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THE NEUMANN PROBLEM OF HESSIAN QUOTIENT
EQUATIONS
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain some important inequalities of Hessian quo-
tient operators, and global C? estimates of the Neumann problem of Hessian quo-
tient equations. By the method of continuity, we establish the existence theorem
of k-admissible solutions of the Neumann problem of Hessian quotient equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the k-admissible solution of the Neumann problem of
Hessian quotient equations

op(D?u) ,
1.1 — = QCR"
(1.1) s = f@. i QcR
where 0 <[ <k <n, and forany k=1,--- ,n,
or(D*u) = op(A(D?u)) = > Ais iy A

1<41 <o < <ip<n

with A(D?u) = (A1, -+, \,) be the eigenvalues of D?*u. We also set oy = 1. Recall
that the Garding’s cone is defined as

Iy ={AeR":0;(\) >0,V1 <i<k}.

If \(D?u) € Ty for any x € , then the equation (IL.T]) is elliptic (see [12]), and we
say u is a k-admissible solution of (IT).

If I =0, (LI) is known as the k-Hessian equation. In particular, (1)) is the
Laplace equation if £ = 1,1 = 0, and the Monge-Ampere equation if £ = n,l = 0.
Hessian quotient equations are a more general form of k-Hessian equations, which
appear naturally in classical geometry, conformal geometry and Kahler geometry,
etc.
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For the Dirichlet problem of elliptic equaions in R", many results are known. For
example, the Dirichlet problem of Laplace equation was studied in [5], Caffarelli-
Nirenberg-Spruck [1] and Ivochkina [§] solved the Dirichlet problem of the Monge-
Ampere equation, and Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [2] solved the Dirichlet problem
of the k-Hessian equation. For the general Hessian quotient equation, the Dirichlet
problem was solved by Trudinger in [24].

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 [5]. Also, we can
see the recent book written by Lieberman [13] for the Neumann or oblique derivative
problem of linear and quasilinear elliptic equations. In 1986, Lions-Trudinger-Urbas
solved the Neumann problem of Monge-Ampere equation in the celebrated paper
[16]. For related results on the Neumann or oblique derivative problem for some class
fully nonlinear elliptic equations can be found in Urbas [25] and [26]. For the the
Neumann problem of k-Hessian equations, Trudinger [23] established the existence
theorem when the domain is a ball, and he conjectured (in [23], page 305) that one
could solve the problem in sufficiently smooth strictly convex domains. Recently,
Ma-Qiu [I7] gave a positive answer to this problem and solved the the Neumann
problem of k-Hessian equations in strictly convex domains.

Naturally, we want to know how about the Neumann problem of Hessian quotient
equations. In this paper, we establish global C? estimates of the Neumann problem
of Hessian quotient equations and obtain the existence theorem as follows,

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Q C R" is a C* convex and strictly (k — 1)-convex
domain, 0 < | < k < n, v is the outer unit normal vector of 9Q, f € C*(Q) is a
positive function and o € C3(0Y). Then there exists a unique k-admissible solution
u € C*%(Q) of the Neumann problem of Hessian quotient equation

g 2u -
(12) JIZ((£2u)) = f(I)a in S,
u, = —u~+ p(x), on OS.

Remark 1.2. The C? domain Q C R" is convex, that is, x;(z) > 0 for any = € 99

and i =1,---,n — 1, or equivalently, x(z) = (k1,-- -, kn_1) € ['n_y for any = € 09,
where k(x) = (K1, -+, kn_1) denote the principal curvatures of 92 with respect to
its inner normal. Similarly, € is strictly (k — 1)-convex, in the sense of k(x) =
(K1, ,Kp_1) € ['y_y for any =z € 9. For simplify, a domain is called strictly

convex if it is strictly (n — 1)-convex.

Following the idea in [20], we can obtain the existence theorem of the classical
Neumann problem of Hessian quotient equations

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Q C R™ is a C* strictly convex domain, 0 <1 <k <n,
v is the outer unit normal vector of 9Q, f € C?*(Q) is a positive function and
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© € C3(09Q). Then there exists a unique constant c, such that the Neumann problem
of the Hessian quotient equation

op(D%u) .
(13) U];(D2u) - f(.ﬁlf), m Qv
u, = c+ p(x), on 0,

has k-admissible solutions u € C**(Q), which are unique up to a constant.

Remark 1.4. For the classical Neumann problem of Hessian quotient equations (.3)),
it is easy to know that a solution plus any constant is still a solution. So we cannot
obtain a uniform bound for the solutions of (L3), and cannot use the method of
continuity directly to get the existence. As in Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [16] and Qiu-
Xia [20], we consider the k-admissible solution u® of the equation

o 2us .
(1.4) o = f(x), in €,
(ue),, = —cut + <,0(:13), on 09,

for any small € > 0. We need to establish a priori estimates of u° independent of
e, and the strict convexity of 2 plays an important role. By letting ¢ — 0 and a
perturbation argument, we can obtain a solution of (L3]). The uniqueness holds
from the maximum principle and Hopf Lemma.

Remark 1.5. In the recent papers [9] [10], Jiang and Trudinger studied the general
oblique boundary value problems for augmented Hessian equations with some regular
conditions and some concavity conditions. But here, the problems ([.2]) and (L3
do not satisfy the strictly regular condition and the uniform concavity condition.

Remark 1.6. As we all know, the Dirichlet problems of Hessian and Hessian quotient
equations are solved in strictly (k— 1)-convex domains. For the Neumann problems,
we also want to know the existence results in strictly (k — 1)-convex but not convex
domains. A special case, that is

{ op(D?u) = f(x), in QCR"

(1.5) U, = —u, on 0f2,

is solvable in strictly (k — 1)-convex domains, and see [19] for the proof. For general
cases, the problem is open.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some prop-
erties of the lementary symmetric function o, and establish some key inequalities
of Hessian quotient operators. Following the idea of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [16] and
Ma-Qiu [17], we establish the C°, C' and C? estimates for the Neumann problem of
Hessian quotient equations in Section 3, Section 4, Section 5, respectively. At last,
we prove Theorem [[LT] and Theorem [[L3] in Section 6.
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2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we give some basic properties of elementary symmetric functions,
which could be found in [12], and establish some key inequalities of Hessian quotient
operators.

2.1. Basic properties of elementary symmetric functions. First, we denote
by o (A ]i) the symmetric function with \; = 0 and o (A |ij) the symmetric function

Proposition 2.1. Let A= (Ay,...,\,) €ER" and k=1,--- ,n, then
ok (N) = ox (A1) + Niog—1(A|i), V1<i<n,
> Noe(Ai) = ko (M),

Z or(Ai) = (n — k)op(N).

We also denote by o (W |i) the symmetric function with W deleting the i-row
and i-column and oy (W |ij) the symmetric function with W deleting the i, j-rows
and ¢, j-columns. Then we have the following identities.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose W = (W,;) is diagonal, and m is a positive integer, then

9o, (W) _ {am_l(wu), ifi =7,

oW, 0, if i # 7.
Recall that the Garding’s cone is defined as
(2.1) Iy ={AeR":0;(\) >0,V1 <i <k},

Proposition 2.3. Let A € Ty and k € {1,2,--- ,n}. Suppose that
AL 2 2N > 2 Ay,
then we have
(2.2) ok—1(An) > o1 (AIn —1) > - > o1 (A|k) > -+ > o1 (A1) > 0;

(2.3) M > >0 >0, op(A) < CRAL-- N

(2.4) )\107@—1()\|1) Z %O’k()\),

k _ n!
where C) = PlcmE

Proof. All the properties are well known. For example, see [12] or [7] for a proof of

22), [11] for 23), and [4] or [6] for ([2:4]). O
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The generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality is as follows, which will be used
all the time.

Proposition 2.4. For A€ l'y andk >1>0,r>s>0,k>r, [ > s, we have

s Fam . FAMKX

Proof. See [22]. O

2.2. Key Lemmas. In the establishment of the a priori estimates, the following
inequalities of Hessian quotient operators play an important role.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose A = (A1, Ag, -+, A\y) € I, k> 1, and \y < 0. Then we have
(2.6) omA\1) > on(N), ¥ m=0,1,-- k.

Moreover, we have

2N pk—1 1 2

oM T kn—ln—k+14& 0\

(2.7) vV 0<i<k

1

Proof. Firstly, we can easily get

Tm(N) = Tm(A1) + Mom1 (A1) < om(A1),

so (2.6]) holds.
Directly calculations yield
n [Uk()‘)] n . .
).y ok-1(A[1)01(A) = or(A)ar-1(Al4)
i—1 8)\2 im1 O'l(>\)2
:(n —k+1org1(N)a(A) — (n =1+ 1)og(N)or_1(N)
o1(A)?
(2.8) <(n—-k+ 1)M

o(N)?
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hence we can get

%] _ oI — oMo (A1)
N (V)2
o (A)a(A1) — o (ADor (L)
O'l()\)z

>(1— ln— k:)ak_l()\|1)al()\|1)
kn—1 a(N)?
nk—1lox_1(N)o(N)
“kn—1 o(\)?
ok (N)

>ﬁk—l 1 = a[ol(x)]
_kn—ln—k+1i:1 oN

(2.9)

Lemma 2.6. Suppose A = {a;;}nxn satisfies
(210) an < O, {aij}2§i,j§n 18 diCLQO’ﬂCLl,

and N(A) € T'y, with k > 1. Then we have

(28] k-1 2]

2.11 L L V 0<Il<k
(2.11) Oaq kn—ln—k+lz Oay; S
and

(2.12) i e k_li(— Y 0<l<k

' day = K I ’ =io

Proof. See Lemma 3.9 in [3] for the proof of (2.11]).
To prove (212), we assume that A = (A, Ay, -, \,) are the eigenvalues of A,
and Ay > Ay > -+ > \,. It is easy to know that A\, < a;; < 0. Direct calculation
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yields
n Uk(A) n Uk(A)
Za[olm)] Ak (n—k+1)2 1N
— Oai; p o\ k (N
k—1 Arce o1 (AL, - D)
> - k41
k) Coh -\
—1 1
= (n—k—i—l)aak 1— 1()\|1, ,l)
k
:TE[ Z Trit (ML, 1, 5) + o1 (A1, -~-,l,n)]
n =41
k—11
ZT@ k—l—l()\‘lv"' 7lun)
E—11 k=11 L
(2.13) 275(—%)’“ =1 > T—l(—an)’“ =1

Hence (ZI2) holds.
U

Lemma 2.7. Suppose A = (A, Ao, \,) € Ty, B > 2, and Ny > -+ > N\, If
A >0, A\, <0, Ay >0X, and —\,, > e\ for small positive constants 6 and e, then
we have

(2.14) om(A|1) >coam()\), V. m=0,1,---,k—1,
where co = min{ 5~ 2)5(1 Ty 4(n 1 }. Moreover, we have

8[01@0\)] n 8[%()\ ]
2.15 N> v 0<i<k
where ¢; = %k—é CISH.

Proof. The idea of proof of (2.14) is from [17], and we produce the proof here.
For m = 0, (2I4)) holds directly. In the following, we assume 1 < m < k — 1.
Firstly, if Ay > Ay, we have from (2.4))

(216) )\10'm_1(>\‘1n) Z

- —on(Aln).
If \i < Ao, we have
)\10’m_1()\|1n) 2)\10m_1()\|2n) 2 5)\20m_1()\|2n)
(2.17) > 5 (Aln).
n—1
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Hence from (2.16]) and (2.I7), it holds
(—An)Om—1(A|In) >eXi0,,-1(A|1n)

m
>
_55n — 1am()\|n)
m
. > .
(2.18) o0 0u(\)
Let
€d
2.1 =
(2.19) f 2(n — 2)

We divide into two cases to prove (ZI4).
¢ Case 1: 0,,(A[1) > 0(—=A\n)om—1(A|1n).
In this case, we can get directly from (ZIS])

(A1) =0(—A)om_1 (A|1n)

>b0 ()
e26%m e26?
(2.20) -0 2 sy oW

¢ Case 2: 0,,(A]1) < 0(=A\,)om—1(A|1n).
In this case, we have

(m + 1)om1 (A1) Z)\ TmAN17) = Ai[om (A1) = X1 (A 19)]

1=2
n

—Z)\am A1) — )\am L(A|14)

< Z Xiom(A[1) = A1 (A|1n)

<(n = 2)Aaom (A1) — A2am_i (A|1n)

9
L - )Ale(—An)am_l(Mln) FedMom_ 1 (A[1n)
E
From (2.18)), we can get
25
(2.22) (m + Do (A1) < =22 o (V)

2 n—1
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then
(A1) _Omi1(A) —>\0m+1(>\|1) - _UmJ;\l(Ml)
1 1
) m )
2.2 > .
(2:23) *smrnn—10WN 2 o™

Hence (2.14]) holds.

From (2.9) and the generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality, we can get

A2 _ors M)A — oV (A1)
N ()2
o (A)a(A1) — o (ADor (L)
a1(N)?
S0 = Ln= ko Qe

Rl a1(\)?
nk— lc2 r—1(N)a(N)
“kn—1°  o())?2
ok ()

ﬁk—l 6(2) - a[ol()\)]
“kn—-In—-k+1 — o\

(2.24)

O

Remark 2.8. These lemmas play an important role in the establishment of a priori
estimates. Precisely, Lemma is the key of the gradient estimates in Section 4,
including the interior gradient estimate and the near boundary gradient estimate.
Lemmas and Lemma [2.7 are the keys of the lower and upper estimates of double
normal second order derivatives on the boundary in Section 5, respectively.

3. CY ESTIMATE

The C° estimate is easy. For completeness, we produce a proof here following the
idea of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [16] and Ma-Qiu [17].

Theorem 3.1. Suppose Q C R" is a C* bounded domain, f € C%(Q) is a positive
function, ¢ € C°(00Q) and u € C*(Q)NC(Q) is the k-admissible solution of Hessian
quotient equation (L2l), then we have

(3.1) sup [u| < M,
Q

where My depends on n, k, I, diam(£2), r%%x\(p\ and sup f.
Q
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Proof. Firstly, since u is subharmonic, the maximum of « is attained at some bound-
ary point zo € 0. Then we can get

(3.2) 0 < wuy(zg) = —u(xo) + w(z0)-
Hence
(3.3) max u = u(zg) < (xg) < max lo]-

For a fixed point z; € 2, and a constant A = %[g—lg supq f] kl*l, we have
or(D?*u or(D?*(Alx — x1)?
(D) s D =)
o(D?u) Q o(D?(Alz — 21]?))
By the comparison principle, we know u — A|z — x1|? attains its minimum at some
boundary point x5 € 0€2. Then
0>(u— Alr — 21*),(z2) = uy(22) — 24(29 — 1) - V/
= —u(z2) + p(22) — 2A(x2 — 1) "V
(3.5) > —u(xy) — max || — 2Adiam(€2).

(3.4)

Hence
mﬂinu > mﬂm(u — Az — 21} =u(xy) — Alzy — 212

(3.6) > — max || — 2Adiam () — Adiam(Q)>.

Here, following the proof of Theorem [3.1], we can easily obtain

Theorem 3.2. Suppose 2 C R™ is a C* bounded domain, f € C%(Q) is a positive
function, p € C°(OQ) and u¢ € C*(Q) N CYQ) is the k-admissible solution of the
Hessian quotient equation (IL4]) with € € (0,1), then we have

(3.7) sup |eu®| < My,
Q
where My depends on n, k, 1, diam(Q), I%%X|(p| and sup f.
0

4. GLOBAL GRADIENT ESTIMATE

In this section, we prove the global gradient estimate, involving the interior gra-
dient estimate and the near boundary gradient estimate. To state our theorems, we
denote d(x) = dist(x, 09), and Q, = {x € Q|d(x) < p} where p is a small positive
universal constant depending only on . In Subsection 4.1, we give the interior
gradient estimate in Q \ Q,, and in Subsection 4.2 we establish the near boundary
gradient estimate in ,, following the idea of Ma-Qiu-Xu [I§] and Ma-Qiu [17].
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4.1. Interior gradient estimate. The interior gradient estimate is established in
[3] as follows

Theorem 4.1. Suppose u € C3(B,(0)) is a k-admissible solution to the Hessian
quotient equation

or(D*u)
4.1 —_— = D B R"
with f(x,u, Du) > 0 in B.(0) and f(z,u,p) € C'(B,(0) x R x R"). Then
géég)u E—l+ k—L
: <co(Z 2D B
(4.2) Du(0)] < € (P2 + [gse ] + [gse u] T ).

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, k, | and |D.f|co, |Dufl|co,
|Dpf|00-
Hence we can get the interior gradient estimate in Q \ €, directly.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose Q C R" is a bounded domain, f € C*(Q) is a positive

function and u € C3(Q) is a k-admissible solution of Hessian quotient equation
(L), then we have

(4.3) sup |Du| < My,
0\Qu

where My depends on n, k, , 1, |u|co and | D, f|co.
4.2. Near boundary gradient estimate.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose @ C R" is a C? bounded domain, f € CH(Q) is a positive
function, ¢ € C3(0Q) and u € C3(Q) N C?*(Q) is the k-admissible solution of the
Hessian quotient equation (LL2)), then we have

(4.4) sup | Du| < max{M;, M},
Qpu

where My depends on n, k, I, u, My and |Df|co, and ]\Afl depends onn, k, I, u, €,
My, sup f, |Dflco and [@lcs.
Proof. The proof follows the idea of Ma-Qiu-Xu [I§] and Ma-Qiu [17].

Since € is a C® domain, it is well known that there exists a small positive universal
constant 0 < p < 55 such that d(z) € C*(€Q,). Asin Simon-Spruck [21] or Lieberman
[13] (in page 331), we can extend v by v = —Dd in 2, and thus v is a C*(€2,,) vector
field. As mentioned in the book [13], we also have the following formulas

(4.5) |Dv| + |D*v| < Cy, in Q,,

(4.6) ZuiDjui =0, Zl/Dﬂ/j =0, |v|=1, in Q
i=1 i=1
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where Cy depends only on n and Q. As in [13], we define
(4.7) M =5; v, in Q,

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

(4.8) |(Du)'|? Z cHusuj, and |Dul* = |(Du)|* + uZ

i,j=1
We consider the auxiliary function
(4.9) G(z) = log|Dw|* + h(u) + g(d),
where

w(z) = (1 —d)u+ p(z)d(z),
h(u) = log(l + My — u),

(d) =
1

with ap > 0 to be determined later. Note that here ¢ € C3(f) is a extension with
universal C*® norms.

It is easy to know G(z) is well-defined in Q,. Then we assume that G(z) attains
its maximum at a point ¥y € €. If we have | Du|(z0) < 10n{|@|c1(q) + supg |ul],
then we can get directly

Q

|Dw — dDy + (p — u)Dd|?
(1—d)?

<2[suplog |Dwl? + (|¢lcre) + Sup [ul)?]
m

sup log | Du|? = sgp log
I

"

<2log [ D P(ao) + sup ()] + sup lg(a)] + (Il +sup
<2[log | Dul*(x¢) +log(1 + 2Mp) + ag + 2(|pler() + SUP Jul)?]

(4.10) <2[log(1 + 2My) + ap + (10n + 2)(|@|c1() + sup |u|)? ]

So (4.4) holds.

Hence, we can assume |Du|(xg) > 10n[|p|c1(q) + supg |u|] in the following. Then
we have

1
(4.11) 5|Du|2 < |Dw|? < 2|Dul?,

where we used w; = (1 — d)u; + p;d + (¢ — u)d;. Now we divide into three cases to
complete the proof of Theorem
¢ CASE I: 2y € 09, N Q.
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Then zy € Q\ €, and we can use the interior gradient estimate, that is from
Theorem [4.2],

(4.12) | Dul(xo) < sup |Du| < My,
0\

then we can prove (A4]) by a calculation similar with (ZI0).
¢ CASE II: 2y € 09.
At xg, we have d = 0, and

(|Dw|?);v
41 < )=
(4.13) 0=G | Dw|?

+hu, — ¢
We know from (8]
|Dw|? = [(Dw)'|* + w;, = Pwyw, + wy,

and by the Neumann boundary condition, we can get

=(1—d)u, + [u—¢] + p,d = 0.
Hence

(IDwf?)v" = wpw, + 2" wpw, + 2w, Diw, V'
= wywer’ + 27 uy; + (¢p — up)d; + (pi — w;)dy + (0 — u)dijlwgr’

(4.14) <Oy |Dw]? + 2P uywar + Cof| Dw| + | Dwl?,
where C; = > | Dt o and Cy = 2 Z || o [2| D] oo + ([ o] oo + ] 0o) || D2d| co +4].
Also by the fi?eumann boundary condltlon we can get

1 Dy(ut') = "Dyl —u + ¢,
SO

Pyt = =P, + P —uy, + o).

Hence
(4.15) 2w’ = =2 uwr, + P —u, + @p)wy < Cs[|Dw| + |Dwl?],
where C3 = 42 || o [|D?d|co + |Dp|co + 1]. From @I3), @I4) and EIH), we
get

Cg+03 —u+
| Dw| 1+ My—u

(416) 0 S GV S Cl+CQ+C3+ — Q.

We choose

(417) (7)) :Cl+02+03+|u|00—|— |Q0|CO+1,
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then
(4.18) |Dw| < Cy + Cs.

So we can prove ([A4) by a calculation similar with (£I0), or xy cannot be at the
boundary 02 by a contradiction discussion.

¢ CASE III: zy € Q,.

At xg, we have 0 < d < pu, and by rotating the coordinate eq,--- ,e,, we can
assume
(4.19) wi(xg) = |Dwl|(xo) >0, {uij(xo)}o<ij<n is diagonal.

In the following, we denote A = (Ao, -+, An) = (ua(%0), -+ , Unn(20)), and all the
calculations are at xy. So from the definition of w, we know w; = (1 — d)u; + [p —
uld; + ¢;d, and by [EI9) we get

wy — [ — uldy — p1d
4.2 pr—
(4.20) % 1—d

_[90 - U]di — @id
1—-d ’

By the assumption |Du|(zo) > 10n[|p|c1q) + supg |u|], we know for 7 > 2

> 0,

(4.21) w; = i>2.

ol + Jul + @il 1

(122 ju < P < 2| Du(a),

hence

(4.23) w = || Duf - éiﬂ > %|Du| > iwl.
Also we have at xq,

(4.24) 0=G; = % + hu; + apd;,

hence

(4.95) 2;”11 — _[Wui + aod).

From the definition of w, we know

wy; =(1 — d)uy; + [p — u]dy; + @ud
(4.26) + (o1 — wild; + [pi — wildy.
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So we have

w11 [QO — u]d11 + Q011d + Q[Qpl — ul]dl

nETT T 1—d
:—[h’ul + apdy]wy B [0 — u]dir + p11d + 2[p1 — uy]dy
2(1—d) 1-d
—h' QoW (lo] + [u)|drs| + o11] + 2|1 2uy
<"
Sya—a"" Taa—a "t 1-d TaZa
_h/
4.2 < <= P
420 =qa—gm S ~pa oy ™ <0

where we have assumed w; > 8(1+2M)[ap+8+ (|¢|co + |[u|co )| D?d|co + | D?*plco +

2|Dg|co] ( otherwise there is nothing to prove). Moreover, for i = 1,--- ,n, we can
get
‘u1i| :‘ W14 B [QO — u]dh —+ (Plid—F [301 — ul]dl —+ [QOZ' — ul]dl |
1—-d 1—d
_‘ —[h’ui -+ Oé(]di]wl _ [QO — u]dh + QOlZd + [301 — ul]dl + [(,02 — ul]dl |
B 2(1 —d) 1—d

(4.28) <Cyqw?.

Denote

2 N op(D?u) i OF
F(Du) = (Do)’ and FY = sy

Then we have

(|IDw]?)y;  (|Dw]?); (|Dw]?);
Gy = | Dw|? "o | Dw)|? |Dw\2j + Py + Wi + aodg,
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and
n N Fij(‘Dw|2),, --(\Dw|2)-(|Dw\2)-
0> Fig, = L 2WDG g Z :
_; j | Dw|? |Dw|?>  |Dw|?
+ FY [ wi; + W + aodyy)
2F9 wpiwy; + wijwy; + wiwy)
o FZJ 2w1, 2w1]
= w% w; Wy
+ F9h ui; + ' uuj + oodsg)
2F 9wy 1 2wy, 2
Pl L ANy 2y et Ul VR [Puij + huju; + agd;j)
w1y 2 wyp Wy
)] i 1 ..
=2 N PR, + aodi][Wu; + aod,)]
w1 2
+ (k= D f 4+ F9[W uuj + aody)
2F Uy, ; y 1 1
(4.29) 2% + FU[(0 = 5h)uiu; — aoh'diu; + aodi; — Saodid;).

It is easy to know

g 1 1
FU[(h” — §h'2)uiuj — Oéoh/diu]' + Oéodij — §Oéodidj]

1
> [F"u? -2 Fluu;
=2(1+ 2Mp) Z' |
— aph'| Du| Z F — a(|D?d) + 1) Z F
=1 =1
1
4.30 > —-C F'— 5y FP

From the definition of w, we know

wij1 =(1 — d)ugy + [ — uldiji + pijid
+ [pij — wijldi + [pa — winld; + [pj1 — ujnld;
(4.31) + [ — wildy; + [o1 — wildi; + [@; — ujldin,
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SO

QFL# :wil[u ) Fuiy — dy Py — 2Fud,]
4 wilFij[(go )i+ pind + pigdy + 2nds + 25 — ws)dis + (91 — u1)ds]
2 Z "
w_l[(l —d)fi — (k= Ddif — 2F7und;] —

(4.32)

ZF“ n
>———C’6wle“ i: —CGZF“

i=1
From (£.29), (430) and (IBQD, we get

0> En: F9Gy;

ij=1
1 L L
> b wd (o CoJun 3P = (G54 C)
i=1 i=1
Fii
Cs Z
(4.33) — = —Cg=
w1 wy
From Lemma [2.6] we know
(4.34) F'">¢ ) F"
where ¢y = %%}m Moreover,
4.35 Fit > eo(—u 1 > 2Nk—I—1
( ) Z — 03( ull) - 03[16(1 + 2M0)w1]

where c3 = kT . Then we can get from ([33)), (£34) and (Z35)
w1 (l’o) §C7
So we can prove (L4 by a calculation similar with ([£.I0]). O

As discussed in Remark [[.4], we need to consider the equation (4] to prove
Theorem [L.3] It is crucial to establish a global gradient estimate of u® independent
of €, and we need the strict convexity of 2. Following the idea of [20], we can easily
obtain
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose Q C R" is a C? strictly conver domain, f € CQ) is a
positive function, p € C3(9Q) and u® € C3(Q) N C*(Q) is the k-admissible solution
of Hessian quotient equation (L4) with ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, then we have

(4.36) sup | Duf| < My,
Q
and
1 -
(4.37) sup |u® — — [ u°| < My,
Q 9] Jo

where My depends onn, k, I, Q, | fler and |p|cs.

5. GLOBAL SECOND DERIVATIVES ESTIMATE

We now come to the a priori estimates of global second derivatives, and we obtain
the following theorem

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that @ C R" is a C* convex and strictly (k — 1)-convez
domain, f € C*(Q) is a positive function, p € C3(0Q) and u € CHQ) N C3(Q) is
the k-admissible solution of Hessian quotient equation (L2)), then we have

(5.1) sup | D*u| < Ms,
Q

where My depends on n, k, 1, Q, |u|c1, inf f, |f|c2 and |¢|cs.

Following the idea of Lions-Trudinger-Urbas [16] and Ma-Qiu [17], we divide the
proof of Theorem [B.1] into three steps. In step one, we reduce global second deriva-
tives to double normal second derivatives on boundary, then we prove the lower
estimate of double normal second derivatives on the boundary in step two, and at
last we prove the upper estimate of double normal second derivatives on the bound-
ary.

5.1. Reduce global second derivatives to double normal second derivatives

on the boundary.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that Q C R™ is a C4_00m/ex domain, f € C?(Q) is a positive
function, p € C?(0Q) and u € CHQ)NC3(Q) is the k-admissible solution of Hessian
quotient equation (L2l), then we have

(5.2) sup | D*u| < Co(1 + max |u,,|),
Q 0N

where Cy depends on n, k, I, Q, |ulcr, inf f, |f|lcz and |p|cs.
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Proof. Since € is a C* domain, it is well known that there exists a small positive
universal constant 0 < p < 15 such that d(z) € C*(Q,) and v = —Dd on 9Q. We

define d € C*(Q) such that d = d in Q,, and denote

v=—Dd, in €.

In fact, v is a C3(Q) extension of the outer unit normal vector field on 5.
We assume 0 € €2, and consider the function

(5-3) (@, &) = uge —v'(2, &) + Kla|* + [ Duf?,

where v'(z, &) = 2(€ - v)¢(Dp — Du — wDV') = dluy + b, & =& — (£ v)v, al =
—2(§-v)(€ - DV) = 2(¢-v)(§), b=2(§ - v)(¢ - Dy), and

Ct oy 1 1 1
K =[] [ID(£550) oo + lalleol D(F#)ln + 21D(f 7)ol Dules

+ |Dal|co” + | D2 |co| Dulco + | D2b|co.

Denote

or(D?u)
o (D?u)

OF
8u,~ j '

B

F(D*u) |77, and FY =

—
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For any fixed ¢ € S"~1, we have
n n
FUUU = Z F”uij& — Z F” [aluijl + 2Dialuﬂ -+ Dijalul —+ blj]
ij=1 ij=1

i=1 ij=1

i
§

=(f*1)ee — FPMuyjee — ol (F571), — ZF” [2Dia'uj + Dija'u; + by

ij=1

+ 2K F 4 2(f5 )y + 2 Z Filuug,

=1 ij=1

Z(f%)gg—al(f% I—ZF” D;a'Dja' + Dyja‘u; + by

ij=1

+ 2K F 4 o7 )y
=1

>(f7 1) — al(f71), — 2| D(f77)|| Dul

+ 2K — |Dd'|> — | D?d!|| Du| — | D?b|] Z Fi

>(fF1)ge — a'(f71); — 2| D(f77)|| Dyl

Ck 1
+ [2K — |Dd'|* — |D*a'|| Du| — | D?b]] - [Cl |
>0,
where we have used
(5.4) 2 Z ﬁijD,aluﬂ < Z ﬁijukiukj + Z ﬁijDialeal.
iy=1 ij=1 ij=1

So max v(x, &) attains at a point on 0N2. Hence max v(z,§) attains at some point
Qxsrn—1

xo € 0 and some direction & € S* 1.

Case a: & is tangential to 0€) at x.

We directly have & - v = 0, v'(x0, &) = 0, and ugyg, (x9) > 0. In the following, the
calculations are at the point xg and £ = &.
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From the boundary condition, we have
upv' =[c? + vy,
=c[D;(V'u;) — Djviuy) + v vty
(5.5) = — U + 1 Djp — dlu DVt 4+ vivivty.
So it follows that
u”pul =[c" + I/pl/q]uliql/l
=P [Dq(uuul) — UliDql/l] + l/pz/quliqz/l
=P D, (—c"uj + 7 Djp — u Dyt + vivivtug,)
(5.6) — Py Dyt + VP,
then we obtain
n
i !
Ugogor = Z g(l]g(l])ulipy
ipl=1
n
= Z 8o [ Dy(—c?uj + " Djp — CUUleVl + VZV]VZUU)
ip=1

— cpquliDqu + I/pl/quuliq]
n
— i cq ij ij ij U i)l !
= E &0 Dy(—c?uj + " D — cwu D' + v'vviwgy) — w Dgv']
i=1

== fé{g[cijujq - chijuj] + §é§qu(ciijg0)
— &80 Dy D' Yy — E5€8ug Djv' + €3 DVt — ExEuig Dit/!
(57) S — Ugggo — 2£6UI§ODZ'VI + C10 + C'10|Du| + Clo\u,,,,|.

We assume &, = e;, it is easy to get the bound for uy;(zg) for ¢ > 1 from the
maximum of v(z,§) in the & direction. In fact, we can assume £(t) = (1#/?0)

Then we have

dv(xg, &(t))

O=—" o
dgt , dv’
=2u;; (o) £dit) li=0&” (0) — Wh:o
(5.8) =2u12(20) — 2V2(D1<P —ui — UlDlVl)a

SO

(5.9) |uia(zo)| = |1/2(D1g0 — U — ulDlul)| < Ch + C11|Dul.



22 CHUANQIANG CHEN!, DEKAI ZHANG?

Similarly, we have for all ¢ > 1,
(5.10) luii(xo)| < Chy + Ci1|Dul.
so by {D;v'} > 0, we have

Ugogor < — Ugogy — D11/ ttgeg, + Cra(1+ [ ])
(5.11) < — ugygy + Cra(1+ |uw|)
On the other hand, we have from the Hopf lemma, and (5.1,

0 <uv,(wo, &o)

=Ugoeor — a‘uy, — Dyalu; — b, + 2K (z - v)

(5.12) < — Ugpe + C12(1 + |UW|) + Ci3.
Then we get

(5.13) Ugogo (T0) < (Crz2 + Ci3) (1 + |uwl),
and

IN

—1
n—1) max ug(z)

(
(n — 1] max v(z,§) + Cua] = (n = 1)[v(z0, &) + Cid]
(

n = 1)[uge, (o) + 2C14]
(5.14) Cis(1 4+ [up|).

Case b: & is non-tangential.

We can directly have & - v # 0. We can find a tangential vector 7, such that
S=ar+ By, witha=§ -7>0,=§ -v#0,a?+32=1and 7-v=0. Then
we have

nax |ug ()]

IN

IN A

Ugoo (ZL’Q) :Oé2u7-7(1130) + 52'“1/1/(3:0) + 20(51%—,,(1’())

(5.15) =0t (20) + B2 (20) + 2(& - v)[&0 — (&0 - v)V][Dyp — Du — w Do/,
hence

(5.16) v(wg, &) = ®v(x0,T) + B0(0, V).

From the definition of v(xg, &), we know

(5.17) v(@o, &) = v(wo, V),

and

(5.18) Ugoeo (T0) < v(x0,&o) + Cra = v(z0, ) + Cra < |upy| + 2C14.

Similarly as (5.14), we can prove (5.2)). O
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5.2. Lower estimate of double normal second derivatives on boundary.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that @ C R" is a C3 convex and strictly (k — 1)-convez
domain, f € C?(Q) is a positive function, p € C3(ON) and v € C3(Q) N C*(Q) is
the k-admissible solution of Hessian quotient equation (L2), then we have

1 1 > —
(5.19) min u,, > —Cs,
where Chs is a positive constants depending on n, k,l, Q, |u|ct, inf f, |f|c2 and
lples.
To prove Lemma and Lemma [5.5] we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose @ C R" is a C? convex and strictly (k — 1)-convex domain,
f € C*(Q) is a positive function, and u € C*(Q) is the k-admissible solution of
Hessian quotient equation

or(D?u) ,
— = = QCR™
y Uk(Dju)
Denote FY = %ﬁu)f and
(5.20) h(z) = —d(x) + d*(z),
where d(z) = dist(x,0R) is the distance function of Q2. Then
(5.21) S Fihi >} FP41),  inQ,,

ij=1 i=1

where Q, = {z € Q : d(x) < p} for a small universal constant p1 and ¢4 is a positive
constant depending only on n, k, [, ) and inf f.

Proof. We know from the classic book [5] section 14.6 that the distance function d
is C*in Q, ={z € Q:0 < d(zx) < pu} for some constant p € (0, ;5) small depending
on 2. Also it holds

(5.22) |Ddj=1, inQ, —Dd=v, ondQ,.

For any zo € €, there is a yo € 0 such that d(x¢) = |9 — yo|- In the principal
coordinate system (see [5] section 14.6), we have

(5.23) — Dd(x) = v(yo) = (0,---,0,1);

(5-24) — D¥d(wo) = ding{{— :f&)))dm) T Kin;l(gio))d(:ﬂo) 0%
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where k1(yo), -+ , Kn_1(Yo) are the principal curvature of 92 at yy. Since (2 is convex
and strictly (k — 1)-convex, then there exist two positive constants kK, < 1 and
Kmae depending only on €2 and g such that

(5.25) Kmindiag{1,---,1,0,---,0} < =D%d(xy) < Kmaeediag{l,---,1,0},

k—1
in the principal coordinate system. Hence

(5.26)  Kpindiag{l,---,1,0,---,0,1} < D?h(zo) < (Kmas + 1)diag{1,--, 1,1},
k—1

in the principal coordinate system.

If D%u(xy) is diagonal, and denote A = (A, -+, \,) with \; = u;. We also assume
AL > Ay > - >\, We can easily get

i or-1(AlD)or(A) — ox(Ali)ar-1(N)
e o2V
In—k op_1(Ai)oy (A7)
Z(I_En—l) () '

Then

n . In—Fk or—1(AlD)oy (A7)
Fiip.. >(1 — = g i
Z hij = ( kn—l) : a? () ha

- k—1(Ak)oi(Alk)

= Pvymam O_lg()\) 9

i,j=1

From Lin-Trudinger [15], we know oj_1(A|k) > ¢(n, k)or—1(A) for some positive
constant ¢(n, k) depending only on n and k. So

-1 (Alk)or(A[k)
af(A)

Z Fijhij 2 Kmin
i,j=1
Uk—l()\)al()\)
>Eminc(n, k)e(n, ) ————"——=
(n R)eln, ) =55

(5.27) >cy F
=1
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Also, we have

zn: it :(n —k+ 1)op_1(D?*u)oy(D*u) — (n — 1 + 1)on(D*u)o;_1 (D?u)

o7 (D)
k—1 op_1(D?u)
> (n—k+1)——
> (n—k+1) o1 (D%0)
D) xi1 L
(5.28) >c(n, k, z)["’f( DI c(n, ke, 1) f 7T > c5 > 0.

UI(D2u)] )
Hence from (527)) and (5.28), we get

n n

ZFijhij ZCiFMZ%gF“—i—%CsZ%(ZFiiWLl)v in €2,,.

ij=1 i=1 i=1

Now we come to prove Lemma [5.3]

Proof. Firstly, we assume Iralsi)n U, < 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Also, if

— ngsi)n Uy < max Uyy, that is max | = max Uy, We can easily get from Lemma

- I%%ZH Uyy < I%%X Uyy S Cl8-

In the following, we assume — minu,, > maxu,,, that is max|u,,| = —minu,,.
o0 o0 29 Q)
Denote M = — r%}ln u,, > 0 and let zp € 9 such that r%}ln Uy = Uy (20)-

Motivated by Ma-Qiu [17], we consider the test function

(5.29) P(z) = (1 + Bd)[Du - (—Dd) + u(x) — o(x)] + (A + %M)h(x),
where
(5.30) g = max{%, 51(2Kmar + %)S—j},
2(k—1)
(5.31) A —max{ A, Ay, 20T oSy

Cy
It is easy to know that P < 0 on 01,. Precisely, on 02, we have d = h = 0, and
—Dd = v, so we can get

(5.32) P(z) =0, on oS
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On 09, \ 09, we have d = 1, and

P(z) <(U+ B){|Dul + ful +1l] + (A + S M)+ )

9
(5.33) <(U+ BlIDul + ful + |l - T5pA <0,

since A > %(% + B)[|Dulco + |u|co + |p|co] + 1 =: A;. In the following, we want to
prove P attains its maximum only on 0€). Then we can get

1
0 < Py(20) =[uww(20) — Zujdjy +u, — ]+ (A+ 5M)

J

1
(5.34) <minu,, + |Dul|D*d| + [ Dul + Dl + A+ S M,

hence (5.19) holds.

To prove P attains its maximum only on 0f), we assume P attains its maximum
at some point xo € €2, by contradiction. Rotating the coordinates, we can assume

(5.35) D?u(xg) is diagonal.

In the following, all the calculations are at xg.
Firstly, we have

J

0= P =Bdi[— Y ud; +u— g+ (14 Bd)[= D (ujid; +ujdsi) +ui — @i

1
+M+§Mmi
=Bd;[— Z ujd; +u — @] + (14 Bd)[—uid; — Z uidj; + u; — @5
J J

1
(5.36) +M+§MMm
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and

0> Py =Bdul— Y wid; +u— @]+ 28di[= Y (ujid; + i) + u; — 5]
j j
1

+ (1 + Bd)[— Z (wjiad; + 2ujidj; 4+ wdjs) + wi — @i + (A + §M)hu

j
:Bdm[_ Z ujdj +u — QP] + 2Bd [ uu i Zu_]djl + Uq — 902]
] J
(1+ 5d Z wjiidy — 2ugdy; — Z Wi + Ui — Qi)
J
1
+ (A+ §M)h“

> — 25Uu’d? (14 Bd)] Z Wjiid; — 2uidi; + wig)

(5.37) + (A+ M) — Clg,
where (14 is a positive constant under control as follows

Cig =BI1D%d)[|Duleo + ulen + |ilco] + 28(| Dulcol Ddloo + | Duloo + | Dileo

(5:38)  + (1+ )| | Duleo| D¥dlen + | Dglco].

Since D?u(zg) is diagonal, we know F = ( for i # j. From the equation (L2,
we have

n

ZFZZUZZ =(k—=0f >0,

i=1

n

ii _
g Fui5 =f;,
i=1
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hence
0>) F'P,
i=1

> — 28 zn: Fluyd? 4+ (1 + Bd)[— Z Fiiujyd; — 2 zn: Flugdg + Zn: Fia]
i=1 irj i=1 =1
+(A+ 1M) > Fihy—Cig Y F"

2 , ,
=1 =1

i=1 1=1
1 R
(5:39)  +[(A+5M)es— 017](; Fii 4 1),
where C7 = max{Cig, (1 + Su)|Df|co}.
Denote B = {i: 8d} < +,1 <i<n}and G = {i:fBd? > £, 1 <i<n} We
choose 3 > % > 1, so
1 1

(5.40) d? < —=—|Dd]*, i€B.
n n

It holds )", .z d? < 1= |DdJ? and G is not empty. Hence for any ¢ € G, it holds
1
41 az>—.
(541 > L
and from (5.36)), we have
Bl=uwdi+u—] =3 uidsi+u — @
J J

M) + +

1—2d 1
A
14 pd d;

We choose A > 56[|Du|co + |ulco + |¢|co] + 5vnB[|Dulco| D*d|co + |Du|co +
|Dg0|co] =: A,, such that for any 1 € G

B[—Zujdj—i—u—ap] —Zujdijui—(pi
‘ J I J
14 p5d d;
<Bl|Dul + [u] + |¢|] + /nBl| Dul| D*d| + | Du| + | Dy|]
A
(5.43) <—

5 )
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then we can get

(5.44) —— - Su; < —

Also there is an 75 € G such that

1 1
5.45 4> > =|Dd|]* = ~.
(5.45) L2 ~|DdP = -

From (5.39)), we have

i=1 i€G i€B
ui; >0 ;<0

n

+[(A+ %M)al = O3 Fi 1)

i=1

> =28 Fuud} =28 Flugd] + 4kimae Y Flus

1€G i€B ;<0
1 SN
(5.46) +[(A+ 5 M)ex - 017](; F 4 1),

where £,,q, is defined as in (5.25). Direct calculations yield
28

(5.47) =28 Flluid] > —2BF " uigiydiy > === F""ujys,
e
and
i€B 1€B,u;; >0 n 1€ B,u;; >0
(5.48) 2—5ZF wi = —=[(k = 1)f - > Flluy).
u;; >0 u3;<0

For w;y;, < 0, we know from Lemma [2.5]

(5.49) P > cqy  F
=1
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where cg = %%}m So it holds
—~ i 28 Liio 2 i
UEZF Piiz—?F ui0i0+(4/€ma:c+ﬁ) ZF Ui;
=1 u;; <0

A+ GM)e — Oy - 2820 5o iy 1)

i=1

; Fit _ (4K mae + %)Cg(l + M) Z Jak

i=1

2
J28, A+ M
5
(5.50) >0,

since 5 > 5n(2Kmaz + %)f—ﬁg This is a contradiction. So P attains its maximum only
on 9. The proof of Lemma is complete.
O

5.3. Upper estimate of double normal second derivatives on boundary.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that @ C R" is a C3 convexr and strictly (k — 1)-convez
domain, f € C?(Q) is a positive function, p € C3(ON) and u € C3(Q) N C*(Q) is
the k-admissible solution of Hessian quotient equation (L2), then we have

. <
(5 5].) r%%xuuu =~ ClSa
where C' depends on n, k, I, Q, inf f, |f|c2 and |¢|cs.

Proof. Firstly, we assume MaxX Uy, > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Also, if

max u,,, < —minu,,, that is max |u,,| = —minu,,, we can easily get from Lemma
E) EXY) EY) 0
(5.52) A Uy, < — Igl}zn Uy < C5.
In the following, we assume maxwu,, > — minu,,, that is max|u,,| = maxu,,.
Z, 50 vw o) vy 56 | 1/1/| 50 v

Denote M = TAX Uy, > 0 and let z5 € 02 such that mAX Uy, = U (20)-

Motivated by Ma-Qiu [17], we consider the test function

(5.53) P(x) = (1 + Bd)[Du - (—Dd) + ulx) — o(x)] — (A + %M)h(:c),
where
1 5n 1.Cy
B :max{;, ?(QHmam )C—1 ,
020

A= maX{Al> A2> A3> A4> —}
Cy
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It is easy to know P > 0 on 0%),. Precisely, on 09, we have d = h = 0, and
—Dd = v, so we can get

(5.54) P(z) =0, on o9.

On 09, \ 09, we have d = p1, and

P(z) > — (14 Bu)[[ D+l + [l] = (A + S M)+ )

9
(5.55) 2 = (L4 )l Dul + lu] + |ol] + 7504 > 0,

since A > %(i + B)[|Dul|co + |u|co + |¢|co] + 1 =: A;. In the following, we want to

prove P attains its minimum only on 0f2. Then we can get

~ ~ 1
0> P,(20) =[wn(20) — Zujdj'/ +u, — @] — (A+ §M)
j
1
(5.56) Zr%%xuw — |Du||D?d| — |Du| — |Dy| — A — §M,

hence (B.51) holds.
To prove P attains its minimum only on 0f2, we assume P attains its minimum

at some point zp € 2, by contradiction. Rotating the coordinates, we can assume
(5.57) D?u(p) is diagonal.

In the following, all the calculations are at xj.
Firstly, we have

J

0= P =Bdi[— Y ujd; +u— g+ (1+ Bd)[= D (ujid; +ujdsi) +ui — @]

—m+%Mmi
J J

(5.58) — (A+ %M)hi,
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and

0 S f)“ :ﬁd“[— Z Ujdj +u — (,0] -+ Qﬁdl[— Z (Ujidj —+ ujdji) -+ U; — QOZ]
J J
1
+ (1 + Bd)[— Z (wjsid; 4 2ujid; 4 widyi) 4 i — Qi) — (A + iM)hn

J
:ﬁdu[_ Z ujdj +u— QP] + Qﬁd [ um 7 Z u]dgz + U; — 901]

J

(1+ Bd Z Ujiid; — 2u4dy; — Z Wi + Wi — Qi)
J
1
—(A+ §M)h,~,~

< — 2Buyd? + (1 + Bd)] Z Wjiid; — 2uidy; + wig)

1
(5.59) — (A+ §M)hn’ + Cho,
where (g is a positive constant under control as follows

C1o =B|D¥|co || Dulcs + [ulco + |plcs] + 26(| Dulcs | Ddlco + | Dulco + | Depl o

(5:60) -+ (1+ Bp)|IDulos| D*dloo + | D*plco]

Since D?u(zy) is diagonal, we know F% = ( for i # j. From the equation (L2),
we have

ZF”uu— —0)f>0,

n

Z F“u“] :fj>

i=1
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hence

0< Zn: FP,
i=1

1= ,J = =

(A4 %M) S P+ Y F

i=1 i=1

1=1 1=1

1 "o
(5.61)  +[—(A+ §M)c4 + 020](; Fi4 1),
where Cyy = max{Clg, (1 + Su)[|Dflco + (k — )| flco] }-
DenoteB:{i:6d§<%,lgign}aHdG:{izﬁdfz%,lgign}. We
choose 5 > i > 1, so

1 1

(5.62) d? < - =—|Dd]*, i€B.
non
It holds >, .z d? < 1= |DdJ? and G is not empty. Hence for any 7 € G, it holds
1
5.63 a? > —.
(5.9 > L

and from (5.58), we have
Bl=2ujdy +u—¢] =3 uidsi+u — i
_ izl + 2
14 pd 2 1+ Bd d;
We choose A > 55[\Du\co 4 Juleo + |@leo] + 5v/aBl| Duleo| D2d|eo + | Duleo +

|Dg0|co] =: A,, such that for any 1 € G

Bl=2udj+u—¢l =3 uidji+u —
‘ J L
14 p5d d;
<B[1Dul + ul + [¢l] + /Bl Dul| D*d| + | Dul + | D]

A
(5.65) <%
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then we can get

3A 2M 6A
e <uy <

5! 5! 5) 2
Also there is an iy € GG such that

(5.66)

1
: d> > =|Dd|* = -.
(567> zo—n‘ | n

From (5.61]), we have

0< Y F'Pi<—20) Flugd} —26)  Fluyd}
i=1 1€G 1€B
1 S
+[=(A+ 5 M)es + Col(>_F"+1)
i=1
1€G 1€B
+ 4/’{'max Z F”U”

u;;>0

(5.68) +[—(A+ %M)al + C’zo](zn: F'"+1),

i=1

where £,,q, is defined as in (5.25). Direct calculations yield

(5.69) —28Y " Flugd; < —2BF"uy;,d2 < —gFWOuiOiO,
€@
and
-9 1 2<_ 0 2<__ i,
6ZF wiidf < =26 > Flugd] < o > Fluy
i€B 1€ B,u;; <0 1€B,u;; <0
2 y 2 -
S _— — Z F”Uii = ——[(]{Z — l)f — Z F”Uii]
n ;<0 n u;; >0
2 .
5.70 <= Fily,,.

u;; >0
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So it holds
. i D 25 10%0 i
O S Z F Rz S - _F uiozo 4Hmam _'_ Z F Usg
i=1 n uq; >0
1 L
(5.71) + [~(A+ 3M)es + Cnl Y F 4+ 1),

i=1

We divide into three cases to prove the result. Without generality, we assume that
io=1€G, and ugg > -+ > Upy.

¢ CASE I: u,, > 0.

In this case, we have

2
72 4 max F K i 4 mazx F*"u Mgy = —1)(4 max —)J-
(5.72)  (4r + )Y i, Fomaz + — Z )(46imas + =) f

uq; >0

Hence from (5.71)) and (5.72)

U 2 y 1 y
0D F Py (o + ) D Flus+ [~(A+ gM)es + Con] (Y F* +1)

i=1 uu>0 =1
1
<(k = D) (4K maz + )f +[-(A+ §M)c4 + Cy)
(5.73) <0,

l)(4’$maac+2)|f‘c()+020 _

(k—
since A > =: As. This is a contradiction.

¢ CASE II: u,, < O and —u,, <
In this case, we have

C4
o~ U11.
10(4f€maz+ ;) 11

2 .
(4/€max + _> E quii (Sfimax + - l f E F“uu
n
ui; >0 u;3<0

< (Vs + %)[(k —D)f = 3P

i=1

2 ii
<(4/{max + E)( - l f + _ull ZF

2 6A M .
(5.74) <@ + )k =D f + 755 ZF.
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Hence from (5.71]) and (5.74)

0< ZF"PM < (4#mas + ) Y Flug

i=1 ui; >0

(A 2+ Cal (Y F 1)

2 i=1
2 64, M ;
<(4"€ma:c + 5)( - l)f + 10 5 Z F

(At 20+ Cal( F 1)

(5.75) <0,

)(4k +2 flao+Cao .. ..
since A > max{ mazt )\l , 25;,)?;0} =: A4. This is a contradiction.

¢ CASE III: u,, <0 and —Upp > AUy

In this case, we have u;; > % + %0,(45:1?;32) < Cy(14+ M). So
(5.76) iy > 5%9@2
Let 0 = and €= W‘:ﬁ%), (213) in Lemma 2.7 holds, that is
(5.77) Fl'> ¢ i P
k=l _ <

2
where ¢; = 2=~ and ¢y = min{g; 5)‘5( T T 1 }. Hence from (G.71)) and

G.77)
25

- i D 2 ii
0< ZF Py < — ?Fllull + (4K maz + ﬁ) Z F
i=1 u;; >0
1 - i
+ [-(A+ 3M)ei + 020](; Fii +1)

28 3A 2M & )
< — —ci(— + — FP% 4+ (4K ue Co(1+ M I
n01(5+5>; + (4n +>9(+>;
(5.78) <0,
since 3 > 57"(214%(” + %)f—f This is a contradiction.

So P attains its maximum only on 0f). The proof of Lemma is complete.
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O

Following above proofs, we can also obtain the estimates of second order deriva-
tives of u® in (L4]), and the strict convexity of € is important in reducing global
second derivatives to double normal second derivatives on boundary. So we have

Theorem 5.6. Suppose Q@ C R" is a C* strictly convex domain, f € C*(Q) is a
positive function, ¢ € C3(9) and u¢ € C*(Q) N C3(Q) is the k-admissible solution
of Hessian quotient equation (L) with € > 0 sufficiently small,, then we have

(5.79) sup | D*uf| < M,
Q
where My depends onn, k, I, Q, My, inf f, |flc2 and |¢|cs.

6. EXISTENCE OF THE BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

In this section we complete the proof of the Theorem [I.1] and Theorem [I.3]

6.1. Proof of Theorem [1.1l For the Neumann problem of Hessian quotient equa-
tions (L.2)), we have established the C°, C' and C? estimates in Section 3, Section
4, Section 5, respectively. By the global C? a priori estimates, Hessian quotient
equations (L2) is uniformly elliptic in Q. Due to the concavity of Hessian quotient

operator [Z’;((i‘)) ]ﬁ in I'y, we can get the global Holder estimates of second derivative

following the discussions in [14], that is, we can get
(6.1) [ulcza@) < C,

where C' and « depend on n, k, [, Q, inf f, |f|c2 and |p|cs. From (6.1]) one also ob-
tains C3*(Q) estimates by differentiating the equation (L2)) and apply the Schauder
theory for linear, uniformly elliptic equations.

Applying the method of continuity (see [5], Theorem 17.28), the existence of
the classical solution holds. By the standard regularity theory of uniformly elliptic
partial differential equations, we can obtain the higher regularity.

6.2. Proof of Theorem [I.3l The proof is following the idea of Qiu-Xia [20].

By a similar proof of Theorem [LT, we know there exists a unique k-admissible
solution u® € C*%(Q) to (L) for any small ¢ > 0. Let v° = u® — ﬁ Jous, and it is
easy to know v° satisfies

(D) .
(6.2) aiome) = (@), 0 2,
(%)) = —ev° — gy Jo eus + o(x), on 9.

By the global gradient estimate (.36]), it is easy to know esup|[Du®| — 0. Hence
there is a constant ¢ and a function v € C?(Q), such that —eu® — ¢, —ev® — 0,
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|—(12‘ Joeu® — ¢ and v° — v uniformly in C?(Q) as e — 0. It is easy to verify that v
is a solution of
o, (D?v) _ f(.ﬁlf), in Q’

6.3 a1(D?v)
(6.3) v, = ¢+ p(x), on 0f.

If there is another function v; € C%(Q) and another constant ¢; such that

o 21)1 .
(64) O.IZ((gZUI)) = f(x)7 mn Qa

(Ul>l/ =c+ gO(,’,U), on €.

Applying the maximum principle and Hopf Lemma, we can know ¢ = ¢; and v —wvy is
a constant. By the standard regularity theory of uniformly elliptic partial differential
equations, we can obtain the higher regularity.
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