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STRICTLY LOCALLY CONVEX RADIAL GRAPHS OF
PRESCRIBED CURVATURE AND BOUNDARY IN SPACE
FORMS

ZHENAN SUI

ABSTRACT. We obtain C2 a priori estimates for solutions of the nonlinear
second-order elliptic equation related to the geometric problem of finding a
strictly locally convex hypersurface with prescribed curvature and boundary
in a space form. Under the assumption of a strictly locally convex subsolution,
we establish existence results by using degree theory arguments.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we stay in (n + 1) dimensional space form N"*1(K) (n > 2) with
constant sectional curvature K = 0, 1 or —1, which can be modeled as follows. In
Euclidean space R™*!, fix the origin 0 and let S™ denote the unit sphere centered
at 0. Choose the spherical coordinates (z, p) in R"*! with 2z € S". Define the new
metric on R"*! by

g=dp*+¢*(p)o

where o is the standard metric on S" induced from R"*1. Then (R"*! ) is a
model of N"*1(K) for K = 0 if we choose ¢(p) = p where p € [0,0), for K =1
if ¢(p) = sin(p) where p € [0,7/2), and for K = —1 if ¢(p) = sinh(p) where
p € [0,00), which correspond to the Euclidean space R"*!, the upper hemisphere
ST‘l and the hyperbolic space H" ! respectively. Let V = ¢(p) 8% be the conformal
Killing field in N"*(K). Tt is well known that V is the position vector field in
Euclidean space.

Given a disjoint collection I' = {T'y,...,T';,} of closed smooth embedded (n —
1) dimensional submanifolds, a smooth symmetric function f of n variables and
a smooth positive function v defined on N"*!(K), it is a fundamental question
in differential geometry to seek a strictly locally convex hypersurface ¥ with the
prescribed curvature

(1.1) f(E[E]) =9(V)

and boundary

(1.2) o8 =T

where k[X] = (K1, ..., kn) denotes the principal curvatures of ¥ at V' with respect

to the outward unit normal v. We call a hypersurface ¥ strictly locally convex if
all its principal curvatures x; > 0 everywhere in X.

Equation () arises in various geometric problems. If we do not impose bound-
ary condition (2 and consider closed hypersurfaces, there is a vast literature
in this direction. When requiring the convexity of the hypersurfaces, the Gauss
curvature case was studied by Oliker [22] while the most current breakthrough is
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due to Guan-Ren-Wang [I7], where the authors studied convex hypersurfaces with
prescribed Weingarten curvature in R"*! for general 1/ depending on both V and
v. For starshaped compact hypersurfaces, we refer the readers to [2] for the intro-
ductory material, and see Jin-Li [I8] for Weingarten curvature in hyperbolic space,
[2, 2T] for Weingarten curvature in elliptic space, Spruck-Xiao [25] for scalar cur-
vature in space forms for general ¢, Chen-Li-Wang [0] for Weingarten curvature in
warped product spaces for general 1.

For the Dirichlet problem, important examples include the classical Plateau prob-
lem concerning the mean curvature as well as the corresponding problem for Gauss
curvature (see [3| 13 1], 12} M4]). The Dirichlet problem in the general setting
([CI)—([T2) was first studied by Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [5] for vertical graphs
over strictly convex domains in R” with constant boundary data. Since then, there
have been significant progresses, among which, we mention Guan-Spruck [15] and
Trudinger-Wang [30] for general locally convex hypersurfaces in R**! which may
not be graphs, Su [26] for strictly locally convex radial graphs in R"*! and Cruz
[7] for starshaped radial graphs with prescribed Weingarten curvature in R?+1.

As in [I5], the curvature function f is assumed to be defined on the open sym-
metric convex cone I'}) = {\ € R"| \; > 0,7 =1,...,n} satisfying the fundamental
structure conditions

(1.3) fil\) = 0 (N >0 in Y, i=1,...,n
O\

(1.4) f is concave in '}l

(1.5) f>0 in T), f=0 on oI}

In addition, f is assumed to satisfy the technical conditions
(1.6) D fiMA =00 on (AT < f(A) < ¢}

for any ¥ > 1y > 0, where o( is a positive constant depending only on ¢y and
b1, and for any C' > 0 and any compact set F C ') there exists R = R(E,C) > 0
such that

(1.7) fi, . s M-, A +R)>C VYAEE
Examples satisfying ([3)-(L1) include a large family f = > f; where

. Ni—1 n—1 N
nN; e\ M
fr=80 T (a4 D cinSy
i=1 k=1

where ¢;, ¢; 1, > 0 are constants, ¢; +Zk ci,; > 0 for each 7, S, is the kth elementary
symmetric function, Sop = 1 and Si; = Sk/5 (0 <1 < k < n). However, the pure
curvature quotient S}/ ,g"*k) does not satisfy (L1).

In this paper, we are interested in strictly locally convex hypersurfaces embed-
ded in N""!(K) which can be represented as radial graphs over a domain in S™.
Assuming T to be the boundary of a smooth positive radial graph ¢ in N*"*1(K)
defined on a smooth domain © C S", we thus have I' = {(z, ¢(2)) |z € 99} and look
for a smooth strictly locally convex radial graph ¥ = {(z, p(2)) |z € 2} satisfying
the Dirichlet problem

(1.8) f(slp]) = ¢(z,p) n Q
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(1.9) p=¢ on O

where k[p] denotes the principal curvatures of the graph of p and we use the same
1 for the smooth positive function on the right hand side. For C estimates, we
assume that

(1.10) @ does not contain any hemisphere.

We obtain the following C? estimates:

Theorem 1.11. Under assumption [L3)-(1) and (LIQ), suppose I' can span a
C? positive radial graph p in N"*1(K) which is strictly locally convex in a neigh-
borhood of T. Then for any C* strictly locally convex radial graph p satisfying
CR)-@CA) with p <p in Q, we have

||P||cz(§) <C

where C depends only on Q, [[¥]lc2, |[Pllci@m): 1€llci@m), inf ¥, infoop and the
convezity of p.

We remark that for C2 estimates, it is necessary in Theorem [[I1]to assume 7 to
be strictly locally convex near its boundary. To establish existence results, as in [I3]
[IT], 121 [14], 151 26], we further require that p is a strictly locally convex subsolution.
Since there are topological obstructions to the existence of strictly locally convex
hypersurfaces spanning a given I' (see [23]), the existence of a subsolution allows the
arbitrary geometry of I'. Using Theorem [[.TI] we can prove the following existence
results.

Theorem 1.12. Under assumption [L3) -0 and (LIQ), assume in addition that
there exists a smooth strictly locally convex radial graph p satisfying

f(slpl) = ¢(z,p)  in Q

(1.13) S o 00

Then there exists a smooth strictly locally convez radial graph X2 = {(z, p(2)) | z € Q}
in space form N"TY(K) satisfying the Dirichlet problem ([L8)-L3) with p < p in
Q and uniformly bounded principal curvatures

O<K§1§m§K0 on 2.

where Ko is a uniform positive constant depending only on Q, [ c2, [[Pllcr )
||<p||c4(§), inf 1), infaqp and the convexity of .

In Euclidean space R"*!, Theorem was proved in [I3] for constant Gauss
curvature assuming the existence of a strictly locally convex strict subsolution and
was extended in [I1] for general ¢ depending also on the gradient term. These
existence results are established via the theory of Monge-Ampére type equations
on S™. The linearized operators may have nontrivial kernels, which call for extra
efforts for the proof of existence since one can not directly use continuity method.
In [13], the authors established the existence results for equations with 9¢/du < 0
by monotone iteration approach. In [TI] the author rederived C? estimates for a
wider class of equations which allows the application of degree theory to the proof
of existence for general ¢ (the proof also need the existence result in [13]). In [12],
Guan obtained the existence results for Monge-Ampere equations with general
over smooth bounded domains in R™ by assuming the existence of a subsolution
(improving the results in [3] where the authors assumed the strict convexity of
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the domain) and stated that the strict subsolution assumption in [I3] [I1] can be
weakened to a subsolution. More recently, Su [26] proved Theorem [[12] in R**!
assuming the existence of a strict subsolution, where the author reformulated (L8]
in a form with invertible linearized operator and thus continuity method and degree
theory can be directly applied without extra C? estimates.

The novelty of this paper lies in: first, it provides a unified approach for C?
estimates by transformation (see ([29])). Second, for proving existence by degree
theory, it generalizes Su’s idea ( see [26] ) to H"*! and weaken the strict subsolution
assumption. Besides, it creates a new continuity process starting from R to Si“
and hence the existence in ST’l is proved.

This paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we reformulate equation (L8]
in two different ways: one is used for deriving C? boundary estimates in section 3
and the other is for proving existence in R**! and H"**! in section 5. Section 4 is
devoted to global C? estimates. Section 6 is for existence in ST’l.

2. STRICTLY LOCALLY CONVEX RADIAL GRAPHS IN SPACE FORMS AND
REFORMULATIONS OF EQUATION ([[C])

Throughout this paper, we are interested in hypersurface ¥ C N"*!(K) that
can be represented as a smooth radial graph over a smooth domain 2 C S™; i.e.

L =A{(z,p(2)) ]z € Q}
We note that the range for p = p(z) is (0, p&) where
0, if K=0 or -1
2.1 K —
@1) v { T it K=1
2
Following the notations in [25], we introduce the following geometric quantities
on X. Let V' denote the covariant derivatives with respect to some local orthonor-
mal frame ej,...,e, on S (while V will be reserved for the covariant derivatives
with respect to some local orthonormal frame F, ..., E, on ). The induced met-
ric, its inverse, unit outer normal, and second fundamental form on ¥ are given
respectively by

(2.2) gij = 0° 6ij + pip;
L PipP;
2.3 oo (g — PP
(2.3) 9 ¢2( J ¢2+|V’p|2)
20
(2.4) v — Vet e
¢t + 92|V pl?
2 /
(2.5) hij = S — (= Vip+ 20 pip; + ' i)

VR Z

where p; = pe, = Vi, p=Vip, pij =V, Vi p=Vi .p=Vp=Vip, and higher
order covariant derivatives are interpreted in this manner. We thus have V'p =
pr e (while in Section 4, p; may denote Vg, p, which is the covariant derivative

with respect to F1, ..., E,).
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The principal curvatures k1, ..., k, of the radial graph p are the eigenvalues of
the real symmetric matrix {a;;}:

aij = 7" hg Y9
with {y*} and its inverse {7;;} given respectively by

T Pi Pk
2.6 = — (6, —
20 = AT et VR T )
2.7 = b0 PPk
27 e O T

Note that {7;x} is the square root of the metric, i.e., Vikye; = 9ij-

Definition 2.8. A hypersurface ¥ is strictly locally convex if its principal curva-
tures are all positive, i.e. k; > 0 for ¢ = 1,...,n everywhere on ¥; or, equivalently,
the symmetric matrix {a;;} (or {h;;}) is positive definite everywhere in €.

A C? function p is strictly locally convex if the hypersurface ¥ represented by p
is strictly locally convex.

For simplicity, throughout this paper a;; > 0 (or > 0 ) means that the symmetric
matrix {a;;} is positive definite (or positive semi-definite); and a;; > b;; means that
the symmetric matrices {a;;} and {b;;} satisty a;; —b;; > 0. Now we will transform
p into other variables for deriving a priori estimates and proving the existence.

2.1. Reformulation for deriving a priori estimates.

We do the following transformation
1

-, if K=0
u

(2.9) p=C(u) = { arccotu, if K=1
1 u—+1 .
§ln(u_1), if K=-1

In view of (), the range for u is (uf, 00) with
)10 o (0. if K=0 or 1
(2.10) “L_{l, if K=-1

Then the formula 22)), 23), 4), @7) and @Z3) can be expressed as

(2.11) gij = % 855 + C"* (u) uyu,
g _L(s ¢" (wuiy
(2.12) g” = E((SU - % + C’Q(u)|vj’u|2)
a1 ¢ (w)uiug
. = — (s
@19 =g (e e s VT )
(2.14) Yik = ¢ 0ik + SO

O+ + LV
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I S 0L , 3
(2.15) hij = T (Viju+udiy)
Hence
(2.16) S 4 C) R (Viqu + w 6g1) v

;i =
J /¢2 ¥ (’2|V’u|27

It is easy to see that ¥ (or w) is strictly locally convex if and only if

(217) V;J’UJ—F ’U,(Sij >0 in €

Under transformation (Z9)), the Dirichlet problem (L8)-([T3) is equivalent to
(2.18) Fsle) = ¥(zw) i 9
(2.19) u= on 0N

Here we still use ¢ for the function on the right hand side, and ¢ for the boundary
value. Denote k[u] = (k1,...,kn) = AM(AJu]) where A(A) denotes the eigenvalues
of A and Afu] = {a;;} with a;; given by (2.I0). Define the function F by F(A) =
f(A(A)) and the function G by

where A(r,p,u) is obtained from Afu] with (V"?u, V'u,u) replaced by (r,p,u).
Therefore equation ([ZI8) can be rewritten in the following form

(2.20) G(V?u,V'u,u) = ¥(z,u) in Q
Denote )
. oF g 0°F
ij _ ij,kl _
FI(A) = S (), FIMA) = 52 ()

g oG - oG oG
GY(r,pu) = 5 —(rpu), G'(rpu)= —ap}(T,p,U), Gu(r,p,u) = 5-(r,p,u)
(% 7

Yy (z,u) = %(Z’u)
As mentioned in [T5], the function F possesses the following properties. First, the
matrix {F%(A)} is symmetric with eigenvalues f1,..., f,. By [@3), FY(A) > 0
whenever A\(A) € T}, and by (4] we know that F is a concave function of A, i.e.,
the symmetric matrix F*(A) < 0 whenever A\(A4) € T';};. The function G satisfies
similar structure conditions as F. In fact, from (2I6]) we have

oG OF dawm _ — ¢’ (u) KLy ik
uij — ag Qi \/§? + (" (u)|V'ul?
Thus the symmetric matrix G¥ > 0 if and only if F' > 0, which in particular

implies that equation (2Z.20) is elliptic for strictly locally convex solutions. Also by
[2I6) we can calculate

(2.21) G =

82G — aapq aQF aars
OujOug B Ou;j Oapglars Oug

which implies that G is concave with respect to {u;;} for strictly locally convex w.
We next compute G° and G, which will be needed in section 3.
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Lemma 2.22. Denote w = +/¢? + (?(u)[V'ul?. Then

2P 07 cf? 1
ey G- BT O, e
(2.24)
o - v /1 2 11 3 r

Proof. We first prove (m Note that

OF Oa;; Oy s Oh g
2.25 G*° = Y (2 h ly lj
( ) Oa;; Oug ( U kY +7 Bus v )
where
Ok 0
(2.26) T Dra

Aus Oug v
Direct calculations from (ZI4) and (ZI3) yield

8'qu </2 (U) (5psuq + 5qsup) _ </4 (U) UpUqUs C/Q (U) (5psuq +¢ Up”YqS)

2.27 = =
(2.27) Ou o+ w (¢ + w)?w o+ w
and
i Ui

(2.28) Y uy, = o
Besides, from (2I5) and ([ZI6]) we have

: 8hkl . </2(’UJ) Ug

ik lj
(2.29) v a—us”Yj T R Qij

Taking (Z26)-(229) into [227), the formula ([2:23)) is proved.

The formula (Z24]) can be proved similarly. In fact,

OF dai; ok Ohy

Fzg 2 h l] ik lj
Day; Ou (2 M 0" )

(2.30) Gy =

where _
a’YZk _ _,_Y'L'p Mpg ,qu
ou ou

From (Z14) we have

mzk b+ 2C(;C;’_u;uk B C(;(+)u )uk o o8¢ + Z)CHWIUF)
— 6+ gtimc (2" — ¢<T(¢’< N ¢>¢’C’+C;C”Iv’u|2))
s+ i o0 <;<l|z’;;|2 6
= S (L

In view of (23], the above formula becomes

a%k ¢'¢"Mujug

(2.31) = ¢’y +
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Direct calculation from (ZI5) yields

ahij - ¢/C/2 ¢2 ¢/<I2 ¢3<-/I , (b C/
(232) ou - (_ w + w3 - w3 )(VZJU’ + U’6U) - 761]
Inserting (231 and (232) into (Z30) and in view of ([ZI6) and (2Z28)) we obtain
24). O

Corollary 2.33. Suppose that we have the C' bounds for strictly locally conver
solutions u of 2I8):
uf < Cyt <u < Co, Vul| <Oy in Q
Then
G°| < C and |G| < C(1+) GY)

Proof. Note that {F%(A)} and A can be diagonalized simultaneously by an or-
thonormal transformation. Consequently, the eigenvalues of the matrix { F/(A)} A4,
which is not necessarily symmetric, are given by

M{FY(A)}A) = (fikts ., fakn)
In particular we have
F9a;; = mez‘

In addition, for a bounded matrix B = {b;;}, i.e. |b;;| < C forall 1 <i,j <n we
have

|bix F¥ ay;| < Cmez'
Thus from ([223) and ([224]) we have
G*| < CY fiki and |Gu| < CO_ fiki+ Y i)

Finally, by the concavity of f and f(0) = 0 we can derive that Y fir; <3 < C.
Also, in view of [22I) we have Y f; < CY_ G*. Hence the corollary is proved. [

2.2. Reformulation for proving existence.

For the proof of the existence in Section 5, we do the following transformation.

e’, if K=0
(234) u = 77(1)) = SiIlh’U7 if K=1
cosh v, if K=-1

In view of ([I0), the range for v is (vE, 00) with
5 35 x — 00, if K=0
(2.35) L =, if K=1lor —1

The formula ([ZI3]) and ([ZI5) can consequently be transformed into

(2.36) 7 = (0) (G )

VI VPR + 14 [V?)

(7 @ Vis0 + n()i; + () 3)

1

12 (0)\/1+[V'v]?

(2.37) hij =
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Denoting
= 1+ V02 and 7 =g, — — %k
w + V|2 and 7 o+ w)
we therefore have
1, »

@ig =7 y (n/(v)vécl“ + n(v)vevr + n(v) 5kl) A4

_i ( S + 1 ~ik v/ ~1j

= 0(0) 85 + ' (V) 3" Vigod

It is easy to see that ¥ (or v) is strictly locally convex if and only if

(2.38)

(2.39) n()di; + 7' (W)F* Vivd¥ >0 in Q

Under transformation (Z34]), we now reformulate (ZI8)—(2TI9) in terms of v,
(2.40) f(k[v]) = ¢¥(z,v) in Q
(2.41) v= on 99N

Here we still use ¢ for the right function and ¢ for the boundary value. At this
time, k[v] = (Ki1,...,kn) = A(A[v]) and Afv] = {a;;} with a;; given by (Z38).
Replacing (V"%v,V'v,v) in Afv] by (r,p,v) we can define A(r,p,v). Then we can
define G by G(r,p,v) = F(A(r,p,v)). Thus, equation [2:40) can be rewritten as

(2.42) G(V?v,V'v,0) = ¢(z,v) in Q
Denote
g oG , 0Gg oG
1] —_ z = — = —
G (r,p,v) = ary (r,p,v),  G'(r,p,v) o (r.pv),  Golr,p,v) = 22(r,p,0)

By ([238), we notice that equation ([2:42)) is elliptic for strictly locally convex v, and
G is concave with respect to V'2v for strictly locally convex v.

3. SECOND ORDER BOUNDARY ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive the C? a priori estimates for strictly locally convex
solutions u to the Dirichlet problem (Z20)-@2I9) with v > w in 2

(3.1) ||U||cz(§) <C
which, together with u > C’ > u¥, implies an upper bound for all the principal

curvatures by (2.I6). By assumption (L), the principal curvatures admit a uniform
positive lower bound, i.e.,

(3.2) 0<Ky'<k; <Ky in Q

which implies the uniform ellipticity of the linearized operator. Then C*® estimates
can be established by Evans-Krylov theory [, [19]

(3.3) ||U||czwa(ﬁ) <C

and higher-order regularity follows from classical Schauder theory.
The following C! estimates have been established in [13] which was originally
stated for R"*1, but it also works in space forms.
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Lemma 3.4. Under assumption (LLIQ), for any strictly locally convex function u
with uw > w in Q and u = u on O we have

(3.5) ul < Cyt <wu < Cy, V'u| <Cy in Q

where Cy depends only on ), supgqu and infou; C; depends in addition on
!
supyq [V'ul.

In next section, we will derive global curvature estimates, which is equivalent
to the global estimates for |V"2u| on Q from its bound on 9. Therefore in this
section we focus on the boundary estimates:

(3.6) |V?2u| <C on 099

Consider any fixed point zy € 9. Choose a local orthonormal frame field
e1,...,en around zg on 2, which is obtained by parallel translation of a local
orthonormal frame field on 9 and the interior, unit, normal vector field to 0f2,
along the geodesics perpendicular to 92 on Q. Assume that e, is the parallel
translation of the unit normal field on 0f2.

Since u = ¢ on 0,

Voglu—9) ==V, (u—9)Ths, o, f<n on 00Q

where l"fj are the Christoffel symbols of V' with respect to the frame eq, ..., e, on
S™. We thus obtain

(3.7) Viosu(z0)| < C, o, <n

Let p(z) and d(z) denote the distances from z €  to 2y and 9Q on S", respec-
tively. Set

Qs ={z€Q:p(z) <d}

Choose §p > 0 sufficiently small such that p and d are smooth in Qs,, on which, we
have

|V'd| =1, —CI1<V?d<Cl, V'p| =1, I <V?p* <31
where C' depends only on §p and the geometric quantities of 0f2, and
V2%u+ul >4deol

for some constant ¢o > 0 in view of the strict local convexity of u and (2.17).
We will need the following barrier function

U = Av + Bp?
with
N
v:u—g—i-ed—gd2

and the linearized operator associated with equation (Z20)

(3.8) L=GIV,+GV,
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to estimate the mixed tangential normal and pure normal second derivatives at zg.
By direct calculation and Corollary 2.33] we have

Lo =(GV}; +G'V))(u—u+ed— gd2)

39) =GV (u—u-— %dz) +eGIVd+ G'Vi(u—u+ed— ng)
3.9
iy N

<G (v;ju — (Viglu+ 5 &) - 2c05ij))

— 200 G"+Ced» G"+C(1+e+No)
Since G(V"?u, V'u,u) is concave with respect to V"%u,

- N
GZJ (ngu - (V;J (Q + = dz) - 20051'3‘))
(3.10)
< G(V"?u, V'u,u) — G(V’2 (u+ = N d2) —2¢oI,V'u u)

Note that
12 N 2
V2 (ut 5 d*) = 2c0l +ul
= V?u+ul +NdV?d+ NV'doV'd—2col + (u—u)l
> 2c0l —CNSI+NV'daV'd:=H

We thus have

G( u+gd)—2COIVuu)
- ‘% oA ) 2l ) )
—¢ (' (u _ _
ZF( ¢2+</2|v/ |2g 1/2%9 1/2)
(3.11) B
_ F( ¢§I2|v/ E H1/2 g1 Hl/z)
—¢< 1/2 1 1/2
> (e et )
—¢ (' (u) -
- F((¢2+§’2|V’u|2)3/2 H) > F(c¢H)

where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on Cy and C4.

Combining (39)-@II) we have
(3.12) Lv < —F(EH) + (Ce —2co) Y G+ C(1+ e+ Nb)

where H = diag (2c0 _CNS, ..., 2¢g— CNS, 2¢o — CN& + N). By (IT7), we can
choose N sufficiently large and ¢, § sufficiently small with § depending on N such
that

Ce<ecy, CN6<cp, —F(éIH)-i-C—f—QC()S—l,
Therefore, (B12) becomes

(3.13) Lv<—coy G-
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We then choose § < % such that
v>0 in Qs
A direct consequence of [BI3) is
(3.14) LU = ALv+ BL(p*) < A(—c0 Y G" —1)+BC(1+» G") in Qs

which will be used later. Besides, we also need to estimate L(V}u). For this, we
first apply the formula

Vi (Viu) = ViViu+ DL Viu+ T Vi + Vil
to obtain
L(Viu) =GV (Vi) + G Vi(Viu)
(3.15) = (GYVViu+ G Vi) +GIT, Vi u+ GITY Vi
+GIVITL w+ G T w
By [22I) and 2I6) we have
Gijrék (V;lu + udj) = FSt”YiS”thFék *Yip Apg Vgl = (”Yisrék”qu) ot Qtq

The term G¥ Fékvglu can be computed similarly. Taking the covariant derivative
of (Z20) and applying Corollary 233 we have

GV Viu+ G Vigul < C+ [(hy — Gu)ug| < C(1+ > G")
From all these above, (BI5) can be estimated as
(3.16) IL(Viw)| < C1+ )G
For fixed a < m, choose B sufficiently large such that
U+Vi(u—p)>0 on 0
From (3I4) and (3I6)
LW £V, (u—¢) <A(-cg Y G" = 1)+ BC1+>_ G")
Then choose A sufficiently large such that
LWV, (u—¢) <0 in Qs
Applying the maximum principle we have
U+Vi(u—p)>0 in Qs
which implies
(3.17) [Vant(z0)] < C

It remains to estimate the double normal derivative V/, u on 9. By the strict
local convexity of u, we only need to give an upper bound

Viau<C on 99
The following proof is inspired by an idea of Trudinger [29]. First we prove that

3.18 M := mi i A >
(8.18) 0 cer i (Veutw) 2 a
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for some constant ¢; > 0. Assume that M is achieved at z; € 9N in the direction
of &;. Let ey, ..., e, be the local orthonormal frame field around z; on 2 C S™ such
that eq(z1) = &. Thus we have

M =V ¢ u(z1) +u(z1) = Viju(z1) +u(z1)
=(Viu(z1) + u(z1)) = (u = w)n(21) T (21)

Assume (u — w),(21) Iy (21) > 3(Viju(z1) + u(z1)), for, otherwise we are done.
Since the function I'fy is continuous and 0 < (u — u),(2z1) < C,

1
r'y(z) > 3 TH(z1) > e2>0 on Q5= {z e Q|distgn(21,2) < ¢}

for some small § > 0. Now consider

_Vipte-M

P
It

(u—@)n

Since Vi;(u — ¢) = —(u — ¢), I'{y on 99,
he+te—(u—9) T =Viutu>M
Thus, ® > 0 on 92N Q5. Also, by (BI6)

Vie+e-M

(3.19)  L(®) = L( o

—|—g0n) — Lu, < C(l—I—ZG“)

Now choose B sufficiently large such that ¥ + ® > 0 on 9€s. By ([BI4) and
BI9) we then choose A sufficiently large such that L(¥ + ®) < 0 in Q5. Since
(¥ 4+ ®)(z1) =0, we have (¥ + ®),,(z1) > 0 and consequently

Together with [B1) and ([BI7), a bound |V"?u(z1)] < C can be obtained and
hence a bound for all principle curvatures at z; by (ZI16). Therefore, the principle
curvatures at z; admit a uniform positive lower bound by ([L3]), which in turn yields
a positive lower bound for the eigenvalues of V'2u(z1) + u(z1)I. Hence [BIX) is
proved.

By (BI8) and Lemma 1.2 in [4] there exists a constant R > 0 depending on
the estimates (1) and BIT) such that if u,,(z0) > R and zo € 052, then the
eigenvalues (A, ..., A\n) of V"2u(z2q) + u(20)I satisfy

C1

ESAQSO7 a:l,...,n—l, Anz

Consequently

V?2u(z0) + u(z0)l > X 'AX
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where X is an orthogonal matrix and A = diag(%, s S %) Hence at zo,

G(V"?u,V'u, u)(zo)

( —¢C
—¢C'

(W

( —¢¢' (u A2 X gt X! A1/2)

> (o

=7

’11

g_l/2 (V"™u(z0) + u(z0)1) g_1/2>

’11

971/2X71AX 971/2)

”ij

¢ <'2|V/ |2
—¢¢'(u 1/2 1 —1 a1
AV X IXTIAY?
NGz +??Wv'| T PVl )
—¢¢' (u

T
By () we can choose R sufficiently large such that F(¢ A) > SUPG ot o) ¥ 1
follows that

’11

7 A) > F(GA)

G(V"%u, V'u,u)(20) > (20, u(20))

which is a contradiction to equation (220). Hence V), u < R on 99 and (3.6 is
proved.

4. GLOBAL CURVATURE ESTIMATES

The ideas for deriving global C? a priori estimates for starshaped compact or
convex hypersurfaces can be found in [I8] 25 [I7] (see also [5] for vertical graphs).
For strictly locally convex hypersurfaces, we synthesize the ideas in [I8| 25] to
estimate from above for the largest principal curvature kKmax = maxi<i<n K; of 3,
which, together with (3.5), (8.6) and (Z.5) implies an estimate for ||p|2 -

Theorem 4.1. Assume ([[3), (L) and [LH). Let X = {(z,p(2))|z € Q CS"} C
N"TYK) be a strictly locally convex C* hypersurface satisfying equation (LI for
some positive C? function 1 defined on N"T1(K). Suppose in addition that

0<Cyt<p(z) <Co<pli and |V'p|<Cp on Q

where Cy and Cy are uniform positive constants. Then there exists a constant C
depending only on Cy, C1, ||¢]|c2z and inf ¢ such that

. < :
max ki(z) < C(1+ max ki(2))
i=1,...,n i=1,...,n

Proof. Since k; > 0 for all i on X, it suffices to estimate from above for the largest
principal curvature rmax of X. To construct a test function, we will make use of

the following ingredients:
P
¢m=/¢mm
0

=gV, v)=(V,v)

and the support function
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Note that 7 has a positive lower bound
—V'p+ 2 9
_< ()2 M>22a>0
S+ PNV

Now define the test function
O=Inkmpax — In(r—a)+ 5P

Assume O achieves its maximum value at xo = (20, p(20)) € 3. Choose a local
orthonormal frame Fj, ..., E, around xo on X such that h;;(x¢) = k; ;;, where
K1,. .., kn are the principal curvatures of ¥ at xo. We may assume K1 = Kmax(Xo) >
1. Then, at xq,

hitg i
(4.2) LU

P, =0
hll T—a+ﬂ

hll h%l T—a

hii iy, i i \2
(4.3) 1 1 T +( i ) + 8Dy <0

T—a

By Codazzi equation and Gauss equation we have

(4.4) Vihij = V;hi
and
(4.5) it = hyi + /im? - /ifm- + K(ki — K1)
In the rest of this section all computations are evaluated at x¢. Under the local
orthonormal frame En,..., F,, equation (L)) appears as
(4.6) F(h) = FMR) = (V) where h = {hi;}
Covariantly differentiate ([L6]) twice we have
(4.7) Flhig = ¢' dvip(Ey)
and
(4.8) FUhiing + F9 by > —Cky

Here we have used the property of the conformal Killing field V',
VgV =4¢ E
Combining ([@3)), (@3 and (@) we have

—%FU 31hkz1— Zfzh%u Zfzﬁ +( ’{1__ Zleiz

+KZf’L_ 7'“"'7(7__0/)22](‘17'1 +BZF”(I)”§O
Now we partition {1,...,n} into two parts,
I={j: fy<2f}y, J={j:fi>2f}
By [@2), for any € > 0,

(4.10) 2Zflh111§01+6 VB2 fi Z@? 1+62Zfzz

R el

(4.9)
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Taking (10), (1) and the following equations (see Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.6 in
[16] for the proof)
®; = é(p) pi, Py = ¢ —TH
i = (p) pi ki
me um+¢ )Iﬁi—TIi?

into ([@9) yields
1 . 1
— —F9M b by — e > fibdy

K
L Liey

(411) 4+ (-2 Zfz OB (1+e Y fy

T —a

C
i+ (B¢ + K) Y fi —C—— <0

Using an inequality due to Andrews 1] and Gerhardt [9] and applying @4
1 i 1 fl f fl - fl
— o FP i = > —Lhi = Z e 2 p Zfz hivi

— R
¢ Lies

+ (m

where the fractions are interpreted as limits Whenever the denominators are zero.
Inserting it into (ZII]), applying assumption (L8)), choosing € = a?/(2C) and 3 =

uf we obtain

T—aQZfl Cﬂ21—|— )fl (Iil—l—Tﬂ—T?a)go—O_ggo

a
Since Y fik? > fix?%, a uniform upper bound for k1 follows easily from the above
inequality. Consequently, we obtain a uniform upper bound for Kp.x on 3. (I

5. EXISTENCE IN R"*+1 AnDp H"H!

In this section, we will use classical continuity method and degree theory devel-
oped by Y. Y. Li [20] to prove the existence of solution to the Dirichlet problem
@42)-@241). Under the transformation p = ((u) and u = n(v), the subsolution
condition ([LI3)) can be expressed as

{Q(V’2U V'u,v) >9(z,0) in Q

5.1
(5-1) V= on 0f)

Assume that v is not a solution of ([242), for otherwise we are done. We consider
the following two auxiliary equations.

P - ~ (te B P(2) . .
(5.2) G(V"?v,V'v,v) = (te+ (1 t)g@)ﬂ ) Q
v =y on 0N
and
(5.3) {QW’QW’W?} izwz,v) +(1—t)e€(v) O rin ag
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where t € [0, 1], ¥(2) = G(V"?v, V'v,v)(2), € is a small positive constant such that

(5.4) P(z) >ef(v) in Q

and £(v) = eV if K = 0 while £(v) = sinhv if K = —1. The existence results in
R was given in [26] where the author assumed the existence of a strict subso-
lution. In this section, we will consider the case when K = 0 or K = —1 with the
subsolution assumption.

Lemma 5.5. Let (z) be a positive function defined on 2. For z € Q and a strictly
locally convex function v near z, if

G(V"™?0,V'v,0)(2) = F(ai;[v])(2) = f(£[v])(2) = ¢(2) §(v)(2)
then
Go(V70,V'v0,0)(2) — ¥(2) & (v)(2) <0

Proof. The proof can be found in [27]. O

Lemma 5.6. For any fized t € [0,1], if V. and v are strictly locally convex subso-
lution and solution to (B2), then v > V.. Thus the Dirichlet problem (2] has at
most one strictly locally convex solution.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.40 in [28]. O

Lemma 5.7. Let v be a strictly locally convex solution of B3). If v > v in Q,
then v > v in Q and n(v —v) > 0 on IQ, where n is the interior unit normal to

o0

Proof. By (&1) and (B4]) we know that v is a strict subsolution of (53) when
t € [0,1), while it is a subsolution but not a solution of (L3]) when ¢t = 1. It is
relatively easy to prove the conclusion when ¢ € [0, 1), following the ideas in [26].
For the case t = 1:

on Of)

v

{Q(V'2U,V'v,v) =(z,v) in Q

I
IS

we will make use of the maximum principle which was originally discovered in
[24], while more precisely stated for our purposes in [I0] (see section 1.3, p. 212).
Because the maximum principle and Hopf lemma there are designed for domains
in Euclidean spaces, we need to rewrite the above equation in a local coordinate
system of S”. For convenience, we first transform the above equation back under

the transformation (Z34)) into a form as (220)):
G(V?u,V'u,u) =1(z,u in Q
. ( ) =0z w)
u=1u on 0N

Recall that G(V"?u, V'u,u) = F(A[u]) where A[u] = {y*hi;7"}. Since at this time
we do not use local orthonormal frame on S™, but rather a local coordinate system
of S, v** and hy; will appear differently (comparing with (Z13) and @I5)). Also,
condition (1)) (i.e. (II3)) can be rewritten as

G(V"?u,V'u, u) > (z,u) in Q
U= on 0f)

Note that u is not a solution of (5.8)).
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(i) We first show that if a strictly locally convex solution u of (B.8)) satisfies
u>win Q, then u > u in Q. Let N ¢ Q be the north pole of S™. Take the radial
projection of S* \ {N} onto R” x {—1} ¢ R"*! and let Q be the image of Q. We
thus have a coordinate system (z1,...,x,) on R” x {—1} 2 R™. The metric on S",
its inverse, and the Christoffel symbols are given respectively by

16 u?
i = —= 0ii, =4 2, = T s
o =50, n=4+) @l o7 =150y

k 2

Fij = —; ((kaj + 5jk517i — 5Z-jxk)

Consequently, the metric on X, its inverse and the second fundamental form on X
are given respectively by (c.f. [25])

9ij = ¢° o5 + (% (u) uu,

sy Pl -
ij ij i i
=5 (- o) v =
!
—C¢'(u
ij = ¢ ( )¢ (ngu—l—uoij)
Vo2 + 2 W) V'ul?
The entries of the symmetric matrices {7;x} and {y**} depend only on z1,...,z,,

u and the first derivatives of u.
Now, setting & = pu and by straightforward calculation we have

1_ 2045 , . -
(5.9) Viju+uoij = i + /LQJ (a— Zxkuk)
p

and (B.8) can be transformed into the following form:

G(DQa,Da,a,xl,...,xn):F(A[ED:J)(a:l,...,xn,a) n 0
I

u=pu on 99
where @; = 2%, Di = (G, .. ., @n), G = Bf—;m and D2ii = {ii;}.

In view of (59) and ([Z21]) we know that
G  OF da 1 0G

(%ij - 8akl (%ij - ; 8uij
Also, the function @ = pu satisfies

{ G(D*, Dit, @, a1, . . . ,

> ~(‘I17"'5In;@) in

IS~

Hu on 9N

Hence we can apply the Maximum Principle (see p. 212 of [10]) to conclude that
@ > @ in ©, which immediately yields u > u in .

(ii) To prove n(u —u) > 0 on 9, we pick an arbitrary point zy € 92 and
assume zg to be the north pole of S* € R"*!. We introduce a local coordinate
system about zy by taking the radial projection of the upper hemisphere onto the
tangent hyperplane of S™ at zy and identifying this hyperplane to R". Denote
the coordinates by (y1,...,y,) and assume that the positive y,-axis is the interior
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normal direction to 92 C S™ at zg. In this coordinate system, the metric on S™, its
inverse, and the Christoffel symbols are given respectively by (see [22] [13])

1 Yilj / 2
Uij:F((sij— M2 )7 n= 1+Zyi

o' = u* (85 + yiy;)
Oikys + 0jnyi
112
The metric g;;, its inverse g%/ and the second fundamental form h;; on ¥ have the
form as above. The entries of the symmetric matrices {7;} and {7**} depend only
on yi,...,Yn, u and the first derivatives of u.
Now set @ = pu. By straightforward calculation we have

k _

(510) V/Z-j’UJ—FUO'ij = ,u_lﬂij

and equation (5.8)) can be transformed into an equation defined in an open neigh-
borhood of 0 on R™, which is the radial projection of a neighborhood of zy on
S

G(D?u, Di, @, y1, . .., yn) = F(A[%D = YY1, Yn, 1)

~ 17 ~ ~ ~ ~ 2~ ~ ~ .
where @; = g—;, Du = (t1,...,0y), U = 00 and D2 = {t;;}. In view of

9y;0y;
(EI0) and @221) we know that
0G  OF day 1 0G

(%ij - 8akl (%ij - ; 8uij

Applying Lemma H (see p. 212 of [10]) we find that (4—),(0) > 0 and equivalently
n(u —u)(z0) > 0. 0

Theorem 5.11. For anyt € [0,1], the Dirichlet problem (52) has a unique strictly
locally convex solution.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [27]. O

Theorem 5.12. For anyt € [0, 1], the Dirichlet problem ([B3) has a strictly locally
convex solution. In particular, 242)—Z4I) has a strictly locally convex solution.

Proof. The proof is the same with [27] except slight modifications. O

6. ExisTENCE IN ST

For any € > 0, we want to prove the existence of a strictly locally convex solution
to the Dirichlet problem when K = 1,

6.1) Glu] := G(V"?u,V'u,u) = ¥(z,u) —e in Q
' u = on 0N
Then a strictly locally convex solution to ([220)—(219) follows from the uniform
(e-independent) C? estimates (established in Section 3 and 4) and approximation.
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As we have seen from last section, there does not exist an auxiliary equation in
S’}fl with an invertible linearized operator. Hence we want to build a continuity
process starting from an auxiliary equation in R™*1!.

For this, we first consider a continuous version of (ZI6). For ¢ € [0, 1], denote

: —(¢")'e

_ ik (7! 4w t\lj
T v Ve )
where
tyik _ i S — (Ct)/Q(U)Uiuk
" = 5 o T )
and

sin(tp)

¢'(p) = 5

Note that these geometric quantities on 3 correspond to the background metric
gt =dp® +(¢")(p) o

which provides a deformation process from R™*! (t = 0) to S/ (¢ = 1). Define

G'u] = GH(V"?u,V'u,u) = F(aﬁj)

1 U

¢
= — t—
¢'(u) ; arccot

Hence G' = G. The following property is true by direct calculation.
Proposition 6.2. Gt[u] is increasing with respect to t.
Proof.

[V'ul> \=3 _ ~lj
aj; = (1+u2+t2) VE (Vi + wor) 37

where
Uj U

Vu?+ 82+ [Vul (Va2 + 82 4+ Ju? + 12 4+ [V'ul?)

A = g —

0 4 _ |vlu|2 —3/2 ij
&G[u]_( +u2+t2) e

1,12 1,12 \ §Fik
(et 42 L) 200 (T )3

The inverse (3;x) of (%) is given by

~ Ui UE

Tk = 0y V2 22+ (i + 2)[V'u]?
Since

o™ v %ﬁ/qk
ot ot
pq _ Up Ug t
ot (u2 + t2)3/2 /2 T2 |V’u|2

and

~ik o \/U2+t2 w
7 u? + 2 + |V'ul?
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therefore,
9 Gt = ¢ i

_\/m(UQ +t2+ |V’u|2)3/2
(196014 + 2usuy )3 (Vigu + ud) 7 = 0

O
Recall that we have assumed a strictly locally convex subsolution.
Glu] > ¥(z,u) in Q
u = on 0f)

Choose € small such that

¢ < min{min G°[u], minv(z,u)}
Q Q

By continuity, for ¢ € [1 — d1, 1] where §; is a sufficiently small positive constant
depending on ¢, we have

(6:3) G'lu) > ¥(z,u) - g in Q
u = on 0f)
Denote G[v] = G'(V'"?v,V'v,v) =: G![e”]. Consider the continuity process,
G'lv] = (1=T() 62¢* + T(t) (¥(2,€") —€) in Q
(6.4)
v =Ingp on 0N

where s is a small positive constant such that

€
Jr maxu? < —
Q 2

and T'(t) is a smooth strictly increasing function with 7'(0) = 0, T'(1) = 1 satisfying

m%n Glu] > 2T(1—6) mgxz/}(z,g)
Proposition 6.5. v = Inw is a strict subsolution of (64) for anyt € [0,1].
Proof. For t € [1 — 61,1,

G'le] =G'lu] > b(zu) - 5 > Sou + ((zu) —¢)
>(1-T(t) b2e® + T(t) (V(z,¢%) —¢)
For t € [0,1 — d1],
G'l =C'lu) = Gl > 5 + T(1-6) (=)
> (1=T(t) b2u® + T(t) (d(2,u) —¢)
=(1=T(t)) 62€® + T(t) (V(z,¢") —¢)

Now we can obtain the existence results in ST‘l.

Theorem 6.6. For any t € [0,1], the Dirichlet problem ([GA) has a strictly locally
convex solution. In particular, [@II) has a strictly locally convexr solution when
K=1.
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Proof. The C*® estimates for strictly locally convex solutions v of ([6.4) with v >
v is equivalent to the C>% estimates for strictly locally convex solutions to the
Dirichlet problem

G'u] = (1=T(t) 62u® + T(t) (¥(2,u) —¢€) in Q
u =@ on 0f)

This can be established by changing ¢ and ¢ into ¢' and ¢’ in the previous proof.
Then C** estimates follows by classical Schauder theory. Thus we have the t-
independent uniform estimates,

6.7) |[ollgia@ <Ca and Gy ' I < {vy + viv; + &5} <Col i Q
Consider the subspace of C*%(Q) given by

Cy*(Q) := {w € C**(Q) |w = 0 on N}
and the bounded open subset

w > 0in §, Vi, w > 0 on 09,
O:=<wEeE C{f"‘(ﬁ) Cy' I < {w+w)yj + @+ w); (w+w); + di;} <ColinQ
lwllca.e @) < Ca+ll2llcae g

Construct a map M, (w) : O x [0,1] — C%*(Q),
Mi(w) = G+ w] = (1= T(t)) 62> = T(1) (Y(z, ") —¢)

At t = 0, by Theorem [5.11] for the case K = 0, there is a unique solution v° to
©4). By Lemmal5.6 and Lemma 5 we have w® := v* —v > 0in Q and V,, w® > 0
on 9Q. Moreover, w® satisfies [61) and thus w® € 0. Also, Lemma 51 and (G.1)
implies that M;(w) = 0 has no solution on dO for any t € [0, 1]. Besides, M, is
uniformly elliptic on O independent of ¢. Therefore, deg(M;, O,0), the degree of
M, on O at 0, is well defined and independent of . Hence it suffices to compute
deg(./\/lo, O, 0)

Note that Mo(w) = 0 has a unique solution w® € O. The Fréchet derivative of
M with respect to w at w® is a linear elliptic operator from C;'®(Q) to C2(Q),

(6:8)  Mouluo(h) = ()7 IV + (G°) W] Vih + ((G°)u[°] = 265 ¢®" )R
By Lemma [5.5]
(GO)o[t°] — 262¢*” <0 in Q
Thus Mg |0 is invertible. Applying the degree theory in [20],
deg(My, O,0) = deg(Mo,wlywo, B1,0) = £1 #0
where Bj is the unit ball in Cy**(€2). Thus
deg(My, 0,0) #£0 for all ¢t € [0,1]

and this theorem is proved. O
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