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THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE

EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE

BIN WANG

Abstract. We study the Dirichlet problem for functions whose graphs are spacelike hypersurfaces
with prescribed curvature in the Minkowski space and we obtain some new interior second order
estimates for admissible solutions to the corresponding fully nonlinear elliptic partial differential
equations.
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1. Introduction

The Dirichlet problem for the prescribed curvature equations in the Minkowski space is a phys-
ically motivated problem due to applications in the theory of relativity. However, the problem
has not been fully explored in the literature compared to its Euclidean counterparts because the
geometric nature of the ambient space causes substantial difficulties for deriving a priori estimates
of admissible solutions. Hence, major advancements for this problem have stopped since the work
of P. Bayard [2] and J. Urbas [46] in 2003, and only until very recent years C. Ren and Z. Wang
[36, 37, 49] have made some important progress. In this note, we continue the investigation from
the limited literature and obtain some new interior curvature estimates which also improve those
already remarkable ones due to J. Urbas [46] and Z. Wang [49]. A more detailed literature review
will soon be given below and our main results are stated in Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

Remark 1.1. For literature in the Euclidean case, the reader is referred to the modern representative
work of Guan-Ren-Wang [26] and Sheng-Urbas-Wang [42]; see also the very delicate work [24] of
Guan-Spruck in hyperbolic space.

Let σk : Rn → R denote the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial, which is defined as

σk(x1, . . . , xn) =
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤n

xi1 · · · xik .
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2 BIN WANG

We consider a fully nonlinear elliptic equation of the form

F [u] = f(κ1(x), . . . , κn(x)) = ψ(x, u,Du), x ∈ Ω,

in a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊆ R
n, where f is a smooth symmetric function of n variables given

by σk, ψ is a prescribed positive function and κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) denotes the principal curvatures of
the graph of u over Ω.

The study of this class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations were initiated by Caffarelli-Nirenberg-
Spruck [10–12] and Ivochkina [29–31], and further developed by Trudinger-Wang [43–45]. Indeed,
the equation operator σk includes a large class of notable examples. For a smooth hypersurface Σ
with principal curvatures κ[Σ] = (κ1, . . . , κn), the quantity σk(κ[Σ]) will be called the k-th mean
curvature (or just k-curvature) of Σ. In particular, σ1(κ[Σ]) =

∑n
i=1 κi is the usual mean curvature,

σ2(κ[Σ]) =
∑

i<j κiκj is the scalar curvature, and σn(κ[Σ]) = κ1 · · · κn is the Gauss curvature. The
other values of k also pertain to some important geometric problems in the sense that they can be
reduced to solving some particular σk type equations; see e.g. [23] and [25,55].

The aim of this note is to seek an admissible function u such that its graph Σ = (x, u(x)) over
Ω is a spacklike hypersurface in the Minkowski space and solves the following Dirichlet problem

F [u] = ψ(x, u,Du) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

where the meaning of being spacelike and admissible are specified in section 2.
The problem was first studied by Robert Bartnik and Leon Simon in their influential paper [1] for

the case of prescribing mean curvature i.e. when k = 1 in (1.1); see also the extension by Gerhardt
[18] to a general Lorentzian product manifold. The motivations mainly came from Einstein’s theory
of relativity, as first emphasized in the fundamental paper of Lichnerowicz [34]. Roughly speaking,
spacelike hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature in the Minkowski space are important because
they provide Riemannian submanifolds with properties which reflect those of the spacetime. In
particular, they played a role in the initial proof [41] of the positive mass conjecture by Schoen and
Yau. On the other hand, the study of such hypersurfaces was already posed by Calabi [13] at an
earlier time for the quest of understanding its Bernstein type property; see the resolution of this
problem by Cheng-Yau [14] and references citing their papers.

Later, (1.1) was solved by Delanoë [16] for k = n i.e. the prescribed Gauss curvature equation; see
also the work of Guan [22] in which the result was proved under a subsolution condition. The next
interesting case would naturally be to solve the prescribed scalar curvature equation i.e. when k = 2
in (1.1). Bayard [2] was the first to tackle the problem and proved the solvability in dimensions
three and four. Soon after that, Urbas [46] extended this result to all dimensions, however, Urbas’
proof relied crucially on the additional assumption that both the boundary data ϕ and the domain
are uniformly convex in the sense that D2ϕ ≥ c0I in Ω for some uniform constant c0 > 0 and the
principal curvatures of ∂Ω are bounded from below by a positive uniform constant. Our first main
result is the removal of this assumption and the following improved existence theorem is obtained.

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω ⊆ R
n be a convex admissible bounded domain with a smooth boundary.

Suppose ψ(x, u,Du) is a smooth positive function satisfying ψu ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ C4(Ω) is spacelike.

Assume the existence of an admissible subsolution u such that

σ2[u] ≥ ψ(x, u,Du) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a unique admissible solution u to

σ2[u] = ψ(x, u,Du) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω,
(1.2)

belonging to C3,α(Ω) for any α ∈ (0, 1).
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The next goal is to continue the investigation for the remaining cases 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 and we shall
proceed by the standard continuity method along with the regularity theorem due to Evans-Krylov
[17, 32]; this requires us to establish a priori estimates for admissible solutions up to the second
order. In fact, the C0 estimate follows directly from the comparison principle and the C1 estimate
has been successfully obtained by Bayard [2, Proposition 3.1] for all k. For the second order
derivatives on the boundary ∂Ω, Bayard [2, Section 4.2] proved the bound for all k if ϕ = const
and for a general boundary data, the condition k = 2 had to be imposed. Although the boundary
C2 estimate has not been obtained in the most general case, it is good enough for the moment.
The real issue is the second order estimate in Ω which was not known for 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

The major difficulties come from two aspects. First, the operator σk is a lot more structurally
complicated when 3 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. As a comparison, when k = 1 the equation is quasilinear
and when k = n the equation is of Monge-Ampère type, both of which are extensively studied and
many techniques could be adapted in our setting. Even when k = 2, there are structural advantages
that were utilized by Bayard [2] and Urbas [46] but failed to hold for k ≥ 3. The second major
obstacle occurs in the interchanging formula (5.6) which gives rise to a negative curvature term. In
contrast, the formula yields a positive curvature term for the Euclidean case which is rather crucial
as demonstrated in [42].

In two recent papers [36, 37], C. Ren and Z. Wang proved two powerful concavity inequalities
for the σn−1 and σn−2 operators by exploiting their algebraic structures in depth, and then they
were able to overcome the difficulties and solve (1.1) for k = n − 1 and k = n − 2. However, it
is not feasible to generalize their method for other k’s. In [28], Huang assumed ψ = ψ(x, u,Du)
has a special dependence on the gradient terms so that an extra positive curvature term could
be extracted from the twice differentiation of the equation. Huang’s method is inspiring but the
assumptions are not applicable when e.g. ψ = ψ(x, u) does not contain the gradient terms at all.

Now the ultimate goal is reduced to derive second order estimates in Ω for 3 ≤ k ≤ n − 3 and
general ψ. Z. Wang [49] has achieved the goal for admissible solutions whose graphs are (k + 1)-
convex. Our second main result establishes the estimates for admissible solutions whose graphs are
semi-convex, which may attract more attention than theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and let Ω ⊆ R
n be a convex admissible domain with a smooth

boundary. Assume ψ(x, u,Du) ∈ C2(Ω × R × R
n) is positive and ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) is spacelike. Suppose

u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩ C2(Ω) is an admissible solution to (1.1) that has a semi-convex graph Σ i.e. the

principal curvatures κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) of Σ satisfy

(1.3) κi(x) ≥ −K for all x ∈ Ω and all 1 ≤ i ≤ n

for some K > 0. Then

max
Ω

κmax(x) ≤ C

(
1 + max

∂Ω
κmax(x)

)

for some C > 0 depending on n, k,K, ‖u‖
C1(Ω)

, ‖ψ‖C2(D) and ‖ϕ‖C1(D), where

D := Ω× [inf
Ω
u, sup

Ω
u]× R

n.

Remark 1.4. The new contribution here is that our estimate improves that of Z. Wang [49] in the
sense that semi-convexity is weaker than (k + 1)-convexity; for a proof of this fact, the reader is
referred to [33, Lemma 7] or [48, Lemma 2.13].

Remark 1.5. If one could obtain the curvature estimate without the additional semi-convexity
assumption (1.3), then we would be able to conclude the solvability of the Dirichlet problem (1.1)
for all k, at least for a constant boundary data.

In [37], C. Ren and Z. Wang had conjectured that their concavity inequality should hold for all
k with 2k > n. Hence, the desired curvature estimate is expected to hold for all k with 2k > n,
although a verification for their conjecture is still absent.
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Conjecture 1.6. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 satisfy 2k > n and let Ω ⊆ R
n be a convex admissible bounded

domain with a smooth boundary. Suppose ψ(x, u,Du) is a smooth positive function satisfying ψu ≥ 0
and ϕ ∈ C4(Ω) is spacelike. Assume the existence of an admissible subsolution u such that

F [u] ≥ ψ(x, u,Du) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω.

Then there exists a unique admissible solution u to (1.1) belonging to C3,α(Ω) for any α ∈ (0, 1).

To conclude the introduction, we mention some related research. In [40], Schnürer considered
the Dirichlet problem in a general Lorentzian product manifold for a class of curvature functions
which excludes the operator σk(κ) concerned here. On the other hand, Gerhardt [19–21] studied
closed hypersurfaces of prescribed curvature in Lorentzian manifolds as well. Indeed, much of our
proof remains valid in a more generic setting, however, since the problem has not been fully solved
even in some very simple cases, it might not be worthwhile to create more complications at this
moment. For literature on entire spacelike hypersurfaces, the reader may be referred to the series
of work [3–8,38,39,50–54] by P. Bayard, Ph. Delanoë, C. Ren, A. Seppi, O. C. Schnürer, Z. Wang,
L. Xiao. We also wish to call attention to a recent paper [27] of Guo-Jiao in which they studied
the same Dirchlet problem for a different class of fully nonlinear equations.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In section 2, we review preliminary concepts and
fix notations. In section 3, we derive global gradient estimates for admissible solutions which
extend the ones obtained by Bayard [2] in the sense that our estimates hold for a right-hand side
ψ = ψ(x, u,Du) that may contain gradient terms and we have replaced the assumption that both Ω
and ϕ are strictly convex by the subsolution condition. In section 4, we prove curvature estimates for
admissible solutions to the scalar curvature equation in all dimensions without assuming uniform
convexity on Ω and ϕ, hence improving Urbas’ result [46] and theorem 1.2 follows accordingly.
In section 5, we prove theorem 1.3 which extends the estimate due to Z. Wang [49]. It might
be noteworthy that in both section 4 and section 5, instead of ordinary curvature estimates, we
actually have proved Pogorelov type interior curvature estimates assuming the boundary data is
affine.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some basic concepts and fix notations which will be used throughout
the subsequent sections but without directly quoting every time.

We shall always assume Ω is an admissible domain.

Definition 2.1. A smooth bounded domain Ω ⊆ R
n is said to be admissible if at least k − 1

principal curvatures of ∂Ω are positive at each boundary point.

Lemma 2.2. Every affine spacelike boundary data ϕ on ∂Ω has an admissible extension to Ω if

and only if the smooth bounded domain Ω is convex and admissible.

Proof. See [2, Lemma 2.1]. �

Now recall that the Minkowski space Rn,1 is the Euclidean space Rn+1 equipped with the metric

ds2 = dx21 + · · ·+ dx2n − dx2n+1.

Definition 2.3. A smooth hypersurface Σ in R
n,1 is said to be k-convex if its principal curvatures

κ[Σ] ∈ Γk = {κ ∈ R
n : σj(κ) > 0 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k}

at every point; it is said to be spacelike if for every p ∈ Σ, the induced metric 〈·, ·〉TpΣ on the
tangent space is positive definite.
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Let Σ be the hypersurface in R
n,1 given as the graph of a smooth function u : Ω → R. The

induced metric and the second fundamental form of Σ are then

gij = δij − uiuj , hij =
uij√

1− |Du|2
.

Remark 2.4. The graph of u over Ω is a spacelike hypersurface in R
n,1 if and only if

(2.1) sup
Ω

|Du| < 1.

Thus, we may as well say a function u is spacelike in Ω if (2.1) holds.

The unit normal vector field to Σ is

ν =
(Du, 1)√
1− |Du|2

.

Note that we shall use Du = (u1, . . . , un) and D2u = (uij) to denote the ordinary gradient vec-
tor and the ordinary Hessian matrix. On the other hand, for a chosen local orthonormal frame
{e1, . . . , en} on TΣ, the symbol ∇ will denote the induced Levi-Civita connection on Σ. For a
smooth function u on Σ, we set ∇iu = ∇eiu and ∇iju = ∇2u(ei, ej). The norm of ∇u with respect
to gij is then

|∇u| =
√
gijuiuj =

|Du|√
1− |Du|2

,

where

gij = δij +
uiuj

1− |Du|2

is the inverse of gij .
We also recall the following fundamental formulas for hypersurfaces in R

n,1.

∇ijX = hijν,(Gauss formula)

∇iν = hijej ,(Weingarten formula)

∇khij = ∇jhik,(Codazzi equation)

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

For a symmetric matrix A = (aij) and an operator

F : {symmetric matrices} → R,

we define

F ij(A) =
∂F

∂aij
, F ij,rs =

∂2F

∂aij(A)∂ars
.

When F (A) = f(λ(A)) depends only on the eigenvalues and when A is diagonal, we have F ij = fiδij
where

fi =
∂f

∂λi
.

Moreover, we have

∑

i,j

F ijaij =
n∑

i=1

fi(λ(A))λi,
∑

i,j,k

F ijaikajk =
n∑

i=1

fi(λ(A))λ
2
i .

In this article, we are considering an equation of the form

F (A) = f(λ(A)) = ψ(x, u,Du),
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where f = σk and A = (aij) is given by

aij =
1

w
γikuklγ

lj, γik = δik +
uiuk

w(1 + w)
,

since the principal curvatures κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) of Σ are eigenvalues of the following matrix

1

w

(
I +

Du⊗Du

w2

)
D2u, w =

√
1− |Du|2.

To solve our equation, we need also to define the notion of admissible solutions.

Definition 2.5. A function u ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) is said to be admissible if its graph Σ = (x, u(x))
over Ω is a k-convex spacelike hypersurface in R

n,1. Equivalently, u is admissible if (2.1) holds and

σj[u] > 0 for all x ∈ Ω and all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Remark 2.6. The homogenized equation operator (F [u])1/k is concave with respect to second deriva-
tives for admissible solutions. This is a key condition to invoke the Evan-Krylov device [17,32].

Finally, we state some commonly used properties of the σk operator.

Notation 2.7. Observe that

∂

∂xi
σk(x) = σk−1(x)

∣∣∣∣
xi=0

= σk−1(x1, . . . , xi−1, 0, xi+1, . . . , xn).

Throughout the article, we will use σk−1(x|i) or σiik (x) interchangeably to denote the first order

derivatives. The notations σk−2(x|ij) or σii,jjk (x) are defined in a similar way for second order
derivatives.

Lemma 2.8. For all 1 ≤ k ≤ n and x ∈ R
n, we have

σk(x) = xiσk−1(x|i) + σk(x|i),
n∑

i=1

xiσk−1(x|i) = kσk(x),

n∑

i=1

σk−1(x|i) = (n− k + 1)σk−1(x).

Moreover, if x1 ≥ · · · ≥ xn and x ∈ Γk, then

σ11k (x) · x1 ≥
k

n
σk(x).

Lemma 2.9 (Maclaurin’s inequality). Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n and suppose x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Γk. Denote

by

Hk :=

(
n

k

)−1

σk.

Then we have

H
1/k
k (x) ≤ · · · ≤ H

1/2
2 (x) ≤ H1(x).

Lemma 2.10. Let κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) ∈ Γk. Suppose κj ≤ 0 for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then

σjjk (κ) ≥ C(n, k)
n∑

i=1

σiik (κ)

and

κj ≥ −
n− k

k
κ1.
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Proof. The first inequality follows from Lemma 2.8 by looking at

σk−1 = κjσ
jj
k−1(κ) + σk−1(κ|j).

For the second inequality, see [37, Lemma 11]. �

3. Global gradient estimates

In this section, we obtain global gradient estimates when the prescribed function ψ = ψ(x, u,Du)
is allowed to contain gradient terms. Previously, this result was achieved by Bayard [2, Proposition
3.1] for ψ = ψ(x). We first recall the standard comparison principle.

Lemma 3.1. Let u, v ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) be spacelike in Ω. Assume u is moreover admissible in Ω
and the positive prescribed function ψ(x, z, p) ∈ C2(Ω × R × R

n) satisfies ψz ≥ 0. If u ≤ v on ∂Ω
and

σk[u] ≥ ψ(x, u,Du), σk[v] ≤ ψ(x, v,Dv) in Ω,

then u ≤ v in Ω.

Proof. See e.g. [2, Theorem 5.1], [12, Lemma A], or [30, Theorem 3.1]. �

By the work of Bartnik-Simon [1], there exists an admissible function ū such that

σ1[ū] =



(
n

k

)−1

ψ(x, ū,Dū)



1/k

in Ω,

ū = ϕ on ∂Ω.

Hence, it follows from the Maclaurin’s inequality

σk[ū] ≤

(
n

k

)
· (σ1[ū])

k = ψ(x, ū,Dū)

and so

u ≤ ū in Ω

by the comparison principle.
Similarly, by assuming the existence of an admissible subsolution i.e. some admissible function

u such that

σk[u] ≥ ψ(x, u,Du) in Ω,

u = ϕ on ∂Ω,

we have

(3.1) u ≤ u ≤ u in Ω.

Consequently, by the Hopf lemma, for the interior normal derivative at any point on ∂Ω, we have

∂u

∂γ
≤
∂u

∂γ
≤
∂u

∂γ
.

Thus, we conclude that

(3.2) sup
∂Ω

|Du| ≤ max{sup
∂Ω

|Du|,max
∂Ω

|Du|} ≤ 1− θ0

for some θ0 ∈ (0, 1) depending on u, u and diam(Ω).
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Theorem 3.2. Let 2 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Suppose ψ(x, z, p) ∈ C∞(Ω × R × R
n) is positive and ψz ≥ 0.

Assume further the existence of an admissible subsolution. If u ∈ C3(Ω) ∩ C1(Ω) is an admissible

solution of (1.1), then

(3.3) sup
Ω

|Du| ≤ 1− θ

for some θ ∈ (0, 1) depending on n, k, θ0, supΩ |u|, supD |Dψ| and infD ψ where D := Ω×[infΩ u, supΩ u]×
R
n and θ0 is the constant in (3.2).

Proof. According to (3.2), it is sufficient to estimate the quantity

w̃ :=
1

w
=

1√
1− |Du|2

and prove that

sup
Ω

w̃ ≤ C

(
1 + sup

∂Ω
w̃

)

for some C > 0 depending on the known constants. As in [2, 27], we may consider the function

Q̃ = w̃eBu,

where B is a positive constant to be determined later. If Q̃ achieves its maximum on ∂Ω then we
have the bound

sup
Ω

w ≤ exp

[
B · 2 sup

Ω

|u|

]
sup
∂Ω

w

and we are through. Suppose this is not the case and Q̃ attains its maximum at some interior point
x0 ∈ Ω. By rotating the standard coordinates {ǫ1, . . . , ǫn+1} of Rn+1 if necessary, we may assume
that

u1(x0) = |Du(x0)| > 0 and uj(x0) = 0 for j ≥ 2.

By further rotating {ǫ2, . . . , ǫn}, we may also assume {uij(x0)} is diagonal for i, j ≥ 2. Pick an
orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en} around the point X0 = (x0, u(x0)) e.g.

ei = γis∂̃s, γis = δis +
uius

w(1 + w)
, ∂̃s = ǫs + usǫn+1,

so that

∇1u =
|Du|

w
= |∇u|, ∇iu = ui = 0 for i ≥ 2.

Then, by the Weingarten formula, we have

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

Taking the logarithm, the function

Q := log Q̃ = log w̃ +Bu

also attains its maximum at x0. Consequently, at x0, we have

0 = ∇iQ =
∇iw̃

w̃
+B∇iu =

h1i∇1u

w̃
+B∇iu(3.4)

from which it follows that at x0,

(3.5) h11 = −Bw̃ and h1i = 0 for i ≥ 2.

In the remaining part of the proof, all subsequent calculations are carried out at the point X0

without explicitly saying so.
Since

h11 =
u11
w3

and hij =
uij
w

for i, j ≥ 2,
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the matrix {hij} is diagonal. Hence

F ij :=
∂F

∂hij
=
∂σk
∂κi

δij

and we calculate

0 ≥ F ii∇iiQ

= F ii∇ihi1∇1u+ hi1∇i1u

w̃
− F ii (hi1∇1u)

2

w̃2
+BF ii∇iiu

= F iihi1i
∇1u

w̃
+ F 11h211 −B2F 11|Du|2 +Bkψw̃,

(3.6)

where we have used (3.5) and the Gauss formula

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

For the first term in (3.6), we differentiate F (hij) = ψ and invoke the Codazzi equation and the
Weingarten formula,

F iihi1i = F iihii1 = ∇1ψ = ψxj
∇1xj + ψz∇1u+ ∂pkψ∇1νk

=
ψx1

w
+ ψz

|Du|

w
+ ∂p1ψ

h11
w

=
ψx1

w
+ ψz

|Du|

w
−
B

w2
∂p1ψ

≥ w̃ψx1
+ w̃ψz|Du| −Bw̃2∂p1ψ.

Substituting this back into (3.6), we have

0 ≥ w̃ψx1
|Du|+ w̃ψz|Du|

2 −Bw̃2|Du|∂p1ψ +B2w̃2F 11 −B2|Du|2F 11 +Bkψw̃.

Since u is spacelike i.e. |Du| < 1, it follows that

w̃ψx1
|Du|+ w̃ψz|Du|

2 −Bw̃2|Du|∂p1ψ

≥ − CBw̃2

for some C > 0 depending on supD |Dψ|. Moreover, since h11 < 0 due to (3.5), we have from
lemma 2.10 and the Maclaurin’s inequality that

F 11 ≥ C(n, k)
n∑

i=1

F ii ≥ C(n, k, inf ψ),

which leads to (if e.g. w̃ ≥ 2)

0 ≥ −CBw̃2 +
B2

2
w̃2F 11

≥ CBw̃2(B − C)

for some C > 0 depending on n, k, infD ψ, and supD |Dψ|.
Now, if B > 0 was fixed to be a large number, then either we reach a contradiction here and the

maximum is attained on the boundary, or w̃(x0) ≤ C somewhere in the derivation above when we
assumed w̃ ≥ C is sufficiently large; in that case, we would have

sup
Ω

w̃ ≤ w̃(x0) exp

[
B · 2 sup

Ω

|u|

]
.

The proof is now complete. �
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4. The scalar curvature equation

The curvature bound for the scalar curvature equation was first obtained by Bayard [2] in di-
mension three for ψ = ψ(x) and in dimension four for ψ = const. It was then extended by Urbas
[46] to all dimensions for ψ = ψ(x, u). We remark that Urbas’ proof in fact works for the case
ψ = ψ(x, u,Du) as well. However, as Urbas commented in [46], the proof relied crucially on the
additional assumption that the boundary data ϕ is uniformly convex i.e. D2ϕ ≥ c0I uniformly for
some positive constant c0. The cruciality of this condition is illustrated in our Remark 4.4 below.

In this section, we improve the curvature estimates for the scalar curvature equation by removing
the assumption of uniform convexity.

Theorem 4.1. Let ϕ ∈ C2(Ω)∩C(Ω) be spacelike and affine. Suppose ψ(x, z, p) ∈ C∞(Ω×R×R
n)

is positive. If u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩ C2(Ω) is an admissible solution to (1.2), then the maximum principal

curvature

κmax(x) := max
1≤i≤n

κi(x)

of its graph Σ satisfies

sup
Ω′

κmax ≤ C(Ω′)

for any Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω, where C(Ω′) > 0 depends on n, θ, ‖ψ‖C2(D) , infD ψ, and ‖ϕ‖
C1(Ω)

; here θ is the

constant in (3.3) and

D := Ω× [inf
Ω
u, sup

Ω
u]× R

n.

Remark 4.2. It is sufficient to assume ϕ is spakcelike and satisfies σ2[ϕ] < σ2[u] in Ω.

Proof. Denote by

w̃ :=
1

w
=

1√
1− |Du|2

.

We consider the quantity

W̃ (X, ξ) = ηβhξξ exp

(
α

2
|X|2

)

for X ∈ Σ and ξ ∈ TXΣ, where η = ϕ−u, and α, β > 0 are some large constants to be chosen later.
Suppose the maximum of W̃ is attained at some interior point X0 = (x0, u(x0)) ∈ Σ and some

ξ0 ∈ TX0
Σ. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en} around X0 such that

ξ0 = e1, ∇eiej = 0 at X0.

We may also assume the second fundamental form hij = κiδij is diagonal at X0 with principal
curvatures ordered as

κ1 ≥ κ2 ≥ · · · ≥ κn.

Let ζ = e1. Then the function
W (X) = ηβhabζaζb

is defined near X0 and attains an interior maximum also at X0. By our special choice of the frame,
we find that Z := habζaζb satisfies

∇iZ = ∇ih11 and ∇i∇jZ = ∇i∇jh11 at X0.

Therefore, by working with logW , we obtain at X0

0 = β
∇iη

η
+
h11i
h11

+ α〈X, ei〉,(4.1)

0 ≥ β
∇iiη

η
− β

(
∇iη

η

)2

+
h11ii
κ1

−
h211i
κ21

+ α (1 + hii〈X, ν〉) .(4.2)
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In what follows, we will carry out all calculations at the point X0 without explicitly indicating so.
Now, we shall contract (4.2) with

F ij :=
∂σ

1/k
k

∂hij

and estimate term by term.

Remark 4.3. It is here and only here that we use the homogenized operator in order to invoke its
concavity property more conveniently.

Recall the interchanging formula [46, Lemma 2.1], we have

F ij∇i∇jh11 =− F ij,kl∇1hij∇1hkl − F ijhijκ
2
1

+ F ijhikhjkκ1 +∇1∇1ψ

=− F ij,kl∇1hij∇1hkl − Fκ21

+ κ1

n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i +∇1∇1ψ.

(4.3)

For the first term, we apply [46, Lemma 2.2] in addition to concavity of σ
1/k
k to obtain that

−F ij,klhij1hkl1 =
∑

i 6=j

F ii − F jj

κi − κj
h2ij1 ≥ 2

∑

i 6=1

F ii − F 11

κ1 − κi
h211i.

For the last term in (4.3), since ψ contains the gradient, we have

(4.4) ∇1∇1ψ ≥ −C(1 + κ21).

Next, we consider the term F ii∇iiη. To compute this we may extend ϕ to be constant in the ǫn+1

direction. Then, since u = Xn+1 on Σ, we have

∇i∇jη =
n∑

α=1

∂ϕ

∂Xα
∇i∇jXα +

n∑

α,γ=1

∂2ϕ

∂Xα∂Xγ
∇iXα∇jXγ −∇i∇jXn+1

=
n∑

α=1

∂ϕ

∂Xα
hijνα +

n∑

α,γ=1

∂2ϕ

∂Xα∂Xγ
∇iXα∇jXγ − hijνn+1

from which it follows that

(4.5) F ii∇iiη ≥

(
n∑

α=1

∂ϕ

∂Xα
να − νn+1

)
F iihii ≥ −C.

Substituting all these back into (4.2), we get

0 ≥2
∑

i 6=1

F ii − F 11

κ1 − κi

h211i
κ1

−
n∑

i=1

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+

n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i + α
n∑

i=1

F ii

− β
n∑

i=1

F ii |∇iη|
2

η2
−
Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − C.

(4.6)

Let δ > 0 be a number whose value is to be determined. We proceed by considering two cases.

Case 1: κn ≤ −δκ1.
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In this case, we may use the fact that |∇η| ≤ C and the first order critical condition (4.1) to
estimate

n∑

i=1

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+ β

n∑

i=1

F ii |∇iη|
2

η2

≤ Cα2
n∑

i=1

F ii +
Cβ(1 + β)

η2

n∑

i=1

F ii.

On the other hand, since κn ≤ −δκ1, we have

n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i ≥ Fnnκ2n ≥ C(n, k)δ2κ21

n∑

i=1

F ii

by lemma 2.10. Hence, the inequality (4.6) becomes

0 ≥

(
Cδ2κ21 −

Cβ(1 + β)

η2
− Cα2

) n∑

i=1

F ii −
Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − C(4.7)

and a bound for ηbκ1 at X0 follows from this.

Case 2: κn ≥ −δκ1.
This time, in order to handle the negative third order terms, we partition the indices {1, . . . , n}

into

I = {j : F jj ≤ θ−1F 11}, J = {j : F jj > θ−1F 11}

for some θ > 0 to be determined. Again, we use the first critical condition (4.1) and the fact that
|∇η| ≤ C to estimate

n∑

i=1

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+ β

n∑

i=1

F ii |∇iη|
2

η2

=

(∑

I

+
∑

J

)
F iih

2
11i

κ21
+ β

(∑

I

+
∑

J

)
F ii |∇iη|

2

η2

≤

(∑

I

Cβ3F ii |∇iη|
2

η2
+
Cα2

β
F ii

)
+
∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21

+ β
∑

I

F ii |∇iη|
2

η2
+

(∑

J

C

β
F iih

2
11i

κ21
+
Cα2

β
F ii

)

≤ C(β + β3)
∑

I

F ii |∇iη|
2

η2
+

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+
Cα2

β

n∑

i=1

F ii

≤ C(β + β3)
F 11

η2
+

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+
Cα2

β

n∑

i=1

F ii,

(4.8)

where we have used the Cauchy’s inequality

h211i
κ21

≤ Cǫα2 +
β2

Cǫ

|∇iη|
2

η2

with ǫ = 1/β.



THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 13

With (4.8) at hand, the inequality (4.6) becomes

0 ≥ 2
∑

i 6=1

F ii − F 11

κ1 − κi

h211i
κ1

−

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21
+

(
α−

Cα2

β

)
n∑

i=1

F ii

+ F 11κ21 −
C(β + β3)

η2
F 11 −

Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − C.

(4.9)

Note that

2
∑

i 6=1

F ii − F 11

κ1 − κi

h211i
κ1

−

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21

≥ 2
∑

J

F ii − F 11

κ1 − κi

h211i
κ1

−

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

J

F iih
2
11i

κ21

≥
∑

J

[
2 ·

1− θ

1 + δ
−

(
1 +

C

β

)]
F iih

2
11i

κ21

can be made non-negative if we choose appropriate values for the parameters δ, θ, β. Indeed, let

C

β
= ε,

1− θ

1 + δ
≥ 1− ε,

and for β ≥ 1 large enough so that 0 < ε ≤ 1/3, we have

2 ·
1− θ

1 + δ
−

(
1 +

C

β

)
≥ 1− 3ε ≥ 0.

Consequently, we are left with

0 ≥

(
α−

Cα2

β

)
n∑

i=1

F ii + F 11κ21 −
C(β + β3)

η2
F 11 −

Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − C.

Finally, there is only one troublesome term i.e. −Cκ1 to be handled, which arose from the inter-
changing formula (4.3) and the twice differentiation (4.4) of ψ. Indeed, by fixing β ≥ Cα2 is large
enough, we have (

α−
Cα2

β

)
n∑

i=1

F ii ≥ Cα
n∑

i=1

F ii ≥ Cακ1

and a bound for ηβκ1 at X0 is achieved by choosing a large enough α.
The proof is now complete. �

Several remarks are in order.

Remark 4.4. In [46], Urbas used the additional assumption that the boundary data ϕ is uniformly
convex to obtain that

(4.10)
∑

i,j

F ij∇i∇jη ≥ c0

n∑

i=1

F ii − C

instead of (4.5). Then, by further invoking the property that

(4.11)
n∑

i=1

F ii ≥ Cκ1,

Urbas was able to handle the term −Cκ1 with the term

β
F ij∇i∇jη

η
≥
Cβ

η
κ1

by fixing β ≥ 1 large.
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Remark 4.5. Both our proof and the proof of Urbas cannot be generalized to k ≥ 3 because the
property (4.11) holds only when k = 2; see the demonstration in [46, Remark at the end of page
315].

By an almost identical proof, we obtain the following and hence theorem 1.2.

Theorem 4.6. Let n ≥ 3 and let Ω ⊆ R
n be a convex admissible domain with a smooth boundary.

Assume ψ(x, u,Du) ∈ C2(Ω × R × R
n) is positive and ϕ ∈ C2(Ω) is spacelike. Suppose u ∈

C4(Ω) ∩ C2(Ω) is an admissible solution to (1.2). Then the maximum principal curvature

κmax(x) := max
1≤i≤n

κi(x)

of its graph satisfies

max
Ω

κmax(x) ≤ C

(
1 + max

∂Ω
κmax(x)

)

for some C > 0 depending on n, ‖u‖
C1(Ω)

, ‖ψ‖C2(D) and ‖ϕ‖C1(D), where

D := Ω× [inf
Ω
u, sup

Ω
u]× R

n.

5. The k-curvature equation

Although the curvature estimates are now known for k = 1, 2, n due to the work of Bartnik-
Simon [1], Bayard [2], Delanoe [16], Urbas [46], and most recently for k = n − 1, n − 2 due to the
work of Ren-Wang [36, 37], the question of whether the bound remains valid for 3 ≤ k ≤ n − 3 is
still open to this date. For this direction of research, some partial progress has been obtained: In
[28], Huang proved the curvature bound for the k-curvature equation σk[u] = ψ(X, w̃) when the
right-hand side is convex in w̃ and

(5.1)
∂ψ1/k(X, w̃)

∂w̃
· w̃ ≥ ψ1/k(X, w̃) for fixed X = (x, u(x)),

where

w̃ :=
1

w
=

1√
1− |Du|2

.

The approach of Huang may be appealing for some particular functions ψ, but the assumption
excludes the very desirable case when e.g. ψ = ψ(X) does not contain gradient terms at all. In
[49], Z. Wang obtained the bound for a general right-hand side ψ = ψ(x, u,Du) and all k if the
solution graph is additionally (k + 1)-convex.

In this section, we establish the curvature bound for admissible solutions to the k-curvature
equation which additionally have semi-convex graphs. Since semi-convexity is weaker than (k+1)-
convexity [48, Lemma 2.13], our result generalizes the estimate due to Z. Wang. Our proof adapts
the arguments from a work of Lu [35], where the core ideas are inspired by the novel paper of
Guan-Ren-Wang [26].

Theorem 5.1. Let ϕ ∈ C2(Ω)∩C(Ω) be spacelike and affine. Suppose ψ(x, z, p) ∈ C∞(Ω×R×R
n)

is positive. If u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩C2(Ω) is an admissible solution to (1.2) and its graph Σ is semi-convex

i.e. principal curvatures κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) of Σ satisfy

κi(x) ≥ −K for all x ∈ Ω and all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

then the maximum principal curvature

κmax(x) := max
1≤i≤n

κi(x)

of Σ satisfies

sup
Ω′

κmax ≤ C(Ω′)
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for any Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω, where C(Ω′) > 0 depends on n, k,K, θ, ‖ψ‖C2(D) , infD ψ, and ‖ϕ‖
C1(Ω)

; here θ is

the constant in (3.3) and

D := Ω× [inf
Ω
u, sup

Ω
u]× R

n.

Proof. Denote by

w̃ :=
1

w
=

1√
1− |Du|2

and let

η = ϕ− u.

The setting is exactly the same as in section 4 and we shall dive directly into the calculations. This
time we use the following test function

W = β log η + log κmax +Nw̃ +
α

2
|X|2,

where β,N, α > 0 are possibly large constants to be chosen later. The key difference here is that
we are going to utilize almost all available positive terms which were plausibly omitted in section
4.

SupposeW attains its maximum at some interior point X0 = (x0, u(x0)). We may choose a local
orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en} around X0 such that the second fundamental form hij = κiδij is
diagonalized and

κmax = κ1 ≥ κ2 ≥ · · · ≥ κn.

In case κ1 has multiplicity m > 1 i.e.

κ1 = κ2 = · · · = κm > κm+1 ≥ · · · ≥ κn,

we may apply a smooth approximation lemma due to Brendle-Choi-Daskalopoulos [9] to obtain
that

δkl · (κ1)i = hkli, 1 ≤ k, l ≤ m,(5.2)

(κ1)ii ≥ h11ii + 2
∑

p>m

h21pi
κ1 − κp

,

in the viscosity sense. Then at x0, we have

0 = β
∇iη

η
+

(κ1)i
κ1

+N∇iw̃ + α〈X, ei〉 = β
∇iη

η
+
h11i
κ1

+N∇iw̃ + α〈X, êi〉,(5.3)

0 ≥ β
∇iiη

η
− β

(
∇iη

η

)2

+
(κ1)ii
κ1

−
(κ1)

2
i

κ21
+N∇iiw̃ + α(1 + hii〈X, ν〉)

≥ β
∇iiη

η
− β

(
∇iη

η

)2

+
h11ii
κ1

+ 2
∑

p>m

h21pi
κ1(κ1 − κp)

−
h211i
κ21

+N∇iiw̃ + α(1 + hii〈X, ν〉).(5.4)

Contracting (5.4) with F = σk, we have

0 ≥
n∑

i=1

F iih11ii
κ1

+ 2
n∑

i=1

∑

p>m

F iih21pi
κ1(κ1 − κi)

−
n∑

i=1

F iih211i
κ21

+
β

η

n∑

i=1

F ii∇iiη − β
n∑

i=1

F ii
(
∇iη

η

)2

+N
n∑

i=1

F iiwii + α
n∑

i=1

F ii.

(5.5)

Now, in the Minkowski space, the interchanging formula reads

(5.6) h11ii = hii11 + h11h
2
ii − h211hii,



16 BIN WANG

and so

F iih11ii = F iihii11 + κ1F
iiκ2i − κ21F

iiκi.

Differentiating the equation F = ψ twice yields

(5.7)
n∑

i=1

F iihii1 = ∇1ψ

and

(5.8)
∑

p,q,r,s

F pq,rshpq1hrs1 +
n∑

i=1

F iihii11 = ∇1∇1ψ ≥ −C(1 + κ21)

The inequality (5.5) becomes

0 ≥ −
∑

p,q,r,s

F pq,rshpq1hrs1
κ1

+
n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i − Cκ1 − C

+ 2
n∑

i=1

∑

p>m

F iih21pi
κ1(κ1 − κi)

−
n∑

i=1

F iih211i
κ21

+
β

η

n∑

i=1

F ii∇iiη − β
n∑

i=1

F ii
(
∇iη

η

)2

+N
n∑

i=1

F iiwii + α
n∑

i=1

F ii.

(5.9)

We continue to expand the terms in (5.9). First, we have

−
∑

p,q,r,s

F pq,rshpq1hrsq
κ1

= −
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

+
∑

p,q

F pp,qqh2pq1
κ1

≥ −
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

+ 2
∑

i>m

F 11,iih211i
κ1

= −
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

+ 2
∑

i>m

F ii − F 11

κ1(κ1 − κi)
h211i.

On the other hand, we have

2
n∑

i=1

∑

p>m

F iih21pi
κ1(κ1 − κp)

≥ 2
∑

p>m

F pph21pp
κ1(κ1 − κp)

+ 2
∑

p>m

F 11h21p1
κ1(κ1 − κp)

= 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

+ 2
∑

i>m

F 11h211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

.

Substituting these back into (5.9), we have

0 ≥−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

− Cκ1 − C

+ 2
∑

i>m

F ii − F 11

κ1(κ1 − κi)
h211i + 2

∑

i>m

F 11h211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

−
∑

i 6=1

F iih211i
κ21

+
β

η

n∑

i=1

F ii∇iiη − β
n∑

i=1

F ii
(
∇iη

η

)2

+
n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i +N
n∑

i=1

F iiw̃ii + α
n∑

i=1

F ii.

(5.10)

We now look at the terms involving η. By the same calculation as in (4.5), we have
n∑

i=1

F ii∇iiη ≥ −C.
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Also, invoking |∇η| ≤ C and the first critical condition (5.3), we have

β
n∑

i=1

F ii
(
∇iη

η

)2

= βF 11
(
∇1η

η

)2

+ β
∑

i 6=1

F ii
(
∇iη

η

)2

≤
Cβ

η2
F 11 +

∑

i 6=1

(
C

β
F iih

2
11i

κ21
+
CN2

β
F ii(∇iw̃)

2 +
Cα2

β
F ii

)
.

That is, (5.10) reduces to

0 ≥−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

+ 2
∑

i>m

F ii − F 11

κ1(κ1 − κi)
h211i + 2

∑

i>m

F 11h211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

−

(
1 +

C

β

)∑

i 6=1

F iih211i
κ21

+

(
N

n∑

i=1

F iiw̃ii −
CN2

β

n∑

i=1

F iiw̃2
i

)
+

(
α−

Cα2

β

)
n∑

i=1

F ii

+

(
F 11κ21 −

Cβ

η2
F 11

)
−
Cβ

η
−Cκ1 − C.

(5.11)

By choosing β > 0 large enough, we may assume the number

ε :=
C

β

is sufficiently small. Also, recall the following formulas [47, (3.1) and (3.13)],

F ij∇iw̃∇jw̃ ≤ |Du|2w̃2F ijhikhjk,

F ij∇i∇jw̃ = w̃F ijhimhjm + 〈∇ψ, ǫn+1〉,

where ǫn+1 is the (n+ 1)-th standard coordinate in R
n+1. We are left with

0 ≥−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

+ 2
∑

i>m

F ii − F 11

κ1(κ1 − κi)
h211i + 2

∑

i>m

F 11h211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

− (1 + ε)
∑

i 6=1

F iih211i
κ21

+CN
n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i + Cα
n∑

i=1

F ii −
Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − CN − C,

(5.12)

where we have also assumed η2κ21 ≥ Cβ is sufficiently large. It remains only to handle the first two
lines. Indeed, the second line could be easily handled as

h11i = h1i1 = δ1i · (κ1)1 = 0, 1 < i ≤ m by (5.2)
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and so

2
∑

i>m

F ii − F 11

κ1(κ1 − κi)
h211i + 2

∑

i>m

F 11h211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

− (1 + ε)
∑

i 6=1

F iih211i
κ21

= 2
∑

i>m

F iih211i
κ1(κ1 − κi)

− (1 + ε)
∑

i>m

F iih211i
κ21

=
∑

i>m

F iih211i
κ21(κ1 − κi)

[2κ1 − (1 + ε)(κ1 − κi)]

=
∑

i>m

F iih211i
κ21(κ1 − κi)

[(1− ε)κ1 + (1 + ε)κi]

(5.13)

is non-negative by semi-convexity κi ≥ −K. Hence,

0 ≥−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

+ CN
n∑

i=1

F iiκ2i + Cα
n∑

i=1

F ii −
Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − CN −C.

(5.14)

However, the major difficulty is to deal with the first line in (5.12) and for that purpose, we are
going to apply some novel ideas from the work of Guan-Ren-Wang [26]. First, we recall a concavity
lemma for the operator σk and a proof of which can be found in [35].

Lemma 5.2. Let κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) ∈ Γk be ordered as κ1 ≥ · · · ≥ κn and 1 ≤ l < k. For any

ǫ, δ, δ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists some δ′ > 0 such that if κl ≥ δκ1 and κl+1 ≤ δ′κ1, then we have

(5.15) −
∑

p,q

σpp,qqk ξpξq

σk
+

1

σ2k

(
n∑

i=1

σiik ξi

)2

≥ (1− ǫ)
ξ21
κ21

− δ0
∑

i>l

σiik ξi
κ1σk

for an arbitrary vector ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ R
n.

Then, we proceed by an iteration argument that is very delicate; one could see applications of
this new technique in some other settings [15, 48, 55]. We may still let ε > 0 denote a very small
number without causing any confusion, and let δ0 = 1/2. Pick an arbitrary δ1 ∈ (0, 1), say δ1 = 1/3,
we would then trivially have κ1 ≥ δ1κ1. Now, by the lemma, there exists some δ2 > 0 such that
if κ2 ≤ δ2κ1, then the inequality (5.15) holds. If we had κ2 ≥ δ2κ1, then we may continue to pick
some δ3 and see if we would have κ3 ≤ δ3κ1. The key argument is that this process either halts at
some 1 ≤ l < k, or it goes on and we have κk > δkκ1. We now analyze the two cases.

Case 1: For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k there exists some δi > 0 such that κi ≥ δiκ1.
In this case, we immediately have

σk =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

κi1 · · · κik

≥ κ1 · · · κk − C(n, k)κ1 · · · κk−1 ·K

≥ κ1 · · · κk−1(κk − CK)

≥ Cδ2 · · · δkκ
k
1

and the desired estimate follows.

Case 2: The process halts at some 1 ≤ l < k and we have (5.15).
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In this case, taking ξ = (hii1) and applying (5.7) and (5.2), the inequality (5.15) yields

−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

≥ −
(∇1ψ)

2

κ1ψ
+ (1− ε)σk

h2111
κ31

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

−
1

2

∑

i>l

F iih2ii1
κ21

≥ − Cκ1 + (1− ε)[F 11κ1 + σk(κ|1)]
h2111
κ31

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ21(κ1 − κi)

(3κ1 + κi)

≥ − Cκ1 − ε
F 11h2111
κ21

+ (1− ε)σk(κ|1)
h2111
κ31

.

Therefore,

0 ≥
CN

2
F 11κ21 − ε

F 11h2111
κ21

+ Cα
n∑

i=1

F ii + (1− ε)σk(κ|1)
h2111
κ31

+
CN

2
F 11κ21 −

Cβ

η
− Cκ1 − CN − C.

(5.16)

Still, using the first order critical condition (5.3) and the fact that κi ≥ −K, we can estimate

(1− ε)σk(κ|1)
h2111
κ31

≥ −Cκ2 · · · κk ·K ·
1

κ1
·

(
Cβ2

η2
+ CN2κ21 +Cα2

)

≥ −CKN2κ1 · · · κk

and

−ε
F 11h2111
κ21

≥ −εF 11

(
Cβ2

η2
+ CN2κ21 + Cα2

)

≥ −εCN2F 11κ21

by assuming η2κ21 is large. Thus,

CN

2
F 11κ21 − ε

F 11h2111
κ21

≥ (CN − εCN2)F 11κ21 ≥ 0

by taking ε small enough e.g. of order C/N2. On the other hand,

Cα
n∑

i=1

F ii + (1− ε)σk(κ|1)
h2111
κ31

≥ Cασk−1 − CKN2κ1 · · · κk

≥
(
Cα−CKN2κk

)
κ1 · · · κk−1.

If Cα−CKN2κk ≥ 0, then we are done. Otherwise, taking α to be at least of order N3, we would
have κk ≥ Cα

KN2 = CN and so

σk ≥ κ1 · · · κk − Cκ1 · · · κk−1 ·K ≥ κ1 · · · κk−1(CN − C) ≥ CNκ1

by choosing a large N .
Finally, we can remove the first two lines from (5.16) and since

F 11κ21 = σk−1(κ|1)κ
2
1 ≥

k

n
σkκ1,

the estimate follows by choosing N large.
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By an almost identical proof, theorem 1.3 follows. Moreover, we could also provide an alternative
proof for Ren-Wang’s curvature estimates when k = n − 1 [36, Theorem 5] and k = n − 2 [37,
Theorem 7].

Theorem 5.3. Let k = n − 1, n ≥ 3, or k = n− 2, n ≥ 5, and let Ω ⊆ R
n be a convex admissible

domain with a smooth boundary. Assume ψ(x, u,Du) ∈ C2(Ω×R×R
n) is positive and ϕ ∈ C2(Ω)

is spacelike. Suppose u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩ C2(Ω) is an admissible solution to (1.1). Then the maximum

principal curvature

κmax(x) := max
1≤i≤n

κi(x)

of its graph satisfies

max
Ω

κmax(x) ≤ C

(
1 + max

∂Ω
κmax(x)

)

for some C > 0 depending on n, ‖u‖
C1(Ω)

, ‖ψ‖C2(D) and ‖ϕ‖C1(D), where

D := Ω× [inf
Ω
u, sup

Ω
u]× R

n.

Proof. In this case, the first line in (5.12) can be easily handled because we have the very powerful
concavity inequalities [48, Lemma 2.11] due to Ren-Wang [36,37],

−
∑

p,q

F pp,qqhpp1hqq1
κ1

−
F 11h2111
κ21

+ 2
∑

i>m

F iih2ii1
κ1(κ1 − κi)

≥ −C
(∇1ψ)

2

κ1
≥ −Cκ1.

Moreover, the second line (5.13) is still non-negative by lemma 2.10:

(1− ε)κ1 + (1 + ε)κi ≥

(
2k − n

k
−
n

k
ε

)
κ1 ≥ 0

if 0 < ε < (2k − n)/n and 2k > n. Since all the other parts of the calculations remain exactly the
same, the proof is complete. �

Remark 5.4. Instead of log κmax, Ren-Wang used log log
∑n

j=1 e
κj in their test function which may

cause the calculations to be a lot more involved.
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