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ASYMPTOTIC CONVERGENCE FOR A CLASS OF ANISOTROPIC

CURVATURE FLOWS

HAIZHONG LI, BOTONG XU, AND RUIJIA ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, by using new auxiliary functions, we study a class of contracting flows

of closed, star-shaped hypersurfaces in R
n+1 with speed r

α
β σ

1

β

k , where σk is the k-th elementary
symmetric polynomial of the principal curvatures, α, β are positive constants and r is the distance
from points on the hypersurface to the origin. We obtain convergence results under some assump-
tions of k, α, β. When k ≥ 2, 0 < β ≤ 1, α ≥ β + k, we prove that the k-convex solution to the
flow exists for all time and converges smoothly to a sphere after normalization, in particular, we
generalize Li-Sheng-Wang’s result from uniformly convex to k-convex. When k ≥ 2, β = k, α ≥ 2k,
we prove that the k-convex solution to the flow exists for all time and converges smoothly to a
sphere after normalization, in particular, we generalize Ling Xiao’s result from k = 2 to k ≥ 2.

1. introduction

The classical Brunn-Minkowski theory plays an important role in the study of convex geometry
and develops rapidly in recent years. Area measures and curvature measures are basic concepts in
this theory. The classical Minkowski problem is a problem of prescribing a given nth area measure,
which was finally settled by Cheng and Yau [10]. While, the Christoffel-Minkowski problem is a
problem of prescribing a given k-th area measure. In [15], Guan and Ma gave a sufficient condition
for the existence of convex solution to this problem.

In 1962, Firey [11] generalized the Minkowski combination to p-sums from p = 1 to p ≥ 1, which
was used for developing a Lp Brunn-Minkowki theory (see [19]). Later on, Huang, Lutwak, Yang
and Zhang [16] (also see [27]) introduced the dual Lp-Minkowski problem. This sort of problem
aims to find a convex body Ω satisfying the following equation

r−(n+1−q)u1−p (x) det
(

D2u+ uI
)

= f(x) on S
n, (1.1)

where f is a given positive function on S
n, u is the support function of Ω, D is the Levi-Civita

connection on S
n and r =

√

u2 + |Du|2. When q = n + 1, it is the Lp-Minkowski problem (see,
e.g., [9, 22,26,34]). When p = 0, it corresponds to the dual Minkowski problem (see, e.g., [16, 33]).
Meanwhile, Guan, Lin and Ma [13] considered the following prescribed (n−k)-th curvature measure
problem

rn+1u−1σk(κ) = f, (1.2)

where f ∈ C2(Sn) and σk(κ) is defined as the k-th elementary symmetric function of principal
curvatures κ = (κ1, · · · , κn) of ∂Ω, i.e.

σm(κ) =
∑

1≤i1<···<im≤n

κi1 · · · κim .

Combining (1.1) and (1.2), it’s interesting to consider the following prescribed curvature problem

rαu−βσk(κ) = f, (1.3)
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where α, β are constants. When f is a constant and β = 1, the convex solution to equation (1.3) has
been well studied (see, e.g., [4, 14,23,24]) . Therefore, it is natural for us to consider the following
equation in this paper, i.e. f ≡ c in (1.3)

rαu−βσk(κ) = c. (1.4)

Curvature flows are effective tools to study the above fully nonlinear partial differential equations
(see, e.g., [2, 6, 8, 17, 21, 23, 24, 32]). Let X0 be a closed, star-shaped hypersurface, we will consider
the following curvature flow. Let X : Mn×[0, T ) → R

n+1 be a family of smooth closed hypersurface,
which satisfies







∂

∂t
X(x, t) =− r

α
β σk(κ)

1

β ν(x, t),

X(·, 0) =X0(·),
(1.5)

where β > 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, ν is the unit outer normal vector at X(·, t) and σk(κ) is the k-th mean
curvature defined on Mt = X(·, t). For β = 1, Li, Sheng and Wang [24] proved the following result.

Theorem A ([24]). Let M0 be a smooth, closed, uniformly convex hypersurface in R
n+1 enclosing

the origin. If β = 1, α ≥ k + 1, the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth and uniformly convex solution
Mt for all time t > 0, which converges to the origin. After a proper rescaling X → φ−1(t)X, where

φ(t) =e−γt, if α = k + 1,

φ(t) = (1 + (α− k − 1)γt)−
1

α−k−1 , if α 6= k + 1,
(1.6)

and γ = Ck
n, the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt converges exponentially to a sphere centered at the

origin in the C∞ topology.

Notice that the solutions to (1.5) are not necessary uniformly convex (i.e. κi > 0, i = 1, · · · , n).
We call a solution k-convex if κ ∈ Γ+

k everywhere on Mt for all t ∈ [0, T ), where

Γ+
k = {(κ1, · · · , κn) ∈ R

n|σ1(κ) > 0, · · · , σk(κ) > 0}.
When k = 1, we also call it mean-convex. In our first theorem, using a new auxiliary function
(4.22) in Lemma 4.5, we generalize the assumption of the initial hypersurface in Theorem A from
uniformly convex to k-convex.

Theorem 1.1. Let X0 : Mn → R
n+1 be a smooth, closed, k-convex and star-shaped hypersurface

in R
n+1. When k ≥ 2, 0 < β ≤ 1 and α ≥ k+ β, the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth and k-convex

solution for all time t ∈ [0,∞) and converges smoothly to the origin. After a proper rescaling

X → φ−1(t)X, where φ is given by (1.7), the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt converges exponentially
to a sphere centered at the origin in the C∞ topology.

Remark 1.1. When β = 1, X0 is uniformly convex, Theorem 1.1 generalizes Li-Sheng-Wang’s
Theorem A.

In [32], Ling Xiao studied the 2-convex solution to the flow (1.5) with k = 2, β = 2 and α ≥ 4.
In fact, she proved

Theorem B ([32]). Let M0 be a smooth, closed, 2-convex, star-shaped hypersurface in R
n+1. If

k = 2, β = 2, α ≥ 4, the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth star-shaped solution Mt with positive scalar
curvature, for all time t > 0, which converges to the origin. After a proper rescaling X → φ−1(t)X,
where

φ(t) =e−γt, α = 4,

φ(t) =

(

1 +
(α− 4)γ

2
t

)− 2

α−4

, α > 4,
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and γ =

√

n(n−1)
2 , the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt converges exponentially fast to a sphere centered

at the origin in the C∞ topology.

The main difficulty to prove Theorem B is the C2 estimates of flow (1.5). When k = 2, Ling Xiao
[32] introduced a technique to give the bounds of the principal curvatures under the normalized
flow of (1.5). However, Ling Xiao’s technique does not work for k ≥ 3. In this paper, by using the
new auxiliary function (4.22) in Lemma 4.5, we generalize Ling Xiao’s Theorem B from k = 2 to
2 ≤ k ≤ n.

Theorem 1.2. Let X0 : Mn → R
n+1 be a smooth, closed, k-convex and star-shaped hypersurface

in R
n+1. Assume β = k, k ≥ 2 and α ≥ 2k, the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth and k-convex

solution for all time t ∈ [0,∞) and converges smoothly to the origin. After a proper rescaling

X → φ−1(t)X, where φ is given by (1.7), the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt converges exponentially
to a sphere centered at the origin in the C∞ topology.

Remark 1.2. When k = 2, Theorem 1.2 reduces to Ling Xiao’s Theorem B.

In [24], the authors also studied the flow with mean-convex initial hypersurface and obtained

Theorem C ([24]). Let M0 be a smooth, closed and weakly mean-convex hypersurface in R
n+1.

Suppose that M0 is star-shaped with respect to the origin. Assume k = 1, β = 1 and α ≥ 2, then
the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth solution Mt for all time t > 0, and Mt converges to the origin.

After a proper rescaling X → φ−1(t)X, where φ is given by (1.6), the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt

converges exponentially to a sphere centered at the origin in the C∞ topology.

In Theorem C, k = 1 and β = 1, the flow (1.5) relates to a quasilinear parabolic equation and the
long time existence follows from C0, C1 estimates. However, if k = 1 and β 6= 1, the corresponding
equation is fully nonlinear. In our paper, using a new auxiliary function (4.7) in Lemma 4.3, we
give a proof of C2 estimates of the normalized flow of (1.5) and then obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Assume n ≥ 2, let X0 : Mn → R
n+1 be a smooth, closed, mean-convex and star-

shaped hypersurface in R
n+1. Assume k = 1, β > 0, α ≥ β + 1 the flow (1.5) has a unique

smooth and mean-convex solution for all time t ∈ [0,∞) and it converges smoothly to the origin.

After a proper rescaling X → φ−1(t)X, where φ is given by (1.7), the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt

converges exponentially to a sphere centered at the origin in the C∞ topology.

Remark 1.3. When k = 1, β = 1, Theorem 1.3 reduces to Theorem C.

In our paper, we also generalize Theorem A from β = 1 to β > 0 with uniformly convex initial
hypersurface.

Theorem 1.4. Let M0 be a smooth, closed, uniformly convex hypersurface in R
n+1(n ≥ 2) en-

closing the origin. If β > 0, α ≥ β + k, the flow (1.5) has a unique smooth and uniformly convex
solution Mt for all time t ∈ [0,∞) and it converges smoothly to the origin. After a proper rescaling

X → φ−1(t)X, where φ is given by (1.7), the hypersurface M̃t = φ−1(t)Mt converges exponentially
to a sphere centered at the origin in the C∞ topology.

Remark 1.4. when β = 1, Theorem 1.4 reduces to Theorem A.

Analogous to the calculations in [24,32], we can derive the normalized flow of (1.5). For conve-

nience, we denote Φ = r
α
β σ

1

β

k and F = σ
1

β

k . Define X̃(t) = φ−1(t)X(t), where

φ(t) =











e−γt, if α = k + β,

(

1 +
(α− β − k)γ

β
t

)
β

k+β−α

, if a 6= k + β,
(1.7)
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and γ = (Ck
n)

1

β . Letting r̃ = φ−1(t)r, F̃ = φ
k
β (t)F , we have

∂

∂t
X̃ =∂t(φ

−1(t))X + φ−1(t)∂tX

=γφ
α−β−k

β (t)X̃ − φ−1(t)(φ(t)r̃)
α
β φ

− k
β (t)F̃ ν

=γφ
α−β−k

β (t)X̃ − φ
α−β−k

β (t)r̃
α
β F̃ ν.

Now we define τ to be

τ(t) =







t, if α = k + β,

β log (β + (α− β − k) γt)− β log β

(α− β − k) γ
, if a 6= k + β.

Then we have

∂X̃

∂τ
= γX̃ − r̃

α
β F̃ ν.

From now on, we call






∂

∂t
X(x, t) =− r

α
β σk(κ)

1

β ν(x, t) + γX,

X(x, 0) =X0(x),
(1.8)

the normalized flow of (1.5).

Notice that the solution to rαu−βσk(κ) = γ remains invariant under flow (1.8). Theorem 1.1,
Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 imply the following result of the prescribed curvature
equation (1.4).

Proposition 1.1. When k ≥ 2, α ≥ β + k, either β = k or 0 < β ≤ 1, the smooth, closed,
k-convex, star-shaped solutions to rαu−βσk(κ) = γ are spheres. When k = 1, α ≥ β+1, β > 0, the
smooth, closed, mean-convex, star-shaped hypersurfaces in R

n+1 (n ≥ 2) that satisfy rαu−βH = γ

are spheres. When n ≥ 2, α ≥ β + k, β > 0, the smooth, closed, uniformly convex, star-shaped
hypersurfaces that satisfy rαu−βσk(κ) = γ are spheres.

When α < β + k, using Li-Sheng-Wang’s technique in [23] or [24], we find that the hypersurface
evolving by (1.8) does not converge to a sphere centered at the origin in general. The following
counter example was first given in the proof of [23, Theorem 1.5].

Proposition 1.2. Suppose α < β+k, there exists a smooth, closed, uniformly convex hypersurface
M0 such that under the flow (1.8),

R (X (·, t)) := maxSn r(·, t)
minSn r(·, t)

→ ∞ as t → T (1.9)

for some T > 0.

The main difficulty to verify the long time existence of the flow (1.5) is the C2 estimate. In
this paper, we propose two new auxiliary functions to deal with flow (1.8) for k-convex star-
shaped hypersurfaces, which we hope might be a useful tool to study other problems. In addition,
contracting flows have been employed by several authors in proving geometric inequalities [1,5,29,
30]. We hope that we can find new geometric inequalities by use of the flow (1.5).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some notations and conventions of
star-shaped hypersurfaces, derive the evolution equations of the flow (1.8) and give some properties
of elementary symmetric functions, we also show that the normalized flow (1.8) can be reduced
to a parabolic PDE of the radial function. In Section 3, we prove C0, C1 estimates and show the
hypersurface preserves star-shaped along the normalized flow (1.8). In Section 4, after a delicate
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calculation, we obtain the C2 estimates of various cases, then we have the long time existence of
the flow (1.8). In Section 5, we study the asymptotic behavior of the flow (1.8) and give the proofs
of Theorem 1.1–1.4. In Section 6, we give a counter example to verify that the condition α ≥ β+ k

in Theorem 1.1–1.4 is necessary.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Dr. Yingxiang Hu and Dr. Yong Wei for
helpful discussions. The work was supported by NSFC Grant No. 11831005 and NSFC-FWO Grant
No. 11961131001.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we first derive the evolution equations of the normalized flow (1.8).

2.1. Evolution equation of the flow. For convenience, we rewrite (1.8) as

∂

∂t
X(x, t) = −Φν(x, t) + γX, (2.1)

where Φ = r
α
β F , F = σ

1

β

k and γ = (Ck
n)

1

β .

Let f(κ) be a symmetric function of the principal curvatures κ = (κ1, κ2, · · · , κn). There exists
a function F(A), where A = {hij}, such that F (A) = f(κ). Since hi

j =
∑

l hilg
lj , F can be viewed

as a function F̂(hij , gij) defined on the second fundamental form {hij} and the metric {gij}. We
denote

Ḟpq(A) :=
∂F̂
∂hpq

(hij , gij) , F̈pq,rs(A) :=
∂2F̂

∂hpq∂hrs
(hij , gij).

If we diagonalize A and {gij} at one point, we have

ḟp(κ) :=
∂f

∂κp
(κ) = Ḟpp(A) , f̈pq(κ) :=

∂2f

∂κp∂κq
= F̈pp,qq(A).

We refer to [3] for detailed properties of F(A).

Lemma 2.1. Along the flow (1.8), we have the following evolution equations (also see [3, 24,32])

∂

∂t
gij =− 2Φhij + 2γgij ,

∂

∂t
ν = ∇Φ, (2.2)

∂

∂t
u =− Φ+ γu+ r

α
β 〈X,∇F 〉+ α

β
Φ〈X,∇ log r〉, (2.3)

∂

∂t
hi

j =r
α
β Ḟ pq∇p∇qhi

j −
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φhi
lhl

j + r
α
β Ḟ pqhp

lhlqhi
j

+ r
α
β F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇jhrs +

α

β
r

α
β
−1∇iF∇jr +

α

β
r

α
β
−1∇jF∇ir

+
α

β
r

α
β
−1

F∇i∇jr +
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

F∇ir∇jr − γhi
j, (2.4)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric on Mt.

Proof. By direct calculations, we have

∂

∂t
gij =∂t〈∂iX, ∂jX〉

=〈∂i (−Φν + γX) , ∂jX〉+ 〈∂iX, ∂j (−Φν + γX)〉
=− Φ (〈∂iν, ∂jX〉+ 〈∂iX, ∂jν〉) + 2γgij

=− 2Φhij + 2γgij ,
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∂

∂t
ν =〈∂tν, ∂jX〉gil∂lX

=− 〈ν, ∂j (−Φν + γX)〉gjl∂lX
=∂jΦg

jl∂lX

=∇Φ.

(2.5)

Using (2.5), we have the evolution of the support function u

∂

∂t
u =∂t〈X, ν〉
=〈−Φν + γX, ν〉 + 〈X,∇Φ〉

=− Φ+ γu+ r
α
β 〈X,∇F 〉+ α

β
Φ〈X,∇ log r〉.

Now we calculate the evolution of hij ,

∂

∂t
hij =− ∂t〈∂i∂jX, ν〉

=− 〈∂i∂j (−Φν + γX) , ν〉
=∇j∇iΦ− Φhi

lhlj + γhij .

From (2.2), we have

∂

∂t
gij = −gil (∂tglm) gmj = 2Φhij − 2γgij .

Thus,
∂

∂t
hi

j =∂thilg
lj + hil∂tg

lj

=∇j∇iΦ+ Φhi
lhl

j − γhi
j.

(2.6)

For the first term of (2.6), we have

∇j∇iΦ =r
α
β ∇j∇iF +∇jr

α
β ∇iF +∇jF∇ir

α
β + F∇j∇ir

α
β

=r
α
β Ḟ pq∇j∇ihpq + r

α
β F̈ pq,rs∇jhrs∇ihpq +

α

β
r

α
β
−1∇jr∇iF

+
α

β
r

α
β
−1∇jF∇ir +

α

β
r

α
β
−1

F∇j∇ir +
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

F∇jr∇ir.

(2.7)

Using the Codazzi equation, the Ricci identities and Ḟ pqhq
l = Ḟ lqhq

p, we have

Ḟ pq∇j∇ihpq =Ḟ pq∇j∇qhpi

=Ḟ pq∇q∇jhpi + Ḟ pqhi
lRlpq

j + Ḟ pqhp
lRliq

j

=Ḟ pq∇p∇qhi
j + Ḟ pqhi

lhlqhp
j − Ḟ pqhi

lhl
jhpq + Ḟ pqhp

lhlqhi
j − Ḟ pqhp

lhqihl
j

=Ḟ pq∇p∇qhi
j − k

β
Fhi

lhl
j + Ḟ pqhp

lhlqhi
j,

(2.8)

where we used the fact that Ḟ pqhpq = k
β
F because F is homogeneous of degree k

β
. Inserting (2.8)

and (2.7) into (2.6), we have

∂

∂t
hi

j =r
α
β Ḟ pq∇p∇qhi

j −
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φhi
lhl

j + r
α
β Ḟ pqhp

lhlqhi
j

+ r
α
β F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇jhrs +

α

β
r

α
β
−1∇iF∇jr +

α

β
r

α
β
−1∇jF∇ir
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+
α

β
r

α
β
−1

F∇i∇jr +
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

F∇ir∇jr − γhi
j.

�

2.2. Evolution of the radial graph. For a star-shaped hypersurface M ⊂ R
n+1, we can param-

eterize it as a graph of the radial function r(θ) : Sn → R, i.e.

M = {r(θ)θ : θ ∈ S
n},

where θ = (θ1, · · · , θn) is a local normal coordinate system of S
n. Let fi = Dif , fij = Dijf ,

fijk = Dijkf , where D denotes the Levi-Civita connection on S
n. Similar to [24, p. 839], the flow

(1.8) can be written as the scalar equation






∂

∂t
r(θ, t) =− r

α
β
−1
√

r2 + |Dr|2σk(κ)
1

β + γr,

r(·, 0) =r0(·).
(2.9)

We define ϕ = log r, then

∂

∂t
ϕ =

∂

∂t
log r = −e

(α
β
−1)ϕ

√

1 + |Dϕ|2σk(κ)
1

β + γ. (2.10)

Now we define ρ =
√

1 + |Dϕ|2. The support function u = 〈X, ν〉, induced metric gij and the
second fundamental form hij of hypersurface M can be expressed as

u =
r

ρ
, gij = r2(δij + ϕiϕj), gij =

1

r2
(δij −

ϕiϕj

ρ2
), (2.11)

hij =
r

ρ
(δij + ϕiϕj − ϕij), hi

j =
1

rρ
(δij − ϕij +

ϕi
lϕlϕj

ρ2
). (2.12)

2.3. Elementary symmetric functions. Here we state some algebraic properties of the elemen-
tary symmetric function σm(κ), m = 1, · · · , n, where κ = (κ1, · · · , κn). We recall σm(κ) defined
by

σm(κ) =
∑

1≤i1<···<im≤n

κi1 · · · κim , m = 1, 2, · · · , n.

The Garding cone Γ+
m is an open symmetric convex cone in R

n with vertex at the origin, given by

Γ+
m = {(κ1, · · · , κn) ∈ R

n|σj(κ) > 0,∀j = 1, · · · ,m}.
Clearly σm(κ) = 0 for κ ∈ ∂Γ̄+

m and

Γ+
n ⊂ · · · ⊂ Γ+

m ⊂ · · · ⊂ Γ+
1 .

In particular, Γ+ = Γ+
n is called the positive cone,

Γ+ = {(κ1, · · · , κn) ∈ R
n|κ1 > 0, · · · , κn > 0}.

We collect some inequalities related to the polynomial σk(κ), which are needed in the following
text. For κ ∈ Γ+

m, from the symmetry of σm(κ), we can assume that κ1 ≥ · · · ≥ κn. Define
σm (κ|i1i2 · · · ij) as the m-th elementary symmetric function of κ1, κ2, · · · , κn with κi1 = 0, κi2 =

0, · · · , κij = 0. Then ∂σm

∂κi
(κ) = σm−1(κ|i). At the same time, if we set σ0 = 1 and σl = 0 for l > n,

one can verify the following properties (see [14,20], [28, pp. 183-184])

(1) σm(κ) = σm(κ|i) + κiσm−1(κ|i),
(2) σm(κ)σm−2(κ) ≤ (m−1)(n−m+1)

m(n−m+2) σ2
m−1(κ),

(3)
(

σm(κ)
Cm

n

) 1

m ≤
(

σl(κ)
Cl

n

) 1

l
, 1 ≤ l ≤ m,
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(4)
∑

i
∂σm

∂κi
κ2i = σ1σm − (m+ 1)σm+1,

(5) κ1σm−1(κ|1) ≥ m
n
σm (κ) .

We can also find the following properties (see [25]). If κ ∈ Γ+
m,

κi ≥0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

σl (κ|i1i2 · · · ij) >0, ∀{i1i2 · · · ij} ⊆ {1, 2, · · · , n}, l + j ≤ m.

Besides,
(

σm

σ1

) 1

m−1

(κ) and σ
1

m
m (κ) are concave on Γ+

m. σ
1

m
m (κ) is inverse-concave on Γ+. Here, we

call f(κ) inverse-concave, if

f−1(κ1, κ2, · · · , κn) := f(κ−1
1 , κ−1

2 , · · · , κ−1
n )−1

is concave. We refer readers to [7, 31] for details.

3. C0 and C1 estimates

In this section, we first give C0 and C1 estimates of the normalized flow (1.8). As a corollary,
we show that the hypersurface preserves star-shaped along the flow (1.8).

3.1. C0 estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let r(·, t) be a positive, k-convex smooth solution to (1.8) on S
n× [0, T ). If α ≥ k+β,

β > 0, then there exists a positive constant C depending only on maxSn r(·, 0) and minSn r(·, 0) such
that

1

C
≤ r(·, t) ≤ C, ∀t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. Now we focus on the scalar equation (2.10) of ϕ. Fix some time t ∈ [0, T ), at the maximum
point (θ0, t) ∈ S

n of ϕ(·, t), we know |Dϕ| = 0 and {ϕij} is negative semi-definite, which imply

ρ = 1, h
j
i = e−ϕ(δij − ϕij) ≥ e−ϕδij .

If we let ϕmax(t) = maxϕ(·, t), from (2.10) and σ
1

β

k (hi
j) ≥ γe

− k
β
ϕ at (θ0, t), we have

dϕmax

dt
(t) =− e

(

α
β
−1

)

ϕmax(t)
σ

1

β

k (hi
j) + γ

≤− γe

(

α
β
−1− k

β

)

ϕmax(t) + γ.

For the same reason, let ϕmin(t) = minϕ(·, t), we have

dϕmin

dt
(t) ≥ −γe

(

α
β
−1− k

β

)

ϕmin(t) + γ. (3.1)

If α = β + k, it means ϕmin(0) ≤ ϕ(t) ≤ ϕmax(0) along the normalized flow. If α > β + k, it
implies min{ϕmin(0), 0} ≤ ϕ(t) ≤ max{ϕmax(0), 0}. So we have

1

C
≤ r ≤ C

for some constant C > 0, which only depends on the initial hypersurface M0. �
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3.2. C1 estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let r(·, t) be a positive, smooth solution to (1.8) on S
n × [0, T ). If α ≥ k+ β, β > 0,

we have

|Dr| ≤ C,

where C only depends on M0.

Proof. For a fixed time t, we assume that θ0 ∈ S
n is the spatial maximum point of 1

2 |Dϕ|2. At
(θ0, t), we have by use of (2.10)

∂

∂t
(
1

2
|Dϕ|2) =ϕi(∂tϕ)i = ϕi(−e

(α
β
−1)ϕ

√

1 + |Dϕ|2σ
1

β

k )i

=− (
α

β
− 1)e(

α
β
−1)ϕ

√

1 + |Dϕ|2σ
1

β

k |Dϕ|2 − e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

√

1 + |Dϕ|2ϕi(σ
1

β

k )i,
(3.2)

where we used ρi = (
√

1 + |Dϕ|2),i = 0 at (θ0, t). For the last term of (3.2), we know

(σ
1

β

k )i =
1

β
σ

1

β
−1

k

∂σk

∂hpq
hp

q,i=
1

β
σ

1

β
−1

k σ
pq
k gqshp

s,i

=
1

β
σ

1

β
−1

k σ
pq
k ((gqshp

s),i −hp
sgqs,i)

=
1

β
σ

1

β
−1

k σ
pq
k (hpq,i − hp

sgqs,i),

(3.3)

where we regarded hpq, gqs as tensors on S
n.

Now we calculate the term hpq,i. Differentiating ϕi =
ri
r
, we have ϕij =

rij
r

− rirj
r2

, which gives
rij
r

= ϕij + ϕiϕj . By (2.12), we have at (θ0, t)

hpq,i =
r

ρ
ϕi(δpq + ϕpϕq − ϕpq) +

r

ρ
(ϕpiϕq + ϕpϕqi − ϕpqi). (3.4)

From (2.11), (3.3) and (3.4), we have at (θ0, t)

ϕi(σk
1

β )i =
1

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pqhpq,iϕi −

1

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)(σk)

pqhp
sgqs,iϕi

=
1

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq r

ρ

(

|Dϕ|2(δpq + ϕpϕq − ϕpq) + ϕiϕqϕpi + ϕiϕpϕqi − ϕiϕpqi

)

− 1

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σ
pq
k hp

sϕi

(

2e2ϕ(δqs + ϕqϕs)ϕi + e2ϕϕqiϕs + e2ϕϕqϕsi

)

=
1

β

r

ρ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq(δpq + ϕpϕq − ϕpq)|Dϕ|2 − 1

β

r

ρ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pqϕiϕpqi

− 2

β
e2ϕσk

( 1

β
−1)

σ
pq
k hp

s(δqs + ϕqϕs)|Dϕ|2,

(3.5)

where we used 1
2Dp|Dϕ|2 = ϕiϕpi = 0. Inserting (2.11) and (2.12) into (3.5), we have

ϕi(σk
1

β )i =
1

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)

kσk|Dϕ|2 − 1

β

eϕ

ρ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pqϕiϕpqi −

2

β
σk

( 1

β
−1)

kσk|Dϕ|2

=− k

β
σk

1

β |Dϕ|2 − 1

β

eϕ

ρ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pqϕiϕpqi.

(3.6)

By the Ricci identity

ϕpqi =ϕpiq + ϕlR
Sn

lpqi

=ϕipq + ϕl(δlqδpi − δliδpq)



10 HAIZHONG LI, BOTONG XU, AND RUIJIA ZHANG

=ϕipq + ϕqδpi − ϕiδpq.

Thus

ϕiϕpqi = ϕiϕipq + ϕpϕq − δpq|Dϕ|2 = (
1

2
|Dϕ|2)pq − ϕipϕiq + ϕpϕq − δpq|Dϕ|2. (3.7)

Putting (3.7) into (3.6), we have

ϕi(σk
1

β )i = −k

β
σk

1

β |Dϕ|2 − 1

β

eϕ

ρ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq

(

(
1

2
|Dϕ|2)pq − ϕipϕiq + ϕpϕq − δpq|Dϕ|2

)

. (3.8)

Plugging (3.8) into (3.2), we have

∂

∂t
(
1

2
|Dϕ|2) =− (

α

β
− 1)e

(α
β
−1)ϕ

ρσ
1

β

k |Dϕ|2 + e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

ρ
k

β
σ

1

β

k |Dϕ|2

+
1

β
e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

ρσ
( 1

β
−1)

k

eϕ

ρ

(

σk
pq(

1

2
|Dϕ|2)pq − σk

pqϕipϕiq + σk
pqϕpϕq − σk

pqδpq|Dϕ|2
)

=− (α− β − k)

β
e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

ρσk
1

β |Dϕ|2

+
1

β
e

α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1)
(

σk
pq(

1

2
|Dϕ|2)pq − σk

pqϕipϕiq + σk
pqϕpϕq − σk

pqδpq|Dϕ|2
)

≤− (α− β − k)

β
e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

ρσk
1

β |Dϕ|2 − 1

β
e

α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pqϕipϕiq

− 1

β
e

α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq(δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq), (3.9)

where the last inequality was from (|Dϕ|2)pq ≤ 0 at (θ0, t). When α ≥ β + k, from σk
pq ≥ 0

and δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq ≥ 0, we get ∂t(
1
2 |Dϕ|2) ≤ 0 at (θ0, t). So |Dϕ| is bounded from above by a

constant. By Lemma 3.1, we have |Dr| ≤ C for some constant C. �

Corollary 3.1. Under the same assumptions in Lemma 3.1, along the normalized flow (1.8), the
hypersurface Mt preserves star-shaped and the support function u satisfies

1

C
≤ u ≤ C

for some constant C > 0, where C only depends on the initial hypersurface M0.

Proof. As |Dϕ| and r are bounded by two positive constants, it follows that

u =
r

ρ
=

r
√

1 + |Dϕ|2

is also bounded, i.e., 1
C
≤ u ≤ C for some C. Since u = 〈X, ν〉 = r〈∂r, ν〉, we have

〈∂r, ν〉 =
u

r
=

1

ρ
= (1 + |Dϕ|2)− 1

2 ≥ 1

C ′

for some C ′ > 0. Thus, the hypersurface preserves star-shaped along the flow (1.8). �

4. C2 estimates

In this section, we will derive the C2 estimates of flow (1.8). To simplify the statements of
following lemmas, we always assume α ≥ β + k and the initial hypersurface is smooth, closed,
star-shaped and at least k-convex. Besides, we define a parabolic operator

L = ∂t − r
α
β Ḟ ij∇j∇i.
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4.1. The bounds of F = σ
1

β

k .

Lemma 4.1. Along the normalized flow (1.8), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

F ≥ C.

Proof. First, we calculate the evolution equation of Φ. From (2.6), we have

∂

∂t
Φ =r

α
β ∂tF + F∂t

(

r
α
β

)

=r
α
β
∂F

∂hij
∂thi

j +
α

2β
r

α
β
−2

F∂t〈X,X〉

=r
α
β
∂F

∂hij
(∇j∇iΦ+ Φhi

lhl
j − γhi

j) +
α

β
r

α
β
−2

F (−Φu+ γr2)

=r
α
β Ḟ ij∇j∇iΦ+ r

α
β ΦḞ ijhi

lhlj −
α

β

Φ2

r2
u+

(α− k)γ

β
Φ.

(4.1)

At the spatial minimum point of Φ on Mt, we have r
α
β Ḟ ij∇j∇iΦ ≥ 0 and r

α
β ΦḞ ijhi

lhl
j =

r
α
β Φḟ iκi

2 ≥ 0. Then, we have

d

dt
Φmin(t) ≥− α

β

Φ2
min(t)

r2
u+

(α − k)γ

β
Φmin(t)

≥− c1Φ
2
min(t) + γΦmin(t),

for some constant c1 > 0, where c1 can be given by Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1. If 0 ≤ Φmin(t) ≤
γ
c1
, we have d

dt
Φmin(t) ≥ 0. Therefore Φmin(t) ≥ min{Φmin(0),

γ
c1
}. Since F = r

−α
β Φ and r is

bounded, F is bounded from below by a constant C that only depends on M0, α, β. �

Lemma 4.2. Along the normalized flow (1.8), there exists a constant C > 0, such that

F ≤ C.

Proof. Let Q = logΦ− log(u− a), where a = 1
2 infM×[0,T ) u. Now we calculate the evolution of u,

∇iu =〈X, ∂iν〉 = hi
l〈X, ∂lX〉,

∇j∇iu =∇lhij〈X, ∂lX〉+ hij − hi
lhlju,

where we used the Codazzi equation in the second equality. From (2.3), we have

Lu =∂tu− r
α
β Ḟ ij∇i∇ju

=−
(

1 +
k

β

)

Φ+ γu+
α

β
Φ〈X,∇ log r〉+ r

α
β Ḟ ijhi

lhlju.
(4.2)

For a fixed time t, we calculate at the maximum point of Q on Mt, where we have

∇Φ

Φ
=

∇u

u− a
. (4.3)

From (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we have at the maximum point of Q

LQ =
LΦ
Φ

− Lu
u− a

=r
α
β Ḟ ijhi

lhlj −
α

β

Φ

r2
u+

(α− k)γ

β
+ (1 +

k

β
)

Φ

u− a
− γ

u

u− a

− α

β

Φ

u− a
〈X,∇ log r〉 − u

u− a
r

α
β Ḟ ijhi

lhlj
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≤− a

u− a
r

α
β Ḟ ijhi

lhlj + CF + C

for some C > 0 by C0, C1 estimates. Then Ḟ ijhi
lhl

j can be written as
∑

i ḟ
iκi

2. By the formula
∑

i
∂σk

∂κi
κ2i = σ1σk − (k + 1)σk+1 and Newton-MacLaurin inequalities, we have

∑

i

ḟ iκi
2 =

∑

i

∂σ
1

β

k

∂κi
κ2i =

1

β
σ

1

β
−1

k (Hσk − (k + 1)σk+1)

=
1

β
Hσ

1

β

k − k + 1

β
σ

1−β

β

k σk+1

≥(Ck
n)

− 1

k
k

β
σ

1

β
+ 1

k

k = (Ck
n)

− 1

k
k

β
f1+β

k .

Therefore

LQ ≤− c1F
(1+β

k
) + CF + C

for some constants c1, C > 0. Thus, there exists a constant C > 0 that only depend on M0,
whenever F > C, we have d

dt
Qmax(t) < 0. From Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.1, r and u are

bounded. Hence F goes to infinity when Q goes to infinity. Therefore Q is bounded from above by
a constant, which gives an upper bound of F . �

Corollary 4.1. Along the flow (1.8), Φ = r
α
β F is bounded, i.e.

1

C
< Φ(x, t) < C

for some constant C > 0 that only depends on M0, α, β, k.

Proof. From Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 we know F is bounded. From Lemma 3.1, r is also bounded
by two positive constants. Then the corollary follows. �

4.2. The bound of principal curvatures.

Lemma 4.3. Under the flow (1.8), when k = 1, β > 0 and α ≥ β + 1, the principal curvatures of
the mean-convex solution have a uniform bound, i.e.

|κi| ≤ C, i = 1, · · · , n.

Proof. In this case, F = H
1

β , L = ∂t − 1
β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1

∆. We observe that

Ḟ pq =
1

β
H

1

β
−1

gpq, F̈ pq,rs =
1− β

β2
H

1

β
−2

grsgpq.

Thus,

F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇jhrs = −(β − 1)H
− 1

β∇iH
1

β∇jH
1

β . (4.4)

Now we calculate the evolution of |A|2. By (2.4) and (4.4), we have

L|A|2 =2hj
iLhij − 2

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|∇A|2

=− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φhi
lhl

jhj
i + 2

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|4 + 2r

α
β hi

jF̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇jhrs

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1

hj
i∇iH

1

β∇jr + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β hj
i∇i∇jr + 2

α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β hj
i∇ir∇jr

− 2γ|A|2 − 2
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|∇A|2
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=− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φhi
lhl

jhj
i + 2

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|4 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β hj
i∇iH

1

β∇jH
1

β

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1

hj
i∇iH

1

β∇jr + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β hj
i∇i∇jr + 2

α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β hj
i∇ir∇jr

− 2γ|A|2 − 2
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|∇A|2. (4.5)

From (4.1), we have

LΦ =
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1

Φ|A|2 − α

β

Φ2

r2
u+

(α− 1)γ

β
Φ. (4.6)

Now we introduce a new auxiliary function

Q = log |A|2 − 2B log (Φ− a) , (4.7)

where B = 1 − a
2c , a = 1

2 infM×[0,T )Φ > 0 and c = supM×[0,T )Φ > 0. The existence of a and c

follows from Corollary 4.1. Then by using (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

LQ =
L|A|2
|A|2 − 2B

LΦ
Φ− a

+
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇|A|2|2

|A|4 − 2B
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2

=− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φ
hi

lhl
jhj

i

|A|2 − 1

β
(2B

Φ

Φ− a
− 2)r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|2 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jH
1

β

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1 hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jr + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇i∇jr + 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇ir∇jr

− 2γ − 2
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇A|2

|A|2 + 2B
α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ − a)
− 2B

(α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a

+
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇|A|2|2

|A|4 − 2B
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
. (4.8)

By the definition of B, we have

2B
Φ

Φ− a
− 2 =

(

2− a

c

) Φ

Φ− a
− 2 ≥

(

2− a

c

) c

c− a
− 2 =

a

c− a
. (4.9)

Using an orthonormal frame, it is easy to see

〈∇|A|2,∇Φ〉
(Φ− a)

= 2∇lhij

(

hij
∇lΦ

Φ− a

)

≤ |∇A|2 + |A|2 |∇Φ|2
(Φ− a)2

. (4.10)

In (4.8), we use (4.9) in the second term and use (4.10) in the eighth term, then

LQ ≤− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φ
hi

lhl
jhj

i

|A|2 − a

c− a

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|2 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jH
1

β

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1 hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jr + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇i∇jr + 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇ir∇jr

− 2γ + 2
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
− 2

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 〈∇Φ,∇|A|2〉

|A|2 (Φ− a)
+ 2B

α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ− a)

− 2B
(α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a
+

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇|A|2|2

|A|4 − 2B
1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
.

(4.11)
At the maximum point p of Q on Mt, we have the critical equation

∇|A|2
|A|2 − 2B

∇Φ

Φ− a
= 0. (4.12)
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Plugging (4.12) and B = 1− a
2c into (4.11), we obtain

LQ ≤− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φ
hi

lhl
jhj

i

|A|2 − a

c− a

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|2 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jH
1

β

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1 hj

i

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇jr + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇i∇jr + 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β
hj

i

|A|2∇ir∇jr

− 2γ − a

c

(

1− a

c

) 1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
+
(

2− a

c

) α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ− a)
−
(

2− a

c

) (α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a
.

Diagonalizing the second fundamental form at p with an orthonormal frame {e1, · · · , en}, we have

LQ ≤− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φ

∑

i κi
3

|A|2 − a

c− a

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|2 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2
(

∇iH
1

β

)2

+ 4
α

β
r

α
β
−1
∑

i

κi

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇ir + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2∇i∇ir + 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2 (∇ir)
2

− 2γ − a

c

(

1− a

c

) 1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
+
(

2− a

c

) α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ− a)
−
(

2− a

c

) (α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a
.

(4.13)

Denote |κ|max = max{|κ1|, · · · , |κn|}, then
|κi|
|A|2 ≤ 1

|κ|max
≤

√
n

|A| , ∀ i = 1, · · · , n, (4.14)

|∑i κi
3|

|A|2 ≤n|κ|3max

|κ|2max

= n|κ|max ≤ n|A|. (4.15)

By using (4.14) and (4.15), we can estimate the first line of (4.13) as

− 2

(

1

β
− 1

)

Φ

∑

i κi
3

|A|2 − a

c− a

1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1|A|2 − 2 (β − 1) r

α
β H

− 1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2
(

∇iH
1

β

)2

≤− c1|A|2 + C|A|+ C
|∇H

1

β |2
|A|

(4.16)

for some C, c1 > 0. By direct computation, we also obtain

∇ir =
∇i〈X,X〉

2r
=

〈X, ei〉
r

≤ 1, |∇r| ≤ 1, (4.17)

∇j∇ir =
∇j〈X, ei〉

r
− ∇ir∇jr

r
=

δij

r
− u

r
hij −

∇ir∇jr

r
. (4.18)

Thus the second line of (4.13) becomes

4
α

β
r

α
β
−1
∑

i

κi

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇ir + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2∇i∇ir + 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2 (∇ir)
2

=4
α

β
r

α
β
−1
∑

i

κi

|A|2∇iH
1

β∇ir + 2
α

β
r

α
β
−2

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2 − 2
α

β
r

α
β
−2

uH
1

β

+ 2
α

β

(

α

β
− 2

)

r
α
β
−2

H
1

β

∑

i

κi

|A|2 (∇ir)
2

≤C + C
1

|A| + C
|∇H

1

β |
|A| (4.19)
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for some C > 0, where we used (4.14) in the second inequality. Since Φ = r
α
β H

1

β , we obtain

|∇Φ|2 = |r
α
β ∇H

1

β +
α

β
r

α
β
−1

H
1

β∇r|2 = r
2α
β |∇H

1

β |2 + 2
α

β
r

2α
β
−1

H
1

β∇iH
1

β∇ir +
α2

β2
r

2α
β
−2

H
2

β |∇r|2.

Therefore, for the third line of (4.13), we get

− a

c

(

1− a

c

) 1

β
r

α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇Φ|2

(Φ− a)2
− 2γ +

(

2− a

c

) α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ− a)
−
(

2− a

c

) (α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a

=− a

c

(

1− a

c

) 1

β
r

3α
β H

1

β
−1 |∇H

1

β |2
(Φ− a)2

− a

c

(

1− a

c

) 2α

β2
r

3α
β
−1

H
2

β
−1 〈∇H

1

β ,∇r〉
(Φ− a)2

− a

c

(

1− a

c

) α2

β3
r

3α
β
−2

H
3

β
−1 |∇r|2

(Φ− a)2
− 2γ +

(

2− a

c

) α

β

Φ2u

r2(Φ − a)
−
(

2− a

c

) (α− 1)γ

β

Φ

Φ− a

≤− c2|∇H
1

β |2 + C|∇H
1

β |+ C (4.20)

for some constants C, c2 > 0. Combining (4.16), (4.19) with (4.20), we arrive at

LQ ≤ −c1|A|2 − c2|∇H
1

β |2 + C|A|+ C + C
1

|A| +C|∇H
1

β |+ C
|∇H

1

β |2
|A|

where C, c1, c2 only depend on the C0, C1 estimates and the bounds of H. If |A| > 2
c2

at p, we
have

LQ ≤ −c1|A|2 + C|A|+ C,

which induces Q is bounded along the flow, since 2B log(Φ − a) is bounded. Then, we get the
uniform bound of the principal curvatures from the definition of Q. �

Before analyzing the case of k ≥ 2, we first state a crucial lemma (see [12, Lemma 3.2]). For
readers’ convenience, we give a proof here.

Lemma 4.4. If {hij} ∈ Γ+
k and k ≥ 2, we have the following inequality,

σ̈k
pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs ≤ −σk

(∇iσk

σk
− ∇iH

H

)((

2− k

k − 1

) ∇iσk

σk
−
(

k

k − 1

) ∇iH

H

)

. (4.21)

Proof. We know from [3, p. 23] that (σk

H
)

1

k−1 is concave. So we have

0 ≥ ∂2

∂hpq∂hrs

(σk

H

) 1

k−1 ∇ihpq∇ihrs

=
∂

∂hrs

(

1

k − 1

(σk

H

)
1

k−1
−1 ˙(σk

H

)pq)

∇ihpq∇ihrs

=
1

k − 1

(σk

H

)
1

k−1
−1 ∂

∂hrs

(

σ̇k
pq

H
− σkḢ

pq

H2

)

∇ihpq∇ihrs

+
1

k − 1

(

1

k − 1
− 1

)

(σk

H

)
1

k−1
−2
(

σ̇k
rs

H
− σkḢ

rs

H2

)(

σ̇k
pq

H
− σkḢ

pq

H2

)

∇ihpq∇ihrs.

That is,

σ̈k
pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs

σk
− 2∇iσk∇iH

Hσk
+

2|∇H|2
H2

+

(

1

k − 1
− 1

)(∇iσk

σk
− ∇iH

H

)(∇iσk

σk
− ∇iH

H

)

≤ 0.
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Hence,

σ̈k
pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs ≤ −σk

(∇iσk

σk
− ∇iH

H

)((

2− k

k − 1

) ∇iσk

σk
−
(

k

k − 1

) ∇iH

H

)

.

�

Lemma 4.5. Under the flow (1.8), when k ≥ 2 and β ∈ (0, 1] ∪ {k}, the principal curvatures of
the k-convex solution have a uniform bound, i.e.

|κi| ≤ C i = 1, · · · , n.

Proof. As {hij} ∈ Γ+
k , k ≥ 2, we have H > 0, σ2 > 0, then

H2 = 2σ2 + |A|2 > |A|2.
So we only need to prove that H has an upper bound.

We introduce a new auxiliary function

Q =
H

Φ− a
, (4.22)

where Φ = r
α
β σ

1

β

k and a = 1
2 infM×[0,T )Φ. Using the evolution equations (2.4) and (4.1), we obtain

LQ =
LH
Φ− a

− HLΦ
(Φ− a)2

+
2r

α
β Ḟ ij∇iH∇jΦ

(Φ− a)2
− 2r

α
β HḞ ij∇iΦ∇jΦ

(Φ− a)3

=−
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ

Φ− a
|A|2 − a

(Φ− a)2
r

α
β HḞ pqhp

lhlq +
r

α
β F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs

Φ− a

+
2α
β
r

α
β
−1

Φ− a
∇iF∇ir +

α
β
r

α
β
−1

F

Φ− a
∆r +

α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2F |∇r|2

Φ− a

− γ

Φ− a
H +

α

β

Φ2u

(Φ− a)2r2
H − (α− k) γ

β
H

Φ

(Φ− a)2

+
2r

α
β Ḟ ij∇iH∇jΦ

(Φ− a)2
− 2r

α
β HḞ ij∇iΦ∇jΦ

(Φ− a)3
.

(4.23)

Since σk = F β, we have

Ḟ pq =
σ̇k

pq

βF β−1
, F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs =

σ̈k
pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs

βF β−1
− β − 1

F
|∇F |2.

Therefore, using Lemma 4.4, we obtain

F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs ≤− F

β

(

β∇iF

F
− ∇iH

H

)(

2− k

k − 1

β∇iF

F
− k

k − 1

∇iH

H

)

− β − 1

F
|∇F |2

=

(

1− β

k − 1

) |∇F |2
F

+
2

k − 1
∇iF

∇iH

H
− kF

β (k − 1)

|∇H|2
H2

. (4.24)

At the maximum point p of Q on Mt, we have

∇H

H
=

∇Φ

Φ− a
=

r
α
β ∇F

Φ− a
+

α
β
r

α
β
−1

F∇r

Φ− a
. (4.25)

Then the last two terms in (4.23) becomes

2r
α
β Ḟ ij∇iH∇jΦ

(Φ− a)2
− 2r

α
β HḞ ij∇iΦ∇jΦ

(Φ− a)3
= 0. (4.26)
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Inserting (4.25) into (4.24), the third term in (4.23) becomes

r
α
β

Φ− a
F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs

≤
(

1− β

k − 1

)

r
α
β

Φ− a

|∇F |2
F

+
2

k − 1

r
2α
β

(Φ− a)2
|∇F |2 + 2α

(k − 1) β

r
2α
β
−1

F

(Φ− a)2
〈∇F,∇r〉

− k

β (k − 1)

r
2α
β Φ

(Φ− a)3
|∇F |2 − 2kα

β2 (k − 1)

Φ2r
α
β
−1

(Φ− a)3
〈∇F,∇r〉 − kα2

β3 (k − 1)

Φ2r
α
β
−2

F

(Φ− a)3
|∇r|2

≤
((

1− β

k − 1

)

+
2

k − 1

Φ

Φ− a
− k

β (k − 1)

Φ2

(Φ− a)2

)

r
α
β |∇F |2

F (Φ− a)

+
2α

(k − 1) β

r
2α
β
−1

F

(Φ− a)2
|∇F ||∇r|+ 2kα

β2 (k − 1)

Φ2r
α
β
−1

(Φ− a)3
|∇F ||∇r| − kα2

β3 (k − 1)

Φ2r
α
β
−2

F

(Φ− a)3
|∇r|2

≤
(

− k

β(k − 1)

(

a

Φ− a

)2

+
2(β − k)

β(k − 1)

a

Φ− a
− (1− β)(k − β)

β(k − 1)

)

r
α
β |∇F |2

F (Φ− a)
+ C|∇F |+ C (4.27)

for some C > 0 as Φ and r are bounded along the flow (1.8). From the definitions of a and c,
a

c−a
≤ a

Φ−a
≤ 1. Thus, from the assumption β ∈ (0, 1] ∪ {k}, we have

r
α
β

Φ− a
F̈ pq,rs∇ihpq∇ihrs ≤ −c′|∇F |2 + C|∇F |+ C

for some positive constants c′ and C. At the same time, we have

−
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ

Φ− a
|A|2 ≤ 0. (4.28)

From (4.18), we obtain

∆r =
n

r
− u

r
H − |∇r|2

r
.

Then

2α
β
r

α
β
−1

Φ− a
∇iF∇ir +

α
β
r

α
β
−1

F

Φ− a
∆r +

α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2F |∇r|2

Φ− a

≤
2α
β
r

α
β
−1

Φ− a
|∇F ||∇r|+

nα
β
r

α
β
−2

F

Φ− a
−

α
β
r

α
β
−2

HuF

(Φ− a)
+

α

β

(

α

β
− 2

)

r
α
β
−2F |∇r|2

Φ− a

≤C|∇F |+ CH +C

for some constant C > 0. At p, we diagonalize the second fundamental form and denote f(κ) =

F (hji ). By using (4.26), (4.27) and (4.28), the evolution equation (4.23) of Q becomes,

LQ ≤− a

(Φ− a)2
r

α
β H

∑

i

ḟ iκi
2 − c′|∇F |2 + C|∇F |+ CH +C

≤− a

(Φ− a)2
r

α
β H

∑

i

ḟ iκi
2 +CH + C

(4.29)

for some C > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that κ1 ≥ κ2, · · · ≥ κn. Since {hji} ∈ Γ+
k , by

employing the properties of the symmetric functions listed in subsection 2.3, we have ḟ i = σ̇k
i

βfβ−1 > 0
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and

ḟ1κ1 =
σ̇k

1κ1

βfβ−1
≥

k
n
σk

βfβ−1
.

Thus,

− a

(Φ− a)2
r

α
β H

∑

i

ḟ iκi
2 ≤ − a

(Φ− a)2
r

α
β H(ḟ1κ1)κ1 ≤ −c1H

2

for some c1 > 0, where we used H ≤ nκ1. Then from (4.29), we have

LQ ≤− c1H
2 +CH + C

for some C > 0, which implies an upper bound of Q. Hence, H is bounded along the flow (1.8)
and we complete the proof of Lemma 4.5. �

At last, we will prove a C2 estimate of (1.8) for the convex case. In this part, our method is
motivated by [24]. To estimate the lower bound of the principal curvatures, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let {h̃ij} be the inverse of {hij}. Then {h̃ij} represents the inverse of Weingarten
map. If {hij} > 0, we have

(G̈pq,lm + 2Ġpmh̃q
l)ηp

qηl
m ≥ 2G−1(Ġpqηp

q)2 (4.30)

for any tensor {ηpq}, where G = σ
1

k

k (h
j
i ).

Proof. In the proof of this lemma, we denote Ġpq := ∂G
∂hp

q and G̈pq,rs := ∂2G
∂hp

q∂hr
s . Assume S(h̃i

j) =
1

G(hi
j)
, then

Ṡij :=
∂S

∂h̃ij
= −G−2Ġpq ∂hp

q

∂h̃ij
= G−2Ġpqhp

ihj
q.

Since G is inverse-concave, i.e., S is concave, given any η̄i
j, we have

0 ≥Sij,λµη̄i
j η̄λ

µ

=
∂

∂hlm
(G−2Ġpqhp

ihj
q)
∂hl

m

∂h̃λµ
η̄i

j η̄λ
µ

=− hl
λhµ

m(−2G−3ĠlmĠpqhp
ihj

q +G−2G̈pq,lmhp
ihj

q +G−2Ġpqδp
lδm

ihj
q

+G−2Ġpqhp
iδj

lδm
q)η̄i

j η̄λ
µ

=2G−3ĠlmĠpqhp
ihj

qhl
λhµ

mη̄i
j η̄λ

µ −G−2G̈pq,lmhp
ihj

qhl
λhµ

mη̄i
j η̄λ

µ

− 2G−2Ġpqhp
ihj

mh̃m
lhl

λhµ
qη̄i

j η̄λ
µ,

where we used δm
λ = h̃m

lhl
λ in the last equality of the above equation. Now, by setting ηp

q =
hp

iη̄i
jhj

q, we have

0 ≥ 2G−3ĠpqĠlmηp
qηl

m −G−2G̈pq,lmηp
qηl

m − 2G−2Ġpqh̃m
lηp

mηl
q,

which implies the statement. �

Lemma 4.7. Let X(·, t) be a smooth, closed and uniformly convex solution to the normalized flow
(1.8) for t ∈ [0, T ), which enclosed the origin. If α ≥ β + k, β > 0, there exists a positive constant
C depending only on α and M0, such that the principal curvatures of X(·, t) satisfy

1

C
≤ κi(·, t) ≤ C, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ) and i = 1, 2, · · · , n.
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Proof. Let λ(x, t) denote the maximal principal radii at X(x, t). Fix an arbitrary t0 ∈ [0, T ), we
choose a point x0 ∈ Mt0 such that λ(x0, t0) = maxMt0

λ(·, t0). Then we can choose a normal coordi-

nate system near (x0, t0) on Mt0 diagonalizing the second fundamental form at (x0, t0). Further, we

can assume ∂1|(x0,t0) is an eigenvector with respect to λ(x0, t0), i.e., λ(x0, t0) = h̃1
1(x0, t0). Using

this coordinate system, we can calculate the evolution of h̃1
1 at (x0, t0). From

∂

∂t
h̃1

1 = −(h̃1
1)2∂th1

1, (4.31)

∇ih̃1
1 =

∂h̃1
1

∂hpq
∇ihp

q = −h̃1
ph̃q

1∇ihp
q = −(h̃1

1)2∇ih11,

and
∇j∇ih̃1

1 =∇j(−h̃1
ph̃q

1∇ihp
q)

=−∇jh̃1
ph̃q

1∇ihp
q − h̃1

p∇jh̃q
1∇ihp

q − h̃1
ph̃q

1∇j∇ihp
q

=h̃1
rh̃l

ph̃q
1∇jhr

l∇ihp
q + h̃1

ph̃r
1h̃q

s∇jhs
r∇ihp

q − h̃1
ph̃q

1∇j∇ihp
q

=− (h̃1
1)2∇j∇ih1

1 + 2(h̃1
1)2h̃pl∇ih1p∇jh1l,

(4.32)

we have by using (4.31) and (4.32)

Lh̃11 =∂th̃1
1 − r

α
β Ḟ ij∇j∇ih̃1

1

=− (h̃1
1)2∂th1

1 + (h̃1
1)2r

α
β Ḟ ij∇j∇ih1

1 − 2(h̃1
1)2r

α
β Ḟ ijh̃pq∇ih1p∇jh1q

=− (h̃1
1)2Lh11 − 2(h̃1

1)2r
α
β Ḟ ij h̃pq∇ih1p∇jh1q.

(4.33)

Plugging (2.4) into (4.33), we obtain

Lh̃11 =
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ− r
α
β Ḟ pqhlphlqh̃1

1 − r
α
β (h̃1

1)2F̈ pq,rs∇1hpq∇1hrs

− 2
α

β
r

α
β
−1(h̃1

1)2∇1F∇1r −
α

β
r

α
β
−1

F (h̃1
1)2∇1∇1r −

α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r
α
β
−2

F (h̃1
1)2∇1r∇1r + γh̃1

1

− 2(h̃1
1)2r

α
β Ḟ ijh̃pq∇ih1p∇jh1q.

Then we denote G = σ
1

k

k , thus F = G
k
β . We have

Ḟ pq =
k

β
G

k
β
−1

Ġpq,

F̈ pq,rs =
k

β
G

k
β
−1

G̈pq,rs +
k

β

(

k

β
− 1

)

G
k
β
−2

ĠpqĠrs.

Direct computation gives

Lh̃11 =
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ−
∑

i

k

β
ΦG−1Ġiih2iih̃1

1 − k

β
ΦG−1(h̃1

1)2G̈pq,rs∇1hpq∇1hrs

− k

β

(

k

β
− 1

)

ΦG−2(h̃1
1)2 (∇1G)2 − 2

αk

β2
Φr−1G−1(h̃1

1)2∇1G∇1r

− α

β
r−1Φ(h̃1

1)2∇1∇1r −
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r−2Φ(h̃1
1)2∇1r∇1r + γh̃1

1

− 2(h̃1
1)2

k

β
ΦG−1Ġij h̃pq∇ih1p∇jh1q.

(4.34)
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Letting ηi
j = ∇1hi

j in Lemma 4.6, by the Codazzi equation, we have

k

β
ΦG−1(h̃1

1)2G̈pq,rs∇1hpq∇1hrs + 2(h̃1
1)2

k

β
ΦG−1Ġij h̃pq∇ih1p∇jh1q

≥2
k

β
ΦG−2(h̃1

1)2 (∇1G)2
(4.35)

Putting (4.35) into (4.34), we obtain

Lh̃11 ≤
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ−
∑

i

k

β
ΦG−1Ġiih2iih̃

1
1 + γh̃11 −

k

β

(

k

β
+ 1

)

ΦG−2(h̃1
1)2 (∇1G)2

− 2
αk

β2
Φr−1G−1(h̃1

1)2∇1G∇1r −
α

β
r−1Φ(h̃1

1)2∇1∇1r −
α

β

(

α

β
− 1

)

r−2Φ(h̃1
1)2 (∇1r)

2 .

(4.36)
By use of

−2
αk

β2
Φr−1G−1(h̃1

1)2∇1G∇1r ≤
k

β

(

k

β
+ 1

)

ΦG−2(h̃1
1)2 (∇1G)2 +

α2k

β2 (β + k)
r−2Φ(h̃1

1)2 (∇1r)
2 ,

we have from (4.36)

Lh̃11 ≤
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ+ γh̃1
1 − α

β
r−1Φ(h̃1

1)2∇1∇1r −
α (α− β − k)

β (β + k)
r−2Φ(h̃1

1)2 (∇1r)
2

≤
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ+ γh̃1
1 − α

β
r−1Φ(h̃1

1)2∇1∇1r,

(4.37)

where we used Ġii > 0. From (4.17) and (4.18), we have

1− (∇1r)
2 ≥ u2

r2
, ∇1∇1r =

1

r
− u

r
h11 −

(∇1r)
2

r
≥ u2

r3
− u

r
h11. (4.38)

Inserting (4.38) into (4.37), we have

Lh̃11 ≤
(

k

β
− 1

)

Φ+

(

γ +
α

β
ur−2Φ

)

h̃1
1 − α

β
u2r−4Φ(h̃1

1)2.

From Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 4.1, we derive that

∂

∂t
h̃1

1 ≤ −c1(h̃1
1)2 + c2h̃1

1 + c3.

for some constants c1, c2, c3 at (x0, t0). Hence λ(x, t) has a uniform upper bound, which means
that the principal curvatures are bounded from below by a positive constant c4. Meanwhile, by
Lemma 4.2, one can get an upper bound of σk. From the convexity assumption, we have

C ≥ σk =κmaxσk−1(κ|κmax) + σk(κ|κmax)

≥Ck−1
n−1κ

k−1
minκmax

≥Ck−1
n−1c

k−1
4 κmax.

for some constant C. Hence, the principal curvatures are bounded from above. This completes the
proof of Lemma 4.7. �

Remark 4.1. By a similar argument, we can also get the bound of principal curvatures by exchanging

σ
1

β

k (κ) to a general curvature function f
k
β (κ) in Lemma 4.7, where f(κ) is a smooth symmetric

positive function defined on the positive cone Γ+ and satisfies the following conditions:

(1) strictly increasing: ḟ i = ∂f
∂κi

> 0 for each i = 1, 2, · · · , n,
(2) homogeneous of degree one: f(λκ) = λf(κ) for any λ > 0,
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(3) concave,
(4) inverse-concave,
(5) f−1 vanishes on the boundary of Γ+.

As a consequence, we can prove a similar result to Theorem 1.4. Because the argument is similar,
we omit the explicit proof of the conclusion.

Now we have obtained the priori estimates of flow (1.8), with the initial hypersurfaces mentioned
in Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. From Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and
Lemma 4.1, these flows have short time existence. Using the C2 estimates given in Lemma 4.3,
Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, due to Krylov [18], we can get the C2,λ estimate of the scalar equation
(2.9). Hence, we get the long time existence of these flows.

Lemma 4.8. The smooth solution of (1.8) with the initial hypersuface mentioned in Theorem 1.1,
Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4 exists for all time t ∈ [0,+∞).

5. Asymptotic convergence and proofs of Theorem 1.1–1.4

In this section, we improve the C1 estimates in Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let r(·, t) be the solution to (1.8) on S
n× [0, T ). We admit the priori estimates given

in Section 3, 4 for various situations and assume that the corresponding hypersurfaces Mt are k-
convex along the normalized flow. If α ≥ β + k, β > 0 and n ≥ 2, there exist positive constants C

and a only depend on M0, α, β, k, such that

|Dr(·, t)|
r(·, t) ≤ Ce−at, ∀ t > 0.

Proof. Same as the proof of Lemma 3.2, we only need to calculate at the maximum point p of |Dϕ|2
for each time.

Case 1: α > β + k. By (3.9), we obtain

∂

∂t
(
1

2
|Dϕ|2) ≤ −

(

(α− β − k)

β
e
(α
β
−1)ϕ

√

1 + |Dϕ|2σk
1

β

)

|Dϕ|2.

Then from the priori estimates, we know ∂t(
1
2 |Dϕ|2) ≤ −a|Dϕ|2 for some a > 0 and get the

exponential convergence of the flow (1.8).

Case 2: α = β + k. By (3.9), we have

∂

∂t
(
1

2
|Dϕ|2) ≤ − 1

β
e

α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq(δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq). (5.1)

At p, we have from (2.12)

hi
j =

1

rρ
(δij − ϕij +

ϕi
lϕlϕj

ρ2
) =

1

rρ
(δij − ϕij), (5.2)

where we used ϕi
lϕl = 0 at p. Multiplying the both sides of (5.2) by ϕj , we have

h
j
iϕj =

1

rρ
(ϕi − ϕijϕj) =

1

rρ
ϕi,

which means e1 = Dϕ
|Dϕ| is an eigenvector of {hji} with eigenvalue 1

rρ
. For convenience, we choose

a local orthonormal frame filed {e1, e2, · · · , en} such that {hji } is diagonal at p. Then from (2.11),
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we have
e

α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1)

σk
pq(δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq)

=e
α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1) ∂σk

∂hps
gqs(δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq)

=e
α
β
ϕ
σk

( 1

β
−1) ∂σk

∂hps
e−2ϕ(δqs −

ϕqϕs

ρ2
)(δpq|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕq)

=e
(α
β
−2)ϕ

σk
( 1

β
−1) ∂σk

∂hps
(δps|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕs).

(5.3)

Now we use the principal curvatures κ = (κ1, κ2, · · · , κn) to estimate the right hand side of (5.3),

∂σk

∂hps
(δps|Dϕ|2 − ϕpϕs)

=|Dϕ|2
n
∑

i=1

σk−1(κ|i) −
n
∑

p=1

σk−1(κ|p)ϕp
2

=((n− k + 1)σk−1(κ)− σk−1(κ) + κ1σk−2(κ|1)) |Dϕ|2

=((n− k)σk−1(κ) + κ1σk−2(κ|1)) |Dϕ|2.

(5.4)

From (5.1), (5.3) and (5.4), we have

∂

∂t
(
1

2
|Dϕ|2) ≤ −e

(α
β
−2)ϕ

σk
( 1

β
−1)

((n− k)σk−1(κ) + κ1σk−2(κ|1)) |Dϕ|2.

Now we divide the discussion into two subcases.

Subcase 2.1: k < n. By Newton-MacLaurin inequality and the fact σk ≥ c, we have (σk−1)
1

k−1 ≥
c1(σk)

1

k ≥ c2 > 0 for some constants c1 and c2. Since (κ|1) ∈ Γ+
k−1, we know σk−2(κ|1) > 0. Then

∂t|Dϕ|2 ≤ −c|Dϕ|2 and the exponentially decay of |Dr|2

r2
= |Dϕ|2 follows from standard argument.

Subcase 2.2: k = n ≥ 2. In this situation, the principal curvatures have uniform upper and lower
bounds by Lemma 4.7. Therefore ∂t|Dϕ|2 ≤ −c|Dϕ|2 for some c at point p, where c only depends
on the priori estimates. Hence the lemma is true. �

Remark 5.1. When n = 1, k = 1, α ≥ 2, maxSn |Dr| exponentially converges to 0. This fact was
proved in [24, Lemma 4.1].

Proofs of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. We remark that the main dif-
ferences between these four theorems are C2 estimates. The long time existence of the flow (1.8)
has been shown in Lemma 4.8. Now we prove that the hypersurfaces converge to a sphere along the
normalized flow (1.8). As maxSn |Dr| converges to 0 exponentially fast when α ≥ β + k and n ≥ 2.
we know maxSn |Dlr| decays exponentially to 0 for any l ≥ 1 from the interpolation inequality and
the priori estimates we have made.

When α > β+k, we claim that the radial function r converges to 1 exponentially fast. Since M0

is star-shaped, it can be bounded by two spheres centred at the origin, we denote them as Sn(a1)
and S

n(a2), a1 < a2. In the proof of Lemma 3.1, we know the radial function of Mt can be bounded
by a1(t) and a2(t) by the well-known comparison principle, where

ai(t) =















e
α−k−β

β
γt

e
α−k−β

β
γt − a

α−k−β
β

i −1

a

α−k−β
β

i















β

α−k−β

, i = 1, 2.
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Actually, Sn(ai(t)) is the solution to the normalized flow (1.8) with initial hypersurface S
n(ai),

i = 1, 2. We see that a1(t) and a2(t) tend to 1 as t → +∞, which implies that the radial function
of Mt converges to 1 in C0 norm. Combining the estimates of |Dr|, we know Mt converges to S

n(1)
exponentially fast.

When α = β + k and n ≥ 2, by Lemma 5.1, rmax(t) − rmin(t) converge to 0 exponentially fast.
Using the monotonicity of rmax and rmin in C0 estimate, we see that r converges to a constant
as t → +∞. Again, exponential decay of |Dr| implies that the convergence hypersurface is a
sphere. �

6. A counter example

In this section, we prove that if α < β + k, the flow (1.8) may have unbounded ratio of radii,
that is

R (X (·, t)) := maxSn r(·, t)
minSn r(·, t)

→ ∞ as t → T

for some T > 0. Since the construction of the counter example is almost the same as [24, Section
5]. In this section, we only give a sketch proof of Proposition 1.2. For more details, we refer to
[23, Section 6] and [32, Section 7].

First, we consider a function defined on Bn
1 (0) × [−1, 0),

φ(x, t) =







− |t|θ + |t|−θ+σθ|x|2, if |x| < |t|θ,

− |t|θ − 1− σ

1 + σ
|t|θ(1+σ) +

2

1 + σ
|x|1+σ , if |t|θ ≤ |x| ≤ 1,

(6.1)

where σ = qθ−β
kθ

, q = −α+ β + k > 0 and θ > 1
q
is a positive constant.

Next, for every t ∈ (−1, 0), we extend the graph of φ(·, t) to a closed, convex, rotationally

symmetric hypersurface M̂t enclosing B1(z), where z = (0, · · · , 0, 10). By choosing a large enough,

we can see that M̂t is a sub-solution to






∂

∂t
r(x, t) =− ar

α
β σk(κ)

1

β ,

r(·, 0) =r0(·).
(6.2)

Then there exists a large constant C such that M̂t ⊂ BC(0) for all t ∈ (−1, 0). Define b = (2C)
α
β ,

we construct a new flow,
∂

∂t
X̃(x, t) = −bar̃

α
β σk(κ)

1

β ν(x, t),

where r̃ = |X − z|. We can choose τ ∈ (−1, 0) close to 0 and the initial hypersurface of the

flow as X̃(·, τ) = ∂Bn
1 (z), such that the flow enclosed B 1

2

(z) on time interval (τ, 0). We select a

hypersurface M0 inside M̂τ and enclosing the ball B1(z). By the comparison principle, Mt0 touch
the origin at some t0 ∈ (τ, 0) and meantime enclose B 1

2

(z).

Finally, rescaling Mt to M̃t = a
− 1

qMt, one easily verifies that M̃t is a solution to flow (1.5) and
satisfies the property (1.9). We complete the proof of Proposition 1.2.
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[19] Erwin Lutwak, The Brunn-Minkowski-Firey theory. I. Mixed volumes and the Minkowski problem, J. Differential
Geom. 38 (1993), no. 1, 131–150.

[20] Gary M. Lieberman, Second order parabolic differential equations, World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., River
Edge, NJ, 1996.

[21] Yannan Liu and Jian Lu, A flow method for the dual Orlicz-Minkowski problem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373
(2020), no. 8, 5833–5853.

[22] Erwin Lutwak and Vladimir Oliker, On the regularity of solutions to a generalization of the Minkowski problem,
J. Differential Geom. 41 (1995), no. 1, 227–246.

[23] Qi-Rui Li, Weimin Sheng, and Xu-Jia Wang, Flow by Gauss curvature to the Aleksandrov and dual Minkowski

problems, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 22 (2020), no. 3, 893–923.
[24] , Asymptotic convergence for a class of fully nonlinear curvature flows, J. Geom. Anal. 30 (2020), no. 1,

834–860.
[25] Mi Lin and Neil S. Trudinger, On some inequalities for elementary symmetric functions, Bull. Austral. Math.

Soc. 50 (1994), no. 2, 317–326.
[26] Jian Lu and Xu-Jia Wang, Rotationally symmetric solutions to the Lp-Minkowski problem, J. Differential Equa-

tions 254 (2013), no. 3, 983–1005.
[27] Erwin Lutwak, Deane Yang, and Gaoyong Zhang, Lp dual curvature measures, Adv. Math. 329 (2018), 85–132.
[28] Xu-JiaWang, The k-Hessian equation, Geometric analysis and PDEs, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1977, Springer,

Dordrecht, 2009, pp. 177–252.
[29] Felix Schulze, Nonlinear evolution by mean curvature and isoperimetric inequalities, J. Differential Geom. 79

(2008), no. 2, 197–241.
[30] Peter Topping, Mean curvature flow and geometric inequalities, J. Reine Angew. Math. 503 (1998), 47–61.

arXiv: 2005.14680


ASYMPTOTIC CONVERGENCE FOR A CLASS OF ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE FLOWS 25

[31] Neil S. Trudinger, The Dirichlet problem for the prescribed curvature equations, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 111
(1990), no. 2, 153–179.

[32] Ling Xiao, Asymptotic convergence for modified scalar curvature flow, available at arXiv:2008.05540.
[33] Yiming Zhao, Existence of solutions to the even dual Minkowski problem, J. Differential Geom. 110 (2018), no. 3,

543–572.
[34] Guangxian Zhu, The Lp Minkowski problem for polytopes for 0 < p < 1, J. Funct. Anal. 269 (2015), no. 4,

1070–1094.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R. China

Email address: lihz@tsinghua.edu.cn

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R. China

Email address: xbt17@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R. China

Email address: zhangrj17@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn

arXiv: 2008.05540
mailto:lihz@tsinghua.edu.cn
mailto:xbt17@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn
mailto:zhangrj17@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn

	1. introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3.  C0 and C1 estimates
	4. C2 estimates
	5. Asymptotic convergence and proofs of Theorem 1.1–1.4
	6. A counter example
	References

