STARSHAPED COMPACT HYPERSURFACES IN WARPED PRODUCT
MANIFOLDS I: PRESCRIBED CURVATURE EQUATIONS

BIN WANG

ABSTRACT. In [Starshaped compact hypersurfaces with prescribed Weingarten curvature in warped
product manifolds. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), no.2, Paper No. 42.], Chen-
Li-Wang obtained global curvature estimates for (n — 1)-convex starshaped compact hypersurfaces
3 in warped product manifolds, satisfying the prescribed (n — 1)-curvature equation

on-1(k(X)) =¥(X,v) forall X € X.
In this note, we prove the same result for (n—2)-convex starshaped compact hypersurfaces satisfying
the prescribed (n — 2)-curvature equation

on—2(k(X)) =¥(X,v) forall X € X.

The main ingredient of our proof is a new test function and a notable feature of which is that it
also works for the n — 1 case. Furthermore, the proof happens to be simpler than that of Chen-Li-
Wang, because we have synthesized techniques from several authors, the most inspiring of which is
the recent breakthrough made by Guan, Ren and Wang in [Global C*-estimates for convex solutions
of curvature equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2015), no. 8, 1287-1325.].

As an application of our method, we obtain global C? estimates for semi-convex and (k + 1)-
convex solutions of the general k-curvature equation

or(k(X)) =¥(X,v) forall X € X.
We also establish the existence of k-convex starshaped compact hypersurfaces satisfying the pre-
scribed curvature measure type equation
or(k(X)) =(X,v)?¢P(X) forall X € X
where p € (—00,0) U (0,1]. In particular, the C' estimate for this equation holds for all p # 0
without any barrier conditions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is evident that the study of the o equation has become a central objective in global differential
geometry. A few classical examples include: the Minkowski problem [2]11130}141]42,45]46], the
Alexandrov-Chern problem [11[12,[13], and the problem of finding closed strictly convex hypersur-
faces whose Weingarten curvature is prescribed on S™ in terms of its inverse Gauss map [I8]. More
recent examples include: the prescribed curvature measure problem [19,211[54], the o;-Nirenberg
problem [34H36], and the Christoffel-Minkowski problem [22H24].

Here we are interested in a natural variation of the aforementioned problems stated as follows
[: under what conditions a given sufficiently smooth, positive function ®(X,v) is the k-th mean
curvature oi(k(X)) of a smooth closed hypersurface ¥ embedded in a space form of constant
sectional curvature as a graph over a sphere?

Formulating it as a PDE problem, we are concerned with the existence of star-shaped compact
solutions 3 in space forms to the curvature equation

(1.1) op(k(X)) =¥(X,v) forall X € ¥,

for which establishing a priori estimates is a crucial step. The C° and C! estimates have been
derived long ago under barrier conditions; see for example, [6] or [50]. However, the C? estimates
had remained open due to the appearance of a gradient term on the right-hand side and can only
be obtained in some special cases.

For k£ = 1, the equation is quasi-linear and the required estimates follow from classical theory
of quasi-linear PDEs; see [4,5,[51]. While for £ = n, the equation is of Monge-Ampére type and
the estimates follow from Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck’s seminal work [7] on the Monge-Ampére
equation; see [16}[33],43}44].

For 2 < k < mn—1, if U is independent of v i.e. ¥(X,v) = ¢(X), then the problem has been
completely settled by Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [8] in R+, by Jin-Li [29] in H"*!, by Li-Oliker
[37] in S**! and by De Andrade-Barbosa-De Lira [I5] in warped product manifolds. On the other
hand, if the right-hand side only depends on v i.e. ¥(X,v) = ¢(v), this problem is solved in R*+!
for convex solutions by Guan-Guan in [I8]. Ivochkina [27,28] considered the Dirichlet problem
for (II)) in bounded domains in R™ and obtained the C? estimates under extra conditions on the
dependence of ¥ on v.

This longstanding problem of obtaining C? estimates for equation (II) when 2 < k < n —1
and when the right-hand side depends on v has recently been raised again by Guan, Li and Li in
[T9, Remark 3.5]: suppose that there is an a priori C! bound of ¥. Can one conclude there is an
apriori C? bound of ¥ in terms of the C' norm of ¥, ¥, n and k?

In 2015, a major breakthrough was made by Guan, Ren and Wang [25]: they established global
C? estimates for

e convex hypersurfaces satisfying oy (k(X)) = ¥(X,v) and
e 2-convex hypersurfaces satisfying o2(k(X)) = ¥(X,v).

Their method was to employ a new test function

(1.2) Q= 3log 3 K7 — Nlog(X,v) for convex hypersurfaces
' ~ lloglog ¥ et — (1 +¢)log(X,v) + 21X|* for 2-convex hypersurfaces

which is nonlinear in principal curvatures but with sufficiently good convexity properties; this
helped them overcome difficulties caused by allowing ¥ to depend on v. See also the simpler proofs
by Chu [14] and Spruck-Xiao [50] for both results respectively; Chen-Li-Wang [I0] later generalized
these two results to warped-product manifolds.

1This question is a part of one of Yau’s problems [565, problem 59], which concerns the existence of closed hyper-
surfaces of prescribed genus.
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By using a modified version of the above test function

(1.3) Q =log logZe"” — Nlog(X,v),
l

Ren and Wang [47,[48] solved, in a rather powerful manner, the same problem in R"*! when
k=n—1and k =n — 2. Our first result is a simpler proof for their C? estimates and we extend
them to warped product manifolds. In particular, the k = n — 2 case in e.g. the hyperbolic space
H"*+! is new.

Theorem 1.1. Let k =n—1,n >3 ork = n—2,n > 5. Suppose that ¥ is a closed strictly
star-shaped k-convex hypersurface in a warped product manifold M satisfying the curvature equa-
tion (LI for some positive function ¥(X,v) € C?(T'), where T' is an open neighborhood of the
unit normal bundle of ¥ in M x S™. Then there exists some constant C > 0 depending only on
n,k,||Z|| o1 ,inf ¥, ||¥]| o2 and the curvature R of M such that

<C.
2 s (X) < O

Several remarks are in order.

Remark 1.2. First, we shall explicitly point out that the £ = n — 1 part of the theorem in warped
product manifolds has already been obtained by Chen-Li-Wang in [10, Section 6]. Their method
was based on the ground-breaking paper of Guan-Ren-Wang [25] and also on how Ren-Wang solved
the k = n — 1 case in R™*! [47].

It is then plausible to think that, since the k£ = n — 2 case has also been solved by Ren-Wang in
R™+! [48], so based on their proof and by imitating the method of Chen-Li-Wang, one can readily
derive the C? estimates for the o,_5 equation in warped product manifolds as well. Although this
result has not been written and published (as far as we know), this method of proof should have
already been known to those authors.

Remark 1.3. Apart from providing a written proof for the £k = n — 2 case, the main contributions
of our theorem [[T] are two-fold: on one hand, we approach the C? estimate by a different method
and our proof is simpler than the ones in [10}/47,/48], due to our synthesis of techniques from
several other authors. On the other hand, our method (inherited from Lu’s paper [39] with minor
simplifications) is robust and hence is also applicable in other situations concerning curvature
estimates for prescribed curvature equations; see theorem and theorem below. We believe
that this method could be applied to more equations of similar forms.

Remark 1.4. Note that the results of Guan-Ren-Wang [25] and Ren-Wang [47,48] were all obtained
in the Euclidean space R™*1. It is then worth to wonder if the estimates could still hold when
the ambient space is e.g. the hyperbolic space H"*!. Due to the nature of H"*! having negative
curvature, obtaining the C? estimate in this case is usually more difficult: there would exist an
extra negative term —hj; which would not exist in the R™*1 cage.

As demonstrated in the work of Spruck-Xiao [50], this problematic term can be handled by
applying the maximum principle to log kmax, instead of the more complicated terms in (I2)) and
(L3). Our proof follows the exact same spirit: we synthesize the test functions of Spruck-Xiao [50]

and Ren-Wang [47,48] i.e. (I.5) and (I3)), to get a new one
(1.4) Q =10g Kmax — N log(X,v) + a®

which utilizes the largest principal curvature and gives more "good" third order terms; and we apply

a standard perturbation argument as in [I4] to resolve the issue that kp.x may have multiplicity

more than one; proceeding to follow Lu’s derivation in [39,40], we can remove the large negative
h%ll

term —R by invoking Ren-Wang’s concavity inequality in [47,48]; finally, it is the elegant paper
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[50] of Spruck and Xiao that made us realize that our proof can be readily carried over to space
forms and later to warped product manifolds after [} reading Chen-Li-Wang’s paper [10].

Remark 1.5. In [I0, Theorem 4.1], Chen-Li-Wang used the same test function of Spruck-Xiao i.e.
(L35, to generalize the k = 2 case from space forms to warped product manifolds, but they did not
seem to realize the potential use of the new test function (I.4]). Because in that paper, Chen-Li-
Wang used

_ 2log Y k7 — Nlog(X,v) + a®  for convex hypersurfaces
loglog > €™ — Nlog(X,v) + a® for (n — 1)-convex hypersurfaces

which is in the same form of Guan-Ren-Wang’s test function (I.2). We note that applying the
maxinllaum principle to the largest principal curvature is the key to making our proof simpler than
theirs 1.

Since the k = n — 1 case in warped product manifolds is contained in Chen-Li-Wang’s work [10],
we shall re-state the theorem for the k¥ = n — 2 case alone for emphasis, and again, this result is
new in hyperbolic space H"*1.

Theorem 1.6. Letn > 3. Suppose that ¥ is a closed strictly star-shaped (n—2)-convex hypersurface
in a warped product manifold M satisfying the curvature equation

on—2(k(X)) =9(X,v) forall X €X

for some positive function ¥(X,v) € C?(T'), where T is an open neighborhood of the unit normal
bundle of ¥ in M x S™. Then there exists some constant C > 0 depending only on n, | M lor ,inf U,
| ¥ 2 and the curvature R of M such that
max Kmax(X) < C.

Remark 1.7. When n = 3, it reduces to the prescribed mean curvature equation which has been
solved long ago; when n = 4, it becomes the oy equation in dimension four which has been solved
by Guan-Ren-Wang [25, Theorem 1.4] in R™*!) by Spruck-Xiao [50, Theorem 2.1] in space forms
and by Chen-Li-Wang [10, Theorem 4.1] in warped product manifolds.

Therefore, here we only need to prove theorem for n > 5; this is also the applicable range of
Ren-Wang’s inequality, see lemma [2.11] Since the lower order estimates and the existence theorem
(once C? estimates are obtained) are already established in [50, Theorem 3.3] and [I0, Theorem
1.1] (under some barrier conditions), we do not list them here again.

Next, we state our second result: by using the test function of Spruck-Xiao in [50]
(1.5) Q =10g kmax — log((X,v) — a) + a®,

we can prove C? estimates for k-convex solutions to the prescribed curvature measure type equation
i.e.

(1.6) op(k(X)) = (X, v)PP(X) forall X € X.

When p = 1, this is exactly the equation for the prescribed curvature measure problem whose
significance is discussed in Guan-Li-Li and Yang’s papers [19,54], in which C? estimates have been
obtained in R™*! and H"t!, respectively. Following Lu, who obtained C?-estimates for the wider
range p € (—00,0) U (0,1] in H™*! [39] Theorem 1.2], we extend their results not only to warped
product manifolds and also to the same wider range of p’s.

2This note was initially written for curvature estimates in space forms. Later, Lu pointed out the paper of
Chen-Li-Wang and suggested the generalization to warped product manifolds.
3This has also been observed by Chu [14], and this is how he provided a simple proof for Guan-Ren-Wang’s result.
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Theorem 1.8. Let 1 < k < n and p € (—00,0) U (0,1]. Suppose that ¥ is a closed strictly star-
shaped k-convex hypersurface in a warped product manifold M satisfying the prescribed curvature
measure type equation (L) for some positive function (X) € C?(X). Then there exists some
constant C > 0 depending only on n,k,p, | M| o1 ,inf 1, ||¢|l o2 and the curvature R of M such that

<C.
g s (X) < O

Remark 1.9. We shall mention that in [9], Chen proved theorem for k£ = 2 in R™*! based on
the study of optimal concavity of the oy operator; and Huang-Xu [26] proved theorem for all
2 <k < nin R" by generalizing the method of Guan-Li-Li [19].

By extending the lower order estimates in [21}126,54] to warped product manifolds, the existence
theorem follows.

Theorem 1.10. If either (i) 1 <k <n-—1,p € (—o00,0)U(0,1], or (ii) k = n,p € (—o0,0)U(0,1),
then there exists a unique k-convex star-shaped C>* hypersurface X in M satisfying (L6).

For k =n and p = 1, the same existence result would hold with the additional assumption that
minys ¢ > 1.

Remark 1.11. In particular, this generalizes the main result [54, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 5.1] of
Yang from p =1 to p € (—o0,0) U (0,1] in hyperbolic space. But still, our proof is highly inspired
by that of Yang.

Remark 1.12. The extra condition mint > 1 is required only when deriving the C° estimate in
the case that k = n and p = 1. On the other hand, our C! estimate for (IL6) holds for all p # 0
without any barrier conditions; previously, this result was only obtained in R™*! [26, Lemma 2.3]
and hence it is new in e.g. H"*1.

The ultimate goal is to know whether theorem [L.T] holds for 3 < k < n — 3; see remark 3.5 in
[19]. This is a rather difficult task and it still remains open up to this date.

Recall that in their groundbreaking paper, Guan-Ren-Wang proved this for convex solutions and
they claimed in a remark [25, Remark 4.7] that their proof would also work for semi-convex and
(k4 1)-convex solutions, by modifying their test function (I.2]). We provide a simpler proof for this
claim using our test function (I.4]) which will make a concavity inequality of Lu in [39] applicable
and we extend this result to warped product manifolds.

Theorem 1.13. Let 3 < k < n — 3. Suppose that ¥ is a closed strictly star-shaped k-convex
hypersurface in a warped product manifold M satisfying the curvature equation (LI) for some
positive function ¥(X,v) € C?(T'), where T is an open neighborhood of the unit normal bundle of
¥ in M x S™.
If either one of the following conditions
(a) ¥ is semi-convex i.e. there exists some 1 > 0 such that for all X € M and all1 <i < n,
we have k;i(X) > —n.
(b) ¥ is (k+ 1)-convez i.e. K(X) € I'gtq.
holds, then there exists some constant C > 0 depending only on n,k,n, || M| o1 ,inf ¥, ||¥| o2 and
the curvature R of M such that
max Kmax(X) < C.
Remark 1.14. Lu [39] proved the semi-convex case in H"*! based on the method of Yang [54] and
that of Guan-Ren-Wang [25]; our proof closely follows theirs, and in fact, it is simply a modest
extension of Lu’s proof with minor simplifications.
Note also that Lu’s proof would work for the (k + 1)-convex case as well and that was how we
proved the (k + 1)-convex case in our initial draft. Later, Lu pointed out to us that, according to
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a lemma of Li-Ren-Wang [31], (k + 1)-convexity implies semi-convexity. Therefore, it is sufficient
to solve the semi-convex case only. We also include a version of the Li-Ren-Wang lemma in the
context of our curvature equation; see lemma 2.13]

Finally, we would like to mention that, in a follow-up note [52], we will derive global C? estimates
for another class of curvature equations:

) _g(x,0), vxes

o(n[X])
where 7[X] is the (0,2) tensor 1 defined by
nij = Hgij — hyj
i.e. the first Newton transformation of h;; with respect to g;;. In that article, we will also obtain

purely interior C? estimates, the Pogorelov type C? estimates, the Liouville theorem and solve the
Dirichlet problem on Riemannian manifolds, all for the corresponding Hessian equations:

oxlnl) _ o .
oinlal) @ e D), VeeQCR

where
nu] = (Au)I — D?u.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In section 2, we list auxiliary facts such as geometric
formulas about hypersurfaces in warped product manifolds and properties of the o operator. In
section B, we perform a formal computation for a combined test function, which will be quoted in
later sections. In section [, we prove theorem [I.T] theorem and theorem Finally in section

B, we derive C°,C! and C? estimates for the prescribed curvature measure type equation (ILI0),
which will imply theorem and theorem [L.T0

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Professor Siyuan Lu for introducing the papers [10,
[47,/48] of Ren-Wang and Chen-Li-Wang to us. This work is also inspired by Lu’s recent two papers
[39,[40]. We would also like to thank him for pointing out a lemma due to Li-Ren-Wang in [31] i.e.
our lemma 213 which simplifies our proof further.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect facts and formulas about hypersurfaces in warped product manifolds,
which can all be found in [I0] or [15]; here we are merely listing these information for completeness;
also to fix notations.

Let (M,g’') be a compact Riemannian manifold and let I be an interval in R. For a smooth
positive function ¢ : I — R, we define a warped product manifold M = I x4 M endowed with the
metric

g=ds’=dr* +¢(r)%g/, rel
which will also be simply denoted by (-, ).
Remark 2.1. Note that when M = S™,
R if ¢(r) =7 and I = [0, 0)
M = {H"*!, if ¢(r) = sinh(r) and I = [0, 0)
S*HLif ¢(r) = sin(r) and I = [0,7/2)

The Riemannian connection on M will be denoted by V and _the connection on M will be denoted
by V’. The same convention applies to the curvature tensors R and R'.
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Let {e1,...,en—1} be an orthonormal frame in M and let {6;} be the associated dual frame. An
orthonormal frame in M can then be defined as €; := (1/¢)e;, 1 <i < n —1 and & := 9/9r; the
associated dual frame is then 6; := ¢6;, 1 < i <n —1 and 6y = dt.

We may represent a starshaped hypersurface ¥ as a radial graph of a differentiable function
r: M — I over M i.e.

Y ={X(2) = (r(2),2) : z. € M},
whose tangent space is spanned at each point by the vectors
X = ¢e; + rieo,

where r;’s are the components of the differential dr = r;6°.
The unit outward A normal is given by

1 .
v=——— | ¢gy — r'e; | ;
T (T

here |V'r|?> = rir; is the squared norm of V'r = re;.
The induced metric on X is given by

i Iy 1 rird
9ij = (Xi, X;j) = ¢°8;j +rir;  with inverse ¢ = e <5z“ T REr Ve |V’r|2>
The second fundamental form of X is given by
1

Ve + IV

where r;; are the components of the Hessian V’ 2p = V'dr of r in M.

hij = (Vx, X, v) = (—¢rij +2¢'rir; + ¢°¢'8i5),

Lemma 2.2. Let Xy be a point of ¥ and let {Ey = v, En,...,E,} be an adapted frame field such
that each E; is a principal direction and the associated dual frame satisfies wf =0 at Xg. Then at
Xo, we have

Vihij = Vjhix + Roij
and
hizn1 — hi1ii = h11hd — hihi + 2(hi — k1) Riin + hi1 Rioio — hiiR1o10 + Ritio.1 — Rii0:-

Remark 2.3. The frame field E; may be obtained from the adapted frame v, X;,..., X, by the
Gram-Schmidt procedure. Since this last frame depends only on r and V'r, we may conclude that
the components of R and VR calculated in terms of the frame E; depend only on r and V'r.

Proof. See lemma 2.1 in [15]. O

M naturally comes with a conformal Killing position vector field V' = ¢(r)8, and we denote by
v(V) the outward unit normal. That is, we will study the prescribed curvature equation in the
following form:

(2.1) or(k[E]) = ¥ (V,v).

We also define two auxiliary quantities: the support function u := (V,v) and
T
®(r) == /0 ¢(p) dp.

“In [10], Chen-Li-Wang used the inward normal; the reader shall note the sign difference.
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Lemma 2.4.
VE,® = ¢(eo, Ei) E;
Viu = g*hy Vi, ®
2
V.5, ® = ¢'9ij — uhi;
) — Rl . D /7 Kkl
Viju = g" (Vi his — Roiji) V@ + ¢'hij — ug haxhy
Proof. See proposition 2.4 in [20], lemma 4.1 in [I5] and lemma 2.3 in [10]. O

Before we end this section, we list a few useful properties of the o, operator. The reader is also
referred to [49,/53] and [38, Chapter XV] for more.
The k-th elementary symmetric polynomial o3 : R™ — R is a smooth symmetric function of n

variables, defined by
o'k([{)z Z h"il...,{'ik

i1 <ig <<y
and the Garding cones are defined by

I'y={keR":0j(k) >0 V1<j<k}

Definition 2.5. An embedded hypersurface ¥ in M is said to be a k-convex or k-admissible

solution to the curvature equation
op(k[X]) = ¥(V,v)

if its principal curvatures k = (ky,...,K,) belong to the kth Garding cone I'y, at every point.
Notation 2.6. Observe that
ooy,
= 0p—1(K1,. .., Ki=1,0, K4, ..., Kn) = 0x—1(K)
81‘% Kk;=0

and we introduce the notation
U}Z, ok-1(kli), or op_1,(k)

to mean the same thing.
Similarly, for the second order derivatives, we use the following notations

o0 = op_a(klif) = op_nyii(K) =
Lemma 2.7. For k € R", we have the following
ox(k) = Kiok—1(klé) + ox(k|d), iﬁiffk—l(fﬂi) = koy, iak—l(ﬁli) =(n—k+1)ok-1
i=1 i=1
Lemma 2.8. For k € 'y and 1 <1 < k, we have
o1(k) > K1+ Ky

and
or(k) < Cky -+ - K.

Proof. For the first inequality, see lemma 12 in [48]; an explicit proof is given in the preprint version

of that paper. For the second inequality, see lemma A.1 in [32]. O
Lemma 2.9. For k = (K1,...,kyn) € Ik, if k; <0, then
< n—k
—K; K1.
7 A 1

Proof. See lemma 11 in [48]. O
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Lemma 2.10. Let 1 <k <n. Ifk = (k1,...,kn) € Iy is ordered as k1 > k2 > --- > Ky, then we
have

Proof. When k = 1, the inequality follows by noting that O'ii =1 and k1 > %0‘1. When 2 < k <n,
by lemma 2.3 in [40], we have Y kZo¥ > %010;9. Noting that o1 — k1 = g%f >0for k €T, CTy
yields the inequality. O

Finally, we have the concavity inequalities due to Ren-Wang and Lu.

Lemma 2.11. Let k=n—1,n>3 ork=n—2,n > 5, and let £ € R™ be an arbitrary vector.
Suppose that k € T'y, is ordered as

K1> K2 2 K3 2> 2 Kn.

Suppose also that Ny < or(k) < Ni. If k1 is sufficiently large, then there exists some 3 > 0 such
that

n 2
.. 2K1 ..
k1 |B <§ U;clgi) - E Uip’qqugq - U]ilé.% + E :K, — K.U;clgzg > 0.
i=1 p#q i#1 LT

Proof. We first prove for k =n — 2, n > 5. By theorem 4 in [48], we have that

n 2
K1 [5 <Z 0?&') -> Uip’qqﬁpfq] —op i+ aig] >0
i=1 p#q i#1
where
a;i =0 + (k1 + m)ail’ii.
Recall that

y "
11,6 oy — oy,
%% T e g
1 Kq
and so we have
.. 11.44 .. K1 + Ki ..
= of 4 (m + o = off 4+ I oy
T
.. K1+ K;
<oy + Hl — %0’};
1 Ki
2K ..
= ! oy
K1 — K
The result then follows. Note that we have used lemma with 2k > n to get
K1+ K
Rt ki > 0.
K1 — R

For k = n — 1 with n > 3, we apply theorem 11 in [47] to have that

n 2
o |3 (S0 6) — ot - o+ (0 Yot ag >0
=1 p#q i#1
where € > 0 is arbitrary and 8 depends on e.
By lemma [2.9] again, we can choose € small enough e.g. € = [(2n — 2)/n| — 1 so that

2K1 2n —2
>

> =14¢, n>3 and i#1.
R1 — R; n

The result then follows. U
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Lemma 2.12. Suppose k = (Ki,...,kn) € Iy is ordered as K1 > -+ > Kk,. Let £ € R™ be an
arbitrary vector and 1 <1 < k. Given €,6,0p € (0,1), we can find some &' > 0 such that if k; > dk1
and ki1 < 0'kq, then

— Z o.lllc)pyqqugq + (Zz U;CZ&) > (1 _ ) (5 Z O-;CZ ;

2
o o K10
p#q k k 1%

Proof. See lemma 3.1 in [39]. O

(2.2)
>0

Finally, we demonstrate the fact that (k4 1)-convexity implies semi-convexity, which is a lemma
proved by Li-Ren-Wang in [31], for solutions of the Hessian equation o1(D?u) = f(z,u, Du). Here
we prove the corresponding version for our curvature equation (I.I)).

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that ¥ is a (k + 1)-convez solution to equation (LIl). Then there exists
some constant n > 0 depending on known data of ¥ and ¥ such that

ki(X)>—n foralll<i<nandall X € X.

Proof. The proof is adapted from [31, Lemma 7]. We choose 1 such that
n k
(—) > sup ¥(X,v).
n Xex
Let k1 > kg > - - - ky, denote the principal curvatures of ¥. Since ¥ is (k + 1)-convex, we have that
k = (Ki1,...,kn) € I'ky1. Hence by using lemma [2.8, we have that
ok(K) > K1+ K > m’,z.
It follows that

K < Q
n
Also, using k € 'y, we have that the sum of any (n — k 4+ 1) components of  is positive. In

particular, we have
n
Z ki >0
i=k

which implies that

n—k
0<I‘Lk+1€k+1+"'+l‘inﬁ(n—k)lik-i-lﬂ)nﬁT’I]-l-h‘,n
ie.
kn+n 2> 0.
O

Remark 2.14. The proof also shows the trivial fact that if kK = n then x, > 0ie. k€I, and X is
strictly convex.

3. A MoDEL COMPUTATION

In this section, we establish preparatory work for obtaining the following curvature estimate,
which will imply theorem [I.T], theorem [I.6], theorem [I.8] and theorem [L.T3]

Theorem 3.1. Let ¥ = {(r(2),z) : 2 € M} be a closed k-convex hypersurface in M which is
strictly star-shaped with respect to the origin and satisfies equation (2.1)) for some positive function
U(V,v) € C?(T), where T' is an open neighborhood of the unit normal bundle of ¥ in M x S™.

Suppose that we have uniform control 0 < r; < r(z) < rg < b and |r|c: < r3. If additionally
either of the following holds:

ek=n—-1n>30rk=n—2,n2>05,
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e 3 is semi-convex i.e. there exists some 1 > 0 such that for all X € ¥ and all 1 < i < n,
we have k;(X) > —n.

e X is (k+ 1)-convezx i.e. k € T'giq, or
o B(V,0) = (V,0)P(V) for p € (~00,0) U (0,1] and € C(%),
then there ezists some C > 0 depending on n,k,p,r1,72,73,inf ¥, ||¥|| 52 and R such that

max |kmax(2)| < C.
The proof for different cases will be different. More specifically, for the first three cases, we will
use the test function
Q = log Kmax — Nlogu + a®
with N, a > 0 being some large numbers, in order to make the concavity inequalities in lemma [2.1T]
and lemma [Z.T2] applicable.
In contrast, for the fourth case, we will be working with the test function

Q =10g Kmax — log(u — a) + a®

without the large number N and where a > 0 satisfies v > 2a. This is because N would have
produced a negative term with the coefficient —IN which are difficult to handle without a handy
concavity inequality, if we would like N to be large. In this case, we have to make delicate use of
the special structure of the right-hand side ¥ (X, v) = uPy(X) with the help of the gauge term a.
However, a large part of the derivation will be almost exactly the same in all the four cases.
Therefore, in this section, we will do a "model computation" for the combined test function

Q = log Kmax — N log(u — a) + ad.

The purpose for doing so is to reduce the labor and shorten the proof. More precisely, we will
substitute a = 0 in section M and N = 1 in section [, then we can proceed from there and thus
redundant calculations will be eliminated.

Now we begin the calculations. Define

Q(z,£) =1ogl(¢,£) — Nlog(u —a) + a®

where £ is a unit tangent vector to ¥ at X = (r(z),z) and I is the second fundamental form.
Suppose that @ attains its maximum at Xo = (r(z0),20). We may choose a local orthonormal
frame {E1, ..., E,} such that at this point we have £ = E; and h;j = k;0;;, where the principal
curvatures are ordered as K1 > Kg > -+ > Kp.

Remark 3.2. Technically speaking, our operation here is not really valid; because the point Xy and
hence the local orthonormal frame {e;} depend on the choice of the test function Q.

Here we are merely doing a symbolic computation formally! This is for not to repeat this part
of calculation in section 4 and section

Now, note that if k1 has multiplicity more than one i.e.
Kl =Ky="+"=FKp>Knt1 > >k, for somem >1,

then () is not smooth at Xy. To resolve this issue, we apply a standard perturbation argument
following Chu [I4]. Let g be the first fundamental form of ¥. Near Xy, we define a new tensor B
by

for tangent vectors V; and V5. Izenote by B;; = B(E;, E;) and it is clear that B;; = 0;;(1 — 015).
We now define a new matrix by h;; := h;; + B;; whose eigenvalues are ordered as

K1 2> K2 2 -+ > Rp.
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- K1, =1
Ki = .
ki+1, 1>1

at Xo. It then follows that #; has multiplicity one and hence that the perturbed test function

Note that k1 > k1 near Xy and

Q :=log &1 — Nlog(u — a) + a®
is smooth at Xj.

Remark 3.3. In [14], Chu defined &; = k; — 1 for ¢ > 1. Here we change the constant to be +1
in order to have that [ # = & + (0,1,1,1,...,1) € I't. This change is crucial as to satisfy the
hypotheses of lemma 21T and lemma [2.12]

We will proceed to perform a lengthy and tedious computation at the point Xy; the reader may

start from (3.13).

Notation 3.4. In our derivation below, the symbol C or C... with some index will denote some
controlled quantity whose magnitude depends on some known data. Its value may change from line
to line without explicitly saying so, but it will still be denoted by the same symbol. This would
not cause confusion because its magnitude is not of relevance in our analysis.

Also, whenever we say the vague phrase "k, is sufficiently large", it would mean that given any
known constant C' > 0, we must have k1 > C otherwise the desired curvature bound x; < C would
have been obtained already.

Notation 3.5. We may view o as an operator taking symmetric matrices as its argument; in our
case the matrix is h;; and we may write F'(h;;) to denote the operator.

When we view it as a function taking the eiganvalues of matrices i.e. an n-dimensional vector as
its argument, in our case the vector is the principal curvatures x = (k1,...,%,) and we write f(k)
to denote the function.

We also denote

Fii(h) = OF  pijm_ O°F
Ohij’ Ohijhy
and we have
Fi(h) = fi(r)5;;
when h is diagonalized and where f; is the i-th partial derivative of f.
Using ﬁij = h;; + B;j, we have at X, that

(R1)i = hi1i = hiyi
79 2

h hipi
(KI)Z’L = hllu —+ 2 Z Lpt = hllii + 2 Z — 1p1~
pAL —Fp pA1 LT

and so

=N ) has .
(3.1) 0= (131)1 ~N— ta®; =" N 4 ad;

_ Z 2 g 2

0> (K;l)u _ ("112)1 _N Wi + N i 5 + ad;;
R1 Ky u—a (u—a)
hlln lpz hll Ui U2

3.2 2 LN No—— ®i
( ) + Z,ﬂ K,l—np) Hl u_a+ (u_a)2+a 7

5Because Ty is an open symmetric convex cone.
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Contracting (8.2) with F' = o, we obtain that

h11 F“h%pz Fuh%l
0>Z . 222,(” - _,i) 2=
i p#l 1 1 P i 1
(3.3)
Fiiug

—NZU_G+NZ +aZF”<I>”

By the commutator formula (see lemma [2.2),

Vithi = Vihay + ha1hZ, — h3ihi + 2(hi — ha1) Riin + h11 Rioio — hii Rio10 + Ritio:1 —

from which it follows that for some C' > 0 depending on k, R and ¥

(3.4) Fiihuii > Fiihiiu — K1 Z FiiK,Q + I‘le\IJ Clﬁ Z Fu
7

where we have used lemma 27 to get 3 Fiik; = kF = k.
Also, for the second term in (3.3]), we have

2 2 1132
) Z Z hlpz S5 Z FPPhy,, 49 Z F*hip
el k1(k1 — Rp) — oz} k1(K1 — Rp) oz} k1(K1 — Rp)
(3.5) =2)" _Fhiy +2) P
o Kk1(k1 — i) o k1(k1 — R;)

Now, by inserting (8:4)) and (35) into ([B3]), we have

0>ZF h"“ Zn?F“-l—nl kU —CY F'"-C
Fnh2 F11h2 Fzth )
) I ) S +2 112 117
(3.6) + Z * K1(k1 — R;) Z * k1(K1 — Ri) ; K3
F ’U,“ u 2

_NZU_aJFNZ a)2+aZF”¢“
Now let us evaluate the third line. By lemma [2.4] we have

wii = (hisk — Roik) Pk + ¢'ri — K u
P
Dj; = ¢ — uk;

Rii10;-

13
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and hence (3.6) becomes

F hull ii 92 Fu
> it 2 B — F” N
023 - S PRl kY- O P - O NS o
u 2 F11h2 F”h2 .
2 ”1 +2 115 114
+ Z K',]_ K1 — K’Z) Z Hl K1 — Hz) ; K/%
al w R P i _
_U_GZF Z(hz‘ik—Ronk)@k+¢m—niu +aZF (¢ — uk;)
4 k -
F hull 2 ii F”
_Z _Zﬁifi-i-lﬂk\I’—CZF C+NZ _a)2
u 2 F11h2 F h2 . -
2 nl +2 113 114 Fii B
(3.7) + Z f‘«?l Ky — K'z) Z "'71 K1 — ) ; P + a Z Roiin®r

Nk¢ Nu i 2 / i
<Zfz nk<I)k> — +u_a;F K2 + ad ;F — akul

_(u_a—l)ZF” (g — CZF”-l—mk\If Ca-C

Fiihy Fiiu?
ey T (5 g «1») N
7

u — a
22 Fuh?zl + 22 F hlli _ Z Fuh’llz
il K,l(lil — F&Z) i1 Iﬁ?l(h',l - Rz) i I‘L%

where we have used lemma 2.7 for 3. &; f;

Next, we proceed to handle the h;;1; term. By differentiating (Z.I]) twice, we obtain that
(3.8)

F'hyr, = Oy (Vg V) + hys ¥, (Es)
(3.9)

and  F%h;1q + F9% R hggy = Vi 0
Thus, we have

o= (=

)ZF” (ag’ — CZfﬁka Ca-C

F”’klhz’ ithen Y1
(3.10) - 2 T e (X s
4,3k, 1 1 k i
u 2 Fll h2 ) Fiih2 . F“u2
+2 ul +2 113' _ 117 + N (2
Z * k1K1 — Rq) #21 k1(Kk1 — Ri) ; K3 ; (u — a)?

Next, by an inequality due to Andrews [3] and Gerhardt [I7], we have

ijkly , PP,9q 2

_ Z FY hzglhkll — _ Z Frp qthplhqql + Z F hpql
= K1 K1 K1
1,5,k p#q p#q

F'PP; qthpl hqql 1 Fu Fll
— Z +2 Z - -

11i
K1 K1 — R
P#q LM

and so (3.I0) becomes
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Nu .
0> —1 F” ' —C F" 4+ kFky —Ca—-C
(u s ) Z + (ad )Z + kLK1 o
FPPaqp, 1h 1 1 Fit _ FH
. Z = TeplTeql | o Z H_ﬁhm
(3.11) v g
. Fn h2 Fll h2 Fu h2 Fu
+9 itl +9 115 111 +N
Zlﬁh‘,l—ﬂl) me—m) ; Zu—a
v
+— <Z fihiikq)k>
K1 u—a % -
K3
Regrouping terms, we get
Nu i, 2 / i
0> (—-1 Y FU; 4+ (a¢) —C)Y F*"+kFry — Ca—C
i i
_ Z FPPahyp hagt _ Fi h%n 22 F”h’?zl N FHag
K1 Kfl K1 — K'z) (u - a)2
(3.12) p#q
. s Z _Fu Fll 11 Z Fuh%h Z F”h%h
Fél K1 — K, ’ Pz K:l K1 — Klz) il K,1 il
v
+— = (Z fihiikq)k>
K1 a -
k %
For the third line, we have
) Z i Fn Fll 11 Z Fuh%h Z F”h%h
5o k1 K1— R K e k1(k1 — R;) 7 K2
— 9 Z Fi‘hllz +92 Z Fllh%lz Z Fiih%li_
S (k1 — "‘l) 12 F (K1 = Ri) il K

5. FHp2
ZL“"?% I'={i>m: Kk +£&; <0}
k1 —ki Ky

v

i€l

because for 1 < ¢ < m,

Fllh%ll _ Fii};%ll — (2 1 _ 1) h%ll > 0
k1(Kk1 — Ri) K3 K3

and for ¢ > m,

Fip2. . FUh2. ki + k; FUh?

11 11 1 115 . .

= - st = _Z 5 >0 if k1 +R; >0.
k1(k1 — R;) Ky K1 —FR; K]

Fn
NZ u—a

15
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Therefore, we arrive at

02( _a—l)ZF” + (ag’ — CZF”+anl Ca-C

FPP99hypiheg Ry, Z FUh%y Flluj
_ _ + 2 (43 + N
(3.13) p;q K1 K2 Sirlm—F)  (u—a)?
K1+ &; F"h? F” v N
+y = s+ N E +—1 - (E fihiikq)k> :
it o~ R et ( 1 @5\

It is from here we shall continue the derivation based upon different conditions listed in theorem

8.1

4. THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE EQUATION IN GENERAL

In this section, we prove theorem [3.1] for the first three cases i.e.

(4.1) Casel: k=n—-1,n>3 or k=n—-2,n>5
(4.2) Case 2: M is semi-convex
(4.3) Case 3: M is (k + 1)-convex

For these cases, we shall employ the test function
Q = log Kmax — N logu + ad.
By proceeding exactly as in section [3] or simply by substituting a = 0 in (B.I3]) we obtain that

—I)ZF” + (ag’ — C)ZF“+an1 Ca—C
Fpp’qthplhqql _ F' h%n F”h?u + NP1 Y

— + 2
(4-4) pq K1 Z Hl K1 — f%) u?

i 2
+Zf‘51+’§zF hllz NZ Ui &—— <Zfz zzk:(I)k)

el P17 Ri Hl iel k1

Let us deal with the third line first. For the first term, we claim that

Claim 4.1. Under either conditions (4.1]) or (4.2)), we have

2

Zm—i—mF hllz > 0.
R1 — K4 K,2

i€l v 1

Proof of the Claim. It suffices to prove the numerator of the quotient
K1+ R;
K1 — K;
is positive when k; < 0.
If k and n satisfy condition (41]), then by lemma we have that

—k 2k —

mA+1= 2 Dl +1>0.

Ki+Ri=k1+K+1>K —
If M is semi-convex i.e. k; > —n, then
kKi+k; >2k1—n+12>0

by assuming that x; is sufficiently large. O
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With this claim and by throwing away excessive positive terms, we have that
—I)ZF” + (ag’ — C)ZF” Ca—C

S qthplhqql _ F! h111 + 22 Fhe,

i1l

(45) N pZ;ﬁq K1 K,]_ i1 K/l(K/l ~1,)
Uy
e ik P
+ o (E fihiik k)

Next, we estimate the remaining two terms in the third line.

Claim 4.2.

K1 u

Uy, N
— = (Z fihiik¢k> > —Ck1 —Ca—CN —C
k

for some C > 0 depending on R, ||¥||sz2, |®|lo: and ||Z]| -
Proof of Claim[4.2 The term ®;; can have the following rough estimate:
®1y = dy (Vg V,VE V) +dv¥(VE, 5 V)
+2dyd, ¥ (VE,V,VE V) + d2¥(VEv, VEv)
+d,¥(VE, V)
> haki (dy V) (Ey) — Chi; — Chyy — C
k

=Y "(h11k + Ro1k1)(dv ) (Eg) — Ch3; — Chyy — C
k

> hi1k(dy¥)(Ey) — Cki — Cky — C
k

for some C > 0 depending on R and ||¥||o2. Note that

Z hllk (d \I’)(Ek) - Z (Z fz ukq)k>
k

h11
=3 H—l

k

(d, ) Ek)—NZFk

(N— - ) (@W)(EW) = N Y (huald B)(ER) + (dy B)(V, V)]
k

hkkq)k 78
NZ (dy9)(Er) = N> hye(d \I!)(Ek)
k k
o
_aZd (D) Ek)—NZ dy¥) (Vg V) u’“

> —Ca CN,

where the second equality is due to (8I]) and (3.8)), and the third equality is due to lemma 241
The result follows. U
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With this claim, it follows that
0> (N - 1)2&?]%4—(0@'—0)2]2—0(&1 +a+N+1)

(4.6) B Z FPPAhypiheqt FUp2 N 22 Fiip2,
ptq K1 H% i#1 I‘L1(K,1 — I?Ll)

Now we can proceed to eliminate the second line by applying the concavity inequalities due to
Ren-Wang and Lu i.e. lemma Z.TT] and lemma 2.12]

41. When k=n—-1n>3ork=n—2,n2>5.
In this case, by applying lemma 211 to & = hy;; and divide by 2, it follows that

_ Z FPPh,p heqr FUn3), n 22 F'hi, > _5F12
pq K1 K,% i#1 I‘L1(K,1 — Fil) - K1

for some 8 > 0 depending on inf ¥ and ||¥|| 0. Since
Ff = [h1(d,9)(Er) + (dv¥)(VE, V)%,

we have that

— Z Fpp,qthplhqql _ Fllg%ll + 22 Fllhgll~ 2 _Cﬂﬁll
ptq K1 F.:l i#1 I‘L1(K,1 — I‘Li)

for some C > 0 depending on ||¥||1,||®||o1 and ||| 1. Thus, (46) becomes:
0> (N =1)3 kifi+(ad = C1) 3 fi— Clrr+a+ B+ N+1).
i i

Since on X, ¢’ is bounded from below by a positive controlled constant and so by choosing «
large enough, we may assume that the coefficient a¢’ — C; > 0 and hence the second term is
non-negative.

Finally, by lemma [2.10] the inequality reduces to

k
0 2 (N - 1)Eli10']C - CK,l - C.
Choosing N large enough yields the estimate.

4.2. When ¥ is semi-convex or (k + 1)-convex.

For cases 2 and 3, this time we do not have a concavity inequality as handy as that of Ren-Wang
to handle the second line of (4.6]). However, we could overcome this difficulty by employing Lu’s
concavity inequality (Z.2]) which is weaker but more generic, along with an iteration argument which
is inspired by Guan-Ren-Wang [25] and Yang [54].

Remark 4.3. Recall that according to lemma Z.13] it is sufficient to prove the semi-convex case
only.

Let € > 0 be some small number which will be chosen later and let 6y = % Pick an arbitrary
9 € (0,1), say 61 = %, then trivially we have k1 > §1k1. Now by lemma [2.12] there exists some
d2 > 0 and for this s, if ko < d2k1, then Lu’s inequality (2:2)) holds for [ = 1.

We will soon deal with the situation in which Lu’s inequality holds; here the key argument is
that if the reverse happens i.e. ko > d2k1, then we continue to pick some d3 > 0 by lemma
and for this d3 > 0, we do the same analysis as above: either the process stops here and we have
Lu’s inequality to be analyzed, or we have k3 > d3k1 and the process goes on.
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Suppose that the process goes on until ki > dxk1 i.e. we have k; > §;k1 for 1 <4 < k. Then we
immediately have the following by assuming k, is sufficiently large:
op(k) > K1 kg —Cpp K1 Kg—1° M
=Ky--- K/k—l(/‘f/k — Cn)
> 1 - (02k1) - -+ (Ok—1k1) - (dkk1 — C)
>Céy--- 5kn’f if ¥ is semi-convex i.e. K; > —n.
which implies the desired bound for ;.

Now suppose that the process stops at some index m < [ < k and then Lu’s inequality (2.2
holds for I:

AT | (Sofe) 8 1gdi@

= Ok 0,% n% 2 ' K10k
Taking F' = oy, & = hy1 and multiply the inequality by Z&, we have that
2 2
— Z P qthplhqql > (1 e) 111 _ 2 Z F”hul F
pH#q z>l 1 mak

The second line of (6] can now be estimated as follows:

_ Z FPP99hyp1hegr F"R3, n 22 FUhi,

oyl K1 K3 P k1(k1 — Ri)
F2 R, [(1—c¢
47 > _ 1 111 ( _ ) Fzzh
( ) = K10% + Fil P Ok O'k + Z K)l Ky — K,z) 2[{1 ()
h2 F1 h2
> — Ck1 + (1 — €)og(k|1) ;:1,,1 —€ 52111
1 1

where we have used
or(k) = k1ok—1(k|1) + ok (k|1)

and
2 1 3Kk1 + R;

k1K1 —Ri) 2&1 2nl(n1 — R;)
Substituting (£7) into (£.6]), we obtain that

>0 Dby repeating the proof of claim [4.71

- Fllp2
N-1)) miF*—e—7
i

1

(4.8) + (g — C) Z fi+ (11— S)Uk(ﬁll)%

7 1
—Ck1 —Ca—-CN -C.

We proceed to show how to deal with the terms involving €. By the critical equation (B8.1), we have

that
Fllh%ll — _eFll (N a<I>1>2
Kzl u

> —CeN?*FY g2 — Cea®FH
—CeN2F”nl
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and

hin 1 U1 ?
(1= Jonki) Bt > ~Cry iy - (N )
Ky K1 u
> _CN2%ky - Ky, — Ccﬂ%
1

> _—CN?ky--- kg if k; > —n.

Recall that on X, ¢’ is bounded from below by a positive controlled constant and so by choosing
a large enough, we may assume that the coefficient a¢/ — C is positive. Therefore, by lemma 2.7,
lemma, and choosing o large enough, we have that

2

(e’ — C1) Zfi +(1- s)ak(fﬂl)%

1

2
= (a¢ —C1)(n—k+1)op_1+ (1 — a)ak(ﬁll)%
1

> Caky -+ kk—1 — CN2kq - - - Ky,
= (k1 k1) - (Ca — CN%ky)
If Ca—C N2k, > 0, then we are done dealing with this term. Otherwise, we would have k, > CN
by choosing oo = N3, which will then imply that
O'k(li) 2 f‘il""‘Gk—Cf‘&l"'f‘&k—l'n
= K’]. “ e K’k—l(K’k — Cn)
> k1 kg—1(CN — Cn)
> Cky

by choosing N sufficiently large. Therefore, we may assume that Ca — C N2k, > 0 and remove the
second line of (4.8) to have that

1132
Fhiyy
i

OZ(N—l)Zn?Fii—s Ck1 —Ca—-CN —-C.
>(N—-1)) kiF"—CeN?’F"k} - Ck1 — Ca—CN - C
>(N-C)> KkiF*—Cki—Ca—CN-C

> CNky0y — Cky — Ca— CN — C
> (CN - C)ky — C

where we have chosen ¢ =
choosing N large enough.

ﬁ and applied lemma, The desired estimate for x; follows by

5. THE PRESCRIBED CURVATURE MEASURE TYPE EQUATION

In this section, we prove theorem [[LI0] by deriving C°, C'! and C? estimates for the prescribed
curvature measure type equation

ok (k[Z]) = (X, v)PP(X).
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5.1. The C° Estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let (i) 1 <k <n-—1,p € (—00,0)U(0,1], or (i1) k = n,p € (—o0,0) U (0,1). If
Y = {(r(2),2) : 2 € M} is a closed k-convex hypersurface in M which is strictly star-shaped with
respect to the origin and satisfies (LB) for some positive 9 € C%(X), then there exist C1,Cy > 0
depending only on n, k, mins 1, maxps ¥ such that

Ci1 <minr <maxr < Cs.
For k =n and p =1, the same result holds under the additional assumption that minps ¥ > 1.

Proof. Our proof follows that of Guan-Lin-Ma [2I, Lemma 2.2] and Yang [54, Theorem 3.2]. Ob-
serve that the equation can be written as

on(h5) = (X, v)PP(X)

where

¢? -
(X,v) = ———, P =¢ "y,

NCEAZ

see (2.12) in [21I]. Since ¥ is compact, r attains its maximum at some point zg. Since at this point,
V'r =0, it follows that

. 1 ik
B = Ok — 51z | (— 0k + 20k + 6905
J ¢ 2 V’T‘|2> J J J
#2862 + |V'r[2 ( ¢* + |

= 25 (~or+ #45,)
> %51“

where we have used the fact that r;; < 0 at zp. Hence, by ellipticity of the equation operator,

/ I\ k
=gt P ak(hg-) > $"H1P L gy (%Qj) e (Z) (%) _ (Z) (¢/)k¢n+1_p_k.

Similarly, at the point where r attains its minimum, we have that
n
< Nk n+1—p—k.
o< (Jors

This proof works fine unless p = 1 and k = n, for which we would need the additional condition

that mine > 1.
O

5.2. The C'! Estimate for all p € R.

Theorem 5.2. If ¥ = {(r(2),2) : z € M} is a closed k-convex hypersurface in M which is strictly
star-shaped with respect to the origin and satisfies (L6]) for some positive 1 € C?(X), then there
exist C > 0 depending only on n,k,p,minps v, |t|c1 and the curvature R of M such that

max |[V'r| < C.
M
Remark 5.3. A remarkable feature of this result is that it holds for all p # 0 without any barrier

conditions. See [I0, Lemma 3.1], [25, Lemma 5.1] and [50, Lemma 3.2] for the C! estimate of the
general curvature equation under barrier conditions.
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Proof. Our proof employs the test function of Chen-Li-Wang [10, Lemma 3.1] but follows the
derivation of Huang-Xu [26], Lemma 2.3]. We first observe that

$(r)?
$(r)? + VP

and so this gradient bound is equivalent to (V,v) > C > 0, due to the C° estimate.
Consider the test function

(Viv) =

P=~(®)—-logu
where vy is to be determined later. Suppose that P attains its maximum at zy € 3. If V is parallel
to the normal direction v at zg, then (V,v) = |V| and we are done. Assume this is not the case,
then we can choose a local orthonormal frame {E, ..., E,} such that (V, E1) # 0 and (V, E;) =0
for ¢ > 2. Note also that V = (V, Eq1)E; + (V,v)v.
Then at zg, we have that
U

(5.1) 0=P, =+ — —
u

2
023i=’7"‘1’?+7/¢ii—f+u_12

ws
=7} + 790y — =+ (v)'®]

(5.2) =7/~ [y + ()19}

By (&.1)), we have that

(5.3) hi1=wy and h; =0 Vi>2.

We can then rotate the coordinate system such that {Ei,...,E,} are the principal curvature

directions of the second fun@amental form so that h;; = k;0;;.
Contracting (5.2]) with F** and apply lemma [24], we have that

y 1 y y
> A/ F”q)ii _ - Fé i /" N2 Fuq)Z
0>7"Y" — 2 Flui+ [+ (V)] ) Fe;
y 1 y _
=Y F¢ —uk;) — " D OF" Y (hiik — Roiin) @k + ¢’k — Kju
k
+I+ (V)] ) Fe
y 1 y 1 - ¢ y
>AYY FP—uy kU — =S Fihy® 4+ = FURyn® — — - k¥ Fiig?2
>v'¢' > uy uz 1 1+u2 Roin @1 — +> Fk;
+0"+ () )F 8]
Differentiating (I.I0), we have that

FPhiiy = puP~ug -9 + uP - .
Substituting this and ¥ = uP1) into the above inequality, we obtain that

3 ®
0>9¢' Y F*—ky'uPty — Zlup (W% + ¢1)

d L 3
- 71 F"Roni — k¢'u? "'+ > F's; + [y + ()’ ]F" @7
where we have also used the skew symmetry property Rosi1 = —Roiti-
By (&.1)), we have that
ul ’
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The inequality then becomes
0>7¢ > F* —ky'v’™yp — puP~'7/ypd7 — @1uP 1oy

o e _ ;
_ 7 ZF”ROili _ k¢/up 1¢ + ZF”H% + [’Y” + (WI)Q]FH(I)%

Now, using
VPP = (V,E)* +(V,v)? ie. 0f=|V]>-d?
we have

0> [+ @IV = ]F" +4/¢/ > F — ky'yput™ — [ [V]* — w?py/ P!

(5.4) . o L
- p—1 k /o1, p—1 FY 2 _ =1 Fé 14
191U PpuP~t + 3 FUr; = > F"Ron

Rearranging the terms in (5.4]), we have that
' + (V)2 IF"? 4 (k — p)y'yult
+uP T |VIPpy'Y + @191 + k)]
(55) > [+ (0 IVEF! 449 Y F

.. b R
+ Z 1‘71”,‘?,12 — 71 Z FuROili

Now, choose
2ap

ap . ap
15) =L ie. y(s) =~ and"(s) = =,

where o > 0 is some possibly large constant depending on the given value of p. We claim that
Claim 5.4. (k — p)yypuP* +w? 7 [ [VPpy'sh + @19y + k¢'yp] <0
Proof. If p < 0 or p > t, then
(k =)y puP*t + p|V [Py ypul !
= 7'ypuP~(k — p)u’ +p|V|?]
= —apyu [(k — p)ul + VP

2
ap”y _

where we have assumed that

u? <

p 2
< —7|V]~.
2(p— k) v
The desired inequality follows by choosing « large enough.

If 0 < p < k, then we immediately have that

(k —p)y'ydul ™ <0
and
[VI’py's + @191 + k¢'p = —C;Tp;WFT/) + @191 + kg’ <O
by choosing « large enough.

Claim 5.5. Y F¥s? — 2L S~ FiiRy;y; > —C Y F%.

23
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Proof. Note that in [I0], they applied (53) to have that Y- Fix? > F'1x? = w2(y)?2F!!, but
this would cancel out the important term in [y + (v')?]F*'u?. So here we just throw it away by
positivity i.e. 3 F%x? > 0.

For the second term, since V' = (V| E1)E; + (V,v)v, it follows that V' L Span{E,...,E,}.
Since we also have Ej,v L Span{Ej,...,E,}, we can choose a coordinate system such that &; L
Span{Es, ..., E,}, which implies that the pair {V,€;} and {v, E1} would lie in the same plane, and

Span{Es,...,E,} = Span{es,...,e,}.
Thus, by choosing E; =¢; for 2 < i < n, we may write
v = (v,8)e + (v,&1)e1 = %EO + (v,e1)e,
Ey = (E1,ep)ep + (Eq,€1)er.
The curvature tensor can then be computed as
Roiii = R(v, E;, By, E;)
= —(E1,e0)R(€o, i, 0, ) + (v,€1){E1,€1)R(e1, €, e1,€)

¢
U - _ _ wv,el)?—=_
- 2(E R . A et VA > . )
¢< 1760> (60961760761) <E1,V> (elael)elael)
<E1960>_— - = = <y961>2__ - - —
— LR/ ) A e VAR~ ) .
( ¢ (60961760961) <E1,V> (elaelaelael) )
where the second equality follows from 0 = Eijko [10, Lemma 2.1] and the third equality is due to
0 = (V,e1). This cancels out the % factor in the front and the result follows. O

With these claims, the inequality (5.5]) is reduced to
(5.6) 0+ (IF e 2 [ + (V)] IVEPFY + (Y6 + C) Y F™.
Finally, we can finish the derivation by one more claim.
Claim 5.6. [y + (v)?] - |[V*)F! + (Y'¢/ + C) X F* > CF'.
Proof. By our choice of v, we have that
b+ ()1 IVEFY +9/¢ Y FT

20p | o?p? 2 11 ¢ i
= l@‘F? |V|F —Otp@ZF.

If p < 0, the first term is still positive by choosing « large enough and the second term will
immediately imply that

—ozp%; ZF” > CFY.
If p > 0, then by (53) we have that h;; = uy’ < 0. Hence, we have that
FY = gp_1(k|1) = o_1(k) — K10k_2(k|1) > op_1(K) > c(n, k) ZF”
by lemma 27l The result then follows by choosing « large enough. O
With this claim, the inequality (B.I)) yields
B+ () )F e > OFY
and the bound u > C is obtained by choosing a large enough so that 7" + (v/)% > 0. O
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5.3. The C? Estimate for p < 1.
Finally, we derive the C? estimate for the prescribed curvature measure type equation i.e.

or(r(X)) = (X,v)*$(X) where p € (—00,0) U (0,1].
Proof of Theorem [I.8. For this case, we will use the test function of Spruck-Xiao [50]
Q = log Kmax — log(u — a) + ad

where u := (X,v) and u > 2a, and a > 0 is a constant to be chosen later.
By proceeding exactly as in section [, or simply by substituting N =1 in (B.I3]), we obtain that

0> ( v —1)ZF”K?+(CM¢’—C)ZF”+I§F&1—Ca—C
%

u—a .
(2
57 _ Z i qthplhqql Fi h%ll 22 F”h?zl FHU%
(5.7) = * K1(k1 — I‘Ll) (u — a)?

hllz

K +K,F Fiig,2 \\
+y S +Zm+$—u_az<;ﬁhm@k>-

iR Ky iel k1 %

Recall that the index set I is defined as
I'={i>m:k1 +&; <0}
There are two major obstacles here: (1) unlike in claim [T}, this time it is not clear if the quotient
K1 — R
is positive without extra conditions; and (2) it is difficult to handle the large negative term

1172
_Fhy,
k?
we have to make full use of all the positive terms in (5.7)) combined with the special structure of
the right-hand side ¥ = uP. )
The first trick is to split the >, H?F“ term into

y n—1 a "
Z2}711 — ( )ZF”H%

no ou- a =
(5:8) 1 1 1
n— a ..
> Fu 2 Fll 2 - FY 2
~ n u—aZ H+ —a Hl+nu—az i
=1 el
We claim that
Claim 5.7.
1 5 FER2. Fiig,2
DN F D Dt N LA MY
nu=aser el P17 R Ry e (u—a)
and
1 F11 Fllh%n Fllu% >0
nu—a K2 (u—a)?2 ="

where I = {i > m: k1 +; < 0}.
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Remark 5.8. The proof for this claim is in fact independent of this % coefficient. The reason for
the splitting (5.8)) is that even after we have used parts of the sum to prove claim (5.7, we are still

left with a complete sum Tl — > Fg; or simply the term F'!'x2) which are both of the same

order as k1 and will crucially be used in the subsequent derivation. That is, the most important is

not the magnitude of its coefficient but merely its presence.

proof of the claim. Observe the trivial fact that
mt R
K1 — Ki

and recall from the first order critical equation (3.II) that

@:( Ui —a<I>i>2.

-1

2 —
K1 uU—a

Also, note that for ¢ € I, we have |k;| > k1. It is then straightforward to have that

1 a 2 k1 + &; F* h11 Friy?
— f + Z_|_ 7
nu—aiEZI ’ zeZI —Ri K2 Z.EZI(U,—(Z)2
>Zl @ i F "hiy; n Fhu
Tignu—a K3 (u — a)?
_ ELF”@ _ i ( u a@i)2 N F”uf2
ieInu—a u—a (u—a)
1 ; g
=Y — FUx? 4 2aF"——®; — *F"®?
ier M@ u—a
1 3 3
ZZ_ Fu 2 CO{F”|K/Z‘| _Ca2Fu
ier MU

>0 by assuming x; is sufficiently large.

The proof for the second inequality is very similar:

1152 11,,2
1 a Flt 2_F hin F - ug
k1 7 T 2
nu—a K3 (u—a)
1
> ——FH 2 _ CaFM|ky| — Ca?FH
nu—a

> 0 by assuming & is sufficiently large.

With this claim, the inequality (5.7 implies that

n—
0> —-— Fu 2 C Fu
2 —— . Z ki + (¢ — )Z
FPPe qqh p]. hqql F”h?zl
(5.9) D D S P
p#4q i#1 ¢

v 1
+ — Z <Z fihiikq)k:> +kFk; —Ca—C.

K1 u—a & P

We can proceed to invoke the special structure of ¥ to handle the first two terms in the third line
of (59). We first find, by lemma [2:4] the first order equation (3.I]) and the expression F' = ¥ = uP1),
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that

U1 = (vPY)n
=9 [Pup_lun +p(p — 1)up_2u%] + 21 - puPlug 4+ uP - Poq

=1 - puP! [Z(hllk — Ro11)® + ¢'k1 — nfu]
%

i
+v¢-plp— l)up_2u% + 2p1/)1up;1 + uPapqq
> puP™ Y hp®k — ¢ - puPrt + ¢ - p(p — NP ?uf — Cky — C

k
2

F U
> %Zhnkq’k—PF’f%"'P(P—l)Fu—% —Cr1 —C.
k

for some C depending on p, R, |Z||o: and ||3||o2. Then, by noting that

(Z fi uk:(I)k) pF ZM%
k

= _ZFkCI)k'FZEZM@k

~u—a u T K
d F U
=—Z(1/}-pup_1uk+up-¢k) i +p—Z( b —a@k)@k
& u—a u & u—a
PF —~ w®; | pF qu)k o 1/)k¢k pF 2
S L L2 g
S S SRS 3
>—Ca-0C,

it follows from (5.9) that

-1 oo LI
0>~ S Fig? 4 (ad —C) Y F¥
nou—aiD i=1
_ ppl qq1 %zl
(5.10) PR LIPS o Fh
P#4 A e — &)

(h—p)Fr4po— 1LY _ca—c
- K —1)——= —-Ca-2C.
D 1 p\p K1 U2
It remains to handle the second line and the term

F u?
-1 1
( )n1u2’

which can be negative if p € (0,1).

fo—
5.3.1. Case A: ko -+ Kp_1 > a_T2.
By concavity of the operator a;/ *ie.

1 1/1 19
E‘jk Z UZ” “hyprhggr + 7 2 ( L 1) oy Z Uzphpplagqhqql <0,
PF#q P,q

27
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we are able to obtain that

=Y FPPUL by > ——— =2 > —Ck}.
P#q

For the sum Y F*, we use lemma 2.7 and lemma 8 to have that
ZF”— (n—k+1)og_1(k) > c(n,k)k1 -+ Kg—1.

Hence,

FPP9dp_ b noo Fu?
-3 I 4 (a¢ —C) Y Fi 4 p(p— 1) ——
PF#q k1 1=1 ki u
u2
> — Cr1+ (ad — Cr)e(n,k)ra - kg1 +p(p — 1)——
—k+2

> —Cki+Ca K
>0 by choosing a sufficiently large,

where the estimate p(p — 1)L o u2 2 —Ck; is given in remark [5.9 Now, the inequality (5.10]) along
with lemma 210 yields

n—1 a

n
ZF”K% +(k—p)Frk1 —Ca—-C
=1
> CFky — Ca -C

0>

n u—ars

as desired.

5.3.2. Case B: Ko+ Kkp—1 < a_%.

For this case, we do not have a large enough lower bound for 3_ F* and this is where we have
to restrict the range of p. We will proceed by the same iteration argument as in section and
apply Lu’s inequality (Z2)). Let 6 = 1/3, o = min{2k/n,1/2} and let € > 0 to be chosen later. We
consider two sub-cases according to lemma

Case B.1. For each 2 <[ < k, there exists some §; > 0 such that x; > &;k1.

Then we immediately have that

_k=2

Q"E > Kgekpoy >0 g1kt

and the estimate for x; follows.
Case B.2. There exists m <[ < k such that (2.2)) holds.

That is, we have

_Z"ip’qqugq I (i} 5@) > (1- ) — & ZU? 2'

pq Ok Uk 1 z>lnlak
Substituting & = hj;1, the second line in (5.10) then becomes
_ Z FPe qthplhqql 22 Fuh?zl
p#q i#1 ki (k1 — i)
do F?
> (1 — ].1]. Fuh 1 .
- ( 8 + Z Kfl K1 — K'z) "51 we K10}
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By lemma and our choice of dyg, we have that
2 50
PR
Therefore, by lemma [Z.T0] the first order equation (3.I]) and the expression F' = ¥ = uP1), we
have that

ZF” 2 Z Fpp’qthplhqql 22 F”h?zl p(p—l)Eu—%
n u-—a- oy K1 L (K1 — Rq) K1 u?
y h? F? Fu?
F 2 1— 111 1 -1 it §
n u—a Z ki + (1= €)ok K3 K10k +p(p )nl u2
F 2 . p—1 ) 2 F
_CF;.;1+(1—5)—( Lt —a<I>1) A iU SV “;
uU—a K10k K1 U
F u2 u1<I>1
= CFri+(1—e)— [ -1 _ 9 22
F E)m <(u—a)2 Y T
2,2, 2p—2 2p—1 2p, 2 F uf
- (P 2+ PR (- D
u2 F u? F u?
> CF 1-— —1l __C 2 1_¢C -1N—-
> m+l( s)n (=) al —p P +p(p—1) paby
u? F u% yFu2 L F u1
= CFk1 + (1—5)—7—19 + |-p"—— +p°— —Ca-C
k1 (u — a)? K1 u2 K1 u? K1 u?
F u? F u? F u?
=CFKky —e——2 ——— 1 _ _p—L_Ca-C
" sm (u—a)? |J€1 (u—a)? pnl u? “
F 2
> CFki — CeFry+ (1 —p)—— — Ca—C
R1UW
With this estimate, (5.10) then implies that
F 2
(5.11) 0> (C - Ce)Fry + (1 —p)H—l% + (k —p)Fry — Ca— C.

If p <1, then the proof is complete by choosing a sufficiently small € > 0.

Remark 5.9. It can be clearly seen that a sufficient condition for the estimate to hold is

(5.12) (1- )5—2 + (k= p)Fry > 0.

Note that
U1 = ""'1(1)2 = 51(|V|2 —u )

so it follows that

F u? 1
1—p %S — —1)|F
( )muz ( p) (60 ) K1,

where

u2

o - 1nf |V|2
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Hence, the inequality (5.12]) holds if

-9 (2 -1)+E-n 20

0

which is true if and only if

p<1+eo(k—1).

This shows that our estimate, in fact, holds for a wider range p < 1+ C for some C' > 0 depending
on k and ||X||o1. Taking k = 2 will recover Chen’s upper bound for p in [9, (4.32)-(4.33)].
However, since this constant is not universal, we shall not state it explicitly in our theorem.
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