arXiv:2402.12314v1 [math.AP] 19 Feb 2024

PRESCRIBED L_p QUOTIENT CURVATURE PROBLEM AND RELATED EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

XINQUN MEI, GUOFANG WANG, AND LIANGJUN WENG

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the existence of admissible (and strictly convex) smooth solutions to the prescribed Lp quotient type curvature problem with p > 1. For cases where p = k − l + 1 and p > k − l + 1, we obtain an admissible solution without any additional conditions, which is strictly spherically convex under a convexity condition. Under the same convexity condition, we establish the existence of a strictly spherically convex solution for the case p < k − l + 1, provided that the prescribed function is even, a condition known to be necessary.

1. Introduction

In this paper we are interested in the following prescribed L_p quotient type curvature problem in R^{n+1} , namely

Given any positive smooth function f on S^n, can one find a closed, strictly convex hypersurface Σ ⊂ R^{n+1} satisfying H_k(κ(X)) H_l(κ(X)) = f(ν(X))⟨X, ν(X)⟩^{1−p} ? (1.1) Here p > 1, 0 ≤ l < k ≤ n, κ(X) = (κ_1, · · · , κ_n) and ν(X) are the principal curvatures and the outward unit normal of Σ at X respectively, and H_k(κ(X)) is the normalized kth mean curvature (cf. Section 2). It is equivalent to finding a strictly spherical convex solution (or admissible solution) u on S^n satisfying H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = φu^{p−1}, (1.2)

where φ := f^{−1} and the matrix A := ∇^2u + uσ, ∇^2u is the Hessian of u w.r.t the standard round metric σ on S^n. We call the function u ∈ C^2(S^n) is strictly spherical convex if A > 0 as matrix. For the admissible solution see Definition 2.2 below. Equation (1.1) is a self-similar solution of the following anisotropic curvature flow d dt X = ( f(ν) H_l(κ(X)) H_k(κ(X)) ) 1_{1−p} ν and serves as singularity models of this flow.

For p = 1, Equation (1.1) corresponds to the prescribed Weingarten curvature problem in classical differential geometry. In particular, if further k = n and l = 0, it reduces to the classical Minkowski problem, which has been completely solved, through the work of Minkowski [36], Alexandrov [1], Lewy [28], Nirenberg [37], Pogorelov [38], Cheng-Yau [7] and many other

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 53C42 Secondary: 58J05, 35J96, 35J60. Key words and phrases. Lp-quotient curvature problem, Hessian quotient equation, convexity, weighted gradient estimate. 1

mathematicians. For the case 0 = l < k < n, Guan-Guan [14] proved the existence of an origin-symmetric, strictly convex hypersurface that satisfies Equation (1.1) when f is even (or group invariant). Subsequently, Sheng-Trudinger-Wang [40] dropped the evenness assumption at the cost of introducing an exponential weight factor in the equation. Under the assumptions of evenness and an additional convexity on f, Guan-Ma-Zhou [19] solved Equation (1.1) for 1 ≤ l < k < n. It is worth noting that, except for the Minkowski problem, finding the necessary conditions, and certainly sufficient conditions for the prescribed Weingarten curvature problem remains a challenging problem. For more related research, see for instance [4, 8, 9, 17, 5, 43, 12, 13, 18] and references therein.

When p ≠ 1, in the case of k = n and l = 0, Equation (1.2) transforms into the celebrated L_p Minkowski problem initiated by Lutwak [33]. This encompasses the logarithmic Minkowski problem (p = 0, refer to [3]) and the centro-affine Minkowski problem (p = −1 − n, refer to [10]). If k = n and 1 ≤ l < n, Equation (1.2) becomes the L_p Christoffel-Minkowski problem. Hu-Ma-Shen [23] and Guan-Xia [21] solved the cases of p ≥ n − l + 1 and 1 < p < n − l + 1 respectively. There are many excellent works related to the L_p Minkowski problem or the L_p Christoffel-Minkowski problem, including [34, 35, 32, 22, 6, 16] and other related research.

Inspired by the aforementioned L_p Minkowski-type problem, Lee [27, Theorem 1.2 for p = k+1 and Theorem 1.4 for p > k + 1] and Hu-Ivaki [24, Theorem 1.1 for 1 < p < k + 1] recently achieved the following result concerning the prescribed L_p Weingarten curvature problem (where 1 ≤ k < n and l = 0 for Equation (1.1)).

Theorem A. Let l = 0 and 1 ≤ k < n. For any positive smooth function f on S^n.

(1) If p = k +1, and f is even, then there exists a unique (up to a dilation) origin-symmetric, smooth strictly convex hypersurface Σ and a positive constant γ satisfying ⟨X, ν(X)⟩^k H_k(κ(X)) = γf(ν(X)), ∀ X ∈ Σ. (2) If p > k + 1, then there exists a unique, smooth strictly convex hypersurface Σ satisfying (1.1).

(3) If 1 < p < k + 1, f is even, then there exists an origin-symmetric, smooth strictly convex hypersurface satisfying (1.1).

The primary objective of this paper is to extend Theorem A to the general case l ≥ 0 of Equation (1.1). Firstly, it is crucial to recognize a significant distinction between the cases l = 0 and l > 0. In the case of l = 0, if a solution exists, it automatically exhibits convexity. However, in the case of l > 0, we need to consider the admissible solutions, which are not necessarily strictly spherical convex. Thanks to the seminal work of Bian-Guan [2], we can establish convexity, provided that f satisfies an additional condition, i.e., (1.4).

For 1 < p < k + 1, it is well-established that the evenness assumption in Theorem A (3) is indispensable; without it, the existence of a smooth solution cannot be guaranteed (see for instance Guan-Xia [21, Section 5 and Proposition 5.1] or Guan-Lin [16, Theorem 3 and Section 4]). However, unlike the case 1 < p < k +1, where the evenness assumption is deemed necessary, for the case p ≥ k + 1, it often appears redundant, as demonstrated in Guan-Lin [16, Theorem 2] and Hu-Ma-Shen [23, Theorem 1], among others. Therefore, it is natural to inquire whether one can waive the evenness condition in Theorem A (1). Our first result in this paper provides an affirmative answer to this question, not only for the case l = 0 but also for the general case l ≥ 0. Theorem 1.1. Let p = k − l + 1 with 0 ≤ l < k < n. For any positive smooth function f on S^n, then there exists a unique pair (u, τ), a positive, smooth and (n − l)-admissible function u on S^n and a positive constant τ satisfying the following eigenvalue problem H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = τu^{k−l}f^{−1}. (1.3)

The uniqueness is up to a dilation.

When l = 0, the case p = k+1 in (1.2) or (1.3) can be viewed as a principal eigenvalue problem for the prescribed curvature equations. The eigenvalue problem for fully nonlinear operators was studied first by Lions [31]. See also [45],[11] and [26].

Next, we examine the case where l ≥ 0 and p > k − l + 1. When l = 0, Theorem A (2) was provided in [27, Theorem 1.4]. Remarkably, this result directly stems from a broader prescribed k-Weingarten curvature theorem established by Guan-Ren-Wang [20, Theorem 1.5]. However, in their work [20, Theorem 1.2], they devised certain smooth positive functions, leading to situations where the general prescribed quotient-type curvature problem lacks a smooth solution. Consequently, we cannot directly apply their overarching result to the case l > 0. Nonetheless, we can establish the existence result for our quotient Equation (1.2).

Theorem 1.2. Let p > k − l + 1 with 0 ≤ l < k < n. For any positive smooth function f on S^n, then there exists a unique, smooth and (n − l)-admissible solution u of Equation (1.2).

Furthermore, we provide a sufficient condition to ensure that the (n − l)-admissible solution u of Equation (1.2) obtained in Theorem 1.1 and in Theorem 1.2 is strictly spherical convex, by using the method of Bian-Guan [2].

Theorem 1.3. The (n − l)-admissible solutions u of Equation (1.2) obtained in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are strictly spherical convex, provided that f satisfies

∇^2(f^{1p+k−l−1} ) + f^{1p+k−l−1} σ ≥ 0. (1.4)

Finally, we investigate the case for 1 < p < k + 1 − l, with 1 ≤ l < k < n. As mentioned above, we have to assume the evenness condition in this case. For this case, we have to restrict ourselves to the class of strictly spherically convex solutions. When k = n, 1 ≤ l < n and 1 < p < n − l + 1, Guan-Xia [21, Corollary 1.1] established the existence of a strictly spherically convex solution to Equation (1.2) under the assumption that f is even and spherical convex. The key lies in establishing uniformly C^0 estimate for origin-symmetric and strictly spherical convex solutions, especially a positive lower bound. Their argument relies on a weighted gradient estimate, the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities, and an ODE argument, but it appears not to be applicable to the Hessian-quotient type Equation (1.2). Recently, Hu-Ivaki [24] solved the case l = 0, 1 ≤ k < n for (1.1). The key ingredient in their argument is to establish the relationship between the sum of the principal radius and the radio of R^2 to r, where R and r denote the outer and inner radii of the convex hypersurface Σ ⊂ R^{n+1} . Using the weighted gradient estimates and sophisticated analysis, they first established the following key inequality

σ_1(A) ≤ C

R^2 r ( r R )_γ , (1.5)

where γ ∈ ( 0,^{2(p−1)}_k ) . Together with a geometric Lemma by Chou-Wang [9, Lemma 2.2], which states R^2 r ≤ C(n)σ_1(A), (1.6)

then Hu-Ivaki [24] obtained the following non-collapsing estimate R r ≤ C.

Due to 1 < p < k + 1, the maximum principle implies a positive upper bound of r. Then they obtained the positive lower and upper bounds on the support function and the C^2 estimates simultaneously.

Thanks to a recent new result of Guan in [15], we will provide a simpler proof of the result of Hu-Ivaki [24], which also works for the general case l > 0 of Equation (1.2).

Theorem 1.4. Let 1 < p < k + 1 − l with 1 ≤ l < k < n. For any positive even smooth function f satisfying (1.4), then there exists a even, strictly spherically convex solution u solving (1.2). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C, such that ‖u‖_C2_{(S}n_) ≤ C, where C depends on n, k, l, p, min_{Sn} f and ‖f‖_C2_{(S}n_).

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4, we have the following existence result for the prescribed L_p quotient curvature problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.5. Let 0 ≤ l < k < n and let f be a positive smooth function on S^n satisfying (1.4).

(1) If p = k − l + 1, then there exists a unique, smooth strictly convex hypersurface Σ and a positive constant γ satisfying ⟨X, ν(X)⟩^{k−l}H_k(κ(X)) = γf(ν(X)), ∀ X ∈ Σ. (2) If p > k−l+1, then there exists a unique, smooth strictly convex hypersurface Σ satisfying (1.1).

(3) If 1 < p < k − l + 1, f is even, then there exists an origin-symmetric, smooth strictly convex hypersurface satisfying (1.1).

In the rest of this paper, we assume that f : S^n → R is always a positive smooth function. We will indicate it when we need the evenness assumption of f.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we gather some properties of elementary symmetric functions. In Section 3, we derive a priori estimates for admissible solutions to Equation (1.2) and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, respectively. Next, we establish a convexity criterion for the solution of Equation (1.2) and complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. In the last section, Section 4, we establish a priori estimates of the even, strictly spherical convex solutions to Equation (1.2) when 1 < p < k − l + 1 and complete the proof of Theorem 1.4 using the topological degree theory.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some well-known properties of elementary symmetric functions.

Definition 2.1. Let A = {a_{ij} } be an n × n symmetric matrix,

σ_k(A) = σ_k(λ(A)) = ∑ 1≤i_1<i_2···<i_k≤n λ_{i1} λ_{i2} · · · λ_{ik} , (2.1)

where λ := λ(A) = (λ_1(A), λ_2(A), · · · , λ_n(A)) is the set of eigenvalues of A.

We use the convention that σ_0 = 1 and σ_k = 0 for k > n. Let H_k(λ) be the normalization of σ_k(λ) given by

H_k(λ) := 1 (_n k )σ_k(λ).

Denote σ_k(λ |i ) the symmetric function with λ_i = 0 and σ_k(λ |ij ) the symmetric function with λ_i = λ_j = 0. Recall that the Gårding cone is defined as Γ_k := {λ ∈ R^n : σ_i(λ) > 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ k}. (2.2) Definition 2.2. A function u ∈ C^2(S^n) of Equation (1.2) is called k-admissible solution if A = ∇^2u(x) + u(x)σ ∈ Γ_k for all point x ∈ S^n. In particular, if A ∈ Γ_n, we call u strictly spherically convex. Lemma 2.1. Let λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_n) ∈ R^n and k = 1, . . . , n. Then (1) σ_k(λ) = σ_k(λ|i) + λ_iσ_{k−1}(λ|i), ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n. (2)^n ∑ i=1 σ_k(λ|i) = (n − k)σ_k(λ). (3)^n ∑ i=1 λ_iσ_{k−1}(λ|i) = kσ_k(λ). (4)^n ∑ i=1 λ^2_i σ_{k−1}(λ|i) = σ_1(λ)σ_k(λ) − (k + 1)σ_{k+1}(λ).

We denote σ_k(A |i ) the symmetric function with A deleting the i-row and i-column and σ_k(A |ij ) the symmetric function with A deleting the i, j-rows and i, j-columns. Lemma 2.2. Suppose that A = {A_{ij} } is diagonal, and k is a positive integer, then σ^{ij}_{k−1}(A) = { σ_{k−1}(A |i), if i = j, 0, if i ≠ j, where σ^{ij}_{k−1}(A) =^{∂σk(A)}_{∂Aij} . Lemma 2.3. The following three properties hold.

(1) For λ ∈ Γ_k and k > l ≥ 0, r > s ≥ 0, k ≥ r, l ≥ s, the generalized Newton-Maclaurin inequality is ( H_k(λ) H_l(λ) ) 1_{k−l} ≤ ( H_r(λ) H_s(λ) ) 1_{r−s} , with equality holds if and only if λ_1 = λ_2 = · · · = λ_n > 0.

(2) For 0 ≤ l < k ≤ n, (_{Hk(λ)} H_l(λ) ) 1_{k−l} is concave in Γ_k.

(3) For 0 ≤ l < k ≤ n, denote F (λ) := (_{Hk(λ)} H_l(λ) ) 1_{k−l} . If λ_1 ≥ λ_2 ≥ · · · ≥ λ_n, then ∂F (λ) ∂λ_1 ≤ ∂F (λ) ∂λ_2 ≤ · · · ≤ ∂F (λ) ∂λ_n . For a proof of Lemma 2.1 to Lemma 2.3, one can refer to [42, Theorem 2.10, Theorem 2.11, Lemma 1.5].

3. p ≥ k − l + 1 In this section, we consider the case p ≥ k − l + 1. Firstly, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 for the admissible solution. To deal with the prescribed L_p quotient curvature problem (1.1), we need to establish the existence of convex solutions. Secondly, we provide a sufficient condition to ensure that the admissible solution obtained in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 is spherical convex.

3.1. A priori estimates.

We establish a priori estimates for the positive, admissible solution to Equation (1.2). A key ingredient is that we can obtain uniform estimates for the modified solution to Equation (1.2). While p > k − l + 1 ensures the uniform lower bound for the solutions of Equation (1.2). We present the following theorem in this section as our initial result.

Theorem 3.1. Let p > k − l + 1 with 0 ≤ l < k < n. Assume u is a positive and (n − l)- admissible solution to Equation (1.2). Then for each α ∈ (0, 1), there exist some constant C, depending on n, k, l, p, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C3_{(S}n_), such that

‖u‖_C4,α_{(S}n_) ≤ C. (3.1) In particular, if k − l + 1 < p ≤ k − l + 2, the (rescaling) solution ~u := u min_{Sn} u

(3.2)

satisfies ‖~u‖_C4,α_{(S}n_) ≤ C^′ (3.3) where the constant C^′ depends only on n, k, l, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C3_{(S}n_), but not on p.

Before proving Theorem 3.1, certain preparations are necessary. In the following, for convenience, when dealing with the tensors and their covariant derivatives on S^n, we will use a local frame to express tensors with the help of their components and indices appearing after the semi-colon to denote the covariant derivatives. For example, let {e_i}^n_{i=1} be an orthonormal frame on S^n, the expression u_{ij} denotes ∇^2u(e_i, e_j ) and A_{ijs} := ∇_{es} A(e_i, e_j ) etc. We denote

F (A) = ( H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) ) 1_{k−l} , F^{ij} = ∂F (A) ∂A_{ij} , F^{ij,pq} = ∂^2F (A) ∂A_{ij} ∂A_{pq} , (3.4) and F (A) = H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) , F^{ij} = ∂F (A) ∂A_{ij} , F̄^{ij,pq} = ∂^2F (A) ∂A_{ij} ∂A_{pq} . (3.5)

We use the Einstein summation convention, wherein the indices that appear multiple times are automatically summed over, regardless of whether they are in the upper or lower position, if there is no confusion.

First, we derive the C^0 estimate for the positive admissible solution to Equation (1.2) for p > k − l + 1, which is easy and follows from the maximum principle.

Lemma 3.2. Let p > k − l + 1 with 0 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2). Then

min_{Sn} φ^{−1} ≤ u^{p−(k−l+1)} ≤ max_{Sn} φ^{−1}. (3.6)

Proof. Assume u attains its minimum value at some point x_0 ∈ S^n. Then, at x_0, there holds ∇u = 0, and ∇^2u ≥ 0, taking into account of Equation (1.2), u^{k−l}(x_0) ≤ H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) (x_0) = φ(x_0)u^{p−1}(x_0), which implies u^{p−(k−l+1)}(x_0) ≥ min_{x∈Sn} φ^{−1}(x). Similarly, there holds u^{p−(k−l+1)} ≤ max_{x∈Sn} φ^{−1}(x). Hence we complete the proof. □ Next, we establish the logarithmic gradient estimate for the admissible solution u of Equation (1.2). This estimate will play a crucial role in investigating the eigenvalue problem, i.e., the case p = k − l + 1 of Equation (1.2). In particular, when l = 0, k = n and l > 0, k = n, similar results were proved in [16, Section 2] and [23, Section 3] respectively.

Lemma 3.3. Let p ≥ k + 1 − l with 0 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2). Then there exists a constant C depending on n, k, l, min_{Sn} φ, ‖φ‖_C1_{(S}n_) and the upper bound of p_0 := p − (k − l + 1), such that max_{Sn} |∇ log u| ≤ C. Proof. Define v := log u, from Equation (1.2), it is easy to see that v satisfies G(B) := H_{n−l}(B) H_{n−k}(B) = φe^{p0v}, on S^n, (3.7)

where B := (B_{ij} ) = (v_{ij} + v_iv_j + σ_{ij}). Consider the auxiliary function ψ := 1 2 |∇v|^2. Assume ψ attains its maximum value at some point x_0 ∈ S^n. By choosing an orthonormal frame {e_i}^n_{i=1} at x_0, such that ∇v = v_1e_1 and ∇^2v is diagonal at x_0.

Denote G^{ij} =^{∂G(B)}_{∂Bij} , then at x_0, it follows that B_{ij} and G^{ij} are also diagonal. In the following, we compute at x_0. By the critical and maximal condition, 0 = ψ_i = v_sv_{si}, (3.8) and 0 ≥ G^{ij} ψ_{ij} = G^{ij} (v_{si}v_{sj} + v_sv_{sij}). (3.9) From (3.8), we have v_{11} = 0. (3.10) By the Ricci identity on S^n, v_{sij} = v_{ijs} + v_sδ_{ij} − v_jδ_{si}, (3.11) it follows G^{ij} v_{sij} = G^{ij} v_{ijs} + v_s ∑ i≠s G^{ii}. (3.12)

Differentiating Equation (3.7) once, G^{ij} v_{ijs} = e^{p0v}(p_0v_sφ + φ_s) − 2G^{ij} v_iv_{js}. (3.13)

Substituting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.9), in view of (3.10), we obtain 0 ≥ G^{ij} ψ_{ij} = G^{ii}v^2_{ii} + v^2_1 n∑ i=2 G^{ii} − 2G^{11}v^2_1v_{11} + e^{p0v}(p_0v^2_1 φ + φ_1v_1)

≥ v^2_1 n∑ i=2 G^{ii} − e^{p0v}|φ_1|v_1. (3.14)

Now we claim that there exists some index i_0 ∈ {2, . . . , n} such that B_{i0i0} ≤ B_{11}. (3.15) In fact, if the claim is not true, it follows e^{p0v}φ(x_0) = G(B) ≥ G(B_{11}I) = B^{k−l}_{11} = (1 + v^2_1)^{k−l}, thus we complete the proof.

Under the claim (3.15), from Lemma 2.3 (3), we have G^{i0i0} ≥ G^{11}. (3.16) From Lemma 2.3 (1), we have H_{n−l}(B) H_{n−l−1}(B) ≤ ( H_{n−l}(B) H_{n−k}(B) ) 1_{k−l} , together with Lemma 2.1 (2) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain n∑ i=1 G^{ii} = C^k_n C^l_n n∑ i=1 σ_{n−l−1}(B|i)σ_{n−k}(B) − σ_{n−l}(B)σ_{n−k−1}(B|i) σ^2_{n−k}(B) ≥ C^k_n C^l_n (k − l)(l + 1) n − l σ_{n−l−1}(B) σ_{n−k}(B) ≥ C(n, k, l)(φe^{p0 v})^{k−l−1k−l} ≥ c_0 > 0, (3.17) where the constant c_0 depends on n, k, l, p_0 and min_{Sn} φ and max_{Sn} φ. Substituting (3.16) and (3.17) into (3.14), we derive |v_1| ≤ C. In conclusion, we complete the proof. □ As a direct consequence of Lemma 3.3, we have the following estimates for ~u := u min_{Sn} u . Corollary 3.4. Let p > k + 1 − l and u be a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2). Then there exists a constant C depending on n, k, l, min_{Sn} φ, ‖φ‖_C1_{(S}n_) and the upper bound of p_0, such that 1 ≤ ~u ≤ C, and |∇~u| ≤ C.

At the end of this section, we derive the C^2 estimates for the positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2) when p > k − l + 1. To facilitate the study of the corresponding eigenvalue problem, we derive the C^2 estimates for the function ~u which satisfies the following equation H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = ~φu^{p−1}, on S^n, (3.18) for some positive function ~φ defining on S^n. By Lemma 3.2, we know that ~φ satisfies min_{Sn} φ max_{Sn} φ ≤ ~φ(x) ≤ max_{Sn} φ min_{Sn} φ

∀x ∈ S^n, and ‖ ~φ‖_C2_{(S}n_) ≤ C‖φ‖_C2_{(S}n_). (3.19)

Lemma 3.5. Let p ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is a positive, (n−l)-admissible solution to Equation (3.18). If there exists a positive constant C_0 which depends on n, k, l, min_{Sn} φ, ‖φ‖_C1_{(S}n_) and the upper bound of p_0, such that ‖u‖_C1_{(S}n_) ≤ C_0, then it holds Δu + nu ≤ C. The constant C depends on n, k, l, C_0 and ‖φ‖_C2_{(S}n_). Proof. We define the function Φ = Δu + nu. Suppose Φ attains its maximum value at some point x_0 ∈ S^n. By choosing a local orthonormal frame {e_i}^n_{i=1} around x_0 such that A = ∇^2u + uσ is diagonal, it follows F^{ij} is also diagonal at x_0. Below we conduct the computation at x_0. By maximal condition, we have

0 ≥ F^{ij} Φ_{ij} = n∑ s=1 F^{ij} A_{ssij}. (3.20) Using the following commutator formula on S^n u_{srij} = u_{ijrs} + 2u_{rs}δ_{ij} − 2u_{ij} δ_{rs} + u_{si}δ_{rj} − u_{rj}δ_{is}, (3.21) we have n∑ s=1 A_{ssii} = n∑ s=1 A_{iiss} − nA_{ii} + Φ. (3.22) From (3.4), we rewrite Equation (3.18) as F (A) = ϕ, (3.23) where ϕ := ( ~φu^{p−1})^{1k−l} . Differentiating Equation (3.23) twice, F^{ij,pq}A_{ijs}A_{pqs} + F^{ij} A_{ijss} = ϕ_{ss}. (3.24) Combining (3.20), (3.22) and (3.24), we derive that

0 ≥ F^{ij} Φ_{ij} = Φ n∑ i=1 F^{ii} + (Δϕ − nϕ) − F^{ij,pq}A_{ijs}A_{pqs}

≥ Φ n∑ i=1 F^{ii} + (Δϕ − nϕ), (3.25) where the last inequality used the concavity of F (A) (cf. Lemma 2.3 (2)). Combining ‖u‖_C1_{(S}n_) ≤ C_0 and (3.19), we have 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ C^′, (3.26) where the constant C^′ depends on k, l, C_0, min_{Sn} φ, and max_{Sn} φ. Direct calculations yield Δϕ = u^{p−1k−l} Δ( ~φ^{1k−l} ) + 2(p − 1) (k − l) u^{p−(k+1−l)} k−l ⟨∇( ~φ^{1k−l} ), ∇u⟩ + (p − 1)(p − (k + 1 − l))

(k − l)^2 ~φ^{1k−l} u^{p−(2k+1−2l)k−l} |∇u|^2 + p − 1 k − l ~φ^{1k−l} u^{p−(k+1−l)k−l} (Φ − nu). We assume Φ is sufficiently large enough, otherwise we have done. From p ≥ 1, then we have Δϕ ≥ −C. (3.27) Similarly as (3.17), we get n∑ i=1 F^{ii} = 1 k − l [ H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) ] l+1−k_{k−l n}∑ i=1 F̄^{ii} ≥ C(n, k, l, ‖φ‖_{C0} ) > 0. (3.28) Substituting (3.26), (3.27), and (3.28) into (3.25), we conclude that Φ ≤ C, and complete the proof of Lemma 3.5. □ Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.

In view of Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, Corollary 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we obtain ‖u‖_C2_{(S}n_) ≤ C, ‖~u‖_C2_{(S}n_) ≤ C. Using the Evans-Krylov theorem and the Schauder theory, we get the Schauder estimate (3.1) and (3.3). □ 3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

In this subsection, we utilize the method of continuity to establish the existence of (n − l)- admissible solutions to Equation (1.2) when p > k − l + 1. Prior to this, certain preparations are required.

Theorem 3.6. Let p > k − l + 1 and 0 ≤ l < k < n. Then the positive (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2) is unique.

Proof. Suppose there exists two positive, (n − l)-admissible solutions u and ^u to Equation (1.2) and set g = log^{^u} . Assume that g attains its minimum at point x_0 ∈ S^n. At x_0,

0 = g_i = ^u_i ^u − u_i u , and as matrices, 0 ≥ (g_{ij} ) = ( ^u_{ij} ^u − u_{ij} u ) , which implies 1 ^u ^A ≥ 1 u A, where ^A = ∇^2^u + ^uσ. Therefore

^u^{p−1}φ(x_0) = H_{n−l}( ^A) H_{n−k}( ^A) ≥ ( ^u u )_{k−l} H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = ^u^{k−l}u^{p−(k−l+1)}φ(x_0). Since p > k − l + 1, we have ^u ≥ u at x_0 and min_{Sn} g ≥ 0. Similarly, we can show max_{Sn} g ≤ 0. Hence ^u ≡ u on S^n. □ A direct consequence of Theorem 3.6 yields the following result, by choosing φ = 1 in Equation (1.2).

Corollary 3.7. Let p > k − l + 1 and 0 ≤ l < k < n. Assume u be a positive (n − l)-admissible solution of equation H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = u^{p−1}, (3.29)

then u ≡ 1.

Lemma 3.8. Let p > k − l + 1 and 0 ≤ l < k < n. For any positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2), the corresponding linearization operator L_uh = F^{ij}(h_{ij} + hδ_{ij} ) − p − 1 k − l u^{p−1k−l −1}φ^{1k−l} h, h ∈ C^2(S^n), is invertible.

Proof. We follow the idea in Caffarelli-Nirenberg-Spruck [5, Proof of Lemma 1.2] and show that Ker(L_u) = {0}. To proceed, we define the function

ℓ := h u , then L_uh = ( 1 − p − 1 k − l ) u^{p−1k−l} ℓφ^{1k−l} + uF^{ij} ℓ_{ij} + 2F^{ij} ℓ_iu_j. If h ∈ KerL_u, i.e., L_uh = 0, we have ( 1 − p − 1 k − l ) u^{p−1k−l} ℓφ^{1k−l} + uF^{ij} ℓ_{ij} + 2F^{ij} ℓ_iu_j = 0. (3.30)

At the maximum value point of ℓ, we have ℓ_i = 0 and ℓ_{ij} ≤ 0. From (3.30), we conclude ( 1 − p − 1 k − l ) u^{p−1k−l} ℓφ^{1k−l} ≥ 0, which implies max_{Sn} ℓ ≤ 0.

Similarly, we can show that min_{Sn} ℓ ≥ 0.

Altogether we have ℓ ≡ 0, in turn h ≡ 0. Hence we complete the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2.

We employ the method of continuity to demonstrate the existence of the (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2) when p > k − l + 1. Specifically, for t ∈ [0, 1], we consider a oneparameter family of equations H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = u^{p−1}φ_t, (3.31)

where φ_t = ( (1 − t) + tf^{1p+k−l−1} )_{−(p+k−l−1)} . Let I = {t|0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and (3.31) has a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution u_t}.

Obviously, I is a non-empty set, for u_0 = 1 is a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (3.31) with φ_0 = 1. The openness of I follows from Lemma 3.8 and the implicit function theorem, while the closedness from Theorem 3.1. Therefore we conclude that I = [0, 1] and we get the existence of (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2) when p > k + 1 − l. The uniqueness follows from Theorem 3.6. □

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Next, we adapt the technique in [16, Section 3] and [23, Section 4], by using an approximation argument to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

For any ε ∈ (0, 1). From Theorem 1.2, there exists a unique, smooth, and (n − l)-admissible function u_ε satisfying H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = φu^{k−l+ε}. Set ~u_ε =^{uε}_{minSn uε} , then ~u_ε satisfies the following equation H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = φ(min_{Sn} u_ε)^εu^{k−l+ε}.

By Theorem 3.1, we have ‖~u_ε‖_C4,α_{(S}n_) ≤ C^′ , where the constant C^′ depends on n, k, l, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C3_{(S}n_), but it is independent of ε. Hence, there exists a subsequence ε_j → 0 as j → ∞, such that ~u_{εj} → ~u in C^4(S^n). Lemma 3.2 implies (min_{Sn} u_{εj} )^{εj} → τ for some constant τ, which satisfies min_{x∈Sn} φ^{−1}(x) ≤ τ ≤ max_{x∈Sn} φ^{−1}(x). Hence ~u is a positive, (n − l)-admissible function satisfying H_{n−l}(A) H_{n−k}(A) = τφu^{k−l}, on S^n. (3.32)

As for the uniqueness of positive constant τ and the (n − l)-admissible solution u (up to to a dilation) to Equation (1.3), one can follow the same argument as outlined in [16, Section 3] or [23, Section 4] by employing the maximum principle, for the concise of this paper, we just omit it here. Hence we complete the proof. □

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Previously, for p ≥ k − l + 1 with 0 ≤ l < k < n, we have established the existence of an admissible solution to Equation (1.2). However, if l ≥ 1, the (n − l)-admissible solution may not necessarily be strictly spherically convex. In this section, our objective is to establish a convexity criterion for the convex solutions to Equation (1.2) with 1 ≤ l < k < n and p > 1. Consequently, we provide an affirmative answer to the L_p quotient curvature type problem (1.1).

The convexity criterion, expressed as (3.33), resembles those found in previous works such as [18, 19, 21], among others. The key component involves leveraging the constant rank theorem (cf. Bian-Guan [2, Theorem 3.2]).

Theorem 3.9. Let p ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is a positive, (n − l)-admissible solution to Equation (1.2) with ∇^2u + uσ ≥ 0 on S^n. If φ satisfies

∇^2(φ^{− 1p+k−l−1} ) + φ^{− 1p+k−l−1} σ ≥ 0, on S^n, (3.33)

then A = ∇^2u + uσ > 0 on S^n.

In particular, Theorem 3.9 was established in Guan-Ma-Zhou [19, Theorem 1.2] for p = 1 and Guan-Xia [21, Theorem 1.1] for k = n and 1 < p < n − l + 1, respectively.

Proof. Suppose that A = ∇^2u + uσ attains its minimum rank m at point x_0 ∈ S^n with n − l ≤ m ≤ n − 1, then there exist a small neighborhood O ⊂ S^n of x_0 and a small constant c_0, such that

σ_m(A)(x) > c_0, in O, and σ_{m+1}(A)(x_0) = 0.

We define the function

η(x) = σ_{m+1}(A) + σ_{m+2}(A) σ_{m+1}(A) . From Bian-Guan [2, Corollary 2.2], we know that η ∈ C^{1.1}(O).

For any fixed point x ∈ O, choose a local orthonormal frame {e_i}^n_{i=1} around x, such that at x, A is diagonal and A_{11} ≤ A_{22} ≤ · · · ≤ A_{nn}. Let r[u](x) = (r_1, · · · , r_n) be the eigenvalues of matrix A at x, there exists a positive constant C_0 depending on ‖u‖_C3,1 and r[u](x_0) and O, such that r_n ≥ r_{n−1} ≥ · · · ≥ r_{n−m+1} ≥ C_0. Let G = {n − m + 1, · · · , n} and B = {1, · · · , n − m} be the “good” and “bad” set of indices respectively, as in [2, Section 2], and let Λ_G = (r_{n−m+1}, · · · , r_n) the “good” eigenvalues of A at point x, and Λ_B = (r_1, · · · , r_{n−m}) be the “bad” eigenvalues of A at x. Without confusing, for the sake of brevity, we write G = Λ_G and B = Λ_B. Therefore

η(x) ≥ σ_{m+1}(A) ≥ σ_m(G)σ_1(B),

then

A_{αα} = u_{αα} + u = O(η), α ∈ B. (3.34)

We define ~F (A) = − (_{σk(A)} σ_l(A) )_− 1_{k−l} , ~F^{ij} =^{∂ ~F (A)}_{∂Aij} and ~F^{ij,pq} =^{∂2 ~F (A)}_{∂Aij ∂Apq} . Following the same argument as in [2, Thereom 3.2], we obtain n∑ i,j=1 ~F^{ij}η_{ij} = O(η + ∑ i,j∈B |∇A_{ij}|) − n∑ i=1 ~F^{ii} ∑ α∈B V^2_{iα} σ^3_1(B) + ∑ α≠β∈B A^2_{αβi} σ_1(B)

+ ∑ α∈B ( σ_m(G) + σ^2_1(B|α) − σ_2(B|α)

σ^2_1 (B) ) n∑ i=1 ~F^{ii}A_{ααii} − 2 ∑ i,j∈G ~F^{ii} A^{2jiα} A_{jj} ,(3.35)

where V_{iα} = A_{ααi}σ_1(B) − A_{αα} ∑ γ∈B A_{γγi}. For α ∈ B, using (3.21), we have n∑ i=1 ~F^{ii}A_{ααii} = n∑ i=1 ~F^{ii} (A_{iiαα} + A_{αα} − A_{ii})

= − n∑ i,j,p,q=1 ~F^{ij,pq}A_{ijα}A_{pqα} − (φ^{− 1}k−l u^{− p−1}k−l )_{αα} − φ^{− 1}k−l u^{− p−1}k−l + O(η)

= − n∑ i,j,p,q∈G ~F^{ij,pq}A_{ijα}A_{pqα} − (φ^{− 1}k−l u^{− p−1}k−l )_{αα} − φ^{− 1}k−l u^{− p−1}k−l

+O η + ∑ i,j∈B |∇A_{ij} | . (3.36)

From the inverse concavity of ~F (A), cf. [44, formula (3.49)], we obtain − ∑ i,j,p,q∈G ~F^{ij,pq}A_{ijα}A_{pqα} − 2 ∑ i,j∈G ~F^{ii} A^{2ijα} A_{jj} ≤ 0. (3.37)

Substituting (3.37) and (3.36) into (3.35), we get n∑ i,j=1 ~F^{ij}η_{ij} ≤ − ∑ α∈B [ σ_m(G) + σ^2_1 (B|α) − σ_2(B|α)

σ^2_1 (B) ] [ (φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} )_{αα} + φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} ]

+O η + ∑ i,j∈B |∇A_{ij}| . (3.38)

Direct calculations yield −(φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} )_{αα} − φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} = − [ (u^{− p−1k−l} )_{αα}φ^{− 1k−l} + 2(u^{− p−1k−l} )_α(φ^{− 1k−l} )_α + u^{− p−1k−l} (φ^{− 1k−l} )_{αα} + u^{− p−1k−l} φ^{− 1k−l} ]

= − [ − p − 1 k − l u^{− p−1k−l −1}φ^{− 1k−l} (A_{αα} − u) + u^{− p−1k−l} (φ^{− 1k−l} )_{αα} + u^{− p−1k−l} φ^{− 1k−l} ]

− [ p − 1 k − l ( p − 1 k − l + 1)u^{− p−1k−l −2}φ^{− 1k−l} u^2_α − 2(p − 1) k − l u^{− p−1k−l −1}u_α(φ^{− 1k−l} )_α ] .

Combining (3.34), p ≥ 1 and the fact that φ^{− 1p+k−1−l} is spherical convex in (3.33), we get −(φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} )_{αα} − φ^{− 1k−l} u^{− p−1k−l} ≤ −u^{− p−1k−l} [ (φ^{− 1k−l} )_{αα} + p − 1 + k − l k − l φ^{− 1k−l} + O(η) − ( 1 − k − l p − 1 + k − l ) (φ^{− 1k−l} )^2_α φ^{− 1k−l} ]

= −u^{− p−1k−l} p − 1 + k − l k − l φ^{1p−1+k−l − 1k−l} [ (φ^{− 1p−1+k−l} )_{αα} + φ^{− 1p−1+k−l} ] + O(η) ≤ O(η). (3.39)

From [2, Lemma 2.5], ∑ i,j∈B |∇A_{ij}| ≤ Cη. (3.40) Using (3.39), (3.38) and (3.40), we derive n∑ i,j=1 ~F^{ij} η_{ij} ≤ C(η + |∇η|), in O. (3.41) From the strong maximum principle, we have η = 0 in O, and since {x ∈ S^n : η(x) = 0} is an open and closed set, then η ≡ 0 on S^n. This implies that A has the constant rank m on S^n. Now by the Minkowski formula (cf. [39, Formula (5.60)]) ∫ S^n uH_m(A)dμ = ∫ S^n H_{m+1}(A)dμ, we conclude that u ≡ 0 on S^n, a contradiction. Hence A = ∇^2u + uσ > 0 on S^n. □

As an application of Theorem 3.9, we now complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3.

When p > k − l + 1, we consider a one-parameter family of Equation (3.31) as in the proof of Theorem 1.2. It is easy to check that φ_t satisfies condition (3.33) for any t ∈ [0, 1]. If there exists some t_0 ∈ (0, 1] such that u_t is strictly spherical convex for 0 ≤ t < t_0, and u_{t0} is not strictly spherical convex, then by Theorem 3.9, u_{t0} is strictly spherical convex, which is a contradiction. So we conclude that the solution u is strictly spherical convex. When p = k − l + 1, from the approximation process we know that u is at least spherical convex. Then using Theorem 3.9 again, we have that u is strictly spherical convex. □ 4. 1 < p < k − l + 1

In this section, we focus on the case 1 < p < k − l + 1 and complete the proof of Theorem 1.4. The crucial part of this section is to show uniform positive lower and upper bounds for even, strictly convex solutions to Equation (1.2) when 1 < p < k − l − 1.

4.1. A priori estimates.

Following the idea in [24, Lemma 2.2] (see also [15, Proposition 2.1], [21, Proposition 3.1] and [25, Lemma 2.1]), we first establish a weighted gradient estimate for a solution to Equation (1.2), which plays an important role in deriving the uniformly C^0 and C^1 estimates. Denote m_u := min_{Sn} u and M_u := max_{Sn} u.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < k − l + 1 and 1 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is an even, strictly spherical convex solution to Equation (1.2). Then there exist positive constants β ∈ (0, 2(p − 1)/(k − l)) and N depending on n, k, l, p, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C1_{(S}n_), such that

|∇u|^2 + u^2 u^β ≤ N max_{Sn} u^{2−β}. (4.1)

Proof. We define the function

Φ :=

|∇u|^2 + u^2 u^β , for some constant β ∈ (0, 2). Suppose Φ attains its maximum value at some point, say x_0 ∈ S^n. Then at x_0, we have

0 = ∇Φ = u^{−β} [ (2∇^2u + 2uσ)∇u − βu^{−1}(|∇u|^2 + u^2)∇u ] , then (∇^2u + uσ)∇u = β(|∇u|^2 + u^2) 2u ∇u, (4.2) which implies that ∇u is an eigenvalue of A at x_0. Hence we can choose an orthonormal frame at x_0, such that

u_1 = |∇u|, and ∇^2u is diagonal.

Denote ρ := √ |∇u|^2 + u^2. Direct calculations yield

Φ_{ii} =

2(u^2_{ii} + u_su_{sii} + u^2_i + uu_{ii}) u^β − 4β(u^2_i u_{ii} + uu^2_i ) u^{β+1} − β ρ^2u_{ii} u^{β+1} + (β + 1)β ρ^2u^2_i u^{β+2} = Φ [2(A2_{ii} + u_sA_{sii} − uA_{ii}) ρ^2 − 4βu^2_i A_{ii} uρ^2 − β(A_{ii} − u) u + β(β + 1) u^2_i u^2 ] . By the maximal condition at x_0, we have 0 ≥ 1 Φ F^{ij}Φ_{ij} = 2 ρ^2 F^{ii}(A^2_{ii} + u_sA_{sii}) − 2(k − l)φu^p ρ^2 − 4βF^{11}u^2_1A_{11} uρ^2 − β(k − l)φu^{p−2} +β n∑ i=1 F^{ii} + β(β + 1)

F^{11}u^2_1 u^2

. (4.3)

From (3.11), we see

A_{iis} = u_{iis} + u_s = u_{sii} + u_iδ_{si} = A_{sii}, (4.4) combining (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4), we obtain 0 ≥ 2u_s ρ^2 ( φ_su^{p−1} + (p − 1)φu^{p−2}u_s ) + 2 ρ^2 F^{ii}A^2_{ii} − 2(k − l)φu^p ρ^2 − 2β^2F^{11}u^2_1 u^2 − β(k − l)φu^{p−2} + β n∑ i=1 F^{ii} + β(β + 1)

F^{11}u^2_1

u^2 = 2(p − 1)φu^{p−2}u^2_1 ρ^2 + 2u_1φ_1u^{p−1} ρ^2 − 2(k − l)φu^p ρ^2 − β(k − l)φu^{p−2} + β n∑ i=1 F^{ii}

+ 2 ρ^2 ∑ i>1 F^{ii}A^2_{ii} + ( β^2ρ^2 2u^2_1 − β(β − 1) ) F^{11}u^2_1

u^2

. (4.5)

For β ∈ (0, 2), we have β^2ρ^2 2u^2_1 − β(β − 1) ≥ β^2 2 − β(β − 1) = β 2 (2 − β) > 0. (4.6)

To proceed, we assume for some sufficiently large N > 2, satisfying

u^2_1 > NM^{2−β}_u u^β − u^2 ≥ N 2 M^{2−β}_u u^β, (4.7)

otherwise, we have completed the proof of (4.1). Substituting (4.6), (4.7) into (4.5), we have 0 ≥ 2(p − 1)φu^{p−2}u^2_1 ρ^2 + 2u_1φ_1u^{p−1} ρ^2 − 2(k − l)φu^p ρ^2 − β(k − l)φu^{p−2} = 2u^{p−2}φ ρ^2 [( (p − 1) − β(k − l) 2 ) u^2_1 − uu_1|(log φ)_1| − ( (k − l) + β(k − l) 2 ) u^2 ]

≥ 2u^{p−2}φ ρ^2 [ 1 2 ( (p − 1) − β(k − l) 2 ) u^2_1 − c_0u^2 ]

≥ 2u^{p−2}φ ρ^2 [( (p − 1) − β(k − l) 2 ) NM^{2−β}_u u^β 4 − c_0u^2 ]

= φu^{p+β−2}NM^{2−β}_u 2ρ^2 [( (p − 1) − β(k − l) 2 ) − 4c_0N^{−1} ( u M_u )_{2−β}] , where the constant c_0 depends on k, l, p, and ‖ log φ‖_C1_{(S}n_). If we choose β ∈ ( 0,^{2(p−1)}_{k−l} ) and N is sufficiently large such that (p − 1) − β(k − l) 2 − 4c_0N^{−1} > 0,

therefore we reach a contradiction. Hence we obtain (4.1) and complete the proof. □ Lemma 4.2. If u is an even, strictly spherical convex function satisfying |∇u|^2 u^β ≤ N max_{Sn} u^{2−β}, on S^n, (4.8)

for some positive constants β and N. Then the following non-collapsing estimate holds max_{Sn} u

min_{Sn} u ≤ C, where the constant C depends on n, β and N.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the result of Guan [15, Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1]. For the reader’s convenience, we include the proof here.

Let Ω be the strictly convex body with the support function u. Since u is an even, strictly spherical convex function, by John’s Lemma, there exists an ellipsoid E centered at the origin, such that E ⊂ Ω ⊂ nE. (4.9) We write E as x^2_1 a^2_1 + · · · + x^2_{n+1} a^2_{n+1}

= 1,

with a_1 ≥ a_2 · · · ≥ a_{n+1} > 0. Then we have a_1 ≤ M_u ≤ na_1, m_u ≤ a_{n+1} ≤ nm_u. (4.10) The support function u_E of the ellipsoid E is given by

u_E (x) = ( a^2_1x^2_1 + · · · + a^2_{n+1}x^2_{n+1}

) 1_2 , x ∈ S^n. Hence by (4.9), we have u_E(x) ≤ u(x) ≤ nu_E(x), ∀x ∈ S^n. (4.11) Restrict u_E and u on the slice S := {x ∈ S^n : x = (x_1, 0, · · · , 0, x_{n+1}) ∈ S^n}. First, we have q(t) : = u_E (t, 0, · · · , 0, √ 1 − t^2) = (a^2_1t^2 + (1 − t^2)a^2_{n+1})^{12} ≥ a_1t, for t ∈ [0, 1].

Then for any t ∈ [ 0, (_{a1} a_{n+1} ) 2−β_2 ] ,

ta^{β2}_1 a^{2−β2}_{n+1} ≤ q ( t ( a_{n+1} a_1 ) 2−β_2 ) . (4.12)

Denote

p(t) := [ u ( t, 0, · · · , 0, √ 1 − t^2 )] 2−β_2 . From the weighted gradient estimate (4.8) and (4.10), we get | | | d dt p(t) | | | ≤ N 1 2 M^{1− β2}_u ≤ N^{12} (na_1)^{2−β2} .

Using (4.11), we have p ( t ( a_{n+1} a_1 ) 2−β_2 ) ≤ p(0) + N^{12} (na_1)^{2−β2} t ( a_{n+1} a_1 ) 2−β_2

≤ (na_{n+1})^{2−β2} + tN^{12} (na_{n+1})^{2−β2} . Therefore u t(a^{n+1} a_1 )^{2−β2} , 0, · · · , 0, [ 1 − t^2 ( a_{n+1} a_1

)_{2−β} ]^1_2 ≤ n ( 1 + tN^{12} ) 2_{2−β} a_{n+1}. (4.13)

Since u(x) ≥ u_E , combining (4.12) and (4.13) we conclude that

ta^{β2}_1 a^{2−β2}_{n+1} ≤ n ( 1 + tN^{12} ) 2_{2−β} a_{n+1}. Choosing t = N^{− 1}2 , it is clear that the above inequality implies a_1 a_{n+1} ≤ n^{2β} N^{1β} 2^{4β(2−β)} ,

together with (4.10), we have max_{Sn} u min_{Sn} u

≤ n^{1+ 2β} N^{1β} 2^{4β(2−β)} .

Hence we complete the proof. □ As a direct corollary of Lemma 4.2, we obtain uniform C^1 estimates for the solution u to Equation (1.2).

Corollary 4.3. Let 1 < p < k − l + 1 and 1 ≤ l < k < n. Suppose u is an even, positive and strictly spherical convex solution to Equation (1.2). Then 0 < c < u < C, and |∇u| ≤ C, where the constants c, C depend on n, k, l, p, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C1_{(S}n_). Proof. By the maximum principle, we have (max_{Sn} u)^{p+l−(k+1)} ≤ max_{Sn} φ^{−1}, and (min_{Sn} u)^{p+l−(k+1)} ≥ min_{Sn} φ^{−1}.

Since p ∈ (1, k −l +1), p+l −(k +1) < 0. Hence we have a uniform upper bound for min_{Sn} u and a lower uniform positive bound for max_{Sn} u . Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 imply that 0 < c < u < C for some constants c and C. The gradient bound follows from Lemma 4.1. □ Combining Corollary 4.3 and Lemma 3.5, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 < p < k + 1 − l and 1 ≤ l < k < n. Let u be an even, strictly spherical convex solution to Equation (1.2). Then ‖u‖_C2_{(S}n_) ≤ C, where the constant C depends on n, k, l, p, min_{Sn} φ, and ‖φ‖_C2_{(S}n_). 4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4.

When 1 < p < k + 1 − l and 1 ≤ l < k < n, it becomes challenging to prove that the kernel of the corresponding linearization operator of Equation (1.2) is trivial. Therefore, we resort to the topological degree method, as introduced in [30]. Following a similar argument as presented in [20, Theorem 1.5] or [14, Section 3], we establish the existence of an even, strictly spherical convex solution to Equation (1.2). Hence, we just provide an outline for the proof. Proof of Theorem 1.4.

Let us consider a one-parameter family of Equation (3.31) as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, and define the Banach space A := {u ∈ C^4(S^n) : u(x) = u(−x), for all x ∈ S^n}.

It is obvious that φ_t satisfies the assumption in Theorem 3.9. This implies for any 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, the solution u^t ∈ A to Equation (3.31) is strictly spherical convex. From Theorem 4.4, we have the C^2 estimates, and the high-order estimates follow from the Evans-Krylov theorem. Hence we can use the degree theory. In order to use the degree theory in [30] to establish the existence of the solution, we only need to compute the degree at t = 0. By [41, Theorem 6.4], we have that u = 1 is the unique solution for φ^0 = 1, and the same argument in [14] yields that the degree is nonzero. Hence we have the existence of theorem 1.4. The convexity of the solution follows from Theorem 3.9 under the assumption (3.33). □

References

[1] Alexandrov A., Uniqueness theorems for surfaces in the large. I (Russian). Vestnik Leningrad. Univ. 11(19), 5–17 (1956).

[2] Bian B., Guan P., A microscopic convexity principle for nonlinear partial differential equations. Invent.

Math. 177(2009), no.2, 307–335.

[3] Böröczky K., Lutwak E., Yang D., Zhang G., The logarithmic Minkowski problem. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 26 (2013), no. 3, 831–852.

[4] Bryan P., Ivaki M., Scheuer J., Christoffel-Minkowski flows. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 376 (2023), no.4, 2373-2393.

[5] Caffarelli L., Nirenberg L., Spruck J., Nonlinear second order elliptic equations. IV. Starshaped compact Weingarten hypersurfaces. Current topics in partial differential equations, 1–26, Kinokuniya, Tokyo, 1986.

[6] Chen C., Xu L., The Lp Minkowski type problem for a class of mixed Hessian quotient equations. Adv.

Math. 411 (2022), part A, No.108794.

[7] Cheng S., Yau S., On the regularity of the solution of the n-dimensional Minkowski problem. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 29(1976), no.3, 495–516.

[8] Chern S., Integral formulas for hypersurfaces in Euclidean space and their applications to uniqueness theorems, J. Math. Mech. 8(1959), 947–955.

[9] Chou K., Wang X., A logarithmic Gauss curvature flow and the Minkowski problem, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire, 17 (2000), no. 6, 733–751.

[10] Chou K ., Wang X., The Lp-Minkowski problem and the Minkowski problem in centroaffine geometry. Adv.

Math. 205 (2006), no. 1, 33–83.

[11] Geng D., Yu Q., Qu C., The eigenvalue problem for Hessian operators. Nonlinear Anal. 25 (1995), no.1, 27–40.

[12] Gerhardt C., Closed Weingarten hypersurfaces in Riemannian manifolds. J. Differential Geom. 43(1996), no.3, 612–641.

[13] Gerhardt C., Hypersurfaces of prescribed Weingarten curvature. Math. Z. 224(1997), no.2, 167–194. [14] Guan B., Guan P., Convex hypersurfaces of prescribed curvatures. Ann. of Math. (2) 156 (2002), no. 2, 655–673.

[15] Guan P., A weighted gradient estimate for solutions of L^p Christoffel-Minkowski problem. Math. Eng. 5 (2023), no. 3, Paper No. 067, 14 pp.

[16] Guan P., Lin C., On equation det(uij + uδij ) = u^pf on S^n, Preprint (2000).

[17] Guan P., Lin C., Ma X., The Christoffel-Minkowski problem.II. Weingarten curvature equations. Chinese Ann. Math. Ser. B. 27(1006), no.6, 595–614.

[18] Guan P., Ma X., The Christoffel-Minkowski problem. I. Convexity of solutions of a Hessian equation. Inventiones mathematicae. Invent. Math. 151(2003), no. 3, 553–577.

[19] Guan P., Ma X., Zhou F., The Christofel-Minkowski Problem. III. Existence and Convexity of Admissible Solutions. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 59(2006), 1352–1376.

[20] Guan P., Ren C., Wang Z., Global C^2 Estimates for Convex Solutions of Curvature Equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2015), no. 8, 1287–1325.

[21] Guan P., Xia C., L^p Christoffel–Minkowski problem: the case 1 < p < k + 1. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), no. 2, Paper No. 69.

[22] Guang Q., Li Q., Wang X., The Lp-Minkowski problem with super-critical exponents. arXiv:2203.05099. [23] Hu C., Ma X., Shen C., On the Christoffel-Minkowski problem of Firey’s p-sum. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 21 (2004), no. 2, 137–155.

[24] Hu Y., Ivaki M., Prescribed Lp curvature problem. arXiv:2312.02122.

[25] Huang Y., Lu Q., On the regularity of the Lp Minkowski problem. Adv. in Appl. Math. 50 (2013), no. 2, 268–280.

[26] Le N., Savin O., Schauder estimates for degenerate Monge-Ampère equations and smoothness of the eigenfunctions. Invent. Math. 207 (2017), no. 1, 389–423.

[27] Lee T., An eigenvalue problem for prescribed curvature equations. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2023. https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnad220.

[28] Lewy H., On differential geometry in the large. I. Minkowski’s problem. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 43 (1938), no. 2, 258–270.

[29] Li H., Wan Y., Uniqueness of solutions to some classes of anisotropic and isotropic curvature problems.

arXiv:2309.14194.

[30] Li Y., Degree theory for second order nonlinear elliptic operators and its applications. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 14 (1989), no. 11, 1541–1578.

[31] Lions P., Two remarks on Monge-Ampère equations. Annali di matematica pura ed applicata. Ann. Mat.

Pura Appl. (4) 142 (1985), 263–275.

[32] Lu J., Wang X., Rotationally symmetric solutions to the Lp-Minkowski problem. J. Differential Equations 254 (2013), no. 3, 983–1005.

[33] Lutwak E., The Brunn-Minkowski-Firey theory. I. Mixed volumes and the Minkowski problem. J. Differential Geom. 38 (1993), no. 1, 131–150.

[34] Lutwak E., The Brunn-Minkowski-Firey theory. II. Affine and geominimal surface areas, Adv. Math.

118(1996), no.2, 244–294.

[35] Lutwak E., Yang D., Zhang G., On the Lp-Minkowski problem. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004), no. 11, 4359–4370.

[36] Minkowski H., Allgemeine Lehrsätze über die konvexen Polyeder. Nachr. Ges. Wiss. Gottingen 198–219 (1897).

[37] Nirenberg L., The Weyl and Minkowski problems in differential geometry in the large. Commun. Pure Appl.

Math. 6(1953), 337–394.

[38] Pogorelov A., Regularity of a convex surface with given Gaussian curvature. (Russian) Mat. Sbornik N.S.

31(73)(1952), 88–103.

[39] Schneider R., Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory. Second expanded edition. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 151. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014. xxii+736 pp.

[40] Sheng W., Trudinger N., Wang X., Convex hypersurfaces of prescribed Weingarten curvatures. Comm. Anal.

Geom. 12 (2004), no. 1-2, 213–232.

[41] Simon U., Minkowskische Integralformeln und ihre Anwendungen in der Differentialgeometrie im Grossen.

(German) Math. Ann. 173 (1967), 307–321.

[42] Spruck J., Geometric aspects of the theory of fully nonlinear elliptic equations. Global theory of minimal surfaces, 283–309, Clay Math. Proc., 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005.

[43] Treibergs A., Wei S., Embedded hyperspheres with prescribed mean curvature. J. Differential Geom. 18 (1983), no. 3, 513–521.

[44] Urbas J., An expansion of convex hypersurfaces. J. Differential Geom. 33 (1991), no. 1, 91–125. [45] Wang X., A class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations and related functionals. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 43 (1994), no. 1, 25–54.

(Xinqun Mei) School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, 230026, P.R.China

Mathematisches Institut, Albert-Ludwigs-Universität Freiburg, Freiburg im Breisgau, 79104, Germany

Email address: xinqun.mei@math.uni-freiburg.de

(Guofang Wang) Mathematisches Institut, Albert-Ludwigs-Universität Freiburg, Freiburg im Breisgau, 79104, Germany

Email address: guofang.wang@math.uni-freiburg.de

(Liangjun Weng) Dipartimento Di Matematica, Università degli Studi di Roma "Tor Vergata", Roma, 00133, Italy

Email address: liangjun.weng@uniroma2.it