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Abstract

In this paper, by considering a special case of the spacelian curvature flow investi-
gated by Li and Salavessg [6], we get a condition for the emést of smooth solutions of the
Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface equation in ardiy codimension. We also show
that our condition is sharper than Wang's [n][13, Theorenj firdvided the hyperbolic angle
6 of the initial spacelike submanifoldlly satisfies mag, coso > V2.

1 Introduction

Let Q be a bounde®€? domain in the Euclidean-spaceR" and¢ : dQ — R™ be a continuous
map from the boundary d® to R™. The Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface system asks
whether there exists a Lipschitz mapQ — R™ such that the graph dfis a minimal submanifold
inR™Mandf|;o = @. Form= 1 and any mean convex domdd Jenkins and Serritj][4] proved
the existence of the solutions for this Dirichlet problend &#ime smoothness of all of the solutions.
The Dirichlet problem is well understood owing to the piomeg works of Jenkins and Serrifi [4],
De Giorgi [3], and Moser{]9]. However, they treated the Ditat problem for just hypersurfaces.
For surfaces with higher codimension, very little is knows.the high codimensional Dirichlet
problem solvable, or under what kind of assumptions coukl @btain the existence of solutions
of this problem? Lawson and Ossermaf] [5] gave some nice examples to show hpartent
the boundary data is for the solvability of high codimensiddirichlet problems. If the minimal
submanifold is additionally required to be Lagrangian,ihieimal surface system becomes a fully
nonlinear scalar equation

Im <del(| +\/—_1D2f)> =0,

wherel is the identity matrix an®?f = a_i% is the Hessian matrix of. Caffarelli, Nirenberg,

and Spruck[[2] solved this Dirichlet problem with the préised boundary value of. Forn =2
and any convex planar domain, the existence of solutionsiefroblem was proved by Rado in
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[T] (see also[f5]). FOE>? small Dirichlet boundary data of finite codimension, Smi&] used
the method of linearization to prove the solvability sucteky.

Recently, under some assumption about the boundary dateg 8] proved the existence
of smooth solutions of the Dirichlet problem for minimal fage systems in arbitrary dimensions
and codimensions by using his results[in [[4, 15] on highmedisional mean curvature flow of
submanifolds. Surprisingly, by considering a special a#sthe spacelike mean curvature flow
(MCF for short) considered irf][6], we can prove the follownegult.

Theorem 1.1. LetQ be a bounded and closed@onvex domain ifR" (n > 2) with diameters.
If ¢ :Q — RM satisfies

4nngdsup|D?y| + v2supDy| < 1, (1.1)
Q 00

then the Dirichlet problem for the minimal surface systeradlvable fory|sq in smooth maps.
Hereng is a constant defined by (B.2), depending only on the spaogtdph ofQ, and for xe Q,

IDY[(X) := sup[Dy(x)(v)]

Iv|=1
and

‘DZL[J‘ (X) := SUE‘DZw(x)(V,V)‘

are the norm and the squared norm of the differentigl[®) : R" — R™.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall some usefid ttmdut spacelike MCF iff[6], and
establish the relation between the parametric and the acampetric forms of the flow in Section
2. At the end of Section 2, as if']J13], a boundary gradientreste is derived by using the initial
map as a barrier surface. Theorgnj 1.1 will be proved in theséagion.

2 Some useful facts

Assume the Riemannian manifol2l;,g;) to be closed and of dimension> 2, and the Rieman-
nian manifold(Z2,g2) to be complete, of dimensiom> 1. Letf : ¥; — X, be a smooth map
from (Z1,01) to (22,02). Let M = Z; x 2, be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold with the metric
g=01— 2. LetM be a spacelike graph defined by

M=T¢={(p,f(p)lpe i},

and denote bg the induced metric oM. Clearly, if f is a constant map is a slice. If we denote
this spacelike immersion dy = id x4 f, then we say that the spacelike gragtevolves along the
MCEF if

FE(xt) =H(xt), YXeM,Vt>0,
2.1)
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whereH is the mean curvature vector bk = (M, R*g) = R(M), andid is the identity map. The
hyperbolic anglé can be defined by (this definition can also be seefjifi[1, 7])

cosho = ! (2.2)

Vdetlgr — f*gp)’
which is used to measure the deviation from a spacelike snifohdto a slice. Assume, in addi-
tion, that the Ricci curvature df; satisfiesRiccii(p) > 0, and the sectional curvaturesXf and
>, satisfyK1(p) > Kx(q), for anyp € %1, q € Z,. Besides, the curvature tend®yr of 2, and all its
covariant derivatives are bounded. By Theorem 1.1, Prtipasi5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 if][6], we have
the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let f be a smooth map froly to 3, such that §: M — M is a compact spacelike
graph of f. Then

(1) A unigue smooth solution df (R.1) with initial conditiég a spacelike graphic submanifold
exists in a maximal time intervéd, T) for some T> 0.

(2) coslp defined by[(Z]2) has a finite upper bound, and the evolving anlfold M remains a
spacelike graph of a map fZ; — %, whenever the flow (3.1) exists.

(3) 1Bl I[H]|, [|3*B||, and||OH||, for all k, are uniformly bounded.

(4) The spacelike MCH (2.1) exists for all the time.

Now, we would like to explain the connection between the sfiee MCF (2.11) and the high
dimensional Dirichlet problem. Le® C R" be a closed and bounded domain, ahdQ — R™
be a vector-valued function. Then the graphlofan be seen as the spacelike embedaingy :

Q — R" x R™ = R™™M with the pseudo-Riemannian metge= g1 — g2 = d$ — ds3, whereds
and d% are the standard Euclidean metricsi3f andR™, respectively. For the spacelike MCF
(1), choosing, = Q ¢ R"andX; = R™, if we requireF|yq = (id x /)|, then the immersed
mappingk, with Fyp = F, should be a smooth parametric solution to the Dirichlebfam of the

spacelike MCF, that is,
dF
{ o
Floq =1d X ]sq-

In a local coordinate systefix!, ..., x"} onZ; = Q, the spacelike MCF is the solution
F=FAd,...x"t), A=1,2...,n+m,
to the following system of parabolic equations

1
F_(5q 2"
ot i axigx! ’

1=1

wheregl = (gij)~! is the inverse of the induced metriy = g<%,%), and(-)" and (-)*
denote the tangent and the normal parts of a vect®ir", respectivelyThe Einstein summation
convention that repeated indices are summed over is adoptiek rest of the paperAs in the

proof of [I3, Lemma 2.1], we can easily prove the followinmiea.
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Lemma2.2. We have

19 G 0%F N\ 7T
:—— J i F H
AF VG oX <\/_d 0xl) <g (9X'[7'XJ> ’

where G= det(gjj).

Lemma[Z.P tells us thadtF is always in the normal direction, which implies tfg;a([aF AF)

XI b
Ofor1<i<n.
Similar to [I3, Proposition 2.2], we can also derive a relatbetween parametric and non-
parametric solutions to the spacelike MCF equation.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that F is a solution to the Dirichlet problem for sglike MCF (2.11)
and that each FQ,t) can be written as a graph ove® C R". Then there exists a family of
diffeomorphisms;rof Q such thaty = K ory is of the form

FOA, ... oxXM) =0t 0 f ™)

and f=(f1,.... fM:Qx[0,T) — R™ satisfies

afa g2fa
{ A Q'Jax'axl’ a=1....m 2.3)
flaa = Ylaqs
where
. B m 5§B de
g’ =(gj)™" and gj= Z I (2.4)

Conversely, if = (f1,..., M) : Q x [0,T) — R™ satisfies[[Z]3), theR = | x f is a solution to

<i uo)Lzﬁu@.

By applying the maximum principle for scalar parabolic dipres (see, for instance], J110]) to
the second-order parabolic equatipn}(2.3), we have theviolyg.

Proposition 2.4. Let f= (fl... ™ :Q x[0,T) — R™ be a solution to equatior] (2.3). |f
SUp.[o,1) |Df| is bounded, then

sup f9 <supy?,
Qx[0,T) Q

with ¢ = (¢1,..., ¢™) the initial map given in equatior (2.3).

By using the initial datap : Q — R™ as a barrier surface, we can obtain the boundary gradient
estimate as follows.
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Theorem 2.5. LetQ be a bounded €convex domain ifR" with diameterd. Suppose that the flow
(E-3) exists smoothly of? x [0, T). Then we have

IDf| < ﬁsumDZtﬂI ++v2supDy|, on dQ x[0,T),
1-¢ o P

where = sup,,o1)|Df[%

Proof. We use a method similar to that of the proof pf][13, Theorenj. DEnote byP the sup-
porting (n — 1)-dimensional hyperplane at a boundary pgnandd, the distance function tB.
Let f = (f1,..., fM) be a solution of equatiof (2.3). Consider the function deffimg
S(xt, ..., X" t) = viog(1+kdp) — (4 — @)
onR" for eacha = 1,2,...,m, wherek,v > 0 are to be determined. The Laplace operator on the
graph(T'¢,g= R*g) is given byA = gl W‘?;T’ with gi; satisfying [Z:4). Clearly,
. 1 fi f;
g' = (3 —fifi) "=di+1 51z DI

afP gth

where fi f; = Zg]:lWW' Therefore, the eigenvalues gf are between 1 and/{1— &). By

direct computation, we know th&satisfies the following evolution equation

d vk vk ;i ddyod
— — = (- JZEPZEP A9 _
(dt A)S 1+kdp< A°'p>+(1+ko||[,)29’ ox axi ¥ (2:5)
Sinced,, is a linear function/Adp = 0, then [2.5) is reduced to

d vié 1 9dp ad, "
(a‘ﬂ) S= (1+kdp)29 ox axi NV (2.6)

Since|Ddp| = 1, dp(y) < |p—y| < 0 for anyy € Q, and the fact that the eigenvaluesghf are
between 1 and A1— &), we have

vié  ;0dpddp . vk? vk?

: J >
(1+kdp)2? X dx = (1+kdp)2 = (1+kd)2’
and
L 02YY n
a _ |qi _ | < 2 )
Hence, if
vk? n 5
>
T+ko)2 = 1-¢ SupD°¥l;

then, together with (2.6), we haV(ﬁ —A)S>00n][0,T). On the one hand, by convexity, we have
S> 0 on the boundargQ of Q except forS= 0 atp. On the other hands > 0 onQ att = 0. By
the strong maximum principle for second-order parabolitipldifferential equations, we have

S>0, onQ x (0, T).
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The same conclusion can also be obtained for a new fun&ioa viog(1+ kdp) + (¢ — ¢%).
Hence, we have that the normal derivatives satisfy

(f7—y) < im0l

e I N
< im vlog[1+kdp(x)]zvk

dp(X)—0 dp(X)

So, by changing coordinates &f", we may assuméf?/dn = 0 for all a except fora = 1 such
that the inequality

'— < vk-l—' ‘ (2.7)

holds.
The Dirichlet boundary condition implies

‘Dde‘:‘Dde

,  onodQ, (2.8)

where|Df| is defined by|D?“ f| := sup, |Df (x)w| for x € dQ andw being taken over all unit
vectors tangent tdQ. Combining [2.J7) and (Z.8), we have

2
- ) +|D92y|2 < V2|Dy| +vk on 9Q.

oy
IDf| < \/(Vk+ 5

Now, it is not difficult to find out that if we want to prove oursastion here, we actually need
to minimize vk under the constrain% > sup\ D2y|. In fact, the minimum(vk)m, of

the functionvk is obtained whetk = 61, and(vk)min = 4n5(1— &) Lsup, |D?Y|. The theorem
follows. O

3 Proof of the main theorem

Now, by applying the conclusions we recalled and derivedsicti®n 2, we can prove Theordm]1.1
as follows.

Proof of Theorem [L.1. We divide the proof of Theorefn 1.1 into five steps.

Step 1. By the Schauder fixed-point theorem (see, for instaftteorem 8.1 on p. 199 df|[8]
for a detailed description and the proof thie Schauder fixed-point theorenthe solvability of
the parabolic systenj (2.3) can be reduced to the estimatide aolution(f®) of the uniformly
parabolic system

dfe _ &ij 929 -1
d—_g IXioxi’ a=41,....,m,
{ ox (3.1)

flaa = Yloq,
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with the coefficients

OX X

1
. M JuP JuP g=

Nl . - - _ .

9" = (dj ﬁzl ox Oxl ) =0t IDuj2

for anyu = (ul,...,u™ with uniform C¥ bound. The property of being uniformly parabolic of
(B-1) is equivalent t¢Du| < 1 for all timet € [0, T). Fortunately|Du| < 1 for0<t < T essentially
corresponds to the fact that the evolving submanifdids spacelike for all the timé < [0, T),
which can be obtained directly from Theor¢m| 2.1 (2). N¢w]]3 a decoupled system of linear
parabolic equations, which is uniformly parabolic and wehaeuired estimate follows from linear
theory for scalar equations. Therefore, we know that théeeay$Z.B) has the solution on a finite
time interval.

In fact, there is another way to show the short-time existesfcthe solution of[(2]3). More
precisely, by Theoremi 2.1 (1), we can also get the short-8xistence, since in our case, as
explained before, we choogg to be a closed domain iR" andX, = R™, which implies that
the system[(Z]3) is just a special case of the spacelike NI 2ovided we additionally require
Floo = (id x ) |sq. .e., flaq = Ylsq-

Step 2. Denote the graph &f by M;. We show thatDf;| < 1 holds under the assumption of
Theoren{I]1. Similar to (3.4) and (3.5) [ [6], for each pgimt 21, we can choose an orthonormal
basis for the tangent spatgM and for the normal spadé,M given as follows

m
JuB guP
>

1

€ = —F/— (ai-i-z)\igag), i=1...,n,
J1-3pA5 3

1

—— (aa-l-Z)\jaaj), a=n+1....,.n+m,
\/l_ZIAja ]

where{a; }i—1,.n is ag-orthonormal basis ofp2; of eigenvectors of “g2, {aq }a=n+1...n+m IS
agg-orthonormal basis 0ft ;) 22, andd f = —Aiq With Aig = dq ntiAi. HereAj, 1 <i <n, are the
eigenvalues of *g,. So, the spacelike condition dvi implies)\i2 < 1 foreach 1< i < n. We list
them non-increasingly as? > AZ > ... > A2 > 0. By the classical Weyl's perturbation theorem,
the ordering eigenvalue’ﬁ2 21 — [0,1) is a continuous and locally Lipschitz function. For each
p € 31, denote bys = s(p) = {1,2,---,n} the rank off at the pointp, which impliesA2 > 0 and
Asi1 = Ast2 = --- = An = 0. Therefore, we have< min{m,n}. In fact, after this setting, we have
Aig = Oanti =0if i > s, ora > n+s. Under the orthonormal basfs;, ..., en,...,enim}, by 2.2)
the hyperbolic angl® satisfies

EQ:

1 1
cosho = —

Let

Nt = n’]/l?xcosrﬂ. (3.2)
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By [B, Proposition 4.3], we know thain(our caseX; = Q C R", 2, = R™) the evolution equation
of costB here should be

d o
—In(coshB) = Aln(costp) — { IBI?— § A2 h””' -2 )\i)\jhm“h’-‘;*'} ,
dt klzl sz<1 K

where||B||? = ZﬂjlegﬂH(hﬁ)z is the squared norm of the second fundamental form. Hence,

there exists some nonnegative constasuch that

% In(costh) < Aln(cost) — ¢||B||? < Aln(coslB).
Then by the maximum principle for parabolic equations, we @atain

Nt < No = maxcosho
Mo
for 0 <t <T < o, which impliesA2(t) < 1 and
) > r! (1- A2(
forany 0<t <T <. On the other hand, if we assume

ann3 5SUp|D2LlI|+\/_SUHDlﬂ| <1,

1 1
2,73

then by integrating along a path §&, we have sug|Dfg| = supq |DY| < 1 initially. Hence, by
the above arguments, we haief;| < 1 forany 0<t <T < co.

Step 3. By Theorerp 2.1 (3) and (4), we know that the norms o$éeend fundamental form
and all of its derivatives are bounded, and the flpw (2.1)texce all time. Hence, the solution to
the spacelike MCH_(2.3) exists smoothly[y).

Step 4. By [p, Corollary 6.1], we know that there exists a tigeguence, — o such that
sup;, |[Ht,|| — 0 whent, — . Since we also have a gradient bound (see Theprgm 2.1 (3ppmve
extract a subsequentesuch that the graphl; converges to a Lipschitz graph with siiig|| =0
and|Df| < 1, which implies that the limit submanifold is a minimal splke submanifold.

Step 5. Interior regularity of the limit follows fron [[L3, Blorem 4.1], since the singular values
A of Df satisfy|AjAj| <1-— 1/n§ almost everywhere for anys j. Boundary regularity follows
from [B, Theorem 2.3]. Our proof is finished. O

Remark 3.1. Clearly, our condition[(I]1) is better than that [n][13, Thexa 1.1] provided) =
maxy, Costd > /2.
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