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Surfaces of prescribed Weingarten curvature

tangential to a cone

James N. Holland

In this paper we investigate the existence and regularity of solu-
tions to a Dirichlet problem for a Hessian quotient equation on the
sphere. The equation arises as the determining equation for the
support function of a convex surface which is required to meet a
given enclosing cone tangentially and whose kth Weingarten curva-
ture is a prescribed function ψ. This is a generalization of a related
problem treated in [7] and is motivated by results from the the-
ory of curvature flows [16, 17]. In the general case, we are able
to obtain C1 estimates provided ψ satisfies a certain weak asymp-
totic growth condition. Under further regularity assumptions we
are able to demonstrate, via a priori estimates and the continuity
method, the existence of bounded C2,α solutions under a convexity
condition on ψ. We also demonstrate conditions under which no
solution can exist.

1. Introduction and problem formulation

In this paper we treat the problem of finding a convex surface M , whose
boundary is tangential to the boundary ∂C̃ of a given cone C̃ ⊂ R

n+1, with
convex cross-section and vertex at the origin, and whose kth Weingarten
curvature, Sk(κ(M)), is a prescribed function ψ. Here κ(M) are the principal
curvatures of M , Sk is the kth elementary symmetric polynomial and ψ =
ψ(x, u, ν), where ν = ν(x, u) is the unit normal to graph(u) at (x, u). We
prove the existence of such a surface under some assumptions on ψ. In
particular, we are interested in the following problem:

Problem 1. Given a cone C̃ ⊂ R
n+1 with vertex at the origin and a C3,α

uniformly convex cross-section, with slope along ∂C̃ in direction η deter-
mined by the function K(η) > 0, k < n and a strictly positive function
ψ(x, z, p) ∈ C2,α(Rn × R

+ × Sn−) then find a region Ω∗ ⊂ R
n, possibly
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unbounded, and a strictly convex function u : Ω∗ → R such that

(1.1) Sk(κ(graph(u)) = ψ(x, u, ν)

holds in Ω∗ and the boundary conditions

|Dηu| = K(η),

u(x) = C̃(x)
(1.2)

hold on ∂Ω∗ where η = x/|x|. These conditions should be interpreted as limits
holding as |x| → ∞ in those directions in which Ω∗ is unbounded. Further
investigate the regularity of Ω∗, u.

This boundary condition can be interpreted as the surface graph(u)
being required to meet tangentially with the enclosing boundary ∂C̃. The
motivation in considering problems of this sort comes from the theory of cur-
vature flows where a central item of study is the existence and behaviour of
complete, non-compact surfaces which move by either translation or homo-
thety, the so-called self-similar flows. Significant progress has been achieved
in the case of surfaces which move by mean curvature or by a power of
their Guass curvature. In particular, in [16] the author demonstrates that
any complete hypersurface M moving homothetically by a positive power
of its Gauss curvature is contained in some convex cone with vertex at the
origin M ⊂ C and further that M is asymptotic to ∂C. Conversely, it is
demonstrated that given any such cone C and any positive power α (in
an appropriate range), there exists a complete, non-compact hypersurface
M ⊂ C asymptotic to ∂C such thatM moves homothetically under its Gauss
curvature to the power α. In a similar spirit in [12] it is demonstrated that
any complete, non-compact C2 hypersurface with bounded gradient moving
homothetically under mean curvature flow is again contained within, and
asymptotic to, a unique convex tangent cone. In attempting to investigate
results of this sort for more general Weingarten curvatures determined by
the elementary symmetric polynomials of the principal curvatures, one nat-
urally runs into problems analogous to Problem 1.1. In the first section we
introduce an assumption on ψ which will guarantee that Ω∗ is bounded.
An asymptotic growth condition is natural and we introduce the following
rather weak condition.
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Assumption 1. There exists C > 0, β < k, R > 0 such that

(1.3) ψ(x, u, ν) ≥ C|x|−β

outside the ball BR ⊂ R
n uniformly in u and ν.

Under this assumption we are able to prove the following:

Theorem 1. If ψ ∈ C2,α(Rn × R
+ × Sn−) satisfies Assumption 1 and is

everywhere strictly positive then there exists a constant C, depending only
on ψ and the cone C̃, such that any convex C2 solution u of Problem 1
satisfies

‖u‖C1 ≤ C,

diam(Ω∗) ≤ C.

In obtaining higher estimates for equations of the form (1.1) the function
ψ would typically be assumed to satisfy some sort of convexity condition.
In particular, because we intend to treat Problem 1 via the support func-
tion of graph(u) it would be standard to assume that ψ−

1
k is convex in the

pair (x, u) and strictly convex in x [3, 4, 7]. Such a convexity assumption
is used only in reducing the interior C2 estimate (for the support function)
to a boundary estimate and is essentially necessary. The natural class of
surfaces in which to seek a solution to Problem 1 is the class of k-convex
surfaces. However, since we will treat the problem using the support func-
tion associated with a convex hypersurface it becomes necessary to restrict
ourselves to considering only convex solutions. Examples constructed in [1]
demonstrate that this requires the imposition of an additional assumption.
In [5, 6] the authors investigate various assumptions sufficient to ensure that
the solution is convex. From their work it becomes clear that the simplest
and most natural assumption able to ensure convexity of the solution is con-
vexity of ψ−1/k in (x, u). However, such a convexity assumption would be
incompatible with the growth condition (1.3) except in the case where ψ was
independent of x. As a preliminary result we hence only obtain a complete
C2,α estimate in the case ψ = ψ(ν), however, this will later be extended in
Theorem 4 and Corollary 1. We have:

Theorem 2. If ψ = ψ(ν) ∈ C2,α(Sn−) is strictly positive then there exists
a solution (u,Ω∗), with u ∈ C3,α(Ω∗) strictly convex, Ω∗ bounded and with
C2,α boundary, to Problem 1.
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Problem 1 is similar in many respects to the problem treated in our
earlier work [7] where we considered the problem of the existence of a sur-
face of prescribed curvature over a fixed region Ω satisfying the alternative
boundary condition

lim
x→∂Ω

|Du(x)| = ∞,
which can be interpreted as the surface graph(u) meeting an enclosing cylin-
der tangentially. The problem in [7] was a generalization of the previously
studied case of Gauss curvature to more general curvatures. The treatment
of Problem 1 is in many ways analogous to the treatment in [7]; however,
the calculations are more complicated as Problem 1 exhibits a richer range
of behaviours than that considered in [7]. We introduce, as in [10], the sup-
port function h of the convex surface graph(u) defined on the lower unit
hemisphere Sn− by

h(ν) = sup{(x, u(x)) · ν for (x, u(x)) ∈ graph(u)}.

It is well known that graph(u) can be uniquely recovered from h as the
appropriate boundary component of

{x ∈ R
n+1|x · ν ≤ h(ν) ∀ν ∈ Sn

−}.

Furthermore we have, as in [8], the expression

(1.4) ∇h(ν) = (x, u(x))− h(ν)ν,

where ∇h represents the covariant gradient of h on the sphere and the
point (x, u(x)) ∈ graph(u) has normal ν. Problem 1 is then equivalent to the
following problem for the support function h of the hypersurface graph(u):

Problem 2. Given k < n, and a uniformly convex C3,α region Ω ⊂ Sn− with
dist(Ω, ∂Sn−) > 0 find a function h : Ω → R such that

(1.5) S
1
k

n,n−k(λ(∇2h+ hI)) = f(ν, h,∇h)

is satisfied on Ω subject to the conditions h ≡ 0 on ∂Ω and (∇2h+ hI) > 0.
Here we set

S
1
k

n,n−k(λ(∇2h+ hI)) :=
S

1
k
n (λ(∇2h+ hI))

S
1
k

n−k(λ(∇2h+ hI))
,

f(ν, h,∇h) := ψ−
1
k (∇h− h(ν)ν, ν) = ψ−

1
k ((x, u), ν).
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The operator ∇2 represents the covariant Hessian on the sphere and λ(∇2h+
hI) represents the set of eigenvalues of (∇2h+ hI).

As we will be working on the sphere, when we treat the support function
h, we will denote ν = x so that we have f = f(x, h,∇h). The identically zero
Dirichlet boundary condition arises naturally, in light of the boundary condi-
tion that graph(u) meets ∂C̃ tangentially, when one considers the geometric
definition of the support function on the sphere at point ν as the signed dis-
tance from the origin to the tangent hyperplane of the surface at the point
with normal ν. The convexity of Ω is implied by the convexity of u. To see
this observe that, taking the standard stereographic projection of the sphere
onto the plane {xn+1 = −1}, the region Ω becomes Du(Ω∗) and the Legen-
dre transform of u, denoted u∗, can be written as u∗(x′) = ζh

(
ζ−1x′,−ζ−1

)
where ζ = (1 + |x′|2)1/2 and x′ = (x1, . . . , xn). Since u∗ ≡ 0 on ∂Du(Ω∗) and
u∗ is convex this implies that Du(Ω∗) is convex and subsequently its pre-
image under stereographic projection, the domain Ω, is also convex. From
Equation (1.4) one observes that the estimate ‖u‖C0(Ω∗) ≤ C implies the
estimate ‖h‖C1(Ω) ≤ C and so Theorem 2 follows immediately from Theo-
rem 1 and the following estimate:

Theorem 3. Let f(x, z, p) ∈ C2,α(Sn− × R
+ × R

n+1) be strictly positive,
convex in (z, p) and strictly convex in p. Then, if one has the estimate
‖h‖C1 ≤ C, there exists a globally C3,α solution h to Problem 2.

To illustrate the way in which the asymptotic behaviour of ψ in x is cru-
cial to the behaviour of the problem we provide the following non-existence
result:

Theorem 4. For any cone C̃ there exists a constant C0 = C0(C̃) such that
for any strictly positive ψ satisfying

(1.6) ψ(x, u, ν) ≤ C0|x|−k,

Problem 1 has no solution, neither bounded nor unbounded. Furthermore,
there exists an additional constant C1 = C1(C̃) such that given any strictly
positive function ψ satisfying

ψ(x, u, ν) ≥ C1|x|−k

outside of some ball, there exists a C3,α solution to Problem 1 provided that
ψ−1/k is convex in (x, u) and strictly convex in x.
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The existence component of Theorem 4 is a straightforward corollary
of Theorem 3 and a slight modification of the proof of Theorem 1 and its
proof will not be given. The non-existence result in Theorem 4 is essentially
optimal. We cannot extend the exponent in (1.6) to be less than k as this
would contradict with Theorems 2 and 3 since one could construct a ψ̃
satisfying both (1.6) and the conditions of those theorems. Furthermore,
direct calculation in the radially symmetric case shows that we cannot allow
the constant C0 to be independent of the cone C̃. From Theorem 4 we have:

Corollary 1. Given any cone C̃ of uniformly convex cross-section and any
C3,α function ψ(x, u, ν) > 0, convex in the pair (x, u) and strictly convex in
x, for which there exists constants C, ε and R such that

ε|x|−k ≤ ψ ≤ C|x|−k

uniformly in (u, ν), where the first inequality holds for x outside BR, then
there exists a λ∗ > 0 such that Problem 1 with the cone C̃ and

(1.7) Sk(κ(graph(u))) = λψ

has a bounded convex solution for λ > λ∗ and no solution, either bounded or
unbounded for λ < λ∗.

Proof. From Theorem 4 we deduce that there exists λ∗1 > 0 and λ∗2 > 0 such
that Equation (1.7) has no solution for λ < λ∗1 and a convex bounded solu-
tion for λ > λ∗2 and it remains only to demonstrate that we may take λ∗1 = λ∗2.
However, defining λ∗ as the infimum of λ such that Equation (1.7) has a solu-
tion we see, by definition, that for any λ > λ∗ there exists a λ < λ such that
Equation (1.7) has a solution for λ = λ. Direct calculation shows that this
solution can be used as a subsolution to the problem for λ after transform-
ing to the problem for the support function on the sphere and so one may
derive the appropriate C2 estimates as outlined in later sections and the
result follows. �

The question of what happens when λ = λ∗ is of particular interest. In
general, one may have a bounded solution, no solution, a complete non-
compact solution or a solution bounded in some directions but unbounded
in others. Complete non-compact hypersurfaces of prescribed curvature are
of particular interest due to their connections with solutions to the curvature
flow equations which move by translation or homothety. However, one must
impose very strong conditions on ψ to ensure that at λ = λ∗ any solution
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would be a complete and non-compact hypersurface asymptotically tangen-
tial to the cone C̃. This can be seen by considering the support function
h of the hypersurface. We would require h to simultaneously satisfy both
the Dirichlet boundary condition h ≡ 0 on ∂Ω and the “blow-up” condition
|∇h| → ∞ as one approaches ∂Ω. As seen in [7, 15], in general, it is not pos-
sible to prescribe both conditions simultaneously. In the case in which both
C̃ and ψ are rotationally symmetric one may explicitly write the required
conditions on ψ.

Theorem 5. Let ψ = ψ(|x|) be C3,α and the cone C̃ have circular cross
section and slope K and define the function

(1.8) d(R) = k

∫ R

0
rn−1ψ(r) dr −

(
K√

1 +K2

)k (
n− 1
k − 1

)
Rn−k.

There exists a rotationally symmetric, bounded, C3,α, k-admissible solution
u to Problem 1 if and only if there exists an 0 < R∗ <∞ such that d(R∗) = 0
and d(R) < 0 for all 0 < R < R∗. Furthermore, there exists a complete, non-
compact, k-convex solution to Problem 1 if and only if d(R) < 0 for all R > 0
and

(1.9)
∫ ∞

0
(g(s)−K) > −∞,

where the function g is given by

g(s) =

(
k

∫ s

0
rn−1ψ(r) dr

(
n− 1
k − 1

)−1

sk−n

)1/k

⎛
⎝1−

(
k

∫ s

0
rn−1ψ(r) dr

(
n− 1
k − 1

)−1

sk−n

)2/k
⎞
⎠

1/2
.

In each case the solution will be convex if and only if the function g(s) is
non-decreasing on the range over which u is defined.

The layout of the remainder of the paper is as follows. In Section 4
we obtain the proof of Theorem 2 by proving Theorem 3. In Section 2 we
obtain an estimate on sup |u| which corresponds to a global C1 estimate for
the support function h by following the ideas introduced in [7]. In Section 3
we obtain a global C2 estimate on h. In Section 3.1 we reduce the global
C2 estimate of h to the boundary following standard procedures. Finally in
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Section 4 we employ the standard arguments of the continuity method and
the established a priori bounds to obtain our existence result. In Section 4
we also prove Theorem 5 and the non-existence component of Theorem 4.

2. C1 estimate

We obtain a global C1 estimate on h by obtaining instead an estimate on
sup |u| which is well known to be equivalent. We first obtain an estimate for
|u(0)| and

|u(x)| = min
x∈Ω∗

|u(x)|.

We may assume u(x) ≥ 0. Let C̃A denote the cross-section of the cone C̃ at
height A. By the convexity of the cross-sections the cross-section C̃1 contains
a ball Br ⊂ R

n for some fixed r > 0. Therefore the cross-section C̃u(x) will
contain the ball Bu(x)r. We have, as in [13], for a general k-convex body Ω
and a general k-convex function g, the following formula:∫

Ω
Sk(κ(graph(g))) ≤ C

∫
∂Ω
Sk−1(κ(∂Ω)),

where the constant C depends only on n, k and (supΩ |Dg|). Applying this
formula to the ball Bu(x)r contained in the cross-section C̃u(x), we derive

(2.1)
∫

Bu(x)r

ψ =
∫

Bu(x)r

Sk(κ(graph(u))) ≤ C

∫
∂Bu(x)r

Sk−1(κ(∂Bu(x)r))

noting that the convexity of graph(u) and the boundary condition (1.2)
imply that supBu(0)r

|Du| ≤ supSn K <∞. We may compute directly the
right-hand side of expression (2.1). Doing so we obtain∫

∂Bu(x)r

Sk−1(κ(∂Bu(x)r)) = C(u(x)r)n−k

for some new constant C which has absorbed several factors dependant on n
and k. Coupling this with our asymptotic growth estimate on ψ we observe

εC1(u(x)r)n−β − C2 ≤ ε

∫
Bu(x)r\BR

|x|−β ≤
∫

Bu(x)r\BR

ψ ≤ C(u(x)r)n−k−C0,

where R is the radius in Assumption 1 and ε is the constant appearing in
Assumption 1. Here C0 depends on R and k. We may also assume that
u(x)r > R. Taking the limit as u(x) →∞ leads to a contradiction and
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we therefore obtain the bound u(x) ≤ C for some constant C depending
only on n, C̃, k and the asymptotic behaviour of ψ. This bound implies
a corresponding bound |x| ≤ C2 given that u ≥ C̃ everywhere. We hence
have |u(0)| ≤ |u(x)|+ C2 supK ≤ C3. We now proceed from this estimate
to establish the complete supΩ∗ |u| estimate. We formulate the statement in
the following theorem:

Theorem 6. Let h : Ω → R be a globally C3,α solution to Problem 2. Then,
provided ψ, C̃ satisfy the conditions in Theorem 1, there exists a constant
C depending only on k,n, C̃ and ψ such that

|h|+ |∇h| ≤ C

on Ω.

Proof. As previously noted this follows from an estimate on supΩ∗ |u|. We
proceed as in [7]. We first suppose that Ω∗ is bounded and hence supΩ∗ |u| <
∞. Consider the point x0 ∈ ∂Ω∗ such that |x0| = max{|x| : x ∈ ∂Ω∗} and
set H = u(x0), as noted we are considering solutions in which ∂graph(u) ⊂
∂C̃ and hence (x0, H) ∈ ∂C̃. We set R = |x0| = H/K(x0/|x0|) and denote
ζ = x0/|x0| for convenience. We note K is bounded below by a positive
constant. We consider the point x∗ in Ω∗ given by x∗ = (R− 1)ζ, assuming
w.l.o.g. that R > 1. We have the corresponding points on ∂C̃ and graph(u)
given by (x∗, (R− 1)K(ζ)) and (x∗, u(x∗)), respectively, which we denote
as ∂C̃(x∗) and graph(u)(x∗). We desire first an estimate for the difference
ε = u(x∗)− (R− 1)K(ζ) > 0. Elementary convex geometry implies that the
derivative Dζu(x∗) satisfies the conditions

|Dζu(x∗)|+ u(x∗) < H

and

u(x∗)− (R− 1)|Dζu(x∗)| ≤ C,

where C is the estimate on u(0). Therefore writing Dζu(x∗) = K(ζ)− δ we
obtain that

ε ≤ δ

and

ε+ δ

(
H

K(ζ)
− 1

)
≤ C
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so that in turn

(2.2) ε ≤ K(ζ)C
H

=
C

R

and ε is estimated in terms of R. The “gap” between u and the cone C̃ can
be bounded in other directions as well. In particular, defining

ε(η) = u((R− 1)η)− C̃((R− 1)η)

for η ∈ Sn−1 provided u((R− 1)η) is defined and ε(η) = 0 if u((R− 1)η)

is not defined we have, by the above reasoning, supη∈Sn−1 ε(η) ≤ C

R
. We

now employ the technique in [7] together with Assumption 1. Consider that
component of ∂C̃ whose projection onto the plane forming the first n co-
ordinates lies within the annulus A ⊂ R

n of outer radius R and inner radius
R− 1 we denote this component by C̃R. We deform this component to obtain
a new surface C given as the graph of some function G with

G = |x|φ
(
x

|x|
)

+ Ψε(|x|),

where φ is the function on Sn−1 whose degree one homogeneous extension
determines the cone C̃ and Ψε represents the perturbation to C̃ which yields
C. We may calculate the first- and second-order derivatives of G directly.
We have

Gi =
xi

|x|φ(η) + |x|
(∑

k

φk(η)
(
δik
|x| −

xixk

|x|3
))

+
xi

|x|(Ψε)′(|x|),

Gij =
xixj

|x|2 (Ψε)′′(|x|) + (Ψε)′(|x|)
(
δij
|x| −

xixj

|x|3
)

+ φ(η)
(
δij
|x| −

xixj

|x|3
)

+
xi

|x|
∑

k

φk(η)
(
δkj

|x| −
xkxj

|x|3
)

+
xj

|x|
∑

k

φk(η)
(
δik
|x| −

xkxi

|x|3
)

+ |x|
∑
k,m

φkm(η)
(
δik
|x| −

xixk

|x|3
)(

δmj

|x| −
xmxj

|x|3
)

+ |x|
∑

k

φk(η)
(

3xixkxj

|x|5 − xiδjk + xkδij
|x|3 − δikxj

|x|3
)
,

where we have denoted

η =
x

|x| .
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From this we immediately observe the following estimates:

|Gi| ≤ sup
Sn

|φ|+ sup |(Ψε)′|+ 2 sup
Sn

|∇φ|,(2.3)

|Gij | ≤ sup |(Ψε)′′|+ 1
|x|

(
sup |(Ψε)′|+ sup

Sn

|φ|+ 11 sup
Sn

|∇φ|+ 4 sup
Sn

|D2φ|
)
.

(2.4)

The mean curvature of C is then given by

S1(κ(C)) = div

(
∇G√

1 + |∇G|2

)
=

ΔG√
1 + |∇G|2 −

∑
ij GiGjGij(√
1 + |∇G|2

)3

so that, using estimates (2.3) and (2.4), we derive the following estimate for
the mean curvature of C:

(2.5) S1(κ(C)) ≤ n sup |(Ψε)′′|+ K

|x|
for some constant K depending only on n, sup |φ|, sup |∇φ|, sup |D2φ| and
sup |(Ψε)′|. We obtain now some estimates on the function Ψε and its deriva-
tives. We may assume by construction that Ψε has the particular form of a
quadratic polynomial in which case we use the conditions that Ψε(R) = 0,
Ψε(R− 1

2) = −ε and Ψε(R− 1) = ε, to deduce

Ψε = 6ε (|x| − (R− 1)− 1)
(
|x| − (R− 1)− 1

6

)

which yields the estimate

(2.6) |(Ψε)′|+ |(Ψε)′′| ≤ Bε ≤ B

|x|
for the surface C in which |x| ∈ [R− 1, R] where the constant B depends
only on the cone C̃ and the u(0) estimate and the second inequality follows
from Equation (2.2). Maclaurin’s inequalities, together with Equations (2.5)
and (2.6), then imply that

(2.7) Sk(κ(C)) ≤ c(n, k)Sk
1 (κ(C)) ≤ B

|x|k

for some new constant B. We also have

ψ ≥ C|x|−β
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so that, because k > β, for |x|, or equivalently R, sufficiently large we may
assume

(2.8) Sk(κ(graph(u))) = ψ > Sk(κ(C))

over the annulus A. We extend u to ũ so that it is defined on the entire
annulus A by setting ũ(x) = u(x) if u is defined at x and ũ(x) = ∂C̃(x) oth-
erwise. Note that ũ is C1. Now consider the function d = u(x)− C(x) defined
over that component of the region A ∩ {x : ũ(x) ≥ C(x)} which intersects
with the line tζ which we denote as Λ. Clearly d ≥ 0 on Λ. Further by the
construction of C it is clear that we also have d = 0 on ∂Λ and Λ �= ∅ and
d > 0 at some point within Λ. Consider the point at which the function d
obtains its maximum value — at this point the principal curvatures of C
must exceed in magnitude the corresponding curvatures of graph(ũ). It is
clear that this must occur at a point at which ũ = u so we have the princi-
pal curvatures of C exceeding in magnitude the corresponding curvatures of
graph(u) at this point. Provided R is sufficiently large this is a contradiction
with Equation (2.8).

We consider now the case when Ω∗ is unbounded and demonstrate that
this is not possible. The proof is similar. We consider, for any R, the annulus
AR = {x : R ≤ |x| ≤ 2R}. We then consider a surface CR defined over AR

given as the graph of

G = |x|φ
(
x

|x|
)

+ ΨR(|x|),

where now

ΨR(|x|) =
4C0(|x| − 3/2R)2

R2
,

where C0 is the bound on u(0). Direct calculation then yields the estimate

|Ψ′R(|x|)|+ |Ψ′′R(|x|)| ≤ C

R

for some new constant. We hence have (2.7) holding once more. Hence we
may assume by taking R sufficiently large that

Sk(κ(graph(u))) = ψ > Sk(κ(C)

over the annulus AR. By convexity of graph(u) it follows that

u(x)− C̃(x) ≤ C0
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for all x where, once again, C0 is the u(0) estimate. We extend u as before to
ũ. We hence have C̃(x) ≥ ũ(x) for all x ∈ ∂AR and C̃(x0) < ũ(x0) for some
x0 ∈ AR so we may apply the previous arguments. �

3. The C2 estimate

In this section we establish the global C3,α estimate. We note that the global
C3,α estimate follows from a global C2 estimate and the Krylov–Evans the-
ory for the operator S

1
k

n,n−k by concavity and the Maclaurin inequalities.
We note that having already obtained a C1 estimate on h it follows that
f(x, h,∇h) ≤ C on Ω for some constant C dependant only on f , Ω and
the C1 estimate. We may therefore, due to the convexity of Ω, assume the
existence of a function h, dependant only on the C1 estimate for h, such
that

S
1
k

n,n−k(λ(∇2h+ hI)) ≥ f(x, h,∇h)
for every possible C3,α solution h due to the method of construction con-
tained in [4]. We can reduce the global C2 estimate to a boundary estimate
on ∂Ω following the computations in the paper [4]. The tangential esti-
mates follow trivially. The mixed tangential–normal derivative estimate at
the boundary follows immediately from the computations in [4] which mod-
ify the standard approach introduced in [2, 3]. We therefore omit the proof
of the mixed normal–tangential boundary estimate. The double-normal esti-
mate at the boundary follows the computations in [14], modified so as to
hold on Sn. These modifications are elementary and the proof of the double-
normal estimate is therefore omitted.

3.1. Reduction of the global estimate to the boundary estimate

Theorem 7. Suppose that (in addition to the lower order estimates estab-
lished above) we have the estimate

(3.1) |∇2h| ≤ C1

on ∂Ω for some constant C1, then there exists a constant C2 depending only
on C1, n, k, ‖h‖C1(Sn

−) and h up to its second derivatives such that

|∇2h| ≤ C2

holds on all of Ω.
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The proof is a modification of the computations in [4].

Proof. Consider the expression

W = max
x∈Sn

−
max

ζ∈TxSn
−,|ζ|=1

(h+∇ζζh) +
1
2
(h2 + |∇h|2) + bη,

where η is a C2 function and b is a positive constant to be determined.
It follows that the result will hold provided one can estimate W . If W
is achieved on ∂Sn− then an estimate already follows from Equation (3.1)
and the lower order estimates. We may therefore assume W achieves its
maximum at an interior point x0 ∈ Sn− and in the direction of some tangent
vector ζ ∈ Tx0S

n. We choose a smooth, orthonormal local frame e1, . . . , en
about x0 such that ζ = e1(x0) and {∇2h}(x0) is diagonal. Set λi = (∇iih+
h)(x0). Without loss of generality, we need only estimate λ1 = maxi λi from
above. We define the operator F by

F (∇2h+ hI) = S
1/k
n,n−k(λ(∇2h+ hI))

and set

F ij =
∂F

∂(∇ijh+ hδij)
,

F ij,kl =
∂2F

∂(∇ijh+ hδij)∂(∇klh+ hδkl)
.

At x0, direct calculation reveals

(3.2) (∇i11h+∇ih) + λi∇ih+ b∇iη = 0

for all i and

0 ≥
∑

i

F ii

⎧⎨
⎩λi∇iih+ (∇ih)2 +

∑
j

∇jh∇iijh+ b∇ijη

⎫⎬
⎭

+
∑

i

F ii {∇ii11h+∇iih} .

Since (∇2h+ hI) is diagonal at x0 it can be shown, by direct calculation,
that F ij is also diagonal at x0. We drop the positive term containing (∇ih)2
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and rearrange to obtain

0 ≥
∑

i

F ii(∇ii11h+∇iih) +
∑

i

F iiλ2
i(3.3)

− h
∑

i

F iiλi +
∑
i,j

F ii∇jh∇iijh+ b
∑

i

F ii∇iiη.

Differentiating (1.5) twice we obtain∑
i

F ii(∇jiih+∇jh) ≥ fpj
λj − C

for all j and∑
i

F ii(∇ii11h+∇iih) +
∑
i,j,k,l

F ij,kl(∇1ijh+∇1h)(∇1klh+∇1h)(3.4)

≥
∑

j

fpj
∇11jh+ fp1p1λ

2
1 + fzλ1 − C.

By concavity we may ignore the term
∑

i,j,k,l F
ij,kl(∇1ijh+∇1h)(∇1klh+∇1h).

Using (3.2) and the formula

∇ijkh−∇jikh =
∑

l

Rl
kij∇lh,

where R is the curvature tensor of the sphere, we have∑
i,j

F ii∇jh∇iijh =
∑
i,j

F ii∇jh(∇jiih+∇ih)(3.5)

+
∑
i,j,l

F ii∇jhR
l
iij∇lh− |∇h|2

∑
i

F ii

≥
∑

j

fpj
∇jhλj − C

(
1 +

∑
i

F ii

)

≥ −
∑

j

fpj
∇11jh− C

(
1 +

∑
i

F ii

)
− Cb.

Using (3.4), the formula

∇ijklh−∇klijh = Rm
ljk∇imh+∇iR

m
ljk∇mh+Rm

lik∇jmh+Rm
jik∇lmh

+Rm
jil∇kmh+∇kR

m
jil∇mh,
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where summation notation has been used, and the observation that∑
F iiλi = F ≤ C, we have∑

i

F ii(∇ii11h+∇iih) =
∑

i

F ii(∇ii11h+∇11h) +
∑

i

F ii(λi − λ1)(3.6)

≥
∑

i

F ii(∇11iih+∇11h) +
∑

i

F ii(λi − λ1)

+ 2
∑

i

F iiR1
ii1(λ1 − λi)− C

∑
i

F ii

≥ λ1

∑
i>1

F ii +
∑

j

fpj
∇11jh+ fp1p1λ

2
1

+ fzλ1 − C
(

1 +
∑

i

F ii

)
.

From (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6) we obtain

λ1

(∑
i>1

F ii + fz

)
+ fp1p1λ

2
1 + b

∑
i

F ii∇iiη ≤ C(1 + b) + C
∑

i

F ii.

(3.7)

We now observe that

(3.8)
∑

i

F ii∇ii(h− h) ≥ ε
∑

i

F ii − C

for some uniform constant ε > 0. This follows directly from the concavity
of F . Writing w = h− ε, where ε is chosen sufficiently small to ensure that
w is still admissible in the sense that (∇2w + wI) > 0 on Ω, concavity of
F implies

F (∇2w + wI) ≤ F (∇2h+ hI) + F ij ((wij − hij) + δij(w − h)) .
Rearranging we derive (3.8). Setting η = h− h, Equation (3.8) implies∑

i

F ii∇iiη ≥ ε
∑

i

F ii − C

for some uniform constant ε > 0. We may hence select b sufficiently large to
derive, from (3.7),

(3.9) λ1

(∑
i>1

F ii + fz

)
+ fp1p1λ

2
1 ≤ C.
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We observe that the matrix fxixj
(where xi are now the coordinates of the

Euclidean space R
n+1 in which the sphere Sn is embedded) at the point x0

is of the form (
fxixj

)
=

(
A α
β γ

)

for some constants α, β and γ where A is an n× n matrix whose eigenvalues
are bounded below by some positive constant δ1 > 0 which depends only
on the strict convexity of ψ−1/k in x. Furthermore, all the eigenvalues of
the matrix fxixj

are non-negative by the convexity of ψ−1/k in (x, u). Since
the vector p1 lies in the tangent space to Sn at x0, and since Ω ⊂⊂ Sn− it
follows that the magnitude of the projection of p1 onto the plane formed
by the first n coordinates x1, . . . , xn is bounded below by some constant
δ2 > 0 depending only on dist(Ω, ∂Sn−). Therefore, we deduce that fp1p1 =
pT
1 (fxixj

)p1 > δ for some δ > 0 depending only on δ1 and δ2. Together with
(3.9) this demonstrates the bound

λ1 ≤ C

and the proof is complete. �

4. Existence

Once the global C2 estimate has been established Equation (1.5) becomes
uniformly concave (see [18]) and so the Krylov–Evans regularity theory
applies and we immediately obtain a global C3,α estimate for h and hence
one can apply the continuity method and existence is established. The proof
of Theorems 2 and 3 is therefore complete. We now provide the proof of
Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. Fix any supposed solution u. Let us define the perturbed
cone C̃ε,δ for ε > 0, δ > 0 derived from our original cone C̃ by setting

C̃ε,δ(x) = (1− δ)C̃(x) + ε.

We then define

δ(ε) = sup{δ ≥ 0 : C̃ε,δ ∩ graph(u) �= ∅}.

It is clear that δ(ε) > 0 for all ε and δ(ε) <∞ for all ε sufficiently small.
We also have δ(ε) → 0 as ε→ 0. To see that this is the case observe that
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we have

(4.1) C̃ε,δ ∩ C̃ = C̃ ∩
{
xn+1 =

ε

δ

}
which can be obtained by noting that at the points at which C̃ε,δ and C̃
intersect we have

(1− δ)C̃ + ε = C̃(x)

upon which (4.1) follows by a simple rearrangement. We then note that if

(4.2)
ε

δ
<

inf u
2

,

then the set of points at which C̃ε,δ and C̃ intersect lie strictly below inf u
and hence strictly below the surface graph(u). It hence follows that C̃ε,δ ∩
graph(u) = ∅. Rearranging (4.2) and noting the definition of δ(ε) we hence
obtain the bound

δ(ε) ≤ 2ε
inf u

so that (as we must have inf u > 0) it indeed holds that δ(ε) → 0 as ε→
0 although the rate of this convergence may depend upon the particular
solution u. We observe that the curvature of the cone C̃ε,δ satisfies

Sk(κ(C̃ε,δ(x))) = |x|−kSk

(
κ

(
C̃ε,δ

(
x

|x|
)))

which is independent of ε. For any fixed η ∈ Sn−1 it follows from direct
calculation that

lim
δ→0

Sk(κ(C̃ε,δ(η))) = Sk(κ(C̃(η)))

so that, as the set Sn−1 is closed, we have

(4.3) lim
ε→0

sup
η∈Sn−1

|Sk(κ(C̃ε,δ(ε)(η)))− Sk(κ(C̃(η)))| = 0.

Now consider for any fixed ε < inf u
2 the set of points

Xε := C̃ε,δ(ε) ∩ graph(u)

which is not empty by the definition of δ(ε). Defining the distance function

dε(x) = graph(u)(x)− C̃ε,δ(ε)(x)
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it follows that there exists at least one point x0 = x0(ε) ∈ Xε such that
dε(x0) = 0. Furthermore it is clear, by construction, that dε(x) ≥ 0 for all x.
We apply the maximum principle at the point x0 to determine

C0|x0|−k ≥ ψ(x0, u(x0), ν(x0)) = Sk(κ(graph(u)(x0)))

≥ Sk(κ(C̃ε,δ(ε)(x0))) = |x0|−kSk

(
κ

(
C̃ε,δ(ε)

(
x0

|x0|
)))

.

By taking ε sufficiently small and using Equation (4.3) we may write

C0|x0|−k ≥ 3
4

inf
η∈Sn−1

Sk(κ(C̃(η)))|x0|−k

so that selecting C0 = 1
2 infη∈Sn−1 Sk(κ(C̃(η))) we derive a contradiction and

determine that no solution, either bounded or unbounded, can exist. �
We now prove Theorem 5:

Proof of Theorem 5. The main idea is to make use of the formulae established
in [9] which, while highly technical in the general case, simplify considerably
in the rotationally symmetric case. In particular from [9] for a rotationally
symmetric solution u, which we shall write as u(r), to Problem 1, we have

k

∫
BR

ψ =

(
|u′(R)|√

1 + |u′(R)|2

)k ∫
∂BR

Sk−1(κ(∂BR))(4.4)

=

(
|u′(R)|√

1 + |u′(R)|2

)k

nω(n)
(
n− 1
k − 1

)
Rn−k

for all R > 0 for which u is defined. Here ω(n) is the volume of the n-
dimensional unit ball. The boundary condition then gives us that the domain
of definition of our radially symmetric solution u is Ω∗ = BR∗ where R∗ is
the smallest R > 0 for which

k

∫ R∗

0
rn−1ψ(r)dr =

(
K√

1 +K2

)k (
n− 1
k − 1

)
(R∗)n−k

holds. We hence define the function d as in Equation (1.8) and determine
that d(R∗) = 0 and d(R) < 0 for 0 < R < R∗ is a necessary condition for the
existence of a bounded solution of radius R∗. We demonstrate that it is also
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sufficient. Consider solving the Dirichlet problem

(4.5) Sk(κ(graph(u))) = ψ

on the ball BR∗ subject to the boundary condition u ≡ 0 on ∂BR∗ . The
estimates from Sections 2 and 3 no longer apply as we no longer assume
ψ−1/k is convex. However, the required estimates may be determined directly
by considering the ODE corresponding to (4.5). Existence then follows from
the standard arguments while formula (4.4) implies that u′(R∗) = K so that
u is a solution to our original problem after a suitable translation in the xn+1

direction. For the complete non-compact case we observe that it is possible
to rewrite the function g(s) as

g(s) =

((
K√

1 +K2

)k

+
d(s)(

n−1
k−1

)
sn−k

)1/k

⎛
⎝1−

((
K√

1 +K2

)k

+
d(s)(

n−1
k−1

)
tn−k

)2/k
⎞
⎠

1/2

so that Equation (1.9) implies that d(R)Rk−n → 0 as R→∞. By the defi-
nition of the function d this implies the limit

lim
R→∞

k
∫ R
0 rn−1ψ(r) dr(

K√
1 +K2

)k (
n−1
k−1

)
Rn−k

= 1.

Hence for any δ > 0 there exists an R∗(δ) <∞ such that

k

∫ R∗(δ)

0
rn−1(1 + δ)ψ(r) dr =

(
K√

1 +K2

)k (
n− 1
k − 1

)
(R∗(δ))n−k.

We may therefore determine, by the previous reasoning, that for any δ > 0
there exists a solution uδ to Problem 1 with right-hand side given by (1 + δ)ψ
defined over the ball BR∗(δ) where R∗(δ) →∞ as δ → 0. We translate each
solution so that uδ(0) = 0 for all δ. A uniform C1 estimate on uδ on compact
subsets then follows using the formulae in [9] while a uniform estimate of
the form ‖uδ‖C2,α(BR) ≤ C(R) follows from the interior curvature estimate
in [11]. By taking the limit of the sequence uδ on compact subsets we hence
deduce the existence of a function u whose graph is a k-convex complete non-
compact hypersurface of curvature ψ and it remains only to demonstrate
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that graph(u) is asymptotically tangential to the cone C̃. It is clear that u
must be radially symmetric and so we shall simply write u = u(r). Let us
consider the function

ρ(t) = u(t)−Kt

which is non-increasing and measures the signed distance between the line
of slope K passing through the origin and the surface graph(u). As ρ(0) = 0
we may write

ρ(t) =
∫ t

0
(u′(s)−K) ds.

Using Equation (4.4) we may rewrite this integral as the one given in Equa-
tion (1.9). It hence follows that if Equation (1.9) holds then

sup |u(t)−Kt| ≤ C

for some constant C. Therefore

u(t) > Kt− 2C

for all t ≥ 0. We then define C∗ <∞ by

C∗ = inf{C ≥ 0 : u(t) ≥ Kt− C ∀t ≥ 0}.

It is clear that u(t) ≥ Kt− C∗ for all t. We also claim that g(t) = u(t)−
(Kt− C∗) → 0 as t→∞. Together with the observation that u′(t) → K as
t→∞ this is sufficient to demonstrate that u+ C∗ is the desired complete,
non-compact solution to Problem 1. Indeed g(0) = C∗ and g is a strictly
decreasing positive function hence there exists δ ≥ 0 such that g(t) → δ as
t→∞ and it remains only to show that δ = 0. The function g is strictly
decreasing because u′(t) < K for all t which follows from the assumption
that d(t) < 0 for all t. If δ > 0 then we have u(t) ≥ Kt− (C∗ − δ/2) which
contradicts with the definition of C∗. We now prove, continuing under the
assumption that d < 0 everywhere, that if Equation (1.9) does not hold then
there cannot exist a rotationally symmetric complete solution to Problem 1.
Suppose there existed a rotationally symmetric solution u to Problem 1 then
the signed distance between the solution u and the cone C̃ at radius R would
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be given by

u(0) +
∫ ∞

0

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

(
k
∫ s
0 r

n−1ψ(r) dr
(
n−1
k−1

)−1
sk−n

)1/k

(
1−

(
k
∫ s
0 r

n−1ψ(r) dr
(
n−1
k−1

)−1
sk−n

)2/k
)1/2

−K

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠ dt.

This integral diverges to −∞ so it is clear that the solution cannot lie
entirely within any cone of slope K and therefore the boundary condition
cannot be satisfied. The observation that u is convex if and only if the
function g(s) in Theorem 5 is non-decreasing follows immediately from the
identification of this term with u′(s).

�

References

[1] A.D. Alexandrov, Zur theorie der gemischten volumina von konvexen
korpern, iii. die erweiterung zweeier lehrsatze minkowskis uber die
konvexen polyeder auf beliebige konvexe flachen, Mat. Sbornik N.S. 3
(1938), 27–46.

[2] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg and J. Spruck, The Dirichlet problem for
nonlinear second-order elliptic equations. I. Monge–Ampere equation,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math 37(3) (1984), 369–402.

[3] B. Guan, The Dirichlet problem for a class of fully nonlinear ellip-
tic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 19(3–4) (1994),
399–416.

[4] B. Guan, The Dirichlet problem for Hessian equations on Riemannian
manifolds, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 8(1), (1999), 45–69.

[5] P. Guan, C. Lin and X.-N. Ma, The Christoffel–Minkowski problem.
II. Weingarten curvature equations, Chinese Ann. Math. Ser. B 27(6)
(2006), 595–614.

[6] P. Guan, X-N. Ma and F. Zhou, The Christoffel–Minkowski problem.
III: Existence and convexity of admissible solutions, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math 59(9) (2006), 1352–1376.

[7] J.N. Holland, An extremal case of the equation of prescribed Weingarten
curvature, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 48 (2012), 277–291.



Surfaces of prescribed Weingarten curvature tangential to a cone 777

[8] P.L. Lions, N.S. Trudinger and J.I.E. Urbas, The Neumann problem
for equations of Monge–Ampere type, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 39(4)
(1986), 539–563.

[9] R. Reilly, On the Hessian of a function and the curvatures of its graph,
Michigan Math. J. 20 (1973), 373–383.

[10] W. Sheng, N.S. Trudinger and X-J. Wang, Convex hypersurfaces of
prescribed Weingarten curvatures, Comm. Anal. Geom. 12(1–2) (2004),
213–232.

[11] W. Sheng, J.I.E. Urbas and X.-J. Wang, Interior curvature bounds for
a class of curvature equations, Duke Math. J. 123(2) (2004), 235–264.

[12] N. Stavrou, Selfsimilar solutions to the mean curvature flow, J. Reine
Angew. Math. 499 (1998), 189–198.

[13] N.S. Trudinger, A priori bounds and necessary conditions for solvabil-
ity of prescribed curvature equations, Manuscripta Math. 67(1) (1990),
99–112.

[14] N.S. Trudinger, On the Dirichlet problem for Hessian equations, Acta
Math. 175(2) (1995), 151–164.

[15] J.I.E. Urbas, textitThe equation of prescribed Gauss curvature without
boundary onditions, J. Differential Geom. 20(2) (1984), 311–327.

[16] J.I.E. Urbas, Complete noncompact self-similar solutions of Gauss cur-
vature flows. I. Positive powers, Math. Ann. 311(2) (1998), 251–274.

[17] J.I.E. Urbas, Complete noncompact self-similar solutions of Gauss cur-
vature flows. II. Negative powers, Adv. Differential Equations 4(3)
(1999), 323–346.

[18] X.-J. Wang, The k-Hessian equation, in ‘Geometric analysis and PDEs’,
eds. S.-Y.A. Chang, A. Ambrosetti and A. Malchiodi, Lect. Notes
Maths., Springer, Dordrecht, 2009, 177–252.

4 Lorikeet Close

Fig Tree Pocket

Brisbane 4069

Queensland

Australia

E-mail address: james.holland@uqconnect.edu.au

Received June 5, 2012





<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType true
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


