2007.04493v1 [math.DG] 9 Jul 2020

arXiv

THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEM FOR ENTIRE
HYPERSURFACES IN MINKOWSKI SPACE

CHANGYU REN, ZHIZHANG WANG, AND LING XIAO

ABSTRACT. We prove three results in this paper. First, we prove for a wide
class of functions ¢ € C*(S"*) and ¥(X,v) € C*(R"! x H"), there exists a
unique, entire, strictly convex, spacelike hypersurface M., satisfying ok (k[M.]) =
Y(X,v) and u(z) = |z|+ ¢ (%) as |z| = oo. Second, when k =n —1,n — 2,
we show the existence and uniqueness of entire, k-convex, spacelike hypersurface
M, satisfying oy (k[Mu]) = ¢Y(z,u(z)) and u(z) — |z| + ¢ (%) as || — oo.
Last, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of entire, strictly convex, downward
translating solitons M, with prescribed asymptotic behavior at infinity for oy
curvature flow equations. Moreover, we prove that the downward translating
solitons M, have bounded principal curvatures.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R™! be the Minkowski space with the Lorentzian metric
n
ds? = Z da? — d:z:iﬂ.
i=1

In this paper, we will devote ourselves to the study of spacelike hypersurfaces with
prescribed oy, curvature in Minkowski space R™!. Here, o}, is the k-th elementary
symmetric polynomial, i.e.,

or(k) = E Kiy * - Ki -
1<i < <ip<n

Any such hypersurface M can be written locally as a graph of a function z, 1 =
u(z), z € R™, satisfying the spacelike condition

(1.1) |Du| < 1.
More precisely, we will focus on the following equation:
(1.2) o (k[My]) = (X, v),

where X = (z,u(x)) is the position vector of M, = {(z,u(z))lz € R"}, v =
(Du,1)

v/ 1—|Dul|?

Research of the first author is supported by NSFC Grant No. 11871243 and the second author
is supported by NSFC Grant No.11871161 and 11771103.

is the upward unit normal lying on the hyperboloid H", and x[M,] =
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(K1, ,Kp) are the principal curvatures of M,,. Thus equation (L2]) can be rewrit-
ten as

(1.3) or(kIMy]) = Y(z,u(x), Du).

Notice that the right hand side functions v of (L2) and (L3]) are different. Slightly
extending the notation, we use the same symbol here.

The classical Minkowski problem asks for the construction of a strictly convex
compact surface ¥ whose Gaussian curvature is a given positive function f(v(X)),
where v(X) denotes the normal to 3 at X. This problem has been discussed by
Nirenberg [24], Pogorelov [27], and Cheng-Yau [II]. The general problem of finding
strictly convex hypersurfaces with prescribed surface area measures is called the
Christoffel-Minkowski problem. This type of problems can be deduced to a fully
nonlinear equation of the form ([[2]). It may be traced back to Alexandrov [I]
who established the problem of prescribing zeroth curvature measure. Later on,
the prescribed curvature measure problem in convex geometry has been extensively
studied by Alexandrov [2], Pogorelov [26], Guan-Lin-Ma [I§], and Guan-Li-Li [17].
A more general form of the prescribed curvature measure problem can be expressed
as (L3). In particular, Guan-Ren-Wang [19] solved this problem in Euclidean space
for convex hypersurfaces. Other related studies and references may be found in
13, 9, [0, 15, 25, 33,

Our goal here is to construct entire, spacelike hypersurfaces satisfy equation (.2))
in Minkowski space. The main results of this paper are the following.

The first result is to construct entire, strictly convex, spacelike hypersurfaces
satisfying equation (L.2)).

Theorem 1. Suppose ¢ is a C? function defined on S"™1, i.e., o € C?(S"71),
P(X,v) € CHR™ ! x H") is a positive function, and ¢ > (X,v) = ca for some
positive constants ci,co. We further assume that v, ., >0 (or 1, > 0). If either
¢_1/k(X, v) is locally strictly convex with respect to X for any v or v only depends
on v, then there exits a unique, entire, strictly convex, spacelike hypersurface M, =
{(z,u(x))|z € R"} satisfying [L2). Moreover, as |x| — oo,

T
(1.4) u(x) = x|+ ¢ <’?> )
Remark 2. Indeed, from the proof of the C? global estimate Lemma[Q we can see
that, the assumption ¥(X,v) dose not depend on X can be replaced by a weaker
assumption, that is, ¥~/ k(X,v) is convex with respect to X and the corresponding
form i (xz,u, Du) dose not depend on |x|.

Remark 3. In the proof, we only can see that the hypersurface M, we constructed
is convex. In order to say its strictly convez, we need to apply the Constant Rank
Theorem (see Theorem 1.2 in [16] and Theorem 27 in [35]) and the Splitting Theorem
(see Theorem 28 in [35]) to obtain that if M, has a degenerate point in the interior,
then My, = M xR where M! € RYY is a strictly conves, space like hypersurface.
This contradicts (4.

Before stating our second result, we need the following definition:



Definition 4. A C? reqular hypersurface M C R™! is k-convez, if the principal
curvatures of M at X € M satisfy k[X]| € Ty for all X € M, where 'y, is the
Garding cone

Iy ={rk e R"opm(k) >0,m=1,--- k}.

Using the newly developed methods in [28] and [29], we are able to generalize
results in [5]. We prove

Theorem 5. Suppose o is some C? function defined on S*~1 and ¥(z,u(x)) €
C?(R™Y) is a positive function satisfying c1 > V¥(x,u(x)) = ca for c1,co > 0. We
further assume that k = n — 1,n — 2, and ¥, > 0. Then there exits a unique,
k-convez, spacelike hypersurface M,, = {(z,u(z))|z € R"} satisfying

(1.5) o (K[Mu]) = Pz, u(@)).

Moreover, as |x| — oo,

(16) ) = bl + o ().

Now, let’s consider the o curvature flow with forcing term in Minkowski space:

1/k
dXx o,/ (K[My])
(17) o (C et call 2
(%)
where k[M,] € T';.. This can be rewritten as the equation for the height function u,
1/k
(1.8) w o WMD)

_ 2 n\1/k
/1 —|Dul )
The downward translating soliton to (L8] is of the form
(1.9) u(z,t) = u(x) —t,

where u(z) satisfies

1/k
(1.10) <%) (kM) = C — ﬁ.
k — u

The above equation (LI0) can be viewed as the “degenerate” type of (L2)). In this
case, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 6. Suppose ¢ is a C? function defined on Sg_l = {x e R"||z| = CN’},

where C = /1 — (%)2 and C > 1 is a constant. There exists a unique, strictly
convez solution u : R™ — R of (ILI0Q) such that as |x| — oo,

(1.11) <>%cquévg_%b@ﬂ+@<||>

Moreover, M, = {(xz,u(z))|z € R"} has bounded principal curvatures.

When k = 1, ([[I0) has been studied in [20] and [31]; when & = 2, (I.I0) has been
studied in [6].



Remark 7. Under our assumptions on v, we can see that the linearized operators
of equations ([L2), (LA), and (LIQ) satisfy the maximum principle. Therefore, the
uniqueness properties in Theorem [, [3, and [@ follow from the mazimum principle
directly.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section2 we introduce some basic
formulas and notations. The solvability of equations (L2) and (&) on bounded
domain (Dirichlet problem) is discussed in Section Bl We prove the local C'* and
C? estimates for solutions of equations (L2)) and (LH) in Section @ This leads to
the completion of the proof of our first two main results, Theorem [I] and Theorem
Bl in Section Bl Section [6 and Section [7 are devoted to Theorem Gl In particular, in
Section [6] we study the radially symmetric solution to equation ((LI0]), this solution
will be used to construct barrier functions in Section [l We finish the proof of
Theorem [G] in Section [T}

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we will follow notations in [35]. For readers convenience, we will
include some basic notations and formulas in this section. Readers who are already
familiar with calculations in Minkowski space can skip this section.

We first recall that the Minkowski space R™! is R"*! endowed with the Lorentzian
metric

ds* = daf +---do? — da? .

Throughout this paper, {-,-) denotes the inner product in R™?.

2.1. Vertical graphs in R™!. A spacelike hypersurface M in R™! is a codimension
one submanifold whose induced metric is Riemannian. Locally M can be written
as a graph

M, ={X = (z,u(x))|z € R"}
satisfying the spacelike condition (L.IJ). Let £ = (0,---,0, 1), then the height func-
tion of M is u(z) = — (X, E) . It’s easy to see that the induced metric and second
fundamental form of M are given by

gij = 0ij — Dy;uDy u, 1<14,j<mn,

and
o uZBiLBj

hij = —/—m——,

V1 —|Dul?

while the timelike unit normal vector field to M is
(Du, 1)

/1= |Duf?’

where Du = (ug,, - ,ug,) and D*u = (lex j) denote the ordinary gradient and
Hessian of u, respectively. By a straightforward calculation, we have the principle
curvatures of M are eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix A = (a;;) :

1
aij = "Ry



where 7 = 6; + 1(‘1’+k and w = /1 — |Dul2. Note that (y") is invertible with

inverse v;; = ;5 — 1f+w, which is the square root of (g;;).
Let S be the vector of n X n symmetric matrices and

Sp={AeS:AA4) €T},

where A\(A) = (A1, -+, \,) denotes the eigenvalues of A. Define a function F' by
F(A) = or(A(A)), A€ Sy,

then (3] can be written as

1 . .
(2.1) F <—fylkuklfylj> = (x,u(x), Du).
w
Throughout this paper we denote
OF y 0*F
F(A A), FoM = — —
( ) 8@1] ( )7 aaij(‘)akl
Now, let {71, 72, -+ ,7,} be a local orthonormal frame on T"M. We will use V to

denote the induced Levi-Civita connection on M. For a function v on M, we denote
v = V5v, v = VTZ.VT‘U, etc. In particular, we have

[ Dy
Vu| = Ty u

Using normal coordinates, we also need the following well known fundamental
equations for a hypersurface M in R™! :

Xij = hijv  (Gauss formula)
(2.2) (V)i = hyTj (Weigaljten for.mula)
hijk = hi; (Codazzi equation)
Rijii = —(hikhji — hahji) (Gauss equation),

and the Ricci identity,

hijkl = hijlk + hijimlk + hiijmlk

2.3
(2:3) — Igiy — (oot — o o — (gt — ooV

2.2. The Gauss map. Let M be an entire, strictly convex, spacelike hypersurface,
v(X) be the timelike unit normal vector to M at X. It’s well known that the
hyperbolic space H™(—1) is canonically embedded in R™! as the hypersurface

(X,X)=—1, 241 > 0.

By parallel translating to the origin we can regard v(X) as a point in H"(—1). In
this way, we define the Gauss map:

G: M—H"(-1); X +—v(X).
Next, let’s consider the support function of M. We denote

1 ou
vi=(X,v) = W( 8 u)



Let {e1,--- ,e,} be an orthonormal frame on H". We will also denote {ej,--- ,e}}
the pull-back of e; by the Gauss map G. Similar to the convex geometry case, we
denote

Aij = Uz’j — ’U(Sij
the hyperbolic Hessian. Here v;; denote the covariant derivatives with respect to

the hyperbolic metric.
Let V be the connection of the ambient space. Then, we have

X = E V;€; — VU
i

and

?E;X = Z(ej(vk)ek + vkvejek) o v?eju = ZAkjek-
k k
Note also that,

(24) 9i5 = <?ez‘X7 ?e;*X> = Z AikAkj7
k

(25) hij = <ve;X,?ejV>:Aij.

This implies that the eigenvalues of the hyperbolic Hessian are the curvature radius
of M. Therefore, equation (I.2) can be written as

1
2.6 F?}i'—?}éi' = —
( ) ( J J) TZJ(X, V)
where F(A) = 722 (A(A)). Moreover, it is clear that
(2.7) (?ejveiV)L = 0;;v,
which yields, for k=1,2--- ;n+1,
(2.8) Ve, Ve, o = zr0ij,

where zy, is the coordinate function.

2.3. Legendre transform. Suppose M is an entire, stictly convex, spacelike hy-
persurface. Then M is the graph of a convex function
Tp+l = — <X7 E> = u(:Elv T ,l‘n),
where E' = (0,---,0,1). Introduce the Legendre transform
ou
& = O, U :szfz - u.

Next, we calculate the first and the second fundamental forms in terms of &;.

Since it is well known that,

Pu \ [ O -
al‘ial‘j N 652 85] '




We have, the first and the second fundamental forms can be rewritten as:
u*ij
9ij = 0ij — &&j, and hyj = ———,
V1= [E)?
where (u*”) denotes the inverse matrix of (uj;) and [€ | =3.€2. Now, let W be
the Weingarten matrix of M, then

Wy =+v1- €2 girur;-
From the discussion above, we can see that if M, = {(z,u(x))lx € R"} is an

entire, strictly convex, spacelike hypersurface satisfying oy (k[M]) = 1, then the
Legendre transform of u denoted by u*, satisfies

(2.9) F(wyipupi;) = U—n(’f [w* gl = v

n—

Here, w* = /1 — [£|? and Vi = 0ij — f_ﬁfj}* is the square root of the matrix g;;.

3. THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM

We will divide this section into two subsections. In the first subsection, we only
consider the convex solution to (L2]). In the second subsection, we restrict ourselves
to the case when k =n—1(n > 3),n—2(n > 5), and we will consider the k-convex,
spacelike solution to (LHl). When k& = 2, this problem has been studied by [4] and

3.

3.1. Dirichilet problem for 1 < k& < n. Recall that in [35] we proved the following
Lemma.

Lemma 8. Let F C "', F = Conu(F), and u* be a solution of

- * ok ok % 1
Fw ’Yikumlj) =

1
(3.1) ()"
u* = ¢ on OF,

On
On—k

of u* denoted by u satisfies, when ﬁ e F

R 1/k
where F(w*yjup;) = < ) (5™ [w*yfupi;))- Then, the Legendre transform

x
(3.2) u(x) — x| = —¢p <|—> as |x| — oo, uniformly.
T
Notice that the proof of the above Lemma is independent of the equation that the
function u* satisfies. Therefore, adapting the above Lemma to the settings in this
paper, this Lemma tells us that if a strictly convex function v* : By — R satisfies
u (&) = —p(§) for £ € OBy, then the Legendre transform of u* denoted by u, satisfies

u(z) = ||+ ¢ <%> as |x| — oo. Moreover, by Theorem 4 in [35], there exists two
solutions u, @ such that

ok (k[My]) = c1,



and as |z| — oo

u(w) — |ol, @(w) - |o] > ¢ (—) |

|
Here, the constants ci, co are the same as the ones in Theorem [II Throughout this
paper, we will denote the Legendre transforms of u, u by u*, u* respectively. It’s
easy to see that u* and @* are the super- and sub- solutions of (2.9]).
Combining the discussions above with Section Bl we conclude that in order to
find an entire, strictly convex solution u of ([I.3]), we only need to solve the following
equation:

F(w*yhuyy) = ¢* in By,
(33) ( ik Ykl 1]2
u* = —p on 0B,
where
u*, Du*) = =
Y Y(z,u, Du)  Y(Du*, € - Du* —u*,§)’
and
k ok * * g * k ok * *
Fw ’Yikumzj) = —n(/f [w ’Yikumzj])'
On—k

Note that by our assumption in Theorem [ we have,

(&
(3.4) P = w—;‘ > 0.
Thus, equation ([B.3]) possesses the maximum principle.
Notice that equation ([3.3]) is degenerate on 0B;. Therefore, we will consider the
approximate equation:

F(w*~5ury) =" in By,
(35) { ( ik "kl l]) T

uw* = u* on OB,

where 0 < r < 1.

By continuity method we know that, if we can obtain a prior estimates up to the
second order, then we can show (3.0) has a unique, strictly convex solution «™. In
view of the super- and sub- solutions u*,@*, the C¥ estimates are easy to obtain.
The C! estimates can be derived by following the argument in Subsection 9.2 of
[30]. The C? estimate on the boundary can be derived from Lemma 27 in [30] and
the argument of Bo Guan [I4]. In the following, we only need to consider the global
C? estimate.

Let M,, = {(z,u(z))|z € R"} be a strictly convex, spacelike hypersurface, v =
(X,v) be the support function of M,,, and u* be the Legendre transform of u. From
Subsection and 2.3] we know that A[v;; — vd;;] = K" [w*vjup;]. Therefore, to
study the global C? estimate of (B3] is equivalent to study the global C? estimate
of [2.0).



For our convenience, we will consider the equation
1

(3.6) Py = (7)) =,

On—k

where A = (Ajj) = (vij — v0i5), ¥ = ¥~ Y*(X,v), and v;; is the covariant derivatives
with respect to the hyperbolic metric.

We will use A[A] = (A1, A2, ,\,) to denote the eigenvalues of the matrix A.
We define the Riemann curvature tensor:

R(X,Y)=VxVy = VyVx = Vixy]-
Let {e1,ea, -+ ,e,} be an orthonormal frame on H", we use the notation
R = R(es, e5)ex - e, Réjk = glpRijkp.
Then the commutation formulae are
Vijk — Vikj = é’kivl, Vijkl — Vijik = Rivjm + RjlVim.
Note that in hyperbolic space we have,
Rijii = 9ik9j1 — 9aJjk-

Therefore, given an orthonormal frame on H", we obtain the following geometric
formulae:

(3.7) Nijr = Ay
MNirji — Nikij = Uikji — Vikij
= —y0ik + V0K — ViR + Vil
We will prove

Lemma 9. Let v be the solution of (B0l in a bounded domain U C H". Denote
the eigenvalues of (vi; — vdi;) by Avij — vyl = (A, -+, An). Then

Amax < maX{C’, )‘|8U}7

where Apax = max{Ai, -+, A\, }, and C is a positive constant only depending on U

and 1.

Proof. Set

M = max max log Aee + Nz ’
pPeU ‘ﬂzlyﬁeTpHn( g Nee n+1)

where x,,41 is the coordinate function. Without loss of generality, we assume M is
achieved at an interior point Py € U for some direction &. Chose an orthonormal
frame {eq,--- , ey} around Py such that e;(FPy) = & and A (Py) = Aidij-

Now, let’s consider the test function

¢ =log A1 + Nap.



At its maximum point Py, we have

A1
(3.8) 0=¢; = Allll + N(@ns1)i
Allii A%y
3.9 02 i = - L+ N In i

Note that (2,+1)ij = Tn+10i5, thus

s FiiAllii FZZA2 ; i
(3.10) Fiigy, = TR A%lll +an+1ZF .

In view of (B1), we get
Av1ii = A = Nnin + v — o1 = A + N — Ana
This yields,
(3.11) Fiifyyy = F"Ayny + F7"Ay — A Y F™.
i

Differentiating equation (3.6]) twice we obtain,

(312) FiiAiill = —qu’rsqulArsl + 1[}11
Frp _ fraa

— _JFPPYaN A
pplitqql Ao — Ag

pF#q

A2y +

By the concavity of (¢,,/0,_1)"/* we can see that the first term on the right hand
side is nonnegative. Combining (B.I0)-(BI2) we have,

(3.13)
Gn 1 o Fw_fu a2
Fy > — —— —A - L+ (Nxpsr — 1 F*
(Zs All All =~ )\p _ )\q pql A%:L ( +1 ) ;
1;11 F11 Fip2 .
> i — L+ (Nzpyr — 1 F"
All All Z )\1 11 A%l ( +1 )Z

We need an explicit expression of F%. A straightforward calculation gives

OnOn—k — On0,_1
2 9

(3.14) kLR =
On—k

where for 1 <1 < n, al = gg\” Since

0oy — oot
Un—l()\’i)()\ian—k—l()"i) + O’n_k()\‘z)) — )\ian—l()\’i)an—k—l()\‘i)
on-1(Ali)on—k(AlD).

10



Here and in the following, o;(A|a) and oj(\|ab) are the I-th elementary symmetric
polynomials of Ay, -, A\, with A\, =0 and A\, = A\, = 0, respectively. It follows

On—1(A1)op_r(A]7)

(3.15) kERLRT =

Th .
Therefore, we get
(3.16) kR (R — LY
1 . )
= 02—[0n_1(/\|z)0n_k()\|z) — On—1(A\[D)on_r(A|1)]
n—k
On—2(A|17 .
_ an2QIM ) = Aok (AL)]
On—k
On—2(A|1i) (A1 — N . .
= 2 ‘Ug)_(k )[(M + Ai)on—k-1(A[12) + on—p(A1E)].
When ¢ > 2, we can see that
. Fii _ p1i pii
1 REF T
(3.17) < AL — N A1 )
On—2(A|17 . . .
= %[(Al + Xi)on—k—1(A|19) + op—k(A|19) — ok (A]7)]
n—k
On—2(A|17 .
_ %Aian_k_l(mz)
n—k
On—1(A|1 .
= 7;( | )O'n—k—l()"lz)
On—k
> 0.
Plugging (3.17) into (3.13]), we obtain
Vi1 A A
(3.18) Flgy > ——FU"20 4 (Napy — 1)) F”
An A i
_ % — FUNZ () + (N — 1) S B
11 .

)

Here, in the last equality, we have used (B.8]).

Now, let’s calculate 1;11. We denote the connection of the ambient space by V,
and {e},ed,--- ,er} denotes the pull back of {ej,ea,- - ,e,} via the Gauss map.
Differentiating T/NJ with respect to e; twice we get,

(3.19) U1 = dxpVE(Ver X) + dyp T (e1),

11



and

(3.20) 13

dxdx ¥ (Ver X, Ve X) + dx v ¥(V, Ve X)
2dxd, ¥ (e, Ver X) + dydyp ¥ (e1, e1) + dytp™F (Ve e1)

coAT; + dx TR (Ve, Y T Aprer) + 2dxdy R (er, > Aney)
k I

dydy =k (eq, 1) + dyp V(W)

Vo+

+

> oA+ dx ¥V F(Agier + Agidpav) — Ch — C
K

> oA+ Y Anrdx ™ F(er) — O - €,
K

where the first inequality comes from the locally strict convexity assumption on
l/J_l/k, i.e., for any spacelike vector £ € R™1,

dxdxy ™ *(€,€) = o€} > colélds-

Here ¢y > 0 is some constant depending on the defining domain, and |- |g, |- | are
the Euclidean norm and Minkowski norm respectively. At the point Py, in view of
(3.8) and the assumption that ¢, ., > 0, we derive

P11 —1/k c
RIS _N . o~ Y
Ao coA1 zk:(l" +1)kdx™  (eg) — C N
N C
= coh + —y Ay (V) — C — —
k A
_ N —1/k-1 0 o ¢
= coM\1 + A Y dx Dot + Tp1v C "
(3.21) = cod+ T x| el g+ o ;x% —C-+
Nz oy 0% Ny ~ C
= — —+ — n im— —C— —
coA1 + ? (0 8xn+1+k¢ $+1Z§:;$aZ N
N o1k —~ C
> - R e
> coA1 + 2 (0 Tnil ;l’z oz, C N
C
P Sy
> —C N

Here, in the last inequality we have assumed Ay = A1 (|1)|c2) > 0 is large at Py. On
the other hand, note that the functional F' is concave and homogenous of degree

12



one. Therefore,

NPT =FM\)+ > Fi(1-\)

| > F(1) = <Z>_l/k.

1
Combining ([BI8)-(B22]), we obtain

i c C n\ "k
0> F'¢; > _C____N2($n+1)%+(an+l_1)< > .
AN k
Let N, A1 be sufficiently large, then we obtain a contradiction. This completes the
proof of Lemma [A
Notice that this is the only place we need to use the locally strict convexity
assumption of )~1/% in Theorem [l It’s also clear that the above proof can be easily
modified to the case when ¢~ Y* is convex with respect to X and the corresponding
Y(z,u(z), Du) does not depend on |z| (see the second inequality in (3.21])), as stated
in the Remark 2 Therefore, ([3) is solvable when either ¢~ /* is locally strictly
convex with respect to X or 1p~1/* is convex with respect to X and 1(z, u(z), Du(x))
does not depend on |z|. O

(3.22)

3.2. Dirichilet problem for £k =n—1,n—2. Let n € Nand Q,, := {z € R"|u(z) =
n}, we will consider the following Dirichlet problem:
{Uk(H[Mu]) = P(z,u(z)) in Qp,

2
(3.23) uw=mn on 08,.

Note that since u is strictly convex, €2, is strictly convex. It’s easy to see that if u is
a solution of (3.23)), then v < u < u. Therefore, in order to find a k-convex solution
u for (B.23)), we only need to study the C! and C? estimates of u.

3.2.1. C! estimate for equation (B.23).

Lemma 10. Let u be a solution of [B23)), then |Du| < C < 1. Here C is a constant
depending on |Dulg —and .

_ 1 : o
Proof. Let V.= — (v, E) T and consider the test function ¢ = InV + Ku,
where K > 0 to be determined. If ¢ achieves its maximum at an interior point
Py € My, then at this point, we may choose a normal coordinate {7y, -- ,7,} such

that h;; = k;0;;. Since at ) we have

Vi
¢i27+KUi:0
and )
0>¢iizv—w+KUii.

A straightforward calculation yields

(Vor, E)  olik?u?

0> — v v L4 KkyV + oilk?,

13



Note that [(Voy, E)| < CV?2, where C only depends on [¢|c1. Choose K > C + 1
we have

E) ol |
- <VU";’ ) _ L 4 KRV + o > 0.

This leads to a contradiction. O

3.2.2. C? boundary estimates for equation ([3.23). Now, we will establish the C?
boundary estimate. For our convenience, we will consider the solvability of the
following Dirichlet problem:

G(Du, D*u) = F <l’yikukz’y”> = Y, ulx)) in ©,
w
u =0 on 012,

where ( is strictly convex. We will follow the idea of [10].
Infinitesmal stretching. If uis asolution of :24)), let v(z) = fu(tz), where t >
0. Then the principal curvatures of M, satisfies k[ M,(x)] = tk[M,(tz)]. Therefore

G(Dv, D*v) = thip(tz, u(tz))
= thep(ta, to(x)).

(3.24)

(3.25)

We denote © = %fu = —tizu(tx) + 2z - Du(tz), when t =1
0= Du(x) — u(z).
Differentiating equation ([B:25]) with respect to t, then evaluate it at ¢ = 1 we obtain
Gijaij@ + G® 040
=ktp + P2 (v +0) + 29y

Denote L := Gijaij + G*0s, we have
L(z - Du—u) = k) +¢.(u+ 2z - Du—u) + xify
=k + 2, + .2 - Du.

Infinitesmal rotation in Minkowski space. Keeping the coordinates 2/ =

(3.26)

(x1,-++ ,xp—1) fixed, we rotate in the (z,,u) variables,
coshf sinh6| |z,| |coshfz, + sinhOu
sinh@ coshf| | w| |coshOu + sinhfx,|"

To the first order in  the image of (z,u(x)) under such rotation is
(@, zp + u(z)0, u(z) + 2,0).
Therefore, to the first order in 6 the image of
(2, 2y, — u(z)0,u(z, 2, —u(x)0))
is (2, xp, u(2’, 2y — u(x)0) + x,0). Denote this image as a graph function

v(z) = u(x/, xn — u(x)f) + 2,60 + higher order in 6,

14



then we have
G(Dv, D*v) = ¢(z', 2, — u(x)8, u(x’, z,, — u(z)#)) + higher order in 6
= (2, 2, — u(x)d,v(x) — 2,0) + higher order in 6.

Notice that Z—z T, — UplU, We obtain

‘9:0 -
Gij(‘)ij (T — upu) + G*0g(xy, — upu)
= Un(—u(z)) + V. (xn — upu — xy).

Thus, we conclude that

(3.28) L(zy, — uuy) = —uthy, — uput,.

Lemma 11. Let u be a solution of B24), then |D*u| < C on 0Q. Here C is a
constant depending on 0 and .

(3.27)

Proof. For any p € 0, we suppose p is the origin and that the x,— axis is the
interior normal of 0} at p. We may also assume the boundary near the origin p is
represented by

n—1

1
Tn =3 D dazh+ O(/[P), o = (w1, 2n-),

a=1

where Ay >0, 1 < a <n—1 are the principal curvatures of 0f) at the origin. Let
To = Oa + Aa(200n — 2,,04). Note that G ujjo + G¥use = Yo +12uq. In view of the
fact that ([B:23]) is invariant under rotation ( see equation (3.1) in [I0]), we get

(3.29) |LT,u| < C.

Moreover, it’s easy to see we have [T u| < Cla/|> on 9§ near the origin. In the
following, we denote Qg := QN {x, < f}. Set

h=(x -Du—u)— B($n — Ully,).
On 992N 0N, note that u = 0, we have - Du < Cy|2’|?. This implies on 92NN,
(3.30) h=z-Du— ém < <C’ - éa) |2’ |?
. ,8 n 1 B 3

where a > 0 depends on the principal curvatures of 9€2. Notice that u is a spacelike
function, we suppose |Du| < 6y in € for some 6y € (0,1). Then we have 0 < —u <
o5 in Qg. Therefore, on {z,, = B} we obtain

n—1
h:ﬁun+2xaua—u+%uun—5
a=1
B0 + CBY% + 008 + 035 — 6

<
< CBY2 +5(6p — 1)

(3.31)

15



with C being independent of 8 and . Moreover,
Lh = ki + xp + 2 - Du — %(—wpn — Uputy)

(3.32) > kip — CBY2 - C6

P,

where § and (8 are small positive constants.
Now choose A = A(J) > 0 large such that

Ah < —|Tqu| on 094,

>

|

and LAh > |LT,u| in Qg. By the maximum principle we conclude that
Ah £+ Tou <0 in Qg.
On the other hand we have h(0) = T, u(0) = 0. Therefore,

Ad

|0n Tou(0)] < —Ahy(0) < R

which yields
[una(0)| < C.
Since p € 012 is arbitrary, we get
|uan ()| < C for any z € 0.
Applying Lemma 1.2 in [8] we obtain
[t (2)] < C for any z € 9S).

This completes the proof of this Lemma. O

3.2.3. C? global estimate for equation [BZ3). Finally, we will prove the C? global
estimate. In this subsubsection, for the greater generality, we will assume ¢ =

Y(X,v).
Lemma 12. Let u be a solution of B24]) with ¥ = (X,v), then

|D?u| < max{C, max |D%ul}
on Q. Here C is a constant depending on |Du|q and 1.

Proof. we consider the following test function whose form first appeared in [19],
¢ =loglogP — N (v, E) .

Here, the function P is defined by P = Z e™ and N is a sufficiently large constant

l
to be determined later.

We may assume that the maximum of ¢ is achieved at some point Py € M,,
where u is the solution of ([B.24]). Suppose {71, 72, -+, 7} is a normal coordinate
near Py such that at Py, h;; = k;0;; and k1 > ko = -+ > Ky,

16



Differentiating the function ¢ twice at Fy, we have

P
3.33 ;= Nhizu; =0,
(3.33) %= Plogp T Vhi
and
bii
Py P? P?
- - : — Nh% (v, E) —|—ZNU8

PlogP P2logP (PlogP)?

- Plogp[zelh”“zemh”l+Z — pq’_<l+Pl(igP>Pi2}

—Nh% (v, E) +ZNus

Contracting with ak, we get

(3.34) ol

1 1
= Plogp[ze lhllll_‘_zeﬁlhllz—i_z pql—<——|—PlogP>Pi2:|

pFq o

NU“ 2 (v, E) —l—ZNusak Riis.

At Py, differentiating the equation (L2) twice yields,

(3.35) ol hin = dx () + ridyb(my),

and

(3.36) ot hin + o hpqhrg = —C — Chiy + > haudytp(7s),
where C' is some uniform constant only depending on . Note that
(3.37) huii = i — hiihi + hishu.

Inserting (336) and (337 into ([B:34]), we obtain

(3.38) o i

Plig P [Z e < -C - C’fl - J£q7rshpqlh7’51 + Z hSlld”T’b(Ts)>
] S

_|_Z LR e — et B2 <1_|_ L ) ii p2
gk oy ——— B2~ (= oy P;
i T Rp g Pyl P " PlogpP/) k't

—NU“ 2(1/ E) +ZNusak heii — 0,?/—{2

By [3.33) and (B:’:ﬂ) we have
PlogP Zze haud (7 +ZNUSJ’ sit 2 —C.
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Now, for any constant K > 1, we denote

Ai =M [K(O'k)? — Z O'Zpgthpihqqi] ’
P#q
_Uk Zenlh”“ —22
1#i

Combinning
W
with (338]), we get

pF#q

ppP,qq
qlhrsl = E O hpql

o Zl,ll K1 1.2
Bi = ZZO—/C e lh”i,

I#i
1+ log P

h
> Plog P

B = ol P2,

PP,aq
E oy hppthggl,
p#q

(3.39) ol bi
> PlogPEi:(AiJrBﬁCﬁDi — E))
+(=N (v, E) — 1)op'x? — Cry.
Claim 1. For any given 0 < € < %, we let a = 11;2;. There exists a positive
1
constant § < = such that, for any |k;| < 0k1,1 < @ < n, if the constant K and the

mazimum principal curvature Ky both are sufficiently large, we have

Plog P

ol P2 > 0.

Applying Lemma 6 in [28], we can see that when K is chosen to be sufficiently
large, then A; > 0. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2
(3.40) PP = hi+2) e hyihy + <Z e hlli)
1#i I#i
< 2’{1 h?“ +2 Z et hizihu; + Z e hllz‘
l#1 1#1
Thus,
« .
(3.41) Bi+Ci+Di — B — - gpa,?Pf
1 3
> 23 el 2 3 Sl - ﬁ "ot
£ S 1
1 log P
1#i
1+ a+logP 2 9 1+a+10gP T
~—Piap © og P Riglh2, — —P Tog P Z e T oy hgihags.-

18
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Let ¢ be equal to the e7 in Lemma 12 of [28]. Then we know there exists a positive
constant § < e such that, when |k;| < 0k

(3.42)
K ll Ji4 el — e 1+a er it
(2—5)26 Yoy, hipy + (2 —5)27_ py Ughlzli——logpz toi'hiy; = 0.

1£i 1z 1

On the other hand, we have

(3.43) D ettrighy, =2y e gl hhy > = Y Rl R,
I£i1 I£i1 I£i1

It follows

a ..
(3.44) BZ-—I—C’Z-—I-Di—Ei—mU?Pf
14+ a+logP
Plog P
1+ a+logP Koty i 2 l+a+logP i
R - i h _ o ' = T VST KitR1 ”h"
Plog P D e 7

K1tk 1t K 2
€ ‘o hllz +e ZO_ hmz

-
119 k Miii 114
l#l Plog P

K K4
e 1

11, —€
+ee oy, “hm +e———oi' by
K1 — Ky

A straightforward calculation shows that when ki is very large the following
inequalities hold:

1 log P k1 1

iii Plog P P P log P iii
> n41- 16“ olhZ,,
and
_2%@@#@ ”!hmhllz\ > _;enﬁ-m “’hmhllz\

> =30y |hiihiil-
Moreover, it is easy to see that
K1 K1 Kq
k1 1140 et —e” 1 i llm € —€
(3.45) ety " hiy + ————0} hiy = %oy Yy + ————oi bty
R1 — R4 1— Ry
By the Taylor expansion, we have

K1 el 1

h (K’l - K’i)m zzh
1 = €" 77”! 115

m>1

(&
3.46
(3.46) p—
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Combining the previous four formulae with (3.44]), we obtain when &; is sufficiently
large and |k;| < k1,

o ..
Bi +Ci + D; — B; — kP
+C + PlOgPO'k A

T (k1 —r)™'
> oy n—+1hm — 3|hiizhi1i| + € Z:l T!th
mz=

= 0.

Therefore, Claim 1 is proved.
Now, recall Section 4 of [28] and the proof of Theorem 14 in [29], we know the
following claim is true.

Claim 2. Suppose k = n—1 (n > 3) and k = n—2 (n > 5). For any index
1 < i < n, if the positive constant K and the mazimum principal curvature k1 both
are sufficiently large, we have

Ai+Bi+Ci+ D; — E; > 0.
By Claim [l and Claim 2 (339) becomes
- i p2 i, 2
(347) 0 = Z WUICR' + (—N <V, E> - 1)0k R — C:‘il.

|I€i‘<5l-€1
Here, the constant ¢ is the constant chosen in Claim 1. Choose N > 0 such that
oilk3 (=N (v, E) — 1) — Cky > 0, we get a contradiction. Therefore, our desired

estimate follows immediately. O

By Lemma[I0, Lemma [T, and Lemma[I2], we conclude that when k = n—1,n—2,
the Dirichlet problem (B:23]) admits a k-convex solution.

4. THE LOCAL ESTIMATES

We will devote this section to establishing the local C'' and C? estimates for the
solution u of (L3)).

4.1. Local C' estimates. In this subsection, we will prove the local C'! estimate.
We will split it into two cases. In the first case, we will assume u is a convex solution
of (L2); in the second case, we will assume u is a k-convex solution of ([LH]). Note
that in both cases our results hold for 1 < k < n.

For strictly convex, spacelike hypersurfaces, Bayard-Schniirer [7] proved the fol-
lowing local gradient estimate lemma.

Lemma 13. (Lemma 5.1 in [7]) Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set. Let u,u, ¥ :
Q — R"™ be strictly spacelike. Assume that u is strictly conver and u < @ in €. Also
assume that near 02, we have W > w. Consider the set, where u > V. For every x
in this set, we have the following gradient estimate for u :

1 1

u— U
< - SUp Ye——.
VI DuP " u@) — (@) w1 DU
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For k-convex, spacelike hypersurfaces, Bayard [5] proved a similar result when
k = 2. In the following, we will extend it to all k. Our argument is a modification of
Bayards’ in [5]. We would also like to mention that the basic idea of this argument
had appeared in Chow-Wang [12].

Lemma 14. Let Q C R" be a bounded open set. Let u,u, V¥ :  — R"™ be strictly
spacelike. Assume that M,, = {(z,u(z))|x € Q} is a k-convex hypersurface satisfying

o (KMu]) = ¢ (2, u(z))

and u < u in 2. Also assume that near 052, we have ¥ > u. Consider the set, where
u > W. For every x in this set, we have the following gradient estimate for u :
N

1 1
- sup (u—")| C.

<
V1—[DuZ ~ |u(@) —¥(2) (usv)

Here, N = N(n,k) is a uniform constant only depending on n,k, and C = C(u —
U W |2, [Y|c1) is a uniform constant depending on the upper bound of u — W,
\/ﬁ, D2\P, and |¢|Cl
Proof. Consider the test function:

¢ = (u—V)N(= (v, E)),

where NN is a large undetermined constant. Assume the function ¢ achieves its
maximum at P. We may choose a local normal coordinate {71, -+ ,7,} such that at
P, hij = k;0;;. Differentiating ¢ twice at P, we have,

Pi u =V himu

4.1 = =N
(41) 0 o u—V  —(yE)’
0 i o7 ui = Vi (u = 0)°
9 2 u-—V (u— )2
+Zm hzzm(_ (v, E)) + > himitim - (m himtm)?
— (v, E) (— (v, E))?
Contracting with 0,’:, we get
(4.2) 0> o O — o Vi o (ui — Uy)?
o u—U (u— )2
y ol RiimUm ol k22
—|-O'u/€22 + k m _ k™ ™
g — (v, E) (— (v, E))?
Without loss of generality, we may assume that at P
2
w2 > |Vul ,
n

where V is the Levi-Civita connection on M,. By (@), we have

o VB (1)

u— v Ug
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We may also assume |Vu(P)] is so large that |:I:—11| < 3. Then at P we can see,

N (v.B)
2u—U’

(4.3) K1 <

Thus, if N is sufficiently large, k1 is negative and its norm is large. Using the
inequality (26) in Lin-Trudinger [23], we obtain

i 2 11,2
E 0L nak K1,
=2

where 7 is a uniform constant only depending on n, k. Therefore,

= O'“ 2 n
ot THE = o - (1= 1) Soalied > Lodlnd i mofl .
=2 1>2
By ({3), we get
0’“/{2u2 TION2 ( <I/ E>)2
4.4 W2 k > 11
Y A ey )R S O

Inserting (L2)) and (£4) into ([@2]) yields,

(4.5) 0 2 N(’LL — \I’)[UZI{Z’(— (l/, E>) — O';: m] — NO';;(UZ — \I’Z’)2
U, 2
+(u— w)2z_m<f’”iE> + noiv ot (— (v, B))?.

Notice that
" 0
¢m - ;wxl <Tm7 a—xl> + wu <_TmuE> )

we calculate,

(4.6) % > —C(1+(-v,E)).
Combing ([@H) with (£0]), we get
(4.7)

0 > —(n—k+1)N(@@—V)op_1|V>¥| —2(n -k +1)Nop_1(|Vul® + |VT[?)

P (4 () + )

Notice that when k1 < 0, we have

Ok—1 = R10— 2(/1‘1)-1-0% 1(/1‘1) O’,il.

Moreover, — (v, E) = y/1 + [Vu|?. Let N be sufficiently large in (1)), we obtain the
desired estimate. O
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4.2. The Pogorelov type local C? estimates. Recall that in [35] (see Lemma
24), we proved the Pogorelove type local C? estimate for strictly convex, spacelike,
constant o curvature hypersurfaces. With small modifications, we can show

Lemma 15. Let u™ be the solution of BB and u" be the Legendre transform of
u™. For any given s > 2Cy+1, where Cy > min u is an arbitrary constant, let rg > 0
be a positive number such that when r > rg, u”|gq, > s, where Q, = Du"™(B,). Let
Kmax () be the largest principal curvature of Myr at x, where Myr = {(x,u" (z))|z €
Q,}. Then, for r > rs we have

(4.8) max(s — u")Kmax < C.

Here, C depends on the local C' estimates of u" and s.

In the rest of this subsection, we will establish the Pogorelov type local C? esti-
mates for the k-convex solution of equation (L2)), where k =n—1(n > 3),n—2(n >
5).

Lemma 16. Let u" be the k-convex solution of [B.23) with ¢ = (X,v), where
E=n—1(n>3),n—2(n > 5). For any given s > 1, let m > s, then u™|sq,, =
m > s. Let kmax(x) be the largest principal curvature of Mym at x, where Mym =
{(z,u™(x))|z € Qy,}. Then, for m > s we have

max (s — u™)Kmax < C.
Mym

Here, C' depends on the local C' estimates of u™ and s.

Proof. In this proof, for our convenience when there is no confusion, we will drop
the superscript on «™. Now, on §2,,, we consider the following test function whose
form first appeared in [19],

¢ = Blog(s —u) +loglog P — N (v, E) .

Here the function P is defined by

pP= Ze’”,

l

and B, N are constants to be determined later.

Let Us = {z € R"|u(x) < s}, we may assume that the maximum of ¢ is achieved
at Py € Us. Choose a local normal coordinate {7y, 79, ,7,} such that at Py,
hij = kidi; and K1 = Ko -+ = K.

Differentiating the function ¢ twice at Py, we get

Bu; P;

4. i == Nhiiu; =0,
(4.9) ¢ s—u+PlogP+ ui =0
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and

0 = oy
B Rz Piz 32 /thz <V7 E> . 5%2

PlogP P2logP (PlogP)? s—u (s —u)?
—~Nh% (v, E) —i—ZNUS

1 1
- PlogP [Ze i +Zemh”’ +Z Fipgi — (F - PlogP)Piz]

P#q

+5hn’ (v, E)  pui
s—u  (s—u)?

— NhZ (v, E) Z Nughiis
Contracting with o, we have
(4.10) o}y

1 1 ,
PlogP[Ze lh””JrZe lh””LZ K — Fg Fipas = <_+PlogP>PZ}

pF#q

Bak ki (v, E) ﬁa“ 2
_I_
s—u  (s— u)

NU“ 2 (v, E) —I—ZNuSJ,if iise
S

At Py, differentiating the equation (L2) twice yields,

(4.11) aihi = dx(n) + ridyb(m),
and
(4.12) O’,ijhii” + O'Zq’T hpqlhrsl —C — Ch 11+ Z hsllduw(Ts)a

where C' is some uniform constant. Note that
(4.13) huii = hiin — hiihi + hishu.
Inserting (@I2) and (ZI3) into I0), we obtain
(4.14) O'qu“
1
PlogP |:Z e’il ( — C — C:‘il — O'zq Tshpqlhrsl + Z hsllde(as))
l s
. 9 . elfir — ehq 9 1 1 i 0
+ zl: O-Izﬁlemhlli + O-/Z; = ﬂhmi o <ﬁ + PlOgP>O-IZ€ZPZ

Bkoy (v, E) Botiu?
RE— (s — u)2

From (@3] and (@I1]), we deduce
L K i fu
Plog P YOS e hjudyp(ry) + Y Nujojihe > Zdzﬂﬁ(ﬁ)s _lu -C.
J l J l

— No} 2<V E) +ZNusakhS“ 0}3/12
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For any constant K > 1, denote

A =™ [K(Uk)? - Z Uipﬂthpihqqi]’ =2 Z e e hi,
p#q l#i
er 1+logP ..
= Uk Zemhllzv D; = 2; ” hlliv E; = Tgpa;flpf'
Note that

pa,Ts PP,qq PP,qq
- Z o hpgihrst = Z Ok hpql - Z Ok hppilgql,

PFq P7q
Therefore, (£.14]) becomes

(4.15) O']ZQZ(JSM

> E ) . . L[
= PlogP i(Az“‘Bz“‘Cz"i'Dz Ez)
Bkoy, (v, B)  Bojui 2 5
—N(v,E)—1 y —
AA— (s—u)2+( (v, E) O'I{—I—E d?/)n Cky.

Following the same argument as the one in the proof of Lemma 2] from (ZI5)
we obtain,

(4.16)
@ it p2
> __— __up:
0> > (Plog PR+
Ifii‘<(5li1
Bkoy (v, E)  Boju? 2 ﬁ
—N(v,E) —1) v —
A— (s—u)2+( (v, E) O'I{—I—E d¢7’l Cky.

Here, the constant ¢ is the same constant as the one chosen in Claim 1 of Lemma
Moreover, by ([@9), we have

1 2 1 . 2
poiu >—U—k{2( b ) +2N2u22/£?].

(s — u)2 - B Plog P
Choose 8 > 0 such that af > 2, then ([@I6]) implies
(4.17)
Bkoy (v, E) Boiiu?
0o >———— —
s—u Z (s — u)2
|Ki| =K1

B O.ii
~N (1, E) — 1)oik? d,, —Cky — “EoN?u2k?
+( (v, E) — 1)o}/k; +Z le o K1 Z U K;

|Kki|<dr1
Now, first choose N > 0 such that %Zlm\%m ol k2(~N(v,E) — 1) — Cr1 > 0,
then choose 8 = B(NV) sufficiently large such that 3|, ., (O‘?I{?(—N(l/, E)y—1)—
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%’?2]\72?122/%22) > 0. We deduce

0,22 2
(4.18) e —+ > 25 > > ofrl(-N(v,E)—1).

s — (s —u)? u)
|ki|=0k1 |Ki| =K1

If

C 2B0tiu?
S—u 2 Z|Hi‘26f€1 (s u)2 )y We get

2
OB SN (1, B) = 1) > eo(N — 1),

sS—Uu

< D js|6m1 %, we let ip denote the
index of the maximum value element of the set

250.7,7, 2
{ (S ) ’Hz, R1
Then, we obtain
/30-1020 2 ) 2
4dn—m—-— (S—u)2 >O‘;€OZO/{ ( N(V,E> - 1) = C(N_ 1) 107,05 Kll,
which also implies our desired estimate. 0

5. THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE PROBLEM

We will prove Theorem [Il and [l in this section.

Let’s consider the proof of Theorem [ first. Recall that in Subsection Bl we have
solved the approximate Dirichlet problem (B3] on B, for r < 1. We will denote the
strictly convex solution of ([B.3]) by u"*. We further denote the Legendre transform
of (B,,u"™) to be (,,u"), where Q, = Du"*(B,) is the domain of u". By Lemma
19 and 20 in [35] we have

(5.1) u<u <

in Q,.
In the following, we will denote 2, = Du*(B;) to be the domain of u, := ulq . It
is not difficult to see that these domains are increasing, namely,

Qr - Qs, for r < s.
Moreover, by the choice of u in Subsection B1], we have
ulpg — 400, as T — 1.
Thus, by the comparison principle, we have
urloq, = [€ - Duy(§) — uz(§)]|os,
(5.2) 2 [ Du™(§) — u™(§)]|os,
= ulpg, -

From this we can see that, as r — 1, u,|pq, — +00. This in turn implies, for any
compact set I C R™, there exists a constant cx = ¢(K) < 1 such that when r > ¢,
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Q, D K. Therefore, for any compact set X C R"™, we can apply Lemma and
Lemma [[5] to obtain uniform C' and C? bounds for v in K.

More precisely, in order to obtain the local C! estimate, we introduce a new
subsolution u; of ([L2)), where u; satisfies

O'k(/il,- .. ,Hn) = ¢ + 100,

x
woeivo().

By the strong maximum principle we have, when x € R"
ui(z) < u(x).

Thus, for any compact convex domain K, let

and as |z| — 0o

20 = mlén(y —uy).

We define a strict spacelike function ¥ = w; 4+ 6. Denote K’ = {z € R"; ¥ < u}.
Since as |z| — 00, u3 — @ — 0, we know that K’ is a compact set only depending on
K. Applying Lemma[I3] for any (., u"), if K’ C Q,, we have the gradient estimate:

sup Y
k /1—|Du2 6 x \/I—|DUP’

Next, we want to show that for any given compact set K C R”, {|D?u"|} is
uniformly bounded in . Without loss of generality, let’s consider any Br C R"™.
Let Cy = maxp,, @ and s = 2Cp+ 1 in Lemma (I8l Denote Us = {z € R";u(z) < s},
then by earlier discussion, it’s easy to see that there exists ry > 0 such that when
r>rg, Q. D Us. Applying Lemma [[5] we obtain when r > r

SUp Kmax (Myr) < C.

Br
-1
Using the classical regularity theorem and convergence theorem, we conclude that
(Q,.,u") converges locally smoothly to an entire, smooth convex function u satisfying
([C2). In view of (5.1) and the asymptotic behavior of u, @, we know that as |z| — oo,

Here C depends on the upper bound of on Uy, which is independent of r.

u— x|+ ¢ (ﬁ) . Moreover, by Remark [2] we also know that u is strictly convex.

Therefore, its Gauss map image is By, i.e., Du(R") = By.
Theorem [l follows by replacing Lemma[I3 and Lemma[I5lin the proof of Theorem
[ with Lemma [[4] and Lemma

6. THE RADIAL DOWNWARD TRANSLATING SOLITON

In this section, we will study the radially symmetric downward translating soli-
ton. Recall that we say M,, is a downward translating soliton when its principal
curvatures satisfy

k
(6.1) or(KIM.]) = (}j) (c - ﬁ) ,
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where C > 1 is a constant. We want to point out that in this section and the next
section, C is the fixed constant in (6.1]). We also denote

~ / 1
as in Theorem [l The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem 1 in [6].

Theorem 17. Let C > 1 be a positive constant. Then there exits a strictly convex
radial solution u: R™ — R of (61)), satisfying

|Du| — C, as |x| — 4.

Moreover, as |x| — oo, u(z) has the following asymptotic expansion

5 1 —k
(6.2) u(z) =Clz| — o \/ I - log |z| 4+ ¢o + o(1)

for some constant ¢y € R. In particular, the radial solution u is unique up to the
addition of a constant.

For radial solutions, we will reduce the equation (G.I) to an ODE. Let u = u(r)

and y = %, then a straightforward calculation yields,

Diuzy—Z,iju:% <5ij_ . ]> +y =

|z| || |2
Therefore,
1 Yy oy Y
I{[MU]_ m(l_y27;7 7; )

and (6. becomes

k
(6.3) ! yhi<5 v +”_k3>: -1
. (1— yz)k/z rk=1 \n1—1y2 n or 1 — 2 Y2

By a small modification of the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [6], we obtain

Proposition 18. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[I7, there exists a solution y of
63)), which is defined on [0,4+00) and smooth on (0,+00), such that

y(0)=0,0<y <C
T’EI—iI-lOOy(T) =C,y'(0)=C—1, andy' >0 on [0, +00).
Moreover, as r — 0+, we have
KMy (r)] = (C—=1)(1,1,--- ,1).

Since the proof is a small modification of the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [6], we
skip it here. Now, let’s study the asymptotic behavior of y.

Proposition 19. Let y be the solution of (63)). Then asr — oo, y has the following
asymptotic expansion
s 1 y/n—k1 1
=C—— -+0(=]).
y(r) C? nor + <7’2>
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Proof. By Proposition [I8] we may assume

(6.4) y(r) = C— ;

Then we have,

/ 1
1 1— 2 —y? z l—z+y
(6.5) V1 —y2— 5 =—E " = ZA(r), where A(r) = Y—xo_——.
C Vi-yp2+2% 7 Vi—y?+3
Differentiating (6.4]), then substituting it into ([€.3]), we get
koykl 4 z n—kyk & 1\"
6.6 L A R e -
(6.6) nl—y? rk+rk+1 + n rk e

By (6.3]), ([6.6]) can be simplified as

k—1 _
ky (_Z/_’_;)_i_nTkyk:CkzkAk(r).

nl—y?
Thus, we obtain
(6.7) 7 =—B(r)z*+C(r),
where
(6.8) B = LY 4k and ©(r) = 2 4 1 - )
. = = Y )
Applying Proposition [I8 we can see that
: _ N o2k—25 : _n-k15;
TEIEOOB(T) = kC C and TETOOC’(T‘) = CzC.

W . i Z — 0. which i . » 2
Here, we have used lim = 0, which is a direct consequence of Proposition
T—00

Next Lemma is a generalization of Proposition A.2 in [6].
Lemma 20. Assume z : (0,+00) — R is a positive solution of the equation
2 = —A(r)Z* + B(r),
where A, B : (0,00) = R are continuous functions such that
lim A(r) = Ay > O’T‘EIEOOB(T) = By > 0.

r—-+00

Then
By
. _ k20
Proof. In order to prove this Lemma, we only need to prove
Claim 3. Assume z : (0,400) — R is a positive solution of the equation
2 = Aozk + By,

with Ag < 0, By > 0 being constants. Then

Tli)rgo z(r) = <—A—0> .
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If this claim is true, following the same argument as Proposition A.2 in [6], we
can prove Lemma We will prove this claim below.
Without loss of generality, let’s consider the positive solution of equaiton

(6.9) Y =B-2"

instead. We will show that

(6.10) lim z(r) = B
T—>00

First, since z is a positive solution of ([6.3), let’s assume 0 < z(rg) = z9 < B'/¥ then
we have zp < z(r) < BY* on (rp,c0). Denote z; = BY* we get
K B=(z— )y ),

Therefore ([6.9) can be written as

Ay N Qr—2(2)
=21 kTl k2 4 g T

(6.11) —dr = dz,

where A = %z%_k and Qr_o(2) is a polynomial of degree k — 2. It’s easy to see that
Qr_2(2) = —A12"72 4+ Q(k — 3)(2) and Qr_3(2) is a polynomial of degree k — 3.
Integrating (6.I1)) from ro to r yields

_ z(r) Ay k=2
(6.12) —r+4+rp = Ajln A=z —/ 17 —dz
20 — 21 o ARl k2 4 20T
z(r) oz
+/ — kQ; 3(2) —dz.
20 ATz A4+ 2
Notice that as r — oo the left hand side of ([6.I2]) goes to —oo, while
z(r) k—2
—/ s —dz > —Ayln |2,
% zk—1+zk—2zl+...+zl_ 20

and

/Z(T) Qr—3(2) &

o 2Rl 2k=2z g okl

is bounded. Therefore, lgn 2(r) = z; = B'/*. Similarly, we can prove the case when
T [ee]
z(rg) = 20 > 21. O

From Lemma 20 and equation (6.7]), we conclude

Jim 2(r) = ez
1 /n—k w(r
2(7‘):@\]‘/ - +¥.

Inserting it into (6.7)), we get

We further assume
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=503 (5) (5E) () o (e B

Notice that 1151_1 % = 0 and D(r) has a uniform positive lower bound. In the
r—+00

following, we want to find a positive upper bound for F(r). Using the expressions
63) of B(r),C(r), we obtain

w k12 N
(613) Fr) — 7+2+T’“yk_y1r[yk_<f4£>>]

W n—kl—y? A(r) y e (AN
- 7“*Tyk—17”<y‘ c )2V )

1=1

Therefore, we only need to show r(y — A(r)/C) is bounded as r — oco. By (G.3]), we
have

(6.14) r(y—M>:r y_lvl_c%ﬂ :T<yvl_92_é\/1—c%>

¢ Cy1—y2+1} 1—y2+3

Combining (€14 with the expression of y and (G.5]), we can derive

1 1 1 =z 1 zZA(r) 1 1
2 _ . — _ __ _Z _ R S I _
yvi-y c\/1 c? (\/1 c? 7’) <c+ - > Ve

z 22 T
=2 <—é—|—A(r) 1_0_12) - fQ( ).

From (6.I4]), (615]), and Lemma 20 we conclude that r(y — A(r)/C) is uniformly
bounded from above. Thus, F'(r) has an uniform upper bound. Applying Proposi-
tion A.3 in [6], we obtain a uniform upper bound for w. This completes the proof. [

(6.15)

It’s not hard to see that Theorem [IT follows from Proposition [[8 and Proposition
19)
7. THE EXISTENCE RESULTS

In this section we will prove Theorem [0l First, we want to prove the following
existence Theorem.

Proposition 21. Suppose ¢ is a C? function defined on Sg_l = {z e R"||z| = C},

where C = /1 — (%)2 There exists a unique, strictly conver solution v : R™ — R of
(CIQ) such that as |x| — oo,

~ 1 k n—k 5 L
(7.1) u(z) — Clz| — a\/Tlogm + <Cm>
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7.1. Constructing barriers. We first construct the barrier functions of equation
(LI0). Following the ideas of [31], B2], we denote the radial solution of (I.I0) by
2E(|z]), whose asymptotic expansion satisfies (6.2) with ¢y = 0. Let
pi(Cy) = Dp(Cy) + (1) 2MCy, i =1,2
for any y € S"7!. Set,
2F(x,y) = @(Cy) —pi(Cy) - Cy + =5 (|2 + pi(Cy)]), Ve € R,y € 8”71,
Then,
gf(z) = sup zf(z,y)
yES”*1
is a subsolution of (LI0) and
b= inf 2(zy)

q
yesn—1

is a supersolution of (ICIO). Moreover, ¢¥(x) < ¢5(x) and when || — +o00, we have

~ 1
(@)~ Clal = g i L oglel + 0 (€)= 1.2

7.2. The Dirichlet problem. First, let’s solve equation (I.I0) for the case when
k =n. For any ¢ > mingn gy, we let

O = {x e R"|q{(z) < t < g5 ()},

and €2; be a smooth, strictly convex domain in R™. Consider the following Dirichlet
problem:

(7.2)

oM (15(My,)) =C + (1, E) in O,
wp =t on 9

By a small modification of [I3], we know that there exists a unique solution u; of
(T2). Then, applying the local C', C? estimates obtained in [7] we conclude that,
there exists a subsequence {uy, }3°, (t; — 0o as i — 00), that converges to an entire,
strictly convex solution u of (LIQ) for k¥ = n. Moreover, it’s easy to see that u(x)
satisfies the desired asymptotic behavior as |z| — oo. From now on, we will denote
this solution by u". We will also denote the Legendre transform of v by u™*

Next, we consider the case when k < n. We denote the legendre transform of 2%
by (z5)*, that is,

(I]f k

0z 0z
B\* (N o Lk _ %%
(25)" (1) =7 B z5(r), where 7 B

Using the asymptotic expansion of zg derived in Section [6] we know

(=) (r) = Ci @(logr 1 +0 <1> .

We denote its principal part:

()" () = g { "L togr(r) 1),
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it is clear that (Z)* is unbounded in Bg.
To make sure our solution is convex, we consider the dual Dirichelt problem on
B, for any 7 < C,
. (n)—l/k
F(wyipupi;) = ——k  in B,
(7.3) RVErE

ut = u™ 4 (28— (2)* on OB;.

_ _ &§i&j _ 0 7 _

Here, we have w* = /1 — [£|?, Vi = 0ij — T U = agké‘&, F(w*’yfkuzl’yfj) =
1/

<JZ—fk(/{* [w*ﬁkuzl%"j])> ; and £F[w*yiup ] = (K7, ky) are the eigenvalues

of the matrix (w*~j,uz,7/;)- The solvability of (Z3)) has been established in Section
Bl Therefore, by standard PDE theorems, in order to prove Proposition 21l we only
need to obtain local C! and local C? estimates for the translating soliton equation
(CIQ). In order to do so, we will need the following Lemma.

Lemma 22. Let u™ be a solution to equation (3] and u” be the Legendre transform
of u™. Then, for any x € Du™(B;), we have ¢§(x) < u™(z) < ¢§(z).
Proof. Without causing confusion we shall drop the superscript 7 in the proof. We
only need to prove that

A(z,y) < ulr) < 25(z,y),
for any x € Du™*(B,) and y € S*~!. This is equivalent to prove

(5)*(&y) <u(€) < (D) (&),

for any ¢ € B, and y € S"~!. Since we have

(7.4) (Y (&y) = (€D - piCy) - € — ¢(Cy) +pi(Cy) - Cy
(26)*(1€]) — 0 (1€D) + (z])* (&, v),

and

(22)"(&y) <u™(§) < (21)7(& ),
we obtain on 0B,

(25)"(&,y) < u™(€) < ()& v)-

By comparison principle, we finish the proof. O

7.3. Local C' and (C? estimates. Similar to Lemma [[3, we have the following
local C'! estimate Lemma, for translating solitons.

Lemma 23. Let Q C R" be a bounded open set. Let u,u, ¥ :  — R"™ be strictly
C-spacelike, i.e. B

|Dul, |Dul|, |DY| < C.
Assume that u is strictly convex and u < u in 2. Also assume that near 052, we
have W > u. Consider the set, where u > W. For every = in that set, we have the
following gradient estimate for u :

1 1 u—U
< sup

[C2 — |Dul? = u(x) — U(x) '{u>\Il} [C2 — |D1/)|2‘
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Since the proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [7], we skip it here.
We now construct W. Following the argument in Section 4 of [0], let

U(z) = —Ag +Cy/1 + |2

It is clear that when |z| sufficiently large we have ¥(z) > g2(z). On the other hand,
for any compact set K C R", we can always choose Ay sufficiently large such that
U(z) < gi(x) in K. Applying Lemma 23] we obtain that for any £ C R™ and any
strictly convex function ¢i(z) < u(z) < ga2(7) satisfying (LIO), whose domain of
definition contains K, there exists a local C'! bound Cx for u(x) in K that is only
depending on K.

Using the idea of [35], we can prove the following Pogorelov type local C? estimate
for translating solitons.

Lemma 24. Let u be the solution of (LIQ) defined on Q. For any given s >
I%inn u(x) + 1, suppose ulgg > s. Let Kmax(x) be the largest principal curvature of

M, = {(z,u(z))|z € Q} at x. Then, we have

nﬁf(s — U)Kmax < C.

Here, Cy only depends on the local C' estimate of u. More specifically, C1 depends
on the lower bound of C + (v, E).

Following the argument in Section Bl we complete the proof of Proposition 211

7.4. Proof of Theorem [6l In this subsection, we will prove that the hypersurface
M, constructed in Proposition ZIlhas bounded principal curvatures. This completes

the proof of Theorem [Bl For our convenience, in the following, we will drop the

superscript k, and the updated configuration zg now becomes z.

Suppose u is a strictly convex solution of (LI0) and u* is the Legendre transform
of u. Then u* satisfies

()
(7.5) Pl i) = 52— in Be.
Vi-lel?
We also denote the Legendre transform of zp by zj, that is,
8Z0

25(1) =r- — — 20(r), where 7 = %.

or or

Using the asymptotic expansion of zy derived in Section [6] we know

23 = é@(logr —1)+0 <%> .

We denote its principal part as

70 = g ("L o r(r) 1),

it is clear that Zj(7) is unbounded in Bg.
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Lemma 25. Let u* and Z; be defined as above. Then we have,

(16)  Jim (u*(€) = 5(€) = (&), Jor any & € OBy, € € Be.

Proof. We will use the auxiliary functions z;(z,y), i = 1,2, constructed in Subsec-
tion 7.1. It’s easy to see that

21(z,y) < u(z) < z(z,y), for any z € R",y € S" 1,
By the strictly convexity of z;(z,y) we have
(7.7) z(&,y) <u*(§) < z(&,y), for any £ € Bs, y € "7
Notice that ) ) ) )

2 (& y) = 20(§]) = pi(Cy) - € — ©(Cy) +pi(Cy) - Cy.
Therefore, let Cy = & and & — &, we get

z(6,C760) = 2 (1€]) = —p(&o)-

This together with (7)) yields (Z.6)). O

Now we let
o 0
o o

be the angular derivative. Similar to Section 10 in [30], we obtain following Lemmas.

0=2¢

Lemma 26. Let u* be the solution of equation (TH). Then, |0u*| are bounded above
by a constant depends on |p|cn and 0*u* are bounded above by a constant depends

on |¢|cz.

Proof. Notice that 9|¢|? = 0, we have the angular derivative of the right hand side
of equation ([T3)) is zero. Therefore, following the proof of Lemma 29 and 30 in [30],
we have

FIw i (0(u* = 25))uniy = 0, FYw v (0% (u* — Z5))miy = 0.
In view of (Z.8) and the maximum principle, we obtain the desired estimates. [

We further have

Lemma 27. Let u* be the solution of equation (TH). There is a positive constant b

such that
\VC2 — €2 [0%u*| < b.

Proof. We consider u* — %, which has C° bound on Bg. Since 0%u* = 02(u* — %),
the rest of the proof is same as the one of Lemma 5.3 in [21]. O

Lemma 28. Suppose ag < 7 < C for some ag € (0,C), and S*~'(r) = {¢ €
R™| > &2 = 12}, For any point £ € S"~1(r), there is a function

Uy =29 +b1& -+ b5 + b
such that

up(§) = u”(§),
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and

up(€) > u*(§), for any € € S"H(r) \ {¢}.
Here bl,A- -+, by are constants depending on &, and b is a positive constant indepen-
dent of & and r.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as the proof of Lemma 5.4 in [2I]. We only
need to replace u,u, —k+/1 — |z|? by v* — Z§,u$ — Z§ and 2§ — Z} in Li’s proof. O
Similarly, we can prove the following Lemma analogous to Lemma 5.5 in [21].
Lemma 29. Suppose ag < r < C for some ag € (0,C), and S""Y(r) = {€ €
R™| > €2 =12}, For any point £ € S"~1(r), there is a function

up =25 +a1&1 + -+ apndp —a
such that

up(§) = u*(8),
and A A
up(€) < u(€), for any & € S*1(r) \ {¢}
Hereaq,--- ,ay,,a are constants depending on f, and a > 0, a\/(f’2 — |£A|2 < C, where
C4 is a positive constant only depending on |p|c2.
Using Lemma 28 and Lemma 29 we can show

Lemma 30. Let u be the solution of equation (LIQ) and u* be the Legendre trans-
form of uw. There are positive constants do > di such that

(7.8) 0 < di <u(C?— |Du?) < dy.
Here dy depends on the |u|coqy and Q = {z € R";[Du| < ap}.
{Droof. We modify the proof of Li [21]. We first consider the lower bound. For any
€ € S"1(r), using Lemma 28, we have
u*(€) = (&), and u*(€) < @y(€) for £ € S"7H(r) \ £}

Thus, using @ is a supersolution, we get u*(§) < uj(¢) in B,. Therefore, at £, we
get
u(z) =& - Du* —u* > & - Dugy — ufy = zo(7) — b,

where we assume # = Du*(£) and z}(7) := %(f) = |€]. Thus, at &, we have
(7.9) u(C® = [Duf?) > 2(#)(C* — |2(#)|*) = b(C* — [¢]).

Using the asymptotic behavior of 2y, we have

20 (€% = I2P)

2
s ik N s (5 1 i/n—k1 1

CE .Jn—k
= @\

+0(1)
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We denote

Therefore, by (Z.9]), we obtain
52 2 €0
u(@ ~ |Du) > 2.

for r being sufficiently close to C, which we may assume r > ag. For r < ag, without
loss of generality, we can assume u > 1. Therefore

u(C® — [¢*) = C* - df.
Thus, we obtain the uniform lower bound. For the upper bound. Applying a similar

argument, for r being sufficiently close to C , which we will still assume r > a9, we
have

u(C? — |Duf?) < 20(F)(C* — |#()[*) + a(C? ~ [€]*) < 3eq + C1C.

We obtain a uniform upper bound. O

Finally, we are ready to adapt the ideas in [30, 2I] to estimate the principal
curvatures of M,,.

Proposition 31. Let u be the solution of equation (LIQ). Then the hypersurface
My = {(z,u(x))|x € R"} has bounded principal curvatures.

Proof. We will establish a Pogorelov type interior estimate. For any s > 0, consider

6= = uC+ (v, BV B,

where P,, = Y k7" and m, N > 0 are constants to be determined later. Without

J
loss of generality, we also assume u > 1 in R™. It’s easy to see that ¢ achieves its
local maximum at an interior point of Us = {z € R"|u(z) < s}, we will assume this
point is xyg. We can choose a local normal coordinate {7, -- ,7,} such that at x,
hij = I{Z’(Sij and K1 2 K2 2 2 Kp-.

Differentiating log ¢ at zo we get,

i’ >R i o )
1 @i _ J _ 1i\Ti5 oW S
(7.10) o P, C+ (v, E) u (s —u)?

=0,
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and

bii @7
7.11 — - L
( ) ¢ ¢2
1 ) - Z@ 1_K/m—1 )
~ P Z*””T_ hjjii + (m _1)2 i hm+Z Py
mo g J PF#q
2
m m—1 <Tl’E> 2 _<V’E>
_n e | = N b N
P2 Ej:“] 33 zl: ZC+<V,E> h C+ (v, E)
hii(v, E) u? hii(v, E u?
NhR2 U N ’ N—L L2 L <0
e wEye TN T T e T —wr T
By equation (LI0), we derive
i n k—1
oy hiij = <k> k(C+ (v, E))" " (=hjjuy),
and
Y3 TS n
(7.12) o} hiij; = =03 hpgihes; + <k>k(k_ D(C + (v, B)*2h5

+<g)k<c B (=S )
on " hpgjhrsj + <k:> k(C + (v, E)) < Zh Jlul)

—Ko(C + (v, E)F 152,

WV

where Ky = Ko(n,k,C) > 0 is a constant depending on n,k and C. Recall that in
Minkowski space we have

hijii = hiijj + hishyj — hiih3;.

Thus,

(7.13) oi'hjjii = obhiij; + obhih,; — o hiih?j 2 o hiigj — k(kz) €+ (v, E>)kh§j'
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Combining (I3]) with (ZII) we obtain

(7.14)
Wi Op m—1 m—272 k= wg
020’]@?:})_ ZH] h]]“+(m_1)z ] h]jl+z hpqi
molg J PF#q
2
mo-k m— 1 Tl?
Z/{ hjﬂ —NO' th C+ I/E>)
—(v, E) 9 u?
+ No 22h222 + No zzhm 7
C+ (v, E) (C+ (v, E))?
hii (v, E) Ju? olh(v, E) ofiu?
N 7 N (s —
+ akiu + Jku2+8 (s—u)? s(s_u)3
> —Ko(C+ (v, E)) 1wy + Z(Az +B;+C;+ D, — E;)
m—1
n k—1 Zj,l hjjl’fj U n k—2 2
+ <k> k(C + (v, E)) i ~Nk(, )€+ E) El:mul

i ;2 — (v, E) iip2 ui
PN e PN e e

Chiilv, B 2 clh(v, B 0“u2
+N0']7;,2“<’>+NO']Z€Z—22+SI€“<’2>—S k )
u u (s —u) (s —u)3
Here
U
A; = }3 K(op)? — Z aip’qthpihqqi] , for some constant K > 1,
m p.q
2K 1
7Y JJ,iig 2
Bi = P, Z hijio
"o
m—1 9
Ci = Pm O-k; ] h]jl’
J
2077 g gl
Di: k Z J 1 h2 ,
Po iz m—wi
and
2

ma
k m—1
g Ky hjji

By Lemma 8, Lemma 9, and Corollary 10 in [22] we can assume the following claim
holds.
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Claim 4. There exists two small positive constants § and n < 1. If ki < dk1, we
have

n
(7.15) § A;+ B;i + C; + D; <1+m) E; >0

where m > 0 is sufficiently large.

If (ZI5]) doesn’t hold, we would have ki > dk;. Since o < <Z> CF, we get

_ n
5" lﬁ'f < K1Kkg R < 0 < <k> ck.

This gives an upper bound for k1 at zq directly, then we would be done. Therefore,

we assume (.I5)) holds. Plugging (7.I5)) into (7.14) yields,

2
_ ol —
0> —K(](C + (l/, E>)k 11{1 + UP—I; Zlij 1hjji
m J
n k-1 2 (N S
—k C E —+—
(7.16) (&) € bmm (T4 25)
Noh 2 <V7 N uhZ' )
TR ey TN N e T )
hii(v, E) u? J}jhii@ E) J}juz
Nt ) (Rl > _9 i
+ Noy, " + O’ku2+8 (s —u)? S(s—u)?’
From equation (7Z.I0]) we obtain
(7.17)
Z m_lh 2
K7 ”
77 K2 W2 s
Sy :N2 i 5 +N2_z2+ 7 -
P, (C+<V7E>) u (S_u)
o2 [l ON's rit; +2Ns—
u(C + (v, E)) C+ (v, E))(s —u)? u(s —u)?
Inserting (TI7) into (TI86]), we derive
k—1 sojluf ji |2 uf
7.18) 0> —Ky(C S BT ! N(N Vopk; —"+"+——
( ) 0( +<V >) 514‘77(8_“)4"‘ ( n+ )O'k"i (C+<I/,E>)2
ol ku? ol ku? oltu?
2N2 kit _2N kit 2N k “1
TaC+ B T BN — w2 ol —w)p
Nof 52 L NN + 1oL — 95k
+No—— + (nN + )O‘ku2+8 5 —u)? S(s—u)?’
n k-1 2 (N S i 2 —(E)
—k C E \Y —t No}'ki —7"""—.
(7) €+ tnmiwup (54 ) + Mo S
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It’s clear that
| Du|

/1 —|Du|?

We also notice that for any 1 < i < n, O'Z/{i < (

(7.19) |Vu| = < -, E)<C.

n

/<;> C* (no summation). By a simple

calculation we get, when N > 77%

22 g2 g2
7.20 ki 49N i _9s—E 1>
(7:20) n(s —u)t * Snu(s — u)? N (s —u)3

Moreover, applying Lemma we know there exists two positive constants dy >
dy > 0 such that

(7.21) dy <u(C+ (v, E)) < do.
Therefore, for N > 77% being sufficiently large, combining (Z19)-(T21) with (IS
we have,
|Vul?oiik;
€+ v, E))(s —u)?

k-1 2N? O o
0 > —KolC+(W,E)) "k — T’VU‘ oy ki —2Ns
1

ii ii S 2 (T k—1
- 7 17 ~o ,E
NCoj/k; —Co'k (5 —u)? kC (k‘) (C+ (v, E)) (s —u)?

n 2 k—1 CoOkR1
- E N+ N—"——.
k:(k)C (C+ (v, E)) + Ct v B
It’s easy to see that the above inequality yields, at xq

52

(s —u)*

K1 < K(ch7d~1)

Therefore, in Us, by (Z.21]), we have
2

~ s S
< K(N,C,dy)e s—u .
¢ ( 1)6 (S_U)Q
Note that for any t € [0, s],
(t)=e" = Gl < 4e?

We obtain that at any point = € Us,
(7.22) ¢ < K(N,C,d).

Now, for any = € R", we can choose s > 0 large such that = € U,,. Then by (7.22)
and (.21]), we conclude

/ﬁ($) < K(N,C,le,Jg).

Since x is arbitrary, we finish proving Proposition 311 O

Theorem [6 follows from Proposition 21l and Proposition BIl immediately.
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