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RICCI-FLAT ALE MANIFOLDS

KLAUS KRONCKE AND OLIVER L. PETERSEN

ABSTRACT. We prove stability of integrable ALE manifolds with a parallel spinor under Ricci
flow, given an initial metric which is close in LP N L*°, for any p € (1,n), where n is the
dimension of the manifold. In particular, our result applies to all known examples of 4-
dimensional gravitational instantons. Our decay rates are strong enough to prove positive

scalar curvature rigidity in LP, for each p € [1, ﬁ), generalizing a result by Appleton.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A one-parameter family {g:},.; of Riemannian metrics on a manifold M™, n > 2 is called a
Ricci flow if

Gtgt = —QRngt .

The Ricci flow was introduced in the eighties by Hamilton [Ham82] and it has become an impor-
tant tool in Riemannian geometry ever since. Its success culminated in Perelman’s proof of the
Poincaré and Geometrization Conjectures about the classification of closed three-dimensional
manifolds [Per02]. A natural question in geometric analysis is the stability of stationary points
of the Ricci flow on the space of metrics (modulo homotheties), which we call Ricci solitons.
This problem is relevant for the formation of singularities under the Ricci flow. Any singularity
admits a blowup limit which is a Ricci soliton, and its instability would exclude it as a possible
singularity model for generic initial data [TKS19].

On compact manifolds, the stability problem is by now well understood in terms of Perelman’s
entropies due to work by Haslhofer-Miiller and the first author [HM14, Kr615, Kr620]. In this
paper, we are interested in the stability problem on non-compact manifolds. As singularity
models for the 4-dimensional Ricci flow on compact manifolds, only non-compact Ricci-flat ALE
spaces can appear if the scalar curvature is bounded along the flow, see [Bam18]. In fact, such
singularities have recently been shown to exist by Appleton [App19] (however, with unbounded
scalar curvature). We expect that stability questions of ALE spaces are deeply connected to the
formation of singularites under 4-dimensional Ricci flow.

The main result of this paper states that integrable ALE spaces with a parallel spinor (hence
Ricci-flat) are dynamically stable to perturbations in a small LP N L°-neighbourhood, for any
p < n. In terms of fall-off conditions on the perturbations, our result require a fall-off of order
@) (ril"). See Theorem 1.8 for the precise statement. Our main result applies in particular to all
known 4-dimensional Ricci-flat ALE spaces (which all belong to the Kronheimer classification of
gravitational instantons). An interesting application of our result is the scalar curvature rigidity
result of integrable ALE spaces with a parallel spinor with respect to perturbations in L? N L*°
for p < 25, see Theorem 1.12. We construct counterexamples to scalar curvature rigidity for
p > 725, showing that our scalar curvature rigidity result is at least almost sharp, see Theorem
1.13.

Our result is a significant improvement over the L2-stability result of Ricci-flat ALE spaces,
by Deruelle and the first the first author [DK20], where the initial data was assumed to be
L? N L>-close and no convergence rate was established. As a consequence, only convergence of
the Ricci-de Turck flow was shown in [DK20], not convergence of the Ricci flow. In this paper,
we establish sharp convergence rates for the Ricci-de Turck, allowing us to conclude convergence
of the actual Ricci flow. Analogous to these results, the stability of R™ was proven by Schulze,
Schniirer and Simon [SSS08]. Their proof relies heavily on the explicit geometry of R™ and
cannot be generalized to the ALE setting.

There are several further results in the literature on stability of Ricci flow on certain non-
compact manifolds, including the stability of hyperbolic space [SSS11], hyperbolic spaces with
cusps [Baml4]|, symmetric spaces of non-compact type [Baml5], complex hyperbolic space
[Wul3], cosh-cylinders by the first author [Kr618] and further non-trivial non-compact expand-
ing Ricci solitons [Der15,DL17, WW16]. All these do not appear as blowup limits of Ricci flows,
hence these results are not relevant for Ricci flow singularities. Moreover, the main technical
difference is that the continuous spectrum of the linearized operator in the ALE case is the non-
negative real azis, whereas the continuous spectrum in the above mentioned results (apart from
R™) is bounded way from zero.
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1.1. Geometric setup. Before we explain the main results of this paper, let us introduce the
geometric setting we are working in.

Definition 1.1 (ALE manifold). A complete Riemannian manifold (M™, g) is called asymptot-
ically locally Fuclidean with one end of order 7 > 0 if there is a compact set K C M and a
diffeomorphism ¢ : My, := M\K — (R"\B;)/T', where I is a finite subgroup of SO(n) acting
freely on R"”, such that

’(VGUCl)k(¢*g - geucl)’eucl = O(T_T_k)
holds on (R™\Bj;)/I'. The diffeomorphism ¢ will also be called “coordinate system at infinity”.

We are particularly interested in Ricci-flat ALE manifolds, of which many examples do exist:

Example 1.2 (Ricci-flat ALE manifolds). The simplest example of a Ricci-flat ALE manifold
(different from R™) is the Eguchi-Hanson manifold. Let aq, s, ag be the standard left-invariant
one-forms on S3. For each ¢ > 0, define the Eguchi-Hanson metric
2 )
Gehe = ril (dr Qdr + 1’1 ® al) + (r4 + 64)E (2 ® a9 + a3 ® a3) ,
(7’4 + 64) 2

for r > 0. After we quotient by Zo, we can smoothly glue in an S? at r = 0 to get the
(complete) Eguchi-Hanson manifold (7°S?, gep ), which is ALE with T' = Zy and hyperkéhler,
hence Ricci-flat. This is an example in Kronheimer’s classification of hyperkahler ALE manifolds
[Kro89]: Each 4-dimensional hyperkéhler ALE manifold is diffeomorphic to a minimal resolution
of (R*\ {0})/T, where I' C SU(2) be a discrete subgroup acting freely on S°.

These examples satisfy an important assumption, which can be defined under the following
condition:

Definition 1.3 (Spin ALE manifold). We say that an ALE manifold is spin if it carries a spin
structure which is compatible with the Euclidean spin structure on M.

The main assumption is now that (M, h) is an ALE spin manifold with a parallel spinor. This
assumption has various consequences, c.f. also the discussion in [KP20, Section 6]:
e (M, h) is Ricci-flat.
e If (M, h) has irreducible holonomy unless it is flat. Consequently,
Hol(M, h) € {SU(n/2),Sp(n/4), Spin(7)} . (1)
e M is even-dimensional (we therefore excluded the case of holonomy G2).

e (M, h) has at most finite fundamental group.

Remark 1.4. All known Ricci-flat ALE manifolds satisfy (1) and thus carry a parallel spinor.
Moreover, all these groups actually appear as holonomy groups of Ricci-flat ALE manifolds,
see [Kro89, Joy99, Joy00, Joy01]. It is an open question whether there are other examples, c.f.
[BKNS&9, p. 315].

Up to a gauge term, the linearization of the Ricci curvature is given by an elliptic operator,
called the Lichnerowicz Laplacian:

Definition 1.5. The Lichnerowicz Laplacian on a Ricci-flat manifold (M, h) is defined as
Ap = V*V — 2Rm : C®(M, S*M) — C>=(M, S*M),

where
Rm(kz)ij = Rimnjkmn,
for any k € C*°(M, S?M). The manifold (M, h) is called linearly stable if Ay > 0.
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It is well known that a Ricci-flat manifold with a parallel spinor is linearly stable [DWWO05,
Wan91]. The reason is that there is a parallel bundle endomorphism

d:C™®(S*M) - C®(ST*M),
such that
®oAp =DF.y 00, (2)

where Drp« ;s is the twisted Dirac operator on vector spinors.
Another nessecary notion we need is the one of integrability which we define in the following.
For 1 < p < ¢ < 0o, we use the notation LIP4 := PN L7 = Nre[p,q L Furthermore, for a fixed

metric i, we define MP9 as the set of metrics ¢ such that g — h € LPal(S20r).

Definition 1.6. A spin ALE manifold (M, ﬁ) with a parallel spinor is called LP>°l-integrable
if there exists an LIP**l-neighbourhood & € M[P*] such that the set

Fu = {h €U | Ricy =0, 2divah — d(trph) = o}

is a finite-dimensional submanifold of M [>! only containing metrics with a parallel spinor and
satisfying

T Fu = ket (A, ) = {k € ker(Ap ) | k € LIP) (SQM)} .
We call it integrable, if it is L[P>l-integrable for all p € (1, 00).

Remark 1.7. The additional condition 2div,h — d(trhﬁ) = 0 serves as a gauge condition. In
suitable weighted Sobolev spaces, it defines a slice of the action of the diffeomorphism group on
the space of metrics, see [DK20, Proposition 2.11].

The integrability condition has been shown to hold for Kahler and hence also for hyperkahler
manifolds, see [DK20]. Therefore, the integrability is in fact known to be automnatic, given a
parallel spinor, unless the holonomy is Spin(7). However, also in the Spin(7) case integrability
is widely expected to be true.

1.2. Main results. We formulate the main theorem of this paper. The appearing norms and
covariant derivatives are taken with respect to h.

Theorem 1.8. Let (M™, iz) be an ALE manifold, which carries a parallel spinor and is integrable.
Then for each q € (1,n) and each L%*l-neighbourhood U C M of h in the space of metrics,
there exists another L%l -neighbourhood V C U ofiz with the following property:
For each metric go € V on M, the Ricci flow {g:},~, starting at go exists for all time and there
is a family of diffeomorphisms {¢:},~, such that (bt;gt €U for allt >0 and ¢; g:+ converges to a
Ricci-flat metric hoo as t — oo.
Moreover, if go — heLp for some p € (1,q|, there exists a smooth family of Ricci-flat metrics
ht, such that follwing convergence rates do hold:

(i) For each k € Ng and 7 > 0, there exists a constant C = C(7) such that for all t > 1, we

have

e — hocllon < € #7557, 3)

(ii) For r € [p,00] and k € Ng such that % (% - l) + & < there exists a constant

C =C(p,q,k) such that for all t > 1, we have
IV (6790 — b)), < €t EG1)=5, n

n
2p’
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(iii) For r € [p,o00] and k € Ny such that % (l - %) +&> 35+ there exists for each 7> 0 a

P
constant C' = C(p,q,k, ) such that for all t > 1, we have
IV*(@rge = ho)||, < C- 7377 (5)

The technical difficulty of this geometric situation can be read off already from spectral prop-
erties of the Lichnerowicz Laplacian. All the other results on non-compact manifolds (except R™)
mentioned in the final paragraph of the introduction use property strict linear stability, which
means

P>c¢>0 (6)

for some constant ¢ € R and the associated linear operator P. This property gives nice decay
estimates for the heat kernel and causes exponential convergence of the flow. In contrast, the
continuous spectrum of Ay, on Ricci-flat ALE manifolds is always [0,00). Thus (6) can never
hold in this setting, not even on kery2(Ayr)*. Instead, one can prove the weaker inequality

AL|kerL2(AL)L > V*V > 0,

which was the central ingredient for proving the aforementioned L?-stability result in [DK20].
In this paper, we use novel estimates for the heat kernel of Ay and its derivatives, which the
authors developed in a recent paper [KP20]. Here, we follow an approach by Koch and Lamm
[KL12] and establish the Ricci-de Turck flow as the fixed point of a contraction map. In the
present geometric situation, we had to overcome some technical obstacles, which we explain in
Subsection 1.3 below.

Remark 1.9. The diffeomorphisms ¢; are coming from the de Turck vector field: The family
#; gt is a Ricci-de Turck flow. For ¢t € [0, 1], we take h as the reference metric. For ¢ > 1, o
is a Ricci-de Turck flow with mowving reference metric h¢. This choice of gauge turned out to be
more convenient in our setting.

The assumption of having a parallel spinor is pitoval for the following two reasons:

e We showed in [KP20] that under this assumption, kerz2(A; ;) C Oco(r™"), which im-
proves the result in [DK20], where we only showed kerz2(A; ;) C Ouo(r'™™). This
allows us to have a better control on the reference metrics h;g, as we will then have
hi —h € On(r™™) as well,

e In [KP20], we computed (with the help of (2)) optimal estimates on the heat kernel
of the Lichnerwicz Laplacian and its derivatives. These estimates are strong enough to
establish the Ricci flow as the fixed point of an iteration map.

Remark 1.10. The decay rates for ¢jg: — h; in (4) and (5) coincide with the decay rates of the
norm of the map

e Sui s LP(S*M) Nkerp2 (A, ;)" — L7(S*M).

The convergence rate of h; in (3) comes from integrating the inequality
p(l_1

|0rhllcn < C 16790 = hellfyar < CEGH), (™)
where we can pick r € (p, 0] as large as we want. Here, the first estimate follows from the
construction of h; and the second one follows from (5). We could also replace the C*-norm by
any W¥*-norm with s € (1,00]. Note that the right hand side of (7) is not integrable, for any
r € (p,o0], if p € [n,00]. This rate therefore explains why we cannot take p € [n, 0o0]. This is in
sharp contrast to the Euclidean case, where one can take h; = hg». There, one also expects the
rate in (4) to hold for all p € [1, ], see [App18] for partial results.
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If we restrict to p < %T", we can get rid of the diffeomorphisms:

Theorem 1.11. Let (M",iz) be an ALE manifold, which carries a parallel spinor and is in-
tegrable. Then for each q € (1,n), there exists an L@l _neighbourhood V with the following
property: For each metric gg € V satisfying go — heLr for some p € (1, ??T"), the Ricci flow
g+ starting at go exists for all time and converges to a Ricci-flat limit metric ho as t — oo.
Moreover, there exists a smooth family of Ricci-flat metrics hy such that for each 7 > 0, we have
a constant C' = C(7) such that for all t > 1,

t%_;_b—‘m—v pre (172?”)7

2—3n . 2n 3
3 2p+Ta pre [?7%)5

e = hoclln < c-{ lge — hellgw < C -5,

with the norms taken with respect to the limit metric hoo.
Our third main result is an application of the previous ones and reads as follows:

Theorem 1.12. Let (M™, ﬁ) be an ALFE Ricci-flat spin manifold which is integrable and carries
a parallel spinor. Then for each q € (1,n), there exists a LT -neighbourhood U of h in the space
of metrics such that each smooth metric g € U on M satisfying

scalg > 0, and Hg—fz’

< 0
Lp

for some p € [1, ﬁ) is Ricci-flat.

This theorem generalizes a corresponding result for Euclidean space [App18] which also holds
for ¢ = oo. It is related to the rigidity part of the positive mass theorem, for which there exists
also a version on ALE spin manifolds [Dah97]. The ADM mass of an ALE manifold (M™, g) is

= 1li igij — 0:945) AVgn-
e A
where the components of g are taken with respect to an asymptotic coordinate system. Now if
g — h € L?  we heuristically expect

gfizeo(r_%), 8(gfﬁ)€o(r_%_1).

Due to [BKN8Y], we know that i — hgn € Ou (r="*1) in suitable coordinates. We get

n_ . n _ . n

agEO(TWD 1),1fp>—, agEO(r ”),1fp€ 1, —— ).
n—1 n—1

Thus for p < ~"5 we expect m(g) = 0 and g has to be Ricci-flat by the rigidity statement of the

positive mass theorem.

For p = -5, it is unclear what happens. In [Appl8], a partial result was shown for Euclidean
space, which we are not able to reproduce here. For the remaining cases for p, the converse holds
under even milder assumptions on the background metric.

Theorem 1.13. Let (M, iz) be a Ricci-flat manifold. Then for every p > 5 there exists a
sequence (g;)ien with scalg, > 0 such that g; — h in L) g5 i — oco. Moreoever, the g; can be
chosen to be conformal to h.

This assertion is a simple consequence of the implicit function theorem. Nevertheless, we could
not find it in this form in the literature. Therefore we state it here to complement Theorem 1.12.
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1.3. Outline of the proof of stability. For proving stability of a given Ricci-flat metric h, it
is more convenient to use the Ricci-de Turck flow

Ohge = —2Ricy, + Ly (g, g, V(. h)* = g7 (T(g9)k —T(R)). (8)

instead of the Ricci flow as it has the advantage of being strictly parabolic. More precisely, it
can be written in terms of the difference k = g — h as

Ok +Appk=g '« Ryxkxk+g ' xg '« VkxVk+V((g' —h™1) * VE). 9)

In integral form, the latter equation reads

t
ky = e tArrk, +/ DAL=y Ry w kg kg + g3 L% otk Vs % Vig]ds
0
¢ (10)
+ [t B (gt = a )« VRS
0

It is now tempting to find a solution of this integral equation by picking an initial kg, setting

kD = emtArrg,
and defining inductively

. t
kgz-‘rl) _ eitAL’hko +/ e*(t*S)AL,h[( (z ) * Ry, * k(z % k(z) +g ( z)) % Vk(z * VEk z)]
0

t
+ [ e BT ((gl) T~ ) TR s
0

for ¢ € N. One would now hope that as ¢ — oo, kil) converges in a suitable Banach space to a
solution of (10) and hence of (9). In fact, this strategy was successfully carried out in [KL12],
to prove L*°-stability of R™ under Ricci flow.

Carrying out these steps in the general ALE case is far more complicated. Here, we will
explain the main technical issues and outline the ideas how to overcome these problems.

1.3.1. Controlling the linear part.

Problem 1.14. The operator Ar j; will in general have a nontrivial (L?)-kernel and hence,
e tAL.n admits stationary points. However, we need some decay for k in order to bound the
convolution integral.

In [KP20], we were able to derive optimal polynomial decay rates of the heat kernel on the
orthogonal complement of the kernel, which means we have to assume k L kery2(Ar ). These
estimates can be used if we find a projection map ® which maps from a neighbourhood U of a
given Ricci-flat metric h onto a set of Ricci-flat metrics F , and comes with the property that
g—®(g9) L2 kerz2(Ap a(g)) for g € U. The Ricci-de Turck flow is then slightly modified to

Orgy = —2Ricy, + £V(gt7<b(gt))gt' (11)
The evolution equation on k; = g: — ®(g¢) now looks slightly different than (9):

Ok +Appk=(1—Dy®)(g ' *Ryxkxk+g 'xg '« VkxVk+V((g~' —h™ 1) * Vk)),
(12)

where h = h; = ®(¢;) and the additional D,®-term describes the evolution of h. In view of
(10), the next problem arises:

Problem 1.15. Compute the heat kernel of Ay, j for a time-dependent family h; of Ricci-flat
metrics.
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We will solve this problem by assuming that h; converges to a limit ho. We are then
rewriting (12) as an equation on k; (the part of k; orthogonal to kerp2(Ar ..)), with left
hand side given by d;k + Ar .k and an appropriate modified right hand side containing
(Apn, — AL ) (k). Controlling k; is already good enough to control k;: The orthogonal
projection I1;- : kerz2(Ap p,)t — kerpz(Ap . )+ is an isomorphism for h; close enough to hoo.

1.3.2. Finding the right Banach space. The heat kernel of Ay ;, admits mapping properties of
the form

< Ct—a(nq,i),

L?,La

% —tApn
HV oe |kerL2
L

for some a(p, q,i) > 0. This suggests a suitable linear combination of terms

sup (1204 [ 7],

>0

to define a norm controlling k;. Since at most second derivatives apper in the evolution equation,
it is not nessecary to use terms with ¢ > 3. We also need a norm controlling h;. The evolution
equation

Oh=Dy®(g ' %Ry xkxk+g 1% g '« VkxVk+V((g~! — h™!) % VE)) (13)
suggests a combination of
sup Hht - ﬁH , sup (tﬁ(p’q) . ||6tht||Lq) .
t>0 Lr t>0

The first norm controls the distance to a Ricci-flat reference metric h. The second part determines
a possible convergence to a limit metric hoo. Here, 8(p,q) > 0 is suggested from the expected
polynomial decay rate of right hand side of (13), coming from the decay of k; and its derivatives.

1.3.3. Controlling the inhomogeneous part in the iteration process. In the iteration process, we

will have tripels (hgi), h((,io) , k,ﬁ“) consisting of an evolving family of Ricci-flat shadow metrics hgi)

with a limit th.) and an evolving family of symmetric 2-tensors k,gi) orthogonal to the respective

kernels of hgi), which form a family of evolving metrics ggi) = kgi) + hgi) that should eventually

converge to a Ricci flow. In the iteration process, we will have to control terms of the form
t
/ ¢ TIRLD HD | p D) ds.
0
The polynomial decay rates appering so far suggest to control integrals of the form

t
/ st — s)Pds. (14)

0
If min {«, } > 1, this integral is not finite. However, we can at least control the interior part of

the integral by an elementary lemma.

Lemma 1.16. Let o, 8 > 0, and define v = min{«, 8}, ¢ := max {«a, 3}. Then there exists a
constant C' = C(a, ) such that for all t > 2, we have

- = if 5> 1,
/ 57t —s)Pds < C-{t 7 log(t) ifd=1, (15)
! tl—a—8 if§<1,

and the rates on the right hand side are optimal. In particular, we have

t—1
/ sT(t—s)Pds < C-t7°
1
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for every 6 < min{«a, 8, + 8 — 1} and also for § = min {a, 8, + 8 — 1}, if max{a, S} # 1.

Proof. Tf we substitute s = r + t/2, the left hand side of the inequality can be written and
estimated from above and below as

t/2—1
(t—1)" /1:/2(r +t/2)"%r + (t — 1)—“/0 (t/2 —r)Pdr

t/2—1

0
r @ — ) Bdr r @ — ) Bdr
S/l—t/2( +t/2)7*(t/2 —r)Pd +/O (r+t/2)"%(t/2—7r)""d

t/2—1
< (t/2)7" /1Ot/2(r +t/2)"%r + (t/2)* /0 (t/2 — ) Pdr.

The rest of the proof follows from elementary calculus and a case by case analysis. O

1.3.4. Treating boundary terms of the time integral. In our proof, we will let an initial metric gg
(which is LP N L>®-close to h) evolve under the Ricci-de Turck flow (with gauge metric /) evolve
up to time ¢ = 1. The metric g; and the tensors hy = ®(g1), k1 := g1 — h1 are smooth and we
can bound all derivatives in terms of the initial data. By starting the iteration argument from
time 1 instead of 0, we get sequences of metrics and tensors k,gi), hgi), whose norms do not blow
up as t \, 1. In this way, we can just get rid of the integral in (14) from 0 to 1.

For the integral from ¢ — 1 to ¢, there is one term that causes troubles:

Problem 1.17. We need to control the term
t
[ et ) Tk (16)
t—1

In the iteration process, we need to control up to second derivatives of kg”l) by using only

up to second derivatives of k:gi). Short-time estimates for parabolic equations show that
[v2et=smme]| <t 9t O]y, € L1 - 1.1)
[v2emtmdere|| <= s)7 O]l ¢ L (- 1,8).

Therefore, we can only estimate

<C sup HV((gS_1 —h;Y) x Vky)

HWLP ’
Lp s€[t—1,t]

t
Hw / e TR (g7t = ht) * VE)]ds
t—1

but the right hand side contains third derivatives of k£ and thus, the iteration argument can not
be closed. Instead, we put this part of the integral to the left hand side of the equation as follows:
For an initial tensor k1, and a fixed time ¢ > 1, we solve the equation

Ok + A ok =0, for s € [1,max {t — 1,1}]
and afterwards the equation
Otk + Ap o) pink =0, for s € [max {t —1,1},¢].

Here, A ;@) p) is a slightly modified Lichnerowicz Laplacian which captures exactly the critical
terms just discussed. It turns out that the associated evolution operator admits the same mapping
properties as the Lichnerwicz Laplacian. For large ¢, the short-time estimates for s € [t — 1,¢] do
not destroy the decay rates generated by the Lichnerowicz Laplacian for s € [1,¢ — 1].
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1.4. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we describe the space of gauged Ricci-flat metrics
F in detail, study the asymptotics of its elements and derive sharp estimates for projection
maps defined by elements in F. In Section 3, we derive novel Shi-type estimates for LP-norms
under parabolic equations. In Section 4, a suitable integral expression for solutions of the Ricci-
de Turck flow is derived. Section 5 is the technical core of the paper, in which we study the
precise mapping properties of the iteration map which comes from the aforementioned integral
expression. These estimates are used to establish the Ricci-de Turck flow as a fixed point of this
map in Section 6 and to conclude the main Theorem 1.8. We conclude by proving the remaining
theorems of the introduction at the end of Section 6.

Acknowledgements. Part of this work was carried out while the authors were visiting the
Institut Mittag-Leffler during the program General Relativity, Geometry and Analysis in Fall
2019, supported by the Swedish Research Council under grant no. 2016-06596. We wish to
thank the institute for their hospitality and for the excellent working conditions provided. The
work of the authors is supported through the DFG grant KR 4978/1-1 in the framework of the
priority program 2026: Geometry at infinity.

2. THE SPACE OF GAUGED RICCI-FLAT METRICS

In order to set up the stability problem, we introduce the space of metrics we are considering
and the space of gauged Ricci-flat metrics, which we show convergence to.

2.1. Asymptotic structure. Let from now on M denote the space of smooth Riemannian
metrics on M. As explained in the introduction, we will prove dynamical stability, i.e. that any
Ricci flow starting close to h converges to a Ricci-flat metric near h. Due to the diffeomorphism
invariance, the space of Ricci-flat metrics near h is infinite dimensional within M. In order to get
a finite dimensional space of Ricci-flat metrics near iz, we therefore need to impose the de-Turck
gauge. This corresponds to considering the following set

F = {h eM | 2Ricy, = ‘CV(h,fz)h}’

where V(h, fz) is the de-Turck vector field, defined by

h(V(h,h),-) := div,h — %d(trhiz)
or locally by
V(ha il)l = hij(r(h)lz‘j - f‘(h)ig)

In [DK20, Section 2], it was shown that for any Ricci-flat ALE manifold (M, h) and any p €
(1,00), there exists a LIP>l-neighbourhood U such that

FNuU ={hel|Ric, =0,V(h,h) =0} = Fy.

In particular, if h is integrable, then F N is a smooth manifold.
For the analysis performed in this subsection we need weighted Sobolev spaces which are
defined as follows: Fix a point x € M and pick a smooth function such that

p(y) = /1+d(z,y)?,

for all y € M outside a compact set, where d is the Riemannian distance.

Definition 2.1. Let F be a Riemannian vector bundle over M. For any k € Ny, p € [1,00) and
any ¢ € R, the weighted Sobolev space Wf "P(V) is the space of V-valued sections u € wlr (V)

loc
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such that

[[ul

k _ 1/p
kp§ = Z </ |(pV)Ju‘pp6pnd$)
o \/M

is finite. We also use the notation Lf := W(?’p )

Proposition 2.2. Let (M, iL) be an integrable Ricci-flat ALE manifold with a parallel spinor and
p € (1,00). Then, there is an open Lol _neighbourhood U of h, such that if h € UNF, then

h—ﬁe@oo(rfn).

Proposition 2.2 is an improvement of Theorem 2.7 and Remark 2.8 in [DK20], where it was
proven that
h—hec O (7’1_") .

The tool to improve this result is a result of our companion paper [KP20], which says that under
n

the assumption of a parallel spinor, elements in the L?-kernel of Ay, decay as 7™, i.e.
kerp2 (Ar) C O (r7"). (17)
By linearizing the defining equation in F, we note that any k € T}, F satisfies
0=Arnrk+ E<k’r(h)7r(;l)>h, where
(k. T() = D()™ s= W3y (D(R)g) — D(R))
and from the proof of [DK20, Thm. 2.7], it follows that
ThF C O (r'77). (18)

The key to prove Proposition 2.2 is to first improve (18) as follows:
Proposition 2.3. Let (M, iz) be an integrable Ricci-flat ALE manifold with a parallel spinor.
Then there is a small LIP*)-neighbourhood U with the following properties

(i) dimkerp2(AL) is constant for all h € U N F. In particular, we can choose for each
h e UNF a set of tensors {e1(h),...em(h)} smoothly depending on h that forms an
L?(g)-orthonormal basis of kerpz2(Ap).

(ii) For all h €e U NF, we have

ThF C On (r).

Proof. Let us start with the proof of (i): Since h is integrable, U N F is a smooth manifold and
all tangent spaces Ty F have the same dimension for h € U N F. We first construct an injection
i:ThF — kerp2(Ap ). Let k € T, F. Then k satisfies

0=Arnk + L ry-rinh

We now add a gauge term to k to get an element in kery2(Ayp ;). More precisely, let X be a
vector field and consider the tensor k = k 4+ Lxg. Then we have, due to standard commutation
formulas for operators on Ricci-flat metrics that

Apnk = Apn(Lxh) — ﬁ(k,r(h)—r(}}»h =Laxh— E(k,r(h)—r(}}))h'
Thus we have to solve the equation

AX = (k,T(h) —T(h))
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in a suitable function space. Observe that I'(h) — T'(h) € H} for 6; > —n and k € H} for

83 > 1 —n (for any i € Ny in both cases). Therefore, (k,'(h) — T'(h)) € H: for § > 1 — 2n and
i > 5 + 1 due to the estimate

| k.00 = T(0))|

<c|lem =@ Ik,
el ORG!  T
Now the connection Laplacian A : H{(TM) — Hy 5(TM) is a Fredholm operator for the
nonexceptional values 6 € R\ {0,1,2,...} U{2 —n,1 —n,—n...}. Due to the identity A|X|? =
—2|V X |? for harmonic vector fields, the maximum principle implies that every bounded harmonic
vector field is parallel. On the other hand, since (M, g) is ALE and Ricci-flat, it cannot contain
parallel vector fields, due to the Cheeger-Gromoll splitting theorem. Therefore, we even have
ker(A)NH}(TM) = {0} for § < 1. As a consequence, duality arguments (see e.g. [Pac13, Section
10]) imply that A : Hi(TM) — H,5(TM) is an isomorphism for all § € (1 —n,1)\ {2 —n,0}.
Therefore, we find for each § € (1 —n,1) and i > 2 + 1 a unique solution X € H; (T M) of the
equation

AX = (k,T(h) — T(R)).
Moreover, the vector field X is the same for all possible choices for 7 and 4.

Now, Ark = 0 and k € kerp2(Ap) because Lxh € Hi 1(S?M) ¢ H'H(S2M) = L2(S2M).
Therefore we can define the desired map by i : k — k 4+ Lxh where X € Hli_% (T'M) is defined
as the unique solution of the above equation. This map is injective because
S ClAX e <C|m) =T Ikl

-y H -3

-
2

I£xElgip < ClX 5
2

and therefore,
. 1
i) gz = Mol iz = IEx Bl 2 5 Ikl
provided that the neighbourhood U is chosen small enough. We get
dimkery2(Agr ) > dim T, F = dim T}, F = dimkerz2 (A, ;).

Because of (17), dimkerz2(Ay ;) = dimker(Ap, ) N HL(S?M) for all i € Ny and § € (—n,0).
Choose § nonexpectional. Due to a standard fact from functional analysis, the function A +—
dimker(A) is upper semi-continuous with respect to the operator norm on a fixed space of
Fredholm operators . Therefore,

dimkerLz (ALJJ = dimkeng (ALJJ S dim keng (AL ﬁ) = dimkerLz (AL ﬁ)

as well. We conclude (i). 3
For the proof of (ii), let k, X and k as above. We know that

k€ ThF C O (r'™") ,k+ Lxh =k €kerr2(AL) C O (r™) .

However, we also have seen that X € H{(TM) for all 6 > 1 —n and ¢ > % 4 3 so that Sobolev
embedding implies

X €04 (7“6)
for all 6 > 1 — n. Standard arguments (c.f. [KP20, Proposition 4.3]), using the equation
AX = (k,T(h) = T(h)) € O (r'")
show that we actually have
X € O (7’17”) ,
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hence
Lxh€ O (r™™).
Therefore, k € Tj, F satisfies
k=k—Lxh€Ox(r™),
which finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 2.2. This is now an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.3 (ii). O

2.2. A projection map onto F. In the previous subsection, we developed some understanding
of the space F of gauged Ricci-flat metrics. We would like to construct a smooth map

. UCM—F

on some open neighbourhood U of h, provided that F is a smooth manifold. The construction
goes as follows. First define the map

v 1{61“112(ALJ})J‘;1 X F—= M,
(kh) = [ ht k= (kej(h)pame;(h) |
j=1

where (e;(h))7, is an L?(h)-orthonormal basis of kerzz(Af ;) (depending smoothly on h).
Remark 2.4. Note that ¥|r = idz. and that
W(k,h) € h+kerz (Ap )t .
In fact, we have the following lemma;:
Lemma 2.5. For every p € (1,00), there is an open Ll _neighbourhood V of (0, ﬁ) such that
Tly: V=M
is a diffeomorphism of Banach manifolds onto its image.

Proof. Due to (17), ker2(A, ;) C LIP> for every p € (1,00). Now it is straightforward to see
that D\I/(0 hy = id with respect to the decomposition
(kerp2(A, )TN LP) @ kerpa (A, ;) = Ll (S2 M),
where we have identified
lef = ker(ALﬁ).
The inverse function theorem now proves the claim. O
Using the (smooth) projection map
i ker(A, ;L)L xF = F,
and the neighbourhood

U=0(V),
we may use the previous lemma to define the smooth map
¢ :U—-F

g—moW(g).
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When we later will consider a Ricci flow g;, we will through the map ® always have a “shadowing”

curve of Ricci-flat metrics hy := ®(g;) which is such that

ki =gt — he L, kerp2(App,).

The goal will then be to show that k; converges (fast enough) to 0 and that h; converges to a

limit metric, i.e. that the Ricci flow converges to a metric go, € F.

2.3. Properties of projection maps. Throughout this subsection, let (M, fz) be an integrable
Ricci-flat ALE manifold with a parallel spinor. Let further p € (1,00) and U be an LIP>l-
neighbourhood which is so small that the projection map ® : Y — U N F from the previous
subsection is defined. Since h — h € Ox (r~™), the appearing norms and covariant derivatives

can be taken with respect to any h € U N F.

Here, we collect a few properties of projection maps. For h € U N F, let {e;(h)},-;<,, be an
orthonormal basis of kery2(Apr ;) which depends smoothly on h. For p € (1,00), we define the

natural projection maps

1l LPool(S20) — kerp2 (AL ), k Z (k, es(h

I} : LIPN(S2 M) — kerp2(Ap )t N LIP(S20M), ks k— Z(k, es(h))

If we choose U small enough, the matrix
Aij = (ei(h), ej(h)) L2 (ny
is invertible for every pair h, h € U N F. In other words, the map
M) o= T er, o (A, )t Kerp2 (Ap ) — kerza (Ag )
is invertible.

Lemma 2.6. If H” 5 1s invertible, the map

2(nyei(h),

L2(h)€i(h)-

H;E = II7- |kerL2(AL,h)L tkerpa(Apy)t N LPN(S2M) — kerp2 (Ap )= N LI (S? M)

is also invertible for every p € (1,00) and its inverse is given by
(M)~ =id = (T )~ o T
Proof. For k € kerp2(Ap )t N LIPI(S2M]), let
k= (I ,) ™" o (I (R)).
Then, k € kerp2(Ap ;) N LP><1(S20), because
1) (k) = I, () ~ 11} o (IL

k=

Moreoever,
Ty, (k) = k — I (k)
|

f<' )"V o (1) (k) — H',{[k (1 )=t o (1), (k)]

|
ol

)71 o (I (k) = I, (k) — T, () = 0.

=TGR - 1) (R + T o 1) o T ) =

In the last equation, we used that H%(l}) = 0 and that (Hlfll L) ho HI}L(E) € kerz2(Ap ). Hence,

Hﬁ]—l is invertible because we constructed its inverse explicitly.

O
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Remark 2.7. Later, we need to obtain estimates on the difference (II; BT (I 5 )7,
1 2,112

which a priori doesn’t make sense as the operators are defined on different spaces. We can
however make sense of this difference on all of L4(S?M) and ¢ € (1, 00) by using the right hand
side of (19) as a definition. For convenience, we don’t change the notation for this extension.

Lemma 2.8. For g € U, Dy vanishes on kerLz(ALﬁ)L N Lp] (S2M).

Proof. Let g € U be fixed and consider a curve g; in U with go = g. We may split g = hs + k¢
where h; is a curve in F and k; € kerp2 (AL,ht)l. Let h = hg and k = ko. By the previous
lemma, we can write k; = H,J;t (ki) with k; € kerp2(Ap ,)*. Differentiating at ¢ = 0 yields

9o = o + 1y (k) |e=o + DH@,;t)(hQ)h:o = hg + ki + DI 1) (ho),

where DII(;, ;) is the Fréchet derivative of I1()(.) : U N F x LP>l(S2M) — LIP=°I(S2M]) in the
first component at (h, k). It is a map

DIL(j, 1y : TpF — LIP>l(S2M).
With respect to the decomposition
LIP>=N(S2 M) = T3, F @ kerpo(Ap )= N Ll (S2 M)
and corresponding projection maps
projr, L[p"’o](S2M) — ThF,
PrOjier, 5 (ag - ¢ LPH(S? M) = kerp2(Ap )™ N LIPS (S2 M),
the differential Dy, ;¥ reads

. idp, 7 + pI‘OjTh]_- o DH(h,k) () 0
Dy p U = : .
’ PIrOJier, o (AL n)t © DH(h,k)(-) 1dk.9rL2(AL,h)L
where h = ®(g) and k = g — h. The differential of ® is therefore given by
Dy® = projq, 7 o (Dh,klll)_l = (idp, 7 + projg, 7 © DH(hyk)(.))_l o Projr, (20)
and the assertion is immediate. O

Lemma 2.9. If I/ was chosen small enough, then for every h € U N F, the map
Hg-‘,h = Hl}“Th]: : Thf — kerLz (AL,h)
is invertible. In this case the projection maps projr, » and projkerLz( AL )L are given by
projr, (k) = (T )~ (I, (),
PrOjier (a1 (K) = TG (k — (ITf,,) ™" (I, (k).

Proof. At first, we clearly have (I ,)~'(I)(k)) € TyF and Ij(k — (Iy,)~ (I (k) L
kerp2(Ar,n) by construction. It thus remains that they add up to k. We have

()~ () (k) + T4 (k — (10 ,) (1) (R))

= I (k) + (I )" (0 (k) — T (1)~ (1) (k)

= I (k) + ), (11, ) "L (IT) (k)

= 05 (k) + TT) (k) = k,
which finishes the proof. O
Lemma 2.10. Let g, € U and h,l_z, hl,ﬁl,hg,ﬁg cUNF.
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(i) For all ¢ € (1,00),r € (1,00] and | € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,l,U) such
that
[vomlw)| <cimlL..
(ii) For all ¢,r € (1,00) and | € Ny, there exists a constant C' = C(q,r,,U) such that
V' o I (k)| 1, < CUIVE| L, + 1K )

(iii) For all ¢ € (1,00),7r € (1,00] and [ € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,l,U) such
that
||Vl OD(I)Q(k)} Lr S CHkHLq .

(iv) For all ¢,r € (1,00) and [ € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,l,U) such that

V" o ()~ ()|

L S OUV R, + ]

(v) For all g € (1,00),7 € (1,00] and I € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,l,U) such
that
I =) E)| - < Cllh = Al k1o
(vi) For all ¢ € (1,00),r € (1,00] and I € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,1,U) such
that

(D@ — DOg)(K)[| - < Cllg = gl Livioer 1l o -

(vii) For all ¢ € (1,00),r € (1,00] and I € Ny, there exists a constant C = C(q,r,1,U) such
that

|9 ot i)™ - ) )|

Proof. Recall that kerpz(Arp) C On(r™"), so that kerp2(Ayp ) C Whe for all I € Ny and

q € (1,00]. This, (i) and (ii) follow immediately from the definition of the projection maps HQ
and IT;-. From Lemma 2.9 and (20), we see that

L, SO = Dol + [ = Baf[ 1) %] o

Dy® = Aolly,,

where A : kerp2(Ar o(g)) — To(g)F is a linear map between finite dimensional spaces. On both

spaces, all elements are in Oy (r~") and all W%-norms are equivalent for I € Ny and ¢ € (1, oc].
Therefore by using (i), we get

|V D®, (k)| < HAng)(h)(k)H < C’HH” (k:)HLT < C|Ell .,

Wi @(h)

which proves (iii). For (iv), recall from the proof of Lemma 2.6 that

()"t =id — () )~ toy.
The map A = (HLJL h)*1 is a linear map between finite-dimensional spaces on which all W9-norms
are equivalent for [ € Ny and ¢ € (1, 00]. Therefore, again by using (i), we get

|V ) e

< et

c=C|mhw

. L ZCRl,

which implies (iv). For (v), observe first that
(j; = T0) (k) = (I, —T0) (k).

By (i), we have a family of linear bounded maps V! o IT}- : L¢ — L" which depends smoothly
on h, and in particular, the dependence is Lipschitz. This implies (v). From the construction
of Dy® and (i), we also have a family of linear bounded maps Dy® : LY — L" which depends
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smoothly on g, and in particular, the dependence is Lipschitz. The estimate in (vi) is immediate.
For the final point, we remark that using Remark 2.7, we may write

Vo [(IG 5,) ™ = (I, 5 )™ = Ve (I}, )"l oll), — Vo (I} |, )~ oTI) .

By construction and the proof of part (iv), we have a family of bounded maps
Vio (Hﬁﬁ)fl o HL'I LY — LT

which is smooth in h and h, in particular Lipschitz in both entries with respect to the L? norm.
This proves part (vii). O

3. SHORT-TIME ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

3.1. Various expansions for the Ricci-de Turck flow. Let h be a fixed Ricci-flat metric
and consider h-gauged Ricci-de Turck flow, i.e. the evolution equation

g = —2Ricy + Ly (gnyg,  Vig,h)" = g" (T(9)f; = T(h)f;)-
Let V denote the Levi-Civita connection and |-| the norm with respect to h.

Lemma 3.1. The Ricci-de Turck flow can be written with respect to the difference k = g — h as

8tk+AL,g,hk: Fl(g_lvg_17Vk7Vk)v (21)
ok +Appk=Fi(g7 g7, VE, VE) + Fo(g™ " R,k k) + Fs(g~ ', k, V3k), (22)
Ok + Apk = Fy(g, 97", VE, VE) + F5(g7 ", g, R, k) + Va((g°° — h™)Vikij), (23)
where

AL gnki; = —g*"Vipki; — kavg" B giph? Rjkig — kabg"™* B gjp P Rigag,
Ap ki = —h*V2 ki,
and the F; are h-parallel maps which are C°°(M)-linear in all entries.
Proof. According to [Shi89, Lemma 2.1], this evolution equation can be rewritten as

gij = 9"V, 9i5 — 9" 9iphP Rjrag — g™ gjph? Rinig
1
+ gt gP (§vigpangqb + vagjpvqgib)

— 9"°9"" (Vag5pVigia — Vi9paVogia — VigpaVbgja) »
where the curvature and the covariant derivatives are taken with respect to h. If h is Ricci-flat,
this equation can be rewritten in terms of the difference k = g — h as

Okij = g™V 2ukij + kavg R giph?! Riig + kapg"™ h'®g;ph?I Rigug
+ g*PgP (%vikzmvjkqb + vak:jpvqk;ib)
— 9P (VoukjpVikiq — Vikpa Vikiqg — Vikpa Vikjq) -
Then (21) follows from setting
Fi(g~', 97" Vk, Vk) = g*g" (%vikpavjkqb - Vakjpvqkib>

- gabgpq (Vakjpvbkiq - vjkpakaiq - Vikpavbqu) .
For (22), we first write the Lichnerowicz Laplacian as

Ap nki; = —hV2 ki — kaph™ R Ry — kaph ' Rigy; .
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Note that the last two terms are equal but their separate treatment allows a better comparison
with Ar 4 from the previous lemma. We compute

9" giph" Ririg — B Rijai = 9" giph?  Ripig — h**hiph? Rjpag
=g" (9ip — hip) AP Rjrip + (glm - hka)hiphqujqu
= 9" kiph™ Rjip — kmng" ™ h" hiph?? Rip1g
= g"kip WP Rty — kmn g™ h" Rk
and by exchanging ¢ and j,
9" giph? Riptg — B Riry; = 6" kjphP  Rigip — i g™™ h™ Ripa;.
By summing up, we obtain
Appk — Apgnk = (" — h*™)V2,kij + kaph' (6" kiph?  Rjjig — kmng™™ h"" Rjju)
+ kaph' (6" kjphP! Riktg — kmng™™ h*™ Rixi;)
=: (9" — h*")Vaykijy + Fa(g~ ' Rk, k)
and
(g% — hY2 kij = —kpag PP IV ki =: F3(g™ ", k, V2k).
Then, (22) follows from (21). Finally, (23) follows from from computing
(9% = h®)Vapkijy = Va((g” — h™*)Vikij) = V(g™ — h*)Viki
= Va((g" — h*)Vokij) + g7 "IV okpg Vikis,

setting
Fy(g™', 97", Vk,VEk) == Fi(g7 ', g7 ", Vk, Vk) + g "'V o kipg Vi kij,
Fs(97" g, R k) == kapg"* B giphPI Rjig — kapg™*h' gjph?I Ripagq
and using (21) again. O

3.2. An LP-maximum principle. A standard tool for parabolic equations are short-time de-
rivative estimates of the form || VFu,|,. < C- =% ||ug|| . The main purpose of this chapter
is to develop analogous estimates for the LP norm. The main tool for doing this is the following
theorem which we call the LP-maximum principle.

Theorem 3.2. Let (M,h:) t > 0 be a smooth 1-parameter family of ALE manifolds. Let g: be
a second 1-parameter family of complete Riemannian metrics on M such that

1
ahtﬁgtﬁc'hh Vg < C < 0

for allt > 0 and a time-independent constant C > 0.
Let E,F,G be tensor bundles over M equipped with the natural family of Riemannian metrics
and connetions induced by hy. Let u(t) € C*°(FE) and

Hi(t) € L>(End(E)), H(t) € L®(Hom(T*M ® E, E)),
H3(t) € L™®(Hom(T*M ® E,TM ® E)), Hy(t) € L (E),
Hs(t) € L*®°(Hom(E, F)), He(t) € L°°(Hom(E,G))

be time-dependent sections.
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(i) Suppose that u satisfies the evolution inequality
Orlul?® < g*Vay ul® + 2(Hy(u) + Ha(Vu) + Va((H3)*"Vou) + Hy, u)
—2(1 — 8)g™®(Vau, Viyu)

for some § € [0,1) Then for every pg € (14 §,00), there exists an € > 0 such that the
following holds: If ||Hs||;« < €, Hy € LP(E) and u(0) € LP for some p € [pp,00), we
have u(t) € LP for all t > 0 and the estimate

)l < 55 2% JuO)]]  + e ¥ Ha(s)|

Lr([0,4]x M)’
where

() = C (1l + V913 = + 12 +1)

and C = C(po, €, gt, ht,n) but independent of p.
(ii) Suppose that u satisfies the evolution inequality

Oelul® < g™ Vilul® + (Hy (u) + Ha(Vu) + Va((H3)*Viyu) + Ha,u)
= 2(1+0)9""(Vau, Vyu) + (V * (Hs(u)) + V * (He (Vu)), Vu).

for some 6 € [0,1). Then for 1 +6 < pg < p1 < oo, there exists an € > 0 such that
the following holds: If |Hs| e + ||Hel| < €, Hs € LP(E) and u(0) € LP for some
p € [po,p1], we have u(t) € LP for all t > 0 and the estimate

()l < €8 ¥ u(O)]], + | PO Hy(s)|

Lr([0,4]x M)’
where

2 2 2
00) = C (1Bl + V9l + |Hal e + | H e +1)
and C = C(po, p1, €, gt, ht,n) but independent of p.

Proof. We start with the proof of (i) and first establish the desired estimate for p < oco. Let

¢ =% and p > 0 a small parameter. Define F' = |k|* and F}, = |u|® + p. Then we get

HFI < gV Fd —qlq — 1)g" (Vo F,Vy F)FI™? = 2(1 = 8)q - g**(Vau, Vyu) FI
+2q - (Hy(u) + Hy(Vu) 4 Vo ((H3)**Vyu) + Hy,u) FI
Choose for each x € M and large R > 0 a cutoff function ¢g , such that
Oro=1on Br(z),  ¢re=00n M\ Bug(z), |Véral <2/R,  [Vér.| <8/R.
Let us define the quantity

(24)

AR pit) = sup | Fi(0)- . dV,
xeM JM

In order to do this, we multiply (24) by ¢? := ¢2R7I and integrate over M. Then we get

2] / Fig? dV = / g**Ve Fig® dV —q(q —1) / 9" (Vo F,VyF)FI72¢> dV
M M M
—-2(1- 5)(]/ 9" (Vau, Vou) 71 6% dV
M
+2q [ (i) + Ha(Va), wF 6 dv
M

+2¢ / (Va((Hs)*"Vyu) + Hy,u) 71 ¢? dV.
M
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Performing integration by parts with the first term yields
aby72 q 42 _ q—1 ab 2 o q—1 ab
/ gV Flo™ dV = q/ VoF - FI7 " Vag® - 7 dV 2q/ VoF - FI7 g"Vag - ¢ dV
M M M
We get, using the Peter-Paul inequality
—q/ VoF - FI7'Vag" - ¢* dV < C-q/ \Vullul|Vg|FI~! - 6% dV
M M
<erq [ g Vau V)G d
M
+ Cler) -q/ Fi-|Vg|*-¢* dV
M
Because g%V, FVy¢ < C|Vul|u||Vé|, another application of the Peter-Paul inequality yields

—2q/ VoF - FI7'g®Vag - ¢ dV < e -q/ 9" (Vau, Vyu) FI~1¢? dV
M M

+C(61)-q/ Fi.|Vg[* V.
M
Similarly

2q/ (Hy(Vu),u) FI~1¢? dV < e - q/ 9" (Vau, Vyu) i~ dV
M M

+C@) [Hall~q [ Fg? av.
M
We easily get
2q/ (Hy(u),u)Fi~'¢* dV < 2qHH1HLw/ Fi.¢ dv.
M M

’ ’ _1
Using Young’s inequality ab < iap + %bq for a = |Hy|,b=F, ?,p' =2qand ¢’ = % yields

2q/ (Hy,u)Fi~'¢* dV g/ |Hy|*1¢% dV + (2q — 1)/ Fi¢? dv.
M M M
Let us now look at the remaining term. Integration by parts yields
2q/ (Va((Hs)**Vyu),u) Fi~'¢* dV = —Qq/ ((H3)*Vyu), Vau) FI~¢*
M M
= 20lq = 1) [ (H) o) 0}V F - FY 2 v
M
- 4q/ ((H3)*Vyu),u) FI~'V¢ - ¢ dV.
M
We have
—2¢(q — 1)/ ((H3)*Vyu),u)VoF - FI72¢% dV = —q(q — 1)/ (H3)*VyFV F - Fi?¢* dV
M M
<q(g—1) / |Hs||[VF*Fi~2¢* dV.
M
Using the Peter Paul inequality again, we get

-y /M<(H3>“bvbu>,u>F,3—1V¢ HdV = -2 /M(H3>“bva FIIYG ¢ dv
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<o [ HIVFPES6 av g [ (HIVOR  Eg av
M M
Summing up and using |Vu|? < Cg®(Vu, Vyu), we get
2q / (Va((Hs)"Vyu),u)FI71¢* dV < Cq® / |Hs|g™ (Vo F,Vy F)FI 2§ dV
M M

+ 2q/ |Hs||V|* - FZ dV.
M

Summarizing all the terms, we obtain

o [ F36av < ~lala~ 1)~ O |Hal,~) [ (VAP ) ES6R d
M M
—2(1-6- el)q/ g (Vqu, Vbu>Fg_1q§2 dv
M
+ O + Vol + [ Hale + 1) [ Fp6? av
M

HCUH ] ) 0 [ (VoPEEav+ [ (P av
M M

We now claim that the sum of the first two terms is nonpositive, provided that €; and ||Hi||
are chosen small enough. If ¢ > 2, it is immediate. Before proceeding with the other cases, note
first that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

g“b(VaF, VoF) < 4g“b(Vau, u)(Vpu,u) < 4g“b<Vau, Vyu)F,,
so that

“lala = 1)~ € [Hal~] [ g™ (VuF.VoF)FL 26 d
M
—-2(1-46— el)q/ g (V qu, VbU>F,§_1¢2 av
M
< —qlq— 1)/ g (Vo F,\VyF)FI7 24 dV
M

—2(1 -6 —€ —20q||Hs| ;) - q/ 9" (Vau, Vou) FI71¢* dV.
M

Thus if ¢ € [1,2], the right hand side is nonpositive, provided that €; and ||H3||; are small
enough. If py € (1,2) and g € [, 1], we use the above inequality again to obtain

—q(q— 1)/ g** (Vo F,VyF)FI2¢? dV
M
—2(1-6—6 —2Cq||Hs| ) - q/ 9" (Vau, Vyu)FI~1¢? dV
M

<—2(2¢—1-6—¢ —2Cq||Hs| ;) - q/ 9% (Vau, Vyu) 71 ¢* dV.
M

The right hand side is nonpositive, provided that e; + 2C |[|[H3||; is smaller than a constant
which depends on pg but is independent of g. We arrive at the estimate

o / Fig2 dV < C(|Hill e + [Vl + | Ha ]2 +1) - g / Fig? dv
M M

L0014 || Hall )R - q / FO v + | H|%,
Bar
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Abbreviate
C
9(0) = S + Vgl + e +1).

Integrating this differential inequality in time, we obtain

/M Fg(t)¢>2 dV < exp <2q ) /t¢(5)ds) /M F§(0)¢2 qV
/eXp (2q /w )( (1+[Hsllp)R Q-q/BZR Fl dV—|—|H4|L2q)

t t
< exp (2(] / 1/} dT) A(R Ps ) + Cdoubl CR™ / exp <2q ' / 7/’(7’>d7°> A(Rv P S)dS
0 s

+ [ (20 [ var) s, as

where we used the definition of A and the fact that we can cover Bag(z) by Caoupn balls of radius
R. By taking the supremum over all x € M on the left hand side, we conclude

A(R, p,t) < exp (2q : /Ot w(r)dr) A(R, p,0)

t
+ Caoupt - OR ™2 /exp (2q /1/} dr) A(R, p,s)ds

/exp <2q /1/1 >||H4|i‘12qd5_

By a variant of Gronwall’s lemma (c.f. [MPF91, p. 356]), we get

A(R, p,t) < exp <2q . /th/)(r)dr> A(R, p,0) + / exp <2q / P(r ) \H4Hi’72q ds
+7() /Ota(t)ﬂ(s)eXP (/Otﬂ(r)v(r)dr) ds

o) <o (20 t s)ir) AR 0)+ [ exp (20 f t vy [l ds,

B(t) = Caouvt - CR™? exp (—261 : /S ¢(T)dr) ds,
0

v(t) = exp (2q : /Otw(r)dr) :

Letting p — 0 and R — oo and using p = 2q, we get

o, = 1FOIL < oxp (20 [ twmdr) PO+ [ Cexp (20 pr)d ar ) 12
<o 7 /w i) ), + /exp< /w i) 2 ds.

0= ([ ) 1Ol y<t>< [ e ([ viar) ||H4||Lp]pds>%

where

With
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and the elementary inequality

(@(t)? + y(t)P)F < [z(6)] + [y(?)],
we finally get

w0l < e ([ w010 1+ ([ oo (- [ vtrsar) 1201, ds)%

for all p < oo with the function 1 chosen independently of p. This finishes the proof of (i).
For the proof of (ii), we proceed as in the first part and we also use the notation from the
beginning of the proof. We have to deal with two additional terms

2q/ (Vs (Hs(u)) + V x (Hg(Vu)),u) Fi~ ¢ dV.
M
For the first term, we proceed as follows:

2q/ (V * (Hs(u), u)FI~ ¢ dV = 2q/ (Hs(u), Vu)Fi~'¢* dV
M M
+2q(q — 1)/ (Hs(u),u)VF - Fi72¢* dV
M
+4q/ (Hs(u),u)FI'V¢- ¢ dV
M
< 2q61/ 9" (Vau, Vyu) 7' ¢? dV + C(el)q/ |Hs|*Fl¢® dV
M M
varale=1) [ PUTETEIEE v+ Cleata—1) [ |HPEds
M M
+ 2q/ |H5[*Fi¢* dV + 2q/ FiV¢[* dV
M M
- 2qe1/ 9" (Vau, Vou) FI7'¢* dV + €1 - q(q — 1)/ 9" (VoF,VyF)FI2¢? dV
M M

+ Cler)q(q + 1)/ |H5[*Fl¢® dV + 2q/ FiV¢[* dV.
M M
The second term is treated as

2q/ (V x (Hg x Vu), u)Fgflng v = 2q/ (Hg * Vu, Vu)Fgflng av

M M

+2q(q — 1)/ (Hg(Vu),u)VF - FI72¢* dV + 4q/ (Hg(Vu),u)FI'V¢ - ¢ dV
M M

< Cala+ ) [Hollp | a™(Vou Vo P16 aV + 20 Hol . [ FIVF av
Summarizing with the terms of part (i), we obtain
0 [ B av <01 aala— 1)~ O [Haln] | g™ (VLB SE)EL 26 av
~[200- 3 200)0~ Cala + 1) [Hl~] | g™ (Vo Vi) 6% dv
+ OOl + IV + Vel +0- 1 Hilf 1) a [ B aV

+ O+ [|Hs oo + [ Holl ) - q/ Vo[> F dV +/ [Ha|*1¢* dV.
M M
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Because there are terms containing Hs and Hg which are quadratic in g, we are not able to prove
an estimate uniform in q for all large q. However, assuming additionally a bound 2q = p < p; <
00, we may proceed as in part (i) to finish the proof of part (ii). O

3.3. Short-time estimates for the heat flow of the modified Lichnerowicz Laplacian.
In this section, we establish shortime estimates for solutions of the linear heat equation

Ok + Ap g nk = 0. (25)

We assume that both ¢ and h depend on time and that h; € U N F where U and F are as
in Proposition 2.2. The involved scalar products and covariant derivatives appearing here are
induced by h and hence also depend on time.

Lemma 3.3. Let kt, t € [0,7] be a solution of the above evolution equation with initial data kg
and 1 < pp < p1 < co. and p € [pg, 00). Assume further that sup, ||g|ly1.. < C < 0.
(i) If p € [po,00), I € {0,1} and kg € WP, then k(t) € WP for all t > 0 and we have

kel < € Mlkoll iy (26)

for some constant C; = Cy(n, g, h,€,po, T, 1).
(ii) If p € [po,p1] and kg € WP, then k; € W2P for all t > 0 and we have

[kellwz < € kol (27)

for some constant C; = Cy(n, g, h,€,po, T, 1).
(iii) If p € [po,p1] and ko € WP then k; € W2P for all t > 0 and we have

kel + Co 2 [[V2ke| < €9 IR0l gy (28)

for some constants C; = C;(n, go, €,p0,T), i = 2, 3.
(iv) If p € [pg,00), q € [p,0), ko € LY and Vko € LP, then Vk; € LP for all t € [0,T] and we
have

IVkell Lo < e (IVkoll Lo + ol 1)

for some constant C; = C1(n, go,€,T,po)-
(v) If p € [po,p1], q € [p, ), ko € W14 and V2ky € LP, then VZk; € LP for all t € [0,T
and we have

925l < € (19%0 ]+ Bl

for some constant Co = Ca(n, go, €, T, po)-

Proof. We start by proving part (i). Under the evolution equation, we have
ulk|* = g™ V2 |k[* — 29" (V ok, Vok) + 2(R[K] + Oph + k. k)
0| VE|? = g®V2,|VE[2 — 29°°(V,Vk, V, VE) + 2([V, g°V2, ]k + VR[k], VE)
+ (Oth * VE + VOih x k, VE).
Because we have
[V, 9"V k=Vg ' «V?k+g '« R« Vk+g '« VR« k
Rl =g ' gx Rxk,
part (i) follows from Theorem 3.2 (i) applied to
u=keC®(S*M), wu=(k,Vk)€C®(S*M &T*M @ S*M).
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It is convenient to prove (iv) now. In this case, we apply Theorem 3.2 to u = Vk € C*(S?M)
and regard the terms containing k as part of the inhomogeneity. All these terms are of the form
VO:h x k and VR x k. Because

VO + IV R < 00,

for allr € (1, 00], VO:hxk and V Rxk are actually in LP. Therefore, an application of Theorem 3.2
together with short-time estimates for the L-norm of k proves part (iv). For (ii), we additionally
compute

O VPE? = 9"V | VPR = 29" (Va V2, Ve V2E) +2([V2, " Vo, [k + V2RIK], Vk)
+ (Oth % V?k 4 V20:h x k + Vh  Vk, VE).
Using
[V, g"Vilk = [V2, g™ |Vayk + g™ [V, V]
=V(Vg ' V%) + Vg« Vk+ V2R* k+ VR * Vk + R* V2L,
we can rewrite the latter equation as
0| V2E[2 = g®V2, | V2E[? — 29%(V,V2k, Vi, V2E) + 2(V(Vg ™! % V2Ek + VR[E]), V2k)
+2(Vg '« V3 + VPR x k + VR * Vk + R x V2k, V2k)
+ (0sh x V2k + V20;h x k + Vb x Vk, V2E).
Part (ii) follows from Theorem 3.2 (ii), applied to
u=(k,Vk,V?k) € C°(S*M & T*M @ S°M & T*M @ T*M @ S>M).

We have to apply the extended version of the maximum principle because we have to deal with
the term V(Vg~! % V2k + VR[k]) without getting second derivatives of g~!. Now we prove (v).
Similarly as in the proof of (iv), we regard the terms in the evolution of V2k which contain k
and Vk as a part of the inhomogeneity. Alle these terms are of the form

V20,h * k, Vo.h * VEk, V2R« k VR *Vk.
Because
IVO:hllyr + VRl < 00,

for all r € (1, 00], these products are all in LP. We can thus apply Theorem 3.2 (i) together with
short-time estimates for the W1 %-norm of k to get (v).
For part (iii), we first compute

0| V2 (At3E) |2 = 8,(A%t|Vk[?)

= A|V2k? + A%t (g°°V2, | V2K ]2 — 2¢°°(V,V2E, V, V2E))

4 2A4% (<V(vg*1 +V2k + VRE]) + Vg~ % V3% + VR * k + R+ VE, V2k>)
+ A%t ((Oh * VPk + V20, h x k + VOh x Vi, Vk))

= A2|V2E|? + (gabvgbw?(At%k)F 299 (Y, V2(AtE k), vbv2(At%k)>)
+2(V(Vg~' « V2(At2k) + Atz VR[K]), V2 (At2 k)
+ (Vg '« V3(At7k) + At3VR « k + At? R« Vk, V(A7 k))
+ (Ouh * V2(AtZ k) + At2V20,h + k + At2Vo,h + Vi, V2(At2k)).
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Part (iii) then also follows from Theorem 3.2 (ii), applied to
u=(k,Vk,V2(At7k)) € C(S’M & T*M @ S>M & T*M @ T*M © S*M),
where A has to be chosen small in dependence of py. (|

Lemma 3.4. Let t € [0,T], g¢, §: be families of Riemannian metrics on M and h, he be families
of Ricci-flat metrics in U4 N F where U and F are as in Proposition 2.2. Take all covariant
derivatives and norms with respect to h; and suppose that ||gell 1.0 + |Gt pr1.00 < 00.

Let 1 < pp < p < p1 < oo and suppose that ||g — §||;~ < € where € = €(po,p1) > 0 is a small
constant. Let k; k., t € [0, T] be solutions of the evolution equations

Ok +Apgnk=0,  Ok+Ap k=0

with initial data ko, ko, respectively.
(i) If 1 € {0,1,2} and ko, ko € WP, then k; — ky € WhP for all ¢ > 0 and we have

[t =&l < 4 k0=
Wwi.p Wi.p

S*NS oo hg*ils ) Crt l;IH
+ 300 (o = el + e =], ) e o],
for some constant C1 = Ci(n, g, h, €, po, p1,1).
(ii) If ko, ko € WP, then k; — ky € W2P for all t > 0 and we have
Y RS o
Wwip Lr Wlp
- = cs-t |3
T (T Y I Y

s€0,t]

for some constants C; = ~Ci(n,go, &po,T),1=1,2,3.
(iii) If ko, ko € LP, then k; — ky € W2P for all t > 0 and we have

<elet Hko - ];OH + sup (Hgs = sl + ‘
Lr s€[0,t]

ky — ky

L, Ot Hv(kt — k)

]L YOyt HVQ(kt — )

Lp

)< o)

W4,oc
for some constants C; = C;(n, go, €, po, T), i = 1,2,3. )

(iv) If ¢ € [p,p1], k(0), ko € LY and Vko, Vko € LP, then V(k; — k) € L? for all t € [0, T
and we have

hys — hg

Lr

Hc(kt_k:t)‘ <ecl.t ("C(ko_ko)‘ +Hk0_k0H )
su 9s Js co T hs hs ) 601‘15 H Ck ‘
i [I,)t] (” |||/Vl, } 3, 0
sup ( Js s W10 ‘ hs hs ) ecl.t k‘)‘
SE[O,t] || || w2 La

for some constant €y = C1(n, go, E,Poapl); -
(v) If q € [p, p1], ko, ko € WH4 and V2kg, VZko € LP, then V2(k; — k;) € LP for all t € [0, T
and we have

HVQ(k:t )

< eclht (Hv2(k}0 — ];0)’

+[ro=Foll,...)
LP Wla

hg — BS ) eCrt
W4,oo

Lr

V2ko

¢ o (e |
s€[0,¢] l9s = Gllwn Ly
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s ) eCl-t
TW3.00

+ sup (Hgs 7§S||W1,oc
s€[0,t]

Wia
for some constant Cy = C4(n, go, €, po, P1)-
Proof. We have the evolution equations
Otk = g°°V2 k + Ry nlk],
Ok = §*Viak + Ry il ] = g*"Viak + (5 — g )Vark + 3 (Vay — Vi) (k) + Ry k],
= g""Vok + Val(§* — ") Vik] — [Va(§® — g*")IVek + §*(Vay, — Viy) (k) + R j [K]

Dk — k) = g™V (b — k) + (9" = ") Vapk + 5°(Va, = Vi) (k) + Ro nlk] — Ry ;K]
= gV (k = k) + Val(g" = 5*)Vuk] = [Va(g™ — §*)]Vok
(V2 — V2)(E) + Ryalk] - Ry ;).
Note that
Ry.nlk] — Rg,}}[l;] =g =g ) xgx* R ifJFg Yx(g—9)* xRk
+g_1*g*(R*R)*];3+g_1*g*R*(kJ*]})
and

V-V =V2(h—h) g xk+§ ' «V(h—h)«V(h—h)xk+§ '+ V(h—h)*Vk,
R—R=V?*h—h)«g ' 4§ '« V(h—h)*V(h—h).

Thus all these terms are easy to handle because they are at most first order in k and k — k. We
have the evolution equations

O |k|? < g®V2 |k|? — 20°(Vuk, Vok) 4 2(Va[(3%° — ™) Vik], k)
+2(Valg™ — §*IVik + 3" (V2 — Vo) (k) + R, 1 [k, k),
Onlk — k> < g**Viylk — k> = 29°°(Va(k — k), Vo(k — k) + (Va[(g*" — §*°)Vik], k — k)
+ (Va3 — g"")Vok + §° (Vo — Vi) (k) + Ry nlk] — Ry j,[k], k — k).

The crucial point in applying Theorem 3.2 is to handle the off diagonal terms appropriately. For
this purpose, we write

u = (u,ug) = (k — k, ABEk) € C*(S*M @& S>M),
where

1= s (il [, )
s {lo =l e

and B > 0 is a constant which is yet to be chosen. The evolution on
ul? = |u1|* + Juaf? = [k — k[* + A2 B2 |k,
reads
aulul* < 9"V lul® = 29" (Vau, Viu) + 2(Val(§* — ") Vyus), uz)
+2(Valg® — %I Viuz + §* (V2 — V2 ) (u2) + Ry j [ua], uz)

+ Ewa[(gab — §*) Vo] + [Va(§* — ™) Vous + §*° (V2 — Vo) (u2), ur)
+ (Rgnlk] — R j[k], u1).
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Observe that for every € > 0, we can choose B > 0 so large that

1
ab _ ~ab < = <
1B (9 ") Vpuz| < B|Vu| < €|Vul,

where we used the definition of A. It is also straightforward to see that

1 ~a a ~a v
= (IIVa(@ = g™ Voual +15° (V3 = V) (2)l) < C(Vus| + [uz])

where C' is independent of A by the definition of A. Similarly, one also shows that
|Rg,n[k] — Ry [k < C(jua| + [uz2]) < Clul

with C' independent of A. For this reason, we can write schematically

25" — 9" Votal, w2 + ) = (Val(Hs) Vi) )

(Valg*® = §*"1Viusz, us + ﬁuﬁ = (Hz(u),u)
(5792 = V) uz)y s + —r) = (Ha(w) + Ha (V). )

(Ry jlual, us) + (Rgn[k] — Ry (K], ) = (Hi(u),u),

where the H; satisfy the conditions of Theorem 3.2, with E = S2M @ S?M. Note that the scalar
products are taken on S?M on the left hand side and on S?M @ S?M on the right hand side.
Applying Theorem 3.2 yields (i) for [ = 0.

Before we continue estimating derivatives, we remark that for any (2,0)-tensor v, we have

[V, 0"VZk =VuxV2k +vx R« Vk+vxVR*k
[VZ,0%V2,] = V(Vo * V2k) + Vo V3k + v+ VERx k4 v VR * Vk + v * Rx V2k
from which we conclude
k= g"VEVE+ V {(V2, = V2) (k) + By [l } + Val(G* = g™) « Yy VA
+ Vah x k + dih Vi
V(g =g ) VA (g7 — g ) RxVE+ (g7 g7 )« VR k
OV (k — k) = g2 (k = k) + 7 {5 (V2 = V2,)(k) + Rylk] - Ry (4]}
+ Val(g® — ) % Vo VE] + VOsh x (k — k) + 0:h + V(k — k)
+Vg '« V2(k—k)+g '« RxV(k—k)+g '« VRx(k—k)
+V( T g )k V4 (g -G ) * RxVE+ (g — G )« VR k
02k = V2V + V2 {0 (V2 = V2)(R) + Ryl + Val(5® — g°) « Vo V2]
+ V20,h % k + VO,h x Vk + 0ih « V2k

+V(V(g =g )« V) + V(g - )« V3k
+ (g =g )« V2Rxk+ (g =g D« VR*Vk+ (g ' =57 )« R« V2k
OV (k — k) = gV V2 (k — k) + V7 {é“%Vib o) (k) + R n[k] - Rg,g[/%]}

+Val(g™ = §*) * Vy V]
+ V20,hx (k — k) + Vohx V(k — k) + 0th x V2(k — k)
+ Vg '« Vi(k—k)+g '« RxV(k—k)+g '« VR« (k—Fk)
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+V( =g ) VE+ (g =G ) x RxVEk+ (g7 —§7") VR

+V(V(g =g H« V) + V(g -5 H« V3%

+ (g =g H*VPRxk4+ (g =g )« VR*Vk+ (g7 =g D« RxV%k

+V(Vg '« V2k — k) + Vg ' « V3 (k—k)
1*VQR*(k—l;:)Jrg*l*VR*V(k—l;:)Jrg*l*R*V%k—l;:)

In the following, we sketch to which expressions we have to apply Theorem 3.2 in order to get
all the other cases of the Lemma. The details are left to the reader.
The cases | = 1,2 in (i) follows from applying Theorem 3.2 to

u=(k—k,ABk,V(k — k), ABVk) € C=(S*M%? (T*M ® S*M)®?),

A= sup{g g oo—i—Hh hH }
e {llg =gl .

and to
u=(k—k,ABk,V(k — k), ABVk,V?(k — k), ABV?E)
EC® (ROT*M T *M*®?) @ S*M%?),
where

i
e {Hg Gllw.e + Wm}

and in both cases, B > 0 is a constant which is suitably chosen. To prove (ii), we apply Theorem
3.2 to

uw=(k—k,ABk,V(k — k), AB;Vk, AByt3V?(k — k), AB, Bot* V?k),

I (Mt
zu {lo =l e

where B; > 0 is a large constant and B > 0 is a small one. To prove (iii), we apply it to

w=(k —k, AByk, Bot>V (k — k), AB Bot2Vk, BstV2(k — k), AB; BstV2k),

A:= sup g—g 1°°+Hh hH
i {lls=dllw )

where By > 0 is a large constant and By, B3 > 0 is a small ones. Case (iv) follows from applying
Theorem 3.2 to

uw=(V(k—k), ABVE),

N
zup {lo =l o

where B > 0 is a large constant. Here, the terms k — k, ABFk are treated as inhomogeneities,
which can be bounded using (i), c.f. also the proof of the previous lemma. Similarly, (v) follows
from applxing Theorem 3.2 to

u= (V*(k — k), ABV?k),

1= s {la-hn o], )
e {llg =gl e

with a large constant B > 0. Here, the terms k — IE,AB];,V(IC — l;:),ABVl;) are treated as
inhomogeneities. 0
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3.4. Short-time estimates for the Ricci-de-Turck flow. Consider a Ricci-flat background
metric h and the h-gauged Ricci-de Turck flow g(t) written with respect to k(t) = g(t) — h as in
(23). We abbreviate

RIk] = F5(9", 9, R, k)
Qo[k] = F4(gila 9717 Vkv Vk)
Q1K) = ((h+ k)™ — h**) Vi

with covariant derivatives, Laplacians and curvature of h. Thus if &k evolves according to (23),
we have

Oelk|* + Alk|* = —2|VE[* + 2(R[k] + Qo[k] + VQ1[k], k)
and for covariant derivatives,
VK2 + AV E? = 2([V', Alk 4+ VI(RIE] + Qolk]) + [V', VQ1][k] + VQ1[V'k], V'k)
_ 2|Vl+1k|2.

Lemma 3.5. Let g(t), t € [0,T] be a solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with Ricci-flat back-
ground metric h and k(t) := g(¢t) — h. Then there exists an € > 0 such that if

k@)l <€ Vt€]0,T],,
then for every m € N there exists a constant C,,, = C(m, €, go, T) such that
IV k()| oo < Con - 72 - [[R(0)]] o -

Proof. This is a standard shorttime existence result, see c.f. [Baml4, Proposition 2.8], which
easily carries over to the present situation. O

Lemma 3.6. For every 6 > 0 and T > 0, there exists an € > 0 and constants C}, [ € N such
that for each m € N, the function

Fr(t):=Y _Cr-t - [V'E@)?,  te€[0,T]
=0
satisfies the evolution inequality
OrFrm + AFp < —(2 = 0)Gry + Dy - Fin 42 Cr-t' - (VQu[V'K], V'E),

=0
as long as k is a solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with ||k(¢)]

e for all t € [0,T]. Here,

Gm = Ci-t"- [VTE?
=0

and D,, = D,,,(6,T,C4,...,Ck) > 0 is an appropriate constant.
Proof. Standard computations and estimates show that

! !

(V' Ak, V'E) = Y V™R« V' ™"k x V'E < Ci(l,90) > [V™k[*.
m=0 m=0
Now by Lemma 3.5, we can choose € > 0 so small that ||V'k(t)|| .. < Ca(l,h) - t7Y2 [|k(t)]| 1o
for all [ € N and ¢ € (0,1]. As a consequence, ||g*1||Lx < Cy(n) and ||Vl < Cs(l,m) -
t=/2||k(t)|| L. We now write R[k] as R[k] = k* g~' % g* R so that
(RIELV'R) < Callin) 3 [VOKIIVRg VgV R VA
li4lo+lz+14=1

-1
LOO
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l
< Cs(l,n) > IVITR|[VTEVE e Co(lin) Y 722V E|VE|

m=0 l1+12<1
1, >1

l l
< Cr(lin) Y VTR + e Cs(ln) >t |k
m=0 j=1

l l
< Cr(l,n) > VR + e+ Co(l,n) >t~ DIk,

m=0 j=1
We now write Qo[k] as Qo[k] = ® * Vk x Vk so that
VIQuk] =V @xVExVE) = Y  ViexVEHE« vt
0<ly,l2,l3<1
li+l2+1l3=l

Because ® = g~'xg~!, we have that | ®|| ;.. < Cio(n)and ||V'®||, . < C11(l,n)-t="?||hk(t)||
for [ € N. Therefore,

(V'Qo[h], V'k) < Cia(ln) Y V'@ [V h[- [V g - V'R
0<j<i<l

) . . 1
<Cua(ln) [ toemt Y (VIR VIR VI 4+ 2 e VR

0<j<i<l

l
. . 1
< Cis(ln)- | kG et ot VI E2 4 Zt-lqvlkﬁ

=0
+1 ) ]
< Ci3(l,n) - €- Zt_(l""l)'” . |V3kz|2.
=1

The second commutator term is of the form
VIV (TVk) — V, UV, V! hk
where U = (h + k)% — hab. We rewrite this as
VIV (UPVk) — Vo UV, VE = [V, V,]UPVk + Vo ([VE U Vok) + V, (B2 [VE, Vi k)

-1
:vavwvl“*mm Z VUR« VR« Visk,

m=0 Li+la+is=1
We have that [|[V'¥||, . < Cia(l,n) -t7U2||k(t)|| L for all | € Ny. Therefore,
-1
(V' VK], VE) =Y VPV« VI E«Vik+ Y VER* VR0« VRE«V'k
m=0 I 4la+lz=l

and the first of these two expressions is estimated by

-1 -1
Z vmv\l/ % vl-i—l—mk % vlk S 015(l,n) (6_1 -t Z |vm+1q/|2|vl+1—mk|2 te- t_l . |vlk|2>

m=0 m=0

-1
< Cw(l,n) € <Z t7m|vl+1fmk|2 + 1. |Vlk|2>

m=0
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I+1
< Cir(ln) e Y DTk
Jj=2
while the other one is estimated by
> VERxVRUxVEE«V'E
l1+la+13=1

< 018@,”) <6_1 Z |Vl1R|2|Vl2\I,|2|vlsk|2 +€|Vlk’|2>
li+l2+13=l

< Cu(ln)-e| D> t72VEEP+ |V
la+13<I

l
< Caopll,m) € 4 TIRP

Jj=0

1
< Cor(ln) - €Yt UFDTITIE? 4 Con(1, )t [K|2.
j=1
By a standard computation and putting together the above estimates, we conclude that (with
Ca3 :=C1 4+ C7 4+ Ca and Cay = Cy 4+ C13 + C17 + Ca1)

m m m l
OiFm + AFy <Y 1-Cr -t VR = 2> Gt [V EP 42 Citt - Cos(1,h) Y [VIRP

1=0 1=0 1=0 j=0
m I+1 . . m

+2-€> Cr-Coallyn) - Y 7 [VIEP +2) Cr - tH(VQu[V'E], V')
=0 j=1 =0

=> [+1) cl+1—2cl+2eZc Coa(j,n)] - t' - VK2
=0

7=l

+ Z(Z C; - Cas(j go) - /7") 11+ [Vk[* +2) 1 Cr - t'(VQu[V'K], V'k)
1=0 j=I 1=0
which proves the lemma provided the C; are chosen accordingly. 0

Remark 3.7. In Lemma 3.6, we can choose Cy = 1 so that Fj(0) = |k|?. We assume that this
convention holds from now on.

Lemma 3.8. Let g(t), t € [0,T] be a solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with Ricci-flat back-

ground metric h and k(t) := g(¢t) — h. Then there exists an € > 0 such that if
E@) o <€ vt € [0,T7, [£(0)[] £p (o) < 00 for some p € [po, o0

))

then for every m € N there exists a constant C,,, = C(m,e€, go, T, po) (but independent from p)
such that

IV k@)l 0 < Coa - 72 - |[R(0)] -

Proof. Let T be as in the lemma, € > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that 1 4+ § < pg. Given this data, choose
the constants C; from Lemma 3.6, consider the time-dependent section

1) := (VO - IV k(8))y € O (é(T*M)@l ® S2M> ,

=0



STABILITY OF RICCI-FLAT ALE MANIFOLDS 33

for which we have
[t |* = Fy, IVi|? = G-
According to Lemma 3.6, we have
Ot |* < h*V2y + Dy |tm|? + (Va((h + k) — BVt ) — 2(1 = 6)[ V|,

Now if € > 0 is chosen small enough H$? := (h+ k) —ha is so small that we can apply Theorem
3.2. This yields

V-t [VE®)|| L, < Nlum@®)l Lo < C llum(0)]| 1o = C [IR(0)] 1

and the result is immediate. O

4. THE RiccCI-DE TURCK FLOW AND A MIXED EVOLUTION PROBLEM

4.1. A Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge. Let g; be a solution of the h;-gauged Ricci-
de Turck flow, where h; be a curve of Ricci-flat metrics. In Subsection 3.1, we have seen that
the evolution equation on ¢; can be written in two different ways:

09+ Appk = Hy = Fi(g™" 97", VE, V) + Fa(g™", Rk, k) + Fs(g7" K, V2E), - (29)
Ohg + Apgnk = Hy := Fi (g~ ", g7, Vk, VEk). (30)
Here, k = g — h and the F; are tensor fields, viewed as C°°-multilinear maps.

Definition 4.1. Let & be an integrable Ricci-flat ALE metric with a parallel spinor, and U a
neighbourhood of & in the space of metrics, on which the projection map

U~ F

is defined as in Subsection 2.2. Then a family of metrics g; in U is called a Ricci-de Turck flow
with moving gauge, if it satisfies the evolution equation

dg = —2Ricg + Ly (g,9(4)9 oy

Since ®(g) is Ricci-flat, the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge expands as in (29) and (30)
with respect to h = ®(g) and k = g — h. We will work with both expressions in the following.

Proposition 4.2. Let g; be a smooth family of Riemannian metrics in U and let ho be some
fized metric in UNF. Suppose that U is so small that 11}, 5, is invertible for all h,h € UNF (c.f.
Lemma 2.6). Then g; is a Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge if and only if the components

he = ®(gt), ki = gt — ha, ke =10, 4, (Ke)
satisfy the coupled system
Oth = D,®(Hy),
Ok + Apock = T [(AL,c0 — Arp) (k) + (1 — Dy®)(H1)],

where Hy is defined in (29) and 1L := Hﬁx. On the other hand, it is also equivalent to the
system

dh = D®,(Hy),
Ok + Ap g nk = [ALgn, T2 ](k) + T [Dg® (AL gn — Aps)(k)) + (1 — Dy®)(Hy)].
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Proof. Splitting (29) up into g = h + k = ®(g) + (1 — ®)(g) yields the equivalent system
Gth = ng)(atg) = Dg(I)(—ALJLkZ + Hl) = Dg(I)(Hl),
Otk = (1 —Dy®)(0rg) = (1 — Dy®@)(—Appk + Hi) = —Arpk+ (1 — Dy®@)(Hy).
Here we used that D,® vanishes on kerpz(Af ;)* = im(Ayg ), by Lemma 2.8. Applying I to
the second equation yields
Ok = I (0¢k) = TIL (—Ap pk + (1 — Dy®)(Hy))
= T (Arock) + T (AL — Arp)(k) + (1 — Dy®)(H))
= —Apock + (AL — App)(k) + (1 — Dy®)(Hy)).
By construction, k = IIj, 5, (k). By assumption, IIj, ;__ is invertible, so that & is determined by
k. Therefore, the evolution equations on k and k are actually equivalent.
It remains to show equivalence of the Ricci flow to the second system. This is done similarly.

The first equation of the system is the same as the first equation from the first system. For the
second equation, we get from (30) and the chain rule that

Ok = (1 — Dy®)(0g) = (1 — Dg®@)(—ApL g nk + H2).
Applying HOLO yields
Ok = TIL (04k) = T [(1 — Dy®)(—Ap g nk + Hy)|
=~ (ALgnk) + I [Dg®(Ar gnk) + (1 = Dy®)(H)]
= —Ap gk + [ALgn TL] (D) + T [Dg®((ALgn — Arp)(K)) + (1 — Dy®)(Ha)).

Note again that by assumption, k& and k contain the same information. Therefore, the evolution
equations on k and k are equivalent. (]

We will use both forms of the Ricci-de Turck flow equation at once to obtain the Ricci flow
as a fixed point argument.

4.2. A mixed evolution operator. Let ho, € F be a fixed metric and g; € & and hy €e U N F,
t > 1 be smooth families of evolving metrics. We then have the operators Ap o = Ap
and Ay g5 where we suppressed the dependence of g, h on t. We build now a mixed evolution
operator, depending on both operators, and hence on the metrics g¢, hy and ho,. For ¢ > 1 and
s € [1,t], we consider the evolution problem

Ok + Ap ook =0, for r € [s,max {t — 1, s},
Ork + Ap g nk =0, for r € [max {t — 1, s},1],
klos = K.

We now define for 1 < s < t the operator P(g, h, hoo)s—t as the map which associates to given
inital data k’ the solution of one of the above initial value problems.

Remark 4.3. e Note that by construction, the mixed solution operator P(g,h, hoo)s—st
depends continuously on all involved parameters.
e Note that if £ > 2 and s € [1,t — 1), we have

P(gv h, hoo)s%t = P(g, h, hoo)tflﬁt o e_(t_l_s)AL,hao'

Let us now extend this construction to the inhomogeneous problem. For ¢t > 1 and s € [1,1],
we consider the inhomogeneous evolution problem

Ok + Ap g nk = Fp, for r € [s,max {t — 1, s}],
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Ork + AL ook = Fr, for r € [max {t — 1, s},¢],
klp—s = K.
We now define for 1 < s < ¢ the operator Q(g, h, hoo)s—t(k’, F') as the map which associates to

given inital data k = k, the solution of one of the above initial value problems. Observe that the
Duhamel principle also holds in a very general setting so that

Q(gahahoo)s—nf(kjlaF) = P(gahahoo)s—nf(k/) +/ P(gahahoo)r—nf(Fr)dr- (32)

4.3. The Ricci flow as a mixed evolution problem. Now let us turn back to the Ricci-de
Turck flow with moving gauge. Let g; be such a flow and h., € U N F be arbitrary. Introduce
the quantities
hy = @(gt), ke = gt — hy, Et = Hﬁt,hw(kt)
Due to Proposition 4.2, the flow equation is equivalent to
Oth = Dy®(Hy), (33)
Ok + AL ook = TL[(AL o — Arp) (k) + (1 — Dy®)(Hy)]

and
Oth = D,®(Hy),

_ . i N (34)
OuF + A g = [Ar g T (8) + T [Dg®((Ar g — Aru)(8) + (1= Dy®@)(Ha)].

Let go be an initial metric and g, t € [0,1] be a lAz—gauged Ricci-de Turck flow, starting at gg.
Split g1 = ®(g1) + (1 — ®)(g1) and let hy = ®(g1) and k1 = (1 — ®)(¢1). Continue now with
the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge and let h¢, k; as above. For fixed t € [1,2], we regard
(h¢, k¢) as a solution (33). For t > 2, we regard (hy, k) as the tuple obtained from solving (33)
for time s € [1,¢ — 1] and (34) for time s € [t — 1,¢]. Due to (32), this implies that

hy = hy + /t D, ®(Hy (s))ds,
! , (35)
ki = P(g, hy hoo)1¢ (g (k1)) +/1 P(g,hyhoo)ssiI(t, s, k, b, hoo)ds,
with
I(t, 8,k by hoo) = Xt maxit—1,11)(5) - {TTa[(ALoe — Apn) (k) + (1 — Dy®@)(H1)]}
+ X(max{t—1,13,11(8) - {[AL g0, I (k) + T [Dg®((AL g0 — Arn)(K)) + (1 — Dy®)(Ha)]}
fort > 1 and s € [1,1t].

Remark 4.4. This complicated construction resolves the regularity problem that was adressed
in Subsection 1.3.4.

Now we use (35) to identify the map of which the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge is
a fixed point. For this purpose, let hy, t € [1,00] a smooth curve in & N F which converges to
a limit metric ho,. Furthermore, let k;, t € [1,00) be family of symmetric 2-tensors such that
ky L kerp2(Apr p,). Finally, assume that g; := hy + k¢ € U. Define

Dy (h k) = hy + /t D,®(H,(s))ds,  te€[l,00],

t
1/)2(}7’5 k)t = P(ga h7 hoo)l%t(Htoo (kl)) + / P(ga h7 h’oo)s%tl(tv S, ka h7 h’oo)ds
1
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In order to get again a curve in U N F and family of symmetric 2-tensors which are orthogonal
to kerp2(Ap.p,), we define as correction terms

1/11(’% k) - (I)(El (h7 k))a
Ya(h k) = (W)~ (o, k).

These two maps unify to the map ¥(h,k) = (¢¥1(h, k), ¥2(h,k)) and due to (35), the Ricci-de
Turck flow with moving gauge (viewed as the tuple (he, k:)) is a fixed point of this map. Our
goal in the next section is to identify this map as a contraction map in a suitable Banach space
so that a Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge can be found via an iteration procedure.

5. THE ITERATION MAP

In this section, we are going to study the map 1 we just defined in detail.

5.1. Estimates for the linear problem. Let us summarize some results for the linearized
version of the problem. The following result is Theorem 6.11 in our companion paper [KP20].

Theorem 5.1 (Heat kernel and derivative estimates). Let (M™, h) be an ALE manifold with a
parallel spinor.

(i) For each 1 < p < g < oo, there exists a constant C = C(p,q) such that for all t > 0, we
have
n(1 1
le=t2% oMy, < O 26

(ii) For eachi € {l,...,n—1} and p € (1, %), there exists a constant C = C(p,i) such that
for all t > 0, we have

[0 etas T, < CE5 Il

(iii) For each i€ N, p € [%,00)N(1,00), to > 0 and € > 0, there exists C = C(p,i,to,€) such
that for all t > tg, we have

Hvk °© eitAL °© H}JI_HLP Lr < Ctizn_lﬂre HhHLP :
We can also state the result more generally as follows.

Corollary 5.2 (Heat kernel and derivative estimates). Let (M™, h) be an ALE manifold with a
parallel spinor, 1 <p < q< oo and 1t € N.

i) If 3 (% - i) +i< 35, there exists a constant C = C(p,q,14) such that for all t >0, we

have _
||Vi oe AL o HﬁHLp La < Ct*g(%fi)*%.

(ii) If 5 (% — %)Jr% > 2”—p there exists for each ty > 0 and e > 0 a constant C = C(p, q,1, to, €)
such that for all t > ty, we have
|V' o eTtAL o H#HLF’LLI < Ct =t
Proof. Writing
Vio e*tAL o Ht =Vio e*%AL o e*%AL o Ht oIT+ = Vio e*%AL o Ht o eiéAL o H,J{,
we immediately get

|7 e tar o], < [¥Foetor o

t
e 28 o Hﬂ

)

La,La Lp,La

and the estimate follows from Theorem 5.1 and a case by case analysis. 0
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These estimates are in sharp contrast to the Euclidean Laplacian, where Theorem 5.1 (i) holds
for any choice of 1 < p < g < o0 and ¢ € Ny. However, for particular differential operators, we
obtained better results. Let

d : d .
DV(IC) = £|t:0V(h + tk, h), DRIC(}C) = E|t:ORICh+tk;

be the Fréchet derivatives of the de Turck vector field in the first component and the Ricci tensor,
respectively. The following result is [KP20, Theorem 6.13].

Theorem 5.3 (Special derivative estimates). Let (M™,h) be an ALE manifold with a parallel
spinor. Then for each p € (1,00) there exists a constant C = C(p) such that

|DV oe=tAeh|,, < Ct7% |h]l,,,  |[DRicoe *h|,, < Ct Al .

5.2. The Banach space. Let (M", iz) be an integrable ALE manifold with a parallel spinor.
Let g € (1,n) and 7 be an auxiliary Holder exponent satisfying

n({l 1 1
TE(TL,OO), 5 a—; >§

We equip the space of maps k : [1,00) — C°°(S2M) with the norms

1 min{1,2 (-1
1¥lx, iy 7= 592 IRl oy + 82 19K gy + 202G DR+ Wl iy }

n(1_1
11z, iy = 50 { oy + ") 10y}
and the set of maps (h, k) : [1,00) — C*®(S2M & S2M) with the norms
1ol -y = Whllx, iy + WAL, o

In the first slot, we will typically insert h — iz, where Ah = h; is a family of Ricci-flat metrics in
U N F with U being a small LI9>°l-neighbourhood of .

Lemma 5.4. Let U be an Lla:*]_neighbourhood of h which is so small that Proposition 2.2
holds. Let hy, t € [1,00) be a family of metrics in & N F and define X ,,Y; . with respect to h;.
Then there exist a constant C' = C(U) only depending on U such that

1 1
c Ikl .y < Ikllx, @ < Clikllx, iy, @ Ihllz, ¢y < WPz, @ < Clhll, ) -

Proof. By standard estimates, this follows easily from Proposition 2.2, as h — heOx (r—m). O

Due to this lemma, we will from now on suppress the dependence of the norm on the metric
for notational convenience and allow any curve hy in U N F. The first lemma justifies the X-part
of the norm

Lemma 5.5. Let Ay j, be the Lichnerwicz Laplacian of a Ricci-flat metric with a parallel spinor
and ko € L9(S?M). Then,

[le™ 88 o Iy (ko)lneo |, , < Cllkoll o -
Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 5.1. 0
In the following we introduce the norm
Bl Liaoer = K]l Lo + 1Bl e

which is the natural norm on L[9> = L¢N L>. From now on, let U be an LI%>l-neighbourhood
of h, which is so small that Proposition 2.2 holds and that the projection map ® of Subsection
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2.2 is defined. Let furthermore (h:);>1 be a family of metrics in U N F and (k;):>1 be a family
of symmetric 2-tensors. We finally set g = hy + k¢, t € [1,00).

Lemma 5.6. We have

Proof. By Sobolev embedding, Proposition 2.2 and definition of the norms, we have

B L M

Wlioo T

Y’-L"‘

o= ey + g =Bl < Wl + Mol + =R+ =],
S e
< Clklx,, =cfm-hnl, .
which proves the lemma. 0
Lemma 5.7. There exists an € > 0 such that ¢ is well-defined if ’(h —h, kz)‘ v < €.

Proof. In order to show that ¢ is well defined, we have to ensure that the terms involving the
projection map ® make sense. These terms are given by D,® and

P1(h, k) = ®(p,(h, k) = @ <h1 + /j Dg<I)(H1(s))ds> .
In order to do so, we have to show that
geU, h1+/1th<I)(H1(s))ds€Z/l,
here U is the LI9>°]-neighbourhood which is the domain of definition of ®. At first, Lemma 5.6
shows that g € U if ’(h —h, k)‘ ;

aq,T

q¢" € (1,00]. Using Lemma 2.10 (iii),

1 1 1 1
—n|l—=—=]<-n{-—-)<-1,
qg q

and (29), we establish the estimate

/D(I)Hl d <C/HH1 %S

< c/ (VK% + |[V2]
1

is chosen small enough. Let now ¢’ € (1,¢], ' € [r,00) and

2
oo 1Kl e 4 1R oo K] ds (36)

t
sc/s”@%”@ww&,,scmﬁ,w
1 q T q

Here, we use here only for ¢ € {q,00}, ¢ = ¢ and ' = r, but later, we will make use of this
inequality in full generality. We get

/ t Dy®(H,y (s))ds

t
hy +/ D,®(Hy(s))ds — h
1 1

+ =]
Lla,o0]

Lla;oo] ‘ Lla, ]

< Clkll,, + |m -
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so that

t
hy +/ Dy®(H,y(s))ds € U,
1

is chosen small enough. 0

’(hfﬁ,k)‘

Yq,r

5.3. Mapping properties of the iteration map. Let (M", iz) be an integrable ALE manifold
with a parallel spinor and ¢ € (1,n), r € (n,00) so that

n11>1
2\q r) 2

Moreover, let ¢ be an L!%*l-neighbourhood of 71, which is so small that Proposition 2.2 holds
and that the projection map ® of Subsection 2.2 is defined. Let furthermore (h:);>1 be a family
of metrics in Y N F and (ki)¢>1 be a family of symmetric 2-tensors. We finally set g; = hy + ki,
t € [1,00). The goal of this subsection is to derive the following mapping property:

)

The proof of this theorem is split up in Propositions 5.9 and 5.10 below, in which the estimates
for the components of 1) are established. In fact we will also prove estimates for certain other
Holder exponents ¢/ € (1,q] and 7’ € [r,00). These more general estimates will be important
later in the paper for detecting the optimal convergence behaviour for the Ricci-de Turck flow
with moving gauge.

Theorem 5.8. There exists an € > 0 such that the map ¢ satisfies the estimate

|0t k) = (R,0)]|

q,

(hfﬁ,k)‘

<C (nklnw e llyee + |2 = ]|+ 1Rl ||t =)

as long as < €.

Y’-L"‘

Proposition 5.9. There ezists an € > 0 such that we have
o 2
e hek)lz,, < C (=] +IKI%, )

for any ¢ € (1,¢q] and r' € [r,0), as long as ||(h — ﬁ,k)‘

< €.
Yq”"

Proof. Due to Lemma 5.7, ¥ is well defined under the assumption of the proposition. Due to
Lemma 2.10 (iii), D,® is bounded on L% for each ¢’ € (1,00) and g € U. Therefore, ® is also
Lipschitz with respect to the L? -norm. Using h = ®(h), hy = ®(h1) and the estimate in (36),
we then get

Hq/)l(h,k) . B"Lq/ < Hcp <h1 + /lt DgCID(Hl(s))ds> —3(h)

Ld

ot @) - @(R)|

t
< CH/ D,®(Hy(s))ds| + th —B‘ /
1 La La
< Cllk,,, +C|m -] -
Secondly, we estimate, similarly as in (36)
) Joun )l e < 06 D5, et

< 0 2) [IVRIZ 4 92K o (K + 1Rl e 12
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2
<Ok, .
which finishes the proof of the lemma. 0

Proposition 5.10. There exists and € > 0 such that we have
(b W)l x, , < C [IRllye + Il + L, + =B )ikl ]

as long as ||(h — h, k)’ < €. Moreover, for any q' € (1,q] satisfying

Xqr
n (1 1 . n 1 1 1
—(==—=-)<min{ —,n|{-—-)—-1,=,,
2\q¢ ¢ 2r q T 2

xRl < C [l + Wil + (Ul + o=, Ykl ]

We prove the second inequality as the first one is a special case of the second. It will follow
from a series of lemmas.

we have

Lemma 5.11. For any ¢’ € (1,¢] and ' € [r,00), we have
[ah B)llx,, = l[(MWin )" @Wah k) < C e R,

Proof. Let us abbreviate 1, := 1), (h, k); for fixed h,k,t in the proof. Due to the assumptions
on ¢ and r, we have

(0, )7 @)l L < C s Lo »
V)7 @) o < C8F [T 0 + 02D By,

8 ||V2(H}J{,hw)*1(g2)Hqu < Ct? HV2E2 ) th%(%_%) HE2‘

Iz

L'
B ) @)y < 03 @) Gyl
and the lemma follows from the definition of the X ,,-norm. O

Proof of Proposition 5.10. By Lemma 5.11 and the triangle inequality, we have
2k k), < (|1 Pgs s hoo)ios (M (B,

t
+ / P(gah; hoo)s—ﬂfl(tasak/’ahahoo)ds
1

Xq/,,,,/

The first term on the right hand side is treated in Lemma 5.12 below. The integrand will be

split up in two terms which are esimated in Lemma 5.15 and Lemma 5.18 below. g
Lemma 5.12. There exists an € > 0 such that if ’(h —h, k:)‘ < €, we have
1P(g B oo )12 (Wi (R) |, , < Clllallyaar + (R lz)- (37)

for all ¢ € (1,¢] and ' € [r,00). Moreover, if t > 3, s € [1,t — 2] and p’ € (1,¢], we have

1

197 0 P9, by heo)sse(ITE_ (@))]] e < Clt — ) 2 E8) @D g (3)
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where O is an arbitrary symmetric 2-tensor and « : {¢’, '} x {0, 1,2} — R is defined by a(q’,0) =

0, (¢, 1) =1, a(¢,2) = min{l, %(% - %)} and a(r',i) = %(% — &) otherwise.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, the assumption H(h — ﬁ,kz)‘
X

< € implies smallness of ||k||y1.0.. In
o

particular, HgﬂHlew < oo (recall that ¢ = h + k). Therefore, for ¢ € [1,3], the short-time
estimates in Lemma 3.3 (i) and (ii) ensure that

HP(gaha hm)lﬁt(nﬁw(kl))"wz,q < CHleW%q/ )
HP(gahahW)lﬁt(Hﬁw(kl))}’W2,T’ < CHleWQvT/ .

From now on, let t > 3 and s € [1,t—2]. We combine Lemma 3.3 (iv) and (v) (to pass from ¢t —1
to t) and Theorem 5.1 (to pass from 1 to t — 1). We first prove (38). The more special estimate
(37) then follows from setting © = ki, s = 1, p’ = ¢’ and using the definition of the X/ ,,-norm.
At first, we clearly have

[P b (O = [ Plg. 1 hec)i 100 =020 (@)

L
<C

e UTIIALLL ()|

Because we again have
1 1 1 1 1
[ := min — ——],1; > min L 18> =,
qg 2\q r 2
we can estimate
||V o P(g,h, hoo)sﬁ,g(l_[f;Oc (6))||L<1’ = HV o P(g,h,hoo)t—1-t © e (t—1=8)AL (Htoo (@))‘

Lr’)

_L)_Q<L_L)
) ENT O]

|3

La

oo

<C(|veoettmmanmy (o))

o )]

La

A _ 1

<ct-1-5 7)oy, + o —1- 5%

]
Q
‘d\l i

1
a

E\‘,_‘

<ct-1-9 v He),,
and

[V2 0 P(g,h hoc) st (W (O)) | = |V 0 Plg. By hoc)irosg 0 €77 D20 (117 (©)

La

<c (Hvz o e*@*l*ﬂAL(Hi@(@))HLq/ +

1 1
7

i

<ct-1-5 )P o), +ct—1-5 ) 2@ ) e,

]

1

<ct-1-930

»n\l —

)10

Finally, we have
1P(g 1y oo sost (T (O = |[ P s B )10 0 €™ 4920 (11 (0))

< Cetmtman (o))

w2’

oo ’

<ct-1-5 o222 ey, .

]

which finishes the proof of the lemma. O



42 KLAUS KRONCKE AND OLIVER L. PETERSEN
Lemma 5.13. For p’ € (1,7'], ¢ € (1,¢], ' € [r,00), t € [1,00) and t’ € [t, 00|, we have

(AL, = Apn) (k)] L < et (v) Hh N B’

k
o el
Proof. Choose p” € (p’, 0] so that % = # + . Then by the Holder inequality,

(AL, = AL k)| < Cllhe = hoollyzr [[Kell .
< Cllhe = bl o Kellyyrare

t/
sc[|@mm¢¢wmmw
SC/ s_n(ﬁ_%)d&Hh—ﬁ‘

t

< Ctl—s?"(%_%) Hh — ﬁ‘

t 2
Zq’,r’

Zys HkHXq”T’ ’
which finishes the proof. ]

Lemma 5.14. For ¢ € (1, g] satisfying
n/(1l 1 < n
2\q¢ ¢ 2r’
(1 = Dg@) (L)1) < Ct o2 G3) k)%

. . 1_1 1
Wlthﬂ—mln{l,% (E — ;)} > 5.
Proof. By the condition on ¢’, we may now choose r’ € (r, 00|, such that
1 1 1

¢ q
By Lemma 2.10 (iii), the Holder inequality, interpolation and Sobolev embedding, we get
(1 = Dg@)(H)(0)| por < CIHL)| r < CUVkel| 1y el o + [ Vel 220 + 1 R] por Vel 7 )
< C(|V2kel o ot o + IR ar VRN )
2
< C([V2he| Lo Mkellyyrr + IRl Ve lpr)

1

<c (tfﬁf%(%*ﬂ + f"(r%)) [

we have

1_1
™

<ot P E G al, -
with 8 =min{1,3 ($ - 1)} > 1. O
Lemma 5.15. Let t > 3. Then we have the estimate

for all ¢ € (1,¢],7" € [r,00) which satisfy

nfL Ly n(L_ 1) _ . 1.1y 1L
2\q¢ ¢ 2\r mmnqr 27

t—2
/ P(gvh’a hoo)s%tl(tvsvkahvhoo)ds
1

< Cllkllx,, + =

) Il x
Xq/,r/ Zaq,r o“r
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Proof. By the triangle inequality, we first split the term further up as

t—2
/ P(gvh’a hoo)s—)tl(tasakvh’a hoo)dS
1

X(I/wT/
t—2
< ‘/ P(g, b, hoo) st I [(AL oo — App) (K)ds
1 Xq/,r/
t—2
+ ‘ P(g,h, hoo)s—i 11 (1 — D, ®)(Hy)ds
1 Xq/,,,,/

Now let us consider the first of these terms. We estimate each of the terms of the Xy ,»-norm
separately. Let ¢” € {¢,7'}, i € {0,1,2} and a : {¢’,7'} x {0,1,2} — R be the function from
Lemma 5.12. Let p’ € (1,¢q) be small. By Lemma 5.12 and Lemma 5.13, we get

t—2
HVZ/ P(g, h, hoo)s%tnia[(AL,oo - AL,h)(k)dS
1

"

La
t—2

g/ IV* 0 P9, hy hoo) st || s pur (A L,00 = Arp) (R)| v ds
1

3n (1

t—1 1 1 " ~
< C/ (t =) 2o @I G s - b kL,
: -

Zq,r

< ¢peld”D) &, -

The last inequality is justified by Lemma 1.16: We have

n(l 1 v v 3n (1 1 n(1 1 .
—(=-= ALy (e I N R,
2 (p/ q/) + a(q al) > Oé(q al)a 9 q r > 2 q r = a(q ,’L)

and (40) implies
1 1 . 3 1 1 1 1 . .
5 (5-z)rawi+ B (G-1) 2o 5 (5o 5) - 1hali > el

o=

Z‘Iar

p q qQ T p r
for all choices of ¢ and ¢, provided that p’ is chosen small enough. We have thus shown that
t—2
’ P(g,hyhoo)smi TR [(Aroo = Arp)®)ds| < C|n=h| ikl -
1 D GV T '

For the other part of the integral, the estimate is slightly different. By Lemma 5.12 and Lemma
5.14
o pt—2
HW P(g,h, hoo)s—i 1T (1 — D, ®)(Hy)ds
1

Lq//

t—2
< [ IV P o) T g 10 = D@ ds

<ot D g%

The last inequality is again justified by Lemma 1.16 and (40), since

1+n 1 1 -1 1+n 1 1 >n 1 1 > a(q" i)
—4+ - =-== —+—|=-== (=== @ 7).
2 2\q r ’ 2 2\q r 2\q¢ 1)~ ¢
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and we conclude

t—2
‘ / P(gvh’a hoo)s%tl(tvsvkahvhoo)ds
1

This proves
t—2

P(g,h, hoo)s—t1l, (1 — Dy®)(Hy)ds

2
< Clklly,,
1 X,

i

<cC (||k||Xq,T + |[p =]

o),

Xq/’,,,/
as desired O
Lemma 5.16. Let t > 2. Then we have
t—1
/ Plg,hhoc)oon I (15, ks b hoc)ds | < CQlkL,, + |[p =] )kl -
min{t—2,1} , ’ Zq,r ’
for all ¢’ € (1, g] with
n(l 1 < n
2\q¢ q 2r’
Proof. By Lemma 3.3 (iii), we first have
t—1
/ P(g,h,hoo)s—tI(t, sk, h,hoo)ds <C sup l(t,s,k, h, hoo)ds|| ;o
min{t—2,1} w2.a" s€[min{t—2,1},t—1]
for ¢" € {¢’,r}. Recall that
I(t, s,k b hoo) = (AL,co — ALn)(k) + (1 — Dg®)(Hy)
for s € [min {t — 2,1}, — 1]. With the help of Lemma 5.13, we get
s (Aree = A )kl < CEEGTD R Rkl
s€[min{t—2,1},t—1] Zg,r ®
Lemma 5.13 yields
—_f_n(1_1 2
sup (1 Dy@)(H1)(s)l| o < CtPEGEH) R
s€[min{t—2,1},t—1] ’
and standard estimates similar as in Lemma 5.14 yield
sw (=D H) S, € sw [kl < CGR RE
s€[min{t—2,1},t—1] s€[min{t—2,1},t—1] ’
The function « defined in Lemma 5.12 satisfies
. n(l 1 11 s o« _3n (1 1
< S e R < (==-Z=)-1
o iy<pry(c-)<n(i-1) awasF (-3
and the statement follows from putting these estimates together. g

In the remainder of this subsection, we estimate the integral from max{t — 1,1} to t. We

start with a technical lemma.

Lemma 5.17. For s € [max{t — 1,1},¢], ¢ € (1,q] and ' € [r, o) satisfying
1 1 1
P g
q q T

we have

(s, s s oo ) [y < CUIE o 4 1h = hooll o) [ Kl
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11(t, 5,k s hoo )l < C1Kl[w2r + 1VElyw1a + 117 = hooll o) 1Kl 2. -
Proof. Let p’ € {¢/,7'}. Recall that for s € [t — 1,t], we have
I(t, 5,k hyhoo) = [Ap g, (k) + M [Dg@((Apgn — Arp)(k) + (1 — Dy®)(Ha)]
We have
[ALgn ) (R) = [Apgn — App T (R) + [App — Ap oo, T (K),
Using g = h + k, the first of these terms can be written as
[ALgn = Arp, T (k) = (Azgn — App)y (k) = T (ALgn — Azn) (k)
= k* V2IIL (k) + R+ kb« L (k) — L (k+ V2k + R+ k * k)
and the second one is
[ALh = AL oo, TLJ() = (Apn — Ap o) (k) = L (AL — ALoo) (k)
= (h — heo) * V2TIL (k) + V(h — hoo) * VIIX (K)
+ V2(h — hoo) * I (k) + R # (h — heo) + 1, (k)
— L ((h = hoo) * VZk 4+ V(h — heo) * VE)
— o (V2(h — hoo) x k + Rx (h — hoo) * k).

45

A suitable combination of Lemma 2.10 (ii), the Holder inequality and elliptic regularity for h—hq,

yields
AL g L) [y < CUR N + 10 = ol o) Il -
Similarly, we get
HHé_o[Dg‘I)((AL,g,h - ALﬁh)(k))HWLP’ < Oll(ALgn - AL’h)(k)HL%
= Olk« Pk + Rk sk 0 < C |3

Recall that Hy = g~ x g~ x Vk x VE which yields pointwise bounds

|Ho| < C|VE]?,  |[VHa| < C(|VE|[VZE| + [VE[).
Because % < % < % + %, we may find " € (', 00] such that
1 1 1
¢ q

We then get, using the Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding,

[T (1 — Dg®)(H2) || 1.0

Similarly,

[T (1 — Dy ®)(H> < ClHallyrr < CI Vo [IVE] o < C 1Kl

) ‘ ’ wi.r’
which finishes the proof.

Lemma 5.18. Let ¢t > 1. Then for ¢’ € (1, ¢ satisfying

1 1 1
-~ < =+ -,
q q T
we have
t
/ Pg,hy hoo)sst It 5,k o hoo)ds|| < ClllklLy. + b — hoolly, ) IFllx.,
max{t—1,1} X, ' Y '

< ClHallwra < ClIVElyra IVE] L < CHVE] o [[Ellye. -
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Proof. Let p' € {¢’,r}. By short-time estimates (Lemma 3.3 (iii)), we have

From Lemma 5.17, we have

I1(E, 8,k B hoo )l < C([[Ellwar + [VEIwra + 17 = hooll o) [[Ellya.r -

< C sup Hl(tasakah’hOO)HWLp, .

t
/ P(gaha hoo)s—ﬁfl(tasak/’;hahoo)ds
s€t—1,t]

max{t—1,1}

w2’

By definition of the norms, we have

sup = ool Kl < 8GR G 0|y,

s€t—1,t]

Z’-L'"

sup |kl < G ||k 2
set—1,t] ’

s€t—1,t]

Combining all these estimates and using the conditions on ¢’, we get

<o 3G (g, + o=, Y.

which yields the desired estimate. U

t
/ P(gahvh’oo)sﬁtl(tvsvkahvhoo)ds

max{t—1,1}

w2.p'

5.4. Contraction properties of the iteration map. Let us assume the same as at the be-
ginning of Subsection 5.3. Additionally, we demand that

1 1
1(1-1) e
2\q r
The goal of this subsection is to derive the following mapping property:

Theorem 5.19. There exists an € > 0 such that the operator i satisfies the estimate

[eemy v, <Okl + Irillya.)

+C (H(h—ﬁ,k)‘

o \
N (R

Y) H(h k- 1%)‘

< €.
Yoo

as long as H(h - ﬁ,kz)‘

f;_ﬁ,z;\
N

The proof of this theorem is split up in Propositions 5.22 and 5.23 below, in which the estimates
for the components of 1 are established. At first, recall that

Hy=F(g g\ VE, VE) + Fo(g Y R, k, k) + Fs(g~t, k, VZE)

and abbreviate

Fy:=Fi (g7t ¢ ', Vk, Vk), Fy=F(5 " " Vk, Vk),
F2 = FQ(gilvRa k7k>a FQ : 2(~71’R’ ]’%’ ]’%)7
F3 = F3(g_1ak) VQk)a F3 = F3(~_1’I;” @2]’%)



STABILITY OF RICCI-FLAT ALE MANIFOLDS 47

Lemma 5.20. There exists an € > 0 such that if < €, we have

Y’-L"‘

‘(hfﬁ,k)‘

h—h 12‘
yq,fH( k)

the pointwise estimates
|y — Fy| < Clk — k||VE]* + |V (k — k)|(|VE| + |VE|)
+C(Jh =l + [V (h = ))(|VE| + |VE|)?,
| Py — | < Clk — E[(Ik] + [RD(RI + [RI) + (Ih = Al + [V (h = h)| + [V2(h = B) )|k,
|3 — Es| < C(Ik — kI|V2k]| + k][ V2(k — k)])
+ C(Ih = Rk VK| + [V (b — )| VE[[k] + [V (h = 2)|?|K[?).
Proof. Note that Lemma 5.6 ensures that ||k 1.0 + Hl;:HWlm is small. We first look at the
difference
Fi(g7t g ' Vk,VE) — Fi (g, Vk,Vk) = Fi(g7* — 57", g7, V&, Vk)
+F (G g =G, VE, V)
+F(g7Y 57 Vk - Vk,Vk)
+F (G g7 Vk, VE — VE).
Note that
g7 =7 < C(lk — k[ + b — h)).

Note further, that by using the tensor Tilz- = Fi—“j - ffj, we can write Vk — Vk = T k. The

tensor T is schematically of the form T = h~! % V(h — h). Therefore we get
[VE = VE| < C(V(k = B)| + [TI[VA]),  [T]<CIV(h=h),

and the first inequality is obtained from combining all these estimates. The other estimates are
performed similarly, using in addition

R—R=VT+TxT, V2% —V2k=VTxk+Tx«Vk+Tx*Txk.

The details are left to the reader. O
Lemma 5.21. There exists an € > 0 such that if ‘(h — h, k) ; + H(iL —h, I;:)‘ , e we have
HHl_ﬁl} <ot (i) [Hh—ﬁ‘ +Hk—/%‘ ] [||k||x +Hk} }

La Zqr Xgor ar Xgor

Proof. By Lemma 5.20 and standard estimates, we conclude

- - 9 - -
_ < _ _
7= 2, < cffx =], 1wt + e v, (1961 + |[97] )
- - 2
+C =, (b +[E],,..)

< Ol = H, Wliye. €[V = )| +[F]
<Clfe—k| | Ikler+C||VE=B)| (IRl + 7] )

o=, (e + 1)

<ot (i) Hk: - k‘

+C

||k||§(w Ls-s(i-1) Hk _ /%‘

2
k X + Hiﬂ’
Xaqr (H ” or Xaqr

bl + |7
. (n o, + [

Xq,r

1ot i) Hh - ﬁ’
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k X + HI;?} .
qu) (H H or Xq,r
Furthermore, we ha.\/e

e L P (P (PR PR L W

<ch—1;H (L HkH ) CHh—sz k.
< I (T Il

o) (s, ], )

= % + % Then the Hélder inequality yields

<ot (i%) (Hh - B‘

+Hk¢—1}}

Xq,

Frﬁg‘

L

1

S (I
1

Choose 1’ € (g, 00) such that

. ) . ) . -
|75 =55, <o (ol o= 7]+ o =B, #],.)
O, (Wl 190+ [R5+ [ J,-)
WZ,T L’V‘ LOO LT‘ LOC
< C (9%l =], + 72 =R, 7]
<O (V| [k =E| , +||v2E=5] |k, ..)
. 2
¢ =], (et + ]
v I (e 12
<ot G=7) [Hh—fz‘ +Hk—/%‘ H||k||x +sz‘ ]
Zagr Xgr or Xgr
which finishes the proof of the lemma. (|
Proposition 5.22. There exists an € > 0 such that if ‘(hfﬂ,k)‘y +H(i~17ﬁ,l~f)ly <€, we
have o o
h k) — hk‘ <c(|k Hk‘ thﬁ’ kak’ .
Jonthcty = ni, < (bl + ] e

Proof. We estimate, using Lemma 2.10 (iii) and (vi) and Lemma 5.21,

enh ) =B B)| < €[t ) =B )|

t
SC/
1

< c/lt H(Dgcp — Dy®)(Hy(h, k) + Dy®((Hy(h, k) — Hy(h, 12))]

La

ds

La

Dy®(Hy (h, k)) — Dy®(Hy (h, /2;))‘

ds

La

lds

Hi(B)| L+ | E k) = Huh )

t
sc[nm—mm

t
scznm—mm

La

lds

~12 J
kH HH hk)—H h,k‘
e T || HLRE) = Hi(h,R)||

e (e N T
gcQwuw+MﬂXw)QW—ﬁ\ *W“‘wa>

For the other term of the norm, we estimate using Lemma 2.10 (iii) and (vi) again,

tn(%ii) Oy (1/]1 (ha k) - 1/11 (FL’ ];))

+Hk—1}‘

qu)

Zg,r

La
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=G0 | Dy 1y @D @(H (0, ) - @wﬂ%¢Wthwm
n l l

< "G (D5, sy ® = Dy iy @) (Da@(Ha (0, )|
+ "G || Dy, 0 @ (Dy® — Dy@) (1 (0, ) ’
#1760 D5, @Dy (H (0 k) — (BB

<orteH fwn, (500500, + -,

1

yorli— HH1 (h, k) — Hl(ﬁ,l%))‘

La

L
.

<ci=+)

)

A (o) =3By
+@w—Hmh@ Hy (0, )|

<o (1. + [l ) ( )

In the last inequality, we used Lemma 5.21 again and the estimate from the first part of the

La

proof. O

Proposition 5.23. There ezists an € > 0 sucn that if H(h — b, k)’ + H(ﬁ — h, l;)’ . <6

we have "
Joath ) = vl <€ [l + Wil i, |

q,m
|:’ Xq"":|

Proof. At first, we have

o, k) (. )|

By Lemma 5.11, we know that
|01~ @t ) = D, )|

Furthermore, by Lemma 2.10 (vii) and Proposition 5.10,

|7 = (0T ) T B)|

o, )|

Xq,r Xgr

< (Il + il +

quT:|

g

qur) ‘

Thus, to finish the proof, it suffices to establish the estimate

|28, k) = B, )|

o]

Xq

. [Hklnww ks

..
Xgr
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We rewrite this difference as
EQ(h‘a k)_EQ(iLa I%)
= P(g, hy hoo)15¢ 0 Wy (k1) = P(§, By hoo)15¢ 0 T (k1)

t—1

+ P(g, by hoo)sst[I(t, s, k, by hoo) — I(t, 5, k, by hoo)]ds
1

t—4

+ / (g, by hoc)sst — P oy oo )ssel I(t, 5, T, o Froc)dis
1
t—1 o o

4 / P(g, 1 hos)ost — P oy o )s st I(E, 5, e oy o )dis
t—4

t
+/ [P(gahahoo)s—ﬂfl(tasak/’ahahoo) _P(gah; hoo)sﬁtl(tasakahahoo)]ds
t

-1
The terms on the right hand side are estimated in Lemma 5.24, 5.27, 5.29, 5.30, 5.31 and 5.32
below. O

Lemma 5.24. We have the estimate

Hp(gaha hoo)l—)t © H}J{x (kl) - P(g,iL, ]tLOO)l—Wf OH]J};O (kl)‘

Xq,r

< Clkrllypes + k1 e (Hﬁ i

+H/%—/<;‘

Xw) '

£ (7 8) (P(g, by hoe)ie 0 TIE_ (k1) = P(3, B hoc) 1 0 TEE_ (k1)

Xw) '
Proof. We abbreviate, for each s € [1,1],
Ps = P(g, h, h’oo)l%s © H}J{x (kl)v Ps = P(g, iL, }Nloo)lﬁs © H]Jioo (kl)

For t < 5, Lemma 3.4 (i), Lemma 2.10 (v), Lemma 5.6 and elliptic regularity show that for
7 €{qr},

ot = Gellwar < C||(T0E, =1 (k)|

Zg,r

For t > 5, and any p’ € (1, ¢| satisfying % (% - %) # 1, we even have

Xq,r

+H/’%—k}

<Cliall [~

Zg,r

w2.q
hs - hs

C s ( -9 o0 ’ )HHLkH
+ sel[lft] llgs = Gsllwr.o + W40 h°°( ) w2’

< C bl ([0~ o)

and the desired estimate of the lemma follows. For ¢t > 5 we proceed as follows: At first, we
estimate ¢; — @y by w:—1 — pr—1 which we do by short-time estimates. The term ;1 — @;—1 is
then easier to estimate in terms of the initial data because we have by construction

Yr—1 = 67(t72)AL'h°° o} H}J;x (kl), @t,l = 67(t72)ALv7Loo (e} H]Ji (kl)

+kal§:’

Z‘Ia"‘
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Again by Lemma 3.4 (i), we estimate at first

n%wmmscoml@umw+wtmmrwp(mme+Ww4)>
s€[t—1,t] wr

For the W24%-norm, we proceed a little bit differently. In this case, we obtain from Lemma 3.4
(i), (iv) and (v) that

n%¢mmsc<m%1¢tmm+n@lmqsw Ommwwﬁuhal2)>,
s€[t—1,t] W2,e0
IV(et = @)l e < C(IV(t-1 = Ge—1)ll 1o + [l0t-1 — Pe-1llfr)

+ OVl + 18ll) s (g = Glly + =B ),
s€[t—1 Ws,eo

[V2(0r = @0 Lo < C (V2 (-1 = Be-1)|| o + IV (0t-1 — Be—1)ll - ll0e-1 — Be-1ll )
+C (V21| + IV@e—1ll e + -1l )

i)
W4,oc
By usingg=h+k, g= h + k and elliptic regularity for h and iL, we find

o (1= + =l ) <o (-], o=

se[t—1,t]

]

sup (llg = Gl + |
s€t—1,t]

)
Zq,r

n (1
7

n(1_1
Putting these estimates together and multiplying by ¢ 2 <P ‘?), we get

1

t%(ﬁ_%)(gpt*@t) t%(#_%)@kl =)

<C
XQWT Xq,T
ﬂ(i,l) ~ ~
ez Gg,, Qh_q - )
Xy Zg,r Xq,r
n(1 1 ~ ~
gc{]tz<p, BN T (e )}
Xgr Zar Xg,r

From now on we abbreviate for notational convenience
Ap=Ap ., Ap=24Ap; =1, I+ = H;to.
We can rewrite the difference p;—1 — @;—1 as
Qi1 — Pr—1 = pr_1 — I (p—1) + T (g1 — Geo1)
= (I =T (1) + (I, )7 oI (01 — @),
where we used hat ¢; 1 = II+ (1) and @;_1 = mt (¢1—1). Let us use the notation
Y1 =TT (o1 — Gro1).

From Lemma 2.10 (v), we get the estimates

n%1¢tmwm+gcQﬁq

wtmy+w&mwm)

Z‘Ia"‘

and

n%1¢tmmsc<wh

wtmy+nm1h0,

quT
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IV (pt-1 = Ge-)ll o < C (Hh |, leelle + Vel + ||wt_1||y) ,

IV2(6e-1 — @1-1)]| . < © (Hh —h| el + 1Vl + ||wt1||wl,r> -

X’;"")

1

_n(1 _1
By Corollary 5.2, ||pi—1]/,» < Ct 2 (%) k1|, and we conclude

+
Zg,r

Thus to finish the proof, it suffices to show

We are going to establish this estimate for the remainder of this proof. Because for s € [1,¢— 1],
s and @4 are solutions of the evolution problems

assﬁs + ALSQS = 05 Y1 = Hl(kl)v
as‘;zjs + ALSES = 0; ()51 = ﬁl(kl)’

1

t%(p*%)(%_l — Pt-1) t%(ﬁﬁ)lﬂtq

B—h‘

\ <c (Hk’l”m'
Xq’r

ﬁ(ﬁ*%)wt_l

ﬁ—h‘

<Ok pw .
o < Clll =],

the quantity v, := IT*(ps — @) is a solution of the problem
Osths + Apths =1 0 (AL = AL)(@s), o1 =11" o (" —T1%) (k)

which is then written by the Duhamel principle as

t—1
Vi1 = e_(t—2)AL1P1 +/ e~ (t-1=8)AL 4 HL(AL —Ap)(p)ds
1
2
C e (t-DALy / TR o I Ay — Ap)($)ds
1

-1
+/ e =1=9)80 o [TY (AL — AL)(@)ds
t

-2
t—2 ~
—|—/ e~ (t-1=8)Ar 4 HJ‘(AL — Ap)(@)ds.
2
We are now going to estimate these terms separately. At first, we obtain
(i) (

<0t -22 ) ([lemte22ep| -2

vef(t72)AL1/}1’

- (%) Hv%**?mwll

)

e~ (=221, H 4¢3
La

Ve_(t_Q)ALl/n‘

)

La

+C(t - 2)%(?_%) (t— 2)%(%—%) HVQe—(t—2)AL,¢)1‘

< Cllrlle <C[A=h| Ikl

and similarly

(=) 5 (Gr3) [et=22ep|| | <ce- 23 () [t
<Cletllw < Ch=n| Ikl
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by Corollary 5.2. For the next term

2 2
/ e~ t1=9AL o TTY (AL — AL)(@)ds = e~ (T73AL ( / e (=2 oY (AL — AL)(gZa)ds)
1 1
we need to use Sobolev spaces of negative order to get rid of the second derivatives of ¢. Let us
first abbreviate

2
2 :/ ei(ziS)AL OHJ—(AL — AL)((,Z?)CZS,
1

— (=D)AL —(t—3)Ap

N3 =e St Ni—1 N3 =e 2.

Then 7;_1 is the term we wish to estimate. Similarly as above, we have

n(1_1 1 (5=
3G (il + 25 sl 412G el

4
7

n 1 1 n(l_1
<=0 (Il + = 0 meallpo + - 926D )l
<C sl

and similarly

Q=

AG B G flyas < Cllnsl
by mapping properties of the heat operator. Now because e 2% extends to bounded maps
e~BAr 4 5 W Vq' € (1,00),

e SAL W2 W2 Vq' € (1,00),s € [0,1],
duality implies that it is also a bounded map

e B W 7 Vq' € (1,00),

AL LW W2 Vq' € (1,0),s € [0,1].
Because 11+ : W27 — W24 is bounded and self-adjoint on L2, it also admits a bounded

. — / —_ / . .
extension IT+ : W29 — W~=249  These observations imply

2
|WMQSOMﬂW2ﬂ=cH/e%%@MonwAL_Am@ms
1

W24

< C sup H(AL - AL)(@)H

s€[1,2] W=24

Using the tensor TZ; = Ffj - f‘fj, the difference of two Lichnerwicz Laplacians can be written as

(AL —AL))=(h P =h D% (V2o +R*@)+h '« (VI G+ T*«Vp+T*Tx@).

Let now y € C2°(S?M) be a compactly supported test tensor. Since we have the schematic form
T = (h=! — h=1) x V(h — h), suitable integration by parts yields

(AL = AL, X)2 = (W = h™") * (V2@ + R+ @), X) 12
+ (W' % (VT % g+ T xVE+T T %), X)) L2
oy — hooH

< Cll@ll Lo lIxllwz.ar W'
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Here, ¢* is the conjugate Holder exponent of q. Using the definition of negative Sobolev spaces,
we obtain

AL —A ~H <CI|l . Boo—hooH < Cl@ll,a
|Ar-an@)], ,, <cliel. o SCSIL
so that
Inelle <€ sup [[Ar=a0)@)| , <c|h=h| sw gl <Ch=n| Ikl
s€[1,2] W—2.q Z se[1,2] Zg,r
Consequently,
2
[ et ot Ay - Anps Ieall o
1 Xq Zg,r

Let ¢ = p,r. Then,

t—1
/ e~ t1=9)AL o [TH (AL — AL)(P)ds
¢

<C s (A -An)(@)

’W?#

_9 W2.q' G[t 2,t— 1]
fhooH sup [ @ullyae
s€[t—2,t—1]
H@_sny
oo H (- il
<o) } ||k1||mf-

Now we estimate the final term. Let a : {¢,7} x {0,1,2} — R be the function from Lemma 5.12.
Choose p” € (1,p’) small and let ¢’ € (p”, 00) such that # = ﬁ + 1. Under these assumptions,

1# g <%1) +al(d,i) > g <l,l> +ald',i)

p q p q
n (1 1 n (1 1 n (1 1 n (1 1
122 (2222 () e ()2 (22 x
73 (p’ 7’) 2 (p’ q) T3 (q 7’) ~ 2 (p’ q) Tald. 1)
n/(1 1 ;. n ({1 1 n 1 1 ;.
LY L e I S :
5 (p” q) +a(q', 1) + > (p’ r) 2(p’ q)—l—a(q ,1)

By the Holder inequality, Corollary 5.2 and Lemma 1.16, we therefore get

t—2
HV/ TR o ITH(AL — Ap)(@)ds
2

/

La

= Lp//—>Lq/ hoo - hOOH 2.4 HSZHWZJ‘ dS

t—2 . ;
<C/ (11— )72 ()00 1) =5 Gr)gs -

<ot (F—t)-al ‘

t—2
</ Hvi((tflfsmom‘

HleLp’

Ml

which finishes the proof. O



STABILITY OF RICCI-FLAT ALE MANIFOLDS 55

Remark 5.25. By shifting the time parameter, we also get under the conditions of Lemma 5.24
fort >s>1andt— s >4 that

[V 0 Plg. by hoo)sost 0 T (1) = V' 0 P(§, by o)t 0 TTE_(h1)|

q’

o) Wil

+Hﬁ—h‘

<t —s)2(F3) e (Hk B k‘
Xq,
with « being the function of Lemma 5.12.
Recall that
XL ( s ks b hoo) = T(t 8,k B hoo)] = X[ B = Ara) (k) = (Ap i = Ap ) (F)]

+ X(,t-1[(1 = Dg®)(H1) — (1 — Dg®)(H1)],

so that
t—1 o
P(gaha hoo)s—)t[l(tasakahahoo) - I(t,S,k/’,h, hoo)]ds
1

- /1 Py ha)s B — Ara)(k) — (Ap s — Ay 1) (B)]ds

t—1
+/ P(g,h,hoo)s—t[(1 — Dg®)(Hy) — (1 — Dg®)(Hy)]ds
1
We deal with these two terms in the next four lemmas.

Lemma 5.26. We have for every p’ € (1,7]
(AL = Arn)®) = (Ap s -2, )@
1

Ll (S

oo

Lr'

4

+ Hh— B‘
Xaq,r Zq,r

)
Proof. We first rewrite
(AL = Apn)(k) = (Ap . = App)(E) = (Aph,, — Apg (k) + (Apn— Ay j)(k)
+(Apph. —Arp)(k—k)
Standard estimates using the Holder inequality imply

O ] PR [ ] ) Lt e L
SC.S*%@*%) ’h_ﬁ‘ ]}‘
ZgaT Xga"‘
and it is shown as in (39) that
|Arae = Ar) =B, <o st G361y, i -F|
o P LR
which yields the desired result. O

Lemma 5.27. We have

\ [ Pl bl — A~ (8,5~ 8, ) Bds
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o) (10, 4] )

Proof. Let a : {q,r} x {0,1,2} — R be the function from Lemma 5.12, ¢’ € {¢,r} and choose
p’ € (1,q) small. Then we have

(=

+Hh—h}

Xq,

n ({1 1
1 A a a
#2(p, q)+a(q,2)>a(q,l),
1
— ) > !4
-) 2 ald9),

n{l 1 , . onfl1 1 '
s (- )raieg (3 -1) > aldi

and Lemma 5.12, Lemma 5.26 and Lemma 1.16 yield

t—1
\VQ/ PG hoc)est 0 TS [(Ar e — Apa) (k) — (A 5 — A, 2)(R)lds
1

La

(AL hoe —ALp)(k) = (Apj — AL,E)(];)‘

Lr
t—1 S ~

< / (t—5) (1)l =5 (-1) (|h|zq Hk - k} ;
1 " q,

)
<crmead ([[e-¥ o) (i, <[] ).

as desired. 0

XQvT:|

ds

’

t—1
= / HVz © P(g, h’ hOO)SHt °© H;HLP’ La
1 ,

+Hh—h‘

g

Zg,r

+thi3‘

Xq,

Lemma 5.28. We have

| = D)) - (1~ Dy ()

< cr—(Gi-%) {Hh — }}‘

+Hk—/%‘

L Zq,r

o
Proof. We first write
(1 —D,®)(H,) — (1 — D3®)(H,) = Hy — Hy + (D,® — D;®)(H,) + D3 ®(H, — H;)
By Lemma 5.21, we already know
wl

[k, + 7

|22 =72

+Hk712‘

Scfwa¢>whq
La

bl + |7
. XW}U|&W+

Moreover by Lemma 2.10 (iii),
i,
La

1= |
La

<ot (i) [Hh - B‘

Zq,r + ‘ qu:| |:|| HXq’T * Xa,r

Finally by Lemma 2.10 (vi),
|(Dy® — D) (F) |, < C (||~ B

A |E=E])

2
DL

2
L

<c(jn-i

+‘k¢—1}}
La L

<ot i=7) (Hh - BHZ + ||k — 1%’
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This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.29. We have
t—1
‘ P(g, hy hoo)s—st o I [(1 — Dy®)(Hy) — (1 — Dz®)(H,)]ds
X
bl + [
N AL

Proof. Let a: {q,r} x {0,1,2} — R be the function from Lemma 5.12 and ¢’ € {q,r}. Then we
get by Lemma 5.28 that

1

cffu-i

+Hk715’

Z‘Ia"‘

Hvi / P(g, 1 hoo) s 0 TIA[(1 = Dy®)(Hy) — (1 — Dy®)(Hy)]ds

/

La
t—1
< [ 1P o) o1 - Do®YED — (1 - Dy )| ds
1 ? q
=1 a 1 1 s
< C’/ (t —s)—ol g5 s < C.tld),
1
The last inequality here follows from Lemma 1.16 and
1 1 1 1 1 1
(D (-3 e
q T q T 2\q r
The result is immediate from the definition of the norm. ]

Lemma 5.30. We have

Proof. We split up

t—4
/ (g, b hoc)sst — P oy oo )ssel I(t, 5, T, o Froc)dis
1

)
Zq,r

+Hh—h‘

<o

X(LT Xq,T

Let v : {q,7} x {0,1,2} — R be the function from Lemma 5.12, ¢’ € {¢,7} and p’ € (1, ¢) small.
Then we can use Lemma 5.13, Lemma 5.24 and Remark 5.25 to obtain

Hvi/l ) [P(g,h,hoo)s—t — P(g,ﬁ,B<>O)s_>t][(ALJ~Loo _ AL,H)(I%)]dS

L

ds

t—4
< [T P b ) = PGB R »
1 P

(AL h

ytoo

- AL,E)(I%)’

L”,,Lq,
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t—4 . B _ A
< c/ (t— )8 () el D - (5-1) 4 T
1 a.r a.r "
<cre@d|h—n| |ln-h|
< o m=ll, e,
The last inequality is justified by Lemma 1.16, since
1 1
g (]7 - 5) + O‘(q/ai) > Oé((f,i),
1 1 1 1
3_” - 71>E - Za(qlvl)v
2 \q r 2\q r
n(1 1 L 31 1 n(1 1 . .
—(=-= o) —2=2 (== -1
9 (p/ q)+a(Qa'L)+ B (q T) 2 (p/ r)‘f'a(q,l) >a(Qal)

For the term

Ld

1— D,®)(H } d
La.Ld ( g )( 1) 1a S
t—4 L 5 12
gc/ (t — 5)~o@ D gn(5=7) gs hfh‘ k’
1 Zq,r Xq,r
;. - 112
< ) ’h—h‘ k‘ ,
Zq,r Xq,r

and the last inequality follows from Lemma 1.16 since

1 1 1 1 n{l 1 ;.
n|l-—-]>1, nl—-———|>=(-—-|2>ald,i.
q T q T 2\q r

This finishes the proof.

Lemma 5.31. We have
t—1
/ [P(ga h7 h’oo)s—)t - P(ga Ev iLOO)S—)t]I(tv S, l;a Ev Bm>d5
t

L
<o I

Proof. Let ¢ = {q,r}. Lemma 3.4 (iii), elliptic regularity and Sobolev embedding yield

+Hh—ﬁ}

X(Iw X(Iﬂ"

t—1
/ [P(gahahoo)s—)t _P(gahahoo)s—ﬂf]l(tasakjaha Oo)d
t

—4

w2.a’

hoc)ds
<C swp (lg=dlyi+[n=5| )|tk hiz)

SE[t—5,t] La
<C sup (ka;;H +HM] )Hl(t,s,l},ﬁ,ﬁm)’ ,
SE[t—5,t] w2 La La
gc(Hk;;] i[5 ) sup 10,5, kb
Xg,r Za,r /) s€[t—5,t La
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Exacly as in the proof of Lemma 5.18, we get the estimate

sup Hl(t,s,l;,ﬁ,fz H <Ct : 77%)H1~€‘ ,
s€[t—5,t] Xg,r
which yields the result by definition of the norm. 0

Lemma 5.32. We have the estimate

Xqr
4 )
Zar
Proof. By Lemma 3.4 (ii), we get for ¢ = {q,r} that
t
‘ / [P(gv h’a hoo)s%tl(tv S, ka h7 h’oo) - P(gv h’a hoo)s%tl(tv S, kv h’a hoo)]ds
t—1 W2.q
s (1t -, k|
c s (lo= il i |
(- ). [
se [t—1,t] Weo La w2.d Wiee
sup (Hk - ffH )|
se€t—1,t] w La w2.d w2
ot (- |
Zgor
which proves the statement. O

6. LONG-TIME EXISTENCE AND CONVERGENCE

In this section, we are going to prove the main results of the paper. Throughout the section,
let the metric h satisfy the assumptions of the Theorems.

6.1. Establishing a fixed point of the iteration map.

Definition 6.1. Let &/ C M be a neighbourhood of h on which the map @ of Subsection 2.2 is
defined. We call a family of metrics g, ¢t € [0,00) in U a modified Ricci-de Turck flow starting
at go if g; satisfies

0:gt = —2Ricy, + Ly (g, 0(g:))9t> t>1,

8tgt = —QRngt + ‘CV(gt,il)gt’ te [0, 1]

In other words, for ¢ € [0, 1], g: evolves under the Ricci-de Turck flow with reference metric h
while for ¢t > 1, g¢ evolves under the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving reference metric ®(g;).

q ks
Then for any € > 0, we can choose § > 0 so small that if a metrzc go satisfies

Theorem 6.2. Let g € (1,n) and r € (n,00) so large that % (— - l) > 1 and 2 (—f—) # 1.

go—il +Hgo—iLH <4é
La Lo

the modified Ricci-de Turck flow g¢ starting at go is well-defined, exists for all t > 0 and such
that for t > 1, the tensors hy :== ®(g4), ki := g+ — hy satisfy

| (re =k,

aq,r

< €.
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Proof. For any given €; > 0, Lemma 3.8 enables us to choose § > 0 so small that the Ricci-de
Turck flow g; with background metric A with initial data gy exists up to time ¢ = 1 and satisfies

Due to interpolation, this also implies

g1 —h —l—Hgl—iLH < €1.
W2.4a W 2,00

< €1

v = 4],
for r € (¢,00). For any given €5 > 0, we may choose €; > 0 so small that the projection map
O M>DOU—-F
from Subsection 2.2 can be applied to g; and such that the tensors
hi == ®(g1), k1 :=g1 — ®(gq1)
satisfy
sl + sz + [ =B < e
We now define for ¢t > 1
WY i=hy, kY = e DAL,

)

It follows from Lemma 5.12 (applied to the special case where g = h = ho are all equal to hq)
that

and it is clear from the definition of the norm that

=il [

Therefore, for any given e3 > 0, we may choose ez > 0 so small that
(-0

Y| < O Uklpnn + lhillye)

q,m

>

==

Zg,r ’ Zg,r La .

< €3.

YQ;"‘

Inductively, we define the tuple
(A0 D) = (0,8
Now we claim that we can choose €3 and €3 so small that

| (157 =17

for all ¢ € N. We prove this by induction on i. The claim obivously holds for ¢ = 1. Now observe
that due to Theorem 5.8, there exists an €4 such that the estimate

<63

ot = 6.0, < (Il + il + =

T +||¢ = k)

L)

< ¢€4. If we choose €5 and €3 such
Yy

Xq,

holds for some constant C; > 0, as long as H(h — fL, k:)‘
that

€3 . 1
62<2—Cl, 63<m1n{2—cl,e4},
then the induction assumption implies
- )

< €3 < €4q.

aq,m
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Now (41) implies
H (h(i-i-l) —, k(i-i—l))’

v =2 (1050) = (o))

< 1 (Wl + [l + [0 =

Y’-L"‘

L o)

€ €
< Ci(e2 + 6%) < Ciea + (Crez)es < 53 + 53 = €3

2
»
and the claim is shown by induction.
Now due to Theorem 5.19, there exists an €5 > 0 such that the map 1 satisfies the estimate

o) = wR. B, < Co (bl + Ml ) ||h = Bk = )

q,

Y’-L"‘

fz—i}l}’
YW+H( k)

Y) H(h k- )

YQ;"‘

as long as H(h —h, k)’ + H(iz —h, l;)’ < €5. If we now choose €3 and €3 so small that
Yq’r q,m
1 €5
Caeg +2C3€3 < > S5

we obtain
H (h(i+2) — Rl pl42) _ k(z‘+1))‘

YQ;"‘

<0, <||k1||w2,q S H (h(iJrl) _ }Al7k(i+1))‘

. H (h<z‘+1> _ B0 G+ k(z‘))‘

S (G

YQuT>

YQ;"‘

IN

(0262 + 20263) H (h(ZJrl) — h(z), k/’(iJrl) — k(l)) ‘

Yq,r

IN

1 H (hml) ) i) k(z‘))
2 )

YQ;"‘

for all ¢ € N. Thus by induction, the sequence

{(hu), k(z‘)) }EN

is a Cauchy sequence in Yg,. By construction, it converges to an element (h(oo), k("o)) €Yy,
which satisfies

" (h<oo>7k<oo>) — (h<oo>,k<oo>)
and thus is by construction the (unique) fixed point of ¢. In additon, if for the € > 0 given in
the statement of the Theorem, €3 is chosen so small that €3 < €, we get

(o= = Ror ), < i (0 — 20

<e3 <e
Yy, r 1—00

Y’-L"‘

By the discussion in Section 4, (gt(oo) = h§°°> + kt(oo)) - (which is for each fixed time an element
t>1

in W22 N W2 ¢ Whe) is a (weak) solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge,
starting at g;. On the other hand, a solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge g;
is uniquely obtained by solving the B—gauged Ricci-de Turck flow and pulling back by a suitable
family of diffeomorphisms. By construction, the resulting flow (g¢)¢>1 is W29 N W2 -close to

h at least for small times [t,t + ¢]. By uniqueness, g; = g,§°°> as long as g; does not leave a
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small neighbourhood. A bootstrapping argument then implies that g, = gt(oo) for all time which

finishes the proof. O

Lemma 6.3. Let g CU, t € [0,T] be a solution of the Ricci-de Turck flow with moving gauge
ht = ®(g:) and ki := g+ — ht. Then for all r € (n, 00), there exists an € > 0 such that if

Ikt |lypar <€ vt € [0, T, |koll,» < oo for some p € [pg, 0),

then for every m € Ny there exists a constant C,,, = C(m, €, h, T, py) (but independent from p)
such that

IV kell o < Con - 72 (ol o + 5P 1K [ly.r)-
s€[0,t]

Sketch of proof. This is very similar to the proof of Lemma 3.8. We only have to deal with the
additional term

Dy®(g ' xg ' % VExVk+g ' gx Rxk+V((g~' — h™ 1) % VE)),

in the evolution equation for k. However, a combination of Lemma 2.10 (iii) and standard
estimates shows that

[V o Dg®(g % g '« VExVk+g " xgx Rxk+V((g~' —h™") =« VEk)|,, <C- Ikl

for all m € Ngy. The result then follows again from an application of Theorem 3.2. Note that the
L*°-norm of k is small by assumption due to Sobolev embedding. O

6.2. Optimal convergence rates of the modified Ricci-de Turck flow.
Proposition 6.4. Assume the same as in Theorem 6.2 and additionally,
Hgo —h

for some p € (1,q). Then the tensors hy, ki, t > 1 in Theorem 6.2 satisfy (h,k) € Y, for every
r’ € [r,00).

< 00,
Lpr

Proof. We are first going to show that (h,k) € Y, .. For this purpose, let hi, k1 be as in the
previous proof. Recall that we have

e + il + || =) < e
short-time estimates under the Ricci-de Turck flow (Lemma 3.8) yields

., <o

W2.p
and therefore,

kil < Hg1 B hHW&p + th B hHWlP <o

By interpolation, ||ki||y2.y < oo for all ¢’ € [p,q]. Let now ¢ =¢qo > q1 > ... > qv =p be a
finite sequence of Holder exponents satistying

n (1 1 . n 1 1 1
- — - <miny —,n{--—-]-1,->,
2\a @i 2r qg T 2

forallie {1,...,N}. As ¢ > q;_1,

n(1 1 . n 1 1 1
- — - <minq—,n ——]=1,=7,
2\4¢ i1 2r Gi-1 T 2
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A repetitive application of Propostion 5.9 and Proposition 5.10 applied to h = 7 (h,k) and
k = o (h, k) yields
I

co(|p-a)  +miz, ) <o(p-h]  +imi,,)
and after a finite number of steps, we obtain

h—&k‘ :Hh—ﬂ
I 0,

Iklly, . <C [nknwm + el gz, + (nknxmm o=

=

Zq;.r

5 Flklx,, <o

as desired.

Now we are goint to show that (h, k) € Y, ,» for any ' € [r, 00). The argumentation is similar
to the above but slightly more involved. Pick a finite sequence r =19 <11 < ... <7y =1’ such

that
. { <1 1> 1} n< 1 1)
minqn|-—-)—-1,->— -— .
P r 2 2 Ti—1 T

Note that this also implies

ofoG-mm) a3 (- 7)
min{n | - — -1L-,>= -—,
D Ti1 2 2 \7ri-1 T

as r;—1 > r. Note that by interpolation,

151 lyyr2ry < 00
Let us first show that

lelx,,, <€ [Wales + sl + (Wl ,,_, + =7

) W]

To do so we estimate for k = 92 (h, k), using Lemma 5.11 and the triangle inequality,
[a(h R, < [Falh ) < 1P hhoci (T (R

max{1,t—2}
+ / P(gahvh’oo>s—)t1(tasak7h’a hoo)dS
1 Xpors
t
+ / P(gahvh’oo)sﬁtl(tvsvkahvhoo)ds
max{1,t—2} Xpors

Lemma 5.12 yields
1P, b o) 0B, < Okl + [l

and Lemma 5.15 yields

max{1,t—2}
/ P(gaha hoo)s%tl(tasakjahahoo)ds
1

Xp,rg

<0 (I, ., +[a-i], )ikl
PyTi—1

Now due to the definition of the norms, we have for

t
(A4) = / P(g,h,hoo)s—tI(t, sk, h,hoo)ds

max{1,t—2}
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the inequality
n(l__ 1
I, <1, +suwe? 75 Ja)ye,

From Lemma 5.18, we know already that

lx,..., <€ (W, +[n=], Ykl
Pari—1

and thus it suffices to consider the second term. From Lemma 3.3 (iii) and Lemma 5.17, we get
”(A)HWZM <C sup ||I(t,8,k,h, hOO)HWlM
s€[max{1,t—1},t]
+C sup Hl(tﬂsﬂkah’hOO)HLw
]

s€[max{1,t—2},max{1,t—1}

<€ sup ([[Kllyar + 1B = hooll o) [Fllwar -

N s€[max{1,t—2},t]

Let us distinguish between large times and small times. For ¢ < 3, shortime existence results
yield

sup (bl + 0= ocll ) [Kllyer, < C (nkluwz,m =

s€[max{1,t—2},t]

) T

Now let us consider large times ¢ > 3. By Sobolev embedding and smoothing Lemma 6.3, we
have

Zpyri_q

sup |[kllyzr < Cllkiallyzr < Cllkiallysria
se[t—1,t]

Since p < r;—1, we get
_1<;_+) _7(_7_%)
sup |[kllyzr, <Ot 22 mi MR <O 2R IR
s€[t—1,t] T
and since n (% — L) -1>3 (% -1 ), we get in addition

Ti—1 i—1 T

Ih = hooll,, < G775 th i}‘ <o 3(EE) th h

Zp.ri_q Zp,ria

Combining these results, we get in all cases

_n(l1_ 1 ~
e < 0 G (i, + =y

k .
o e,

Thus we have shown

IElx,., <C |Wallyas + il + (8l + =)

Z) ||k||xp,m} <o

and from Proposition 5.9, we have

il <o(il,, 1, ) 0 (i, 4, ) <o

Zp,r;

Thus after a finite number of steps, we get

o

Y, - Hh a hHZW, * Hk”XW' < 0,

as desired O
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Corollary 6.5. Under the conditions of Proposition 6.4, there exists for each T > 0 a constant
C = C(7) such that

1he = hoollon < C #7577, lgs — hellex < C-¢75H47
for the tensors hy, ki, t > 1 of Theorem 6.2.
Proof. We get from Proposition 6.4 that
he — b,k
H( ¢ = ho ki) Y,

p,T

< 00,

/

for all 7" € [r,00). Let 7 > 0 be given and choose ' so large that 5 < - < 7. Then we get

I = hocllox < Cllhe = hicllzp <C [ 0201, ds
t
SC/ s~(G=%) ds
t

<t =G |n— |

hff}’

Zy

<COttTrtT
pr,r/

hffz‘

ZPWT/

and by Lemma 6.3, we get

s < C ki llpe < C el <3 F ) Ikl <O BRI,
and the proof of the theorem is finished. O
For proving a refinement of the decay of k;, let us fix some time ¢ > 1. Define
ke =10y 4, (ks), s €1t
By Proposition 4.2, the evolution on k can be written as
Osks + A ks = Wy, [(Ap i, — Arp,)(ks) + (1 — Dy, @)(Hi(s)))-

Observe also that k(t) = Hﬁ(t),h(t)(k(t)) = k(t). Therefore, by the Duhamel principle we get an
alternative formula for k(t) which is
kt = Et = ei(til)AL’htEl
v (2
4 [ e B (A, — Bp)(b) + (1= Dy B (5)]ds.
1

To obtain estimates for this expression, we have to derive estimates on the integrand, which was
done in Lemma 5.13 and Lemma 5.14. These estimates will enable us to control the part of the
integral from 1 to max {1,¢ — 1}. To treat also the part from max {1,¢ — 1} to ¢, we need another
lemma.

Lemma 6.6. For v/ € [r,00) and ¢’ € [p,7'], i € Ny and t > 1, we have
sup  |[[(Arn, = Arn,)(ks) + (1= Do, ®)(Hi(8)) |0

s€[max{1,t—1},t]

Flil, , ) Il .-

P,

Proof. At first,
sup 1ALk, = Arn)(ks) + (1 = Dy, @) (H1 ()i

s€[max{1,t—1},t]

<C  sup (It = Rsllivace + [Rsllwire.ce) [1Ksllwiva.a -
s€[max{1,t—1},t]
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From the end of the proof of Proposition 6.5, we already know that

_ﬂ(l_L)
sSup [ksllwivzce <O R[] .
s€[max{1,t—1},t] e

In addition,

s€[max{1,t—1},t] s€[max{1,t—1},¢

t
sup e — halliee < sup / 100 hll, ds’
1Js
t

<C sup / (s/)_"(%_%)ds/~ Hh*ib

s€[max{1,t—1},t] /s

Zy

<ot G—+) Hh —h

Zp’,,,/
< Ct*E@*%) Hh - h‘
Zp’,,,/
Let © € [0,1] be defined by the equation
1 1 1 1
o Y -
p d p 7
By interpolation,
-6 0
sup [sllyyives <C - sup ksllvirz.n [1os vz
s€[max{1,t—1},t] s€[max{1,t—1},t]

-0 (4
< Clke-allp, kel

1_ 1

n 0 _n(1i_1
<Cri?, (-7 672 ki) <ot 073)
b, P,
and the statement follows from putting these estimates together. g

Proposition 6.7. Assume the same as in Proposition 6.4. Let ki be as there, ¢’ € [p,00) and
1€ N.

(i) If (% — %) + % < % there exists a constant C = C(p,q, 1) such that for all t > 0, we
have

1
7

ViR, <ot 3Gma) = (43)

(ii) If % (% - %) + 4> 3, there exists for each to > 0 and 7 > 0 a constant C' =

C(p,q,i,to, ) such that for all t > to, we have

|Vike|| o < Ct37T. (44)

Proof. We have, using (42) and the triangle inequality,

IV kil| o < W7 0 e D30T

||Lq/ La'

max{1,t—1} )
N /1 |V 0 e OB T [(Ap g, = Apn,) () + (1= Dy, @)(Hr ()| ds

La

t
+/ |wF o et IR tIL (A, — Apn)(ks) + (1 = Dy, B)(H())]| | ds.
max{1,t—1} q
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Let a = a(p,q’,i,€¢) > 0 be defined by the rates (43) and (44) in the respective cases. Choose
p’ € (1,p) small and r € (n,0) Irage. Furthermore, we denote o’ = a(p’, ¢, 4,¢€) > 0. Note that
o —a= %(% - %) in all cases. By Corollary 5.2, we already know

Hvz ° e—(t—l)AL,htglqu/ <Ot HElHLP <Ot HleLP )

Therefore, by Lemma 5.13, we get
max{1,t—1} )
/ V"0 e U2 L [(Ap, = Ap, ) (k) + (1= Dy, @) (Hi(5))]| | ds
1

La
max{1,t—1} A
i —(t—s 1
S/l HV o e~ (=9 ALn T}

t

Lol 1 I(ALn, — AL n,)(ks)|l L ds

max{1,t—1} S sn 11 R
< c/1 (=) =G Das (|n ]+ 1K, 4,

We have

so that Lemma 1.16 implies
max{1,t—1} , a1 1
/ (t—s)"s'"FG7ds < Ot
1

From Corollary 5.2 and Lemma 5.14, we have (with § = min {1, 5 (% — %) }) that

max{1,t—1} .
/ |V oemtmoinny (1= Dy @) (H(9)]] , ds
1

q’

max{1,t—1} .
S/ Hvz ° 6_(t_s)AL’htHﬁ
1

t

(1 = Dy, ®)(H1(s))ll . ds

Ly, Ld

max{1,t—1} " .
SC/ (t—s) s P53 ds. <Hhh‘
1

k k
R P [P
where we have chosen ' so large that n (% — %) > 1. Since any of the given « satisfies a < %,

we may always choose 7 so large that o < % (1—17 — %) <3 (% — %) + 3. In addition, we always

have 5 (% — %) + 3 > 1. Then we get from Lemma 1.16 that

max{1,t—1} i1 1
/ (t—s)fo‘sfﬁ75(577)ds§Ct7°‘.
1

Finally, we get from Lemma 6.6 that

t
/ |V e (R T [(Ap g, = Arn,)(hs) + (1= Dy, ®)(Fn ()] ds

/
max{1,t—1} La
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<C sup (AL, = Arn)(ks) + (1 = Dy, ®)(Ha(s))l o

s€[max{1,t—1},t]

<o s Gon) (il viely) i,

S (B N T

because for given «, r’ was chosen so large that

n (1 1 n (1 1 n (1 1
==+ (=== )22 (=== >
2\p 2\p ¢) " 2\p r )~

Putting all the estimates together, we get

19kl < 0t il + (=], -+, ) ik,

which proves the proposition. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.8. For an initial metric gy which is L%l close to fL, we denote by g; the
modified Ricci-de Turck flow starting at go = go. We are first goint to show that all the assertions
of Theorem 1.8 hold with ¢;g; replaced by g;. Let C; > 0 be the constant of Lemma 5.6. For
the given neighbourhood U, choose € > 0 so small that

s = o< a1 o+ o3, <1 e} cu

Now if gg € V := B[H*Oo]g(ﬁ), for a § > 0 chosen small enough, Lemma 3.8 implies that we have

gt € B[gif](h) for all t € [0,1]. Moreover, by Theorem 6.2, §; exists for all time and for ¢ > 1,
the tensors h; = ®(g:) and ky = g¢ — hy satisfy

H(ht 7}/\7'5 kt) <€,

aq,m

which by Lemma 5.6 implies §; € B[g;f] (h) C U for all t > 1. The decay and convergence rates

in (i)-(iii) for h; and k; follow from Propositions 6.5 and 6.7. To finish the proof, it suffices to
show that we can write §; = ¢} g+, where g; is the standard Ricci flow starting at go. For this
purpose, let

Vio—_ V(G h), te(0,1),
V@), tel o)

For t € (0,1), V; is of the form V; = (g¢)~!  (§e)~" * V(g: — h) while for ¢ > 1, we have
Vi = (g¢) " * (§¢) "' * Vk;. Therefore, by Lemma 3.8 and Proposition 6.5, V; is bounded in all
derivatives for ¢ > 0 and hence a family of complete vector fields. Due to Lemma 3.5, we have

[Villpow < Ct2

o—h| _er(o.1) (45)

for ¢ < 1. Therefore, V; actually generates a family of diffeomorphisms (¢;)i>0 with ¢ = id.
A standard computation shows that the family g = ¢} g; is a Ricci flow starting at go and the
proof is completed with ¢; := ¢, L O

Remark 6.8. Note that the bound in (45) implies the following: For given € > 0, there exists

0 > 0 such that if go € Bg°(h), the Ricci-de Turck flow g;) as well as the standard Ricci flow (g)
starting at go exist up to time 1 and stay in B (h) for all ¢ € [0, 1].
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6.3. Decay of the de Turck vector field and the Ricci curvature. Throughout this sub-
section, we assume the same as in Proposition 6.4. Let as in Theorem 6.2 the family g, be the
modified Ricci-de Turck flow starting at go which for ¢t > 1 splits as

gt = hy + ki,

where h; is Ricci-flat and k; € kery2(Af »,)". The goal of this subsection is to get improved
estimates for the de Turck vector field and the Ricci curvature which are as follows:

Proposition 6.9. For each i € Ny and 7 > 0, there exists a constant C = C(i,7) such that
—n 1 .
Lo 27T ifpe (LR,
ot BY fpe[2n).
C~t—%;—1+7, ifpe(1,%
Ct'"mTT ifpe (3

IV (g¢, ki)

HRngt”ci <

for allt > 1.

By Taylor expansion along the curve [0,1] 3 s — hy + s - k¢, we get

1 [t
V(gt, ht) = V(gt, ht) - V(ht; ht) = DVh,,(kt) + 5/0 (1 - S)2D2Vht+s»kt(kta k/’t)dS,

1 1
Ricy, = Ric,y, — Ricy, = DRicy, (k) + 5 /O (1 — 8)2D?Ricg, 4 5.k, (kt, kt)ds.

where D? denotes the ith Fréchet derivative (for V, just in the first variable). The proposition
now follows from analyzing the respective parts on the right hand side. We first need some
estimates on the pure linear part of the equations.

Lemma 6.10. Fort > 1,7 € Ny and 1 < p <r < oo, we have

[VieDVoe e, <ct 233,

. n(1 1 (46)
|Vio DRicoe x|, < #G—3)-1,
For t € [0,1],7 € Ng and r € (1, 00), we have
DV oty €O DR sy €€ (4D

Proof. We consider the case of the de Turck vector field first. By Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.3.

HLP7LT SCt—E(E_%)7 HDVOeftAL‘

for all ¢ > 0 which by writing DV o e A2 = DV o e~ 542 0 ¢~ 222 already implies (46) in the
case ¢ = 0. For derivatives, we first recall the commutation formula Ay pr o DV = DV o Ay,
where Ay r is the connection Laplacian on vector fields. Therefore,

—tA _1
" Lror S cte,

le

VioDVoe ™ = Vioe 28vF o DV o e (t=3)AL

By standard estimates (similar as in Lemma 3.3, V' o e~ 22vF is a bounded map on L" and (46)
follows from the case i = 0. Again by standard estimates, e 7?2 is bouded on W*? for ¢ € [0, 1].
Because DV is a linear first order operator, (47) is immediate. The case of the Ricci curvature is
completely analogous. Here we use that DRic is a linear second order operator, the commutator
formula Aj, o DRic = DRico Ay, and

[DRicoe™ 20| < Ct,
which holds due to Theorem 5.3 as well. O
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The next step is to apply these linearizations to k; instead of e AL,
Lemma 6.11. For each i € Ny and 7 > 0, there exists a constant C' = C(4,7) such that

{Cti‘o”% itpe (1,2,

DV, (k
DV, (ko) Ctl= 5T ifpe [%",n)

ctE Tl ifpe (1,2)
DRic . k i < 3n ’ v 92 )

for all ¢t > 1.

Proof. We will just carry out the proof for DV. The other case is completely analogous and left
as an exercise to the reader. For ¢t € [1, 2], the bounds follow immediately from Proposition 6.5
as

1DV, (k)i < Cllkel|gisa < C.
Therefore, we may assume t > 2 from now on. By applying DV}, to (42), we write

DVy, (k) = DVj, o e~ (DAL
t—1

+ DVi, 0 e” 980T [(App, — App,)(ks) + (1= Dy, ®)(Hy(s))]ds
1

t
+ [ DV 0 e T ISATE (A, = Ap )0+ (1= Dy, @) (H(5))ds.

and we estimate these three terms separately. Choose a Holder exponent r € (n,00) whose
precise value is yet to determine but which is so large that

n11>1
2\p r 2

For the first term, Lemma 6.10 and Lemma 2.10 (ii) yield

1

e N Pt i L

To estimate the second term, we first deal with the integrands. For 1 < s < ¢, Lemma 5.13 yields

ks, ,

dnl 1

I(ALp, — Apn)(ks)ll, <Cs' =2 r

Zp,

and Lemma 5.14 yields

I(1 = Dy, ®)(Hi()) ] < s~ G  IR[1%,

- D,
where 8 = mm{ (— — % } % We now distinguish between two cases. If p < 22, we pick

r € (n,00) so large that 2 ( - %) > 1. Then we get

1
p

ﬁ+n 1 1 >1+n 1 1 3n 1 1>n 1 1 +1
2\p r 2 2\p 1)’ 2 p T 2\p r 2

By the triangle inequality and the above estimates, we thus get
(AL, — Arn,)(ks) + (1 = Dg, @) (Hu(s))ll
_ Z) _

<0s3G—3)-3 Ikllx, . (||/<;|Xpr




STABILITY OF RICCI-FLAT ALE MANIFOLDS 71

for some small € > 0. Consequently, Lemma 6.10 and Lemma 1.16 imply that

t—1
Hvi DViy 0 ¢80 m 1L [(Ap s — g )(ks) + (1= Dy ®)(Ha(s))]ds
1 Lr

t
< C/ HV%DVht o e~ (t=ALn [T
1 LP L

t—1
<o [ sttt G D ta ul (I8l + [
1 o B

<o 86Dkl (el + o4, ).

— %) +% > 1. In the case p € [%”,n), we have
1 1 < 3
nl=—-= 2
p T 2
for any r € (n,00) so that

n (1l 1 n(l 1 1 3n/1 1
ﬂ+_<__>>§<1_);)+5>?<1_);>1. (48>

2\p r
By the triangle inequality and the above estimates, we thus get
)
Consequently, by Lemma 1.16,
t—1
DVi,, 0 e~ =980 [(Ap g, — App,)(ks) + (1 — Dy, ®)(Hi(s))]ds

AL = AL )(ks) + (1 = Dy, ®)(Hi(s))]| ., ds

Zw)

S

8=

because 3 (

(AL R, = ALp,)(ks) + (1= Dy, ®)(Hi(s))| o

—3n(1_1 A
< s ¥ G3) ) <||k|xw * Hhih!

LT

-
AL = AL )(ks) + (1 = Dy, ®)(Hi(s))]| ., ds

Zp,T)

t
< C/ HvioDVht oe_(t_s)AL”ltHiH
1 LP L

t—1 an . R
<o [ -9 BB G D el (18, + -]
1 ’ P

_3n(1_1 .
<t F G i, (W, + a4, )
p,r
1 1) + % > 1. For the last term, we get, using the last part

due to (48) and the inequality % (p -
of Lemma 6.10 and Lemma 6.6,
t—1
DVi, 0 €™ =980Tl [(App, — App,)(ks) + (1 — Dy, ®)(Hy(s))]ds

1 Lr

<C sup
set—1,t]

<ot Gv) (Hh - B‘ + ||l ) .
Zpor P
Summing up the inequalities, we get for all i € Ny that
ct2Gr) "5 ifpe (1,2)
DV, (k o< o1 1 ) v 73 )0
[ DV, (ke)ll - < {Ctl‘%(??)

|-
1ALk, = Arp,)(ks) + (1= Do, @)(Hi(s))llyyiva.r
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Combining this with the Sobvolev type inequality
[DVi, (ke)llci < Cl[DVi, (ki) i1
and choosing r so large that

n
— <
o

ﬁlﬁ

we obtain the desired result. O
It remains to consider the error terms in the Taylor expansion.

Lemma 6.12. For each i € Ny and 7 > 0, there exists a constant C' = C(4,7) such that

1
‘/ (1 — 8)2D*Rich, +s-ky.h, (kt, kt)ds
0
Proof. First note that due to short-time estimates g; is C*-close to hforallt>1. T herefore,
all C*¥-norms of the metrics g; s := hy + s - k; are equivalent for ¢ > 1 and s € [0,1] and we may

supress the dependence of the norms on the metric. Due to the schematic expression We have
the schematic expressions

DV sskon (ke k) = Ve x ke, D®Ricy, , (ke, k) = V2 % ke + Vg % Ve + Ry, | * ky + k.

1
/ (1 - S)2D2Vht+5'kt,ht (kta kt)ds S Ct_%+75
0

C

<Ct™»TT
Ci

for all ¢t > 1.

from which we conclude

1 n T 2 n
’ / (1 - S)2D2Vgt+5‘kt7ht (kt’ kt)ds <C Hktl éiJrl <C (tiﬁJri) = Ct*EJrTa
0 Ci
1 n T 2 n
’ / (1 — 5)>D?Ricg, 5.k, (kt, kt)ds < C'| k] éiﬁ <C (t*ﬁJra) = Ct T,
0 Ci
The inequalities on the right hand sides follow from Proposition 6.5 above. O

Proof. This follows now directly from Lemma 6.11 and Lemma 6.12. Note that the terms in
Lemma 6.11 are dominating for any p € (1, n). O

6.4. Convergence of the Ricci-flow.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Choose an arbitrary U and let V = V(U) as in Theorem 1.8. Then the
modified Ricci-de Turck flow g, starting at go exists for all time and converges to a Ricci-flat limit

hoo as t — 0o. Moreover, g, — hoo as t — oo and the tensors hy = ®(g,) and k= G — he satisty
the convergence rates of the Propositions 6.5 and 6.7. The family of vector ﬁelds Vi= V(g ht),
t > 0 satisfies the decay rates of Proposition 6.9. In particular since p < 32, we have

HVtHck(}%) N

for all ¢ > 1 and some « > 1. Therefore, the family of diffeomorphisms (%,):>0 with @, = idax
generated by V; converges in all derivatives to a limit diffeomorphism %__ as t — co. Now let

gt = P G¢ hy = B hy, ke = @i ky, t € [l,00).

Observe that (g¢):>1 is a standard Ricci flow starting at g; and h; is a family of Ricci-flat metrics.
Because hy — hoo inl C", we also have ht [ “he — gpoohoo =: hoo in C?. Therefore, the C*-norms
induced by the Ricci-flat metrics (B, ')*hoo t € [1,00] are equivalent. Recall also that the C°
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norms of hs = (P2 )*hoo and h are equivalent as hso, h € U N F. Thus we get for each 7 > 0 a

constant such that

Ik <ot

Ci(heo) — ||EtHC’€((¢;1)*hx) < ”kt“Cl(E)

due to Theorem 1.8. To obtain the convergence rate of h:, we compute
Oihi = B (Ochs) — P} (ﬁv@tﬁt)ﬁt) )

which yields

[|O¢ ht)

Ci(hoo) < H@:(aﬁﬁt” C(hoo) + H@:(ﬁv(gt,ﬁt)

Cilho)
= [|9:he|

CHET ) hee) T HEV@,ﬁnht’

CH((@; ") hoo)
< O(||9eh|

ci+1(}l))'

Proposition 6.4 yields by definition of the Y, ,,-norm that ||8tﬁt| cih) < Ct_%+7, where C' =
C(7) and 7 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small. The convergence rate of h; now follows from
Proposition 6.9 and integrating in time. g

6.5. Positive scalar curvature rigidity. In this subsection, we will prove the scalar curvature
rigidity statement using our stability result. We will use that the Ricci curvature (and hence the
scalar curvature as well) decay of order O(t~ 2 ~**7) for small p. On the other hand, because
the scalar curavture satisfies the super heat equation

Ogscaly, + Ay, scaly, = 2|Ricy, 5,,

along the Ricci flow, we expect a decay rate of at most of order O(t~ %), which is the L decay
rate of the heat kernel on ALE spaces. We will follow the same strategy as [App18].

Let g be a metric satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.12. Let g; be the iz—gauged Ricci-de
Turck flow and g; the standard Ricci flow starting from g = go, both defined up to time 1. We
need to understand the heat kernel of the evolving backgrounds. For 0 < s < ¢ and z,y € M,
let K(z,t,y,s) be the heat kernel associated to g, i.e.

u(t,x) := y K(z,t,y, s)us(y) dVy,

is the solution of the initial value problem
Oru+ Agu=0, u(s, x) = us(x).
Let k(m, t,y,s) be the heat kernel associated to g, then we have the relation
K(z,t,y,s) = K((bt(z)’tv(bt(y)’ s),

where ¢; are the diffeomorphisms such that ¢} g: = g¢. For 0 < s < ¢ < 1, [Zhul6, Theorem 4.2]
yields the Gaussian bounds

K(z,t,y,5) < O1(t —5) 2 exp(CoA + C3(t — )k + Car/(t — s)K) exp <8exsé}:ll(2:)y()t _ s)) g

where A = fst || Ricg,, co(g)

to h up to time 1, so that the induced distance functions dg,, dg, and d; are all equivalent. By

dt" and Ricg,, > — for t' € [s,t]. By Remark 6.8, g; stays L>-close



74 KLAUS KRONCKE AND OLIVER L. PETERSEN

diffeomorphism invariance, we thus get

K(z,t,y,s) < C1(t —s)" 2 exp(Co + Cs(t — s)k + Cyr/(t — 5)K)

d; (x, y)? (49)
FOxP (_ Cs exp(4rT)(t — s)) ’

dt' and Ricy,, > —k for t' € [s, t].

where A = f; | Ricy,,

C0(g¢)
Lemma 6.13. If scaly, > 0, then scal,, > 0.

Proof. This lemma has been shown in the case of R™ in [Appl8], based on the analysis in
[Bam16] and a parabolic scaling argument which does not work on general ALE manifolds. For
this reason, we present the details here although the ideas are similar as in [Bam16]. Let 6 € (0,1)

and consider the sequence of times t; = 6%, i € Ny. Due to short-time estimates for the Ricci-de
Turck flow, ||Ricg,, Colgn) < Cet™ ! for t € (0,1]. From (49), we conclude

d; (z,y)?
Cob? '
Now let 3 > (\/5, 1), R > 0 and consider the sequence of radii
ri=R-(1-p3".

K(x,ti,y,tip1) < C70~ % exp (

Fix a point x € M and set
a; = inf {scaly, (y) | y € B(r:,x)},
where B(r;,x) is the ball of radius r; around x, measured with respect to h. Standard regularity
theory of the Ricci-de Turck flow (see e.g. [Bam16]) shows that g, € C? ([0, 1], M). Therefore,
liminf a; > inf {scaly, (y) | y € B(R,x)} >0

11— 00

Then we have, for any y € M,

scalg, (y) > / K(y,ti, 2, tix1) - scalg, () dVy,, |
M
2 ai+1/ K(y,ti, 2, tix1) dVy, |
B(Ti+17Ti, )

C
_ Lo / K(y,ti,z,tit1) dVgti+1
tit1 M\B(ri+1—7i,y)

Ci1 ,_cyi (rig1 — Ti)Z
> a — 81 —_ T
= it tiv1 o xp ( Cs(1—0):

R2 ﬁ2i
Cha 9>

> i — Cpy -0 (@i exp <

Because 32 > 6, we may fix some j € N such that

i ’ < 1908""1.
B? 2

Using 27 exp (—x) < C13 for x > 0, we thus get
Cha
R2J . 2i°

scalg, (y) > aip1 —

We conclude
Cia

T2 G T R gn
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and therefore,

. . 2. 014 2. 014
scalg, (z) > ap > hin—l><l>gf % — 3 > T

Because x € M was taken arbitrarily, the result follows from letting R — oo. 0

Now, we continue with our analysis on large times. Let (g¢);>1 be the standard Ricci flow
starting from g; and (g,):>1 be the Ricci flow with moving gauge, also starting from g;. Again,
we have diffeomorphisms (@, ):>1 such that g, = ;g,.

Definition 6.14. Let 1 < s <t and x,y € M. Then the L-length of a curve 7 : [s,t] = M is

t
_ / VE=(scaly, (1(t')) + [y ()2, )dt
and the reduced distance between (z,t) and (y, s) is

1
(x,t,y,s) = s inf {L(7y) | v:[s,t] = M is a smooth curve with vy(s) =y and v(t) = z}.

Lemma 6.15. With the same notation as above, we have
1

Rotos) 2 o)

exp(—£(z,t,y,s))

Proof. In the compact case, this result is [CCGT08, Lemma 16.49]. The proof of this lemma is
on the one hand based on [CCG108, Lemma 16.48] (whose proof in turn builds up on results in
[CCGT07] which do also hold for Ricci flows of complete manifolds of bounded curvature) and
on the other hand on the weak maximum principle which does also hold in the present situation
situation (see e.g. [CCGT08, Theorem 12.10]). Therefore, the assertion of [CCGT08, Lemma
16.49] also holds. O

Lemma 6.16. There exist constants C, Cy > 0 such that

K> o)

Ch o
b exp| -
Ar(t —s)3 P\ Oyt —s)
Proof. For z,y € M,let v, : [s,t] = M bea ﬁ-geodesicjoining x and y. Due to the parametriza-
tion interval, |y, , (t')]; = i(b% Therefore,

Hrst,0,5) < £1ny) = <2 [ VT Tcaly, Q)+ 1y 0,

m

20 ( A(xvy))Q
Cs / INI2 g4/ 2 \Yp

< [ — —t < — —— - R 77
<Ci+ — S/S\/t t|’yz’y(t)|hdt C1 + 3 o

Thus, we get

252 (ffy)) ) — exp(—Cy) exp (%M)

and the result follows from Lemma 6.15. O

exp(—£(z, 3, 5)) > exp < e -

Proof of Theorem 1.12. By the Duhamel principle, we have, for

scalg, / K(z,t,y, s)scalg, (y) dVy, +/ K(x, )|R1Cgt,| L, AV,
1 JM
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Now suppose that Ricg, # 0. Then we also have Ricy, # 0. Because scaly, > 0, we thus get
scalg, () > 0 for all t > 1 and z € M. Now fix a point € M and a ball B,(x) C M such that
scalg, (y) > R > 0 for all y € B,(z). Then for ¢t > 3 using Lemma 6.16, we get

scalg, (z) > K(z,t,y, s)scalg, (y) dVy,
M
ERL&/ exp <M) dv, >C(t—2)"% >Ct %,
(4r(t —2))% Jp.(2) Ca(t = s) '
on the other hand, by Proposition 6.9, we have for any 7 > 0 constants such that
scaly, (z) = scalg, (@,(z)) < C ||Ricg, HCO <Ottt (50)
which leads to a contradiction since p < 5. O

Remark 6.17. In [Appl8, Lemma 6.6], proves that under the present assumptions, scaly, € L'

for t > 1, if p = 5. However, we are not able to reproduce this result because we do not have

(50) with 7 = 0.
Proof of Theorem 1.13. For k € Ny and 6 € R, let
Conf¥P(h) = (1 + WPP(M)) - h = {g | g conformal to h and g — h € Wf’p(SQM)}
Ifk> % and § = f%, we have a map
scal : Confy? (h) — Wy P (M), g+ scalg.
Its linearization at h is given by
(n—1)- A WP (M) — Wy~ P (M),
see e.g. [Bes08, Theorem 1.174]. Due to the condition on p, we have § > 2 — n and this map is

indeed an isomorphism (see e.g. [Bar86, Proposition 2.2]). Let now f € W;C:;’I’(M) Due to the
inverse function theorem for Banach manifolds, scal restricts to a diffeomophism

scal : Confy?(h) DU =V € Wi 2P(M),
for some small neighbourhoods U of h and V of 0, respectively. Therefore, we find for each
sequence of positive functions f; € V converging to 0 in Wf_g*p a sequence of metrics g; €
Conflg’p(ﬁ) with scaly, = f; converging to h in Wf’p. By Sobolev embedding, we have

’gi_h Z‘gi—il +’gi_h
Llp,oo] Lr Lo
= ‘giih’ngLC‘giih’Lgo SC’giihHHt’;“’P =0
which proves the result. O
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