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A SIMPLE PROOF OF CURVATURE ESTIMATE FOR
CONVEX SOLUTION OF k-HESSIAN EQUATION

JIANCHUN CHU

ABSTRACT. Guan-Ren-Wang [12] established the curvature estimate of
convex hypersurface satisfying the Weingarten curvature equation oy (k(X)) =
f(X,v(X)). In this note, we give a simple proof of this result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M C R™*! be a closed hypersurface. We consider the following cur-
vature equation in a general form:

(1.1) or(k(X)) = f(X,v(X)) for X € M,

where k(X) and v(X) are principal curvatures and unit outer normal vector
at X € M, and o}, denotes the k-th elementary symmetric function

ok(k) = Z Kiy Kig * ** Kiy-

11 <dg<--<iy

For 1 < k < n, oi(k) are the Weingarten curvatures of M. In particular,
01(k), o2(k) and o, (k) are the mean curvature, scalar curvature and Gauss
curvature, respectively.

The curvature equation (LI]) plays a significant role in geometry. Many
important geometric problem can be transformed into (I.I]) with a special
form of f, including the Minkowski problem ([I5} 16} (17, [6]), the problem of
prescribing general Weingarten curvature on outer normals by Alexandrov
([, @]), the problem of prescribing curvature measures in convex geometry
[2, 16 [11],[10]) and the prescribing curvature problem considered in [3} 22, [5].

The curvature equation (I has been studied extensively. When k = 1,
equation (LI]) is quasi-linear, so the curvature estimate follows from the
classical theory of quasi-linear PDEs. When k = n, equation (L) is of
Monge-Ampere type. The desired estimate was established by Caffarelli-
Nirenberg-Spruck [4].

When 1 < k < n, if f is independent of v, Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck
[5] established the curvature estimate; if f depends only on v, the curvature
estimate was proved by Guan-Guan [9]. In [I3] [14], Ivochkina studied the
Dirichlet problem of equation (1)) on domains in R™ and obtained the
curvature estimate under some additional assumptions on the dependence
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of f on v. For the prescribing curvature measures problem, Guan-Lin-
Ma [I1] and Guan-Li-Li [10] proved the curvature estimate for f(X,v) =

(X, 1) f(X).

For general right-hand side f(X,v), establishing the curvature estimate
for equation (1)) is very important and interesting in both geometry and
PDEs. In [12], Guan-Ren-Wang solved the case k = 2 (in [21], Spruck-Xiao
gave a simplified proof). In [I8, [19], Ren-Wang solved the cases k =n — 1
and k =n — 2. The other cases 2 < k < n — 2 are still open. For general k,
Guan-Ren-Wang [12] established the following curvature estimate for convex
hypersurface:

Theorem 1.1. [Guan-Ren-Wang, [12, Theorem 1.1]] Let M be a closed
convex hypersurface satisfying curvature equation (I1.1]) for some positive
function f € C?*(T'), where T' is an open neighborhood of the unit normal
bundle of M in R*1 x S™. There exists a constant C depending only n, k,
|M||c1, inf f and || f||c2 such that
max ki(X) < C.
XeM, i=1,2,--n

In this note, we give a simple proof of Theorem [[LIl Compared to [12],
we take a different approach. To establish the curvature estimate, the main
difficulty is how to deal with the third order terms. We apply the maximum
principle to a quantity involving the largest principal curvature x;, instead
of the symmetric function of k. This gives us more “good” third order terms,
and so simplifies the argument.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For any point X € M, let {e;}}; be a local orthonormal frame near Xy
such that

hij = 6ijKi, K1 = Ko = -+ = Ky at Xo.
We use the following notations:
ol — I oPa %oy,
k= v O = :
Ohij Oh;jOhyg
Then at Xy, we have (see e.g. [8] 20])

alij = op—1(K[7)d;;
and
op—2(klip) ifi=j,p=q,i#p;
—og—a(klip) ifi=gq, p=7j,i#p;
0 otherwise,

1J,pq __
o =

where o(kli; - - - i) denotes s-th elementary symmetric function with x;, =
Rig =+ = Ry, =0.
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Here we list some well-known formulas:
Guass formula :  X;; = —h;;v,
Weingarten equation : v; = h;je;,
Codazzi formula :  hijp = hipj,
Guass equation :  R;jpq = hiphjq — highjp,
where R;j,, is the curvature tensor of M. We also have

(2.1) hpgij = hijpg + (hmghpj = hmjlipg)hmi + (hmghij — hmjhiq) hanp-

3. SIMPLE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.T]
In this section, we give a simple proof of Theorem [LT]

Simple proof of Theorem [I1l Since M is convex, after shifting the origin of
R"™*! we assume that M is star-shaped with respect to the new origin. Thus
the support function u(X) = (X, v (X)) is always positive. By assumptions,
there exists a uniform constant C' > 0 such that

%SUSC for X € M.

Let k1 be the largest principal curvature. Since M is convex, to prove The-
orem [[1] it suffices to prove k1 is uniformly bounded from above. Without
loss of generality, we assume that the set Q = {1 > 0} is not empty. On €,
we consider the following quantity

Q = logky — Au,

where A > 1 is a constant to be determined later. Note that () is continuous
on 2, and goes to —oo on 9. Hence @ achieves a maximum at a point X
with x1(Xp) > 0. However, the function Q may be not smooth at Xy when
the eigenspace of k1 has dimension strictly larger than 1, i.e., k1 = ko at Xj.
To deal with this case, we apply the standard perturbation argument. Let g
be the first fundamental form of M and D be the corresponding Levi-Civita
connection. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e;}!_ ; near Xy such that

Deej =0, hyj =0k, k1 =k 22k, at Xo.

We now apply a perturbation argument. Near X, we define a new tensor
B by

B(V1,Va) = g(Vi,V2) — g(Vi1,e1)g(Va, e1),
for tangent vectors Vi and Vs. Let B;; = B(e;,e;). It is clear that

Bij = (52']'3“', Bi1=0, B;=1 for i > 1.

We define the matrix by ﬁij = hi; — B;j, and denote its eigenvalues by
K1 = Ko = +++ = K. It then follows that k1 > &1 near Xy and

ifi=1
R = i IZ T oat Xo.
ki —1 ifi>1,



4 J. CHU

Thus 1 > Ko at Xo, which implies that &y is smooth at Xo. We consider
the perturbed quantity ) defined by

Q = log &1 — Au,

which still achieves a local maximum at Xy. From now on, all the calcula-
tions will be carried out at Xgy. For any 1 < i < n, since k1 = k1 at Xy, we
have

(3.1) 0=0Q; = 2 Ay, = T
K1 K1
and
(3.2) 0 > U]Z;Qu - alif(log /%l)ii — AU]Z;’LLZZ

In the following lemma, we estimate each term in (8.2]) and obtain an
inequality.

Lemma 3.1. At Xy, we have

1lppyp2 1172 :
0> 22 o, "hiy + 22 o My 0" M hppihegr
o1 K1 o1 K1 (lil — /%p) K1
h oPPh? A g
+23° ool PRy (5 - C)oiind - CA.
= /411(/411 —Rp) K2 C

Proof. First, let us recall the first and second derivatives of &1 at X (see
e.g. [20]):

/%Il)q = —afll = 51p51q7
Pq
2~
L R WP A LA R A L T
Oy Ri — Ry Ry — &r

We compute

~ . _ =Pqp _ 7
K1; = Ky hpgi = h114,

~ _ ~D97 q,TS 1p2
Rl = Ky hpqii + K hpqzhrsz - hllzz +2 E

K1 — I{p
p>1
where we used kK1 = k1 at Xy. Using the definition of tensor B and
(De,e5)(Xo) = 0, we see that
Bij,p =0, Bll,ii =0 at Xj.
Combining this with ﬁij = h;j — B;j, we obtain
hijp = hijp,  hi1ii = b1 at Xo.
It then follows that
2
hy
(33) 51 a = hllz: Hl R hllu +2 Z 1 _plﬁp

p>1
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For the term o¥(log#1);; in (B2), using B.3) and &1 = k1 at Xo, we
compute

~2
.. _ 01 K1 Uk Hl ;
2 k 520 N
O (].Og /411)“' = /%1 — /%2
1
(34) i 7,2
2
_ O ha1ii n 22 o5 M _ o hiy;
K1 k1(k1 — K K2
p>1 §4 1

By (21)), we have
ohy1ii = 08 hgnn + ol (h3 — hishi)h + o (hi1hy — h)hi
(3.5) = 0l hiinn — oihZhay 4 ol hyhd
= 0 hiy — o hZhyy + kfh3,.
where we used

(3.6) Z oV hy; = Z Kiop—1(k]i) = kog(k) = kf.

On the other hand, differentiating (1)) twice, we obtain

ol hin > — ]pqhmlhpql + Z hp11(dy f)(ep) — Chiy = C.

Combining this with (B.5]),
oithii = =07 P hijthpgr + > hp1i(du f)(ep) — ot hihay — Chiy — C.

p
Substituting this into (3.4]),
1J,pq PP12
. _ o hij1hpg Z oihiy; oy hiy
O,ZZ 10 3 .. > _ k J pq + 2 p _ p
i (log F )i > K1 /{1(/41 — Fp) /i%

(3.7)
+—th11df(ep)—0' —Chll—C

assuming without loss of generality that xq > 1.
By Guass formula, Weingarten equation and Codazzi formula, we see that

Ui = Z h“'p<€p, X> — uhfz =+ h“
p

For the term —Actu;; in B.2), we compute
—Aa,ifuii = — AZO‘k iip(€p, X) + Aua h2 AO‘? i

(3.8) Aot

— A ol hiip(ep, X) + —EH £t — Akf,

p
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where we used u > % and (3.6). Differentiating (I1]), we obtain
o hiip = hyp(du f)(ep) + (dx f)(ep).
Substituting this into (B.8]), we have
Aciih.

(3.9) — Aojluy > _AZ hpp(dy f)(ep)(ep, X) + % - CA.
P
Combining (3.2)), (317) and (.9), we obtain
0> F"Qy
i, 2
> — o P hijihipg1 4 22 hlpz B UZPZMP
K1 k1(K1 — Rp) K3

p>1

3.10
( ) —|——th11 d f ep Azhpp d f ep)<ep7X>

A y
- <5 - 1> oi'h? — Chyy — CA.

Using B1)), B3)) and u, = hpyplep, X), for 1 < p < n, we have

hiip

(3.11)
K1

— Ahpp(ep, X) = 0.

Combining this with Codazzi formula, it is clear that

(3.12) —thn (dy f)(ep) Athp (dy f)(ep)(ep, X) = 0.
By [7, Lemma 3.1], we have

(3.13) k1 =hi1 < Cop'hiy

Substituting (3.12]) and (B.I3)) into (B.I0]),

1J,pq hi1h Uuh2 O,Pph2 A -
0> _ % ij1/%pgl + ZZ ipl Tk 21110 +(Z ¢ O']?h?i _ CA.
K1 = k1(k1 — Rp) Ky C

Combining this with

1J,pq a“h2

oy, hijihpg 1pi
_ Tk lTpal g E e A
K1 = k1(k1 — Rp)
ol
pp.aqy, rp, o h2
o 1hgq1 o, h3, 1 1
pplllqq
>——'“ 2 p+ZHﬁpﬂ+ZHHpZ
p>1 1 1 p 1 1 p
and Codazzi formula, we obtain Lemmale O

Lemma 3.2. At Xy, we have
ll,pp

Jk hllp llp Ok hllp
) <2y Tl Z
Hl R1

p>1 p>1 - Hp)
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assuming without loss of generality that k1 > 1.

Proof. We define

I={pe{2,3,--- ,n} | ki =K1}

For p € I, we have O'Zp = Jél and k1 — K, = 1. Thus,
PP 2 112 1172
op by, 1 oy, My o, My
K K K k1(k1 — R
pel 1 1 pel 1 pel 1(R1 D

For p ¢ I, since kp = kp — 1 and kp, > 0, then
/il—/%p:/il—/ip-i-l /il-l-l 2/4,1,

which implies

1h 1h
11p 11p
3.15 E <2 E _k 7Up
( ) K}% K1(K1 — Rp)
p¢l p¢l

On the other hand, using 0 < k, < k1, we have

O.ZP o Jél O.ZP ]il _ O_il,pp
K3 = kiK1 — Kp) K1
It then follows that
(o), — hi, Uk 7pph11
3.16 L) P ——
@10 pDLLEU LIRS Sl
p¢l p¢l
Combining ([B.I5]) and ([BI6]), we obtain
pP72 1172 1,pp
oy M 0% My k hllp
3.17 <2 —r = 4 LA
(3.17) DTS2 s ) T
p¢l p¢l pgl
Then Lemma [3.2] follows from (3.14]) and (3.17)). O

The rest of the proof is very similar to [12, Theorem 1.1]. For the reader’s
convenience, we give all the details here.

Lemma 3.3. For e, € ( ,2) and 1 <1 < k — 1, there exists a uniform
constant &' depending on & and & such that if kK > 5/11 and k11 < 8Ky, then

p2 h
(1— 26) 111 < — hpp1fgq1 22 k ppl + Ch,
/il I<L1 K1 — lip

for some uniform constant C.
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Proof. Using [12] (2.4)] (see also [10, Lemma 3.2]), we have

2
pp
PP,qq o, h >
oy hppthggt (Zp k 'tppl
K1 K10k

2
Ok PP PP.9q
2 2 Zal hpp1 | — 010 hpp1hgq
R10; »
> %k 0' —l— (oo — o)y B
Z 02 l ppl 1Y 19 pplliqql
1% i p#q

Differentiating (I.I]), we have

> oW hppr = (o f)(ex) + (dx f)(er),
P
which implies

(Syohm)” () + @x)en)

= < CH17
K10 k1f
assuming without loss of generality that 1 > 1. Thus,
Upp’qqh h
_ Yk pplltqql + Cky
R1
(3.18)
ok
> 2 Z 01 ppl ? Z (07" = o107P ) hppr hggr
p#q
We claim
Z(Jf‘”o’?q 010178 hypp1 hgqn
PF#q
(3.19) C
> —¢€ (Ufphpp1)2 -7 Z(Ufphppl)2-
p<l p>l

When [ = 1, we have o9 = 0. Then the claim (3I9) follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. When [ > 1, we split the left-handed side of
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(BI9) into three terms:

PP _qq PP,qq
Z(Ul ot — 0107 ) hppi hgqr

PFq
_ pp,_qq PP,qq
= Z (07 01" — 0107 " ) hpp1 hyqn
P#q; p,g<l
Pp_qq PP,qq
(3.20) +2 E (0770 = 010" ) hppihgqn
p<lg>l1
pp_qq PP,qq
+ Z (070" — 010" ) hyppr g
PFq; p,q>1
=11+ 15+ T;.

By direct calculation and Newton’s inequality, for p # ¢, we obtain (see [12,

(4.22)])
(3.21) o 0! — 010" = i (rlpq) — o1(K|pg)or-a(k|pg) > 0.
Thus, for the term 77 in (3.20]), we have
T =- Z U?—l(ﬁlpq)’hpplhqql‘-
P#q; P,g<!

For p # q and p,q < I, since kp, kg = K = 0k1, K141 < 8'ky and k; > 0 for
all 7, then

C”l"'/{l-ﬁ-l < C”H—l K1+ K| < Cé/afp

_1(Kr <
o] 1( ’IJQ) X Fophiq X g K X 5

Similarly, we have
0510.‘1‘1
o1-1(klpg) < Tl

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small,

Co'\? eotP gl
alz_l(/f\pq) < <T> gfpg;lq < %

It then follows that

€ €
(3.22) T > 9 Z |07 R | - 0] hgq1| = "9 Z(Ufphppl)z'

P#q; p,q<l p<l

For the terms T and T3 in (3.20), using (3:2I) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality,

+T3>2 -2 Z 07 0| hppthgr| — Z 07" 0 | hppihgqr |

(3 23) p<lg>l1 P#£q; p,q>1
) s _ ¢ PPp, 2 c PPp )2
Z 73 Z(Uz pp1)” — = Z(Uz pp1)”

p<l p>l

Substituting ([3.22]) and (3:23]) into ([3.20]), we obtain the claim (B.19)).
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Combining (3.1I8) and (3.19),
h
(1- 5)% <(1—¢) Jk2 (Ufphpplf
(3.24) .

g qqh 1h 1 CO’k
< - k pr__ 14 + P) Z(O‘fphppl)2 +C/€1

K1 6/@101 ool

Since x; > 0 for all ¢ and ;41 < 0'k1, we have

ok k10p! + o (K1)
- 11 > 1
/ildk /ﬁO‘k
and
11
K10 o1(k|1 Cky- K Ck
MO g ((K]1) > 22l 2L S oy
o] (o] K1-- K] K1

Thus, at the expense of decreasing ', we obtain

2
(1— g)Uk(Ul ?hin —(1— {_:)‘Tii1 Ok <51‘7111> 2

529 W ol o)
' / 2‘71?}1%11 Uk h111
2(1—5)(1—05)722(1—25) 5
K1 K1

On the other hand, using k; > dky and k; > 0 for all ¢, for p > [, we have
pp ...
o Clﬁll -1 _ C < C

X X ¢ -
g K1 K] K (5/4,1

This implies

Cop, pp c o’ ’ thppl thppl
(3.26) : Z o ) == (E < Z

p>1

Since k41 < §'k1 and k; > 0 for all 4, then for | < p <k,

o o Céki- K
Tk < 2k < b <odotr
K1 Kp Kp

For p > k,
o _ 0oy
— <
K1 R

So Z—’; < 05’0?) for p > [. It then follows that

(327) pp il pp
€02 Z £d? = K3

Combining (3:26]) and (B:ZZD, and using k1 — R; < k1 + 1 for i > 1, at the
expense of decreasing &', we see that

Coy, o e o hl
3.28 1P hpp1)? AN P
( ) 6/*%10“2 g 1) ; ’f% h ;; w1(k1 — Rp)’

< C/il o REp—1 < C(S/O'Zp.

N
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assuming without loss of generality that x; > 1. Substituting (3:25]) and

B28)) into ([B:24)), we obtain

11,2 PP,qq PPy 2
atlh o.M hpprhgq ), Mgy
(1 - 2) k 2111 <%k pplltgql 22 ( ppl ) + Ok,
K7 K1 =1 KR1(K1 Rp
as required. O

Lemma 3.4. For § € (0,%) and 1 <1 < k—1, there exists a uniform
constant &' and C depending on 0 such that if k; > 0k1 and ki1 < 8k,
then k1 < C.

Proof. Combining Lemma [3.1], and [3.3] we obtain
11h2 A B
k1
Using (B.11)), we have

1112

oith

2RI o g2l (01, X)? 2 2%}
1

It then follows that
A 3
0> (5 —-C - 05A2> ol'h? — Cry — CA.
Using (B13)), we have

0> (i — Co — 00€A2> Rl — C()A,

Co
for some uniform constant Cy. Choosing A = 2C02 + Cp and € = %, we
obtain k1 < C, as required. O

We now complete the proof of Theorem [Tl Set §; = %, By Lemma [3.4],
there exists do such that if ko < dg9kq, then k1 < C. If ko > d9kq, using
Lemma [B.4] again, there exists 03 such that if k3 < d3k1, then k1 < C.
Repeating the above argument, we obtain k1 < C or ki > Jdik1. In the
latter case, since k1 = kg = -+ = K > 0k and k; > 0 for all 7, then

SFRl < ky--omp <op=f <O,

which implies k1 < C, as required. U
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