arXiv:2105.09069v1 [math.AP] 19 May 2021

THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR A CLASS OF HESSIAN
QUOTIENT EQUATIONS ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

XIAOJUAN CHEN, QIANG TU*, AND NI XIANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the Dirichlet problem for a class of Hessian
quotient equations on Riemannian manifolds. Under the assumption of an admissi-
ble subsolution, we solve the existence and the uniquness for the Dirichlet problem
in a domain without any geometric restrictions on the boundary, based on the a
priori estimates for the solutions to the Hessian quotient type equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 with smooth
boundary OM and M := M UOJM. In this paper, we study the Dirichlet problem for
a class of Hessian quotient equations

O = .
o (Z)" o) = vt va) in o,
U= on OM,
where U = 7(Au)g — V?*u with 7 > 1, V?u denotes the Hessian of u, A\[U] =
(A1, -+, \n) are the eigenvalues of U with respect to the metric g and 9 is a positive

C* function with respect to (x, z, p) € M x Rx T, M, where T, M denotes the tangent
space of M at x.

Our interest on the solvability of equation (L)) is motivated from the complex
Monge-Ampere type equations. Recently, Harvey-Lawson [18] [19] introduced a class
of functions u € C?*(C"), named (n — 1)-plurisubharmonic, such that the complex
Hessian matrix

n 0%u d%u
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is nonnegative definite. For (n — 1)-plurisubharmonic functions, one can consider the
following complex Monge-Ampere equations

92 0?
(1.3) det((E m>6v - Wﬁu}]) = 1.

If ¢ does not depend on Vu, the Dirichlet problem for (I.3]) on strict pseudo-convex
domains in C™ was solved by Li [24], who also considered a general class of operators.
Tosatti-Weinkove [32], 33] showed that the associated complex Monge-Ampere equa-
tion can be solved on any compact Kéhler manifold. Harvey-Lawson [17, (18] inves-
tigated the corresponding complex Monge-Ampere equation and sloved the Dirichlet
problem with ¢ = 0 on suitable domains. Then Han-Ma-Wu [20] considered k-convex
solutions of complex Laplace equation. Moreover, the complex Hessian equation in-
volving a gradient term on the left hand sides has attracted the interest of many
authors due to its geometric applications such as the Gauduchon conjecture, which
was solved by Székelyhidi-Tosatti-Weinkove in their work [30], and also see Guan-Nie
[11]. For more references, we refer the readers to [15, [4] [5, [31] and references therein.

If the complex Hessian matrix is replaced by the real Hessian matrix in ([2), a
natural question is whether we can study the regularity and solvability to the Dirichlet
boundary problem for this kind of fully nonlinear equation (such as (I.1)). This work
is a further study on the Dirichlet problem for (IT]) with gradient terms on the right
sides of the equation following a recent work by Chu-Jiao [3]. To ensure the ellipticity
of (1)), we need A[U] € I'y. Hence we introduce the following definition.

Definition 1.1. A function v € C?*(M) is called admissible (i.e.(n, k)-convex) if
AU] € Ty, for any x € M, where Ty, is the Garding cone

Fy={AeR":0;(N\) >0,V1<j<Ek}
The main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let [ +2 < k < n, ¢ € C®(OM), » € C°(M x R x T, M) with
¥, 1, > 0. Assume that there exists an admissible subsolution u € C*(M) satisfying

1

(1.4) (%)“ (AlU]) > @(2,u, Vu) in M,

a1
U= on OM,

where U = 7(Au)g — V2u. Then the Dirichlet problem (L)) is uniquely solvable for
u € C®(M) with A\[U] € T'y.

In order to prove Theorem [L.2] a major challenge comes from second order estimates
for a domain with arbitrary boundary shape except being smooth. We establish the
following global second order estimates.
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Theorem 1.3. Let[+2 < k < n, ¢ € C*(OM), v € C*(M xRxT, M) with 1,1, > 0,
u € CHM) N C%*(M) be an admissible solution of Dirichlet problem (L1)). Assume
that there exists an admissible subsolution w € C*(M) satisfying (L4)). There exists C
depending on n, k, 1, ||ul|c1, ||u]|cz, inf ¥, ||¥]|c2 and the curvature tensor R such that

sup |VZu| < C.
M

If U = 7(Au)g—V?u is replaced by the Hessian matrix V2u, equation (L)) becomes

the classical Hessian quotient equation
1

(1.5) (ﬁ) T (AIV)) = (e, u, Vi) in M,

9

which has been widely studied in the past decades for the Euclidean case. When
Y = (), C? estimates were treated by Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [1] for [ = 0,
where they treated a general class of fully nonlinear equations under conditions on
the geometry of dM, followed by [6l 26]. Then such estimates for (L.5) have been
established by Trudinger [35], Ivochkina-Trudinger-Wang [22] who considered the
degenerate case, Guan [9] who considered to treat a general class of fully nonlinear
equations on Riemannian manifolds, without geometric restrictions to the boundary.
When ¢ = ¢(z,u, Vu), equation (L3 falls into the setup of Guan-Jiao [10] (see also
[7]), and the C? estimate was obtained under the concavity assumption of 1) on Vu.
In Theorem [IL3, we remove this concavity assumption for equation (L.I).

It would be worthwhile to note that this type of equation (L.I]) arise naturally from
many other important geometric problems. Another example is a class of prescribed
curvature problems. A (0,2)-tensor on a hypersurface M C R"™! is defined by

nij = Hgij — hij,
where g;; is the induced metric of M from R hi; and H are the second fundamental
form and the mean curvature of M respectively. The (n — 1)-convex hypersurface
(i.e. m;; is nonnegative definite) has been studied intensively by Sha [27, 28], Wu [37],

and Harvey-Lawson [16]. Recently, Chu-Jiao [3] considered the following prescribed
curvature problem

or(ni;(X)) = (X, v(X)), X €M,

where v was the unit outer normal vector of M. Later on, The authors [2] studied
the corresponding Hessian quotient type prescribed curvature problem. Moreover, an
analogue of equation ([[.T]) on compact manifolds also appeared naturally in conformal
geometry, see Gursky-Viaclovsky [14], Li-Sheng [23] and Sheng-Zhang [29].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we start with some
preliminaries. Our proof of the estimates heavily depends on results in Section 3 and
4. C" estimates are given in Section 3. In Section 4 we derive the global estimates
for second derivatives, and finish the proof of Theorem and Theorem [L.3]
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let A = (Aq,...,\,) € R", we recall the definition of elementary symmetric func-

tion for 1 <k <n
or(\) = > Ais Ay gy -
1<t <ig < <ip<n
We also set 09 = 1 and o, = 0 for £ > n or k < 0. The Garding cone is defined by
e ={AeR":0,(\) >0,V1 <i <k}

We denote oy_1(A|i) = %’Z and oy_o(M|ij) = %‘ Next, we list some properties of
oy, which will be used later.

Proposition 2.1. Let A = (A,...,\,) € R" and 1 < k < n, then we have
(I)FlDFQD"'DFn;
(2) or—1(A|i) >0 for N €Ty and 1 <i <mn;
(3) op(N) = or(Ali) + Niok_1(A|0) for 1 <i<mn;
1
o[Zk] P

(4) S, = > [S]5 for A€ Ty and 0 < 1 < k;

(5) [Z—’l‘} " are concave in T for0<Il<k;

(6) If \y > X > -+ > Ay, then o1 (A1) < 041 (N2) < -+ < o1 (A|n) for
AeTly;

(7) 2oima ok (A1) = (n =k + D)o (A).
Proof. All the properties are well known. For example, see Chapter XV in [25] or [21]

for proofs of (1), (2), (3), (6) and (7); see Lemma 2.2.19 in [I3] for the proof of (4);
see [1] and [25] for the proof of (5). O

The generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality is as follows, which will be used
later.

Proposition 2.2. For Ael',, andm >1>0,r>s>0, m>r, [l > s, we have

[o—mu)/c:?

1 1

T [m(A)/O:;

eyies as(M)/C,

Proof. See [34]. O

In this paper, V denotes the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g) and the curvature
tensor is defined by

R(X, Y)Z =—-VxVyZ+VyVxZ+ V[Xy]Z.

Let e, e, -+, e, be local frames on M and denote g;; = g(e;,¢;), {9} = {g;;}7
while the Christoffel symbols Ffj and curvature coefficients are given respectively by
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Vee; = Ile, and

Riji = g(R(ek, 61)€j> €i), R;kl = gimijkl-
We shall write V, = V.., V;; = V,;V,; — Ffjvk, etc. For a differentiable function «
defined on M, we usually identify Vu with its gradient, and use V?u to denote its
Hessian which is locally given by V;;u = VZ-(Vju)—Fijku. We note that V;;u = Vu
and

(2.1) Vijeu — Vigu = Ry Vi,

(2.2) Vi (Vi) = Viju + T Vu + F]kV 1w+ Vv, e,
(2.3) Vijuit — Vigjiu = R Vimu + ViRV,
(2.4) Vijriw — Vijigu = R Viu + RSV emu.

From (2.3) and (24]), we obtain
Vijut — Vigu = R Vipu + ViR NV pu + RV ju

(2.5) + R Vimu + R Vimu + Vi RV .
For convenience, we introduce the following notations

= 2 2
Let u € O (M) be an admissible solution of equation (I.T]). Under orthonormal local
frames ey, - - -, e,, equation (I.T]) is expressed in the form
(2.6) F(U) == FOU)) = .

For simplicity, we shall still write equation (L)) in the form (2.0) even if e1,--- e,
are not necessarily orthonormal, although more precisely it should be

F(WkUkl’Ylj]) =1,
where v7 is the square root of g : ¥~k = ¢ Whenever we differentiate the
equation, it will make no difference as long as we use covariant derivatives. Assume
that A is an n x n matrix and 7' : A — T(A) is defined as T(A) = 7(tr(A))I — A.
Let Q = FoT', then equation ([ILT]) can also be written as

Q(V*u) = f(AV?u]) = ¢,

Hence Q% = =71, F'6;; — FV and then

8u” 8ulj
(2.7) QYuij = FU; = fi\; = fihi = .
Differentiating (2.0]), we get

(28) Q vkuzj - Fljvk 2] wk + ¢Zuk _'_ wpzuzk
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The following propositions are essential which will be used later. More details can
be seen in [2].

Proposition 2.3. Let M be a smooth (n, k)-convex closed hypersurface in R and
0<l<k—1. Then the operator

FU) = (%)kll

is elliptic and concave with respect to U. Moreover we have

1
i CrF\
s (a)
Proposition 2.4. Let U be a diagonal matriz with \[U] € Ty, 0 <1 < k— 2 and

k> 3. Then " B
B Rl _ pid
—FPYN )= ———— VY §i>2.

3. C'!' ESTIMATES

In this section, we consider the lower and upper bounds, gradient estimates for the
admissible solution to equation (LT]).

Lemma 3.1. Let u € C*°(M) be an admissible solution for equation (LI)). Under
the assumptions mentioned in Theorem [1.2, then there exists a positive constant C'
depending only on supy,, ¢ and the subsolution u such that

sup |u(z)| < C.

reM

Proof. On the one hand, according to Definition [I1] it is easy to see that A\[U] € Ty, C
I'y, which implies that tr(A[U]) = (tn — 1)Au > 0. Combined with the maximum
principle, we have

sup u < sup .
Wi oM

On the other hand, we know that there exists an admissible subsolution u € C?(M)
satisfying (L4]). By the fact ¢, > 0 and the comparison principle,

u>u, YaeM.
O

Lemma 3.2. Let [ +2 < k < n, ¢ € C®(OM), ¢ € C®(M x R x T,M) with
Y,, > 0. Ifu e C*(M) is the solution of equation (L), then

sup |[Vu| < C(1 4+ sup |Vul),
M oM

where C' is a constant depending on n, k.1, ||ul|co, ||¢¥||cr and the curvature tensor R.
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Proof. Consider the auxiliary function
P(z) = ve®)
where v = 1+ 1|Vu|?, ¢(u) : R — R is a function satisfying
¢'(u) >0, ¢"(u) = (¢'(w)* = ¢
for some positive constant € depending on ||u||co.
Suppose that P attains its maximum at xy € M. By rotating the coordinates, we

diagonal the matrix V2u. In the following, we write simply u; = V,u, u;; = Vi;u and
Uik = Vkuij, then at Zo,

(3.1) 0= P, = (uzu; + vd'ug)e®™,
and
(32) 0> Py = (uf + wpuwgss + 2uluz ¢ + ulv (¢ + (¢)?) + vduy;) ™.
We assume that v < |[Vu|?, i.e., [Vul? > 2. Otherwise our result holds. Let
S={ie,---,n)|u #0}
Obviously S # () and we derive
u; = —vg <0, i€8
by (B1). From the mean curvature H > 0, we have
R EE O
I#i
which implies

Qi = Y Q=Y <% ZF”) 2
l

i€S €S

(3.3) = ( ZF”) Vul” = (Z Q”) Vul®.
Since Q" > 0 and by Ricci identity, we have ug;; = i, + Rjkiul, then
0 > Q” (ukukm + 2u2uii¢/ + U2U ((25// + (¢/)2) + U(b/uii)
= Ypup + %Uk + Yy, UpUps, + RszQiiukul + 2¢'Qiiufuﬁ
+v (¢” + (') ) Q"uf + v’ Q" us;
Yy, — 0@ Pp g, + Rl Q upuy +v (¢ — (¢)?) Q7ud + vgp

. > 7t € 4~ 2\ Ay 3 A 2 A
39 2 30" (g Vol - CIVu) ~ OVl =TVl I,

v
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where C' is a constant depending on ||¢|c1 and the curvature tensor R.
On the one hand, if M|V2L|4—C'|Vu|2 < 0, then |[Vu| < C. Otherwise by (3.4)

_n
ch

and the fact >, Q" > (tn — 1) (Ck>m, we derive

Ck ﬁ € = Vail raPu Val

then |Vu| < C, the lemma is proved. O
Next, we derive the global C'! estimates for the solution of equation (LTJ).

Theorem 3.3. Let u € C°(M) be an admissible solution for equation (L1I). Under
the assumptions mentioned in Theorem [1.3, then

sup [Vu| < C,
i

where C'is a constant depending on n, k.1, ||ullco, ||ullct, |l¢llcr, ||¥|lcr and the
curvature tensor R.

Proof. From Lemma [3.2] we are left with the task of estimating the exterior normal
derivative of u on M. Let h be the harmonic function in M which equals ¢ on OM,
then we derive

u—h=20 on OM.
The maximum principle implies © < h in M. Therefore,

u<u<h in M.
Since they are all equal to ¢ on OM, then
V,h <V,u<V,u ondM,
where v is the exterior normal derivative of u on 0M. Thus, we have
sup [Vu| < C,
oM

{A(u—h) >0 in M,

which completes the proof. O

4. GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR SECOND DERIVATIVES

In this section, we prove the global second order estimates and give the proof of
Theorem and [[3] Firstly, we need to derive the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let u € C®(M) be an admissible solution for equation (LII). Then
there exists a constant C' depending only on n,k,, ||ullc1, ||ullcz, [|¥]|c2 and the cur-
vature tensor R such that

sup |V2u| < C(1 + sup |VZul).
M oM
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Proof. Taking the auxiliary function
H = log Amax(V?u) + %|VU|2 + Au — u),

where XmaX(VQU) is the largest eigenvalue of V2u, @ < 1 and A > 1 are constants to

be determined later, xy is the maximum point of H. We choose a local orthonormal
frame {ej, ey, -+ ,e,} near zy such that V.e; = 0, ie. Ffj = 0 at 2y for any 1 <
i,7,k < n. For convenience, we write u; = V,u,u;; = Viu,uiji = Villj , Uijrs =
Visuij and R = VR, Assume that

ijsil =
Uy 2 Ugy 2 =+ + 2 Upp
at xg. Recalling that U; = 7Au — u;;, we have
Un < Uxp< - <Unp.
It can follows that
FU>F2>. . >F™ and QU<@®<.-<Q™
We define a new function H by
H =loguy; + g|Vu|2 + Au — u).
Then at zy, we have

= U114

(4.1) 0=1H, =

+ au;u; + Alu — u);,
U1

=~ U1145UI1 — U%u 2
11

We divide our proof into four steps.
Step 1: We show that

2 13,d1, 2 Q“u%lz aQii“zzi i i
0 = _U—HZ Uin =~ 3 T4 + AQ (H—U)ii—COZQ

i>2 1 i
(4.3) — ZZQQ _ G2 @0 Coury — — — ACy,
2auf, Uiy U1y

where Cy depends on ||¢||c2 , ||ullct, ||ul|cz and the curvature tensor R.
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Since Q" > 0, then by (2.5) and (4.2)),

0 > Q 1lie Q 2llz +a 1 2 "‘CLQllukukzz‘i‘AQ”(U_U)
11 uiy
Q" i Q“
= TT (2Rmu11 + 2R} u + R ium + Rllz’;ium)
1)
Uu
_ng 114 Qmu —|—CLqu UkZZ+AQZZ( o )m
11

Q" wina Q“ Uiy
Uy “11

—C ZQ“ N CIQ ‘uu| C11 Zz Qii’

Uy

+aQ"uf; + aQ" upupi; + AQ™ (u — u)y

v

(4.4)

where (] is a constant depending only on ||[u||c: and the curvature tensor R.
Differentiating (2.6) twice, we get

Qij’rsuzjlursl + Q"uz1 = P11+ 20w + 21p,ur1 + ¢ZZU% + 20, Ut Uy

(45) _'_wzull + ¢p1p1u%1 + 7wbpiuill-

Note that

(46) QZJ 74sumlursl > —2 Z QIZ Zlulzl
i>2

By ([@.1), [.9) and (@.6),

Q" usin > ijrs U;11
= Q Ujj1Urs1 + wpl
Uy U1 Uy
- Rl
14,41, ,2 131 Y
- E Q™" uyy + Yy, (_auiuii — Au,; + Au; + ——
Ui 3 Uy
i>2
C
—CUH _— = C
Uy
2 y C
} : 14,41, ,2 2
(47) Z - Q U1 — awpiuium C’2u11 - — ACQ,
U1 i>o Uy

where Cy is a constant depending only on ||ul|c1 , ||u|lct, ||¥||c2 and the curvature
tensor R.
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Using (2.1)) and (2.8)), we have

aQ g = aupQ” (umk + Rﬁ/ﬂul)
= aup(Vr + Vaup + Yy ur) + aRl,Q upwy
(4.8) > ayupur — Cs »_ Q" — Cs,

where Cj5 is a constant depending only on |[¢||c1 , ||u||cr and the curvature tensor R.

Then ({.3) can be derived by ([d.4]), (A7) and (IZEI)

Step 2: There exists a positive constant ¢ < — such that
CFlYr—7(n=2)0)1+ (1 —1—7(n—1)0)CE2(r + 7(n — 2)5)*2 - ck-l
CL(t+71(n —2)d)! 2C1 -

_ L\ !
We shall show that there exists a constant B; = max {1, Tﬁ-zp Cy (% (gf) - ) }
for given positive constants é, 0, such that
_Q“ -+ Q“ (U — U) > C'Ouu,

if u;p > By > 1 and

(4.9) = [[llge ™

dk(rn — 1)CLCy  A(tn—1) (604 02)

+2C) + 2
O(n —k+1)Ck} 0 1-¢ 2

Case 1: |uy;| < duqy for all @ > 2.
In this case we have

(t—1—=7n—=1)0)up <Up < (r—14+7(n—1))u,

(1—=7(n—=2)0)upy <Up < <Upp < (T4 7(n—2)0) wys.
By Theorem 2.18 in [8], there exist positive constants R, such that

FU-U)y > 0(1+ > F"),
when [A[U]| > R. Hence, if uy; > By > TIEL—%’ then

A . A Af y Ab 1 y
e 4 _ —— _ o> w = — v .
Q=i = SFUU - U)a 2 5 <1+§i:F) 5 (Hm_l;@)
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By the definition of Q%, we obtain

)

v

v

>

>

(tn — 1)ZF“

7

= (n—k+ o100 — (n—1+1)oro_1
l o

O'_ %_ O'k_l/Crlf_l
o] o, /Ck
C % ﬁ_l O'k_l(U|1)—|—U110'k_2(U‘1)
Ck o
W e Ol r=r(n =20+ (r =1 =7(n = 1)8) Ca=F (1 + 7(n — 2)5)"
Ck ' CL (T +7(n —2)5)
Pk (n—k+ 1)05:%

okCL b

which implies that

Q”(U —u); > Couq.

Case 2: Ugo > (5U11 o Uppy < —(SUH.
In this case, we have

i > ~ (Q22 2 +an 2 )2—Q22 2

ad? iy 2 CE\ 1 ad?uy,
> 5 oy 2 ()7 o,

7

Then, we have

if

Step 3: We show that

if uj; > By > 1, where C} is a constant depending on n, k, 1, |||z

curvature tensor R.

, |lu]lcr and the

U1
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Combining with Step 1 and Step 2, we obtain
uu zzu2
> __Zlezl %7,1 Q 114 ‘l‘ Q“(U—U)
U1 11

4

2auf, U1

(4.10) —Co ) Q" - @ uﬂ ZQ” Co— — AC,.

Using ([4.1]) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
w2
(4.11) 11’ = (auzug; + Alu — u);)? < 2a*u
ufy
By the concavity of ' and the definition of Q,
(4.12) Z Ol — Z Flidl < .

1>2 1>2

Choosing a < min{m, 1}. (AI0)-(@I12) imply that

0 > (§-20%2) Q" - 24°Q" (u —u>?—zco;@“'
02 i ACO % ACO
_Q_SZ:Q ZQ ———(A+1)C

C;  AC . 3A
(4.13) > Z i 2—(20 +2—°+TO)ZQ”—(2A2+7+1)CO,

ul; + 2A%(u — u)?.

’l ZZ

if uyp > By > 1.
Note that

; 1 y 1 1 /CF
i 22>_ O - _ - nws —(In > 9.
Q">Q ‘HZ: n<m_1>§i:Q _n<%) L Vi

Thus ([@I3) gives that

i Cg ACO C() (2A2 —I— —|— 1) C’ TRl
o (S Sors (o A0y et e

R‘|
o

k>2
which implies
2 2 42
> up < CIA%
k>2

Step 4: We shall show that there exists a constant C' depending on n, k, [, ||ul/c1,
llullcz, ||¥]|c2 and the curvature tensor R such that

upp < C.
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Without loss of generality, we assume that

6442V — Vu|2) : 04,4}
) € )

a

(4.14) U1y > max {B, (

where B = max {Bl, (n—2)CyA + é} and £ <  is a constant.
By (&), (£14) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

11,2
Q U711

ufy = Q" (auyun + Ay, —uy))”
< 20°|VulPQMui; +24%Q" (uy — wi)?
(4.15) < _Qnun

Combining with Step 3 and (4.I4]), we know that |u;| < &uqq for any ¢ > 2. Thus
-8 < 1 < 17—%
Ul — Uy Uyl Ul — Ui

By (#I6) and Proposition 2.4, we obtain

13 1 11 11
ZQ ullz _ ZQ U2Q 112+ZQUUHZ

(4.16)

i>2 Un i>2 11 i>2 11
1 +§ Q" — Q" QM U11
< + :
Z Uy — Ui HZ ; U11
1 + 5 Z Fll Fu 2 N Z Qllu%M
Ui — Uy i i>2 U%l
Qllull
< Flz zlu . 7
gy D+
Q"
(417) — le il + 7
2’lL11 Z 112 %; U%1 )

the last equality comes from the fact Q“’“ = [ for any i > 2.
Using (4.1)), (£14) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

Q'
- A 2ZCL2QHU2 ZZ+QZA2QH u; _uz>2
i>2 1 i>2 i>2
< 2a*8|Vul*QMul, + 24%Q" | Vu — Vul?
(4.18) < _Qllull
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By Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Ricci identity, we have

(4.19)

12,21 2 1221
- E Q" uyy = —— E Q" (u11s +Rlzlul)
R R U =9
3 6 .
14,31 2 1i,il ! 2
> T s ujy; + — E Q (Rmul) .
U =3 U1 =3

Then ({.12), (4106)-(#I19) and Proposition 2.4 imply that

(4.20)

Q“Um

U11

< 1221 11
< 2UHZQ whi + 15Q"Mu

i>2

6 a
< __= 17,41 2 o 12,41 R i1, 2
> s Z Utin U ZQ (Riju)® + 16 Uyy

i>2 L 5so

< }: liily2 L 6O ZQii—Qll+a 11,2
_— — [— u
N it ‘ Uiy — Wi H

1>2 1>2

16

2 y
< —U—HZQWluil+ 52 Q"= Q") + 15 Q"uh,
i>2

1>2

if u;; > B > 1. Note that

i>2

Z(Qu _ Qll) _ ZQ” o anl < ZQ“a

then substituting (£I5) and (MID into (L.I0), we derive

0

>

>

if U11

1-¢

—§

A 1 60 i 1
7@ (s — i) ZQ —200262 -
Co

7’&11 — CO(A + 1),

> B> (n—2)CiA + R and A defined as ([@9).

It follows that

4 i 2
6C, Z O + CLQ Qm( —ug) — Co(A+ 1) — 20, Z O — 2_2 Z Q'

0 ZQ” _ull — C()(A + 1)

U

Now we consider the estimates for the second order derivatives on the bound-
ary OM. For any fixed xyp € M, we can choose smooth orthonormal local frames
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ei, -+, e, around xo such that when restricted on OM, e, is normal to OM. For
x € M, let p(x) and d(z) denote the distances from x to o and OM respectively,
p(x) = disty(z,x0), d(x) = disty(z,0M),
and Ms = {x € M : p(z) < 0}. Since V;;p*(x) = 20;;, we may assume p is smooth
in M;, for fixed dp > 0 and
I S Vijp2 S 31 in Mgo.

Then we get the following important lemma, which plays key role in our boundary

estimates.

Lemma 4.2. Let
g N

then for a positive constant g, there exist some uniform constants t,0 sufficiently
small and N sufficiently large such that

€o i .
Lv < _Z(1+ZF ) in Ms,

v>0 on OMs.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that v(z) = 0 for any € OM () Bs. Then we can choose
6 < 2 such that v(z) > 0 for any x € M N dB;. Therefore

v>0 on JdMs.

Let pr = AU} and A = A[U] be the eigenvalues of U and U respectively. As the result

in [9], denote v, := |g§&§\ to be the unit normal vector to the level hypersurface 9I'/(X)
for x € T', I' is a symmetric open and convex cone in R" with I';, C I Note that
{p(x) | = € M} is a compact subset of I, there exists a uniform constant g € (0, ﬁ)

such that

Vi(z) — 2681€l,, Vre M.
We divide into two cases to estimate Lv.
Case 1: |y, —uvy| < S.
Since V,d(xg) = 1, Vad(xo) = 0 for all & < n, we can choose a constant d, such
that

1 ~ ~
5 <IVA <1, —GI<VY<Cil, VreMs

for any § < dg, where Ch depends on the geometry of OM. Note that vy, — 1 € I',,
1=(1,---,1), then

(4.21) Fi> _N"FM yi1<i<n,
\/ﬁ;



DIRICHLET PROBLEM 17

By the definition of v, we have
Lv = Q"Vjv—1, Vv
= QY (Vij(u —u) +tV;jd — NV;dV;d — NdV;;d)
—p, (Vi(u —u) +tV,d — NdV;d)
(422) < QVi(u—u)+ (t — Nd)QVVd — NQUV;dV,d + Cy + Cot + CoNG,
where Cy depends on [|¢)|c1, |Jullcr and |jul|cr. By the concavity of F, we have
Q"Vj(u—u) =F7(V,;U—-V;U) <0.
Thus, we have
(4.23) Lv < (t— Nd)Q"V;d — NQUVdV ;d + Cy + Cyt + C4N§
< Oty QU+ Co+ Cot+ NC1OY Q" = NQUV,dV,d + CyNG.

By (&21), we have
y B I 2 ij (n—1)8 i
(420)  QUVAVyd =73 PV - FIVAV,d 2 SnE S

Note that
i 1 s (ONT _ A
Combining with (4.23)-(Z.25), we get

Lv < 6’1t(7n—1)ZF”+MZF”

! Cs !
~ (n—=1)p i 6'2]\75 u
+NCi(rn—1)0 Y F' = N— 2= "l =N F
l 4\/5 l Cs l
C; i
S = F )
G2
if we choose the constants t, IV, d satisfying
. -
. B
C1C3(’7'7’L — 1) + 02
N> ~2002\/ﬁ ’
5(n—1)8
) 2t
\5 < min{dy, N}
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Case 2: |y, —vy| > 5.
From Lemma 2.1 in [9], we know that for some uniform constant gq > 0,

QUVis(w—u) = FIV5(U = U) > fipi = M) > co(1+ _ F™).
In according to (@ﬂ) we have
Lv < -2 (1+ ZF“ - Q”VU(U — ) + 2NQV;dV ;d)

(4.26) +(t = Nd)Cy(tn — 1) Y F" + Cy + Cot + CoNG.

By the concavity of F',
QUVii(u—u) +2NQV,;dV;d = FiVy;(U—U)+2NF9(r|Dd|*5;; — V;dV ;d)
> F (VU +2N(7|Dd|*5;; — V;dV;d)) — F(V;;U)

1

(Z)" G 2varay - v

01

v

where p = (p1, pa, -+, pn) and A = [7| Dd|?6;; — Since A[A] > Idiag(0,1,--- , 1),

then we have

Z ]nxn

1

k—1 _ ~
QV.i(u—u) + 2NQIV,dV ;d > (O_l) (+X) = Co,

where A = diag(0, ];’, cee %)

Next, based on the range of k, we consider the following two conditions.
When k = n, since F(U) > ¢(x,u, Du) > 0, we know that o,(u) > Cy, then
On - Elfw%d

4.27 2+ A > > Cs N1

where Cs depends on inf ¥, n, k, [ and ||g||cz.
When 3 < k <n — 1, we assume that N > |4u|? + 1, then

(4.28) Z—I;(u—i—X) > Z—j(diag(ul,g,n ,g))
O ()P G 1(%)
cl_ (%)w@“(%
Ck_ (M) — M k-1

v

Crlz—l( 4 ) + Crlz— (%)
Cs Nk,

v
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By (£.20)-(4.28)), we can choose ¢, N, § satisfying
(
t<mind —2 1%
12Cy(tn — 1)
Y A\ Fod
N > max <1OC’2C’5 ’“’) 16npmax + 1 ¢,
1

. 2t
\5 < min {50’N}'

v < 24+ F) - % (Con*==1) " 4 3 — 1) 3 P+ 50y
l

Thus

IA

IA
|
|
=
+

]

O

Theorem 4.3. Let u € C*°(M) be an admissible solution for equation (LT)). Under
the assumptions mentioned in Theorem[1.Z, there exists a constant C' depending only
onn, k.l ||u|lct, ||u||cz2,inf i, ||0]|c2 and the curvature tensor R such that

sup |V2u| < C.
M

Proof. By Theorem[d.1], we only need to derive boundary estimates. For any o € OM,
we can choose the local frames eq,--- , e, around xg such that e, is interior normal
to OM.

Case 1 : Estimates of Vsu,a,8=1,--- ,n—1on OM.
Consider a point x¢p € OM. Since u —u = 0 on OM, therefore,
Vst —10) = ~Vo(u— u)Bas  on OM,
where B, = (V,e3,€,) denotes the second fundamental form of M. Therefore,
|Vasul < C on OM,

where C' depends on ||u|lc1 and ||ul|c2.
Case 2 : Estimates of Vo ,u, a=1,--- ,n—1 on OM.
Let
(4.29) O = A+ Ay — A3 Y |Va(u— )|’
B<n
then combining with Lemma 2] we claim that
L(®+V,(u—u)) <0 in Ms,
¢+ Vu(u—u)>0 on OMs,
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for suitably chosen positive constants A;, Ay, A3 and L , v are defined in Lemma
First we have for some uniform constant Cj,

L(p*) = QV (%) — ¥y, Vi o(1+ Z Q")

and by (2.2), 2.7) and ([2.),
LVa(u—w)| < 2QUTL,Vyu+C1+Y Q%)

(4.30) < G+ Y RN+,

where A;(i = 1,--- ,n) are the eigenvalues of Vu.
Furthermore, we get

LIVs(u—u)? = 2Q"Vs(u—u)Vi;jVg(u—u) +2Q7V,Vs(u — u)V;Vg(u — u)
—2¢, V(u — u)V;Vs(u — u)

2Qussss — G <1 YRR ﬁ) |

(4.31)

A%

By Proposition 2.19 in [8], we know that there exists an index 7 such that

ij 1 N2
(4.32) Z Q" uigujp > 3 Z fiXi.
B<n i#T
Since f satisfies f; = 2L = =>.Q">0,>, fidi = > Q" u; = > 0 and fisa
concave function, then by Corollary 2.21 in [§], for index r and € > 0,

(4.33) me |<ed fN+ Zﬁwm

i#£r

where Q(r) = f(A) — f(1) if A\, > 0,1 =(1,---,1) and for some constant K, > 0,

1
. ) . .
Q(r) = enKj Join A it A\, < 0.
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Hence ([A30)-(.33) yield that
Ay ) LIVs(u—u)® £ L(Va(u —u))

B<n

2A3 Z Qijuigujﬁ — 61 (1 + Z E|X2| + Z ﬁ)

B<n

> A3 YN = (A43Ca(n— 1) + ) (1+z—:2m2 ZE+ZE+Q(T)>

i#£r iF#r

Z (Ag Agog(n — ].)5 — 015) ; fz)\ - A3C3 1 + Z fz

v

> —A3C5(1+ ) ),

by choosing 0 < ¢ < min{ 1} and Az > max {ﬁiﬁ)e, 1}. Combine with

1
Ca(n—1)’ 1—-Ca(n—1

Lemma [4.2] and choose A; > Ay > Az > 1, then
L(®+V,(u—u)) <0 in Ms,
{@iva(u—g) >0 on OMs.
Therefore by the maximum principle, we have
O+ V,(u—u)>0 in Ms.
Thus we obtain
|Viat(zo)] <V, @(20) + |Viau(z) <C, a=1--- ,n—1
Case 3 : Estimates of V,,,,u on OM.

We only need to show the uniform upper bound
Vnnu(xO) S 07 v ZTo € aMa

since I';, C I'; implies Au > 0 and the lower bound for V,,,u follows from the estimate
of Vysu and V,,u. We will divide the proof into two conditions. The case 7 =1 is
more complicated and need classified discussion.

When 7 > 1, we have

[U(x)] = 1Au(z0)I — Vu(20)
diag(7Vnu(zo), - -, TVint(z0), (T — 1) Vanu(zo)) — Col

>
> ((r = 1)Vunu(zo) — Co)I,
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where Cjy depends on |Vsul/co and ||Vanulco. Tt is clear that

(@0, u(xo), Vu(zo)) = F(U) (o) = F(w0)Us(xo)
> ((7— - l)vnnu(zo) - 60) Z i

Thus we obtain the upper bound as desired.
When 7 = 1. By lemma 1.2 of [I] and the estimates of V,su, V,,u, we can choose
Ry > 0 sufficiently large such that if V,,u(zq) > Ry,

Ai[Vigu(@o)] = Ni[Vagu(zo)] +0(1), i=1,--- ,n—1,

N[ Visu(20)] = Vi) (1 + 0(%0 |

nnu(x(])
Here X[Viju] = (N (Viul, - A [Viju]) denotes the eigenvalues of the n x n matrix
V2u and N[V apu] = (N [Vagul, -+, N, [Vapu]) denotes the eigenvalues of the (n —
1) x (n — 1) matrix [Vagul,_, 5<,_,- For convenience, we denote
" " " " N L " N n—lN .
A= Ni[Vigul, XNy =M [Vagul, A=) N—X, A, =D N-X,.
=1 i=1
If £k <n,
F*(U)(x0)
O' ~ ~ ~ ~
= ;I; (Z Ai(zo) = Ai(xo), -+ 7Z>\z’($o) - )\n(SCO))
o " N " N n—1 "
= ;I; ()\n(l’(]) + >\/1(LL’0) + 0(1), cee ,)\n(l’o) + >\;L_1(LL’0) + 0(1), Z )\;(l’o) + O(l))
i=1

Xs(w0) + 0 (X (x0))
CIX, (o) + O (N (20))

v

which implies the uniform upper bound of V,,,u(zy).
It k = n, we show the uniform upper bound of Vant(xg) by proving that there are
uniform constants C'; such that

(4.34) min tr([Vapu]) > C; > 0.

x€EOM



DIRICHLET PROBLEM 23

Suppose we have found such C, then

i=1

PrU(U) (o)
- (Xnm) £ R w0) +0(1), -+, Mnl0) + Ny () + 0(1), S Nl + Om)

T o) + 0 (N (w0))
CLX, (o) + O (N (wo))

v

which implies the uniform upper bound of V,,u(x¢). Hence we only need to prove

(E.34).
Suppose that ¢r([V,pu|) attains its minimum at z; € OM. To show (@34,
we may assume ¢7([Vagu(z1)]) < 2tr([Vasu(z1)]), since otherwise we are done as

tr([Vagu(z1)]) = 32, X[ Viju] — A[Viju] > Cs. Let us compute
Vaaltt = Vaott — Vi (u — u)Boo  on OM.
It follows that

Va(u =u)(@1) Y Baalz1) = tr([Vagu(n1)]) = tr([Vagu(1)))

(4.35) > %tr([vaﬁg(m)]) > %

For any « € OM near xg, applying that tr([V.su]) |oar is minimized at x; yields,

Va(u=u)(@) Y Baa(w) < tr([Vapu(@)) —tr([Vasu(r:)])+Va(u—u)(@1) Y Baalt1).

Note that B,, is smooth near 0M and 0 < u —u < C, adding (£3H), we can choose
a constant ¢ sufficiently small such that

ZB‘W >C3>0 in M N Bs(r)

for some uniform constant C'5 > 0. Therefore
Volu—u)(x) =W(x1), Vi(u—u)(z)<¥(x) on Bs(xy)NOM,

where U = (3, Boa(#)) ™" (tr([Vagu(e)]) = tr([Vasu(1)]) + Via(u — u)(21) 3, Baa(1))
is smooth in M N Bs(xy).
We now apply the argument of V,, again. For A; > A, > A3 > 1, it remains to
prove that
{L(@—l—\lf—vn(u—g)) <0 in M N Bs(xy),

O+V -V, (u—u)>0 on 0 (M N Bs(xy)) .
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According to the maximum principle, we have
O+V—-V,(u—u) >0 in M N Bs(x).

Thus V,,¥(x1) — Van(u —u)(z1) > =V, ®(x1) > —C, which implies that V,,u(z;) <
C. Therefore,

Xz(xl)gc, ’é:l’...’n.
It is clear that A\ = (Xh . ’Xn) €T, Hence
N N 1—L ~
¢n_l(x1>u($1),VU($l)) = (/\) < (l ) _ ( )

a(d) " Clog(y)  On
It follows that N B
Ai(xy) > Cy.
We assume without loss of generality that the eigenvalue Xl(xl) satisfy Xl(:cl) <

/):2(113'1) < - < Xn(xl) According to the Cauchy interlacing inequalities (see e.g.
36], p. 103-104),

Aa(@1) < A1) < Ao (a1)-
Hence the claim (4.34]) holds and we obtian the upper bound of V,,,,u(xq) as desired.

0
Proof of Theorem[L.3. The theorem can be easily obtained by Lemma 3.1l Theorem
3.3 £ and O

Proof of Theorem[12. From Theorem [L3, we have uniform estimates in C?(M) for
classical elliptic solutions of the Dirichlet problems:

(ﬁ) - (U) = tf(z,u, V) + (1 — ) (ﬁ) - (U) in M,

o] ]
U= on OM,

for 0 < ¢ < 1. Theorem then follows from the Evans-Krylov second derivative
Holder estimates of Evans, Krylov and Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck, and the method
of continuity, for more details see [I2]. The uniqueness assertion is immediate from
the maximum principle. O
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