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THE NEUMANN PROBLEM FOR A CLASS OF FULLY NONLINEAR
ELLIPTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

BIN DENG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish a global C? estimates to the Neumann problem
for a class of fullly nonlinear elliptic equations. By the method of continuity, we establish
the existence theorem of k-admissible solutions of the Neumann problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the k-admissible solutions of the Neumann problem of the

fully nonlinear equations

(1.1) Sg(W) = f(x), in £,
where the matrix W = (Wa;...ap,81-8m JCmxcm  for 2<m <n—1and C}' = Wlm)”
with the elements as follows,

a o 1j0 ‘Qm
(12) Way-am,Br--Bm = ZZ“%J BiBifisa b’

=1 j=1
a linear combination of u;;, where u;; = 82281; and 5a1 gz 11%%1:11 zm is the generalized
Kronecker symbol. All indexes i, 7, a;, B;,- -+ come from 1ton. feC™)is a positive
function. And for any £k =1,2,--- ,C]",
Sk(W) = Sk ()‘(W)) = Z )\il)\i2 T )‘ikv

1< <ig <<, <CM
where A(W) = (A1, A2, -+, Acm) is the eigenvalues of W. We also set So(W) = 1.

In fact, the matrix W comes from the following operator U as in [4] and [14]. First,
we note that (ui;)nxn induces an operator U on R™ by

n
ei) :Zuijej, V1l <i<n,
j=1
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where {e1,e9,--- ,e,} is the standard basis of R”. We further extend U to acting on the
real vector space A"R" by

m
Ull(eq, Ao+ Neay) = eay Ao AU(ea,) Av Aea,,
=1

where {eq; A - Neq,, | 1 < a1 < -+ < ay < n} is the standard basis for A"'R".
Then W is the matrix of U™ under this standard basis. It is convenient to denote the
multi-index by @ = (a1 -+ a;,). We only consider the admissible multi-index, that is,

1< a1 <ag, -+ < ay < n. By the dictionary arrangement, we can arrange all admissible
multi-indexes from 1 to C]", and use Nz denote the order number of the multi-index
a= (o), ie, Ng=1fora=(12---m), ---. We also use @ denote the index set
{a1, -+ ,a,}. Tt is not hard to see that

m
(1.3) WNENE = Wgg = Zuaiai,

i=1
and
(1.4) Wiy = weg = (= 1)/ lug,s,,

if the index set {aq,- -, o} \ {ou} equals to the index set {51, -, Bm} \ {B;} but a; # 5;
; and also
(1.5) WNENE = wag = O,

if the index sets {1, -, } and {1, - -, B} are differed by more than one elements.
It follows that W is symmetric and is diagonal if (u;j)nxn is diagonal. The eigenvalues of
W are the sums of eigenvalues of (w;;)nxn-

Define the Garding’s cone in R" as

I'y = {,u S Rn| SZ(/L) >0,V1<i< k’}
Then we define the generalized Garding’s cone as, 1 <m <n, 1 <k <),
T = {1 € R?| {ptiy + -+ + i, | 1 iy < -+ <ipy <n} €Ty in ROV,

Obviously, I', = F,(gl) and Iy, C F,(gm) C I'y. If the eigenvalues of D?u, denoted by u(D?u),
is contained in F,(gm) for any x € Q, then equivalently A(W) € Ty, such that the equation

(LI is elliptic (see [4] or [18]). It is naturally to define k-admissible solution as follows.

Definition 1.1. We say u is k-admissible if p(D?u) € Flgm). In addition, if u is a solution

of (L)), we say u is a k-admissible solution.

If m = 1, (II) is known as the k-Hessian equation. In particular, (II]) is the Poisson
equation if £k = 1, and the Monge-Ampere equation if k =n, m = 1.
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For the Dirichlet problem in R"™, many results are known. For example, the Dirichlet
problem of Laplace equation is studied in [9], Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [3] and Ivochkina
[16] solved the Dirichlet problem of Monge-Ampeére equation, and Caffarelli-Nirenberg-
Spruck [4] solved the Dirichlet problem of general Hessian equations even including the
case considered here. For the general Hessian quotient equation, the Dirichlet problem is
solved by Trudinger in [29]. Finally, Guan [§] treated the Dirichlet problem for general fully
nonlinear elliptic equation on the Riemannian manifolds without any geometric restrictions
to the boundary.

Also, the Neumann or oblique derivative problem of partial differential equations was
widely studied. For a priori estimates and the existence theorem of Laplace equation with
Neumann boundary condition, we refer to the book [9]. Also, we can see the book written
by Lieberman [17] for the Neumann or oblique derivative problem of linear and quasilinear
elliptic equations. In 1987, Lions-Trudinger-Urbas solved the Neumann problem of Monge-
Ampere equation in the celebrated paper [20]. For the the Neumann problem of k-Hessian
equations, Trudinger [30] established the existence theorem when the domain is a ball, and
he conjectured (in [30], page 305) that one can solve the problem in sufficiently smooth
uniformly convex domains. Recently, Ma and Qiu [22] gave a positive answer to this
problem and solved the the Neumann problem of k-Hessian equations in uniformly convex
domains. After their work, the research on the Neumann problem of other equatios has
made many progresses(see [23] [6] [2] [33]).

For general m, the W-matrix is quite related to the “m-convexity” or “m-positivity”
in differential geometry and partial differential equations. We say a C? function u is

m~convex if the sum of any m eigenvalues of its Hessian is nonnegative, equivalently,

w(D?*u) € Fg’;ﬁ? or A(W) € T'cm. Similarly, we can formulate the notion of m-convexity
for curvaturenoperator and second fundamental forms of hypersurfaces. There are large
amount literature in differential geometry on this subject. For example, Sha [27] and
Wu [34] introduced the m-convexity of the sectional curvature of Riemannian manifolds
and studied the topology for these manifolds. In a series interesting papers, Harvey and
Lawson [10] [11] [12] introduce some generally convexity on the solutions of the nonlinear
elliptic Dirichlet problem, m-convexity is a special case. Han-Ma-Wu [I4] obtained an
existence theorem of m-convex starshaped hypersurface with prescribed mean curvature.
More recently, in the complex space C™ case, Tosatti and Weinkove[31] [32] solved the
Monge-Ampere equation for (n — 1)-plurisubharmonic functions on a compact Kéhler
manifold, where the (n — 1)-plurisubharmonicity means the sum of any n — 1 eigenvalues
of the complex Hessian is nonnegative.
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From the above geometry and analysis reasons, it is naturally to study the Neumann
problem for general equation (I.TJ).

The methods of Ma and Qiu [22] for the problem with m = 1 can be generalized to
our case. The key ingredient in the present paper is to understand the structure of W,
precisely, to replace the eigenvalues of D?u by the sums of them. For k < C’,T__ll =2=Cy,
we obtain an existence theorem of the k-admissible solution with less geometric restrictions
to the boundary. For m < % and k = C,T__ll + ko < %Cﬁ”, we can obtain an existence
theorem if € is strictly (m, kg)-convex (see Definition [[2]). It seems that as the degree of
nonlinearity of the equation (II]) increases, i.e., k becomes larger, the problem becomes
more difficult to solve. Particularly, for m = n—1, we get the existence of the k-admissible
solution for £ < n — 1 only except that of the strictly (n — 1)-convex solution for k = n.
The author will continue to study this case in [7].

A C? domain Q C R is convex, that is, r;(z) > 0 forany z € 0Q andi =1,--- ,n —1,
or equivalently, x(z) € T,y for any z € 09, where x(z) = (K1, ,kn—1) denote the
principal curvatures of 92 with respect to its inner normal —v. Then, we say  is a
strictly k-convex domain if k(z) € T'y. To state the results in precise way, we need a
definition of (m, kg)-convexity as follows.

Definition 1.2. We say ) is a strictly (m, ko)-convex if k(z) = (K1, ,kn—1) € F,(;n) for

any x € 092. Obviously, I';,_1 C Flg?) in R* 1 if kg < n.

We now state the main results of this paper as follows. The case k < C;L”__ll is easy to
treat so we consider that first.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose Q C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded domain with C* boundary, 2 <
m<n—1and2 <k< C’,T__ll. Denote v(x) the outer unit normal vector, and Kpin(x)
the minimum principal curvature at x € 0Q. Let f € C%(Q) is a positive function, and
a,b € C3(00) with a > 0, a+2kmin > 0. Then there exists a unique k-admissible solution

u € C3%(Q) of the Neumann problem

{ Sk(W) = f(z), inQ,

(1.6) uy, = —a(z)u + b(z), on ON.

For k = C’:L”__ll + ko < B=RCOT, we can settle more cases if €2 is strictly (m, kg)-convex
as in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose Q@ C R™ (n > 3) is a strictly (m, ko)-convex bounded domain with
C* boundary, 2 < m < 5 and k = C’,T__ll + ko < BRONY. Denote v(x) the outer unit
normal vector, and Ky () the minimum principal curvature at x € Q. Let f € C%*(Q)
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is a positive function, and a,b € C3(0Q) with a > 0, a + 2kmin > 0. Then there exists a
unique k-admissible solution u € C>*(Q) of the Neumann problem
@ Sk(W) = f(z), in,
' uy = —a(x)u+b(z), on O

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In section [2, we give some basic properties
of the elementary symmetric functions. In section Bl and section ], we establish C° esti-
mates and the gradient estimates, interior and global. Specifically, we extend the interior
gradient estimates in Chou and Wang [5] to our cases. In section [5 we show the proof
of the global estimates of second order derivatives. Finally, we can prove the existence

theorem by the method of continuity in section [6l

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we give some basic properties of elementary symmetric functions.
First, we denote by Sk(\|i) the symmetric function with A\; = 0 and Sk (A|ij) the sym-
metric function with A\; = A; = 0.

Proposition 2.1. Let A= (A1,--- ,A\p) € R" and k=1,--- ,n, then

(2.1) O'k()\) = O'k()\‘l) + )\iak—l()\’i), V1 < 7 < n,
(2.2) D ok (Ali) = kar(V),
i=1

(2.3) Z o (A7) — K)o (N).

We denote by Si(W|i) the symmetric function with W deleting the i-row and i-column
and Sk (W |ij) the symmetric function with W deleting the 7, j-rows and i, j-columns. We
also define the mixed symmetric functions as follows, for A = (aij)nxn, B = (bij)nxns
0<I<k<n,

2:21 A—llk—141° 1k . . . . T
Skl 4, B k:l 5]1 Tk—1Jk—1+1" g Fi1 g1 alkfljkflblkflJrl]k*Hl blk]k’

where 5;1 ;]Z ZLZJIZ l:l Z]kk is the Kronecker symbol. It is easy to see that
k .
(2.4) Se(A+B) =Y CiSki(A,B),
i=0

where C,i = Z,(k o Then we have the following identities.
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose A = (aij)nxn is diagonal, and k is a positive integer, then

Sei(All), iz
25) OSK(A) _ {Ok 1(Al2) zfz ]
; ifi# ]

8@2']'
Furthermore, suppose W = (wag)cgtxc,gl defined as in (I.2) is diagonal, then

oSk (W) { > Sa(WINg,  ifi=j

(2.6)

1€

0, if i # 7.

auij

Proof. For (23]), see a proof in [I§].

Note that
IS (W) OSE (W) &waﬁ
(2'7) auij - —~ aw_g auij ’
a,B @
Using (L3), (I4), and (L3), 26]) is immediately a consequence of (2.5]). O

Recall that the Garding’s cone is defined as
I'y={XeR"| Si(\) >0,V 1<i<k}.
Proposition 2.3. Let A € Ty and k € {1,2,--- ,n}. Suppose that
Mo > A > > A,

then we have

(2.8) Sk—1(Aln) =2 -+ = Sp_1(Alk) = - = Sp-1(A[1) > 0,
(2.9) AL > > A >0, Sk_l()\’k) > C(n, k)Sk()\),
k
(2.10) A1Sk—1(A[1) > Esk()\),
(2.11) Sk% (A) is concave in T'y,.

where CF = ﬁlk), and C(n, k) is a positive constant depends only on n and k.

Proof. All the properties are well known. For example, see [I§] or [I5] for a proof of ([2:8]),

[21] for (29)), [5] or [13] for (ZI0) and [4] for (2.II)). O
The Newton-Maclaurin inequality is as follows,

Proposition 2.4. For A€ 'y and k > 1> 0, we have

212 (et < !
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|
where CF = m Furthermore we have

(2.13)

Proof. See [25] for a proof of (2.12)). For [2.13]), we use (212 and Proposition 2] to get

1
"L 9SF (A l<:+1 1
5}( = Zsk L(\D) Sk 'Si_1(\) > [CH]F.

i=1

Then we give some useful inequalities of elementary symmetric functions.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose A = (A1, ,\,) € Tk, k > 1, satisfies \y < 0. Then we have
OSk(N) - 1 "L 08,

(2.14) oM Tkt 140N
and
"~ 9S(A) k-1
2.1 > (— 1<k<n.
(2.15) ; o = WL visk<n
Proof. See Lemma 3.9 in [I] for the proof of (ZI4), and [6] or [5] for (2.15]). O

The following proposition is useful to establishments of gradient estimates(for f =
f(x,u, Du)) and double normal estimates(for m < %). This proposition also indicates the
major difference between our cases(m > 2) and the k-Hessian(m = 1).

Proposition 2.6. Let = (p1,- -+, fn) with g1 > -+ > fin, A= {piy + iy +- - -+ i, |1 <
i1 <ig<- - <im<n}and2<k< %Cﬁ” Ifuef,(gm) and py, < —0L < 0, where § is
a small positive constant, then there exits a constant 6; = (%)k—1 such that
Cm

~ 95k(N)

> 0,LF 1.
o o

(2.16)
i=1
Furthermore, if in addition that —01L < X\; < mL, V1 <i < C]", with §; = then

such that, for1 <j <C"

6k
(Cryar
sk—1

there exists a constant 0y = Ferh—T(C)3
Cn

95k(A) o 4§~ 95KV

D e~ VI

=

(2.17)
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Proof. Let Ay > -+ > Acm. We consider the following two cases.

Casel. A\gm < —01L, where §; = %.
It is exactly the case in Proposition [2.5], so we have
Cm
n A
(2.18) 95N - (5, Ly,
= oM

Case2. A\cm > —61L.
We see that

n—1

Aom = Z i + pin > —01L.

i=n—m-+1

Since p, < —0L and §; < g, we obtain

1)
Z i > §L, Hn—m+1 > 0.
i=n—m-+1
It follows that
n—1 5
(2.19) Aop_om-1 2 >t pnem > L

i=n—m-+1

Now we can write
1)
)\122)\p2§L2)\p+122)\[1>02)\q+12)\0;”2—51[4

Denote X' = (A,---,Ap), N = (A1, -+, Ag), and N = (Agy1,- -+, Agm). We pint out that
X" may be empty. From (2.19) we see that

p>Cm —C™ >k,

and, use A\; < mL (only for the second inequality of (Z.20)) to get
5

(2.20) Cg—l(é)k—lLk—l < Spoi (V) < CEtmFT L
We also have
(2.21) Sk—1(X) < 81 (N") < (CFF = 1) S (X)),

since every element of \” is positive.
By Proposition and (2.4]), we have

cor cm
" OSE(A n , .
8’“;(, ) S Sko1 (M) = (O — k +1)Sp-1 ()
i=1 ¢ i=1
k-1
(2.22) = (C"—k+ D[Sk_1(\) + Z CIZgSk—l,i(/\”, A",

1=1
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where Sj_1,;(\",\"") is the mixed symmetric function. Recall §; = % and (2.20),
such that

k—1
1
) "eoxm < k=1 n.
(223) ’ZEICkSk Li(A%, A7) ( JFLETE < 58 (V)
Plug (2.2I)) and ([2.23)) into ([2.22),
o
Cr—k+1 .
(2.24) %Sk o E: C (O™ — k4 1)Sk_1 (V).

Note that we don’t need \; < mL in the first inequality. Combining (ZI8]), (2.20) and
[224]), we prove the (2.10]).

We also have

k—1

(2.25) Se—1(A1D) = S (V1) 4+ ChSe—1i (VL A7),
i=1

Due to p > k, 61 = %, (Z20) and (224]), we have

k—1

Sk-1(A[1) = —Sk 1(N[1) > Ws —1(\)

skl o 0Sk(N)
kak—l(cyfln)ii — o\
Then we proved the ([2.1I7) since Si_1(A|i) > Sk—1(A[1) for 1 <7 < CJ. O

Finally, we give a key inequality which play an important role in the establishment of
the double normal derivative estimate(see Theorem [5.4]).

Proposition 2.7. Suppose A = (A1, ,\p) €Tk, k> 2, and Ao > -+~ > N\, If Ay >0,
A > 60X, and A, < —eq for small positive constants § and €, then we have

(2.26) S (A1) > ¢pSi(N), VI=0,1,--- k—1,
2 2 2
where ¢y = mln{2 = 2)‘5(n 7 T 51)}

One can find a generalized inequality and the proof in [6]. For completeness we give a
proof for our case as same as in [22].

Proof. For | =0, ([2.26]) holds directly. In the following, we assume 1 <[ <k — 1.
Firstly, if \; > Ao, we have from (2.10)

l
(2.27) ALSim1(A[1n) > ——Si(Aln).
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If Ay < Ao, use Ay > 02 and ([2.8)to get

(2.28) )\151_1()\|1’I’L) > 5)\251_1()\|2’I’L) > 5’1’L — 1Sl()\|’l’L)
It follows from (Z27) and (2.28)) that
(2.29) (—An)Si—1(A|1n) > 5€n — 151()\\71) > (5En — 151()\).

We use S;(A) = Si(An) + A\pSi—1(An) < Si(An), for A\, < 0, in the second inequality.
Then we consider the following two cases.
Casel. S;(A|1) > 0(—X\,)Si—1(A|1n), 0 is a small positive number to be determined.
Use (2.29)) directly to obtain

(2.30) Sl()\ll) > 95€n — 151()\).
Case2. Si(A|1) < 0(=XA,)Si—1(A\|1n).
From proposition 2] we have
4+ DS A1) = D NSi(A[1d) =D A[Si(A1) = AiSi—1 (A]14)]
=2 i=2

3

= Y ASIANL) - 3 AZS (AL

- i=2
< (n=2)MSA11) = A2S-1(A1n)
n—2 €
(2.31) < ( 3 0 — )M (=An)Si—1(A|1n) = —§A1(—)\n)Sl_1()\\n),
if we choose 0 = 2(5—52) in the last equality. From (2.29]), we have

e2om

(2.32) S < —ge =S
then
s = S =S S S ()
A N
26 ! 225

: > 9 b et ‘
(2.33) > 10N > gy S
Hence (2:26]) holds. -

3. C" ESTIMATE

Following the idea of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [20], we prove the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded domain with cl boundary, and v be
the unit outer normal vector of 0. Suppose that u € C*(Q) N C3(Q) is an k-admissible
solution of the following Neumann boundary problem,
Sk(W) = f(z), in €,
{ uy = —a(x)u+b(x), on 0.

where f > 0 and a,b € C3(0Q) with iangf a(xz) > o. Then

C
(3.1) sup Ju] < —
Q g

where C' depends on k, n, a, b, f and diam(2).

Proof. Because f > 0, the comparison principle tells us that v attains its maximum on

the boundary. At the maximum point xy € 9 we have
0 < wuy(zo) = (—au + b)(zo).

It implies that

sup b

(3.2) u(z) < u(wy) < 22

Assume 0 € Q and let w = u — A|z|?. We obtain
F[Al2’] > f = Flu],

if we choose A large enough depends on k, n and sup f. Similarly w attains its minimum
on the boundary by comparison principle. At the minimum point z1 € 9 we have

0> wy(x1) = (—au+b)(z1) — 24z - v.
We use w(z) > w(r1) to get

linfb—2AL(L +1)|  |infb— 2AL(L + 1)
o o0

. > — > —
(3:3) u(@) = supa - infa ’
a0 oN
where L = diam(2). Then we complete the proof of Theorem B.I1 O

4. GLOBAL GRADIENT ESTIMATE

Throughout the rest of this paper, we always admit the Einstein’s summation conven-
tion. All repeated indices come from 1 to n. We will denote F'(D?u) = Si(W) and
_ OF(D*u)  9Si(W) Owgg

Fi = .
8ui 7 awag 8’&@ 7
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From (L3]) and (2.6) we have, for any 1 < j <mn,
0SR(W
(4.1) =y =

ica 8w‘m
o
Throughout the rest of the paper, we will denote F = E Fii=m > Sp_1(W]|Ng) for
i=1 Ng=1

simplicity.

4.1. Interior gradient estimate. Chou-Wang [5] gave the interior gradient estimates
for k-Hessian equations. In a similar way, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q CR" (n > 3) be a bounded domain and 2 < k < “=2C}". Suppose
that u € C3(Q) is a k-admissible solution of the following equation,

where f(z,z,p) € C1(Q x [—My, Mo] x R™) is a nonnegative function, My = supg |u|. We
also assume that

(4.3)  |fleo + Z | failco + | f2lco + Z | fpilco|Dulco < Ly(1+ [Dul25),
=1 =1

for some constant Ly independent of |Du|co. For any B, (y) C Q, we have
(4.4) sup |Du| < Cy + 02
Bz (y)
where C1 depends only on My, L1, n, m, and k, and Cy depends only on L1, n, m, and

k. Moreover, if f = constant, then Cq = 0.

Proof. Assume y =0 € Q and B,(0) C Q. Choose the auxiliary function as

(4.5) G(x) = p(x)p(u)| Dul?,
where p(z) = (1 — x—§)2 such that |Dp| < bop% and |V2p| < b3, with by = 2, and p(u) =
(M —u)~ 2 with M = 4Mj. Tt is easy to see that

N2
(4.6) W GO
@

— 16
Suppose G attains its maximum at the point xg € Q = B,(0). In the following, all the
calculations are at x(. First, we have

0= Gi(zg) = p,-cp]Du\z + puw’\Du!Q + 2poupty;, i=1,---,n.

After a rotation of the coordinates, we may assume that the matrix (ui;)nxn is diagonal
at xg, so are W and (Fij)nxn. The above identity can be rewrote as

1 .
(4.7) Uil = —%(gopi + p'ug)|Dul?, i=1,---,n.
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We also have
(4.8) Gij(z0) = 2ppurugij + 2ppupiug; + 20" (wugug; + wjugug;)
+20(prugur; + pjukurs) + puiz’| Dul? + pe”| Dul*uzu;
+¢" | Dul(piuj + pjus) + pijel Dul®.
Use the maximum principle to get
(4.9) 0 > F9G; =F"Gy
= 2p0up Fuiip + 2ppFu2 + dpp Futuy + 4pF" pugug
+p¢ | Dul> Fu; + p” | Dul* Fu? + 2’| Dul* F pyu; + F* pjip| Dul?.
From the facts that
(4.10) Fli; = kf, Fliugy = fo + f2u+ foun,
we have
0 > 2ppu(fi+ fauwr) + 200 fpurun + 2p9 Fug,
+pp' F™uui; + 40 F" prusui; + mfp | Dul® + pg” | Dul* F*'u?
+2¢' | Dul* F¥ pju; + F* piip| Dul?.
Assume |Dul(zg) > by, otherwise we have (£4]). By (£3) and (41), which used to deal
with the second, fourth and fifth terms, then
0 2 —ALi(p+ DU 4 2ppF - 2 Du i — 22U

12

2 g y
+H(y" - Zj )o| Dul> Fu? + | Dul? F ;.

By (4.6) and properties of p we have
0 > 2ppFiu? — 2b0<,0/,0% |Dul> F — 3b3¢| Dul|*F
(4.11) —4Ly (@ + )| Dul**L,
3
Assume G(zg) > 20nb2 M 3, otherwise we have (44), which implies that |Du| > N@%
pZp

at xo. There exists at least one index igp such that |u;,| > |D—Z‘. By (&), it is not hard to

L
get
Uipig = —(%+222i0)|l)u|2
)
< (g~ gDl
(4.12) < —%|Du|2.
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Let u1q > -+ > upy, from (2.8) and [@I2) we have

¢'| Duf?
dp

The second part implies that F"" > %]—" . Returning to (£I1]) we have

(4.13) Unn Fl<...<pm™

)

0 > 2ppF""u2, — 2b0g' p? |Dul F — 303¢| DulF — ALy (¢ + ¢' )| Du*+1

12
(4.14) > %]Du\‘l}" — by p2 | DuP F — 32| Dul®F — ALy (¢ + ¢ )| Dul 2+

Both sides of (#I4]) multiplied by pp?, then we have

2G> boG2 6 1 1
@) 0 > (- G S E (e
125n M 3M1 M3 M IVE

By (#13), we can choose § = %, L = |Du|? and 6 = (%)‘k_1 in the Proposition
2.6] such that

F > 61| Dul?*~2.
Then,
1 2
0> 26 - 8bOng - Gbg _461_1[/1( 5 + Q)G%’
125nM3  3prt M2 Mi M1

It follows that

3
1

M
G2 (z0) < C + Ch .

Thus
M
(4.16) sup |Du| < C; + CQT,
Br

2
where C1 depends only on M, L1, n, m, and k, and Cy depends only on L1, n, m, and k.
It is not hard to see that C; = 0 when f = constant. O

In fact, if we only consider for f = f(x,u) > 0 in the equation ([£2]), we could remove
the restriction to k in Theorem [£.I] and the following Theorem (.3l Precisely, we have

Theorem 4.2. Let Q0 C R"™ be a bounded domain and 2 < k < C]'. Suppose that
u € C3(Q) is a k-admissible solution of the following equation,

(4.17) Sr(W) = f(z,u), in Q,

where f(z,z) € CH(Q x [—My, Mp] x R™) is a positive function, My = supg|u|. We also
assume that

(4.18) !f’cwﬁx[—Mo,Mo]xR") < Ly,
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for some constant Ly. For any B,.(y) C 2, we have

Mo

(4.19) sup |Du| < Cy + Cq TO,

Bz (y)

where C1 depends only on My, L1, min f, n, m, and k, and Cs depends only on Ly, min f,
n, m, and k. Moreover, if f = constant, then Cq = 0.

Proof. The proof of this result is essentially the same as the proof of Theorem Tl the
only difference being that we cannot apply Proposition to give a lower bound to F.
Instead, we use the Newton-Maclaurin inequality. From (£I2]) we still have

_<;0,|DU|27 Flt

4.2 nn <
(420) u =

<. . < F™

The second part implies that

Cm
1 z .
m(C' —k+1
- - )Sk—lo‘)'

By the Newton-Maclaurin inequality, we have
1 1

(4.21) F™ > =F > ¢SF(A) > c(min f)F,
n

where ¢ = ¢(n,m, k) a universal constant. It is not hard to see, a different version of

@I5), that

2G2  8byG:  6B2G 1
-= 92 - 03 )]:_4L1( 5 9
125nM3  3pf1a M:2 Mi M1
Plug (£21)) into(@.22]), then
1
oo 26 8hGE 6
= 12500 aas A IV

(4.22) 0 > (

Thus we have

M
(4.23) sup |Du| < C; + CQT,
By

where C depends only on My, Li, min f, n, m, and k, and Cy depends only on L, min f,
n, m, and k. It is not hard to see that C; = 0 when f = constant. O
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4.2. Gradient estimate near boundary. In this subsection, we will establish a gradient
estimate in the small neighborhood near boundary. We use a similar method as in Ma-Qiu
[22] with minor changes. We define

d(z) = dist(x,00),
(4.24) Q, ={z Q| d(x) < p}.
It is well known that there exists a small positive universal constant o such that d(x) €
C*(), V0 < pu < g, provided 6Q € C*. As in Simon-Spruck [26] or Lieberman [17] (in

page 331), we can extend v by v = —Dd in 2, and note that v is a C%(Q,) vector field.
As mentioned in the book [I7], we also have the following formulas

|Dv| +|D*v| < C(n,Q), inQ,,
(4.25) ZViDjVi = ZViDiVj = Zdidzj =0, |[v|=|Dd| =1, inQ,.
i=1 i=1 i=1

Theorem 4.3. Suppose Q C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded domain with C* boundary, and
2< k<20, Let f(z,2,p) € CY(QY x [~My, My] x R™) is a nonnegative function and

¢ € C3(Q x [—My, My)), My = supg|u|l. We also assume that there exists constants Ly
(independent of |Du|co) and Lo such that

IN

Li(1+ |DulZ5h),

(4.26)  |flco+ D fuidco + |floo + D 1 fplcol Dulco

i=1 i=1
(4.27) [Ples@xatonn)y < Lo
If u € C3(Q) N CYQ) is a k-admissible solution of equation
Sr(W) = f(x,u, Du), in Q,
(4.28)
uy = ¢(z,u), on .
Then we have

(4.29) sup |Du| < C,

o

where C' is a constant depends only on n, k, m, u, My, L1, Lo and 2.

Proof. Let

(4.30) G(z) := log |Dw|? + h(u) + apd(x), in Q, Y0 < pu < g
where

(4.31) w(x) = u(z)+ oz, u)d(),

1
(4.32) h(z) = -3 log(1 + 4My — u), B o2 — 0,
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and «g is a constant to be determined.

Above and throughout the text, we always denote C a positive constant depends on
some known data.

Casel: G attains its maximum on the boundary 9f2.

If we assume that |[Du| > 8nLy and pu < ﬁ, it follows from (4.38]) that

1
(4.33) Z|Du| < |Dw| < 2|Du.

Assume z( is the maximum point of G, then we have

D(|Dwl|?) -
USGu(iﬂo) = %—I—h'u,ﬁl—aoDd-y
D(|Dw|?) - v
(4.34) = %‘1‘]{@5_@0,

since v = —Dd.
On the boundary 02, by the Neumann condition, we have

D(Dw|*) v = —ww;;d,
= —(ui + ¢d;)(uwij + Dij¢d + Didd; + Djdd; + ddi;)d;
= —(u; + ¢d;)(Di(ujdj) — ujdij + Didp + Djopd;dy)

(u; + ¢d;) (ujdiy — doujdid; — o didy)

(4.35) < C(|Dw|?® + |Dw|).
where C' = C(|d|c2, |p|cr). Plug (£35) into (4.34) to get
c /
0<G, < C+———+N|d| —
| Dwl
C

4. < _—
(4.36) < —-C+ Dul’

provided ag = 2C + 1245\2/[ + 1. Thus we have |Dw|(zo) <1, and G(z9) < ap.

Case2: G attains its maximum on the interior boundary 92, N Q. It follows from the
interior gradient estimate (£4) that

(4.37) sup |Dw|(zg) < C,
89,NQ

where C depends only on M, Lq, pu, n, m, and k. Thus we also have an upper bound for
G($0)

Case3: G attains its maximum at some point zg € €.
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We have
(4.38) w, = (14 ¢.d)u; + R;,

and the second derivatives

(4.39) wij = (1+ ¢.d)uij + Ryj,
with

+(deij + didj + djdi + dijd).
It is easy to see that
(4.41) |Ri| <2L2, |Rij| < C(u|Duf® + |Dul + 1),
where C' = C(Lg,n,|d|cs). The third derivatives are more complicated,
(4.42)  wiyi = 1+ od)ui + do..usujug + Rijy
+(dpzzujuy + do.uug + dd. uu;)
+(ddizuj + dpjug + diduj + dijduy + dojuig + dipougg),
where
Riji = (diwuj + ddjwu; + doouiug + didwuy + djdzwu; + did..uiuy)
+(dpijuy + doiziug + dojgu; + did.ju; + didizuj + didjug + didoug
+djpiuy + djdu; + dijdug + dydoug + djdou;)
+(ddijp + diij + djdi + didpjy + dijdr + djids + dij + dijid).
So we have |R;ji| < C(|Dul* + |Du| + 1) with C = C(|d|¢s, L2).
We compute at the maximum point zg € €2,

2wywy; .
(4.43) 0= Gylzo) = ﬁ T+ agd; + Wug, i=1,--,n,
and
2wiwgy 2wpwg Awwwewg; ,, ,
Gz’j(xo) = |Dw|2 |Dw|2 — |Dw|4 + aodi; + W ujug + R,

By the maximum principle we have
(4.44) 0 > FY9Gy=F"Gy

2Fiiwl2i 2w Fllwy; — 4F% (wlwli)Q ”

— _ Fid..
DwP " Dup? Dwt 0T
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The ([#43) implies that 2w;w;; = —(aod; + h'u;)|Dw|?, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
then
AF" (wywy)?
| Dwl*
(4.45) < 21W2FU? + CF,

where C' = C(ag, M, n,m,|d|cs). Combining (£I0), (432), ([A45) with ([£44]), we get
| Dwl? [ Dwl?

ao.Fiiall2 + 2a0h' FPu;d; + h/2FiiuZ2

(4.46) 0 _CF.
We may assume that p < ﬁ and |Dul(z) > 16nLs + 1, so that 3 <1+ ¢.d <1 and
L|Dul* < |Dw|* < 3|Dul?. By ([@42), we have
2wlFiiw,~,~l . 1
|Dwl [Dw]?
+(2d¢..wyuy + 2d¢oywy + Godywy) Fugg
+Adpi. F uiiw; + 4¢di F uiw; + 2F" Ryjwy)
> ¢
~ |Dwf?
2(1 4+ ¢.d)
| Dw]?

(2(1 + ¢od)wi D; f + 2d¢..wyw F"uf + 4. F ' ujiuzw;

1 )
((uDw|* + [ Dwf® + (p+ ;)!DMZ + [Dw|)F + pFuf)

(4.47) w;D; f,

where C' = C(ag, M,n,m,|d|c3, L1, L2). Here we use the Cauchy inequality and the fact
that |R;j| < C(|Dul® +|Du| + 1). Now we deal with the last term. By (£39) and (43)),
we have

2(1 4+ ¢.d 2(1 4 ¢.d 2w Ry
7(|Dw|2 )|wiDZ-f| = |7(|Dw|2 )wi(fmi + foui) — fp,(cod; + W u; + TDu? )|
(4.48) < C(1+ |Du*1),

here we use the fact that |Ry| < C(u|Dul|? + |Du| +1). Put (&47) and (@4]) into (E40),
we have

2Fw?  OpFiu?,
0 > |Dw|2l ~ Dup — Cu|Dw*F — C(|Dw|F +1)

(4.49) —C(1+ |Du*71),

where C' = C(ag, M, n,m,|d|cs, L1, La, j1).
By (£39), (£41)) and the inequality (see [13])

(a+b)2 > ea2——6 b2,
1—¢
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choose € = %, we obtain

1
wh > Zuzzi ~ R},
1
> Zui — C(y*|Dw|* + |Dw* 4 1).
It follows that
1 Fiiy2,
0> (z-C L _ Cp|Dw|*F — C(|Dw| + 1)F
> (5~ O — CulDufPF — C(1Dul + 1)
(4.50) —C(1+ |Dul?*71).
There exists at least a index [y such that u;, > |D—\/%‘. We rewrite the ([d.43) as
2w wigr, + 2 Z WqWqly = _(aodlo + h,ulo)|Dw|2'
q#lo
From (4.39) we have
(4.51) 2(1 + ¢Zd)wloulolo = —(aodlo + h'ulo)\Dw\2 — 2wqqu.

Since |Ry| < 2Ly < 4, from ([@38), we have w; > . If we assume that [Du| > M,
and use the facts that 1+ ¢.d > 1 and |R;;| < C(u|Dul? + [Du| + 1), then

gty < =20 |Dw|? + 12¢/nC(u|Dw|* + | Dw)).

If we assume that |Dw| > % > 10M + 2 and p < mhw, then

h/
(4.52) gty < —E\Dw\z.

/ m (/1 \k—1
Denote w11 > -+ > upy. By ([@52]), we can choose § = %, L =|Dw|? and 0; = 07’4(,?7,)1
in the Proposition 2.6] such that

n 1 1
(4.53) Upn < —=|Dw|?, F"™ > —F > —6;|Dw|*2.
2 n n
We assume that p < min{3s, —12%/20}. By (450]) we obtain
h/2
(4.54) 0 > | DulPF — C(Dw| + DF — C(1+ [Duf ).
n
By ([&53), we have
h/2 5
: > Duwl? — C|Dw| - C.
(4.55) 0 > 128n‘ w|* — C|Dw| - C

It is easy to get a bound for |Dw|(xg), then a bound for G(zg).
Anyway we have the bound

G(xo) = supG(z) < C,
Qu
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where C' = C'(ag, M,n,m,|d|cs, L1, La, ). Thus we obtain
(4.56) sup |[Du| < C + log(1 + 2M) + agp.
Q
([l

By the same reason for Theorem [£2], we have the following boundary gradient estimate
when f = f(x,u).

Theorem 4.4. Suppose Q C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded domain with C* boundary, and

2<k<C™, Let f(x,2) € CHQ x [ My, My]) is a nonnegative function and ¢ € C3(Q x

[—Mo, My]), My = sup |u|. We also assume that there exists constants L and Lo such
Q

that
(4.57) fler@xi-mone)y = Ly
(4.58) [Ples@xi-mo )y S L2

Ifue C3(Q)NCYHQ) is a k-admissible solution of the equation
Sk(W) :f($,’LL), in €2,
(4.59)
uy = ¢(x,u), on 0.

Then we have
(4.60) sup |Du| < C,
Qu

where C' is a constant depends only on n, k, m, u, My, L1, Ls and 2.

Proof. By the same auxiliary function and the same computations as in the proof above,
now we deal with terms in ([£48)) as follows

21+ ¢.d)
| Dw|?

. d
%wi(ﬂci + faug)|

4L, (1 + |Dul™Y).

lwiD; f| = |

(4.61)

IN

It is not hard to get, a different version of (A.54)),
2

>
— 128n
From (@53]), we still have

(4.62) 0 |Dw|*F — C(|Dw| + 1)F — C(1 + |Du|™).

W 2 nn 1
Upn < ——|Dw|*, F" > —F.
2 n
By the Newton-Maclaurin inequality, we have

1 % 2
(4.63) Fmt > E]: > ¢S (A) > c(min f)F,
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where ¢ = ¢(n, m, k) a universal constant. Then we also have
h/2

>

— 128n

It is also give a bound for |Dw| at interior maximum point of G. Through the same

(4.64) 0 |Dw|* — C|Dw| — C.

discussion as before, we have

(4.65) sup |[Du| < C + log(1 + 2M) + agp.
Q

5. GLOBAL SECOND ORDER DERIVATIVES ESTIMATES

5.1. Reduce the global second derivative estimates into double normal deriva-
tives estimates on boundary. Using the method of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [20], we can
reduce the second derivative estimates of the solution into the boundary double normal
estimates.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q C R" be a bounded domain with C* boundary. Assume f(x,z) €
C?(Q x R) is positive and ¢(x,z) € C3(Q x R) with ¢, — 2kmin < 0. If u € CHQ)NC3(Q)
is a k-admissible solution of the Neumann problem

{ Sk(W) = f(x,u), in €,

(5.1) uy = ¢(x,u), on L.

Denote N = sup |u,,|, then
oN
(5.2) sup | D%u| < Co(1 4+ N).
Q

where Cy depends on n, m, k, ’“‘Cl(ﬁ)f ’f’CQ(ﬁx[—Mo,Mo}V min f, ‘¢’03(§><[—M0,M0}) and Q.
Here My = sup |u].
Q

Proof. Write equation (5.I]) in the form of

SEW) = Flaw,  in @
uy = ¢(z,u), on O

(5.3)

where f = f% Since A(W) € T}, C I'y in R, we have

(5.4) Z luij| < c(n,m)S1(W) = mc(n, m)S;(D?u),
i#j
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where ¢(n,m) is a universal number independent of u. Thus, it is sufficiently to prove
(52) for any direction ¢ € S*~1, that is

(5.5) uge < Co(1+ N).
We consider the following auxiliary function in € x S*~1,
(56) 'U(.Z',f) = uﬁﬁ_v/(‘raf) +K1‘$’2+K2’DU‘2,

where v/(z,£) = alu; + b := 2(& - V)& - (¢, + Pouy — wDVY), with & = € — (£ - v)v and
at =2(¢-v)(, — £"D;vt). Ky, Ky are positive constants to be determined. By a direct
computation, we have By direct computations, we have

(57) Vi = Uggi — Dialul — aluii - Dib + 2K1xi + 2K2ululi,
’Uz'j = usgij — Dijalul — Dialulj — Djaluli — alulij — Dijb
(5.8) +2K15ij + 2K2u1iu1j + 2K2ulul,~j.

- 1
Denote F(D?u) = SF (W), and

~ 1
OF  OSF(W)Owgg

5.9 Fi = = :
( ) 8714']' (‘}wag auij
and
o~
(5.10) FPeTs aiF
OUpgOtys

1
O?*SF(W) Owgg Owg
OwggOwse Oupg Otys’

since w7 is a linear combination of w;j, 1 <4,j < n. Differentiating the equation B3)

twice, we have

5.11 Fiiy,. = D,f,
j
and
(5.12) vaq’rsupqgumg + ﬁijuijgg = Dggf

1
By the concavity of S} (W) operator with respect to W, we have

(5.13) Deef = FPU" upqetipge + Flugjee < Fujjee.
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Now we contract (5.8) with F¥ to get, using (5.11)-(5.13),

ﬁijvij = Fvijuijgg - FvijDijalul - QFVijDialulj - ﬁijuiﬂal - FvijDijb
12K, F + 2K9 Flugug + 2Ky Fijugiu
Deef — FDyjaluy — 2F7 Diatuij — a Dy f — F Dyjb
(5.14) +2K0 F + 2Ky Fujuj + 2Kou Dy f.

v

~ no~..
where F = ) F". Note that
i=1

Deef = fee + 2feztie + fuee,
Dijal = 2(5 : V)gllgbzzuij + rf_jv
Dyjb = 2(€ - V)" by zuij + 145,

with \7‘ 1,7l < Cluler, |@les, |09 ce). At the maximum point zg € Q of v, we can
assume (ulj)an is diagonal. It follows that, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

ﬁijvij > _C(J%"i_ Ky + 1) - Cﬁm‘uu‘ + fzu& + 2K1./.?+ 2K2ﬁiiu22i
(5.15) > —C(F+Ky+ 1)+ fauge + 2K F + (2K — 1) Fliad,

where C' = C(’“"C’l? ’¢‘C’37 ‘89‘047 ’f’cz)
Assume u11 > ug2 -+ > Upyp, and denote Ay > Ay > -+ > Agm the eigenvalues of the

m

matrix (wag)cgtx(};[b- It is easy to see A1 = u11 + Y ui; < mujr. Then we have, by (2.6])
i=2

in Proposition and (ZII) in Proposition 2.3

F'hW2, = Z 5 TS (A Na)udy
1€a
T i1
> ﬂsk Sk—1(A[D)A1uay

1 1
0.16 > —SF = ——
(5.16) ~ mCmk e mCm
We can assume uge > 0, otherwise we have (5.5)). Plug (5.16) into (5.I5) and use the

Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, then

Uuil-

i S ~i Ko f ~
Flly, > (K2—1);F u? + ( e f)uee + (2K, — C)F
(5.17) —C(Ka2+1).

Choose Jp = MGzl 4 and K = C(K, +2) + 1. 1t follows that

(5.18) Fiy; > (2K; — C)F —C(Ky+1) > 0,
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since we have F > 1 from (ZI3). This implies that v(z,¢) attains its maximum on the
boundary by the maximum principle. Now we assume (g, &) € 9Q2xS" ! is the maximum
pint of v(z, &) in Q x S*~1. Then we consider two cases as follows,

Casel. & is a tangential vector at xy € 0€2.

We directly have {-v =0, v = —Dd, v'(x0,&) = 0, and ug, ¢, (zo) > 0. As in [I7], we
define

(5.19) =6 — v, inQ,

and it is easy to see that ¢/ D; is a tangential direction on 9Q. We compute at (zg,&o).
From the boundary condition, we have

wt = (U + uiuj)ululj
(5.20) = cijujqﬁz + cijgbxj — cijulel/l + l/iujylulj.
It follows that
ulipul = [P+ prq]uliqyl

= Dy(cujp, + Yy, — c”uleul + zﬂyjylulj) — cpquliqul + ypuqyluliq,
then we obtain

n
i l
Ugoeor = Zf(l)fgulipy

ilp=1
n . .. .. .. . .
= Z §0&8[Dg(uj. + Vo) — Dt + vivivhug) — w DV
i=1
(5.21) < uugyg, — 265E0u Dt 4+ C(1 + |uy).
We assume &) = ey, it is easy to get the bound for uy;(z¢) for i > 1 from the maximum of

(17t707“' 70)

T Then we have

v(z,€) in the & direction. In fact, we can assume £(t) =

0 = dv(x()) g(t)) |
dt =0
= 2upz(z0) — 20%(dsur — w D),
SO
(5.22) s (o) < C + C|Dul.

Similarly, we have for Vi > 1,

(5.23) lusi|(z0) < C + C|Dul.
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Thus we have, by Div! > Kmin,

Ugoggr < Pallgogy — 2D v uyy + C(1+ |upw)

On the other hand, we have from the Hopf lemma, (5.7) and (5.23]),

0 < wy(zo,%)
= Ugytor — DyalUl — alu,,,, — D,,b + 2K1$Z’I/i + 2K2’LL1’LLZV
< (¢Z - 2"£min)u§0§0 + C(l + ’U,/V’).

Then we get, since 2K, — ¢, > ¢ > 0,
(5.24) ugoeo (20) < C(1+ |uyyl).

Case2. &y is non-tangential.
We can find a tangential vector 7, such that & = a7 + v, with o + 82 = 1. Then we
have
Uggo (T0) = 042UTT(xO) + ﬁ2uw(x0) + 2aBury (20)
= @Purr(20) + Bupn(w0) + 2(&0 - )&y - (¢ Du — wyDVY).
By the definition of v(zg, &),
v(zo,&) = o’v(xo,T) + v, V)

< @Po(xo, &) + BPu(wo, v).

Thus,
v(o, §0) = v(xo, V),
and
(5.25) Ugoo (20) < |upw| + C.
In conclusion, we have (5.5]) in both cases. 0

5.2. Global second order estimates by double normal estimates on boundary.
Generally, the double normal estimates are the most important and hardest parts for the
Neumann problem. As in [20] and [22], we construct sub and super barrier function to
give lower and upper bounds for u,, on the boundary. Then we give the global second
order estimates.
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5.2.1. Global second order estimate for Theorem [1.3l In this subsection, we estab-
lish the following global second order estimate.

Theorem 5.2. Let Q C R” be a bounded domain with C* boundary, 2 < m <n — 1, and
2 <k < O™ Assume f(z,z) € C%(Q x R) is positive and ¢(z,z) € C3(Q x R) with
b2 — 26min < 0. Ifu € CHQ)NC3(Q) is a k-admissible solution of the Neumann problem
(21]). Then we have

(5.26) sup |D?u| < C,
Q
where C' depends only on n, m, k, |u|01@),|f|02(ﬁx[_MmMO]), min f, |¢|03@X[_M07M0]) and
Q, where My = sup |ul.
Q

First, we denote d(z) = dist(x,0f), and define
(5.27) h(z) := —d(z) + K3d*(z).
where K3 is large constant to be determined later. Then we give the following key Lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose Q C R™ is a bounded domain with C? boundary, 2 < m < n — 1
and 2 < k < C™3 !, Let u € C?(Q) is a k-admissible solution of the equation (I1))and h
is defined as in (5.27). Then, there exists K*, a sufficiently large number depends only on
n, m, k, min f and Q, such that,

iy 1
(5.28) F”hij ZK;(l—I-]:), m QH (0 < p<p),
for any K3 > K*, where i = min{ﬁ,uo}, o s mentioned in ([{.29).

Proof. For x € €, there exists yo € 09 such that |xg — yo| = d(xp). Then, in terms of a
principal coordinate system at yg, we have (see [9], Lemma 14.17),
Kn—1

2 D2d(x0)] = —di Mo
(529) (DPd(a0)] = ~diag [ oo 2= 0],
and
(5.30) Dd(zy) = —v(zo) = (0,---,0,—1).
Observe that
i 1-2K d)/{l (1 — 2K3d)/€n_1

31 D? = ( > 2K3).
(5 3 ) [ h(xO)] dzag[ 1 Iild ) ) 1 /fn—ld ) 3]
Denote p; = (1;5{722'”, V1 <i<n-—1, and u, = 2K3 for simplicity. Then we define

AND?h) = {pgy + -+ i, | 1 <ip < - <ip <n} and assume Ay > --- > Acm, it is easy
to see
m—1
Ao 2 Agm-1 2 2K5 + ) priy > K,
=1
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if we choose K3 sufficiently large and p < ﬁ. It follows that, for V1 <[ < k,
SN = Ky —Cnmm)Ky!
K3
2 b

such that h is k-admissible. Similarly, w = h — %]azF is also k-admissible if we choose K3

(5.32) >

sufficiently large. By the concavity of F , we have
ﬁijwij > F[D*u+ D*w] — F[D%u]

> F[D%uw]
K
(5.33) > 73.
Then we have
(5.34) Fiihy = F(h— L2 + 2 )y > 220+ F)
If we choose K3 > (%)2, then we have
(5.35) Fiip; > Ké (1+ F).
]
Now we can use Lemma [5.3] to prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem We define
(5.36) P(z) = Du-v — ¢(x,u),
with v = —Dd. Differentiate P twice to obtain
(5.37) Py = —upjdy — upidpj — Upjde; — updyi; — Dijop.
Then we obtain
FIP; = —F9(upjdy + 2upidy; + updyij — Dijd)

< —FUuydy 4 O (14 F),
where C1 = Ci(|u|c1, |09|cs, |0|c2, | flor,n). From (5.2) in Lemma 5.1l we have
luil < Co(1 4 N).
It follows that
(5.38) FIP; < Cy(1+N)(1+F),
where Cy = C1 + Cy|d|ce.
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On the other hand, using Lemma [£.3], we have

v

.. 1
(A+ %N)thij (A + %N)K; (14 F)
Co(1+ N)(1+ F)

(5.39) > F9py;,

v

if we choose K3 = K* + (2C3)? +1 and A > Cy + 1.
On 09, it is easy to see

(5.40) P =0.
On 09, N Q, we have

1
(5.41) [P < Cs(lulon, éleo) < (A+5N)E,

if we take A = max{%, Cy+1}.
Finally the maximum principle tells us that

(5.42) (A4 %N)h(:p) < P@) < (A+ %N)h(x), n Q.

Suppose 1, (yo) = sup u,, > 0, we have
o0
1
0 > Pu(yO) - (A + §N)hz/
1
= uVV_DV¢_(A+§N)

1
> w(yo) = Cluler, [0Qce, [lc2) — (A+ 5 N).

Then we get
1
(5.43) supu,, < C+ =N.
o9 2
Similarly, doing this at the minimum point of u,,, we have
1
5.44 inf <C+ =N.
(5:44) oo = ¢ty
It follows that
(5.45) sup |uy,| < C.
o0
Combining (5.45]) with (5.2]) in Lemma [5.1] we obtain
(5.46) sup | D?u| < C.
Q



30 BIN DENG

5.2.2. Global second order estimate for Theorem [I.4l In this subsection we give
a global second order estimate for the cases that m < 3. We can settle more cases for
k > C™ ! than before, if Q is strictly (m, ko)-convex.

Theorem 5.4. Let Q C R" be a strictly (m, ko)-convex domain with C* boundary, 2 <
m < 2 and k= C' 4+ kg < 2=mO™. Assume f(2,2) € C2H(Q x R) is positive and
é(x,2) € C3(QAXR) with ¢, — 2kmin < 0. If u € C*(Q)NC3(Q) is a k-admissible solution
of the Neumann problem (2.1]). Then we have
(5.47) sup | D%u| < C,
Q

where C' depends only on n, m, k, |u|01(§), |f|02(§><[—Mo,Mo})’ min f, |¢|03@X[_M07M0])
and ), where My = sup |u.

Q

First, we prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let Q C R" be a strictly (m,ko)-convez domain with C* boundary, 2 <
m<n-—1, and k = C’Z”__ll + ko < 2O, ko a positive integer. Assume u € C?(Q) is

a k-admissible solution of the equation (L) and h is defined as in ([5.27). Then, there
exists K3, a sufficiently large number depends only on n, m, k, min f and 2, such that,

(5.48) Fhii > ks(1+F), inQ, (0<p<p),

for k3, a sufficiently small number depends only onn, m, k, and Q. Here i = min{ﬁ, 1o}

Proof. For xy € €, there exists yo € 0 such that |zvg — yo| = d(xo). As before, in terms
of a principal coordinate system at gy, we have,

. 1-— 2K3d)/€1 (1 — 2K3d)/€n_1

4 D2h(a0)] = diag| 2K3).

(5 9) [ (.Z'())] Zag[ 1— K,ld ) ) 1— Kfn—ld ) 3]

Denote p; = (115{722'“, V1 <i<n-—1, and u, = 2K3 for simplicity. Then we define

MND?h) = {pi, +++ + pin| 1 < i1 < -+ <y < n} and assume Ay > -+ > Aom, it is easy
to see

m—1

3
)\0;7:*11 > 2K3 + lZ; M, > §K37

if we choose K3 sufficiently large and p < ﬁ. Then we denote X = (A, - - ,)\Cm:11) and
Ak) = ()\C;n:llﬂ, -+, Agm). Since K € F,i?), we have A\(k) € I'y, and Sk, (A(k)) > by > 0.
Then for V1 <1< C™'. we have

n—1>

SiA) > Si(N) = eln,m, k, k) Kyt
(5.50) > K.>0,
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and, for V1 = C™ ' + 1o < k, Iy < ko,

3K omt-1
SN = (O S (M) — el m, b w) K

Lo 3K3 )Cgi—ll

(5.51) > by° (— >0,

if we choose K3 sufficiently large. It implies that h is k-admissible. Similarly, w = h—ks|z|?
is also k-admissible if k3 sufficiently small. By the concavity of F , we have

Fiw;; > F[D?*u+ D*w] — F|D%

> ﬁ[D2 ]
11 3K,

. > Zpt g

(5.52) > 260( 1)
m—1

where vy = 2% < 1.

Then we have

1.1 3K

(5.53) Fiihiy = F(h — ks|a|? + ks|z|?)i; > b ( 43) + ks,

1
for a large K3. If we choose K3 > 2(%)1 then we have
k

(5.54) Fihi; > k3(1 4 F).

Following the line of Qiu and Ma [22], we construct the sub barrier function as
(5.55) P(x) := g(x)(Du - Dh(z) — ¢(2)) = G ().
with
g(x) = 1-ph(z),
G(z) = (A+oN)h(x),
d(x) = oz, u)|Dh|(z),

where K3 is the constant in the following Lemma [5.6] and A, o, 3 are positive constants
to be determined. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Fix o, if we select B large, u small, and A large, then
(5.56) P>0, in Q.
Furthermore, we have

(5.57) supu,, < C 40N,
o0

where constant C' depends only on |u|c1, |0Qc2 |flc2 and |p|c2.
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Proof. We assume P(z) attains its minimum point ¢ in the interior of §2,,. Differentiate
P twice to obtain

(558) P = gi(urhr - 7,[)) + g(umh + ur i 7,[)@) - z,
and
(559) Pij = gij(urhr - 1/}) + gz(ur]h + urh rj %)

+g; (upihy + wphyi — ;) + g(urijhy + wpihy;
+tpjhei + urheiy — i) — Gij.
By a rotation of coordinates, we may assume that (u;j)nxn is diagonal at zg, so are W
and (F),x,. Denote F = Zn: F the trace of (F),x,. We choose u < min{ﬁ, %} SO

i=1
that |Bh] < 85 < % It follows that

(5.60) 1<g<

N W

By a straight computation we obtain
FijPij = Fugu(urh - ¢) + ZFZZgz(umh +ur i ¢2)
+gF“ (umzh + 2ugihi + wrhgg wzz) (A + O'N)Fuh“
(BCh — (A+ oN)ks)(F +1)
—2BF"uz;h? + 2gF "u;;hi,
where C1 = C1(Ju|cr, |09Q|cs, [Plcz, | flor,n).
We divide indexes I = {1,2,--- ,n} into two sets in the following way,

(5.61)

IN

k
B ={ieI||h| <},
G=nB=ticim >y,

where k; is a positive number depends on [0Q|¢2 and K3 such that [D?h|co < &L For
i € G, by Pi(zo) =0, we get
A+oN hy — [ —
(562) Ui = +o + 5(“7‘ r 7,[)) _ Upllpg 7;[)@‘
9 g hi

Because |h?| > kl and (5.60), we have
‘ﬁ(urhr - ¢) . urhri -

g h
Then let A > 35C5, we have

i) < BCy (ko [l [0Q e, bl ).

4A
(5.63) 3 T3 Sus< 5 +oh,
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for Vi € G. We choose 8 > 4nk;, + 1 to let |h22| < ﬁ for ¢ € B. Because % < |Dh| < 2,

there is a ig € G, say iy = 1, such that

1
5.64 h? > —.
(5.64) 2>
We have
(5.65) —25 Z F“’meh? = —25 Z F“u“hf — 26 Z F“’meh?
iel e i€B
< —28FMunhi 28 Y Fluhy
%33 <0
BFMuy  ky i
S TR IR
w43 <0
and
el u;;>0 w43 <0
< k Z F'u; — 71 Z F"uy.
ui; >0 ;<0
Plug (5.65) and (5.66) into (B.61)) to get
F'"pj < (BC1— (A+0oN)ks)(F+1)— %F”u11
(5.67) —k1 Y Flui kY Fug.
;<0 u;3 >0

Denote ugy > +++ > Upy, and p; = uy; (1 < i < n) for simplicity. We also denote

m
)\ = — r = .
o= max{was) =+ Y p
=2
n
Ay = min{wagl =m+ Y p

i=n—m-+2

and Ag > -+ > Agm the eigenvalues of the matrix W. We may assume N > 1, then from

(B2]) we see that

(568) ’u“‘ < QCoN, Vi e l.
Then
(5.69) N < 2mCoN < S0, vi<i<om

We will consider the following cases.

Casel. )\, <0.
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It follows from (2.I4]) that

Fll > Sk_l()\]ml)

1 - 1
D ) =
= Cm—k+1 ;S’“‘lwz) m(Cr —k+1)

F.

Then we have

F9P; < (BC1—(A+0oN)ks)(F +1)+2CkiNF
I3 A 20N
2nm(CT — k + 1)(§ * 3
(5.70) < 0.

)F

if we choose 8 > 6nmklc°£rcn k4D and A > Bk_i'l

Case2. A\, >0, upy > 0.
It follows from

i=1 ;>0
and (5.67)) that
(5.71) FY9P; < (BCy — (A+ oN)ks)(F +1) + kikf <0,

3BC1+k1k max f

if we choose A > T

Case3. \,,, >0, —Af‘%un < Upp < 0.
It follows from

that
—k1 > Flui+ky > Fluy = ki(kf—2 ) Fuy)
w5 <0 ;>0 w5 <0
< kikf = 2kiupn F
2A N
(5.72) < kikf+ (G + %)kg}"
Similarly we choose A > w to get
3
(5.73) F9p,; <O0.

Cased. A\, > 0, up, < —fTSlun, Acm < —0jui1, 07 a small positive constant to be
determined later.
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Obviously, we have A\; > Ay, > 0. If ui; > wuge, then it is easy to see Ay > Aa.
Otherwise, u11 < uge, since 2 < m < 5, then we have

m
A= 1+ Z,ui
=2

> >\m1 + p2 — ptin

o
5.74 > > A2.
(5:74) = 3mCy 2
Here we use (5.69) in the last inequality. Again we use (5.69) to have
od}
0.75 Aom < — LA
( ) o = 3mCy L

. . - o _ odp .
Now (5.74) and (B75) permit us to choose § = min{l, 3.7} = 5.7 and € = g4 in

Proposition 2.7] to give
(5.76) FY > Si(\m1) > ¢oSp(N) =

Co
—F.
(Cm — k4 1)
046? 036?
(n—2)(n—1)C¢’ 108m3(n—1)C$

where co = min{ ;55— }. Similar to the Case 1 we have

F9P; < (BC1—(A+0oN)ks)(F +1)+2CkNF
_ cop (é + M
m(Cr—k+1)'3 3
< 0,

)F

if we choose (8 > nk1Co(Cr’=k+1) and A > Bk—?

coo
Caseb. A\, > 0, up, < —i%un, Agm > —0ju11.
Note that, by (5.69)),

3’171,0()

A1 < Uiq.

kk—l
3
kmk= 1yl (Og)3

now we can choose § = fT?’l and 6y =

3Coky !
Let 0] = 23
L™ (cmyiskky =17

sition [2.6] such that

in the Propo-

Cm
B . 02
) Fil>g > — 2F.
(5.77) > Sk—1(Alm1) > 62 ;:1 Sk(Ai) T

Similarly we choose 8 > % and A > Bk—? to get

(5.78) Fip,; <O0.

In conclusion, we choose

6nmk1 Co Cgb 6nk1 C() Cg” GnmCo kl
o ’ oo T oby

B = max{2nks + 1, }-
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Taking p = min{po, ﬁ, %} and A > max{33Cq, %ﬂkmmﬂ}, we obtain F“P;; < 0,

which contradicts to that P attains its minimum in the interior of €2,,. This implies that
P attains its minimum on the boundary 09,,.
On 09, it is easy to see

(5.79) P=0.
On 09, N Q, we have
(5.80) P 2 ~Cy(Julor, I¥lco) + (A + oN)E 2 0,
if we take A = max{%, 38C5, %ﬁgkmwﬂ} Finally the maximum principle tells us
that
(5.81) P>0, in Q.
Suppose U, (Yo) = supgq Uy, > 0, we have

0 Z Pl/(yO)

> (uphe +uphyy — b)) — (A+ oN)h,
> u(yo) — Cluler, |09 c2, [Y|c2) — (A+ oN).
Then we get
(5.82) supu,, < C+oN.
o0

In a similar way, we construct the super barrier function as
(5.83) P(z) := g(z)(Du - Dh(z) — ¥ (z)) + G(z).
We have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.7. Fix o, if we select B large, u small, and A large, then
(5.84) P<0, in Q.
Furthermore, we have
5.85 inf >—-C—0oN
( ) lﬁnﬂ Upy = gV,
where constant C' depends on |u|c1, [0Q|c2 | floz and |¢|ce2.

Proof. We assume P(x) attains its maximum point zg in the interior of ,,. Differentiate
P twice to obtain

(586) Fz = gi(urhr - 1/}) + g(urihr + urhm’ - 1/12) + Gi7
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and

(587) Pij = gij(urhr - 1/}) +gz(ur]h + ur rj %)
+g] (umh + ur ri ¢2) + g(hrmh + umhm
+umhm + uph Tij 7;[)13) + GZ]

As before we assume that (u;;) is diagonal at xg, so are W and (Fj;). We choose
w= min{ﬁ, %} so that [8h| < B4 < 1. By a straight computation we obtain

FiPy = Flgi(uhy — ) + 2F%gi(uiihi + uphei — ;)

g F (i, + 2uiihii + urhyi; — i) + (A + oN)Fiihy;
—(BC1 — (A+ aN)kg)(f—i- 1)

—2BF " u;h? 4 2gF “ug;hy;,

(5.88)

v

whereC1 = Cy(|u|c1, |09 g1, [Plcz, | flor,n).
We divide indexes I = {1,2,--- ,n} into two sets in the following way,

k1

B ={icI||ph?| < }

¢=nB=ficnm ="y
where k; is a positive number depends on |9€2|2 and K3 such that |D?h|co < 71
For i € G, by P;(xg) = 0, we get

A+oN  Burhy =) uphei —
+ — )
g g hi

(589) WUy — —

Because |h?| > 3 5 , we have

urhr — urhri )
\5( g o R v | < BC2(k1, [ulcr, [09c2, [Ycn ).

Then let A > 35C5, we have

4A A 20N
(5.90) —?—O'N<UZZ§—§—UT, Vie G
We choose 8 > 2nk; + 1 to let |h?| < ﬁ for 1+ € B. Because % < |Dh| < 2, there is a
igp € G, say ig = 1, such that

1
h? > —
L= 4n
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It follows that
—28Y " Fiuh? = =28 Fluzhi — 28 Fiu;h?

iel i€G i€B
> —28F"Muy hi - 28 Z Fliuh?
;>0
Fllu B
(5.91) > _PF un o Sk Y Fliug
u;3>0
and
20 Flughi = 29 Fluihiy+29 Y Flughi
iel ;3 >0 ;<0
(5.92) > kY Flug+2k Y Fluy.
;>0 u;<0
Plug (591) and (5.92)) into (B.88) to get
F“ﬁ” > ((A + O'N)kg - ,801)(./." + 1) — ZEFHUH
n
(5.93) —2ky > Flug + 2k Y Fllug,

Denote ugy > -+ > Upp, and p; = uy; (1 < i < n) for simplicity. We also denote
AL > Ay > > )\C;Ln the eigenvalues of the matrix W , and

m
Ay = Z iy s
=1

n
> iy T Z pi, for Hiy 2 -0 2 P,

i=n—m-+2

n
Amy = min{wsg} =+ S

it=n—m-+2

As before, assume N > 1, from (5.2]) we have
(5.94) |um| <2CyN, Viel.

Because w11 < 0, and from (2.9)) in Proposition 23] we have Ay > 0, then p;, > 0. It
follows that Ap > Ap,,. Using (2.8) and (2.9) again, we obtain
(5.95) FU' > S 1 (Mmy) > Sk_1(ME) > C(n,m, k)F.

6nk1Co

Similarly we choose 8 = Oy T 2nk; + 1 and A > Bk—? to get

(5.96) FiiP;; > 0.
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This contradicts to that P attains its maximum in the interior of €,,. This contradiction
implies that P attains its maximum on the boundary 0f2,.
On 09, it is easy to see

P =0.
On 09, N Q, we have
P < Ci(Julcn. leo) = (A + oN) G <0,
if we take A = % + i—? + 1. Finally the maximum principle tells us that
(5.97) P<0, in Q.
Suppose u,,(yo) = infyq u,,, we have

0 S Pl/(yO)

< (uruhr + uphypy — 1/}1/) + (A + UN)hV
(5.98) < ww(yo) + Cluler, [0Qc2, [lc2) + (A + oN).
Then we get
(5.99) inf u,, > —C — oN.
o0
([l
Then we prove Theorem [5.4] immediately.
Proof of Theorem [5.4. We choose o = 1 in Lemma and 0.7 then
(5.100) sup |u,,| < C.
o0
Combining (5.100) with (5.2]) in Lemma [5.1] we obtain
(5.101) sup | D?u| < C.
Q
]

6. EXISTENCE OF THE NEUMANN BOUNDARY PROBLEM

We use the method of continuity to prove the existence theorem for the Neumann

problem (L6) and(LT).
Proof of Theorem and [1.4] Consider a family of equations with parameter ¢,

Su (W) = tf + (1 LCatm®

(6.1) (Cm — k)l
uy =—au+th+ (1 —t)(z-v+ %:172), on 0N).
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From Theorem [3.1] 4.2 4] and [5.4] we get a glabal C? estimate independent of ¢
for the equation (G.I]) in both cases of Theorem [[3] and Theorem 4l It follows that

1
the equation (6.)) is uniformly elliptic. Due to the concavity of S} (W) with respect to
D?u (see [4]), we can get the global Holder estimates of second derivatives following the
arguments in [19], that is, we can get

(6.2) |u|c2.0 < C,

where C' depends only on n, m, k, |u|c1,| f|cz,min f, |¢|cs and Q. It is easy to see that %:172
is a k-admissible solution to (6.1I) for ¢ = 0. Applying the method of continuity (see [9],
Theorem 17.28), the existence of the classical solution holds for ¢ = 1. By the standard
regularity theory of uniformly elliptic partial differential equations, we can obtain the
higher regularity. O
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