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The Neumann Problem for Hessian Equations

Xinan Ma * Guohuan Qiu T

Abstract

In this paper, we prove the existence of a classical solution to a Neumann boundary
problem for Hessian equations in uniformly convex domain. The methods depend
upon the established of a priori derivative estimates up to second order. So we give a
affirmative answer to a conjecture of N. Trudinger in 1986.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the existence of the classical solution for the following Neumann
problem:
{ or(D*u) = f(z,u) inQ, (1)

u, = @(z,u) on I,

where oy (D?u) is the k-th elementary symmetric function of eigenvalues of D?u, and
v is outer unit normal vector of 9Q2. When k = 1, this is well-known Laplace equation
with Neumann boundary condition, for priori estimates and the existence theorem
we refer to the book [12]. For k = n, the priori estimates and existence result were
obtained by Lions, Trudinger and Urbas [31]. But for 2 < k < n — 1, Trudinger [38]
established the existence theorem when the domain is a ball, and he conjectured (in
[38], page 305) that one can solve the problem in sufficiently smooth uniformly convex
domains. Now we give a positive answer to this problem.

Theorem 1.1. Let ) be a C* bounded uniformly convex domain in R™. Where f €
C?(Q2) is positive Junction and ¢ € C3(QY). Then there exists a unique k admissible
solution u € C>%(Q) of the boundary value problem,

or(D*u) = fx) in £,
{ ' u, = —u-+o(x) ondQ. (2)

Remark 1: For simplicity we only states this particular form of existence theorem,
due to the C° estimate is easy to handle in this case while we do not want to emphasize
C° estimate in this paper (see [31] for more general cases).

Hessian equation is an important nonlinear elliptic partial differential equation.
It appears naturally in classical geometry, conformal geometry and Kéhler geometry.
Now let us brief recall some history and development for this equation, for more detail
please see the paper by Wang [45].
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First for the Hessian equation on R™, its Dirichlet boundary value problem

or(D*u) = f(x) inQ,
{ u = ¢(x) ondQ, (3)

was studied by Caffrelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [2], Ivochkina [19] and Trudinger [39]. Chou-
Wang [7] got the Pogorelov type interior estimates and the existence of variational
solution. Trudinger-Wang [40] developed a Hessian measure theory for Hessian oper-
ator.

For the curvature equations in classical geometry, the existence of hypersurfaces
with prescribed Weingarten curvature was studied by Pogorelov [34], Caffarelli-Nirenberg-
Spruck [3], 4], Guan-Guan [14], Guan-Ma [I5] and the later work by Sheng-Trudinger-
Wang [35]. The Hessian equation on Riemannian manifolds was also studied by
Y.Y.Li [22], Urbas [44] and Guan [I3]. In recent years the Hessian type equation
also appears in conformal geometry, which started from Chang-Gursky-Yang [5] and
the related development by ([16], [23], [17], [36],[10]). In K&hler geometry, the Hessian
equation was studied by Hou-Ma-Wu [I8] and Dinew-Kolodziej [§].

The Yamabe problem on manifolds with boundary was first studied by Escobar [9],
he shows that (almost) every compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) is conformally
equivalent to one of constant scalar curvature, whose boundary is minimal. The
problem reduces to solving the semilinear elliptic critical Sobolev exponent equation
with the Neumann boundary condition. It is naturally, the Neumann boundary value
problem for Hessian type equations also appears in the fully nonlinear Yamabe problem
for manifolds with boundary, which is to find a conformal metric § = exp(—2u)g such
that the k-th elementary symmetric function of eigenvalues of Schouten tensor is
constant and with the constant mean curvature on the boundary of manifold. See
for Jin-Li-Li [2], Chen [6] and Li-Luc [24] 25], but in all these papers they need to
impose the manifold are umbilic or total geodesic boundary for k > 2, which are more
like the condition in Trudinger [38] that the domain is ball.

The Neumann or oblique derivative problem on linear and quasilinear elliptic equa-
tions was widely studied for a long time, one can see the recent book written by Lieber-
man [27]. Especially for the mean curvature equation with prescribed contact angle
boundary value problem, Ural’tseva [41], Simon-Spruck [37] and Gerhardt [II] got
the boundary gradient estimates and the corresponding existence theorem. Recently
n [33], Ma-Xu got the boundary gradient estimates and the corresponding existence
theorem for the Neumann boundary value problem on mean curvature equation. For
related results on the Neumann or oblique derivative problem for some class fully
nonlinear elliptic equations can be found in Urbas [42] [43].

We give a brief description of our procedures and ideas to this problem. By the
standard theory of Lieberman-Trudinger [28] (see also [30], [27]), it is well known
that the solvability of the Hessian equations with Neumann boundary value can be
reduced to the priori global second order derivative estimates. We have done C?! esti-
mate (jointed with J.J. Xu) in [32] a year ago, there we constructed a suitable auxiliary
function and use particular coordinate to let the estimate computable. For C? esti-
mate, we first reduce the global estimate to the boundary double normal derivative,
this estimate also plays an important role in our boundary double normal estimate.
The main difficulty lies to construct the barrier functions of u,. The Neumann bound-
ary condition will bring us a trouble term as " F¥u;; D;v*”. Motivated by Lions-

ijk
Trudinger-Urbas [31], Trudinger [38], Ivochkina- Trudinger-Wang [20] and Urbas [42],
we introduce a new barrier function, then we can extract a good term and control this
trouble term. For C? estimate, we deal with a particular form of f and ¢ as in [3§]
for simplicity.



The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we first give the defini-
tions and some notations. We get the C° and C!, which was obtained by Trudinger [38]
and Ma-Qiu-Xu [32]. In section 4, we obtain the C? estimates, which is the main es-
timates in this paper. In last section 5, we prove the main Theorem [l
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the admissible solution and some element properties for
k-th elementary symmetric function.

Definition For any k =1,2,--- ,n, and A = (A\y,--- , \,,) € R™ we set

N = D> XA A (4)

1<i1<--<ipg<n

We denote by o (A]7) the symmetric function with A; = 0 and oy (A|ij) the symmetric
function with A\; = A\; = 0. Let A(D?u) be the eigenvalue of D*u and oy (D?*u) =
or(A(D%u)). And we let

L ={(Ar,--,An) €R?) 03(A) >0V j=1,--- k}. ()
We say a function u is k admissible if A\(D?u) € T.
Denote F = %[51”7 F = 1<Z:< F?. Sometimes we write the equation (D) in
the form B o ) ) _
F(D?u) := of (D*u) = f* =: f, (6)
and use the notation ~ ~
o F o~ ’F
FY = 0 FPre .= _oF . (7)
8uij Buijaupq

o operator has following simple properties.

Proposition 2.1.

ok(A) = ok (i) + Xiok—1(A[i),V1 < i <n, (8)
Fiu;; = koy, (9)
and
F=Mn—-k+1)ok_1. (10)
Proof. See [20]. O

Proposition 2.2. If A € T'y, then we have

on(A\i) >0, Vh<k and 1<i<n, (11)

1
and of is a concave function in I'y.

Proof. See [20]. O



The following proposition is so called MacLaurin inequality.

Proposition 2.3. For A€’y and k > 1> 1, we have

Ok A 1 g A 1
2y < 2y, (12)
Moreover,
" 9ok (A 1
> %N oy (13)
- o\
Proof. See [26]. O
Proposition 2.4. Let A\ € T'y,. Suppose that
AL 2 > 2 Ay,
then we have %
Aor—1(A1) > Eok()\)a (14)
for Vi <k
ok—1(Ai) > ox—1(Alk) > c(n, k)or—1() > 0, (15)
and
M > >- 2> > 0. (16)

Proof. See [29] for these inequalities, one can also see [I§] for the first inequality. The
third one can be induced by the first inequality and (ITI). O

3 (Y and C! estimates

In this section we get the a priori bounded estimates and gradient estimates for the
k- admissible solution of the equation (2]). For the C estimates, which was gotten by
Trudinger [38].

Theorem 3.1. [38] Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded Cl domain, and v is the outer unit
normal vector of 9. Suppose u € C*(Q) (N C3(Q) is an k -admissible solution of the
following Neumann boundary problems of Hessian equation

or(D*u) = fx) in £, 17
uy, = —u-+eE) ond. (17)

Then
sup [u| < Mo, (18)

Q

where My depends on k, n, diamf2, p, sup f.

Proof. Taking o € Q and let us consider u — A|x|?. Fixing A large depend on k, n and
sup f so that we have

F[D*u] = f < F[D*(Alz[*)]. (19)

Comparison principle tells us u — A|x|? attains its minimum point at x on the bound-
ary.
0> (u— Alz|*),(z0) = —u+ ¢ — 24z - v. (20)



Similarly we consider u which attains its maximum on the boundary. Then we get

inf p — 2AdiamQ < u < sup . (21)
[219] 90

O

The gradient estimate was done in [32], since that paper was written in Chinese,
for completeness we contain its proof in this section. We set

d(xz) = dist(z, 08),
and
Qi ={zeQ:d(x) < pu}.

Then it is well known that there exists a positive constant 1 > g > 0 such that
d(z) € C*(Qz). As in Simon-Spruck [37] or Lieberman [27] (in page 331), we can
extend v by v = —Dd in Qj and note that v is a C?(Qj) vector field. As mentioned
in the book [27], we also have the following formulas

|Dv| +|D?*v| <Cy(n,Q) in Qg
Z ViD;vt =0, Z VD' =0, [v|=1 in Q. (22)

1<i<n 1<i<n
As in [27], we define
¢ =8; — v in Qp, (23)

and for a vector ¢ € R", we write ¢’ for the vector with i-th component Y, ., ¢ (7.
Then we have o

|D'u|2: Z cijuiuj. (24)
1<i,j<n

We first state an useful lemma from [7].

h'|Dul|?

Lemma 3.1. (Chou-Wang) [7] If u is k -admissible and u;y < —=—zg—, here h' is
any positive function. Then

——F<F" 25

n—k+1" =~ (25)
and

k—1 3 k71|D |2k72 (26)

F >0 [——— .
= Cnniligger 1 1Py

To state the gradient estimate on Neumann problems, we need first recall an inte-
rior estimate in [7].

Lemma 3.2. (Chou-Wang) [7] Let  C R™ be a bounded domain. Suppose u € C3(Q)
s a k-admissible solution of Hessian equation

ox(D*u) = f(z,u) in Q (27)

satisfying |u| < Mo. If f € C?(Q2 x [~ My, My)) satisfies the conditions that there exist
positive constant Ly such that



Then for ¥V Q' ccQ, it has .
sup [Du| < My, (29)
Q

where Ml 18 a positive constant which depends on n, k, My, dist(Q/, 0Q), L.
Now we get the global gradient estimate which was done in [32].

Theorem 3.2. Let 2 C R™ be a bounded C? domain, and v is the outer unit normal
vector of 9Q. Suppose u € C%(Q) (N C3(Q) is an k-admissible solution of the following
Neumann boundary problems of Hessian equation

or(D*u) = f(z,u) in 9,
{ u, = @(z,u) on 0, (30)

satisfying |u| < My, where f, ¢ are given functions defined on Q x [—Mq, Mo]. If f, ¢
satisfy the conditions: 3 positive constants L1, La such that

flz,2) >0 in € x [-Mo, M,
|f (@, 2)| + | falz, 2)| + [f2(2, 2)| < L1 in Q x [=Mo, Mo), (31)
lo(@, 2) s (@ [ Mo, o)) < Lo
Then there exists a small positive constant o which depends only on n,k, €,
My, L1, Ly such that

sup |Du| < max{Mj, My}, (32)

where Ml is a positive constant depending only on n, k, po, Mo, L1, which is from the
interior gradient estimates; My is a positive constant depending only onn, k,Q, pg, Mo, L1, Ls.

3.1 Proof of Theorem

Proof. We consider the auxiliary function

G(z) := log |Dw|* + h(u) + g(d), (33)
where
w(x) :=u(z) + p(z,u)d(x); (34)
h(u) := —log(1 4+ 4My — u); (35)
and
9(d) = aod, (36)

in which ayg large to be chosen later.
By (B5) we have

“log(1+5Mo) < h < —log(1 + 3My), (37)
1 1
o <" S Tty )
m <h"< m (39)
By B4) we have
w; =u; + (p; + p.u;)d + @d;. (40)



If we assume that |[Du| > 8nLy and pp < ﬁ, it follows from (A0) that

1
£|Dul < [Du| < 2|Dul. (41)

These inequalities will be used below.
We assume that G(x) attains its maximum at zo € Q,,, where 0 < o < 1 < 1is a
sufficiently small number which we shall decide it later.

Now we divide three cases to complete the proof of Theorem

Case I: If G(z) attains its maximum at 2o € 912, then we shall use the Hopf Lemma
to get the bound of G(xy).

Case II: If G(x) attains its maximum at ¢ € €,,,, in this case for the sufficiently
small constant pg > 0, then we can use the maximum principle to get the bound of
G(.Io)

Case III: If G(z) attains its maximum at zo € 9Qu, (€2, then we shall get the
estimates of |Du|(zo) via the standard interior gradient bound as in [7]. Which in
turn give the bound for G at point xg.

Since G(z) < G(xp), we get the bound of G, which in turn give the bound of |Vu| in
Q-

Now all computations work at the point 5. We use Einstein’s summation convention.
All repeated indices come from 1 to n.

3.2 Case I: boundary estimates

If maximum of G is attained on the boundary, at the maximum point we have

| Dwl|2vP
0<G, = L

=—"t— — g +hu,. 42

We have decomposition |Dw|? = |D'w|? + w?. Becuse w, = u, + D,od — ¢ = 0 on
the boundary, so we have

|Dw|;27’/p :C;i)jwiwjyp + 2CijwipU}jl/p + 2w, Dpw, VP,
:Céjwiwjup + 2Cij (uip + Dip(pd =+ Di(pdp =+ Dp(pdi
+ @d;p )w, VP,
ZCZ)jwiwjup + 2Cijuiywj — 2CijDi<pwj + 2Ciijgou”diwj
+2C" pdpw;VP. (43)
On the other hand, take tangential derivative to the Neumann boundary condition:
CP1Dy(uiv') = CP Dy,
then we have
CPlugy, + CPlu; Dyt = CPID . (44)

Then contracting (@) with w,, and inserting it into (43), we can cancel the term
with the second derivative of wu,

|Dw[2v? <C(n,Q, Ly)| Dwl* + C(n,Q, Ly)|Dw|. (45)



So we choose ag = 2C + 1+L3—2MO + 1, such that

C
0<G, <—ay+C+ ——+h|g|co
|Dw|

<oy ©

< Dul’ (46)

Thus we have estimate |Dw|(zg) < 1, and G(z9) < —log(1+ 3My) + 2C + 1+L3—2MO +1.

3.3 Case II: Near boundary estimates

If G attains its maximum in €,,. We take the first derivatives and second derivatives
to the auxiliary function:

2 Zl WpWpi
p=
0= Gl = W + g’Did + h’ui, (47)
2. 2Wpjwpi + 2wpwpsi 4 Y Wpwpiwgwe;
p=1 p,q=1

|Dwl? - | Dwl*
—|— g”DidDjd —|— g/Dijd —|— h”ui’UJj —|— h/uij. (48)

Gij =

Because F' (D?u) > 0 if we assume u is k- admissible solution. At maximum point
of G, we get

n

n n
2 Flwpiwp; 237 Flwpwpi; 4 Y5 FPwpwpiwgwg;

i =1 p=1 p,q=1
0> FiiG;; =~ -
= Dwlz ' |Duf? Duf?

+¢"FD;dD;d+ g'F" Dy;d
—|— h,NFij’UJin —|— h’Fijuij. (49)

Recalling w = u + ¢d, its second derivatives is
Wij =i + (@ij + Qizlj + P2l + @2t + @au5)d
+ (¢i + @:ui)dj + @jdi + p2ujdi + dij. (50)
w;; has relation with u;; that
wij < (14 @d)uj + C(Lo,n)po|Dul? + C(La,n)|Du| + C(Ly,n), (51)
and
wij > (1+ @d)u;j — C(Lo,n)po|Dul? — C(La,n)|Du| — C(Lgy,n). (52)

Differential w;; again,

wijp =Uijp + (Pijp + Pijztp + Pizplj + PizzUpllj + Pizthjp + Pz jpls
F PazjUplli + PrjUip + Przplilly + QzzzUplilly + Q2 UipU;j
+ Qo2 Uilp + Paplli + Pa2Upliij + O Uijp)d
+ (pij + QizUj + @2t + Paatity + ©u45)dp
+ (@ip + Piztp + Qoplli + QazUpll; + 2Uip)d;
+ (pi + p2ui)djp + @ipds + @j2updi + @jdip
+ ©opuid; + Qo upuid; + O ujpd;
+ pzujdip + @pdij + Q2updij + ©dijp.

(53)

8



Now we choose coordinate at zg such that |Vw| = wy and (u;j)2<i,j<n is diagonal.

So from (0) and {T), we have for i = 1,

w :wl - gﬁld— gﬁdl
! 14+ p.d

1
w1 = — 5(9’(11 + h/ul>’LU1,

and for 2 <i <n,

- —pid — pd;
7 = 1 T @zd 3
1
wy; = — i(g'di + h'ug)w,
here we assume pg < py = ﬁ, such that % >1+¢,d> %
Suppose that |Du|(zg) > M; := 64nLy, we have for i > 2,
1
il < — D )
ul < 0= 1Dul
and 1
uy > §|Du|
Moreover,
| Dul(wo) > Ma := 32n(1 + 5Mo)ag + 128C + (1 + 5Mp) + 1
implies
h’u1
'di] < —.
'l = 75,

So from (B0) and (Bl we get the key fact that

1
< ——h'|Dul?
uil < 198 | u| < O,

here we assume that po < po := m,
For ¢ > 2, we have
o] < h'| Dw|?
Y3
and )
lui| < (Cpo + TM”DUF + 2C|Du.

(54)

(55)

(63)

(64)

Then we continue to compute F*G,;. By using @0), (50) and (G3) it follows that

i 2F ;4 (1 — ,d
F”GijZ—C(n,k,LQ,Q)uO}—|Du|2+ uﬂl( ©.d)

wq
_ 4F (pizujid + @aruinujd + o uindy)
w;

_ 2Fij’uij[((pzp + szz’uzp)d + (pzdp] _ 2Fijw1iw1j

w1 w%

— C(n, k, La, g, Q) F|Du| + b F*uf + B Fu;;.



The equation () is k- homogenous, and differentiating it gives
Fuy; =kf, (66)
Fu0 =f1 + fuus. (67)
We obtain from (@3), (64]), (G6l), and (G7) that

. h' 2 D 2
FUGij > — C(TL, k, Lo, My, Q)MO]:|DU|2 + h”Fllu% - ().;—%
_C(n7k7L27L17M07a07Q)'F|Du| _C(L17n7L2)' (68)
@9) tells us if po < pg := 320(1+5Mi)2(n7k+1) small, we get
h//Fll 2
——— > CpoF|Duf. (69)

By definition of h, we have h” = (h’)2. Thus from (28]

WEYd _ (W)2F|Duf?

70
8 - 32 (70)
If we assume further |Du|?(zg) > M3 :=32(n — k + 1)(1 + 5M)*C, we get
h//Fll 2
T“l > CF|Dul. (71)
From above estimates (28), @3), ((0), and (TI]), we obtain
: 1 F|Dul?
0>F"Gyj > —————C. 72
- 7732 —k+1) (72)
Finally, inequality (28) in the Lemma B] implies that
W' F|Dul?
0>————-C>0 73
“Rn_kr1) (73)
2 k k—1
provided that |Dul|(xg) > My := 32(n_k+1)(1+5M0)CC,:[,(11+5M0)1280"’1] + 1.
n—1
Inequality (73) is a contradiction.
We conclude that if pg = min{z, 1, pe, s}, we have the estimate
|D’U,|(I0) S HlaX{Ml,MQ,Mg,M4}. (74)

Thus we get the estimate of G(zg).
Because G attains its maximum at xo and h, g is bounded from below, the gradient
estimate of u follows the above three cases.

O

4 (C? priori estimates

We come now to the a priori estimates of second derivative necessary for our existence
theorem. For these bounds we restrict attention to the following problem

(75)

ox(D*u) = f(x,u) inQ CR",
u, = @(xz,u) on .

10



Theorem 4.1. Let Q be a bounded C* uniformly convex domain in R™, v is the outer
unit normal vector of Q. If u € C*(Q)NC3(Q) a k- admissible solution of Neumann
problem ([[5). Where f € C?(Q2 x R) is positive and ¢ € C3(Q x R) is non-increasing
in z. Then we have
sup |D?u| < C, (76)
Q

where C' depends only on n, k, [|ullc1q)s [1fllc2@x -, 010y M0
1l o3 @x (= Mo, a1]) AN convezity of §2, where Mo = sup [u].
Q

It is well known that it is easy to get the estimates for second tangential-normal
derivative of the solution on the boundary. We here follow the same line as in Lions-
Trudinger-Urbas [31] with minor changes.

Lemma 4.1. Denoting the tangential direction T at any point y € 0S), we have
|Dryu(y)| < C, (77)
where the constant C' only depends on ||ul|cr, ||pllcr and ||0Q]|c=.
Proof. Taking tangential derivative to the boundary condition
uy, = @, (78)

as in (@) we have

CYujy, + CuyDjvt = CYDjp. (79)

Take inner pruduct with 7¢, it follows that

Tiut + w DTt = Diprt. (80)

So ‘ .
|try| < |Diprt — ulDiulTZ| < C. (81)
O

Now we again use the technique of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [31], we can reduce the
second derivative estimates of the solution to the boundary double normal derivative
bounds.

Lemma 4.2. Let M = sup |uy,|. Then
a0

sup  uge < Co(1 + M), (82)
Q,6esn—1

where Cy depends only on ||ul|c1,||¢llcz, |10Q|c1,]| fllcz2, min f, and convezity of 0.
Proof. We consider the function
v(x,€) 1= uge — V' (,€) + Ki|z|* + Ko| Dul?, (83)

where v/(z,¢) = 2(¢ - v)¢' - (Do — wDV') = aluy + b, & =€~ (£-v)v, ab = 2(¢-
V) (€, — €"Diyy), and b= 2(¢ - )€ p,,. We compute

U = Ugei — D;alu; — atuy; — Db+ 2K 2 + 2 Z Kouwguy, (84)
l

11



and

Uiy =  Uggij — Dijalul — Dialulj — Djaluli — alulij — Dijb
—|—2K15ij + 2K Z U UL + 2Ko Z UULj - (85)
1 1
Taking first derivative of equation (6]), we have
ﬁijuijl = fﬂﬂl + ﬁul. (86)
1
And we have from the concavity of o}
Flugjee > Fujjee + FPPuijeupge = foene + 2faesue + fruge. (87)
Then we contract (85) with the F/, using (87) and (80),
ﬁijvij = ﬁij’u,ggij - ﬁ'ijDijalul - ZﬁijuljDial - ﬁijulijal
—ﬁijDijb + 2K, Z ﬁ” + 2K, Z ﬁijuljuli + 2K, Z ﬁijulijul
i i ijl
> =Ci(lJullors llelles, 1|09 o, || fllo2, min f, K2) (30 F* + 1)
+f;’u§§ + 2K, Z Fii + 2K, Z ﬁijuliulj — 2ﬁijuljDial. (88)
i 1
At interior maximum point, we assume (u;;) is diagonal and w11 > ugg > -+ > Upp.
So we have by (I4)
~ . 1_
2K, Y Fiud > 2Ksof  FUud
' 1
oF
> 2Ky—Fupy
n
1
O.k
> 2KoEuge. (89)

n

We can assume uge > 0, otherwise we have the estimate ([82). If we choose Kp >

2l 19 we continue
2 min f

3

S Fiv; > 23 Fiiud — 20y (|[ullen, [|¢llea, 109 c2) 3 F us|
ij 4
2K, Y F — O Fii+1)

> 23 Fii(luy| - ©)2+ 2K, — L — ) N Fi - ¢
= Z (|u”| 2) +( 1 2 1)2 1

(90)

Now if we choose K large, such that K; > %5 +Cy and K, (CK)% > €y, by (@) we

have

Zﬁ”jvij > 0.

ij
So v(zx, ) attains its maximum on 9.
Case a: ¢ is tangential.

12

(91)



We shall take tangential derivative twice to the boundary condition, first we rewrite

@) as following
ut = Ciijgp — C’ijuleVl + ViVjI/l’U,lj.
So let’s take tangential derivative ([@2]) and we get
CP1D,(uyv') = CPID(CU Do — CUuy D 4+ vivivtuy,),

it follows that

ulipl/l = Cquq(Ciijcp — Cijulel/l + Vile/lulj) + l/pl/qululiq — C”quliDql/l,

and in above formula we take sum with £'¢?, then we obtain

ugey, = —28P8upDprt — € D €+ uy, Z{prVigi

2

_nggiVijViDﬂP"'@zugf+§p§i<ﬂip

+(pzzug2 + 2u£§l(pzz
So we have
Uge, < —28Puyu Dyt + pouge
+C([|ullcr, 1109 |3, [lellc2) + C(1092]o2) [uw|
< 2878 Dyt 4 C + Cluy,|.

Here in the second inequality we assume that ¢ is non-increasing in z.

(92)

(93)

(95)

If we assume £ = eq, it is easy to get the bound for u1;(xg) for i # 1 from the maximum

(1,t,0,---,0)

of v(z, ) in the & direction. In fact, we can assume £(t) = =7 - Because v(x, &)

attains its maximum at £(0). Then we have

0 v (xo,£(1))

ot =0
det(t X oV’ (zo, E(t
= 2u;;(zo) gdi )|t:0§J (0) — %h:o
—t 1 —t? o'
= QU ——— |0 + 2u + eo — 1o
11(1+t2)§|t 0 12(\/14——t2 (1+t2)§)|t 0~ 5 li=o
So we have

lurz] < C(llellcr, [[ullcr, [109]]c2)-
Similarly, we have for all i # 1,
ura] < C(lleller, [luller, [1092]]c2)-
Due to Dyv1 > k > 0, we have
Uger < —2Kuge + C(1 + |uwyl).
On the other hand, we have from the Hopf lemma, (77) and }° a'vt =0,

0 < wv,

= Uger — D,d'v; — atug, — b, + 2K1(x - v) + 2K, Z ugULy,
[
uger + C(|[ullcr, [[0Q]c2, [|@lloz, K1, K2) + 2Kapu,, .

IN
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Combining ([@9) and (I00), we therefore deduce
uge (o) < C(1+ |uww|(20)). (101)

Case b: ¢ is non-tangential.
We write £ = ar+ v, wherea = €7, |7| =1, 7-v=0,8=¢6-v#0and o?+ % = 1.

Uge = 042'“7'7' + ﬂ2uuv + 20‘ﬂu7v
= QU + BPuyy, + 208(Dipr" — ulDiulTi). (102)

By definition of v(z, &), we have

v(x0,€) = aPv(wo,7) + Bu(x0,v)
< aPu(xo, &) + BPo(wo, v). (103)
Hence
v(x0,&) < v(zg, V). (104)

Then we get the estimate,

uge (o) < Co(l[ullcr, [lelles, [109]ca, [|fllo2, min f, £)(1 + uw. (20)]), (105)

so that this case is also reduced to the purely normal case. O

4.1 Second Normal Derivative Bounds On The Boundary

In this section, we consider the double normal derivative estimate which is the most
difficulty part in the Neumann problem for Hessian equations. Note we do not know
boundary double tangential bound apriori, or it is hard to get this estimate due to
the Neumann boundary condition in general. Compare this with Dirichlet problem in

(I, 121, [39)).

We give some definitions first. Let
h(z) = —d(z) + d*(z). (106)

We know from the classic book [12] section 14.6 that h is C* in €2, for some constant
@ < @ small depending on . In terms of a principal coordinate system, see [12]
section 14.6, we have

[—D?d(z0)] = diaglr— K’jl((yio)g(%) T ;n_ll((yio))d(wo) 0], (107)
and
= Dd(z0) = v(yo)- (108)

So h also satisfied the following properties in €2,,:

—p+p?<h<O, (109)
1
22 |Dh| 2 5, (110)
1
Skidi; > D?h > 2kod;;, (111)
F'9hij > ko(F + 1), (112)

14



provided p < p small depend on [|0€||c2. Here k1 and kg are positive constants
depend on k := (K1, ,ky). It is easy to see

Dh

Zn 113

for unit outer normal v on the boundary.

In order to do this estimate we construct barrier functions of u, on the b01£1dary.
Motivated by [31], [38], [20] and [42], we introduce the following functions. In §,, we
denote

g9(z) :=1-ph, (114)
G(z) = (A+oM)h(x), (115)
¥(x) == |Dh|(z)p(z, u). (116)

where o, 8, i, A are positive constants to be chosen later.
Now we consider the sub barrier function,

P(x) = g(a)(Du- Dh(x) - $(2)) - G(a), (117)
And we want to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Fiz 0 = %, for any x € Q, , if chosen B large, u small, A large in
proper sequence, we have
P(z) > 0. (118)

Proof. We use maximum principle to prove this lemma. First we assume the function
attains its minimum point xy in the interior of ,,. We derivative this function twice,

Pr=gi(> whi— )+ 90> wibi + > whi — ) — G, (119)
l l l
and
P = gij(z why — ) + gz‘(z uhy + thz;‘ — ;)
l l l
;O iy Y whi — i) — Gij (120)
I 1

—i—g(z i + Z wihi; + Zuljhli + Zulhlij — ij).
l l l l

At the minimum point o, as before we can assume (u;;(x¢)) is diagonal. Contracting
(20) with FY, we get

F9P; = Fg,;() whi— ) +20:F7 () whi+ ) whiy — 1)
] ! !
g F (Y Jungghy +2) Jwihiy + ) wihig = i)
I ! !

—FijGij
BCs(|lullcr, [109Ulcs, [l | flle) (F +1) (121)

IN

Where in the second inequality we use

no1
8h] < BE < 2. (122)

15



which in turn implies that

—
IN
S
IN

| o

We choose p < % in (122)).
Then we divided the index 1 <14 < n into two categories.

(i) If

k:
|Bh3| < =,
we say ¢ € B.
We choose 8 > 2nky, in order to let
1
hI| < —
< o
(i) If
ko
hel > 22
612 > 2,

we denote ¢ € G.
For any i € G, we use P;(z9) = 0 to get

At oM BOowhy =) > why

[ 1 i
= + - + 22
i g g h; i

Because |h;|? > —0 and ([I23), we have that

B uhy — ) Zulhlz 1/}

| — - ~ 1< BCu(ko [luller 199 o2, [1¢llcr)-

g hi
By chosen A large such that % > BCy, we infer

4A A 20M
?—I—UMZuiz‘Zg—F—U?) ;o for ieG.

Due to 2 > |Dh| > 1 and [{ZH), there is a iy € G, say ig = 1, such that

1
hi> —.
V= 4n
Then we continue to compute the equation of P,
F9pP; < [BC3— (A+aM)ko)(F+1)

—Qﬁ Z F”u”hf — 26 Z F”u”hf

ic€G icB
+kq Z F“uii + 4k Z Fiiuii.
Since
—2p Z Fu;h? < —2BF"uy b < —EFHUU,
. 2n
i€G
and

— 262F“uiihf < -2p Z Flu;h? < —ko Z Fil,,

i€B i€B,u;; <0 u;; <0

16

(123)

(124)

(125)

(126)

(127)

(128)

(129)

(130)

(131)

(132)

(133)



it follows that

-2 F“u”h2 -2 1’7‘”’11,”]7,2 + 4k F”u“ < —ﬁFll’ull. 134
K2 3 2
n
ieG i€B ui; <0

From (I31) and (I34)), we have
FijPij < [BCB - (A + UM)kO](]:"' 1)
B 11 i
—%F ui1 + k1 EOF U« (135)

Now we analysis the above terms case by case. Without generality, we assume that
u222 zunn
Case 1: uy > 0, for all 4.
This is the most easy case. Using equation, we get

kf= > Flu. (136)

;>0

If we choose A > %{w, then from (I35]) we have

F4p,; <0. (137)

In the following cases we can assume t,, < 0.
k

Case 2: U1l = [t .

Due to equation, we have

kf = Flui+ Y Flu. (138)

u;; >0 ui <0

The terms in line ([I35]) become

IN

ﬂ 11 I i
_%F ur + k1 Z F"uy; kl(kf— Z F u”)

u;; >0 w3 <0

S klkf - klj:unn
k
< kikf+ 70]'—%1
2A M
< klkf+ko}'(?+%). (139)

Using (I39)), and choose A > ?’(Cgmi—tkmaxﬂ in (I35)), then we obtain the result (I37).

In the following cases we assume

ko
nn < 07 nn Z -1 .
u || %, U11
We denote A := (u11,- -+, Uny) and choose A > 20.
Case 3: o;_1(M1) > 61(—unn)ok—2(A|1n), for small positive constant d; chosen in
later case.
If uy1 > ug2, we know from (4] that,

1
u110—2(A|1n) > 1ak,1(A|n). (140)

17



Otherwise u11 < ug2, we have from (I29), (82)) and ([I4) that

A 20M
ullok_g()\|1n) > (g + T)Uk_g()\|2n)
20
> 30 —— U220 )— 2()\|2n)
k—1 20
>
Z 13, ——ok—1(An). (141)
We infer from the hypothesis
F'' = o, (A1)
> 01(—Unn)og—2(A|1n)
ko
> 51%1111% 2(A[1n). (142)

Note we only use hypothesis of Case 3 in the first inequality above.

Using (I0), and assumption uy,, < 0, we have from (8) that

1

——F < F™, 143
n—k+1 — (143)

Assuming Cy > 1 such that 0 = § < %, then we substitute (I40) and (IZI) into
[, and using (),

k
Fo> 61—0u110k_2()\|1n)

k—1 ko 20
>
e T TR AL
k—1 k0510'

= D) —k+1)3kCy (144)

Using (&), and we choose 3 > 22 (kk+1l))l§($1;3k %% | such that for the last two terms
in (I35) we have

—;%Fuuu + k1 Z Flly
ui; >0
(k - 1)ﬂk0510’ A 20 M
< = _
= 6n(n — 1)(n—k+1)k100(3 T3 )
+k1Co(M + 1)|F
(k - 1)6/€0510’2
< |- _
= (Qn(n —k+1)(n— 1)k Co F1Co)M
Aﬂko(k} - 1)510’
o Bk D= g, T
< o (145)

So choose A > W + 20 in (I35), and using (I45)), we obtain the inequality

(@I37).
Case 4: 0 < g;—1(\|1) < 61 (—unn)or—2(A|1n).
By hypothesis and for ¢ > 2,

O'kfl()\u) - u“Uk,Q(/\H’L) = O'kfl(/\ul) (146)

18



We compute as follows,

ko (A1)

Z WUiiOk—1 ()\| 12)
=2

<> w0 (—tanok—2(A1n)) — wiiok_a(A[1)]
uiizo,i;él
+ Z U”(—U”O'k,Q(AH’L))
u;;<0,3#1
< —Upn Z (51uii0k_2()\|1n) - ufmok_g()\ﬂn)
wi; 20,171
< N0 U200k _2(A|1n) — U2, ox_o(A|1n). (147)

Using (82) and ([I29), we continue
kor(\1) < —n61Co(M + Dtpnog_2(AN1n) — u?, ox_o(X|1n)
3
S —n5100 %ullumak_g()\ﬂn) — ufmok_g()\ﬂn)

3k116,C,
SHMOLT0 2 (A1) — 42, 0%_a (M| 10). (148)

IN

koO’

Now we let 61 = 61;?(;1000' As in (I42) and ([I44), we obtain

2
kor(A1) < _“—;”lak,z(mn)

< k—1 O'ko
un’n,
- (n—k—i—l)(n—l) 6k1Co
k—1 ok}
— . 149
(n—k+1)(n—1) 121@00“1“T (149)
Inserting (I29) into above inequality, we have
B i B
2nF Uyl = om (f O'k()\ll)) (150)
I} Bok3 k—1,A 20M

< _FZr_ Z
- 2nf 24kn(n—k—|—1)kfcon—1(3+ 3

)F.

36kn(n—k+1)(n—1)k5C3
(k—1)o2k2

If we choose g >
get,

, such that for the last two terms in ([I35]) we
L > Flu < —ﬁf <0. (151)
2n =, - 2n

Finally, we choose A > %ﬁ)kmaxﬁ in (I38), and using (IEI]), we obtain the
inequality (I37) which contradicts with 0 < F'¥ P;; at minimum point zg.

Then the function P attains its minimum on the boundary of €,,.
Now we treat the boundary value of P. On 01, it is easily to see

P=0. (152)

On the 09,,/09Q, we have

P> =Cs(k,max f, |[ullc1, [lellco) + (A + o M)

=

>0, (153)
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provided A > 2%

We conclude that we first choose §; = then 8 = 36kn(n—kt)(n—1DkCy |

6k1nc ) (k—1)o2k3
9n(n(kk+11))k(:61;gk 1% 4 9k, , then p = min{uo, 5}, finally A = W T
QS . Using the maximal principle for the function P(z), we get
P(z) >0, in €.
([l

Similarly, we can also find super barrier function of wu,,.

Lemma 4.4. Let P := g(z)(Du - Dh(z) — ¥(z)) + G(z). Fiz o =%, for any x € Q,,

, if chosen B large, u small, A large in proper sequence, we have
P(x) <0. (154)

Proof. We assume the function attains its maximum point xy in the interior of €2,.
We derivative this function twice,

Pi=gi(>_whi =) + 90O wihi + Y whi — ) + Gi, (155)
! I !
and
Py = gij(z whi — ) + gi(z wyihy + Zulhlj — ;)
+g_] Z ulzhl + Z ulhlz 1/%) + Gz]

Zuz”hz + Zulzhlj + Z wighii + Z wihii; — ‘/’w (156)

At the maximum point xg, as before we can assume (u;;(zo)) is diagonal. Contracting
([I56) with F*7, we get

F9P;; = Fg;( Zulhl — ) + 2g:F ( Zuljhl +Zulhlj —¥;)

+QFU Z Ulij hi+2 Z ’U/lzhl] + Z ulhlw 1/11_7 Fij Gij

> —506(||U||01=||3Q||CS=||90||c27||f||cl)(-7:+1)
+(A + UM)ko(]: + 1) - 26F”u”hf + 2Fiiuiihiig. (157)
As before we divided the index 1 < i < n into two categories.
(i) If
k
|8R3| < (158)
we say ¢ € B.
We choose 8 > 2nky, in order to let
2 < L. (159)
T 4n
(ii) If
k
ElHEES (160)
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we denote ¢ € G. .
For any i € G, we use P;(xg) =0 to get

o _AtoM B(Zl:whl — 1) ) Zl:uzhli LU
b g9 9 hi hi’
Because |h;|* > g—g and (I61]), we have that
B whi =) Ywhi
T B 5l [0S )

By chosen A large such that % > pCy, we infer

44 A 20M
—?—oMguiig—g—UT, for ieG.
Due to 2 > |Dh| > % and ({5, there is a ig € G, say o = 1, such that
1
hy > —.
Y= 4n

Then we continue to compute the equation of P,
FiP;; > [-BCe+ (A+ oM)ko|(F + 1)
—Qﬁ Z F”u”hf — Qﬁ Z F”u”hf

icG i€eB
—|—4I€0 E F“’U,ii + kl E F”uii.

We treat some terms in last formula, first

- 28 Z Flihi > —2BF b > —%Flluu,
icG

then

—2BZF”u”hf 2 —26 Z F”u”hf

i€B i1€B,u;; >0
Z —ko E F”uii = —ko E F”uii.
i€B,u;; >0 u;i; >0

It follows that

i€G i€EB
+4I€0 E F”’U,ii + kl E F”uii

> —;Flluu + kl Z F“’U,“

B " w3 <0
Then we have
Fijﬁij > [—ﬁCG'i‘ (A'FUM)ko](]:-i- 1)
ﬂ 11 [%3
—%F U11—|—k1 Z F Ui

u43 <0
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(162)

(163)

(164)

(165)

(166)

(167)

(168)

(169)



This is easy when w11 < 0, because we have by (I0) and (T3]

F' > c(k,n)F. (170)
From (82) and (IG3) we obtain
8 11 i Be A  20M
—%F u11 + k1 Z F'uy; > %}—(gﬁ-T)—kl}—Co(l-i-M). (171)

%<0

If we choose 8 > % and A > 20 + Bk(’(:S

, then by (I69) and ([ITI]) we get
F9P; > 0. (172)

Then the function P attains its maximum on the boundary of €2,,.
On 012, it is easily to see .
P =0.

On the 09,,/0Q, we have

P < C7(k,max f, ||ul|c1, ||¢llco) — (A+oM)= <0, (173)

=

provided A > 2%
We conclude that we first choose § > % , then p = min{po, %}, finally A >

20 + ﬁk—? +38Cs+ 1+ % Using the maximal principle for the function P(z), we
get

O

Using the barrier functions, we have the main normal-normal second derivative
estimate in this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let Q) be a bounded C* uniformly convex domain in R™, v is the outer
unit normal vector of 9Q. If u € C*H(Q)NC3(Q) a k- admissible solution of Neumann
problem ([5). Where f € C%(Q x R) is positive and ¢ € C3(Q x R) is non-increasing
in z. Then we have
sup |uy,| < C, (174)
a0

where constant C depends on n, k, ||u||c1, min f, ||¢||cs, ||f]lcz, convexity of O and
1692 | ¢

Proof. Assume zq is the maximum point of u,,, we have

> 90O wwhi +why, — ) — (A+oM)h, (176)
l
> u — C(|[uller, [109Q|c2, [[¢]]c2) — (A+ o M) (177)

In the second inequality we assume u,,(z9) > 0. Then we get

sup,, < C + oM. (178)
a0

Similarly, by 0 < P,(zg) here zg is the minimum point of u,,, we get

infu,, > —C — oM. (179)
EIY)
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So chosen o = % as in the previous lemmas, we get the estimate

sup |uy, | < C. (180)
a9

O

Proof of The Theorem (4.1} Combining Lemma [T} Lemma and the Theo-
rem L2 we complete the proof of the Theorem (.11

5 Existence of the boundary problem

In this section we complete the proof of the Theorem [Tl As in [31], by combining
Theorems B.T] B2 and ATl with the global second derivative Holder estimates (see [30]
or [28]), we get a global estimate

||U||cz,a(§) <C (181)

for k- admissible solution, where C, o depending on k, n, Q, ||Q||c4, ||f||cz, min f and
[lollcs. Applying the method of continuity (see [12], Theorem 17.28), we complete
the proof of Theorem [I.11
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