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SURVEY ON THE ASYMPTOTIC DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR
THE MINIMAL SURFACE EQUATION

ESKO HEINONEN

ABSTRACT. We give a survey on the development of the study of
the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface equa-
tion on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Part of this survey is based
on the introductory part of the doctoral dissertation [29] of the
author. The paper is organised as follows. First we introduce
Cartan-Hadamard manifolds and the concept of asymptotic Dirich-
let problem, then discuss about the development of the results
and describe the methods used in the proofs. In the end we men-
tion some results about the nonsolvability of the asymptotic Dirich-
let problem.

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. A Cartan-Hadamard (also Hadamard)

manifold M is a complete simply connected Riemannian manifold
whose all sectional curvatures satisfy

Ky < 0.

The most simple examples of such manifolds are the Euclidean space
R", with zero curvature, and the hyperbolic space H", with constant
negative curvature —1. The name of these manifolds has its origin
in the Cartan-Hadamard theorem which states that the exponential
map is a diffeomorphism in the whole tangent space at every point
of M.

Another important examples of Cartan-Hadamard manifolds are
given by the rotationally symmetric model manifolds with radial
curvature function f satisfying f”’ > 0. We recall that a model mani-
fold is R" equipped with the rotationally symmetric metric that can
be written as

g =dr’* + f(r)*de?,
where 7 (as in the rest of the paper) is the distance to a pole 0 and

d® is the standard metric on the unit sphere $"~1. To justify the re-
quirement f” > 0, we note that the sectional curvatures of a model
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manifold can be obtained from the radial curvature function, namely
we have

KMf(PX) f(r(x)) a f(r(x))2

where « is the angle between Vr(x) and the 2-plane P, C TyM. In
the case of the radial sectional curvature the formula simplifies to

sin? &, (1.1)

f//
For the verification of these formulae one could see e.g. [49], or [4]
where more general formula was given for the sectional curvatures
of warped product manifolds.

The radial curvature function f is an example of solutions to the
Jacobi equation that is defined as follows. Given a smooth function
k: [0,00) — [0,00) we denote by f: [0,00) — R the smooth non-
negative solution to the initial value problem (Jacobi equation)

fr(0) =0,
fi(0) =1,
¢ =K fi.

These functions play an important role in estimates involving cur-
vature bounds since the resulting model manifolds can be used in
various comparison theorems, e.g. Hessian and Laplace comparison
(see [26]).

1.2. Asymptotic Dirichlet problem on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds.
Cartan-Hadamard manifolds can be compactified by adding the as-
ymptotic boundary (also sphere at infinity) deo M and equipping the re-
sulting space M := M U deoM with the cone topology. This makes
M homeomorphic to the closed unit ball. The asymptotic bound-
ary de.M consists of equivalence classes of geodesic rays under the
equivalence relation

Y1~ 72 if supdist (y1(t), 72(t)) < oo.
£>0

Equivalently it can be considered as the set of geodesic rays emitting

from a fixed point 0 € M, when each ray corresponds to a point on

the unit sphere of T, M, and this justifies the name sphere at infinity.
The basis for the cone topology in M is formed by cones

C(v,a) :={y € M\ {x}: <(v,7yY) <a}, veTM, a>0,
truncated cones

T(v,a,R) :=C(v,a)\ B(x,R), R >0,
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and all open balls in M. Here y*¥ denotes the unique geodesic join-
ing x to y, yo is the initial unit vector of geodesic -y, and <((,-) the
angle between two vectors. Cone topology was first introduced by
P. Eberlein and B. O’Neill in [23].

Now we can define the asymptotic Dirichlet problem (also Dirichlet
problem at infinity). Even though we will consider the minimal sur-

face equation
Vu

V———==0
V1+|Vul?
we formulate the problem for a general quasilinear elliptic operator

Q. Concerning terminology, the minimal surfaces given as graphs of
solutions to will be called also minimal graphs.

(1.2)

Problem 1.1. Let 6: d.cM — R be a continuous function. Does there
exist a continuous function u: M — R with

Qu] =0 inM;
U[deoM = 6,

and if yes, is the function u unique?

In the case such function u exists for every 6 € C(doM), we say
that the asymptotic Dirichlet problem in M is solvable. We will see
that the solvability of this problem depends heavily on the geome-
try of the manifold M, but the uniqueness of the solutions depends
also on the operator Q. Namely, for the usual Laplace, .A-harmonic
and minimal surface operators we have the uniqueness but in the
case of more complicated operators, that do not satisfy maximum
principles, the uniqueness of solutions will be lost (see e.g. [10]).

2. OVERVIEW OF THE RESULTS

The study of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem has its origin in
the question of the existence of entire bounded nonconstant har-
monic functions on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Namely, one way
to prove the existence is to solve the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
with arbitrary continuous boundary data on do.M. This question
gained lot of interest after the seminal work by Greene and Wu [26]],
where they conjectured that if the sectional curvatures of a Cartan-
Hadamard manifold M satisfy

KMS%,

C>0,
outside a compact set, then there exists an entire bounded noncon-
stant harmonic function on M.

From now on we will focus on the mean curvature equation; a
brief discussion about the results concerning harmonic and .4-harmo-

nic functions can be found e.g. in [29]. We will mention also some
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results that are not directly about the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
but that have motivated the study or have had an important role in
the proofs of other results.

2.1. Minimal surfaces. To begin with bounded domains () C RR",
we mention that the usual Dirichlet problem for the minimal graphs
was solved in 1968 by Jenkins and Serrin [34] under the assumption
that () has nonnegative mean curvature. Serrin [47] generalised this
for the graphs with prescribed mean curvature, and more recently
Guio and Sa Earp [28] considered similar Dirichlet problem in the
hyperbolic space.

First result about the existence of entire minimal graphs is due to
Nelli and Rosenberg. In [39], in addition to constructing catenoids,
helicoids and Scherk-type surfaces in H? x R, they proved the fol-
lowing theorem using the disk model of H2.

Theorem 2.1. Let I be a continuous rectifiable Jordan curve in 0 H? X R,
that is a vertical graph. Then, there exists a minimal vertical graph on TH?
having T as asymptotic boundary. The graph is unique.

In 2005 Meeks and Rosenberg [36] developed the theory of prop-
erly embedded minimal surfaces in N x IR, where N is a closed ori-
entable Riemannian surface but the existence of entire minimal sur-
faces in product spaces M X R really draw attention after the papers
by Collin and Rosenberg [17] and Galvez and Rosenberg [24]. In
[17] Collin and Rosenberg constructed a harmonic diffeomorphism
from C onto H? and hence disproved the conjecture of Schoen and
Yau [45]]. Galvez and Rosenberg generalised this result to Hadamard
surfaces whose curvature is bounded from above by a negative con-
stant. A key tool in their constructions was to solve the Dirichlet
problem on unbounded ideal polygons with alternating boundary
values oo on the sides of the ideal polygons (so-called Jenkins-
Serrin problem). In the end of [24] Galvez and Rosenberg obtain also
a counterpart of the Theoremunder the assumption Ky < C < 0.

Sa Earp and Toubiana [44] constructed minimal vertical graphs
over unbounded domains in H? x R taking certain prescribed finite
boundary data and certain prescribed asymptotic boundary data.
Espirito-Santo and Ripoll [22] considered the existence of solutions
to the exterior Dirichlet problem on simply connected manifolds with
negative sectional curvature. Here the idea is to find minimal hyper-
surfaces on unbounded domains with compact boundary assuming
zero boundary values.

Espirito-Santo, Fornari and Ripoll [21] proved the solvability of
the asymptotic Dirichlet problem on Riemannian manifold M whose
sectional curvatures satisfy Ky < —k2,k > 0, and under the assump-
tion that there exists a point p € M such that the isotropy group at p
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of the isometry group of M acts transitively on the geodesic spheres
centred at p.

Rosenberg, Schulze and Spruck [43] studied minimal hypersur-
facesin N x R} with N complete Riemannian manifold having non-
negative Ricci curvature and sectional curvatures bounded from be-
low. They proved so-called half-space properties both for properly
immersed minimal surfaces and for graphical minimal surfaces. In
the latter, a key tool was a global gradient estimate for solutions of
the minimal surface equation.

Ripoll and Telichevesky [42] showed the existence of entire bounded
nonconstant solutions for slightly larger class of operators, including
minimal surface operator, by studying the strict convexity (SC) con-
dition of the manifold. Similar class of operators was studied also
by Casteras, Holopainen and Ripoll [12] but instead of considering
the SC condition, they solved the asymptotic Dirichlet problem by
using similar barrier functions as in [33]]. Both of these gave the ex-
istence of minimal graphic functions under the sectional curvature
assumption

—r(x) TR < Ky (Py) < —K (2.1)
outside a compact set, and the latter also included the assumption
2(p—2)— P(p—1)
—r(x) (p=2)-¢ <K(Py) < —W, (2.2)

r(x) > Ry, for some constants ¢ > 1 and ¢, Ry > 0.

In [14] Casteras, Holopainen and Ripoll adapted a method that
was earlier used by Cheng [15] for the study of harmonic functions
and by Vahidkangas [51] for A-harmonic functions, and proved the
following.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold of dimension n > 3
and suppose that

28
(logr(x)) 1+e¢

— 2 < Ky(Py) €~

r(x)2 m(Px) < r(x)?logr(x)

holds for all 2-planes Py C TyM and for some constants ¢ > & > 0 and

r large enough. Then the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the minimal

surface equation (1.2)) is uniquely solvable.

(2.3)

The proof was based on the usage of Sobolev and Caccioppoli-
type inequalities together with complementary Young functions.

Telichevesky [48] considered the Dirichlet problem on unbounded
domains () proving the existence of solutions provided that Kj; <
—1, the ordinary boundary of () is mean convex and that () satisfies
the SC condition at infinity. The SC condition was studied by Cast-
eras, Holopainen and Ripoll also in [13] and they proved that the
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manifold M satisfies the SC condition under very general curvature
assumptions. As special cases they obtain the bounds (2.3)) and

. Ce(Z—s)r(x)eer(x)/g3 < Ky < _4)621'(96) (2.4)

for some constants ¢ > 1/4, ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0. In addition to the
asymptotic Dirichlet problem, Casteras, Holopainen and Ripoll ap-
plied the SC condition to prove also the solvability of the asymptotic
Plateau problem.

Adapting Vihidkangas” method Casteras, Heinonen and Holopai-
nen showed that, as in the case of .A-harmonic functions, the curva-
ture lower bound can be replaced by a pointwise pinching condition
obtaining the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let M be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold of dimension n > 2
and let ¢ > 1. Assume that

P(p—1)
K SRS .
(Px) — r(x)2 ’ (2 5)
holds for all 2-planes P, C TyM containing the radial vector Vr(x), with

x € M\ B(o,Ry). Suppose also that there exists a constant Cx < oo such
that

[K(Py)| < Ck|K(P)] (2.6)

whenever x € M\ B(o,Rg) and Py, P, C TyM are 2-planes containing
the radial vector Vr(x). Moreover, suppose that the dimension n and the
constant ¢ satisfy the relation

4
n>—+1.
¢

Then the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface equation
is uniquely solvable.

It is worth to point out that choosing ¢ > 4 in Theorem the
result holds for every dimension n > 2 and if n > 5, ¢ can be as
close to 1 as we wish. Moreover, if M is 2-dimensional, the condition
is trivially satisfied and the asymptotic Dirichlet problem can be
solved by assuming only the curvature upper bound and ¢ > 4.

In the case of rotationally symmetric manifolds it is possible to ob-
tain solvability results without any assumptions on the lower bound
of the sectional curvatures. Ripoll and Telichevesky [41] solved the
asymptotic Dirichlet problem on 2-dimensional surfaces, and later
Casteras, Heinonen and Holopainen [9] gave a proof that holds in
any dimension n > 2, obtaining the following.

Theorem 2.4. Let M be a rotationally symmetric n-dimensional Cartan-
Hadamard manifold whose radial sectional curvatures outside a compact
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set satisfy the upper bounds

1+¢ o
KB < = togry 77 =2
and o
& .
KB < =~ 1ogry F7 2%

Then the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface equation
(1.2)) is uniquely solvable.

We point out that the curvature assumptions in Theorem [2.4| are
most likely optimal (even the constants in the numerators). Namely,
March [35] gave an if and only if result for the existence of bounded
entire nonconstant harmonic functions under the same curvature as-
sumptions (see also the discussion in Section [4).

2.2. Other prescribed mean curvature surfaces. Aswe have already
mentioned, the asymptotic Dirichlet problem has been previously
considered also for other type of operators (starting from the Lapla-
cian) but the class of surfaces, that is very closely related to minimal
surfaces, are the surfaces of prescribed mean curvature. It is well
known that the graph of a function u: M — R has prescribed mean
curvature H if u satisfies

Vv
div __vH nH,

V1+|Vul?
where H: M — R is a given function. As it is reasonable to believe,
in this case the solvability of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem will
depend also on the function H.
A very special type of prescribed mean curvature surfaces are the
so-called f-minimal surfaces that are obtained by replacing the func-

tion nH by
<vf/1/u> s

where f: M x R — R and v, is the downward pointing unit normal
to the graph of u. In this case the mean curvature will depend, not
only on the point of the manifold, but also on the solution itself. The
name f-minimal comes from the fact that these surfaces are mini-
mal in the weighted manifolds (M, g,e~fd voly), where (M, g) is a
complete Riemannian manifold with volume element d voly.

In [10] Casteras, Heinonen and Holopainen studied these f-mini-
mal graphs and solved first the usual Dirichlet problem under suit-
able assumptions and then applied it to solve the asymptotic Dirich-
let problem under curvature assumptions similar to those that ap-
peared in [12], i.e. and (2.2). We point out that in [10] it was
necessary to assume that the function f € C2(M x R) is of the form

f(x,t) = m(x) +r(b).
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Other key assumptions are related to the decay of |V f| compared
to the curvature upper bound of the manifold. For example, it is

required that
v fé (1’) —e—1
sup |Vf|=o0 (—r /
BB(o,rl)DxIR fﬂ (1’)

where f, is the Jacobi solution related to the curvature upper bound.
Note that (n — 1)f,(r)/ fa(r) is the mean curvature of a sphere of
radius r on a model manifold with curvature —a®. The assumptions
related to the decay of |V f] are really necessary in view of a result
due to Pigola, Rigoli and Setti [40].

In [11] Casteras, Heinonen, Holopainen and Lira studied the as-
ymptotic Dirichlet problem for Killing graphs with prescribed mean
curvature on warped product manifolds M x, IR. Here M is a com-
plete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and ¢ € C*(M) is a smooth
warping function. This means that the metric of M X, R can be writ-
ten in the form

(00 m)*msdt? + mig,
where g is the metricon Mand 71: M X R —+ Mand mp: M xR —
R are the standard projections. In this setting X = 9; is a Killing
field with |X| = ¢ on M. The norm of X is preserved along its flow
lines and therefore ¢ can be extended to a smooth function ¢ = |X| €
C®(M x4 R). Then the Killing graph of a function u: M — R is the
hypersurface given by

Y, ={¥(x,u(x)): x € M},

where ¥: M xR — M X, Ris the flow generated by X. Such Killing
graphs were first introduced in [20] and [19] (see also [18]). In [19]
it was shown that the Killing graph X, has mean curvature H if u
satisfies the equation

div_ 15 vu — nH, 2.7)

Vo2 + |Vul?
where div_jog,(-) = div(-) + (Vlogg, (+)) is weighted divergence
operator.

In the case of Killing graphs the solvability of the asymptotic Dirich-
let problem depends on the geometry of M, on the warping func-
tion ¢ and on the prescribed mean curvature H. In [11] the authors
consider the same curvature assumptions and on M as in
[12] and [10]. We point out that here it is necessary to assume that
the warping function ¢ is convex since otherwise the whole warped
product space would not be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold, see [4].

Depending on the curvature bounds on M and the warping func-
tion ¢, it is possible to find entire Killing graphs with prescribed
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mean curvature H such that H(x) /4 0 as r(x) — oco. For exam-
ple, the hyperbolic space H"+! with constant curvature —1, can be
written as a warped product H**! = H" x .,¢y, R and in this case the
natural bound for the mean curvature function is

|H| < 1.

This comes from the fact that, in order to solve the Dirichlet problem,
the prescribed mean curvature must be bounded from above by the
mean curvature of the Killing cylinder over the domain.

To finish this section, we mention also the article [5] that appeared
after writing the first version of this survey. In [5] Bonorino, Cast-
eras, Klaser, Ripoll and Telichevesky study the asymptotic Dirichlet
problem in H" x R with prescribed mean curvature H: H" x R —
R depending also on the height variable.

3. DIFFERENT STRATEGIES TO SOLVE THE ASYMPTOTIC DIRICHLET
PROBLEM

The proof of the solvability of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem is
done in two steps. Namely, first one needs to obtain an entire solu-
tion, and secondly, show that this solution has the correct behaviour
at infinity. The first step is easy (at least for the minimal graphs) in
a sense that it follows from the known theory of PDE’s: The Dirich-
let problem for the minimal surface equation is solvable on bounded
domains if the mean curvature of the boundary is nonnegative. To
obtain an entire solution this can be used as follows.

Let 6 € C(dwM) be a continuous function defined on the asymp-
totic boundary. Fix a point 0 € M and extend 6 to a function 6 €
C(M). Then for each k € IN there exists a solution 1, € C>*(B(0,k)) N
C(B(o,k)) to

\/1+|Vuk|
ug|oB(o, k) = 0.

Applying interior gradient estimate in compact subsets of M and us-
ing the diagonal argument, one finds a subsequence that converges
locally uniformly with respect to C2-norm to a solution u. Then the
hard part is to show that u extends continuously to d..M and satisfies
U|0eoM = 6, that is

{div% =0 inB(o,k)

lim u(x) = 0(xo) (3.1)

X—X(

for any xg € deoM. In the case of operators mentioned in Section
it is also necessary to obtain global height estimates to get the
converging subsequence, since constants are no more solutions.

In order to complete the proof of the correct behaviour at infinity,
a couple of different strategies have been applied. One possibility is
to construct local barriers at infinity and use them to show that the
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solution must have the desired behaviour. Another possibility is to
use more PDE related techniques, such as Caccioppoli and Poincaré-
type inequalities, in order to obtain integral estimates and to show
that the difference of the solution and boundary data is pointwise
bounded by these integrals that tend to 0 at infinity. It is this latter
part where the geometry of the manifold, i.e. the curvature assump-
tions, play a key role.

Finally, the uniqueness of the solutions (for operators satisfying
maximum principle) can be proved as follows. Assume that u and
il are solutions, continuous up to the boundary, and u# = i on d.o M.
Assume that there exists y € M with u(y) > ii(y). Now denote
0= (u(y)—ii(y))/2and let U C {x € M: u(x) > ii(x) + 6} be the
component of M containing the point y. Since u and # are continuous
functions that coincides on the asymptotic boundary d M, it follows
that U is relatively compact open subset of M. Moreover, u = i + ¢
on oU, which implies u = i 4§ in U. This is a contradiction since
y e u.

3.1. Methods related to barriers. First way to show is to use
local barriers at the given point xp, i.e. to bound the values of the
solution u from above and from below by sub- and supersolutions
that are approaching the desired value 6(xy) when x — xo. The
idea is as follows. Let xg € dooM and &€ > 0 be arbitrary. Then
by the continuity of 6 (the extended function in M), there exists a
neighbourhood W of x( such that

10(x) —0(x0)| < e/2

forallx € W.

If we have a supersolution ¢ (in W) so that ¢(x) — 0 as x —
xp, the function —¢ will be a subsolution and we aim to bound the
solution u in W as

—p(x) +0(x0) — & < u(x) < p(x) +0(x) +e

This follows since, by comparison principle, we can bound every
solution uy (for k large enough) to be between these barriers. Finally
it follows that
limsup |u(x) —0(xp)| < ¢
X—XQ
since lim,_,y, (x) = 0. Because € and x¢ € doM were arbitrary, this
shows the claim.

3.1.1. Strict convexity condition. Motivated by Choi’s [16] convex conic
neighbourhood condition, that was used for the Laplacian, Ripoll
and Telichevesky [42] introduced the following strict convexity con-
dition to suit more general divergence form quasilinear elliptic PDE’s.
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Definition 3.1. A Cartan-Hadamard manifold M satisfies the strict
convexity condition (SC condition) if, given x € dM and a rela-
tively open subset W C dsM containing x, there exists a C?> open
subset () C M such that x € Int 0,2 C W, where Int do,(Q) denotes
the interior of 02 in dcM, and M \ Q) is convex.

They showed that if M satisfies the SC condition and the sectional
curvatures of M are bounded from above by a negative constant,
Ky < —Kk?, it is possible to use the distance function, s: O — R,
to d() to construct barriers at x. They also proved that rotationally
symmetric manifolds with Kp; < —k? and manifolds satisfying
satisfy the SC condition.

In order to prove the SC condition under (2.I), Ripoll and Teliche-
vesky generalise former constructions of Anderson [2] and Borbély
[6]. The idea is that since Ky < —k?, the principal curvatures of the
geodesic spheres are at least k, and therefore it is possible to take out
small pieces of the spheres such that the remaining set is still convex.

Later, Casteras, Holopainen and Ripoll [13] proved the SC condi-
tion under the curvature bounds and (2.4). In order to do this,
they used slightly modified version of the local barrier function that
will be introduced next.

3.1.2. Barrier from an angular function. In [33] Holopainen and Vaha-
kangas solved the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the p-Laplacian
under very general curvature conditions on the manifold M. A key
tool was a local barrier function at infinity that was constructed by
generalising the ideas that go back to Anderson and Schoen [3]] and
to Holopainen [31]. The idea was to take continuous function on the
boundary ds,M, extend it to the whole manifold and after a smoothen-
ing procedure obtain sub- and supersolutions that can be used as
barriers. The clever idea in [33] was that the smoothening procedure
depends also on the curvature lower bound, and this allowed the
more general curvature conditions and (2.2).

The barrier function obtained in [33] has appeared to be very flex-
ible and suit also other quasilinear elliptic PDE’s. The same bar-
rier has been used to solve the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for a
large class of operators in [12], for f-minimal graphs in [10], and for
Killing graphs in [11]. As mentioned in the previous section, modi-
fied version of this barrier was used also in [13].

We point out that since the smoothening procedure in [33] de-
pends on the curvature bounds, the computations become very long
and technical. However, to give a very brief idea, we describe some
steps. The barrier function is constructed under curvature bounds

—(bor)*(x) < K(Px) < —(aor)*(x),
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where 7 is the distance to a fixed point 0 € M and a,b: [0,00) —
[0,00) are smooth functions satisfying certain conditions (see [33]).
These curvature bounds are used to control the first two deriva-
tives of the “barrier" that is constructed for each boundary point
Xo € Jdeo M.

The construction starts from an angular function & that is defined
on the boundary d.M, then extended inside the manifold, smoothened
by integrating against certain kernel, and appropriately normalised.
We denote this smooth function still by &. Then adding this function
h to the distance function r with certain negative power and multi-
plying by a constant we will obtain a function ¢ that is a supersolu-
tion in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of xj in the cone topology.
Finally this supersolution can be used to construct local barriers in
that neighbourhood.

3.1.3. Rotationally symmetric manifolds. On rotationally symmetric man-
ifolds, with the metric

g* = dr* + f(r)?dd?,

the solvability of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem under the opti-
mal curvature bounds of Theorem is obtained by proving first
the following integral condition that can be used to construct global
barrier functions.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that

/1 N (F5)2 /S ” £(1)' "t ) ds < oo, (32)

Then there exist non-constant bounded solutions of the minimal surface
equation and, moreover, the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the minimal
surface equation is uniquely solvable for any continuous boundary data on
O M.

The condition was earlier considered by March in [35] where,
by studying the behaviour of the Brownian motion, he proved that
entire bounded nonconstant harmonic functions exist if and only if
is satisfied. Similar conditions appeared also in [37] and [16].
We will sketch the proof for the minimal surface equation from [9].
How the condition gives the curvature bounds of Theorem
can be found from [35].

Proof of Theorem [3.2] (Sketch). Changing the order of integration, the
condition reads

/1 ” flj:((;—):_fdsdt < oo, (3.3)
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Now interpret d,M as $" ! and let b: $"~! — R be a smooth non-
constant function and define B: M \ {0} — R,

B(exp(r9)) = B(r,9) = b(8), 8 € S" ! C T,M.

Define also

a) =k [0 [ o Sasar

with k > 0 to be determined later, and note that by the assumption
7(r) — 0asr — oo. The idea in the proof is to use the functions
7 and B, and condition to construct global barrier functions.
The minimal surface equation for # + B can be written as
V(n + B) B A(n + B)
VIFIVO+B)P V14V +B)]?

1
+<VW+B”V<¢LHVW+BMQ>’
(3.4)

div

and we want to estimate the terms on the right hand side from above.
An important fact is that on the rotationally symmetric manifolds
the Laplace operator can be written as
02 flord 1 s
A=— —1)— + —A7, 3.5
U o v ¢ e (3:5)
where AS is the Laplacian on the unit sphere g"-1 < T, M, and for
the gradient of a function ¢ we have

o, 1
ar ar  f(r)?

Vo = V¢ (3.6)

and
Vol* =97+ f Vo0l
Here V® is the gradient on $"~!, |V5¢| denotes the norm of V¢

with respect to the Euclidean metric on "1, and ¢, = d¢/dr.

Therefore using (3.4), and we obtain, by somewhat long
computation,

v V(n+ B)
V14|V +B)> ~
when we choose r large enough and then k > ||b|| 2 large enough. In
particular, # 4 B is a supersolution to the minimal surface equation
in M\ B(o,7p) for some ry.
To obtain a global upper barrier choose k so that holds and
1 > 2max |B| on the geodesic sphere dB(o, 70). Then a := minyp, ) (17 +

(3.7)
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B) > max B. Since 57(r) — 0 as r — oo, the function

_Jmin{(y +B)(x),a} ifx e M\ B(o,1);
w(x) = {a if x € B(o, 1) :

is continuous in M and coincide with b on dsM. Global lower barrier
v can be obtained similarly by replacing # with —#. Thenv < B < w
by construction and the same will hold also for the solution u. In the

end, continuous boundary values can be handled by approximation.
O

3.2. Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities with Moser iteration. The
method of proving the correct boundary values at infinity without
barriers goes back to [15] where Cheng considered the asymptotic
Dirichlet problem for the harmonic functions. Cheng’s approach
was modified by Vahdkangas in [50] and [51] for the case of .A-
harmonic functions. It turned out that Cheng’s and Vahidkangas’
proofs could be further developed to suit also the minimal surface
equation and weaker assumptions on the curvature ([8], [14]). We
will describe some steps of the proof of Theorem the proof of
Theorem [2.2| follows similar steps although details differ due to the
different curvature assumptions.

Within this approach we will deal with weak solutions of the min-
imal surface equation that are defined as follows. Let O C M

be an open set. Then a function u € Wllo’i (Q)) is a (weak) solution of the
minimal surface equation if

/ VuVe) (3.8)

QO /14 |Vul?

for every ¢ € C5°(Q)). Note that the integral is well-defined since

/14 |Vu|?2 > |Vu| ae,
and thus

/ [(Vu, qu / ]Vu|\Vgo| S/Q\qu\<oo.

Q414 |Vu|2 = Ja /14 |[Vul?

Now let 6 be the boundary data function that is extended inside
the manifold M and let u be the solution obtained via the method
mentioned in the beginning of this section. In order to show (3.1),
we construct a certain smooth homeomorphism ¢: [0,00) — [0, o0)
(see (8.13)) and prove first a pointwise estimate

sup q0(|u—9\/v)n+1 < c/ ¢(ju—10|/v), (3.9)
B(x,s/2) B(x,s)

where ¢ and v are constants. Second step is to show that the inte-
gral on the right hand side of (3.9) tends to 0 as r(x) — oo, which
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then implies that the pointwise difference of the boundary data and
the solution tends to 0. This second step follows from an integral
estimate (Poincaré-type inequality)

/M o(|u—6)/v) < c+c/MF(r|V9|) +C/MF1(r2|V6|2) < 210)

Namely, let now (x;) be a sequence of points such that x; — x¢ €
dooM. Since the integral of ¢ over the whole manifold is finite by

(3.10), we must have
u—=0|/v)y—20
Jo sy (e =617

as x; — xg and follows.
Key tools to obtain the pointwise estimate are the Sobolev
inequality (see e.g. [30])

n—1)/
([ o) sef e
B(x,rs)

n € C3(B(x,7s)), and a Caccioppoli-type 1nequa11ty [8, Lemma 3.1]

Vul?
s ol e < fLoRg/(u o1/ Vo

—l—(4+£)v2/13%(]u—9|/1/)]V17|2, (3.12)

where 77 > 0is a C! function. We note that the inequality (3.12) can
be proved by using

f=n’e (@) — 19 (@)

as a test function in the weak form of the minimal surface equation
(B.8). These inequalities can be then used to run a Moser iteration
process that yields the estimate (3.9). The idea of the Moser iteration,
that goes back to [38] and [46] (see also [25]), is that if one has an
estimate for LP-norms, i.e. LY -norm can be suitably bounded by LP-
norm when p’ > p, then it is possible to iterate this estimate and
obtain a bound for the L*-norm in terms of the L-norm with finite
p. In our case we first obtain an estimate that can be written as a

recursion formula Iiy1 < CL/ i/ I, where

1/xf
Iy = (/B (P(h)’”f> ,

]
xk=n/(n—1),j € N,mj = (n+1)x/ — n and the radii of the balls
B; converge to s/2 as j — oo, and this finally yields (3.9).
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The Caccioppoli inequality (3.12)), together with the curvature bound,
play a central role also in the proof of the integral estimate (3.10).
Another essential part is the Young’s inequality

ab < F(a) + G(b)

for special type of Young functions F and G that are constructed as
follows. Let H: [0,00) — [0, ) be a certain homeomorphism (for

details, see [8] Section 2.3]) and define G(t) = fot H(s)ds and F(t) =
[Y H™(s)ds. Then

0
td
w(t):/o —Gls(s) and q):gbfl (3.13)

are homeomorphisms so that G o ¢’ = ¢. Another pair of Young
functions F; and G; are constructed similarly, and so that G o ¢” ~
¢. The integrability of the functions F and Fj in follows from
the construction and the curvature assumptions on M.

4. NON-SOLVABILITY OF THE ASYMPTOTIC DIRICHLET PROBLEM

From the classical results on Bernstein’s problem we know that if
the graph of u: R” — R is a minimal surface in R"t! then u is affine
for n < 7, and so a bounded solution must be constant. Therefore
it is clear, that if we wish to solve the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
with any continuous boundary data, the curvature cannot be zero
everywhere. On the other hand, the discussion about the rotation-
ally symmetric case and the theorems replacing the sectional cur-
vature lower bound with the pinching condition raise a ques-
tion about the necessity of the curvature lower bound. It turns out
that for the solvability of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for (1.2
on general non-rotationally symmetric Cartan-Hadamard manifold,
some control on the negativity of the curvature is necessary (e.g. the
condition or a curvature lower bound).

The first result in this direction was proved in 1994 by Ancona
in [1] where he constructed a manifold with Kp; < —1 so that the
Brownian motion almost surely exits M at a single point on the as-
ymptotic boundary, and therefore the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
for the Laplacian is not solvable. Borbély [7] constructed similar
manifold using analytic arguments and later Holopainen and Ripoll
[32] generalised Borbély’s example to cover also the minimal surface
equation by proving the following.

Theorem 4.1. There exists a 3-dimensional Cartan-Hadamard manifold M
with sectional curvatures < —1 such that the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
for the minimal surface equation is not solvable with any continuous
nonconstant boundary data, but there are nonconstant bounded continuous

solutions of (1.2) on M.
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It is also worth mentioning two closely related results by Greene
and Wu [27] that partly answer the question about the optimal cur-
vature upper bound. Firstly, in [27, Theorem 2 and Theorem 4] they
showed that an n-dimensional, n # 2, Cartan-Hadamard manifold
with asymptotically nonnegative sectional curvature is isometric to
R". Secondly, in [27, Theorem 2] they showed that an odd dimen-
sional Riemannian manifold with a pole 0 € M and everywhere
non-positive or everywhere nonnegative sectional curvature is iso-
metric to R” if lim infs_, 5%k(s) = 0, where k(s) = sup{|K(Py)|: x €
M, d(o,x) = s, Py € TyMtwo-plane}.

Above the asymptotically nonnegative sectional curvature means
the following.

Definition 4.2. Manifold M has asymptotically nonnegative sectional
curvature if there exists a continuous decreasing function A: [0, 00) —
[0, 00) such that

/ sA(s)ds < oo,
0
and that Ky;(Py) > —A(d(o,x)) at any point x € M.

In [9] Casteras, Heinonen and Holopainen proved the following
under the conditions of Definition

Theorem 4.3. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with asymptot-
ically nonnegative sectional curvature and only one end. If u: M — R is
a solution to the minimal surface equation that is bounded from below and
has at most linear growth, then it must be a constant.

Compared to the results of Greene and Wu, here M does not need
to be simply connected and the curvature is allowed to change sign.
Similar result was proved also in [43] but assuming nonnegative
Ricci curvature. To end the discussion, we point out that for example
the curvature lower bound

K(P) > — ¢ C >0,

r(x)2(log r(x))Hs,
satisfies Definition 4.2] and this should be compared to the bounds
and those of Theorem

REFERENCES

[1] Alano Ancona. Convexity at infinity and Brownian motion on manifolds with
unbounded negative curvature. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 10(1):189-220, 1994.

[2] Michael T. Anderson. The Dirichlet problem at infinity for manifolds of neg-
ative curvature. |. Differential Geom., 18(4):701-721 (1984), 1983.

[3] Michael T. Anderson and Richard Schoen. Positive harmonic functions on
complete manifolds of negative curvature. Ann. of Math. (2), 121(3):429-461,
1985.



18 ESKO HEINONEN

[4] Richard L. Bishop and Barrett O’Neill. Manifolds of negative curvature. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc., 145:1-49, 1969.

[5] Leonardo Bonorino, Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Patricia Klaser, Jaime Ripoll, and
Miriam Telichevesky. On the asymptotic Dirichlet problem for a class of mean
curvature type partial differential equations. Preprint arXiv:1811.09867, 2018.

[6] Albert Borbély. A note on the Dirichlet problem at infinity for manifolds of
negative curvature. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 114(3):865-872, 1992.

[7] Albert Borbély. The nonsolvability of the Dirichlet problem on negatively
curved manifolds. Differential Geom. Appl., 8(3):217-237, 1998.

[8] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Esko Heinonen, and Ilkka Holopainen. Solvability of
minimal graph equation under pointwise pinching condition for sectional
curvatures. J. Geom. Anal., 27(2):1106-1130, 2017.

[9] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Esko Heinonen, and Ilkka Holopainen. Existence
and non-existence of minimal graphic and p-harmonic functions. Proceed-
ings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh: Section A Mathematics, pages 1-26,
DOI:10.1017 /prm.2018.134, 2019.

[10] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Esko Heinonen, and Ilkka Holopainen. Dirichlet prob-
lem for f-minimal graphs. |. Anal. Math., To appear.

[11] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Esko Heinonen, Ilkka Holopainen, and Jorge Lira. As-
ymptotic Dirichlet problems in warped products. Mathematische Zeitschrift,
pages 1-38, DOI:10.1007 /s00209-019-02346-1, 2019.

[12] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Illkka Holopainen, and Jaime B. Ripoll. On the asymp-
totic Dirichlet problem for the minimal hypersurface equation in a Hadamard
manifold. Potential Anal., 47(4):485-501, 2017.

[13] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Ilkka Holopainen, and Jaime B. Ripoll. Convexity at
infinity in Cartan-Hadamard manifolds and applications to the asymptotic
Dirichlet and Plateau problems. Math. Z., 290(1-2):221-250, 2018.

[14] Jean-Baptiste Casteras, Ilkka Holopainen, and Jaime B Ripoll. Asymptotic
Dirichlet problem for .A-harmonic and minimal graph equations in a Cartan-
Hadamard manifolds. Comm. Anal. Geom., To appear.

[15] Shiu Yuen Cheng. The Dirichlet problem at infinity for non-positively curved
manifolds. Comm. Anal. Geom., 1(1):101-112, 1993.

[16] Hyeong In Choi. Asymptotic Dirichlet problems for harmonic functions on
Riemannian manifolds. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 281(2):691-716, 1984.

[17] Pascal Collin and Harold Rosenberg. Construction of harmonic diffeomor-
phisms and minimal graphs. Ann. of Math. (2), 172(3):1879-1906, 2010.

[18] Marcos Dajczer, Jorge H. de Lira, and Jaime Ripoll. An interior gradient esti-
mate for the mean curvature equation of Killing graphs and applications. J.
Anal. Math., 129:91-103, 2016.

[19] Marcos Dajczer, Pedro A. Hinojosa, and Jorge H. de Lira. Killing graphs with
prescribed mean curvature. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 33(2):231-
248, 2008.

[20] Marcos Dajczer and Jaime Ripoll. An extension of a theorem of Serrin to
graphs in warped products. |. Geom. Anal., 15(2):193-205, 2005.

[21] Nedir do Espi rito Santo, Susana Fornari, and Jaime B. Ripoll. The Dirichlet
problem for the minimal hypersurface equation in M x IR with prescribed
asymptotic boundary. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 93(2):204-221, 2010.

[22] Nedir do Espirito-Santo and Jaime Ripoll. Some existence results on the ex-
terior Dirichlet problem for the minimal hypersurface equation. Ann. Inst. H.
Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 28(3):385-393, 2011.

[23] Patrick Eberlein and Barrett O’Neill. Visibility manifolds. Pacific |. Math.,
46:45-109, 1973.



ASYMPTOTIC DIRICHLET PROBLEM 19

[24] José A.Gdlvez and Harold Rosenberg. Minimal surfaces and harmonic diffeo-
morphisms from the complex plane onto certain Hadamard surfaces. Amer. .
Math., 132(5):1249-1273, 2010.

[25] David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of sec-
ond order. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of
the 1998 edition.

[26] Robert E. Greene and Hung Wu. Function theory on manifolds which possess a
pole, volume 699 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[27] Robert E. Greene and Hung Wu. Gap theorems for noncompact Riemannian
manifolds. Duke Math. |., 49(3):731-756, 1982.

[28] Elias M. Guio and Ricardo Sa Earp. Existence and non-existence for a mean
curvature equation in hyperbolic space. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 4(3):549-
568, 2005.

[29] Esko Heinonen. Dirichlet problems for mean curvature and p-harmonic equa-
tions on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Doctoral dissertation, University of
Helsinki, 2017.

[30] David Hoffman and Joel Spruck. Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for
Riemannian submanifolds. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 27:715-727, 1974.

[31] Ilkka Holopainen. Asymptotic Dirichlet problem for the p-Laplacian on
Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 130(11):3393-3400 (elec-
tronic), 2002.

[32] Ilkka Holopainen and Jaime B. Ripoll. Nonsolvability of the asymptotic
Dirichlet problem for some quasilinear elliptic PDEs on Hadamard mani-
folds. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 31(3):1107-1129, 2015.

[33] Ilkka Holopainen and Aleksi Vahdkangas. Asymptotic Dirichlet problem on
negatively curved spaces. J. Anal., 15:63-110, 2007.

[34] Howard Jenkins and James Serrin. The Dirichlet problem for the minimal
surface equation in higher dimensions. J. Reine Angew. Math., 229:170-187,
1968.

[35] Peter March. Brownian motion and harmonic functions on rotationally sym-
metric manifolds. Ann. Probab., 14(3):793-801, 1986.

[36] William H. Meeks and Harold Rosenberg. The theory of minimal surfaces in
M x R. Comment. Math. Helv., 80(4):811-858, 2005.

[37] John Milnor. On deciding whether a surface is parabolic or hyperbolic. Amer.
Math. Monthly, 84(1):43-46, 1977.

[38] Jiirgen Moser. On Harnack’s theorem for elliptic differential equations. Comm.
Pure Appl. Math., 14:577-591, 1961.

[39] Barbara Nelli and Harold Rosenberg. Minimal surfaces in H? x R. Bull. Braz.
Math. Soc. (N.S.), 33(2):263-292, 2002.

[40] Stefano Pigola, Marco Rigoli, and Alberto G. Setti. Some remarks on the
prescribed mean curvature equation on complete manifolds. Pacific J. Math.,
206(1):195-217, 2002.

[41] Jaime Ripoll and Miriam Telichevesky. Complete minimal graphs with pre-
scribed asymptotic boundary on rotationally symmetric Hadamard surfaces.
Geom. Dedicata, 161:277-283, 2012.

[42] Jaime Ripoll and Miriam Telichevesky. Regularity at infinity of Hadamard
manifolds with respect to some elliptic operators and applications to asymp-
totic Dirichlet problems. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 367(3):1523-1541, 2015.

[43] Harold Rosenberg, Felix Schulze, and Joel Spruck. The half-space property
and entire positive minimal graphs in M x R. |. Differential Geom., 95(2):321-
336, 2013.



20 ESKO HEINONEN

[44] Ricardo Sa Earp and FEric Toubiana. An asymptotic theorem for minimal
surfaces and existence results for minimal graphs in H? x R. Math. Ann.,
342(2):309-331, 2008.

[45] Richard Schoen and Shing-Tung Yau. Lectures on harmonic maps. Conference
Proceedings and Lecture Notes in Geometry and Topology, II. International
Press, Cambridge, MA, 1997.

[46] James Serrin. Local behavior of solutions of quasi-linear equations. Acta
Math., 111:247-302, 1964.

[47] James Serrin. The problem of Dirichlet for quasilinear elliptic differential
equations with many independent variables. Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London
Ser. A, 264:413-496, 1969.

[48] Miriam Telichevesky. A note on minimal graphs over certain unbounded do-
mains of Hadamard manifolds. Pacific J. Math., 281(1):243-255, 2016.

[49] Aleksi Vdhakangas. Bounded p-harmonic functions on models and Cartan-
Hadamard manifolds. Unpublished licentiate thesis, Department of Mathe-
matics and Statistics, University of Helsinki, 2006.

[50] Aleksi Vdhdkangas. Dirichlet problem at infinity for .A-harmonic functions.
Potential Anal., 27(1):27-44, 2007.

[51] Aleksi Vdhdkangas. Dirichlet problem on unbounded domains and at infin-
ity. Reports in Mathematics, Preprint 499, Department of Mathematics and
Statistics, University of Helsinki, 2009.

E. HEINONEN, DEPARTAMENTO DE GEOMETRIA Y TOPOLOGIA, UNIVERSIDAD
DE GRANADA, 18071 GRANADA, SPAIN.
E-mail address: ea.heinonen@gmail. com



	1. Preliminaries
	1.1. Cartan-Hadamard manifolds
	1.2. Asymptotic Dirichlet problem on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds

	2. Overview of the results
	2.1. Minimal surfaces
	2.2. Other prescribed mean curvature surfaces

	3. Different strategies to solve the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
	3.1. Methods related to barriers
	3.2. Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities with Moser iteration

	4. Non-solvability of the asymptotic Dirichlet problem
	References

