arXiv:2007.14233v1 [math.DG] 27 Jul 2020

HORO-CONVEX HYPERSURFACES WITH PRESCRIBED SHIFTED GAUSS CURVATURES IN H^{n+1}

LI CHEN, KANG XIAO, AND QIANG TU^∗

Abstract. In this paper, we consider prescribed shifted Gauss curvature equations for horo-convex hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} . Under some sufficient condition, we obtain an existence result by the standard degree theory based on the a prior estimates for the solutions to the equations. Different from the prescribed Weingarten curvature problem in space forms, we do not impose a sign condition for radial derivative of the functions in the right-hand side of the equations to prove the existence due to the horo-covexity of hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} .

1. Introduction

Different from hypersurfaces in R^{n+1} , there are four different kinds of convexity for hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} [1, 2]. One of them is the horo-convexity which is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. A smooth hypersurface M ⊂ H^{n+1} is called horo-convex if κ_i(p) > 1 for all p ∈ M and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, where κ = (κ_1, ..., κ_n) are the principal curvatures of M ⊂ H^{n+1} which are defined by eigenvalues of the Weingarten matrix W = (h^j_i ).

Geometrically, a hypersurface M ⊂ H^{n+1} is called horo-convex if and only if it is convex by horospheres, where the horospheres in hyperbolic space are hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures equal to 1 everywhere. In [13], the authors suggest that horospheres can be naturally regarded in many ways as hyperplanes in the hyperbolic space H^{n+1} . This fact implies the similarity between the horo-convixty in H^{n+1} and the convexity in R^{n+1} from geometric aspect .

Furthermore, this interesting formal similarities, or the general similarities between the geomerty of horo-convex regions in H^{n+1} (that is, regions which are given by the

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35J96, 52A39; Secondary 53A05. Key words and phrases. Shifted Gauss curvature; Horo-convex; Mong-Ampére type equation. This research was supported by funds from Hubei Provincial Department of Education Key Projects D20181003.

∗ Corresponding author. 1

intersection of a collection of horo-balls), and that of convex Euclidean bodies have been deeply explored in [13] and [5]. In particular, Andrews-Chen-Wei [5] introduce the shifted Weingarten matrix W − I for the hypersurface M ⊂ H^{n+1} along the line that the convexity of hypersurfaces in R^{n+1} can be describes by the positive definite of their Weingarten matrix. Clearly, M ⊂ H^{n+1} is horo-convex if and only if the shifted Weingarten matrix W − I is positive definite. Moreover, they [5] define the shifted principal curvatures by (λ_1, ..., λ_n) := (κ_1 − 1, ..., κ_n − 1), which are eigenvalues of the shifted Weingarten matrix W − I. Thus, similar to k-mean curvature, we can define k-th shifted mean curvature for 1 ≤ k ≤ n by

σ_k(κ − 1) := σ_k(κ_1 − 1, ..., κ_n − 1) = ∑ i_1<i_2<···<i_k (κ_{i1} − 1) · · · (κ_{ik} − 1).

Since

σ_k(κ − 1) = k∑ i=0 (−1)^{k−i}C^{n−k}_{n−i} σ_i(κ), (1.1)

the k-th shifted mean curvature can also be regarded as the linear combination of the i-mean curvature σ_i(κ) of M for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, where C^{n−k}_{n−i} =^{(n−i)!}_{(n−k)!(k−i)!} .

In [5, 23], curvature flows for horo-convex hypersurfaces in hyperbolic space with speed given by the function f of the shifted principal curvatures λ_i have been extensively studied by Andrews-Chen-Wei and Hu-Li-Wei respectively. As applications, they prove some new geometric inequalities involving the weighted integral of k-th shifted mean curvature for horo-convex hypersurfaces. Later, Wang-Wei-Zhou [41] study inverse shifted curvature flow in hyperbolic space.

The shifted curvatures can also be well be interpreted in the work [13] by Espinar- Gálvez-Mirain on the extension of the Christoffel problem [11, 14] to space forms. They show that the Christoffel problem can be naturally formulated in the context of hypersurfaces M^n ⊂ H^{n+1} by introducing the hyperbolic curvature radii of M^n ⊂ H^{n+1} , defined as

R_i := 1 |κ_i − 1| .

Clearly, the hyperbolic curvature radii of the horo-convex hypersurface M^n ⊂ H^{n+1} are in fact the shifted principle curvature radii. Thus, the shifted Gauss curvature can be interpreted as σ_n(λ_1, ..., λ_n) = 1 R_1 · · · R_n in a very simple way to the Gauss curvature of hypersurfaces in Euclidean.

All the work above motivate us to study furtherly the geometry and analysis of horoconvex hypersurfaces with the shifted curvatures in H^{n+1} . In this paper, we consider the the problem of prescribed shifted curvatures for horo-convex hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} .

Let M be a horo-convex hypersurface in H^{n+1} . We can choose a point o inside M such that M is star-shaped with respect to o, thus M can be parametrized as a radial graph over S^n. So we consider geodesic polar coordinates centered at o, the hyperbolic space H^{n+1} can be regarded as a warped product space [0, +∞) × S^n with metric g = dr^2 + sinh^2rg_Sn, where g_Sn is the standard sphere metric. Thus, M can be represented by M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n}. Let h_{ij} be the second fundamental form of M and g be the induced metric of M. Denote by ~h_{ij} = h_{ij} − g_{ij}. Thus

det(~h_{ij} (X)) = (κ_1 − 1)(κ_2 − 1) · · · (κ_n − 1)

is the shifted Gauss curvature of M, κ(X) = (κ_1(X), ..., κ_n(X)) are the principle curvatures of hypersurface M at X. In this paper, we study the problem of prescribed shifted Gauss curvature det(~h_{ij} (X)) = f(x, r(x)), (1.2)

on a horo-convex hypersurface M ⊂ H^{n+1} , where X = (x, r(x)) ∈ M and f is given smooth functions in S^n × [0, +∞). Clearly, the problem (1.2) can also be regarded as the problem of the prescribed linear combination of the Weingarten curvatures in view of (1.1).

We mainly get the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 3 and f(x, r) ∈ C^∞(S^n×[0, +∞)) be a positive function, assume that

coth r − 1 ≥ f(x, r) for r ≥ r_2,

(1.3)

coth r − 1 ≤ f(x, r) for r ≤ r_1.

(1.4)

Then there exists at least a smooth horo-convex, closed hypersurface M in {(x, r) ∈ H^{n+1} : r_1 ≤ r ≤ r_2, x ∈ S^n} satisfies equation (1.2).

Remark 1.2. For the prescribed Weingarten curvatures problem, it is need usually to impose a sign condition for radial derivative of f in order to derive a prior gradient estimate. However, we do not need such condition in Theorem 1.1 due to the horocovexity of the hypersurface in H^{n+1} .

The prescribed Weingarten curvature equation σ_k(κ(X)) = f(X) has been widely studied in the past two decades. Such results were obtained for case of prescribed mean curvature by Bakelman-Kantor [6, 7] and Treibergs-Wei [40]. For the case of prescribed Gaussian curvature by Oliker [34]. For general Weingarten curvatures by Aleksandrov [3], Firey [14], Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [9] for a general class of fully nonlinear operators F , including F = σ_k and F =^{σk}_{σl} . Some results have been obtained by Li-Oliker [32] on unit sphere, Barbosa-de Lira-Oliker [8] on space forms, Jin-Li [26] on hyperbolic space, Andrade-Barbosa-de Lira [4] on warped product manifolds, Li- Sheng [30] for Riemannain manifold equipped with a global normal Gaussian coordinate system.

For prescribed curvature problems in the case f also depends on the normal vector field ν along the hypersurface M, see Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [9], Ivochkina [24, 25], Guan-Li-Li [21], Guan-Lin-Ma [20], Guan-Guan [18], Guan-Ren-Wang [22], Li-Ren- Wang [29], Chen-Li-Wang [10] [36] and Ren-Wang [36, 37].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we start with some preliminaries. C^0, C^1 and C^2 estimates are given in Sect. 3. In Sect. 4 we prove theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Setting and General facts. For later convenience, we first state our conventions on Riemann Curvature tensor and derivative notation. Let M be a smooth manifold and g be a Riemannian metric on M with Levi-Civita connection ∇. For a (s, r)-tensor field α on M, its covariant derivative ∇α is a (s, r + 1)-tensor field given by ∇α(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r, X) = ∇_X α(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r) = X(α(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r)) − α(∇_X Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r) −... − α(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., ∇_X X_r). The coordinate expression of which is denoted by ∇α = (α^{l1···ls}_{k1···kr;kr+1} ). We can continue to define the second covariant derivative of α as follows: ∇^2α(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r, X, Y ) = (∇_Y (∇α))(Y^1, .., Y^s, X_1, ..., X_r, X). The coordinate expression of which is denoted by ∇^2α = (α^{l1···ls}_{k1···kr;kr+1kr+2} ). Similarly, we can also define the higher order covariant derivative of α: ∇^3α = ∇(∇^2α), ∇^4α = ∇(∇^3α), ..., and so on. For simplicity, the coordinate expression of the covariant differentiation will usually be denoted by indices without semicolons, e.g., u_i, u_{ij} or u_{ijk} for a function u : M → R.

Let X : M → H^{n+1} be an immersed hypersurface with the standard metric g and Levi-Civita connection ∇. Then M can get the induced metric g and the Levil-Civita connection ∇ of g. Pick a local coordinate chart {x^i}^n_{i=1} on M, then e_i =^{∂X}_{∂xi} form a local frame field of X(M). Let ν be a given unit normal and h_{ij} be the second fundamental form A of the hypersurface with respect to ν, that is h_{ij} = −⟨∇_{ei} ∇_{ej} X, ν⟩_g. Recalling the Codazzi equation (2.1) ∇_kh_{ij} = ∇_jh_{ik} and Simons’ identity (see also [5]) ∇_{(i}∇_{j)}h_{kl} = ∇_{(k}∇_{l)}h_{ij} + h_{ij} h_{km}h^m_l − h_{kl}h^m_i h_{mj} − g_{ij}h_{kl} + g_{kl}h_{ij} , (2.2) where the brackets denote symmetrisation.

2.2. Star-shaped hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} . Let M be a closed hypersurface containing the origin in H^{n+1} = [0, +∞) × S^n with metric g = dr^2 + sinh^2rg_Sn, where g_Sn is the standard sphere metric. Then, we have the following lemma (See [23]). Lemma 2.1. Assume M can be parametrized as a radial graph over S^n M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n}. Let {x^1, ..., x^n} be a local coordinate on S^n, {∂_1, ..., ∂_n} be the corresponding tangent vector filed and ∂_r be the radial vector field in R^{n+1} . D_iφ = D_{∂i} φ, D_iD_j φ = D^2φ(∂_i, ∂_j ) denote the covariant derivatives of φ with respect to the round metric σ of S^n. Then, the tangential vector takes the form e_i = ∂_i + r_i∂_r.

The induced metric on M has g_{ij} = D_irD_jr + sinh^2 rσ_{ij} We also have the outward unit normal vector of Σ ν = 1 v ( ∂_r − sinh^{−2} rD^jr∂_j ) , where (σ^{ij} ) = (σ_{ij} )^{−1} and D^ir = σ^{ij} D_jr. Define a new function u : S^n → R by (2.3) u(θ) = ∫_{r(θ)} c 1 sinh s ds. Then the induced metric on M has g_{ij} = sinh^2 r(D_iuD_ju + σ_{ij} ) with the inverse g^{ij} = sinh^{−2} r(σ^{ij} − D^iuD^ju v^2 ), where (2.4) v^2 = 1 + σ^{ij}D_iuD_ju = 1+ | Du |^2 .

Let h_{ij} be the second fundamental form of M ⊂ H^{n+1} in term of the tangential vector fields {e_i, ..., e_n}. Then, h_{ij} = sinh r v ( cosh r(D_iuD_ju + σ_{ij} ) − D_iD_ju )

and (2.5) h^i_j = 1 v sinh r (cosh rδ^i_j − ~g^{ik}D_jD_ku), where ~g^{ij} = σ^{ij} −^{DiuDj u}_{v2} . Consider the function Λ(r) = ∫_r 0 sinh sds and the vector field V = sinh r∂_r, which is a conformal killing field in H^{n+1} . Then, we need the following lemma for Λ and the support function ⟨V, ν⟩ of the hypersurface M ⊂ H^{n+1} . Lemma 2.2. ∇_i∇_jΛ = coshrg_{ij} − h_{ij} ⟨V, ν⟩ and ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} = cosh rh_{ij} + sinh rg^{pq}h_{ij;p}∇_qr − h_{im}h^m_j ⟨V, ν⟩. See Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.6 in [17] or [26] for the proof.

3. The a prior estimates In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we use the degree theory for nonlinear elliptic equation developed in [31] and the proof here is similar to [32, 26, 4, 30]. First, we consider the family of equations for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 det^{1n} (~h_{ij} ) = tf(x, r) + (1 − t)φ(r)(coth r − 1)

(3.1) and φ is a positive function which satisfies the following conditions:

(a) φ(r) > 0;

(b) φ(r) > 1 for r ≤ r_1;

(c) φ(r) < 1 for r ≥ r_2; (d) φ^′(r) < 0.

3.1. C^0 Estimates. Now, we can prove the following proposition which asserts that the solution of the equation (1.2) have uniform C^0 bound.

Proposition 3.1. Under the assumptions (1.3) and (1.4) mentioned in Theorem 1.1, if the horo-convex hypersurface M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} ⊂ H^{n+1} satisfies the equation (3.1) for a given t ∈ [0, 1], then r_1 < r(x) < r_2, ∀ x ∈ S^n. Proof. Assume r(x) attains its maximum at x_0 ∈ S^n and r(x_0) ≥ r_2, then recalling (2.5) h^i_j = 1 v sinh r (cosh rδ^i_j − ~g^{ik}D_kD_j u), which implies together with the fact the matrix D_iD_ju is non-positive definite at x_0 h^i_j(x_0) − δ^i_j = 1 sinh r

(cosh rδ^i_j − D^iD_j u) − δ^i_j ≥ (coth r − 1)δ^i_j. Thus, we have at x_0 det^{1n} (~h_{ij}) ≥ (coth r − 1).

So, we arrive at x_0 tf(x, r) + (1 − t)φ(r)(coth r − 1) ≥ (coth r − 1).

Thus, we obtain at x_0 f(x, r) > (coth r − 1), which is in contradiction with (1.3). Thus, we have r(x) < r_2 for x ∈ S^n. Similarly, we can obtain r(x) > r_1 for x ∈ S^n. □ Now, we prove the following uniqueness result.

Proposition 3.2. For t = 0, there exists an unique horo-convex solution of the equation (3.1), namely M = {(x, r(x)) ∈ H^{n+1} : r(x) = r_0}, where r_0 satisfies φ(r_0) = 1. Proof. Let M be a solution of (3.1), for t = 0 det^{1n} (~h_{ij}) − φ(r)(coth r − 1) = 0.

Assume r(x) attains its maximum r_{max} at x_0 ∈ S^n, then we have at x_0 h^i_j = 1 sinh r

(cosh rδ^i_j − D^iD_j u), which implies together with the fact the matrix D_iD_ju is non-positive definite at x_0 det(~h_{ij} ) ≥ (coth r − 1)^n.

Thus, we have by the equation (3.1) φ(r_{max}) ≥ 1. Similarly, φ(r_{min}) ≤ 1. Thus, since φ is a decreasing function, we obtain φ(r_{min}) = φ(r_{max}) = 1. We conclude r(x) = r_0 for any (x, r(x)) ∈ M, where r_0 is the unique solution of φ(r_0) = 1. □ 3.2. C^1 Estimates. For the prescribed Weingarten curvature problem, it is need to impose a sign condition for radial derivative of f to derived the a prior gradient estimate. However, such condition is not need here, since the horo-convexity of the hypersurface in H^{n+1} automatically yields the bounded of the gradient of the radial function. Proposition 3.3. If the horo-convex hypersurface M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} ⊂ H^{n+1} satisfies (3.1), then there exists a constant C depending on the minimum and maximum values of r such that |Dr(x)| ≤ C, ∀ x ∈ S^n. Proof. Assume x_0 is the maximum value point of |Du|^2(x). Thus, we arrive at x_0, σ^{kl}D_luD_kD_j u = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, which implies at x_0 D_iuh^i_kg^{jk}D_ju = D_iu v sinh r

(cosh rδ^i_k − ~g^{il}D_lD_ku) sinh^{−2} r D^ku v^2 = 1 v^3 coth r sinh^3 r |Du|^2.

in view of g^{jk}D_j u = sinh^{−2} r ( σ^{jk} − D^j uD^ku v^2 ) D_j u = sinh^{−2} r D^ku v^2 . Since M is horo-convex, so h^i_j > δ^i_j . Thus, we obtain at x_0 1 v^3 coth r sinh^3 r

|Du|^2 > sinh^{−2} r |Du|^2 v^2 , which implies coth r sinh r > √ 1 + |Du|^2. So, our proof is completed. □ 3.3. C^2 Estimates. For convenience, we denote by G(~h_{ij}) = det^{1n} (~h_{ij} ), ~f(x, r) = tf(x, r) + (1 − t)φ(r)(coth r − 1), and G^{ij} (~h_{ij}) = ∂G ∂~h_{ij} , G^{ij,rs}(~h_{ij}) = ∂^2G ∂~h_{ij} ∂~h_{rs} . To estimate the second fundamental form of M, we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Let M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} ⊂ H^{n+1} be a horo-convex solution of (3.1), then we have the following equality G^{ij} ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} + ⟨V, ν⟩G^{ij}h_{im}h^m_j = sinh r∇_p ~f∇^pr + cosh r( ~f + G^{ij}g_{ij} ). Proof. We have by Lemma 2.2 ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} = cosh rh_{ij} + sinh rg^{pq}h_{ij;p}∇_qr − h_{im}h^m_j ⟨V, ν⟩, which results in G^{ij} ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} = sinh rG^{ij}h_{ij;p}∇^pr + cosh rG^{ij}h_{ij} − ⟨V, ν⟩G^{ij}h_{im}h^m_j . Differentiating the equation (3.1) once, we have G^{ij} h_{ij;p} = ∇_p ~f, which implies together with G^{ij} h_{ij} = G + G^{ij}g_{ij} G^{ij} ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} + ⟨V, ν⟩G^{ij} h_{im}h^m_j = sinh r∇_p ~f∇^pr + cosh r(G + G^{ij}g_{ij} ). Therefore we complete the proof. □

Lemma 3.5. Let M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} ⊂ H^{n+1} be a horo-convex solution of (3.1), then we have the following equalities for ~f |∇ ~f| ≤ C| ~f|_C1 (1 + |Dr|) and |∇^2 ~f| ≤ C| ~f|_C2 (1 + |Dr|^2 + H), where the constant C depends on the minimum and maximum values of r. Proof. A direct calculation implies ∇_p ~f = ~f_p + ~f_rr_p. Thus, we have by noticing that g^{ij} = sinh^{−2} r(σ^{ij} −^{DiuDj u}_{v2} ) |∇ ~f|^2 = g^{pq} ~f_p ~f_q + ~f^2_r r_pr_qg^{pq} ≤ C| ~f|^2_C1 (1 + |Dr|^2). Moreover, we have ∇_p∇_p ~f = ~f_{pp} + 2 ~f_{pr}r_p + ~f_{rr}(r_p)^2 + ~f_rr_{pp}, and we know from Lemma 2.2 sinh r∇_i∇_jr + cosh r∇_ir∇_jr = cosh rg_{ij} − h_{ij}⟨V, ν⟩. Thus, we arrive |∇^2r| ≤ C|f|_C2 (1 + |Dr|^2 + H). □ Now we begin to estimate the second fundamental form.

Proposition 3.6. If the horo-convex hypersurface M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} ⊂ H^{n+1} satisfies (3.1) and f(x, r) ∈ C^∞(S^n × [0, +∞)) is a positive function, then there exists a constant C, depending on n, |f|_C2 and |r|_C1_{(S}n_) such that |κ_i(p)| ≤ C, ∀ p ∈ M, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, where κ_i is the principal curvature of M.

Proof. Since M is horo-convex, we only need to estimate the mean curvature H of M. Taking the auxillary function W (X) = log H − log⟨V, ν⟩.

Assume that p_0 is the maximum point of W . Then at p_0,

(3.2) 0 = W_i = H_i H − ⟨V, ν⟩_i ⟨V, ν⟩ and (3.3) 0 ≥ W_{ij} = H_{ij} H − ⟨V, ν⟩_{ij} ⟨V, ν⟩ .

Choosing a suitable coordinate {x^1, x^2, ..., x^n} on the neighborhood of p_0 ∈ M such that the matrix g_{ij}(p_0) = δ_{ij} and {h_{ij}} is diagonal at p_0. This implies at p_0

0 ≥ G^{ij} W_{ij} = n∑ l=1 1 H G^{ii}h_{ll;ii} − G^{ii}⟨V, ν⟩_{ii} ⟨V, ν⟩ .

From (2.2), we obtain

H_{ii} = Δh_{ii} − (h^2_{ii} + 1)H + (|A|^2 + n)h_{ii},

which results in at p_0

0 ≥ 1 H n∑ l=1 G^{ii}h_{ii;ll} − G^{ii}(h^2_{ii} + 1) + G^{ii}h_{ii} |A|^2 + n H − G^{ii}⟨V, ν⟩_{ii} ⟨V, ν⟩ .

Differentiating the equation (3.1) twice, we have G^{ij}h_{ij;l} = ∇_l ~f (3.4) and G^{ij,rs}h_{ij;l}h_{rs;l} + G^{ij}h_{ij;ll} = ∇_l∇_l ~f. (3.5)

We know from Lemma 3.5 |∇_l ~f| ≤ C, |∇_l∇_l ~f| ≤ C(1 + H). (3.6)

Combining (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we arrive at p_0 by Lemma 3.4 and the inequality |A|^2 ≥^{H2}_n 0 ≥ 1 H n∑ l=1 ∇_l∇_l ~f − G^{ii}(h^2_{ii} + 1) + G^{ii}h_{ii} |A|^2 + n H − G^{ii}⟨V, ν⟩_{ii} ⟨V, ν⟩ ≥ −C H + 1 H − G^{ij} g_{ij} + G^{ij}h_{ij} |A|^2 + n H − sinh r ⟨V, ν⟩ ∇_l ~f∇^lr − cosh r ⟨V, ν⟩ G^{ij} h_{ij} ≥ −C H + 1 H − G^{ij} g_{ij} + ( ~f + G^{ij}g_{ij} ) |H|^2 + n^2 nH −C − CG^{ij}g_{ij} ≥ CH − C, if we assume H is big enough, otherwise our proposition holds true. So we can derive H ≤ C at p_0. So, our proof is completed. □

4. The proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we can use the degree theory for nonlinear elliptic equation developed in [31] to prove Theorem 1.1. We only sketch will be given below, see [32, 4, 26, 30] for details.

After establishing the a priori estimates Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.6, we know that the equation (3.1) is uniformly elliptic. From [12, 27], and Schauder estimates, we have |r|_C4,α_{(S}n_) ≤ C (4.1) for any horo-convex solution M to the equation (1.2). We define

C^{4,α}_0 (S^n) = { r ∈ C^{4,α}(S^n) : M = {(x, r(x)) : x ∈ S^n} is horo-convex } . Let us consider F (·, t) : C^{4,α}_0 (S^n) → C^{2,α}(S^n), which is defined by F (r, t) = det^{1n} (~h_{ij} ) − tf(x, r) − (1 − t)φ(r)(coth r − 1). Let O_R = {r ∈ C^{4,α}_0 (S^n) : |r|_C4,α_{(S}n_) < R}, which clearly is an open set of C^{4,α}_0 (S^n). Moreover, if R is sufficiently large, F (r, t) = 0 has no solution on ∂O_R by the a prior estimate established in (4.1). Therefore the degree deg(F (·, t), O_R, 0) is well-defined for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Using the homotopic invariance of the degree, we have

deg(F (·, 1), O_R, 0) = deg(F (·, 0), O_R, 0).

Proposition 3.2 shows that r = r_0 is the unique solution to the above equation for t = 0. Direct calculation show that

F (sr_0, 0) = [1 − φ(sr_0)](coth sr_0 − 1).

Using the fact φ(r_0) = 1, we have

δ_{r0} F (r_0, 0) = d ds |_{s=1}F (sr_0, 0) = −φ^′(r_0)(coth r_0 − 1) > 0,

where δF (r_0, 0) is the linearized operator of F at r_0. Clearly, δF (r_0, 0) takes the form

δ_wF (r_0, 0) = −a^{ij} w_{ij} + b^iw_i − φ^′(r_0)(coth r_0 − 1)w,

where a^{ij} is a positive definite matrix. Since −φ^′(r_0)(coth r_0 − 1) > 0, thus δF (r_0, 0) is an invertible operator. Therefore,

deg(F (·, 1), O_R, 0) = deg(F (·, 0), O_R, 0) = ±1.

So, we obtain at least a solution at t = 1. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

References

[1] S. Alexander and R. Currier, Nonnegatively curved hypersurfaces of hyperbolic space and subharmonic functions, J. London Math. Soc., 41 (1990), 347-360.

[2] S. Alexander and R. Currier, Hypersurfaces and nonnegative curvature, Proc. Symp. Pure Math., 54 (1993), 37-44.

[3] A. Aleksandrov, Uniqueness theorems for surfaces in the large, Vestnik Leningrad. Univ., 11 (1956), 5-17; 12 (1957), 15-44; 13 (1958), 5-8; 13 (1958), 14-34; 14 (1959), 5-13; 15 (1960), 5-13.

[4] F. Andrade, J. Barbosa and J. de Lira, Closed Weingarten hypersurfaces in warped product manifolds, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 58 (2009), 1691-1718.

[5] B. Andrews, X. Chen and Y. Wei, Volume preserving flow and Alexandrov-Fenchel type inequalities in hyperbolic space, to appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc.(JEMS), arXiv:1805.11776v1.

[6] I. Bakelman and B. Kantor, Estimates of the solutions of quasilinear elliptic equations that are connected with problems of geometry in the large, Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 91 (1973), 336-349, 471.

[7] I. Bakelman and B. Kantor, Existence of a hypersurface homeomorphic to the sphere in Euclidean space with a given mean curvature, Geometry and topology, 1 (1974), 3-10.

[8] J. Barbosa, J. de Lira and V. Oliker, A priori estimates for starshaped compacthypersurfaces with prescribed mth curvature function in space forms, Nonlinear problems in mathematical physics and related topics I, 35-52, Int. Math. Ser.(N. Y.), 1, 2002.

[9] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg and J. Spruck, Nonlinear second order elliptic equations, IV. Starshaped compact Weingartenhypersurfaces, Current Topics in PDEs, 1986, 1-26.

[10] D. Chen, H. Li and Z. Wang, Starshaped compact hypersurfaces with prescirbed Weingarten curvature in warped product manifolds, arXiv:1705.00313.

[11] E. Christoffel, Über die Bestimmung der Gestalt einer krummen Oberfläche durch lokale Messungen auf derselben, J. Reine Angew. Math., 64 (1865), 193-209.

[12] L. Evans, Classical solutions of fully nonlinear, convex, second-order elliptic equations, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math., 35 (1982), 333-363.

[13] J. Espinar, J. Gálvez, and P. Mira, Hypersurfaces in H^{n+1} and conformally invariant equations:

the generalized Christoffel and Nirenberg problems, J. Eur. Math. Soc., 11 (2009), 903-939. [14] W. Firey, Christoffel problem for general convex bodies, Mathematik, 15 (1968), 7-21. [15] D. Gilbarg and N. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Springer, 2015. [16] B. Guan, Second order estimates and regularity for fully nonlinear elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds, Duke Math. J., 163 (2014), 1491-1524.

[17] P. Guan and J. Li, A mean curvature type flow in space forms, Int. Math. Res. Not, 13 (2015), 4716-4740.

[18] B. Guan and P. Guan, Convex hypersurfaces of prescribed curvatures, Ann. of Math., 156 (2002), 655C673.

[19] B. Guan, J. Spruck and L. Xiao, Interior curvature estimates and the asymptotic plateau problem in hyperbolic space, J. Differential Geom., 96 (2014), 201-222.

[20] P. Guan, J. Li and Y. Li, Hypersurfaces of Prescribed Curvature Measure, Duke Math. J., 161 (2012), 1927-1942.

[21] P. Guan, C. Lin and X. Ma, The Existence of Convex Body with Prescribed Curvature Measures, Int. Math. Res. Not., (2009), 1947-1975.

[22] P. Guan, C. Ren and Z. Wang, Global C^2 estimates for convex solutions of curvature equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 68 (2015), 1287-1325.

[23] Y. Hu, H. Li and Y. Wei, Locally constrained curvature flows and geometric inequalities in hyperbolic space, arXiv:2002.10643.

[24] N. Ivochkina, Solution of the Dirichlet problem for curvature equations of order m, Mathematics of the USSR- Sbornik, 67 (1990), 317-339.

[25] N. Ivochkina, The Dirichlet problem for the equations of curvature of order m, Leningrad Math.

J., 2 (1991), 631-654.

[26] Q. Jin and Y. Li, Starshaped compact hypersurfaces with prescribed k-th mean curvature in hyperbolic space, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 15 (2006), 367-377.

[27] N. Krylov, Boundedly inhomogeneous elliptic and parabolic equations in a domain, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 47 (1983), 75-108.

[28] N. Krylov, On the general notion of fully nonlinear second order elliptic equation, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 347 (1995), 857-895.

[29] M. Li, C. Ren and Z. Wang, An interior estimate for convex solutions and a rigidity theorem, J.

Funct. Anal., 270 (2016), 2691-2714.

[30] Q. Li and W. Sheng, Closed hypersurfaces with prescribed Weingarten curvature in Riemannian manifolds, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 48 (2013), 41-66.

[31] Y. Li, Degree theory for second order nonlinear elliptic operators and its applications, Comm.

Partial Differential Equations, 14 (1989), 1541-1578.

[32] Y. Li and V. Oliker, Starshaped compact hypersurfaces with prescribed m-th mean curvature in elliptic space, J. Partial Differential Equations, 15 (2002), 68-80.

[33] M. Lin and N. Trudinger, On some inequalities for elementary symmetric functions, Bull. Aust.

Math. Soc., 50 (1994), 317-326.

[34] V. Oliker, Hypersurfaces in R^{n+1} with prescribed Gaussian curvature and related equations of Monge-Ampére type, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 9 (1984), 807-838.

[35] V. Oliker, The Gauss curvature and Minkowski problems in space forms, Recent developments in geometry (Los Angeles, CA, 1987), 107-123, Contemp. Math., 101, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1989.

[36] C. Ren and Z. Wang, On the curvature estimates for Hessian equations, Amer. J. Math., 141 (2019), 1281-1315.

[37] C. Ren and Z. Wang, The global curvature estimates for the n − 2 Hessian equation, arXiv:2002.08702.

[38] R. Schneider, Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, Second edition, 151 Cambridge University Press, 2013.

[39] J. Spruck and L. Xiao, A note on starshaped compact hypersurfaces with prescribed scalar curvature in space form, arXiv: 1505.01578.

[40] A. Treibergs and W. Wei, Embedded hypersurfaces with prescribed mean curvature, J. Differential Geom., 18 (1983), 513-521.

[41] X. Wang, Y. Wei and T. Zhou, Shifted inverse curvature flows in hyperbolic space, arXiv:2004.08822. [42] N. Trudinger, The Dirichlet problem for the prescribed curvature equations, Arch. Rational Mech.

Anal., 111 (1990), 153-179.

Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, P.R. China

E-mail address: chenli@hubu.edu.cn

Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, P.R. China

E-mail address: dalangbeikang@163.com

Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, P.R. China

E-mail address: qiangtu@hubu.edu.cn