγ
jsbtiγβtϕβj

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C
∑

i

fi|κi|.

For any indices j, t, we have

F ijait =
∑

i,s,p

bisfsbjsbipκpbtp =
∑

i

fiκibjibti.

Thus, by (5.6), we find

|
∑

s

Gs |=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

s

{

us
w2

∑

i

fiκi +
2

w(1 + w)

∑

t,j

F ijait
(

wutγ
sj + ujγ

ts
)

}∣

∣

∣

∣

6C
∑

i

fi|κi|.

Combining (5.28)-(5.32), we obtain

(5.32) LV +GsVs 6 CK

(

1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

fi|κi|

)

− wK
∑

β6n−1

∑

i

η2βifiκ
2
i .

Now we consider the term GsVs. We have, by (5.6) and the definition of the matrix
{bij},

(5.33)

−GsVs = −
us
w2

∑

i

fiκiVs −
2

w(1 + w)

∑

t,j

F ijait
(

wutγ
sj + ujγ

ts
)

Vs

= −
1

w

∑

s



nψus
1

w
+ 2

∑

t,i

fiκi(btiut)γ
slbli



Vs

6C|DV | −
2

w

∑

t,i

fiκi(btiut)γ
slbliVs.

We consider two cases: (a)
∑

β6n−1 η
2
βi > ǫ for all i; and (b)

∑

β6n−1 η
2
βr < ǫ for

some index 1 6 r 6 n, where ǫ is a positive constant to be chosen later.
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For the case (a), by (5.29), we have
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj > ǫw
∑

i

fiκ
2
i .

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any ǫ0 > 0, we have

(5.34)
2

w
κi(btiut)γ

slbliVs > −
ǫ0
2
κ2i −

C

ǫ0
(γslbliVs)

2.

Then

−GsVs 6 C|DV |+
ǫ0
2
fiκ

2
i +

C

ǫ0
GijViVj .

Obviously, for any ǫ1 > 0,

∑

i

fi|κi| 6
1

2ǫ1

∑

i

fi +
ǫ1
2

∑

i

fiκ
2
i 6 C

(

1

ǫ1

∑

i

Gii + ǫ1
∑

i

fiκ
2
i

)

.

Combining the previous four inequalities with (5.32), (5.27) follows.
For the case (b), by lemma 4.3 of Bayard [3] , for any i 6= r,

∑

β6n−1

η2βi > c1

for some positive constant c1 depending on θ0 and n.
In view of (5.29), It follows that

(5.35)
∑

β6n−1

Gijuβiuβj > wc1
∑

i6=r

fiκ
2
i .

If κr 6 0, by Lemma 2.7 of [12], we have

∑

i6=r

fiκ
2
i >

1

n+ 1

n
∑

i=1

fiκ
2
i .

Thus (5.27) follows using a similar argument as the Case (a).
We need only to deal with the case κr > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume

r = 1. Now we consider two cases.
Case (b-1). |κi| 6 ǫ0κ1 for all i > 2, where the positive constant ǫ0 is some
positive constant to be determined.

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

(1− (n− 2)ǫ0)κ1 6 λi 6 (1 + (n− 2)ǫ0)κ1, for i > 2,

where λ1, . . . , λn are defined in (2.6). By the equation (1.2), we get,

λ1 =
ψ

λ2 · · ·λn
6 Cκ1−n

1

by fixing the constant ǫ0 sufficiently small. It follows that

σn−1;i(λ) =
∏

j 6=i

λj 6 Cκn−2
1 κ1−n

1 = Cκ−1
1 for i > 2.

and hence

f1(κ) =
∑

i6=1

σn−1;i(λ) 6 Cκ−1
1 .

Therefore,

f1κ1 6 C.
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By (5.33) and (5.34) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have, for any ǫ > 0,

(5.36)

−GsVs 6C|DV | −
2

w

∑

i6=1

fiκi(btiut)γ
slbliVs

6C|DV |+ C
∑

i6=1

fi|κi||γ
slbliVs|

6C|DV |+ ǫ
∑

i6=1

fiκ
2
i +

C

ǫ

n
∑

i=1

fiγ
slbliVsγ

tkbkiVt

6C|DV |+ ǫ
∑

i6=1

fiκ
2
i +

C

ǫ
GijViVj .

By using (5.35) and fixing ǫ sufficiently small, we can prove (5.15).
Case (b-2). |κi0 | > ǫ0κ1 for some i0 > 2,

First by direct calculation, we have

(5.37)

∣

∣γslbl1Vs
∣

∣ 6C +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γslbl1

(

(−Aepn)ups −K
∑

β6n−1

(u− ϕ)β(u− ϕ)βs

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6CK + w

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(−Aepn)ηp1 −K
∑

β6n−1

(u− ϕ)βηβ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

κ1

6Cw(ǫK + 1)κ1 + CK.

Note that

f1κ1 = nψ −
∑

i6=1

fiκi.

We have

2

w
f1κ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑

t

bt1ut

)

γslbl1Vs

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
2

w

(

nψ −
∑

i6=1

fiκi
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑

t

bt1ut

)

γslbl1Vs

∣

∣

∣

∣

6C|DV |+ C(ǫK + 1)
∑

i6=1

fi|κi|κ1 + CK
∑

i6=1

fi|κi|

6C|DV |+
(

ǫ−1
0 C(ǫK + 1) + ǫ1K

)

∑

i6=1

fiκ
2
i +

CK

ǫ1

∑

i6=1

fi

for any ǫ1 > 0. We can choose sufficiently small δ, ǫ and ǫ1 and sufficiently large
K satisfying

ǫ−1
0 C(ǫK + 1) + ǫ1K <

mc1K

4
,

where m = 1 − θ20 and θ0 is defined in (3.1). Therefore, as in Case (b-1), (5.27)
follows. �

Using same arguments as in the proof of (5.20), we can choose positive constant

R sufficiently large such that RΨ− Ṽ 6 0 on ω̄δ, where

Ṽ := 1− exp{−bV }
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as in (5.18). Since Ω is convex and admissible, there exists a positive constant a0
depending only on the geometry of ∂Ω such that

A(x) >
∑

16α6n−1

σαα > a0 for all x ∈ ω̄δ.

Then we obtain an upper bound

unn(x0) 6 C.

Thus, the principle curvatures κ[Mu(x0)] lie in a priori compact subset S ⋐ Γ. By
(2.2), there exists a positive constant a1 depending only on S such that

a1 6
∂S2

∂unn
(D2u(x0), Du(x0)) =

1− |Du(n)(x0)|
2

1− |Du(x0)|2
Sk−1;n(D

2u(x0), Du(x0))

=
1− |Du(n)(x0)|

2

1− |Du(x0)|2
m.

It follows that m > c0 for some positive constant depending only on S and θ0.
Then (5.24) and (5.23) follow immediately. Theorem 5.1 is proved.
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