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A FLOW APPROACH TO THE GENERALIZED LOEWNER-NIRENBERG
PROBLEM OF THE 0-RICCI EQUATION

ABsTrRACT. We introduce a flow approach to the generalized Loewner-Nirenberg problem (L.3) —
(L) of the o«-Ricci equation on a compact manifold (M", g) with boundary. We prove that
for initial data uy € C*¥(M) which is a subsolution to the o-Ricci equation (I.3), the Cauchy-

Dirichlet problem (Z.I)—(3.3) has a unique solution u which converges in C;C(M °) to the solution
U, of the problem (L.3) — (I7), as t — oo.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary of dimension n > 3. Denote
M to be the interior of M. In [10], we considered the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the Yamabe
flow which starts from a positive subsolution of the Yamabe equation (I.I) and converges in
C; .(M°) to the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem

4 _1 n+
(1.1) ( Z)Au—Rgu—n(n—l)ur% =0, in M°,
n_
(1.2) u(p) — oo, as p — oM,

which is originally studied by Loewner and Nirenberg [15] on Euclidean domains, and later by
Aviles and McOwen [2[][3] on general compact manifolds with boundary. A signature feature of
our flow is that it preserves the solution u(-, f) as a sub-solution to the Yamabe equation for ¢ > 0.
In this paper, we extend this approach to study the generalized Loewner-Nirenberg problem for
the fully nonlinear equation studied in [5] and [7].

Definition 1.1. For (44, ..., 4,) € R" and k = 1, .., n, we define the elementary symmetric func-
tions as

TR S E S T T

i1 <...<ij

and define the cone

I ={A=(, .. 2,)€R"

oi(A)>0,Vj< k),

which is the connected component of the set {0, > 0} containing the positive definite cone on
R". We also define I, = =I'{. For a symmetric n X n matrix A, o(A) is defined to be o(A) with
A = (A4, ..., A,) the eigenvalues of A.

The o-scalar curvature equation is introduced in [18]. Let (M", g) be a smooth compact
Rimeannian manifold with boundary of dimension n > 3. Denote Ric, as the Ricci tensor of g.
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In [[7], for any k = 1, ..., n, the authors studied the Dirichlet boundary value problem of the o7
equation of —Ric,, in seek of a conformal metric g = e*g such that Ric; € I'; and

(1.3) o(—Ricg) = o1(—=g 'Ricg) = i, in M,
(1.4) u=0 on oM,

where B, = (n — 1) (Z), or equivalently, we have the o-Ricci equation

(L.5) o (V2u) = By e
where
(1.6) V2u = —Ric, + (n = 2)V?u + Au g + (n - 2)(|dul*g — du ® du).

A more interesting result in [7] is that they generalized the Loewner-Nirenberg problem to the
o-Ricci equation (L3)) (see also [5]]). They proved that there exists a unique solution u;, to (L.3)
with the property that

(L.7) ug(p) — +00
uniformly as p — dM; moreover,

(1.8) lim [u(p) + log(r(p))] = 0
peoM

as p — dM, where r(p) is the distance of p to dM. Notice that in [5] Guan gave an alternative
approach to similar results, using metrics of negative Ricci curvature in the conformal class
constructed in [16] as the background metric. In comparison, the argument in [7] uses a general
background conformal metric and concludes the existence of a prescribed o ,-Ricci curvature
metric of negative Ricci curvature. In this paper, we give a flow approach to the generalized
Loewner-Nirenberg problem to the o-Ricci equation (L.3) starting from a sub-solution to (L.3]),
with a background metric of negative Ricci curvature in the conformal class. In particular, we
introduce the Cauchy-Dirchlet problem (3.1)) — (3.3)) of the o-Ricci curvature flow.

In order to get the lower bound control of the blowing up ratio near the boundary, we need to
assume that the boundary data ¢ could not go to infinity too slowly as t — oo.

Definition 1.2. We call a function &(t) € C'([0, o)) a low-speed increasing function if. £(t) > 0
fort >0, lim,_,, &(t) = oo, and there exist two constants T > 0 and T > 0 such that fort > T,

(1.9) g <.

Here are some examples of low-speed increasing functions: #* for some 0 < a < 1, log(?),
and finitely many composition of log functions: logologo... o log(¢) for ¢ > 0 large, etc.

Theorem 1.3. Assume (M", g) (n > 3) is a compact manifold with boundary of C*?, and (M, g)
is either a compact domain in R" or with Ricci curvature Ric, < —60g for some 69 > (n — 1).
Assume uy € C**(M) is a subsolution to (L3) satisfying (B.6) at the points x € OM where
v(x) = 0 for the function v defined in (3.5). Also, assume ¢ € CH**3(OM x [0, To]) for all
Ty > 0, ¢(x,1) > 0 on IM X [0, +o0) and ¢ satisfies the compatible condition (3.4) with u,.
Moreover, assume that there exist a low-speed increasing function &(t) satisfying (1L9) for some
T >0andt >0, and a constant T\, > T such that ¢(x, t) > log(&(t)) for (x,t) € OM X [T, o).

Then there exists a unique solution u € C**(M x [0, +0)) to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem
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@G.1) - @A) such that u € CH*>*5(M x[0, T]) for all T > 0. Moreover, the solution u converges
to a solution u., to the equation (I.3) locally uniformly on M° in C*, and

lim (ue0(x) + log(r(x))) = 0,
where r(x) is the distance of x to OM.

Notice that our assumption on the boundary data ¢ and the speed that ¢ — oo ast — oo
is pretty general. When uq is a solution to (L3) in a neighborhood of dM, then (3.6) holds
automatically; while the condition (3.6) disappears when uy is a strict sub-solution to (I.3)) in a
neighborhood of M. For instance, for any sub-solution ug to (I.3)), uy—C is a strict sub-solution
for any constant C > 0. For the long time existence of the flow, one needs to establish the global
a priori estimates on the solution « up to C?>-norm: both the boundary estimates and the interior
estimates, starting from the L™ control by the maximum principle and heavily depending on the
monotonicity of u and the control of u,. In particular, u, > 0 and hence u(-, t) is a sub-solution
to (L3) for any 7 > 0, which together with the uniform interior upper bound control makes the
convergence possible and gives a natural lower bound of u. For the convergence of the flow,
we have to give the uniform interior C*-estimates on u which is independent of 7 > 0. Finally
the asymptotic boundary behavior near the boundary as t — oo is established, which implies
that the limit function is a solution to the generalized Loewner-Nirenberg problem. Many of the
barrier functions in these estimates can be viewed as a parabolic version of those in [7]] and [3]].
This flow approach works well for the Loewner-Nirenberg problem of more general nonlinear
euqations in [5].

Corollary 1.4. Assume (M", g) is a compact manifold with boundary of C*®. Then there exists
a sub-solution uy to (L3) and a o-Ricci curvature flow g(t) = e*g starting from gy = e**°g and
satisfying (3.1) and the Cauchy-Dirichlet condition (3.2)— (3.3) with some boundary data ¢ such
that g(t) converges to g., = e**g locally uniformly in C* as t — +oo, where u,, is the unique
generalized Loewner-Nirenberg solution to (1.3) i.e., u.(x) — oo as x = M. Moreover,

lim (ueo(x) + log(r(x))) = 0.

Proof. As discussed in Section 2] by [16] there exists a metric in the conformal class [g] of
C*®, which is still denoted as g such that Ric, < —(n - 1)g. If M is a Euclidean domain, we
can alternatively just choose g to be the Euclidean metric. We then take g as the background
metric. Now we choose a sub-solution u, to (I.3) such that u satisfies (3.6) on the boundary.
For instance, if (M, g) is a sub-domain in Euclidean space, we choose u to be either the global
sub-solution constructed in [7]] (just take n(s) = s for the subsolution u in Section [2)) for the
constants A and p large, or the solution to (I.3) with ug = 0 on M obtained in [7] or [5]].
For general (M, g), with the background metric g satisfying Ric, < —(n — 1)g, we can either
take 1 to be the solution to (3.1) with uy = 0 on dM obtained in [7] or [5], or use the global
sub-solution constructed in Section 2 or uy = v — 1 where v € C**(M) is any sub-solution of
(1.3) and hence uy is a strict sub-solution (with ”>" instead of ”=""in (3.1))). Then we construct
the boundary data ¢ € C*?(AM x [0, o0)) satisfying the compatible condition (3.4)) at ¢ = 0 such
that ¢ € C**2*5(AM x [0,T]) forany T > 0, ¢, > 0 on OM X [0, c0) and ¢(x, 1) > &(t) on
OM X [T, o0) for some T > 0, where &£(¢) is a low-speed increasing function in Definition [I.2l
Now we consider the solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary value problem (3.1) — (3.3).

Therefore, by Theorem [L3] we have the required conclusion. O
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One can easily adapt this approach to the convergence of a o-Ricci curvature flow to the
solution to the Dirichlet boundary value problem of (L.3).

Corollary 1.5. Assume (M", g) is a compact manifold with boundary of C*?. Let g, € C**(0M).
Then there exists a sub-solution uy to (L3) and a o-Ricci curvature flow g(t) = e*g starting
from gy = e*g and satisfying (3.1) and some Cauchy-Dirichlet condition such that g(t) con-
verges 10 gs = €*'=g uniformly in C* as t — +00, where u, is the unique solution to (L3) such
that u. = ¢y on OM.

Recently, in [4] the authors studied a more general fully nonlinear equations with less restric-
tion on regularity and convexity on the nonlinear structures on smooth domains in Euclidean
space and obtained a unique continuous viscosity solution, which is locally Lipschitz in the in-
terior and shares the same blowing up ratio with the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem
near the boundary.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section2] we construct a global sub-solution in C*%(M)
to the o;-Ricci equation (L.3). In Section 3, we formulate the maximum principle, show the
monotonicity of the flow and give the global a priori estimates of the solution for the long time
existence of the flow. In SectionH] we first prove the long time existence of the flow based on the
a priori estimates in Section 3] and then we give the uniform interior estimates of the solution
independent of ¢, and establish the asymptotic behavior of the solution near the boundary (see
Lemma.4)) and prove Theorem[L.3l Finally we give a proof of Corollary

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Professor Matthew Gursky for helpful
discussion and Professor Jiakun Liu for nice talks on nonlinear equations.

2. A GLOBAL SUBSOLUTION TO (I.3))

We now construct a global subsolution u € C**(M) to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
value problem (I.4) — (I.3). Recall that in [7]], the authors constructed a global subsolution
with singularity at the cut locus of the distance function to some point, which serves as a global
uniform lower bound of the solution. We modify it to a smooth function in order to avoid
complicated argument on the cut locus in our setting. Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary of C*?. We extend the manifold to a new manifold with boundary
M, = M J(OM x [0, &]) for some small constant 5 with M = dM x {0} and extend g to
a C*® metric on M;. One can construct a conformal metric 4 € [g;] of C** with Ric, < 0
on M, which always exists by the proof in [16]. Without loss of generality, we take h as the
background metric and still denote % as g in M, with Ric, < —dyg for some constant ¢, > 0 in
M. In fact by scaling we assume Ric, < —pg with 69 > (n — 1) large in M.

Notice that there exist two small constants 0 < € < ¢ such that dist(x, dM;) > 2¢ + 46
for x € OM, and also € + 26 is less than the injectivity radius of any point ¢ in the tubular
neighborhood of OM

Q = {x € M |disty(x, M) < € + 25},

with dist,(x, dM) distance function to M, and moreover for x € €, the distance dist,(x, 0M)
is realized by a unique point x; € dM through a unique shortest geodesic connecting x and xj,
which is orthogonal to dM at x;. For any x, € M, we pick up the point X € M, \ M on the
geodesic starting from x, along the outer normal vector of M so that dist,(xo, X) = €. We

define the distance function r(x) = dist,(x, X) for x € M,. In particular, r(xo) = € and r is
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smooth for r < 26 + €. It is clear that r(x) > r(x,) for any x € M and the equality holds if and
only if x = xo.

Now for a fixed xy € dM and the corresponding point X, we can choose the subsolution in the
following way: We let A > 0 and p > 0 be two large constant to be determined so that

N = A[=(6 + r(x0))™" + r(x0)™"]
is large, and we define a convex function 7 € C3(R), so that
n(s) = n(A26 + r(x0))™" = r(xo)™")) for s < A[(26 + r(x0))™” — r(x0) "], and
n(s)=s, for s> A[(6+ r(xg) " —r(xg) "]
It is clear that 7’(s) > 0 and n”(s) > 0, for s € R. Now we define
u(x) = A (r(x)™" = r(x0)™")),

and hence u € C**(M). We claim that we can choose uniform large constants A > 0 and p > 0
independent of x, € AM so that u is a subsolution. First, we give the calculation

Vu(x) = —Apy r"7'vr,
ViVu(x) = A*p*n" r P72V Vr + p(p + DAY r P2V uVr — pAn' r 7'V, Vr
= Azpzn" r_z”_zV,-err + Apr_p_zn’[(p + 1) VirVr — rV;Vr],
Au(x) = A*p*n” ;’_2”_2|Vr|2 +Ap(p + Dy’ 1’_”_2|Vr|2 —Apiy r P Ar
= A’p* " r P+ Apr P [(p + 1) — A,

It is clear that for given 6 > €, > 0, we can choose p > 0 such that, for any x € M such that
r(x) < 26 + r(xy), we have that (p + 1) — rAr > 0, where p > 0 is independent of the choice of
Xo € OM. In fact, we choose p > 0 large so that the matrix

[(p+1 = rAr)g;;— (n—2)rvV;V;r]
is positive for x € M such that r(xy) < r(x) < 26 + r(xg). Therefore,
2.1) (n = 2)V?u(x) + Au(x)g
is always non-negative on M. Since —Ric > dpg with some constant ¢, > (n — 1) on M and
ldu()l*g ~ du(x) ® du(x)

is semi-positive, we have that for 0 < s < 1,

Viu(x) = sg = (1 = $)Ricg + (n = 2)V2u(x) + Au(x) + (n = 2)(|du(x)’g — du(x) ® du(x))

> (s+(1-15)o)g > g
By the definition of n,
u(x) < n(A((r(xo) + 6)" = r(x0)")) = A((r(xo) + 6)™" = r(x0)™")

for r(x) > 6 + r(xp). Now A > 0 and p > 0 is chosen to be large so that

1
A((r(xo) +0) 7 = r(xp) ") < ) log((n — 1)),
and hence

2.2) ou(g”'Viu) > 0,(6) = 1 > B, ,.e™™
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for x € M with r(x) = 6 + r(xp). On the other hand, for x € M with r(x) < ¢ + r(xy), we have

NAr(x)™" = r(x)™")) = A(r(x)™" = r(xo)™),
n'(AFx)™" = r(x)™) =1,
n"(A(r(x)™" = r(x0)™") = 0,

and hence, as discussed in [7], for A > 0 and p > 0O large,
(2.3) V2u(x) > (n - 1)g,

for x € M with r(x) < 6+r(xy), where the term (2.1)) serves as the main controlling positive term.
Since u < 0, we have u € C**(M) is a subsolution to the o, equation when r(x) < § + r(xy) and

1
hence a sub-solution on M by (2.2)), with u < 0 on IM. Let S; = ak(vzu)(’;) forl <k<n.

By Maclaurin’s inequality,

1
28,

=
v

1
S1282>.>8

which implies that a subsolution to the o, equation is a subsolution to the o equation for
1 < k < n, while a supersolution of the o; equation such that VZu € I'} is a supersolution to
the o equation for 1 < k < n. In particular, u serves as a subsolution to the o equations and
a uniform lower bound of the solutions to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary value problem
for 1 < k < n. Moreover, by (2.2)), (2.3) and the fact u < 0 on M, we have

2.4) o1 (V2u) > By ne™

on M. Recall that A > 0 and p > 0 are independent of x, € dM. This proves the claim.
Therefore, we have constructed a strict sub-solution u € C**(M) to (I.3) and u < 0 on M.

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR THE O k—RICCI CURVATURE FLOW

On a compact Riemannian manifold (M", g) with boundary M of C*®. We denote M° the
interior of M. If (M, g) is a bounded domain in the Euclidean space R", we choose the natural
extension (M, g;) which is a small tubular neighborhood of M in R", and the global subsolution
used in [[7] has no singularity in M. For general compact Riemannian manifold (M", g) with
boundary, with the extension (M, g) in Section[2] we choose g; (and hence g on M) to be the
conformal metric which has —Ric,, > 6og) with 69 > n — 1.

For k = 1, ..., n, we consider the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the o -Ricci curvature flow

(3.1) 2ku, = log(o(V2u)) = 1og(By) — 2ku, on M x [0, +00),
(3.2) ul_, = uo,
(3.3) ul,, = ¢, 120,

where uy € C**(M) is a subsolution to the o-Ricci equation (I.3)), V?u is defined in (I.6), and
¢ € CH**2+5(OM x [0, T]) for all T > 0, and moreover, ¢ satisfies ¢, > 0 for ¢ > 0, ¢(t) — +oo

as t — +oo. To guarantee that the solution u to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of (3.1)) satisfies
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u € CH*2*5(M x [0, Ty)) for some T, > 0, we need the compatible condition
up(x) = ¢(x,0), for x € OM,

3.4) 2ko,(x,0) = log(ak(?zuo)(x)) — log(Br.n) — 2kug(x), for x € OM,
2k (x,0) = Lo(v(x)), for x € OM,

where the function v € C*(M) is

1 - _
(3.5 v(x) = ﬂ(log(ak(Vzuo)(X)) — log(Bin) — 2kuo(x))

and L, is the linear operator
i
Lo(p) = —=—[(n - 2)V;V,0 + Apg;j + (n = 2)(28"" Vo V,upgi; — ViV jutg — ViV )] = 2kep,
ow(V2up)
for any ¢ € C*(M), where T,ij_  is the (k—1)-th Newton transformation of V2ug, which is positive
definite. In order to find boundary data ¢ € C****3(OM x [0, c0)) compatible with u, such that
¢, > 0 on OM x [0, c0), we need to assume that for the subsolution uy € C**(M),

(3.6) Lo(v(x)) 20

at any point x € M such that v(x) = 0. We remark that sub-solutions u, to (L3) with the
condition (3.6) always exist on (M, g): It is clear that we do not need the condition (3.6) for a
sub-solution u which is strict on M 1i.e.,

o (V1) > Bype™

for all x € M. For instance, the global subsolution u we constructed in Section 2, by (2.4).
Another example is uy = ¢ — C, with ¢ a sub-solution of (L.3) and C > 0 a constant and hence,
up is a strict sub-solution of (LL3) on M. Also, if uy € C**(M) is a solution to (L.3), then
v = 0 on M and hence (3.6) holds automatically. When u is a solution to (L3) with uy = 0
on M as obtained in [7] and [35], we can choose the boundary data ¢ = ¢(¢) € C* such that
#(0) = ¢’(0) = ¢"”(0) = 0 and ¢’(¢) = 0 for ¢ > 0. For a given constant 7 > 0, we call a function
u € C*(M x [0,T)) a sub-solution (super-solution) of (3.1) if V>u € I'{ and u satisfies the
inequality with ”<” (”>") instead of ”="in (3.I). Notice that sub-solution and super-solution
are defined similarly for (I.3).
We now prove a maximum principle, which serves as a comparison theorem for later use.

Lemma 3.1. Let u and v be sub- and super- solutions to (3.1), with u < v on OM x [0,T) and
M x {0}, then we have u <von M x[0,T).

Proof. The proof is a modification of the maximum principle of o-Ricci equation in [7]. We
argue by contradiction. Let & = u — v. Assume that there exist 0 < #; < T and x € M° such that

E(x,t1) = sup €>0.

Mx[0,11]
Then we have at (x, ),
it, >v;,, Vit =Vy,
Vi(v - i) > 0,
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and hence
Viii+V =V
with V = (n — 2)V?(v — it) + A(v — it)g > 0, which implies that o (V2it) < o(V?v), and hence
2kii, — log(ak(vzﬁ)) > 2kv, — log(ak(vzv))
at (x, ;). On the other hand, the function i = u — &(x, t;) is a strict sub-solution to (3.1} on
M x[0,T):
kit, = 2ku, < log(o(V*u)) — log(Brn) — 2ku < log(o(V?ii)) — log(By.) — 2kii.
By the definition of sub- and super- solutions, we have at (x, t,),
2kit, — log(or(V2ii)) < —log(Br,) — 2kit = —10g(Br.) — 2kv < 2kv, — log(a(V*v)),
which is a contradiction. This proves the lemma. O

Based on the fact that the initial data u, is a subsolution of (L3) and the boundary data ¢ is
increasing in f, we have the monotonicity lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that uy € C*(M) is a subsolution to the o-Ricci equation (L3), and
u € C*?*(M x[0,T)) is a solution to B.1) for some T > 0. Assume that u(x,t) = ¢(x, t) for any
(x,1) € OM x [0,T) and (%(;5 > 0onoM x[0,T). Thenu, > 0in M x [0,T). In particular, u is

increasing along t > 0. Moreover, we have upper bound estimates for u, on M x [0, T).

Proof. Let v = u;. We take derivative of ¢ on both sides of the equation (3.1)) to have

I .
(37) 2kv, = WT,{]_I[(” — 2)V,-Vjv + AVgij + (n — 2)(2gk UpVim8ij — Vilkj — MiVj)] - 2kv,

where T,ij_ , is the (k — 1)-th Newton transformation of V2u, which is positive definite since
V2u € T} Recall that uy is a subsolution of (L3)), by the equation (3.I)) we have that v(x, 0) > 0
for x € M. Also, v(x,t) = ¢,(x,t) > 0 for (x,¢) € OM x [0, T). We will use maximum principle
to obtain that v > 0 on M X [0, T). Otherwise, assume that there exists xo € M° and t; € (0,T)
such that

v(xg, 1) = M>i<1£10ft | v <0,
N

then at (xy, 7;), we have that
v, <0, Vv=0, V?v>0, v<0,

and hence

v, <0,

T [0 = 2)ViV v + Avg; + (n = 2)(28 " ugvngij = vinej = u )] = 2kv > 0,

o(V2u)
at (xo, 11), contradicting with the equation (3.7). Therefore, v = u, > 0 on M x [0,T). In
particular, u is a sub-solution to (L.3)) for each 7 > 0.

Similarly, assume v(xo, #1) = SUp,y,,1 vV > 0 for some (xo,#;) € M° X (0, T). Then at (xo, 1),

v, 20 T [(n=2)V,V v + Avgi; + (n = 2)28 " wvngij — vi; — uvj)] — 2kv < 0,

T o(V2u)
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contradicting with the equation (3.7)). Therefore, combining with (3.1)) at = 0, we have

1 _ _
v(x, ) = u,(x, 1) < max{= sup[log(cx(V?up)) — log(Br.,) — 2kupl, sup ¢}
2k y AMx[0,1]

for any (x,¢) € M x [0, T). By integration, we have
t
u(x, t) = up(x) + / u,(x, s)ds
0

1 _ _
< up(x) + t max{— sup[log(cu(V’up)) — log(Br..) — 2kuol, sup ¢},
2k y OMX[0,1]
for any (x,t) € M %[0, T); on the other hand, by monotonicity, u(x, t) > uy(x). Hence, we obtain
the upper and lower bound estimates for u on M x [0, T').
O

We then give the boundary C! estimates on u.

Lemma 3.3. Assume (M", g) is a compact manifold with boundary of C*, and (M, g) is either
a compact domain in R" or with Ricci curvature Ric, < —60g for some 69 > (n — 1). Let
u € CHMx[0, Ty)) be a solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (3.1) — (3.3)) for some Ty > 0.
Assume uy € C**(M) is a subsolution to (L3) satisfying (B.6) at the points x € OM where
v(x) = 0. Also, assume ¢ € C***>*3(OM x [0, T,]) for all T, > 0, ¢,(x,t) > 0 on OM x [0, +0)
and ¢ satisfies the compatible condition (3.4) with uy. Then we have the boundary gradient
estimates of u i.e., there exists a constant C = C(Ty) > 0 such that

(3.8) Vu(x,t)| < C
for (x,t) € OM x [0, Ty).

Proof. By the Dirichlet boundary condition, tangential derivatives of u on dM X [0, ty) is con-
trolled by the tangential derivatives of the boundary data ¢ and hence, for the boundary gradient
estimates of u, we only need to control I(,%ul with n the outer normal vector field of OM.

Since V2u € I'{, we will show the lower bound of 6—‘3nu based on the control of sup,.o 7, [l
as Guan’s argument in Lemma 5.2 in [5]]. Indeed, we have

(n—-2)

tr(V2u) = 2(n — D[Au + 5 [Vul* - I 1)Rg] > 0,
where R, < 0 since Ric, < 0. Letv = ¢'7*. Then we have
n—2
Av - R,v] > 0.
A= g2

Let m = supyo.r, [ul, which is bounded by the proof of Lemma [3.2l For any ¢ > 0, let
¥ = ¥(x, t) be the solution to the Dirichlet boundary value problem of the linear elliptic equation

n—-2
4n-1)
P(x, 1) = e%"ﬁ(’“’), p € oM.
9
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Then by continuity, for any 7' > 0, there exists a uniform constant C = C(T') > 0, such that
0
sup | —7V| < C(T) < +co.
(x,HedMx[0,T] ON
For t < Ty, we have
-2
AV(x,t) < ( )R V(X 1) < Av(x, 1), YxeM,
P(x, 1) =v(x, 1), x € OM.

By maximum principle, v(x, #) < ¥(x, t) in M and since v(x, ) = ¥(x, t) for (x,t) € IM x [0, T)),
we have

0 (9
—v>-C
Gn 8
for some uniform constant C = C(Ty) > 0 on M X% [0, Ty), and hence
6 2 n—-2 6 2
> -5~y > -~ (T —— 5= SUP (0.7, )Iul
8nu_n—Ze 8nv n-—2 (Toe '

for (x,1) € AM x [0, T,). This gives a uniform lower bound of -2 s.uon M x [0, To).

Now we give upper bound estimates on %u. Let (M, g1) be either a small tubular neighbor-
hood of (M, g) in R”", or an extension of (M, g) as in Section [2l respectively. For any xy € M,
let X € M, \ M be as in Section [2l and r(x) be the distance function to X in M; for x € M. Let
d; > 0 be a small constant such that §; < 6 with § > 0 defined in Section[2l Define the domain
U ={xe M, r(x) < r(xy) + 6}, with its boundary U = I'y|JTI'; where I'y = U\ dM and
I'={xeM | r(x) = r(xg) + 01}. Since 20 + r(xp) is less than the injectivity radius at X, r(x) is
smooth in U. For given T > 0, we extend ¢ to a C**>*% function on U x [0, T] for any T > 0
so that ¢(x, 0) = uy(x) for x € U. Define the function

1
r(x ),, e

on U X [0, T], with two large constants A > 0 and p > 0O to be determined. We will choose
A = A(T) and p = p(T) large so that u is a barrier function that controls the lower bound of u
on U % [0, T]. Direct computations lead to

Et = ¢t’

Vu=V¢—-Apr?'vr,

ViViu=VV¢+Ap(p + 1)r_”_2V,-err - Ap r_”_IVier

Au=Ap+Ap(p + 1)”_17_2|V”|2 —Apr P Ar=Ap+Ap(p+ 1) r 72— Apr P Ar.

By continuity, there exist constants C; > 0 and C, = C,(T) > 0 such that [V?r| + |Ar| < C, in U
and |[V@| + |V2¢| + |A¢| < C, in U x [0, T]. We have the calculation

(V2u);; = —Ricij(g) + (n = [V,V;¢p + Ap(p + 1) r P >VuV,r — Apr?7'V,V,r]
+[Ap+Ap(p + 1) P2 = Apr ' Arlgi; + (n = 2)[|Vul*gij — ViuV jul.
Since —Ric, > 0 and the matrix (V;7V;r) and the last term are semi-positive, we have
(V2u)ij > (n=2)[ViV;¢p — Apr P 'V,Vrl + [A¢ — Apr P Arlg;j + Ap(p + D r P 2g,;,
10
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and hence for any Ny > 0 and A > 0, there exists a constant py = po(T, N, A) > 0, such that for
p > po, we have

(vzﬂ)ij > N1gi;
on U X [0,T]. Let
N, > Bjnezsupw[o,r] |¢|+2 supyyo,7) |¢|'
Then we have
log(o,(V*w)) > 1og(N}) > 2n¢; + log(B,..) + 2n¢
> 2nu, + 10g(By,) + 2nu

on U x [0,T]. Therefore, u is a subsolution of the o ,-Ricci curvature flow. By Maclaurin’s
inequality, u is a subsolution of the o-Ricci curvature flow for any 1 < k < n. By definition, we

know that u < u on I’y X [0,Ty). On I’y X [0, 7)), u and ¢ has uniform upper and lower bounds,
and hence we can choose A and p large enough so that u < u onI'; X [0, 7). Also, we have

u(x,0) < ¢(x,0) = up(x)
for x € U. By maximum principle in Lemma[3.1] we have that
uzu

in U % [0, Ty). Since u(xy,t) = ¢(xo, 1) = u(xp, t), we have

0 < 0

—u< —u

on on~—
at (xo,t) for t € [0,Ty], where n is the unit outer normal vector of M at xy. Notice that the
constants used here can be chosen uniformly for all x) € M and hence, there exists a unique
constant m; = m(Ty) > 0, such that l%u < m; on OM X [0, T,). Therefore, we have the C!
estimates of u at points on dM i.e., there exists a constant C = C(T) > 0 such that

[Vu(x,t)| < C
for (x,1) € M x [0, Ty). O
Now we give the C! estimates of u on M x [0, Tp).

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, g) and u € C*(Mx[0, Ty)) be as in Lemmal3.3l Then there exists a constant
C = C(Ty) > 0 such that

[Vu(x, )| < C
for (x,t) € M x [0, Ty).
Proof. The interior gradient estimate is relatively standard, and here we modify the argument

in [11]] (see also [8]). By Lemma[3.2] there exist two constants —co < 1 < 8, < +0o depending

on Ty such that 8; < u < 8, on M x [0, T,). We define a function
IVl
> )e™,

Ex,n)=(1+
where

n(s) = Ci(Cy + 5)”
11



is a function on s € [B;, +00) with constants C, > —f;, C; > 0 and p > 0, depending only on
Ty, 81 and (3,, to be determined. Suppose that there exists xy € M° and ¢, € (0, T) such that

&(xo,t9) = sup €.

Mx[0,t0]
We take geodesic normal coordinates (x!,...,x") centered at x, € M such that F;?}(xo) =
8ij(xp) = 6;;. Then we have at (xo, 1),

1
(3.9) &, =e"uy cuy, + (1 + zugu )y wu,] =0

2
(310) & = & ug iy, + (1 + =27y ()] 2 0,
’>
0 Z é:x,-xj = [5 ax X ga uxaux;, + uXaXinuxa + uXaXiuanj + n/(u)uxaxiuxauxj + n’(u)uxaxjuxauxl'
ivj

1 1 1
+(1+ §|Vu|2)(77,(u))2ux,-uxj + (1 + EIVMIZ)U"(M)MX,MX,. + (1 + EIVMIZ)U'(u)uxix,]e”(”)

L
B ZaXin

a 1 ” ’
8 buxauxb + uxuxixjuxa + uxuxiuxa)g + (1 + §|VM|2)(77 (I/t) - (77 (u))2)ux,-uxj

1
+(1+ EIVMIZ)U'(u)uxixj]e”(”),

where the last identity is by (3.9). Notice that the tensor

0= o (V2 )((n_z)(Tk Dij + &P (T angi)s
is positive definite. Therefore, at (xo, #y),
1 - 1. & b ~
> | XXX x+_ i'—a X, x+ [fAxxiWxyx;
= L Twupy Qoo ¥ 5 gt + Qiftuntin)
(3.1D) + (0" () = (f W) Osjty, + 1 () Qi it 1€"™.

By definition, at (xo, ty) we have
VZu = —Ricy + (n = Dy, + Audi; — (n = Duyuy, + (n = 2)[Vul*sy;,

and hence by the identity T;;(V2u);; = ko (V*u) and the equation (3.1)), we obtain

Oijitx,, = p—T [T3;(V?u)i; + Tij(Rici; + (n = gy, — (n = 2)|Vuls;)]
k
1 n 2ku;+2ku A . 2
(312) = > (vZM) [k,Bk,,,e ! + Tij(RlCij + (n - Z)Mxil/lxj - (n - 2)|Vl/t| 6ij)]’
k

at (xo, fp). Now take derivative of x; on both sides of (3.1]), and we have at (xo, ),

1 _ 0 0
2ku,, = ——=——Tp[——Ricy, + (1 =Dy 4. — (0 —2)—T1" u,
Uiy, O'k(Vzu) sl ox, icgp + (n Ju XpXi (n )axi abUx,

+ (uxmxmxi - F;Cnmuxc)gab + (l’l - 2)(2uxmxiuxmgab = Uy, x;Ux, — Uy, uxbxi)] - 2kux,-’

(9)(7,'
12



and hence at (xg, fp), for 1 < a < n,

- _ 0
Qijux,-xjxa = Zk(utxa + uxa) + O'k(vzu) Tij[(n - 2)(_2ux,,,xauxmgij + ux,-xauxj + ux,-uxjxa + a_x‘lr?;uxm)

0 o _.
+ axa mmuxyg,-j+ a—xaRlCij].

Now contracting this equation with Vu we have at (xy, 1),

Qijux,-xjxauxa = Zk(utxa uxa + uxauxa) + Tij[(n - 2)(_2ux,,,xa uxmuxagij + Zux,-xa uxjuxa

o(V2u)
+ 0 Ric;i]
ux Uy, Uy Uy, 8ij Uy, 77— IICjj
a m " Xa axa mm“Xe ag] aaxa J
1 - 1
> ———T;[(n = D1 + = |Vul )y (u)(uay, uy, 8ij — thity)) + 7T i1ty 1ty
o (V) il( )(2( 2| 1) () (e, e, 8 ) %, U,
0 0 Vul?
(3.13) + ottt 84 it 5 —Rici) + 2k, = | ;"
where the last inequality is by (3.9) and (3.10). Substituting (3.12)) and (3.13)) to (3.11)), we have
|V * I
Z—ZkVu2—l+ u)u;) + —Ric;iu, + O;ithy Uy o + OiiRiginly Uy
1+ %|V|2)[ (Vul” = (1 + ——)n'(wu,) k(V2u)8 i, + Qi x, X QiiRiajplx, Uy, ]
20 ) g (Vulgy; = g i ) + 7 = (7 ) Ottt
ow(V2u)
b [kBi 1 T (Rici; + (1 — 2)(u iy, — [Vl gi)]
O'k(Vzu)
=(n-2) " = @' =) Tijugu,, + 1— " = @) + (n—2)n)|Vul* Z T
(V2 ) ij%x; %x; O'k(Vzu) i ii
kBk eZku+2ku, 77/

— + — Ti'RiCi'—Zk "u
(V) oV T T

T,
2KVul + —2

+ m u O'k(vzu) aXaRlcijuxa + Qijuxax,-uxaxj + Qiniajbuxauxb]-
2

Recall that u and u, are uniformly bounded from above and blow on M X [0, T;)) by Lemma[3.2]
and so is the term

1
o (V2u)

_ﬁ 1 —2ku, 2ku
k.n

Since T;_; and Q,_, are positively definite, we have at (xo, fy),
2ku 2ku

’” \2 N
= - - T uuy,, + —
ww%w7 ()" = )T ijusuy, (o0

-C-C ) Ti,

02(n-2) 0" = 0 + (0 =2)Vul ) T

13



with the constant C > 0 depending on T, SUpsyo.7,) (18] + [P:]), supy, log(ox(V?uy)), sup,, [uol,
supy,(IRic,| + [VRic,|) and supg _ 4 |17'(s)]. By the definition of n, we have ” > 0, and
7' =) =1 = Cip(Co+ )" [(p = 1) = Cip(Cy + 5) = (Ca + 9)].
For B < s < 8,, we choose C, = 1 — 31, p > 0 large and then choose C; > 0 small so that
n’ =) = Cip,
N =) =1 =0,
and hence at (xg, fo)

IVu? Z Ty < ‘T"(W”) 72 2c+c Z Ti) = —,8 2K+ C Z T < C( + Z T,

eZku

where the constant C > 0 depends on T, SUPsrxio.75) (4] + 167D, supy, log(ov(Vuy)), sup,, luol,
sup,,(|Ric,| + |VRic,|) and SUPg, < <5, |7’ (s)|. Recall that

n

-1
D Ti=m—k+ Do (Vuw) = (n—k+1) (k " 1) ((k) o (V2u) T

-1
(3.14) (k4 D) (k " 1)((’;) Bt s

for some uniform constant C = C(T) > 0, where we have used the Maclaurin’s inequality and
the uniform lower bound of u and u, > 0. Therefore,

_ 1
Vul> < C(1 + —=).
|Vl ( c)

This combining with the boundary C' estimates completes the proof of the gradient estimates
of uon M x [0, Ty).
O

Now we consider the C? estimates on u at the points on M X [0, Tj).

Lemma 3.5. Let (M, g) and u € C*(M %[0, Ty)) be as in Lemmal3.3l Then there exists a constant
C = C(Ty) > 0 such that

IVul < C
on OM x [0, T)).

Proof. We use the indices e;, e; to refer to the tangential vector fields on M and n the outer
normal vector field. Notice that we have obtained the uniform bounds

sup (Jul + |Vu|) < K,
AMX[0,To)

for some constant K > 0 on M X [0, T,). By definition, we immediately have the control on
the second order tangential derivatives
sup |[V;iVul <C
AMX[0.Ty)
on M x [0, Ty) with some constant C > 0 depending on K and supg.0.,(¢] + V@ + IV2¢)

where V2¢ means the second order tangential derivatives of ¢ on M. We extend ¢ to a function
14



in C*2(U x [0, +c0)) still denoted as ¢ such that ¢ € C**?*3(M x [0, T]) for any T > 0 and
d(x,0) = up(x) for x € M.

We now estimate the mixed second order derivatives |V, V;u| with n the normal vector field
on OM. Let (M,, g,) be the extension of (M, g) as in Section 2l Let § > ¢ > 0 be the small
constants in Section 2l For any x, € dM, let X be the point with respect to x, as defined in
Section 2l Define the exponential map Exp : M X [—€; — 26, €; + 26] — M such that Exp,(s)
is the point along the geodesic starting from g € M in the normal direction of dM of distance
|s| to g. Here we take the inner direction to be positive i.e., Equ(s) € M° when s > 0. In
particular, x = Exp, (—€;). Notice that Exp : M X [—€ — 26, € + 26] is a diffeomorphism to
its image. In fact we can choose €; + 20 < € where € is strictly less than the lower bound of
injectivity radius of each point in the thin (e, +206)-neighborhood Q of M. We now use the Femi
coordinate in a small neighborhood V,, = B.(xy) of xo in M,: Let (x', ..., x"!) be a geodesic
normal coordinate centered at x, on (OM, g| 5 M). We take (x!(q), ..., ¥"'(g), x") as the coordinate
of the point Exp,(x") in V,,. Define the distance function r(x) = dist(x, X) for x € M;. Denote

U={xe M| r(x) <0+ r(x)}, Io=UMNOMand I’ ={x¢€ M| r(x) = 6 + r(xp)}. By our choice
of the small constant €, + 26, we have I'y C V,, and hence % (i < n) is a tangential derivative
of OM on I'y. It is clear that r(x) is smooth on U. The metric has the orthogonal decomposition

g= d(x")?* + g
in U and we have I, (xo) = 0 for a,b,c € {1,2,...,n}. For i € {1, ...,n — 1}, taking derivative of

a‘—i,. on both sides of (3.1I)) we have

1 _
0 == 2kuyy, — 2ku,, + ——=—=—T[-ViRicy + (n = 2)V,V,V,u + V,Aug,,
ov(V2u)

(3.15) +2(n = 2)(V,V.uV.ugy — V,V,uVyu)l.

Now we commute derivatives to have

ViV.Vou =V,Vyu, + Rm* Vu,
V.Au = Au,, + Rm * Vu,

where the terms Rm * Vu are contractions of some Riemannian curvature terms and Vu. Define
the linearized operator L acting on ¢ as

(3.16) L(p) = Tapl(n = 2)V Vo + Apgap + 2(n — 2)( < Vo, Vu > gu, — VaupViyu)]

o (V2u)
— 2k, — 2kep.

Therefore, by (3.13) we have

1 - _
L Uy )| = ——=—— Ta —ViRiCa + (Rm=Vu)| < C T,',' 1+ |Vu
L1 = s T b+ ( D<€ Y Tl + Vu)

(3.17) <C) Ty

15



for some constant C > 0 depending on sup,, |Rm/|, the lower bound of u, +u and the upper bound
of |[Vu| on M x [0, Ty), which has been uniformly controlled. Recall that by (3.14), we have

ZT,-,-zC

for some uniform constant C = C(T,) > 0, and hence direct calculation leads to the bound

(3.18) L) <C Y Ti+ C<C Y Ty,

on U x [0,T,), where C > 0 in the inequalities are uniform constants depending on T, k, n,
SUP 0.7 (Ul + lus| + [Vul) and supy. o 7,(Px] + 1] + V| + |V2¢,.]). Define the function
v =u, — ¢, in U X [0, Ty). Now by (3.17) and (3.18) we have

LW <C ). Ts,

for some uniform constant C = C(T,) > 0. Also, v = 0 on I[.
Now let

1 1

r(x)? r(xo)?

£(x) =

for x € U, where p > 0 is a constant depending on 7 to be determined. Following the
calculation in Section 2] we have that for p = p(T,) > 0 large,
P
(n—2)V?é+ Aég > Zr—l’—zg.

Since ¢ < 0, |Vu| is uniformly bounded from above and u, + u is uniformly bounded from blow,
we choose p = p(Ty) > 0 large so that

2

1 p
L&) = Bin eZku,+2ku[ 4

> l(—r - Cpr P~ I)Z T;> —r_’7 ZZ T;

> [L(v)|

= CIVul IVEl) Z T — 2k

on U X [0, Ty) for some uniform constant C = C(T) > 0. Now we take p > 0 even larger so
that £ < —|v|on I’y X [0, Ty) and hence, & < —|v| on AU X [0, T). Recall that

E(x) <0 =v(x,0)
for x € M, we have by maximum principle,
+v(x, 1) > &(x)
for (x,1) € U x [0, Typ). Since v(xy, t) = £(xp) = 0, we have fori=1,...,n—1,

|Vnuxi(x0’ t)l < |Vn¢x,-(-x0’ t)l + |anx,-(-x0’ t)l < |Vn¢x,-(-x0’ t)l + Vné:(XO) < C’
16



for any (x¢,1) € OM X [0, T,) with some uniform constant C = C(T) > 0 independent of the
choice of (xy,1) € oM x [0,T,), where V,, is_the outer normal derivative at x, € dM. For the
second order normal derivative V2u, since tr(V?u) > 0, i.e.

2(n — DAu + (n = 2)(n — 1)|Vul* - R, >0,

by the estimates on the other second order derivatives, Vﬁu is bounded from lgelow and we still
need to derive an upper bound of V2u. Orthogonally decompose the matrix V?u at xo € M in
normal and tangential directions. By the previous estimates we have

vzu — ((}’l - 1)unn 0

0 - )+ o(1)

oM

with the term |O(1)| < C for some uniform constant C = C(T,) > 0 and hence, as the term
Uy, — +00, we have

1 (V?u) = ()" (Agn + 0(1)) = +o0,

where Ay, is a positive constant. On the other hand, recall that
1 - _
0< G S o (V2u) = Bae 2 < C,

for some uniform constant C = C(Ty) > 0 on M X [0, T,)) and hence, we have that there exists
a uniform constant C = C(T,) > 0 such that Vﬁu(xo) < C. Notice that the constant C here is
independent of the choice of xy € M. This completes the boundary C? estimates of u.

O

Proposition 3.6. Let (M, g) and u € C*(M x [0, Ty)) be as in Lemma 3.3l Then there exists a
constant C = C(Ty) > 0 such that for any (x,t) € M X [0,Ty) we have

IV2u(x, 1)l < C.

Proof. The proof is a modification of Proposition 3.3 in [11]], see also [8]. We have obtained
the global C! estimates and boundary C? estimates on u. Now suppose the maximum of |Vul,
is achieved at a point in the interior.

Denote S (T'M) the unit tangent bundle of (M, g). We define a function s : S(TM)x[0, Ty) —
R, such that

h(x, e, 1) = (Vu + m|Vul’g)(ey, e,),

forany x € M, t € [0,Ty) and e, € ST, M, with m > 1 a constant to be fixed. Suppose there
exist (g, 1) € M° x [0, Ty) and a unit tangent vector e, € S T,M such that

hg,e,t1) = sup h.
S(TM)X[0.1]
Notice that on S(TM) C S(TM,) (here (M, g;) is the extension of (M, g) as in Section [2)),
we can find a uniform constant C’ > 0 and a uniform small constant §y > O such that for any
x € M and any e, € T M,, e, can be extended to a unit vector field e on B (x) € M7 such that
Ve(x) = 0 and |[V2¢|(x) < C’ at this point x. Take the geodesic normal coordinates (x!, ..., x*)

at g, and hence we have I, (¢) = 0 and g;;(¢9) = d;;. By rotating, we assume V2u = uyy is
17



diagonal at g and ¢, = % at (g, t;). Let the unit vector field e = 3, &'-%
on Bs,(q) with Ve(g) = 0 and |V?e|(q) < C’. We have

a7 be the extension of e,

: . 0 . .
E@=1, €@=0,i>1, and @gf(q):o, ij=1,..,n.

It is clear that the fact VZu € I} and the uniform bound of |Vu| on M X [0, Tj) imply that there
exists a uniform constant C > —oo such that V%u > C at (¢,1;). Now we define a function 7 in a
small neighborhood U X [t; — €, t; + €] of (g, t;) such that

h(x, 1) = (Vu+m|Vul’g)(e, €) = €'/ (i — Tiua) + m|Vul*,

Since & achieves its maximum in U X [f; — €, #;] at (g, 1), we have that at (g, t,),

0 -
(3.19) Eh = Uy, + 2MUalta, > 0,

- 0
(320) hxi = Uyl dyi — Tr?luxa + 2muxaxiuxa = O,
i
62 a d a d a 82 a
rlluxax/ - a jrlluxax +max1(9x]g buﬂuxb

Grign 1 T g
2

oOxiox/

0 = hx‘xl = Uplxlxixi —

+ 2Mltya il + 2MUyayillyayi + 2 E'Uay,

where the last inequality means the Hessian of h is non-positive. Contracting the Hessian of h
and the positively definite tensor Q;; = m((n —2)T;j + tr(T—1)gi;) we have at (q, 1)

P p P
02> Ql}uxxx‘xl Qz}a iy ,Fn“x“ 2Qz]8 ; 11ux‘lx’ +sz]6 i Jg ux“uxb
2
(3.21) +2lejuxaxlxjuxa + zmQquaxluxaxj + ZQUa la ]f uxaxl

Differentiating equation (3.1 with respect to x yields
1

2kttya; + 2kute =
Uyay Uya o (V2

Tyjl = VaRicij + (n = 2)V,Viu + (Au)u g

+(n=2)2V,VyuVyugij — 2V, ViuVu)).

Define the function F(r;;) = log(o(r;;)) on I'{. Differentiating (3.1) twice, we obtain

2kViu, = ( Wi (Vi) Vi (V2u);; +

9
0°F
T,:.[-V? (Ricij+(n—-2 V2V2u + V2(Au)g;::
a aha l] k( 21/!) j[ J ( ) LV 1( )g]

+2(n = 2)((< ViVu, Vu > +V,V,uV,Vu)gi; — ViViuVu — V,VuV,V,u)] - 2kViu
< ——=—T;j[2(n - 2)((< ViVu, Vu > +V,V,uV V,u)gi; — ViViuV ju — ViuViu)
o« (VZu)
— ViRici; + (n = 2)V;Viu + Vi(Au)g;;] — 2kViu,
18



since F is concave on I'}. In particular, at (g, ;) we rewrite these two derivatives as

(3.22)
- d r
2k(uar + Uya) = Q;j(Uyiyiva — pp Fljuxb) + O'k(Vz )[ VaRicij + 2(n — 2)(UyaxoUrp 8ij — Uyixallyi)],
r 9
2kuy 1, < o'k(vjzu) [2(n — 2)( Uy 1 alUya — ﬁflfauxbuxa + Uy qally1 30 )Oj — Uyt y1illy + ox ll"lluxbux/
2p: A § a d d a
—l/[xlxiuxlxj) - VlRlCij] + Q,’j[uxixjxlxl - 6( 1)2I‘l]uxa 26 1Fl]ux1xa Zﬁruuﬂﬂ] - Zkl/lxlxl,

and hence combining with (3.21)), we have

- 0* 0 0 2
O 2 Qlj( l"ll Uya + 2 r uxaxl + 2 FTluxax/ -

6 a
a( 1)2 ij oxl U Ox! 2= ta)

I E— Fa -
Oxiox 1! e ox’

b
O'k(Vzu) [2(n — 2)( (U g1 yaltya — P I U Una + Ut yally130)0;) — Ut 1 il — Ul iUl i
2

la ; F I/lxbuxa + zuxaxtuxax/)

0
Flluxhux/) V RlClj] + lej(

(9 ; 0Pyt +2—

x4

20 (VaRicij —2(n — 2)(Uya oty 8ij — Usayillyi)))

+ 2mut e kit o + 2kt +
oi(
aZéga

+2k(uxlxt+uxxl)+2Qlja o j Xyl .

Therefore, by (3.19) and (3.20) we have

N P P 0
02 050w 1)2ruuxa +25 Tt +25 it = ==

0
——— T e = 2T, ttya,i) — dkmiutatt o

ox/

0
+ 2ku, 0 — [2(n - 2)(( “uxbuxa 2Mit b all b Uya — @F?auxbuxa + Uyt yally1 30 )0

k(V2 )
0

- —il"fluxbuxj + 2MU b il b Uy — U iUy +

0
. — T ueu,) — ViRic;]

ox!
82641
+ szj(ZRLajbux“uxb + zux“x’ux‘le) + 2Qlja iOx) Uyayl

T;
+ 2miut e (2ktta; + 2kit,e + %(VaRic,-j —2(n — 2)(Uyap U ij — Unarillyi)))
o(V2u)

= Qij((leailj = ViR, j)ue — 2Ry jittyayi) + 2Kkup 1 + ZQU(V2§ + Rei1 j)yay

[2(n = 2)( (Rp1a1 U thya — 2o ralhypUya + Uyt xallyl )0

O'k(Vzu)
2 ~
— Rpiinptty + 2mus ithyo i — Uy ithy i) — VIRIC; ;] + mQ; (2R g jpUrettys + 2Uyayilhyayi)

T;;
- ViRici; —2(n — 2)(Uya p Uy @i — Usarillyi))).
i (VoRici = 201 = Dttty = texity))

+ 2miut e (ki +
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By assumption, we have at (g, t1), t,ii <t fori > 2 and u,i,; = 0 for i # j. Recall that there
exists a unique C > —co on M X [0, Tj)) such that u,1,1 = Vfu > C at (g, t;) and hence, we have

- 1 -
0> C=Cutgu—(1+m)Cuupy +C) Y Ti+ Gyl =20 D0 > Ti
: u -

O \Y%
+2(n—2)(1 + m)u, i, Tij]
1

o (V2u)

> = C = Cutpy = (1 +m)(Cuupy +C) Y T+ @m =20 =2, Y T

where C > 0 is a uniform constant on M X [0, T)) depending on k, n, C’, (M, g) and

sup (Ju| + |u,| + |Vu| + |[Rm| + [VRm| + |V*Ric]).
Mx[0,T)

Now take m to be a constant strictly larger than (n — 2). Recall that o(V?u) is uniformly
bounded from above and below. On the other hand, by (3.14)), }; T;; > C for some uniform
constant C > 0 on M % [0, Ty), and hence we obtain that there exists a uniform constant C > 0
on M x [0, Ty), such that

Ui <C

at (q,t;). Therefore, combining with the boundary C? estimates, we have that there exists a
uniform constant C > 0 on M X [0, Ty), such that

VZu| < C

on M x [0, Ty).
O

Remark. Here we give a way to extend the unit vector ¢, at g € M C M, in Proposition
to a unit vector field e in a neighborhood of g with |V2¢|(g) < C’ for some C’ > 0 independent

of g € M. Under the normal coordinates (x', ..., x") in Bs(q) at g, F;.’j’.(O) = 0 and g;;(0) = 6;;.

Let é(x) = % for x € Bs(0), where ¢ > 0 is less than the uniform lower bound of the injectivity
radius of the points g € M in (M, g). Let e(x) = &% = 20 for x € Bs(gq). Since

oxl T e,

. el
Viéj = T =
x=0 axz
at x = 0 (at g), we have
Vi = o = U8 _GELE
el e le|

at the point g. Therefore, the extension & of e, in Bs(g) is a unit vector field with V;£/(¢) = 0.
It is easy to see that there exists a uniform constant C > 0 depending on the lower bound of the
injectivity radius and upper bound of the norm of the curvature for points in M in (M, g;), such

that |[V2£(g)| < C, for the extension e of e, defined above.
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4. CONVERGENCE OF THE 0 ;-RICCI CURVATURE FLOW

Now we can prove the long time existence of the flow.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (M", g) is a compact manifold with boundary of C*®, and (M, g) is either
a compact domain in R" or with Ricci curvature Ric, < —060g for some 6y > (n — 1). Assume
uy € C**(M) is a subsolution to (L3) satisfying (3.6) at the points x € OM where v(x) = 0. Also,
assume ¢ € C**25(OM x [0, T]) for all T, > 0, ¢,(x,1) > 0 on OM x [0, +00) and ¢ satisfies
the compatible condition (3.4) with uy. There exists a unique solution u € C**(M x [0, +c0)) to
the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (3.1) — (3.3) such that u € C*****5(M x [0, T]) for all T > 0, and
the equation (3.1) is uniformly parabolic in t € [0, T] for any T > 0.

Proof. Since uq is a subsolution to (I.3)), the equation is strictly parabolic at + = 0. By the
compatibility condition of ¢ and u, the implicit function theorem yields that there exists 7y > 0
such that the flow is parabolic on M X [0, 7)) and the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem has a unique
solution u € C*?(M x [0, Ty)) such that u € C**>*5(M x [0, ¢,]) for any t, € (0, Ty). Recall that

O_k(vZM) — Bk’neZkuﬁZku > Bk,ne2kua

with the right hand side increasing by Lemma 3.2l Also, Lemma [3.2] gives the uniform upper
and lower bounds of u on M X [0, T,)). By the a priori estimates in Lemma [3.4] and Proposition
3.6, we have V2u € I'} and the equation is uniformly parabolic, and hence Krylov Theorem for
fully nonlinear parabolic equations yields uniform C*®7 (M) estimates on u with some constant
0 < ap, < 1fort € [0,Ty), see [9]. In turn the Schauder estimates yield uniform CHa2+s
estimates on u in M X [0,7T,). Also, these a priori estimates apply to u on M X [0, T] for
any 7 > 0 with the corresponding constants depending on 7', and classical parabolic equation
theory applies to extend the flow to M X [0, +o0) and u € C****3(M x [0,T]) for all T > 0.
This completes the proof of the long time existence of the flow.

]

To show the convergence of the flow, we establish the C' and C? interior estimates on u based
on the bound supy, o ;. lul for any compact subset U C M°.

Lemma 4.2. Assume u € C**(M X [0, +00)) is a solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary
value problem of the equation (L3) with u, > 0. Assume that for any compact subset U C M°,
there exists a constant Cy = Co(U) > 0 such that

lul < Cy

on U X [0, +00). Also, for some T > 0, we assume that there exists a constant C = C(T) > 0
such that

lu| + |[Vu| < C(T)

on M X [0,T]. Then for a point g, € M°, there exists a constant C; > 0 depending on B34_r(q1),
CO(B%r(ql)) and C(T) such that

[Vu| < Cy

on B:(q1) X [0, +0), where r is the distance of q1 to M.
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Proof. It is a modification of the interior estimates in [S]. For any 7, > T, we consider the
function

F(x,1) = p(x)we’™

on B,(q,) X [0, T,], where w = 'Vg'z ,and u € C(Z)(B %r(ql)) is a cut-off function such that

4.1) p=1onBs(q), 0<p <1, [Vul <bou2, [Vl < by,

for some by > 0 as defined in [5], and f(u) is to be determined later. By the assumption of the
lemma, if F(x, f) achieves its maximum on B %(ql) x [0, T] at a point (x, ty) € B %(ql) x [0, T],
then F(x, t) is uniformly bounded and hence

[Vul| < C

on B%(ql) X [0, T,] with a constant C > 0 independent of 7';. So from now on, we assume that
there exists (xg, fy) € B Z_r(ql) X (T, T;] such that

F(xp,t0)) = sup F.
B (q)X[0,T1]

We choose the normal coordinate (x', ..., x") at xy. Then at (xo, fp), we have

(4.2) St fu o,
\Y \Y%
(4.3) H L pYu=o,
u w
VNV VuVau VW VawV,
(4.4) Tyt D TR T L N+ £V uV jul < 0.
Jz W w w2
By (@.3) we have
_ ViwV,w _ ViuViju 3
Tijw—/ < 3Tij quj + E(f )zTijViI/leI/t,

and hence plugging this inequality and the definition of w into (4.4)) we have
G _ 4Vz’,UV M
0 w2
- 3 -
+ [T Viu+ (f" - 5( FOOTViuvu < 0.

- - 1.
_TZJV?muvimu + Tij( )+ —TijViVijuVmu
w w

Dropping the non-negative first term, changing the order of derivatives for the third order deriv-
ative term and by our choice of u, we have at (xy, ),

I - /A 1 3 / I C C - T
;Tijvmvivjuvmu +f TijV,ng +(f" - z(f )2)Tijviuvju < (; + W 'Vul?) Z T;;

:ai+DZﬁ}
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for some uniform constant C > 0 depending on by and sup [Rm| on B %(41)- Similar argument
yields

1 1
—V, AuV i + fAu+ (f - é( FIOOIVul* < C(= + 1).
w 2 u

Combining these two inequalities and the equation (3.13)), we have
2kttt + [Vul)op(V2u) = Ty Vi(=V,Rica, + 2(n — 2)(VeuV ugay, — VauVyu))

_ 3 _ 3 _
< —wln=2)(f'T;;Viu+ (f" - 5 IONTVuVu) + (f Au+ (f7 - 5 IHHIVul?) Z Tl

C _
#w(+0) Z Ty
Substituting (4.2)), (4.3)) and the following identity into this inequality
TupVaptt = Tap(=Ricg, + (n — 2)Vayu + Augyy + (n — 2)(\Vulgup — Vau Vi) = ko (V?u),
we have at (x, ty),

2k(=f"uw + Vul)or(V2u) = CVul Y T

VeuVeu ViuVju

+2(n = 2)wT;[( + fIVul)gi; — ( + ViV ju)]

3 - 3 -
< =l =" = SUDT NV u+ (f7 = SVl Y Tl
—kwf o (V) + f'wTap(—Rica + (n = 2)(IVulga — VauVu)) + w(% +O) ) T

If w < 1 at (xp, t), then we obtain the uniform upper bound of |Vu|. So we assume w > 1.

Multiplying w~! on both sides of the inequality, and by (3.1)) we obtain

1 _ Vv, Vuv;
2h(=f't + 2+ 5 B = C N Ty 4 200 - DT [~E L, - TET
2 - 7 U

3 - 3 -
(=2 = SV = T TVt (f = S + (=2 Vul’ Y Tl

C _
<(—=+0) Ty,
5O
at (xo, o), with C > 0 depending on sup(|Rm| + |VRic|) and by, and hence we have

1, -
2k(=f"u, +2 + Ef VB

3 - 3 -
+[(n-2)(f" - z(f')2 = TyViuVu+ (f" - E(f')2 +(n=2)f" = by)|Vul* Z T;)

1.1 _
<C+—=)=+1) ) T;
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for some C > 0 depending on n, sup(|Rm| + |VRic|) and b, where we have used the Cauchy
inequality and the constant b, > 0 is to be determined. Now we take

fa)=Q+u—- inf w™

B% (1)x[0,+00)
for some constant N > 1 to be fixed. Therefore,

N2V <f = -NQ+u- inf  w) N <-NQ+oscu)™! <0,
B%r(<11)><[0,+°°)

- %(f’)2 +3n-2)f =N[(N+1)=NQ+u—- inf wy™-3n-2)2+u— inf wu)]x

B%(611)><R+ B%(QI)XR+
Q+u— inf wy™?
B%(ql)xl&
>NQ +u— inf WV -2"MN+1-30n-2)2 +oscu)]
B%(ql)X[Oﬁoo)
where
oscu = sup (4 — inf u)<2 sup |u.
B3 (qx[0.4+00)  Bar(qx[0+e0) By, ¥[0.09)
4 4

Now we take N > 1 large so that
3
i E(f’)2+3(n—2)f' >0,
and take b, = (n — 2)N(2 + oscu)~"~!, and hence,

2%k | _
S+ 24 B VYT

1.1 _
(4.5) <C(1 + b—z)(/7 +1) Z T,

for some C > 0 depending on n, sup |u|, sup(|Rm| + |VRic|) and by. Notice that if u, < %, since
u, > 0, and u and f’(u) are uniformly bounded, we have for some uniform constant C > 0,

_ 1 1 _
Vul® § T; < C(1 + b_)(ﬁ +1) E Ti+C.
i 2 i

On the other hand, by (3.14),

Zf’ﬁz(n—kﬂ)(kfl)((’;)

for a uniform C > 0 depending on sup |u|, and hence we have
uVul> < C

at (xg, tp) for some uniform constant C > 0 depending on n, sup |u|, sup(|Rm| + |VRic|) and b,
independent of 7. For the case u, > 1 at (x, o), the first term in (&.3)) is positive and hence

-1
— k-1
Bk,nezkut+2ku)7 > C

- 1 1 -
Vul ) Ti < CA+ )+ D ) T
i 2 i
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and again we have
ulVu> < C

at (xg, tp) for some uniform constant C > 0 depending on n, sup |u|, sup(|Rm| + |VRic|) and b,
independent of T';. Therefore, by the arbitrary choice of 71 > T,

F(x,1) < F(xo,t5) < 2Ce* "
for (x,t) € [0, +00). In particular,
[Vu(x, )| < C

for (x,1) € B:(q1) X [0, +c0), for some uniform constant C > 0 depending on n, sup |ue],
B3, (q1)X[0,+00)
p)

sup(|Rm| + |VRic|), by and B%(ql). Therefore, for any compact subsets U and U; such that
M
U c Uy C Uy € M°, there exists a uniform constant C > 0 depending on U, sup |uf and

U X[0,+00)
sup(|Rm| + |[VRic|) such that
M

[Vu(x,t)| < C+ sup |Vuy|
UX[0,T]

for (x,1) € U X [0, +00).
O

Based on the interior C! estimates, the interior C? estimates are relatively easy modifications
of the C? estimates in Proposition 3.6

Lemma 4.3. Assume u € C**(M X [0, +00)) is a solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary
value problem of the equation (L.3) with u, > 0. Assume that for any compact subset U C M°,
there exists a constant Co(U) > 0 such that

lu] < Cy

on U X [0, +00). Also, for some T > 0, we assume that there exists a constant C = C(T) > 0
such that

IV2u| < C(T)

on M x [0,T]. Then for a point q, € M°, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on B%(ql),
CO(B%(ql)) and  sup  |Vu| such that

B3, (q1)x[0,00)
1
IV2ul < C’
on B:(q1) X [0, +o0), where r is the distance of q; to M.

Proof. For any T > T, we consider the function H : S(TM) x [0,T;) — R such that

H(x, e, t) = u(x)h(x, ey, 1)
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u € C%(B%(ql)) satisfies (.1 for some constant b, > 0. By continuity, there exists a point
(g, 1) € B%r(ql) x [0,T,] and e, € ST, M, such that

for x € M, e, € ST.M and t > 0, where h is defined in the proof of Proposition 3.6 and

H(q,e4 10) = sup  u(x)h(x, ey, 1).
STMX[0,T]

If ty < T, then by assumption, |V2u| and hence H are well controlled. Therefore, we assume
that o > T. The same as in Proposition 3.6, we choose the normal coordinates (x!, ..., x") at ¢
so that e, = -2 and we extend ¢, to a unit vector field e = ¢'5% in the neighborhood of g in the
same way. We define the function

A(x,1) = H(x, e(x), 1) = p(0)h(x, 1) = p(x)(EEV,V ju + m|Vul*)

in a neighborhood of (g, t;), for some constant m > 1 to be fixed. Therefore, at (g, #)), we have

(4.6) h, = V,{Vyu, + 2mV,u,V,u > 0,
Vu Vh
@.7) Hy o,
TR
_ Viu Vv Vih Vth
Ty - S LV VeV u] <0,
% % h h?
Ay |VuP AR wﬂ
b VPOV o
[T h

Direct calculation and changing order of derivatives yield at (g, t;),

V;h = V,V{Viu + Rm = Vu + 2mV,;V uV ,u,
V;Vih = V\V,V,;Viu + VRm * Vu + Rm + V?u + 2m(V,V,;VuV, u+V2uV2u+Rm*Vu*Vu)

and hence combining these inequalities at the maximum point (g, ty) we have
T,'j[(}’l - 2)V1V1ViVju + V1V1Augij]
T;jl(n = 2DV5h + Ahg;;] — 2m[(n — )TV, V ViV qu + V,AuV qu Z Til

IA

ij ¥ ja

—2m[(n - 2)T,; V2 uV2u + V2 uViu Z T + (C + C|Vul) Z T,

o Vl.2.,u VuVv. A 2
— Tyl - 2)(—= -2 (2R '“'
p . .

IA

)21 + (C + CIV?ul) Z T;

= 2ml(n = DT VajuVou + VahuVau Y Tyl = 2ml(n = )T, V2V + V3, uV3,u Z T

IA

= 2ml(n = DTV ajuV ot + VahuVau Y Tyl = 2ml(n = )T, V5 uViu + V3, uV3 u Z T

1 _
+C(1+(1+ )V > Ti
A
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where C depends on sup |Rm|, b, sup  |Vu| and the uniform upper bound of |V2e|(g) (see
B3, (q1)X[0,00)
4

Proposition[3.6), and hence combining this inequality with the two inequalities (3.22)) we have
2k(V3u+ V2 u)o(Vu) — 2(n — )T (Vo uV,u + V%auV%au)gU - VinuVju - V%iuV%ju]
< = 4km(Vu,Vu + \Vul Yo (V2u) — 2m[(n — )T, VouViu + Vy,uV,,u Z Tii]

1 _
+CA+m+ (1 +m+ —)V2u|) Z T,
H i

Plugging in (4.6) and @.7), we have
2kVT uo(Vu) — 2(n — )T ;[ Vi,uV7ugi; — ViuViul
< — 4km|VulPo(V*u) - 2m[(n — Z)TijV§auV?au + V,%aqumu Z Tiil

1 _
+C( +m+(1+m+ —)|Vul) Z T
H i

Since V3.u(g, to) = 0 for i > 2 by the choice of coordinates as in Proposition[3.6] and
Viu(g. 10) > Viu(q. fo)
for i > 2, and hence we have

2h(V3 1 + 2m|Vul)oru(F2u) + 2m — 2(n — 2)V3,uV2,u Z T

1 _
< C(+m+n(1+m+ ;)|vf1u|) Z T

We take m large and use the equation (3.1)) to obtain
2h(V3 1+ 2mIVul)Be € + Vi uV i Y T

1 _
<Cc(+(+ ;)|Vf1u|) Z T,

for some uniform C > 0 independent of 7, and hence if V%lu(q, fp) > 1, the first term in this
inequality is positive and since 3; T is uniformly bounded from below by (3.14), we have

NV%M(% tO) < C,
for some uniform constant C > 0 independent of 7', and hence
H<C
in B %(ql) X [0, T,] with C > 0 independent of T; while if V%lu(q, tp) < 1, we trivially have the

uniform upper bound of H by its definition and the bound of |Vu| on B %(611) X [0, c0). By the
arbitrary choice of T, > T, H has a uniform upper bound on B %(ql) X [0, 00). In particular,

Viu< C,
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in B;(g1) X [0, c0). Since Vu e I}, and |Vu| is uniformly bounded in B ¥ (q1), we have that there
exists a uniform constant & > —oo such that

Au > a,
and hence
IV2u| < n’(C + |al),
on B:(q1) X [0, ). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now we prove the convergence of the flow and the asymptotic behavior near the boundary as
1 — oo.

Proof of Theorem|[[.3] Long time existence of the solution u has been obtained in Theorem
4.1l and we only need the consider the convergence of u and its asymptotic behavior near the
boundary as t — co.

First we establish the uniform upper bound estimates on # on any given compact subset of
M°. By the Maclaurin’s inequality, u is a subsolution to the o-Ricci curvature flow (3.1). By
the maximum principle for the o-j-Ricci curvature flow in Lemma[3.1] to get the upper bound
of u, it suffices to find a super-solution to the scalar curvature equation i.e., (I.3) with k = 1
satisfying near M. Direct application of Lemma 5.2 in [7], where a sequence of super-
solutions to the scalar curvature equation on corresponding small geodesic balls blowing up on
the boundary was constructed, yields the upper bound of u:

lim sup[u(x, t) + log(r(x))] < 0,
x—0M

uniformly for all # > 0; and moreover, for any compact subset U C M°, there exists a constant
C > 0 depending on U such that u(x, ) < C for all (x,7) € U X [0, +00). Here is an alternative
argument: by maximum principle for o-j-Ricci curvature flow in Lemmal[3.1]

u(x, 1) < upn(x),
for (x,t) € M° x [0, ), where u;y is the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem of the
constant scalar curvature equation on M. Recall that

ury(x) < —log(r(x)) + o(1) near the boundary,

with o(1) — 0 as x — 0M, see in [15]][14][1]] for instance.
By Lemma[3.2] u(x, 1) is increasing along ¢ > 0 and hence

uo(x) < u(x,t) < upn(x)

for (x,1) € M° x [0, +o0). Or just use the super-solution to (I.3) on a small ball centered at x
constructed in Lemma 5.2 in [[7] instead of u;y. Therefore, u(x, ) converges as t — oo for any
x € M°. By Lemma[4.2] and Lemma 4.3 we have that for any compact subsets U € U; € M°
with U C U7, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|Vu| + |V?ul < C

in U; X[0, o) and hence, the equation (3.1)) is uniformly parabolic and by (3.1)), «, has a uniform

upper bound on U; X [0, o). By Krylov’s Theorem and the classical Schauder estimates, we
28



have that there exists a uniform constant C > 0 depending on U, such that
lullcs2uxo,00)) < C,

and

(4.8) llullcsew) < C,

for all + > 0. Since u increases and has uniform upper bound in U, by the Harnack inequality of
the linear uniformly parabolic equation (3.7) for u,, we have

v=u —0

uniformly on U as t — +oo. Therefore, u(x,t) — u.(x) uniformly for x € U as t — +oco. By
the uniform bound (4.8) and the interpolation inequality, we have

u(x, ) = Us(x)

in C*(U) as t — oco. By the arbitrary choice of the compact subset U C M°, we have that u,, is
a solution to (L.3]) in M°.

Now we consider the lower bound of u near the boundary. Applying Lemmaf4.4]to be proved
later, we have that there exist 6; > 0 small and T > 0 large, such that

u(x,t) > —log(r(x) + €(t)) + w(x)

for x € M with r(x) < 6; and t > T, where w(x) < 0 with W|6M =0and e(r) > 0ast — +oo.
By the upper and lower bound estimates on u near the boundary, we have

Us(x) + log(r(x)) — 0
uniformly as x — oM. O

We will show the lower bound of the asymptotic behavior of u near the boundary as t — oo,
for which we need ¢ to increase not too slowly.

Lemma 4.4. Let (M, g), ug, ¢, Ty > T and u be as in Theorem Let r(x) be the distance
function of x € M to the boundary OM. Then there exist 6, > 0 small and T, > T, such that

u(x,t) > —log(r(x) + €(t)) + w(x)

for x € M with r(x) < 6, and t > T, where € = £&(t)"! and w is a function of C*> where r(x) < &,
such that w(x) < 0 withw|,, = 0.

Proof. Let 6; > 0 be a small constant to be fixed. Define the exponential map Exp : dM X
[0,61] — M such that Exp,(s) € M is the point on the geodesic starting from g € dM in
the direction of inner normal vector with distance s to g. ¢; is chosen small so that Exp is a
diffeomorphism to the image. Define

Us, = {Exp,(s)| (g, 5) € OM x [0,6,1]}.
The metric has the orthogonal decomposition
g=ds* +g,,
with g, the restrictionof gon X, = {z e M | r(z) = s} for 0 < s < §;. Define the function

u(x,t) = —log(r(x) + €(1)) + w(x)
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for (x, 1) € Us, X [T, +00) where
L
(r(x) +0)p oF
with constants A > 0, p > 1 large and 6 > 0 small to be determined. By definition, we have
=0
ety
fort > T. Let #(x,t) = r(x) + €(¢). Forany xo € U 5;» let{e1, ..., e,} be an orthonormal basis at x,

such that ¢; = % The same calculation as in Lemma 5.1 in [[7] yields

0

w(x) = A( )

4.9) =&)<t

V2u = — Ricy + (n — 2)V?w + Awg + (n — 2)(w')?

0
1 ., 1 B 5
+§ (n—1)g—-2(n-2)iw —7((n=2)V°r+ Arg)|.
1

Recall that V?r and Ar are the second fundamental form and the mean curvature of X, which
are uniformly bounded by a constanty > 1 on Us;:

yg > (n—2)Vr + Arg > —yg.

We denote the bracketed term above on the right hand side as ®. Taking 6 + 6, < 1, we have
w = —-Ap(r+ 6! < -Ap,

and hence,

-Y
1 1 2(n—-2)Ap —
r r

2(n—-2)Ap —vy

Now we let 6; < le and choose 7’ > 0 to be large so that () < ﬁ for t > T’. There exists

Ky > 0 such that for Ap > K, we have that

2=2)Ap -7y _ .
F)
n—1

1 1 F
det(5®) > —(n— 1)'(1 - )1 +
2 7en 1

n F—
1
> —(n—-1)"(1 +ApF).
T n
Recall that —Ric, > 0. For any large constant A > 0, there exists Ay > 0 and py > 0 so that for
A > Ay and p > py,

(n—2)V?w + Awg > Ag,
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on Uy, . Therefore, if we also assume Ap > 8nt, then we obtain

_ _ 1 _
log(det(V?u)) — log(B,.,) — 2nu > log(det( ®@)) — log(By,,) — 2nu
r
> log (F2"(1 + Ap¥)) — 2nu
> log(1 + Ap7) > log(1 + 8nt7),
and hence for 7 < (8n7)™! and ¢t > max{T, T’}, by (#9) we have

’

(4.10) l0g(det(V?u)) — 10g(Bon) — 2nu > 4ntF > —2n= = 2nu,
r

Since lim €(¢) = 0, we take T, > max{T,, T’} such that e(¢) < (16n7)~! for t > T, and let
t—o00

5, < min{(16n7)~", (20y)™'}.

We will choose A and p large so that u gives a lower bound of u on Us, X [T, o). Notice that
0U;, = Zs, | JOM. By assumption we have

u(x, 1) = log(é(1)) < ¢(x,1)

for (x,t) € OM X [T,,00). On X;,, since u is increasing, we have u(x, t) > uy(x). Notice that
there exists A; > 0 such that for A > A; and any p > 1, we have

—log(0) +A((61 +6) " =07") < iznfuo,

g
and hence we have on X5, X [T, ),
usu.

Finally, we consider the control on U, X {T»}. Since u(-, T>), u(-,T>) € C'(M) and u < u = ¢
on OM x {T,}, there exist A, > 0 and p, > 0 such that for A > A, and p > p,, we have

usu

on U51 X {T,}.
In summary, we assume

Ap = maX{K09 8]’17’}, p = maX{l, Po, pl}’ A > maX{AO’ Al’ AZ}’
§+6, <1, 6 <min{(16n7)7", (20y)7"},

and §; > 0 is small so that Exp is a diffeomorphism. Therefore, u is a sub-solution to (3.1]) for
k = n by @.10) and hence a sub-solution to (3.1]) for I < k < non U, X[T, o), by Maclaurin’s
inequality; moreover,

u<u, on OM| JZs) x [Tz, 00) | ] Us, x (T},
Therefore, by the maximum principle in Lemma[3.1l we have
u(x,t) > u(x,t) = —log(r(x) + €(?)) + A((r(x) + 0) * = 9677)

on U(sl X [T5, 00).
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Proof of Corollary[[.3l The equation (L.3)) is conformally covariant, and hence it is equivalent
to consider the case when the background metric g is the Euclidean metric when (M, g) is a
domain in the Euclidean space, while g € C*® is chosen to be a metric constructed in [16] (see
Section 2]in the present paper) such that Ric, < —(n — 1)g in the conformal class for a general
manifold (M, g). Let uy = u + min{0, infsy; ¢y} with u a sub-solution constructed in Section
for A > O and p > 0 large, and when (M, g) is a domain in Euclidean space one can just take u to
be the global sub-solution in [7] (just take the function 7(s) = s for the sub-solution u in Section
2) with A > 0 and p > 0 large. Then uy is a strict sub-solution near the boundary with uy < ¢
on dM and hence, we can construct the boundary data ¢ € C****3(AM X [0, o)) satisfying
the compatible condition (3.4) at = 0 such that ¢, > 0 on M X [0, o0) and @(x, 1) — @y(x)
uniformly in C** (M) as t — oo for some 0 < o’ < 1.

Consider the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary value problem (3.1) — (3.3). It is clear that Lemma
B.1land Lemma [3.2] still hold true. Recall that by Maclaurin’s inequality u is a sub-solution to
the o;-Ricci curvature flow (3.I). On the other hand, for the o;-Ricci equation (I.3), which
is the Yamabe equation, classical variational methods yield a unique minimizing solution u; to
the Dirichlet boundary value problem with u; = ¢y on 0M, see [17]. By Lemma [3.1] for the
oi-Ricci curvature flow, we have u(x, ) < u;(x) for (x,7) € M x [0, o) and hence we have a
uniform upper bound of u. Also, the a priori C? estimates from Lemma [3.3] to Proposition [3.6]
hold with uniform bound of |u(:, #)||c2(y independent of ¢ > 0. By Theorem 4.1, we have the
long time existence of the unique solution . Things are even better in this case: there exists a
uniform constant C > 0 such that for any 7" > 0,

(4‘11) ||u||C4+(y'2+%(MX[T,T+1]) S C’

by Krylov’s Theorem and the standard Schauder estimates. Remark that here we do not need
the locally uniformly interior estimates.

By (4.11), there exists a sequence ¢; — oo, such that u(x, ;) = U.(x) in C*(M) for some
U € CH(M) as tj — oo. By monotonicity of u, u(x,f) — uw(x) uniformly for x € M as
t — oco. By (@.I1)) and the interpolation inequality, we have u(x, f) — u«(x) uniformly in C*(M)
as t — oo and hence, u.,, = ¢y on M. Since u, > 0 satisfies the linear uniformly parabolic
equation (3.7), by Harnack inequality, u, — 0 locally uniformly in M° as t — oo and hence, u.,
is a solution to (I.3). This completes the proof of the corollary.

O
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