
ar
X

iv
:2

10
9.

08
54

1v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 1

3 
Fe

b 
20

23

RICCI FLOW OF W 2,2-METRICS IN FOUR DIMENSIONS

TOBIAS LAMM AND MILES SIMON

Abstract. In this paper we construct solutions to Ricci DeTurck flow in four dimen-
sions on closed manifolds which are instantaneously smooth but whose initial values g
are (possibly) non-smooth Riemannian metrics whose components in smooth coordi-

nates belong to W 2,2 and satisfy 1

a
h ≤ g ≤ ah for some 1 < a < ∞ and some smooth

Riemannian metric h on M . A Ricci flow related solution is constructed whose initial
value is isometric in a weak sense to the initial value of the Ricci DeTurck solution.
Results for a related non-compact setting are also presented. Various Lp estimates
for Ricci flow, which we require for some of the main results, are also derived. As an
application we present a possible definition of scalar curvature ≥ k for W 2,2 metrics
g on closed four manifolds which are bounded in the L∞ sense by 1

a
h ≤ g ≤ ah for

some 1 < a < ∞ and some smooth Riemannian metric h on M .
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1. Introduction

In this paper we construct solutions to Ricci flow and Ricci DeTurck flow which are
instantaneously smooth but whose initial values are (possibly) non-smooth Riemannian
metrics whose components, in smooth coordinates, belong to certain Sobolev spaces.

For a given smooth Riemannian manifold (M,h), and an interval I ⊆ R, a smooth family
g(t)t∈I of Riemannian metrics on M is a solution to Ricci DeTurck h Flow if

∂

∂t
gij = gab(h∇a

h∇bgij)− gklgiph
pqRjkql(h)− gklgjph

pqRikql(h)

+ 1
2g

abgpq
(

h∇igpa
h∇jgqb + 2h∇agjp

h∇qgib − 2h∇agjp
h∇bgiq

−2h∇jgpa
h∇bgiq − 2h∇igpa

h∇bgjq
)

,(1.1)
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2 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

in the smooth sense on M × I, where here, and in the rest of the paper, h∇ refers to the
covariant derivative with respect to h. A smooth family ℓ(t)t∈I of Riemannian metrics
on M is a solution to Ricci flow if

∂ℓ

∂t
= −2Rc(ℓ)(1.2)

in the smooth sense on M × I. The Ricci flow was first introduced and studied by R.
Hamilton in [14]. Shortly after that, the Ricci DeTurck flow was introduced and studied
by D. DeTurck in [10]. Ricci DeTurck flow and Ricci flow in the smooth setting are
closely related : given a Ricci DeTurck flow g(t)t∈I on a compact manifold and an S ∈ I
there is a smooth family of diffeomorphisms Φ(t) : M → M, t ∈ I with Φ(S) = Id such
that ℓ(t) = (Φ(t))∗g(t) is a smooth solution to Ricci flow. The diffeomorphisms Φ(t)
solve the following ordinary differential equation:

∂

∂t
Φα(x, t) =V α(Φ(x, t), t), for all (x, t) ∈Mn × I,

Φ(x, S) =x.(1.3)

where V α(y, t) := −gβγ
(

gΓα
βγ − hΓ

α
βγ

)

(y, t)

There are a number of papers on solutions to Ricci DeTurck flow and Ricci flow starting
from non-smooth Riemannian metric/distance spaces which immediately become smooth
: Given a non-smooth starting space (M, g0) or (M,d0), it is possible in some settings,
to find smooth solutions g(t)t∈(0,T ) to (1.1), respectively ℓ(t)t∈(0,T ) to (1.2) defined for
some T > 0, where the initial values are achieved in some weak sense. Here is a non-
exhaustive list of papers, where examples of this type are constructed : [30, 15, 17, 20, 31,
33, 27, 8, 3, 16, 23, 36, 35]. The initial non-smooth data considered in these papers has
certain structure, which when assumed in the smooth setting, leads to a priori estimates
for solutions, which are then used to construct solutions in the class being considered.
In some papers this initial structure comes from geometric conditions, in others from
regularity conditions on the initial function space of the metric components in smooth
coordinates. In the second instance, this is usually in the setting, that one has some
C0 control of the metric. That is, the metric is close in the L∞ sense to the standard
euclidean metric in smooth coordinates: (1 − ε)δ ≤ g(0) ≤ (1 + ε)δ for a sufficiently
small ε. In the current paper, the structure of the initial metric g(0) comes from the
assumption, in the four dimensional compact setting, that the components in coordinates
are in W 2,2, and uniformly bounded from above and below : 1

c δ ≤ g(0) ≤ cδ for some
constant c. Closeness of the metric to δ is not assumed. With this initial structure,
we show that a solution to Ricci DeTurck flow exists. In the non-compact setting, we
further require a uniform local smallness bound on the W 2,2 norm and a global uniform
bound from above and below in the L∞ sense, both with respect to a geometrically
controlled background metric. We also investigate the question of how the initial values
are achieved, in the metric and distance sense, as time goes back to zero. See Theorem
2.2 in the next section for details.

Using this solution to Ricci DeTurck flow, we show without much trouble, that there is
a Ricci flow related solution. The Ricci flow solution is related to the Ricci DeTurck
solution through a smooth family of isometries (Φ(t))t∈(0,T ) defined for a positive time
interval, and having the property that Φ(S) = Id for some S > 0. The convergence as
time goes back to zero in the distance and metric sense is investigated for this Ricci Flow
solution. We require some new estimates on convergence in the Lp sense for solutions to
Ricci flow, in order to show that there is indeed a limiting weak Riemannian metric, as
time approaches to zero. We also show that the initial metric value of the Ricci flow that
is achieved is isometric, in a weak sense, to the initial value g(0) of the Ricci DeTurck
flow solution. See Theorem 2.3 in the next section for details.

Section 12 contains an application of the results obtained in the sections preceeding it.
We present a possible definition of ’the scalar curvature of g is bounded from below by
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k ∈ R’ for a metric g ∈ W 2,2 ∩ L∞ with 1
ah ≤ g ≤ ah for some 1 < a < ∞ and some

smooth Riemannian metric h on a closed manifold M .

We conclude this introduction by noting, that there are metrics g0 ∈ W 2,n2 (M)∩L∞(M)
on compact n-dimensional manifolds, which satisfy 1

ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah for some 0 < a < ∞
and some smooth fixed Riemannian metric h onM , but are not continuous. In particular,
g0 ∈W 2,2(M) ∩L∞(M) and 1

ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah but g0 is not continuous when n = 4. In the

example we present below, there is a point p ∈ M , such that the values 1
ah and ah are

achieved by g0 infinitely often for every neighbourhood of p.

Let (M,h) be a smooth compact n- dimensional manifold, U ⊆ M open, and ϕ : U →
ϕ(U) = B1(0) be coordinates and h̃ := ϕ∗h, the push forward of h with ϕ to B1(0).
For ε, r > 0, c ∈ R, let f = fε,r,c : B1(0) → R be the W 2,n2 (B1(0)) function defined by
f(x) = r(1ε (1 + ε + sin(c + log(log( 2

|x|))))) for x 6= 0 and f(0) = 0. Then f is bounded

from above and from below by f(·) ∈ [r, r(2+ε
ε )] and the values r and r(2+ε

ε ) are both
achieved infinitely many times on any neighbourhood of 0 ∈ B1(0), and consequently we

see that f is also not continuous. Now we set g̃(x) = (1−η(x))h̃(x)+η(x)ĝ(x) where η is
a smooth cut-off function η ∈ [0, 1] with support in B 1

2
(0), where ĝij(x) = fεi,ri,ci(x)δij ,

where εi, ri, ci ∈ R, i, j ∈ {1, . . . n}, εi, ri > 0. Then the metric g defined by g = ϕ∗(g̃)
on U, and g = h on M\U is a metric on M with g ∈ W 2,n2 (M) ∩ L∞(M), 1

ah ≤ g ≤ ah
for some 1 < a <∞, and g is not continuous.

2. Main results

The assumptions we make on the smooth background metric are as follows

(M,h) is a smooth, connected, complete manifold without boundary such that(2.1)

νi := sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| <∞ for all i ∈ N0, and

inj(M,h) ≥ i0 > 0

Such manifolds always satisfy a local uniform Sobolev inequality: there exist constants

0 < r0(n, h), CS(n) <∞ such that (
´

M
f

2n
n−2 dh)

n−2
2 ≤ CS(n)

´

M
|h∇f |2dh and

(
´

M
fndh)

1
2 ≤ CS(n)

´

M
|h∇f |n2 dh for all smooth f whose support is contained in a ball

of radius r0(n, h) > 0. For the readers convenience, we have included a proof in the
Appendix B : See Lemma B.1 and Remark B.2.

Ultimately we would like to construct solutions to (1.1) on four manifolds starting with
initial data g0 which are uniformly bounded from above and below by a multiple of h,
g0 is locally in W 2,2, and for which the homogeneous W 2,2 energy of g0 is uniformly

bounded, E(g0) :=
´

M (|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh <∞. That is, we assume that there exists

an a > 0 such that

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah,(2.2)

E(g0) :=

ˆ

M

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh <∞.

In this setting we show, the following

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < a < ∞ and (M4, h) be a four dimensional smooth Riemannian
manifold satisfying (2.1), and g0 be a W 2,2 ∩ L∞ Riemannian metric, not necessarily
smooth, which satisfies

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah(a)



4 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

and
ˆ

M

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh <∞.

Then for any 0 < ε < 1 there exist constants 0 < T = T (g0, h, a, ε), r = r(g0, h, a, ε), cj =
cj(h, a, ε) < ∞ for all j ∈ N0 and a smooth solution (g(t))t∈(0,T ] to (1.1), where g(t)
satisfies

1

400a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah(at)

ˆ

Br(x)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ ε(bt(r))

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2 ≤ cj

tj
(ct)

for all j ∈ N0, x ∈M , for all t ∈ (0, T ], where cj(h, a, ε) → 0 as εց 0 and
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|g0 − g(t)|2 + |h∇(g0 − g(t))|2 + |h∇2
(g0 − g(t))|2)dh → 0 as tց 0(dt)

sup
x∈B1(x0)

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2tj → 0 for tց 0(et)

and for all 2 ≥ R > 1 there exists a V (a,R) > 0 such that
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh(ft)

≤
ˆ

BR(x0)

(|h∇g0(·)|2 + |h∇2
g0(·)|2)dh+ V (a,R)t

for all x0 ∈ M, for all t ≤ T. Furthermore, there exists ε0 = ε0(g0, h, a) such that if
ε ≤ ε0 then the solution is unique in the class of solutions which satisfy (at), (bt(r)),
(ct), (dt) for the r = r(g0, h, a, ε) > 0 defined above.

Proof. See Theorem 6.5 of Section 6 : The proof is given there. �

Assume (2.1) and (2.2) and that M is four dimensional. Then for any 1 > ε > 0, we can
find an r > 0 such that

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah,(2.3)

sup
x∈M

ˆ

Br(x)

(|h∇g0|4 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh < ε,

see Theorem B.3 in Appendix B for a proof. After scaling h and g0 once, and still calling
the resulting metrics g0 and h, we may assume

(M,h) is a smooth, connected, complete manifold without boundary such that(2.4)

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| <∞ for all i ∈ N0

4
∑

i=0

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| ≤ δ0(a)

inj(M,h) ≥ 100,

for a small positive constant δ0(a) of our choice, in place of the assumptions (2.1), and the

scale invariant condition 1
ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah and supx∈M

´

B1(x)
(|h∇g0|4+ |h∇2

g0|2)dh < ε
2 , is
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still correct, and hence, using Hölder’s ineqaulity, we have

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah,(2.5)

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh < c(n)

√
ε.

Note further, if we assume (2.1), then (2.3) is a stronger assumption than (2.2): (2.1)
and (2.2) =⇒ : for any ε > 0 there exists an r > 0 such that (2.3) holds, but for any
given ε > 0 there are g0 and h and r > 0 for which (2.1) and (2.3) hold, but E(g0) := ∞.

The main estimates required for the construction of solutions to (1.1) in the W 2,2 setting
in this paper are proved in this setting, that is under the assumptions (2.5) (with c(n)

√
ε

replaced by ε) and (2.4), and we also prove an existence result in this setting:

Theorem 2.2. For any 1 < a < ∞ there exists a constant ε1 = ε1(a) > 0 with the
following properties. Let (M4, h) be a smooth four dimensional Riemannian manifold

which satisfies (2.4). Let g0 be a W 2,2
loc ∩L∞ Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth,

which satisfies

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah(a)
ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh ≤ ε for all x ∈M,(b)

where ε ≤ ε1. Then there exists a constant T = T (a, ε) > 0 and a smooth solution
(g(t))t∈(0,T ] to (1.1) such that

1

400a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah(at)

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ 2ε(bt)

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2 ≤ cj(h, a, ε)

tj
(ct)

for all x ∈M, t ∈ [0, T ], where cj(h, ε, a) → 0 as ε→ 0, and
ˆ

B1(x)

(|g0 − g(t)|2 + |h∇(g0 − g(t))|2 + |h∇2
(g0 − g(t))|2)dh→ 0(dt)

as tց 0 for all x ∈M

The solution is unique in the class of solutions which satisfy (at), (bt), (ct), and (dt).
The solution also satisfies the local estimates

sup
x∈B1(x0)

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2tj → 0 for t→ 0(et)

(2.6)

and for all 1 < R ≤ 2 there exists a V (a,R) > 0
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh(ft)

≤
ˆ

BR(x0)

(|h∇g0(·)|2 + |h∇2
g0(·)|2)dh+ V (a,R)t

for all x0 ∈M , 2 ≥ R > 1 for all t ≤ T.

Proof. The Theorem follows from Theorem 6.3 and Remark 6.4 of Section 6. �
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With a solution of this type at hand, we can without much trouble now construct a
solution to Ricci flow (ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ) = ((Φ(t))∗g(t))t∈(0,T ) with ℓ(S) = g(S) and Φ(S) = Id
for any given fixed S > 0. After some work it becomes clear, that the Ricci Flow solution
has initial starting data corresponding in some weak isometric sense to the starting data
g0 of the Ricci DeTurck flow solution. More specifically, we show for all p ∈ [1,∞), that
there is a weak limit ℓ0 := limtց0 ℓ(t) in the Lp

loc sense and that ℓ0 is isometric to g0
with the help of a W 1,p isometry, and that there is a uniform limit d0 := limtց0 dt for
dt := d(g(t)), where d0 can be explicitly calculated from the starting data g0. These facts,
and more details, are contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < a < ∞ , M = M4 be a four dimensional manifold, and g0 and
h satisfy the assumptions (2.4), (a) and (b), with ε ≤ ε1 where ε1 = ε1(a) > 0 is the
constant coming from Theorem 2.2, and let

(M, g(t))t∈(0,T ] be the smooth solution to (1.1) constructed in Theorem 2.2. Then

(i) there exists a constant c(a) and a smooth solution Φ : M × (0, T ] → M to (1.3)
with Φ(T/2) = Id such that Φ(t) := Φ(·, t) : M → M is a diffeomorphism

and dh(Φ(t)(x),Φ(s)(x)) ≤ c(a)
√

|t− s| for all x ∈ M. The metrics ℓ(t) :=
(Φ(t))∗g(t), t ∈ (0, T ] solve the Ricci flow equation. Furthermore there are well
defined limit maps Φ(0) : M → M, Φ(0) := limtց0 Φ(t), and W (0) : M → M,
W (0) := limtց0W (t), where W (t) is the inverse of Φ(t) and these limits are
obtained uniformly on compact subsets, and Φ(0),W (0) are homeomorphisms
inverse to one another.

(ii) For the Ricci flow solution ℓ(t) from (i), there is a value ℓ0(·) = limtց0 ℓ(·, t)
well defined up to a set of measure zero, where the limit exists in the Lp

loc sense,

for any p ∈ [1,∞), such that, ℓ0 is positive definite, and in W 1,2
loc and for any

x0 ∈M and 0 < s < t ≤ T we have
ˆ

B1(x0)

|ℓ(s)− ℓ0|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, x0)s
ˆ

B1(x0)

|(ℓ(0))−1 − (ℓ(s))−1|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, x0)|s|
1
4

ˆ

B1(x0))

|∇ℓ0|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, x0)t
σ

ˆ

B1(x0)

|Rm(ℓ)|2(x, t)dℓ(x, t) +
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Bℓ(s)(x0,1)

|∇Rm(ℓ)|2(x, s)dℓ(x, s)ds ≤ c(g0, h, p, x0)

sup
B1(x0)

|∇jRc(ℓ(t))|2tj+2 → 0 as tց 0 for all j ∈ N0

(2.7)

for a universal constant σ > 0, where ∇ refers to the gradient with respect to
ℓ(t), c(g0, h, p, x0) is a constant depending on g0, h, p, x0 but not on t or s.

(iii) The limit maps Φ(0) : M → M, Φ(0) := limtց0 Φ(t), and W (0) : M → M,

W (0) := limtց0W (t), from (i) are also obtained in theW 1,p
loc sense for p ∈ [1,∞).

Furthermore, for any smooth coordinates ϕ : U → R
n, and ψ : V → R

n with
W (0)(V ) ⊂⊂ U, the functions (ℓ0)ij◦W (0) : V → R are in Lp

loc for all p ∈ [1,∞)
and (g0)αβ : V → R and (ℓ0)ij : U → R are related by the identity

(g0)αβ = Dα(W (0))iDβ(W (0))j((ℓ0)ij◦W (0)),

which holds almost everywhere. In particular: ℓ0 is isometric to g0 almost every-
where through the map W (0) which is in W 1,p

loc , for all p ∈ [1,∞).

(iv) We define dt(x, y) = d(g(t))(x, y) and d̃t(p, q) = d(ℓ(t))(p, q), for all x, y, p, q ∈
M, t ∈ (0, T ). There are well defined limit metrics d0, d̃0 : M × M → R

+
0 ,

d0(x, y) = limtց0 dt(x, y), and d̃0 := M ×M → R
+
0 , d̃0(p, q) = limtց0 d̃t(p, q),

and they satisfy d̃0(x, y) = d0(Φ(0)(x),Φ(0)(y)). That is, (M, d̃0) and (M,d0)
are isometric to one another through the map Φ(0).
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The metric d0 satisfies d0(x, y) := lim infεց0 infγ∈Cε,x,y Lg0(γ), where Cε,x,y is
the space of ε-approximative Lebesgue curves between x and y with respect to g0:
This space is defined/examined in Definition 8.2.

Proof. See Theorem 8.3 of Section 8: The proof is given there. �

Remark 2.4. An attempt to construct a Ricci flow solution ℓ(t) with Φ(0) = Id and
ℓ(0) = Φ(0)∗g(0) = g(0), using similar methods to those we use to construct the Ricci flow
solution in Theorem 2.3, could lead to a non-smooth Ricci flow solution, which does not
immediately become smooth (we say the solution is in a non-smooth gauge), as we now
explain. The solutions g(t) constructed in Theorem 2.1 are limits of solutions gi(t) with

initial data gi(0) where gi(0) → g(0) in W 2,2
loc . For M = T

4, the four dimensional Torus,
whose circles have radius 10 , with h the standard flat metric on T

4, let gi(0) = ϕ(i)∗h,
where ϕ(i) : T4 → T

4 are diffeomorphisms, equal to the identity outside a ball B1(0)
of radius one (which we identify with the standard euclidean ball of radius one), and
ϕ(i)|B1(0) : B1(0) → ϕ(i)(B1(0)) = B1(0) are uniformly Bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphsims,
1
B |x − y| ≤ |ϕ(i)(x) − ϕ(i)(y)| ≤ B|x − y| for all x, y ∈ B1(0), with ϕi(0) → ψ as

i → ∞ in the W 3,2 sense. Assume that ψ is not smooth. For example we can take
ϕ(i)(x) = x(1 + ησfi(x)) with fi(x) := (2 + sin(log(log( 2√

|x|2+ 1
i

)))), σ a small positive

constant, and η a smooth cut-off function with η = 1 on B1/2(0), η = 0 on (B3/4(0))
c.

Notice that the ϕ(i) are uniformly Bi-Lipschitz, as we now explain. Assume that |x| ≤ |y|.
Then

|ϕ(i)(x) − ϕ(i)(y)| = |(x − y) + xησfi(x)− yησfi(y)|
= |(x− y) + xσ(η(x)fi(x)− η(y)fi(y)) + (x− y)ησfi(y)|

≥ 9

10
|x− y| − 2σ|x||η(x) − η(y)| − 2σ|x− y| − σ|x||fi(x) − fi(y)|

≥ 9

10
|x− y| − 2σ|x||Dvη(c)||x − y| − 2σ|x− y| − σ|x||Dvfi(b)||x− y|

≥ 1

2
|x− y| − σ|x||Dvfi(b)||x− y|

where b and c are points in the line between x and y and v is a length one vector pointing
in the direction of the line between x and y. A calculation shows us that

|Dvfi(b)| = | cos(...)|| 1

| log( 1√
|b|2+ 1

i

)|2
〈b, v〉|

(|b|2 + 1
i )

≤ | cos(...)| 1|b| ,

which, combined with the fact that |x| ≤ |b|, gives us σ|x||Dvfi(b)||x − y| ≤ σ|x − y|,
and hence |ϕ(i)(x) − ϕ(i)(y)| ≥ 1

4 |x− y|. A similar calculation shows us that |ϕ(i)(x)−
ϕ(i)(y)| ≤ 4|x− y|. The definition of the ϕ(i)′s guarantees that

ϕ(i) : B1(0) → R
n are smooth Bi-Lipshitz diffeomomorphisms whose image lies in B1(0).

Furhtermore ϕ(i)(tx) is a continuous line, for t bewteen 0 and 1 lying on the standard
line tx between 0 and x. Hence, {ϕ(i)(tx) | t ∈ [0, 1]} = {tx | t ∈ [0, 1]}. This shows that
ϕ(i) : B1(0) → B1(0) is also onto.

Then ϕ(i) → ψ in theW 3,2 sense, with ψ(x) = x(1+ησf(x)), f(x) := (2+sin(log(log( 2
|x|))))

for x 6= 0 f(0) := 0, gi(0) → g(0) in the W 2,2 sense, but g(0) is not smooth, and there
exists an 1 < a = a(B,K) < ∞ such that 1

ah ≤ gi(0) ≤ ah. Hence, Theorem 2.1 is
applicable and a limit solution g(t)t∈(0,T ) = limi→∞ gi(t)t∈(0,T ) exists with g(t) → g(0)

in the W 2,2 sense as t ց 0. However, the Ricci-Flow of ℓi(0) = gi(0) is ℓi(t) = ℓi(0), as
the metric gi(0) is flat. Hence ℓi → ℓ in the W 2,2 sense where ℓ(t) = ℓ(0) = g(0) for all
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t ∈ (0, T ): By construction g(0) is non-smooth. We avoid these non-smooth Gauges by
choosing Φ(S) = Id for some S > 0 in Theorem 2.3.

In order to prove the relationships of Theorem 2.3, in particular the existence of the
limit ℓ0, we require some new estimates which hold for solutions to Ricci flow of the type
constructed here, and for a more general class. The theorems, lemmata that we use to
prove these estimates are contained in Section 7.

The existence of the weak metric ℓ0 is achieved with the following theorem

Theorem 2.5. For all p ∈ [2,∞) and n ∈ N there exists an α0(n, p) > 0 such that
the following holds. Let Ω be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (Ωn, ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ] be a
smooth solution to Ricci flow satisfying

ˆ

Ω

|Rc(ℓ(t))|dℓ(t) ≤ ε

|Rc(ℓ(t))| ≤ ε

t
on Ω

for all t ∈ (0, T ], where ε ≤ α0. Then there exists a unique, positive definite, symmetric
two tensor ℓ0 ∈ Lp such that ℓ(s) → ℓ0 in Lp(Ω) as sց 0 where ℓ0, and ℓ

−1(s) → (ℓ0)
−1

in Lp(Ω) as sց 0.

Proof. See Theorem 7.1 of Section 7: The proof is given there.

�

The proof of the existence of a homeomorphism Φ(0) at time zero in Theorem 2.3 can
also be applied with no change, to the setting of a Ricci DeTurck flow coming out of a C0

metric on an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, respectively for the Ricci flow related
solution. This fact is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. For any n ∈ N there exists an δ0(n) > 0 such that the following holds.
Let (Mn, h) be a smooth n-dimensional manifold satisfying the assumptions (2.4), where
now δ0 = δ0(n) is a small constant of our choice, and assume g0 is a C0 metric satisfying
(1−δ0(n))h ≤ g0 ≤ (1+δ0(n))h. Let (M, g(t))t∈(0,T ) be the solution to (1.1), where g(t) →
g0 as tց 0 in the C0

loc sense, constructed in [30] or [17], and let Φ : M×(0, T )→M be the
solution to (1.3), with Φ(·, T/2) = Id(·). Then there exists a homeomorphism Φ(0) :M →
M such that Φ(t) → Φ(0) locally uniformly, and d(g(t)) → d(g(0)) =: d0 locally uniformly

and d(ℓ(t)) → d̃0 locally uniformly as t ց 0, where d̃0(x̃, ỹ) = d0(Φ(0)(x̃),Φ(0)(ỹ)) for
all x̃, ỹ ∈M .

Proof. The solutions constructed in [30] respectively [17] satisfy |h∇g|2h(t)+ |h∇2
g|h(t) ≤

c(δ0,n)
t where c(δ0, n) → 0 as δ0 → 0. These facts are required in the proof of (i) of The-

orem 8.3. We may now copy and paste the proof of (i) of Theorem 8.3 given in Section
8 to here and in doing so we obtain the existence of a homeomorphism Φ(0) which is
obtained locally uniformly as the limit, in the C0 norm, of Φ(t) with t→ 0.
Also, the solutions constructed in [30] respectively [17] satisfy g(t) → g(0) locally uni-
formly in the C0 norm as t → 0 and hence d(g(t)) → d(g(0)) locally uniformly, and

consequently, d(ℓ(t)) = (Φ(t))∗(d(g(t))) → d̃0 = (Φ(0))∗(d0) locally uniformly. �

In Section 12 we prove the following Theorem, Theorem 2.8, which is an application
of the above results. Compare the paper [4] : There, sequences of smooth Riemannian
metrics with scalar curvature bounded from below which approach a C0 metric with
respect to the C0 norm are considered. We consider W 2,2 metrics which have scalar
curvature bounded from below in the following weak sense:
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Definition 2.7. Let M be a four dimensional smooth closed manifold and g be a W 2,2

Riemannian metric (positive definite everywhere) and let k ∈ R. Locally the scalar cur-
vature may be written

R(g) = gjk(∂iΓ(g)
i
jk − ∂jΓ(g)

i
ik

+Γ(g)iipΓ(g)
p
jk − Γ(g)ijpΓ(g)

p
ik)

where Γ(g)mij = 1
2g

mk(∂igjk + ∂jgik − ∂kgij), and hence R(g) is well defined in the L2

sense for a W 2,2 Riemannian metric. Let k ∈ R. We say the scalar curvature R(g) is
weakly bounded from below by k, R(g) ≥ k, if this is true almost everywhere, for all
local smooth coordinates.

Theorem 2.8. Let (M,h) be four dimensional closed and satisfy (2.4). Assume that
(M, g0) is a W 2,2 metric such that 1

ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah for some ∞ > a > 1 and R(g0) ≥ k
in the weak sense of definition (2.7). Then the solution g(t)t∈(0,T ) to Ricci DeTurck
flow respectively ℓ(t)t∈(0,T ) to Ricci Flow constructed in Theorem 8.3, with initial value
g(0) = g0, has R(g(t)) ≥ k and R(ℓ(t)) ≥ k for all t ∈ (0, T ).

Proof. See Theorem 12.2 : The proof is given there. �

Remark 2.9. From this theorem we see that for a metric g0 ∈ L∞ ∩W 2,2(M4) with
1
ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah for some positive constant a > 0 : g0 has scalar curvature ≥ k in the weak
sense of Definition 2.7 ⇐⇒ there exists a sequence of smooth Riemannian metrics gi,0
with 1

bh ≤ gi,0 ≤ bh for some 1 < b < ∞ and R(gi,0) ≥ k and gi,0 → g0 ∈ W 2,2(M4) as
i → ∞ ⇐⇒ the Ricci DeTurck flow of g0 constructed in Theorem 2.1 has R(g(t)) ≥ k
for all t ∈ (0, T ).

3. Outline of the paper

The paper contains twelve sections and four appendices, A,B,C and D. Section one is an
introduction and Section two contains statements of the main results, and this section
gives an outline of the paper. In Section 4 we prove a priori C1 and L∞ estimates
for smooth solutions to the Ricci DeTurck flow. The L∞ estimates we are concerned
with in this paper take the form 1

bh ≤ g ≤ bh for some constant 1 < b < ∞, for the
fixed background metric h which is used to define the Ricci DeTurck flow in (1.1). In
particular we show in Theorem 4.2, that smooth compact solutions which a priori have
small local W 2,2 energy along the flow and satisfy an initial L∞ estimate must also
satisfy L∞ and C1 estimates along the flow. In the non-compact setting, we require
further that the smooth solution satisfies a regularity condition in order to obtain the
same result : see Theorem 4.2. In Section 5 we prove various local estimates for integral
quantities, assuming our solution satisfies an L∞ bound and has small localW 2,2 energy:
See Theorem 5.1. This also leads to estimates on the convergence as time goes back to
zero of the solution, as explained in, for example, Theorem 5.8 and Corollary 5.7. Section
6 uses the a priori estimates of the previous sections with well known existence theory
for parabolic equations to show that solutions in the classes considered in those sections
exist, even when the initial data is non-smooth. That is, solutions to Ricci DeTurck
flow exist, if the initial metric is locally in W 2,2 and has small local initial energy and
satisfies an L∞ bound with respect to h. The solutions obtained continue to have small
local energy and satisfy an L∞ bound. In Section 7 estimates are proved for solutions
to Ricci flow in a setting which includes the class of Ricci flows we construct using the
Ricci DeTurck flow of Section 6. In particular, it is shown in the setting of Section 7,
that a weak initial value of the Ricci flow exists.

In Section 8 a Ricci flow is constructed from the Ricci DeTurck flow of of Section 6 and
in Theorem 8.3, the relationship between the two solutions is investigated. In particular,
relations between the distance and the weak Riemannian metrics at time zero, as well as
the convergence properties as time goes to zero are stated. Further necessary Lemmata,
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Theorems, etc., that we require to prove this theorem are contained in Sections 7, 9 and
10.

Section 9 is concerned with convergence properties of Riemannian metrics in certain
Sobolev spaces, and Section 10 is concerned with a definition of distance/respectively
convergence properties of distances for Riemannian metrics defined in certain Sobolev
spaces. Theorem 11.2 in Section 11 proves uniqueness of the Ricci DeTurck solutions in
a class which includes the class of solutions that are constructed in this paper.

In Section 12 we present an application for W 2,2 ∩ L∞ metrics with scalar curvature
bounded from below in the weak sense.

Appendix A,B,C,D are technical appendices containing certain estimates, statements,
the calculation/verification of which, are not included in the other sections of the paper,
in order to facilitate reading.

Appendix A contains a short time existence result for Ricci DeTurck flow, using the
method of W.-X. Shi. In Appendix B we state and prove some facts about Sobolev
inequalities and norms thereof adapted to the setting of the paper. Appendix C contains
estimates for ordinary differential equations which are required at many points in the
paper.

Appendix D contains statements which compare pointwise norms and Lp norms of dif-
ferent Riemannian metrics. The estimates contained in the statements are also used at
many points of the paper.

4. L∞- and C1-estimates of the Ricci DeTurck flow

In this section we derive an a priori L∞ time independent bound on the evolving metric
g, and show that the gradient thereof is bounded by 1√

t
under the a priori assumptions

that: we have an L∞ bound 1
ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah at time zero, the W 2,2 norm of the solution

restricted to balls of radius one are small, and the time interval being considered has
small length, where here the notion of small depends on n and a.

As a first Lemma, we show that if we already have a L∞ and a time dependent gradient
bound, then all other derivatives may be estimated.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M,h) be n dimensional and satisfy (2.4) and g(·, t)t∈[0,T ), T ≤ 1 be
a smooth family of metrics which solves (1.1) and satisfies the a priori bounds

1

a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ ah(4.1)

sup
x∈M

|h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ b

t
,

for all t ∈ [0, T ) and some 1 < a, b < ∞. Then for all i ∈ N there exist constants
Ni = Ni(a, b, n, h) such that

(4.2) sup
x∈M

|h∇i
g|2(x, t) ≤ Ni

ti

for all t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. We start with the case i = 2. Let g(·, t)t∈[0,T ), T ≤ 1 be a solution to (1.1) which
satisfies (4.1). Let N2 ∈ N be large (to be determined in the proof) and assume that
(4.2) doesn’t hold. That is, for N := N2, there exists a 0 < t0 < T and an x0 ∈M such

that |h∇2
g|2(x0, t0) > N

t20
. Define g̃(x, t) := cg(x, t

c ) and h̃(y) = ch(y) for a c > 0 to be
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chosen. Then g̃(t) solves the h̃ -flow for t ∈ [0, T c) and we have the scaling relations

|h̃∇
i
g̃|2(x, t) = c−i|h∇i

g|2(x, t
c
).

By choosing c =
√
N√
V t0

, we get a solution g̃ which has

1

a
h̃ ≤ g̃(t) ≤ ah̃

sup
x∈M

|h̃∇g̃|2(x, t) ≤ b

t

|h̃∇
2
g̃|2(x0,

√

N

V
) ≥ V

for all t ∈ [0, t0c] = [0,
√

N
V ]. This implies |h̃∇g̃|2(t) ≤ b

t ≤ b√
N
V −10

≤ ε for t ∈

(−10 +
√

N
V ,
√

N
V ] for any ε > 0 as long as N = N(b, V, n, ε) is chosen large enough. In

that which follows we use once again g to denote the solution g̃ and h to denote h̃. That
is, we have a smooth solution g(t)

t∈[0,
√

N
V ]

of the Ricci DeTurck flow with

1

a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ ah

sup
x∈M

|h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ ε

|h∇2
g|2(x0,

√

N

V
) ≥ V

for all t ∈ (−10 +
√

N
V ,
√

N
V ]. As shown in [28], the evolution for |h∇m

g|2 is given by

∂

∂t
|h∇m

g|2(x, t) = gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇
m
g|2(x, t) − 2gij(x, t)(h∇i

h∇m
g, h∇j

h∇m
g)h(x, t)

+
∑

0≤k1,k2,...,km+2≤m+1,
k1+...+km+2≤m+2

h∇k1
g(x, t) ∗ h∇k2

g(x, t) ∗ . . . h∇km+2
g(x, t) ∗ h∇m

g ∗ P (h)k1k2...km+2(x, t)

(4.3)

where

P (h)k1,...,km+2(x, t) = P (h)k1,...,km+2(x, t)(g, g
−1,Rm(h), h∇Rm(h), . . . , h∇m

Rm(h))

is a polynomial in the terms appearing in the brackets, and

gij(h∇iT,
h∇jT ) = gijhs1r1hs2r2 . . . hsmrmh∇iTs1...sm

h∇jTr1...rm

for a (0 m) tensor T . We have |P (h)|2(x, t) ≤ c(a,m, n) since without loss of generality,
the norm of the curvature of h ( after scaling ) and all its derivatives up to order m are
bounded by a constant (see (2.4)). In particular, for m = 1 we obtain

∂

∂t
|h∇g|2(x, t)− gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ −2gij(x, t)(h∇i
h∇g, h∇j

h∇g)h(x, t)

+
∑

0≤k1,k2,k3≤2,
k1+k2+k3≤3

h∇k1
g(x, t) ∗ h∇k2

g(x, t) ∗ h∇k3
g(x, t) ∗ h∇g ∗ P (h)k1k2k3(x, t)

≤ −2gij(x, t)(h∇i
h∇g, h∇j

h∇g)(x, t)
+ c(n, a)|h∇g|(|h∇2

g||h∇g|+ |h∇2
g|+ |h∇g|3 + |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ c(n, a)).(4.4)

Here c(n, a) denotes a constant which may change from line to line but only depends on
n and a. Combinations of constants involving b, a, n multiplied by ε shall sometimes be

written as ε. In what follows, we restrict ourselves to the region t ∈ (−10 +
√

N
V ,
√

N
V ].
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Using supx∈M |h∇g|(x, t) ≤ ε ≤ 1 for all t ∈ (−10 +
√

N
V ,
√

N
V ] and 1

ah ≤ g ≤ ah we get

∂

∂t
|h∇g|2(x, t)− gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ −2

a
|h∇2

g|2(x, t)

+ c(n, a)ε|(|h∇2
g|ε+ |h∇2

g|+ 3ε+ c(n, a))

≤ −2

a
|h∇2

g|2(x, t) + c(n, a)ε|h∇2
g|+ c(n, a)ε

≤ −1

a
|h∇2

g|2(x, t) + c(n, a)ε

in view of Young’s inequality. Similarly we estimate

∂

∂t
|h∇2

g|2(x, t)− gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇
2
g|2(x, t)

≤ −2

a
|h∇3

g|2 +
∑

0≤k1,k2,,k3,k4≤3,
k1+...+k4≤4

h∇k1
g(x, t) ∗ . . . h∇k4

g(x, t) ∗ h∇2
g ∗ P (h)k1k2k3k4(x, t)

≤ −2

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)|h∇2
g|
(

|h∇3
g|(|h∇g|+ c(n, a)) + |h∇2

g|(|h∇2
g|+ |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ c(n, a))

(4.5)

+ |h∇g|(|h∇g|3 + |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ c(n, a)) + c(n, a)
)

≤ −2

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)|h∇2
g|(|h∇3

g|c(n, a) + |h∇2
g|2 + c(n, a))

≤ −1

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)|h∇2
g|+ c(n, a)|h∇2

g|3

≤ −1

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)|h∇2
g|3 + c(n, a),

where we have used Young’s inequality a number of times. Combining these two evolution

inequalities, we see that f = (|h∇g|2 + 1)(|h∇2
g|2) satisfies

∂

∂t
f − gijh∇2

ijf

≤ −1

a
|h∇2

g|4 + ε|h∇2
g|2

+ (|h∇g|2 + 1)(−1

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)|h∇2
g|3 + c(n, a))

− 2gijh∇i(|h∇g|2 + 1)h∇j(|h∇
2
g|2)

≤ − 1

2a
|h∇2

g|4 − 1

a
|h∇3

g|2 + c(n, a)(1 + |h∇g|2)(1 + |h∇2
g|3) + c(n, a)|h∇g||h∇2

g|2|h∇3
g|

for the t that we are considering.

Now using once again that supx∈M |h∇g|(x, t) ≤ ε, which is true by assumption, we see
that

∂

∂t
f − gijh∇2

ijf ≤ −(1/4a)f2 + c(n, a).

Standard techniques (cut off function and a Bernstein type argument: see [29] or [30])

now show that f ≤ c1(n, a) at t =
√

N
V which implies that |h∇2

g|2 ≤ c1(n, a) at t =
√

N
V

and this contradicts the estimate |h∇2
g|2(x0,

√

N
V ) ≥ V if V = max(100c1(n, a), r(h,m)),

where r(h,m) is chosen large so that the curvature of h and all of its covariant derivatives
up to order m = 2 are bounded by one after scaling (which was used in the proof).

For the readers convenience, we explain the Bernstein type argument in more detail. By

translating in time, we may assume that the time
√

N
V corresponds to time 10 and the

time
√

N
V − 10 corresponds to time zero. We multiply f by a cut off function η in space
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(with support in a Ball B1(y0) ball around any point y0) and such that |h∇η|2
η ≤ C. Next

we consider a point (x0, t0) ∈ B1(0) × [0, 10] where tηf achieves its positive maximum
(assuming f is not identically zero). The point x0 must be in the interior of B1(0), since
the support of η is contained in B1(0)), and t0 must be larger than zero, since tηf = 0
for t = 0, and hence , by calculating at (x0, t0), we obtain

0 ≤ ∂

∂t
(tfη)

≤ gijh∇2

ij(tfη)−
1

4a
tf2η − 2gijh∇i(tf)

h∇jη

−(tf)gijh∇2

ijη + tc(n, a)η + fη

≤ − 1

4a

(tηf)2

ηt
− 2gijh∇i(tfη)

h∇jη

η
+ c(n, a)tf

|h∇η|2
η

+ c(n, a)
ftη

η
+ c(n, a) + fη

≤ − 1

4a

(ηtf)2

ηt
+ c(n, a)

ftη

ηt
+ c(n, a),

where we used that h∇i(tfη)(x0, t0) = 0 and Young’s inequality. Multipying by tη, we
see that 1

4a (ηtf)
2(x0, t0)− c(n, a)(tη)f(x0, t0) ≤ c(n, a) and hence f(x0, t0)η(x0, t0)t0 ≤

ĉ(n, a)η(x0, t0)t0 which implies f(x0, t0) ≤ c(n, a).

Next we assume by induction that for i ≥ 2

sup
x∈M

|h∇m
g|2(x, t) ≤ Nm

tm

for all m ≤ i, t ∈ [0, T ) and we want to show that there exists a constant Ni+1 so that

sup
x∈M

|h∇i+1
g|2(x, t) ≤ Ni+1

ti+1

for all t ∈ [0, T ). Again we argue by contradiction. For this we assume that there is a
large constant N (to be determined later) and x0 ∈M resp. 0 < t0 < T so that

|h∇i+1
g|2(x0, t0) > N/ti+1

0 .

Using the same scaling argument as above we can arrange that we obtain a solution g of
the h-flow so that

1

a
h ≤g ≤ ah,

sup
x∈M

|h∇m
g|2(x, t) ≤ε ∀t ∈ (−10 +

i+1

√

N

V
,

i+1

√

N

V
], m ≤ i

|h∇i+1
g|2(x0, i+1

√

N

V
) ≥V.

As before, resp. as in the paper of Shi, ([29], proof of Lemma 4.2), we now obtain

∂

∂t
|h∇i

g|2 ≤ gjkh∇2

jk|h∇
i
g|2 − 1

2a
|h∇i+1

g|2 + c(i, n, a)

and

∂

∂t
|h∇i+1

g|2 ≤ gjkh∇2

jk|h∇
i+1

g|2 − 1

2a
|h∇i+2

g|2 + c(i, n, a)|h∇i+1
g|2 + c(i, n, a).

for all t ∈ (−10 + i+1

√

N
V ,

i+1

√

N
V ]: The first estimates |h∇g|2(·, t) + |h∇2

g|2(·, t) ≤ c/t

simplify the calculation for general i ≥ 2 (See (4.3) ). Calculating as before we thus

obtain for f := |h∇i+1
g|2(1 + |h∇i

g|2) that

∂tf − gjk(h∇2

jkf) ≤ − 1

4a
f2 + c(i, n, a)

for all t ∈ (−10 + i+1

√

N
V ,

i+1

√

N
V ] and we obtain the same contradiction as before. �
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Now we show that if we have L∞ control on our initial metric and the L2 norm of the
gradient and the second gradient of g remain locally, uniformly small, then we have an
estimate on the L∞ norm of the evolving metric (and its inverse) and a time dependent
gradient estimate.

Theorem 4.2. For every 1 ≤ a ∈ R n ∈ N there exist (small) ε0(a, n), S1(a, n) > 0 such
that the following holds. Let g0 be smooth and satisfy

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah(4.6)

where (M,h) is an n -dimensional manifold satisfying (2.4), and assume that we have a
smooth solution g to (1.1) on [0, T ] which satisfies

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g|n2 + |h∇2
g|n2 )(t)dh ≤ ε0(4.7)

for all x ∈ M for all t ∈ [0, T ] where T < 1. We also assume supM×[0,T ] |h∇g|2 +

|h∇2
g|2+|h∇3

g|2+F+ϕ <∞, where ϕ(x, t) := gij(x, t)hij(x) and F (x, t) := gij(x, t)h
ij(x).

Then

1

20na
h < g(t) <20nah(4.8)

sup
x∈M

|h∇g|2(x, t) <1

t
(4.9)

for all t ≤ S1(n, a).

Remark 4.3. The functions ϕ(x, t) := gij(x, t)hij(x) and F (x, t) := gij(x, t)h
ij(x) are

both well defined smooth functions. The assumption that

(4.10) sup
M×[0,T ]

|h∇g|2 + |h∇2
g|2 + |h∇3

g|2 + F + ϕ <∞

is always satisfied on a compact manifold due to smoothness and compactness.

We will use this result in the proof of Theorem 6.1 and in that situation this condition
is satisfied.

Proof. We may replace the condition (4.7), by the scale invariant condition
ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g|n + |h∇2
g|n2 )dh ≤ ε0(4.11)

for all x ∈M for all t ∈ [0, T ] in view of (v) in Lemma B.1 of Appendix B, after replacing
c(n)ε0 by ε0. Let δ = δ(n, a) = 1

(an)100 << 1 (we are assuming n ≥ 2). Let

S1 = sup{s ∈ [0, T ] | 1

20na
h ≤ g(t) ≤ 20nah and sup

x∈M
|h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ δ

t
hold on [0, s]}.

We have S1 > 0 due to the inequality (4.10) and the fact that g satisfies (1.1). Next we
want to show that S1 can be bounded from below by a constant depending only on n
and a.

For this we argue by contradiction and we assume that S1 is extremely small, so that if
we rescale the background metric h by 1/S1, then the resulting Riemannian manifold is
as close to the standard euclidean space R

n on balls as large as we like in the Ck norm
(k ∈ N chosen as we please) in geodesic coordinates, due to the conditions on h, as we
explained at the beginning of the paper.

Let us now scale g and h via g̃(x, t) = cg(x, t
c ), h̃ = ch with c = 1/S1 >> 1. We denote g̃

and h̃ once again by g resp. h. We have for the rescaled solution that 1 = S1 = sup{s ∈
[0, T )| (4.8) and (4.9) hold on [0, s]} and (4.11) still holds, and hence, (4.7) holds, in view
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of Hölder’s inequality, after replacing c(n)ε0 by ε0. Due to the definition of S1(= 1), the
smoothness of all metrics and (4.10) we see that,

1
20nah ≤ g ≤ 20nah

supx∈M |h∇g|2(x, t) ≤ δ
t

for all t ∈ [0, 1], and there must exist a point x0 ∈M with either

(a) g(x0, 1)(v, v) <
1

10na
h(x0)(v, v) =

1

10na
for some h length one vector v, or

(b) g(x0, 1)(v, v) > 10nah(v, v) = 10na

for some h length one vector v, or

(c) |h∇g|2(x0, 1) >
δ

2
,

otherwise, using the the smoothness of g and (4.10), we get a contradiction to the defi-
nition of S1 = 1.

We rule out the case (c) first. We argue by contradiction and by the smoothness Lemma
4.1, we know that |h∇g|2(·, 1) ≥ δ

4 on a ball of radius R(n, a, δ) = R(n, a) > 0 around
x0, and hence

ε0 ≥
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g|2(y, 1) dh(y) ≥ δ(n, a)

8
ωn(R(n, a, δ))

n

which leads to a contradiction if ε0 = ε0(n, a) is chosen small enough. Note that here
we used that the manifold is very close to the euclidean space. This contradiction shows
that (c) doesn’t occur.

Now we rule out (a) and (b). Note that in our case
ˆ

B1(x)

ϕ(y, 0) dh(y) ≤
ˆ

B1(x)

na dh(y) ≤ 3

2
ωnna resp.(4.12)

ˆ

B1(x)

F (y, 0) dh(y) ≤
ˆ

B1(x)

na dh(y) ≤ 3

2
ωnna,(4.13)

where we have used the initial conditions (4.6). From the evolution equation for g, we
have

∂

∂t

ˆ

B1(x)

ϕdh ≤ c(n, a)

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g|2 + |h∇2
g|+ |Rm(h)|)dh ≤ CS(n)c(n, a)(ε0)

2
n

∂

∂t

ˆ

B1(x)

Fdh ≤ c(n, a)

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g|2 + |h∇2
g|+ |Rm(h)|)dh ≤ CS(n)c(n, a)(ε0)

2
n

and thus

(

ˆ

B1(x0)

ϕ(x, 1)dh(x)) ≤
ˆ

B1(x0)

ϕ0dh+ CS(n)c(n, a)(ε0)
2
n

≤ (3/2)ωnnra+ c(n, a)(ε0)
2
n

≤ 2ωnna

(

ˆ

B1(x0)

F (x, 1)dh(x)) ≤
ˆ

B1(x0)

F0dh+ c(n, a)(ε0)
2
n

≤ (3/2)ωnna+ c(n, a)(ε0)
2
n ≤ 2ωnna

if ε0(n, a) is sufficiently small. Here we used the initial conditions (4.12) and (4.13)

freely, and the Hölder and Sobiolev inequalities to obtain
´

B1(x)
(|h∇g|2 + |h∇2

g|dh ≤
CS(n)c(n, a)(ε0)

2
n . In particular, there must be a point y0 in B1(x0) with ϕ(y0, 1) ≤ 4na

and a point y1 in B1(x0) with F (y1, 1) ≤ 4na. First we consider ϕ. At y0 we choose a basis
so that hij(y0) = δij and gij(y0, 1) = λiδij is diagonal. Then we see that ϕ(y0, 1) ≤ 4na
implies that λi ≥ 1

4na for each i ∈ 1, . . . , n and hence g(y0, 1) ≥ 1
4nah(y0). Using the
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fact that |h∇g| ≤ δ and that (M,h) is very close to the standard R
n, in particular

|Γ(h)ijk(x)| ≤ η0 in geodesic coordinates on a ball of radius 10 centred at x0 where η0
as small as we like, we get |∂igkl| ≤ δ + σ(η0, a, n) with σ(η0, a, n) → 0 as η0 → 0
and hence, without loss of generality, σ(η0, a, n) ≤ δ, that is |∂igkl| ≤ 2δ = 2

(an)100

on B1(x0) in geodesic coordinates (for h). This combined with g(y0, 1) ≥ 1
4nah(y0),

and the fact that (1 − η0)δij ≤ hij ≤ (1 + η0)δij ( η0 as small as we like ) leads to
gij(y, 1) ≥ ( 1

4na − 4
(an)100 )hij(y) ≥ 1

8nahij(y) for all y ∈ B1(x0) which contradicts the fact

that g(x0, 1)(v, v) <
1

10nah(x0)(v, v) =
1

10na . Hence (a) doesn’t occur. The argument to
show that (b) doesn’t occur is essentially the same.

�

5. Preservation of smallness of the W 2,2 Energy and W 2,2 continuity of g
in time

In this section we consider smooth four dimensional solutions to the Ricci DeTurck flow
which satisfy 1

ah ≤ g(t) ≤ ah for some uniform constant a and our fixed background

metric h, and whose initial W 2,2-energy is locally small. Under these assumptions, we
prove an estimate on the growth of the localW 2,2-energy, which shows that this smallness
is preserved under the flow, if the time interval being considered is small enough. We
see, in Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.8, that these estimates also imply estimates on the
modulus of continuity of the local L2 and W 2,2-energy of a solution, respectively limits
of smooth solutions to (1.1).

Theorem 5.1. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4). For all 0 < a ∈ R,
there exists a δ = δ(a) > 0 such that for any smooth solution g ∈ C∞(M × [0, T )) of the
Ricci-DeTurck flow with

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ δ and

1

a
h(·) ≤ g(·, t) ≤ ah(·)

for all t ∈ [0, T ), the following holds : For every 1
2 ≤ R0 < R1 ≤ 2 there exists an

V (R0, R1, a) > 0 such that
ˆ

BR0 (x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh

≤
ˆ

BR1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, 0)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, 0)|2)dh+ V (R0, R1, a)t

for any x0 ∈M , for all t ∈ [0, T ).

Remark 5.2. The condition supx∈M

´

B1(x)
(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2

g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ δ means we

restrict to the class of solutions which stay locally small in W 2,2. Later we will see that
this is not a restriction for the solutions that we construct, starting with initial data
which is locally sufficiently small in W 2,2, as they do indeed satisfy this condition.

Remark 5.3. The constant V (R0, R1, a) → ∞ for R0 ր R1.

Corollary 5.4. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4). For all 0 < b ∈ R,
there exists a δ = δ(b) > 0 and universal constant c0 > 0 such that the following holds.
For every ε > 0 there exists an S2 = S2(b, ε) > 0 such that if g ∈ C∞(M × [0, T )) is a
smooth solution to the Ricci-DeTurck flow with initial data g0 which satisfies

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ δ and

1

b
h(·) ≤ g(·, t) ≤ bh(·)
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for all t ∈ [0, T ), and for some x0 ∈M we have
ˆ

B2(x0)

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh ≤ ε.

Then
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh ≤ 3

2
ε,

for all t ∈ [0, S2) ∩ [0, T ).

Proof of Corollary 5.4. Theorem 5.1 implies
ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh

≤
ˆ

B2(x0)

(|h∇g(·, 0)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, 0)|2)dh+ V (R0, R1, b)t

≤ ε+ V (1, 2, b)t

≤ 3

2
ε

for t ≤ ε
2V (1,2,b) =: S2 ✷

Before proving Theorem 5.1 we need a version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 5.5. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4), 1
2 ≤ R0 < R1 ≤ 2 and

g be a smooth metric on M satisfying 1
ag ≤ h ≤ ag, x ∈ M and η ∈ C∞

c (BR1(x0)) be
a standard cut-off function which is equal to 1 on BR0(x) and equal to zero outside of
BR1+R0

2
(x0) : We choose η so that

√
η ∈ C∞(BR1(x)) with |h∇η| ≤ c(R1, R0) for some

constant c(R1, R0). Then there exists a C = C(a,R0, R1) and a B = B(a) such that

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh ≤

(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh

)
1
2
(

ˆ

BR1 (x)

(Bη4|h∇3
g|2 + C|h∇2

g|2)dh
)

ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|6dh ≤B
(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh

)
1
2
(

ˆ

BR1 (x)

η4|h∇3
g|2dh

)

+ C

(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇g|2dh
)

1
2
(

ˆ

BR1(x)

(|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2)dh

)

+ C

(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh

)
3
2

.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. In the following C refers to a constant which depends on a,R0, R1

and B refers to a constant which only depends on a . Both constants may vary from line
to line, but continue to be denoted by C respectively B. Using Hölder’s inequality and

the Sobolev inequality applied to the function f = η2|h∇2
g|, we obtain

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh ≤(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh) 1

2 (

ˆ

M

η8|h∇2
g|4dh) 1

2

≤(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh) 1

2

(

ˆ

BR1(x)

(Bη4|h∇3
g|2 + Cη2|h∇2

g|2)dh
)

,

(5.1)
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which is the first estimate. For the second estimate we integrate by parts with respect
one of the covariant derivatives h∇ and use Hölder’s inequality, to get
ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|6dh ≤B
ˆ

M

(

η4|g||h∇g|4|h∇2
g|+ Cη3|g||h∇g|5

)

dh

≤B
(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|6dh
)

2
3

(

(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh) 1

3 + C(

ˆ

M

η|h∇g|3dh) 1
3

)

which implies,

ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|6dh ≤B
ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh+ C

ˆ

M

η|h∇g|3dh

≤B
ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh+ C(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇g|2dh) 1
2 · (
ˆ

M

(
√
η|h∇g|)4dh) 1

2 .

Using (5.1) to estimate the first term of the right hand side of this inequality, and the
Sobolev inequality, applied to the function

√
η|h∇g| to estimate the second term, we

conclude
ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|6dh ≤B
ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|3dh+ C(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇g|2dh) 1
2 · (
ˆ

M

(
√
η|h∇g|)4dh) 1

2

≤B(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh) 1

2

(

ˆ

BR1 (x)

(η4|h∇3
g|2 + C|h∇2

g|2)dh
)

+ C(

ˆ

BR1 (x)

|h∇g|2dh) 1
2

(

ˆ

BR1(x)

(|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2)dh

)

,

as required. Note, with loss of generality |h∇√
η| ≤ C1(n = 4) : if not replace η by η2.

✷

In the following proof, C will once again be a constant which may change from line to
line and depends on a,R0, R1, and B denotes a constant which can change from line to
line but only depends on a.
Proof of Theorem 5.1. Using equation (4.4), and Young’s inequality, we see that

∂

∂t
|h∇g|2 − gijh∇2

ij |h∇g|2 +
2

a
|h∇2

g|2

≤ B|h∇g|
(

|h∇2
g||h∇g|+ |h∇2

g|+ |h∇g|3 + |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ 1
)

≤ 1

2a
|h∇2

g|2 +B(|h∇g|4 + 1)(5.2)

Integration by parts (once), and Young’s inequality yields

|
ˆ

M

η4gijh∇2

ij |h∇g|2dh| ≤B
ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|2|h∇2
g|dh+ C

ˆ

M

η3|h∇g||h∇2
g|dh,

≤ 1

2a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2 + C

ˆ

M

η2(|h∇g|4 + 1)dh,(5.3)

for η a standard cut-off function as in Lemma 5.5. Multiplying the above differential
inequality (5.2) with η4, integrating and using the inequality (5.3), we get

∂

∂t
(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|2dh) + 2

a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2dh

≤ 1

2a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2dh+ C

ˆ

M

η2(|h∇g|4 + 1)dh

≤ 1

2a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2dh+ C

(

ˆ

BR1(x0)

(|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2 + 1)dh

)2

,
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where we used the Sobolev inequality, applied to the function f =
√
η|h∇g|, and |h∇√

η|2 =
|h∇η|2

4η ≤ C in the last step. Absorbing the first term on the right hand side into the left

hand side and integrating from 0 to S we conclude
ˆ

M

η4|h∇g|2(·, S)dh ≤
ˆ

M

η4|h∇g0|2dh+ CS(δ + 1)2

for all S ∈ [0, T ]. Now we turn to the corresponding estimate for the second derivatives.
Recalling (4.5) and using Young’s inequality, we see that

∂

∂t
|h∇2

g|2(x, t)− gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇
2
g|2 + 2

a
|h∇3

g|2(x, t)

≤B|h∇2
g|
(

|h∇3
g|(|h∇g|+ 1)

+ |h∇2
g|(|h∇2

g|+ |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ 1)

+ |h∇g|(|h∇g|3 + |h∇g|2 + |h∇g|+ 1) + 1
)

≤ 1

2a
|h∇3

g|2 +B
(

|h∇2
g|3 + |h∇2

g|2 + |h∇g|6 + |h∇g|2 + 1)

holds. As above, we note that integration by parts (once) followed by applications of
Young’s inequality yields

|
ˆ

M

η4gij(x, t)h∇2

ij |h∇
2
g|2(x, t)dh| ≤B

ˆ

M

η4|h∇g||h∇2
g||h∇3

g|dh

+ C

ˆ

M

η3|h∇2
g||h∇3

g|dh,

≤
ˆ

M

η4

4a
|h∇3

g|2 +Bη4|h∇g|2|h∇2
g|2dh

+ C

ˆ

M

η2|h∇2
g|2dh,

≤
ˆ

M

η4

4a
|h∇3

g|2 +Bη4|h∇2
g|3 +Bη4|h∇g|6 + Cη2|h∇2

g|2dh

Multiplying the differential inequality for |h∇2
g|2 again with η4, integrating and using

the above two estimates, we obtain

∂

∂t
(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2dh) + 1

a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇3
g|2dh

≤
ˆ

BR1

Bη4(|h∇2
g|3 + |h∇g|6)dh+ C(|h∇2

g|2 + |h∇g|2 + 1)dh.

Using the estimates from Lemma 5.5, and the assumption, with this estimate, we see
that this implies

∂

∂t
(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2) + 1

4a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇3
g|2dh

≤C
ˆ

BR1

(

|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2 + 1

)

+ C
(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh

)
3
2

+ C
(

ˆ

BR1

|h∇g|2dh
)

1
2
(

ˆ

BR1

|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2dh

)

+B
(

ˆ

BR1(x)

|h∇2
g|2dh

)
1
2
(

ˆ

BR1

η4|h∇3
g|2dh

)

≤C
(

ˆ

BR1

|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2 + 1dh

)

+ C
(

ˆ

BR1

|h∇2
g|2 + |h∇g|2 + 1dh

)2

+Bδ

ˆ

BR1

η4|h∇3
g|2dh
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and hence
∂

∂t
(

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2dh) + 1

8a

ˆ

M

η4|h∇3
g|2dh ≤ C(δ + 1)2

if B(a)δ ≤ 1
10a . Integration in time from 0 to S gives

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g|2(·, S)dh ≤

ˆ

M

η4|h∇2
g0|2dh+ CS(δ + 1)2

as required. ✷

Lemma 5.6. Let (M,h) be n-dimensional and satisfy (2.4), g be a smooth solution to
(1.1) on M × (0, T ], T ≤ 1 and assume that there exist 0 < a ∈ R, δ ∈ R so that

1

a
h ≤ g(·, t) ≤ ah and

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1

|h∇g(·, t)|2dh ≤ δ ∀ t ∈ (0, T ],

K0 := sup
x∈M

|Rm(h)| ≤ 1

Then there exists a B = B(n, a) such that
ˆ

B1(x)

|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh ≤ B(δ +K0)|t− s|,
ˆ

B1(x)

|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh ≤ B(δ +K0)|t− s|,

|
ˆ

B1(x)

|g(·, t)|2 − |g(·, s)|2dh| ≤ B(δ +K0)|t− s|,

and

|
ˆ

B1(x)

|g−1(·, t)|2 − |g−1(·, s)|2dh| ≤ B(δ +K0)|t− s|,

for all x ∈M for all t, s ∈ (0, T ] and for all x ∈M .

Corollary 5.7. Let (M,h) be n-dimensional and satisfy (2.4), g be a smooth solution
to (1.1) on M × [0, T ], T ≤ 1 and assume that there exist 0 < a ∈ R, δ ∈ R so that

1

a
h ≤ g(·, t) ≤ ah and

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1

|h∇g(·, t)|2dh ≤ δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ],

K0 := sup
x∈M

|Rm(h)| ≤ 1

Then there exists a B = B(n, a) such that
ˆ

B1(x)

|g(·, t)− g(·, 0)|2dh ≤ B(δ +K0)|t,
ˆ

B1(x)

|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, 0)|2dh ≤ B(δ +K0)|t,

|
ˆ

B1(x)

|g(·, t)|2 − |g(·, 0)|2dh| ≤ B(δ +K0)t

and

|
ˆ

B1(x)

|g−1(·, t)|2 − |g−1(·, 0)|2dh| ≤ B(δ +K0)t,

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and for all x ∈M .

Proof of Corollary 5.7. For any sequence ti → 0 and any x ∈M , we have
´

B1(x)
|g(·, t)−

g(·, ti)|2dh ≤ B(δ+1)|t−ti|. Letting i→ ∞ implies the first estimate view of the smooth-
ness of the solution. The other estimates follow with an almost identical argument. ✷
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Proof of Lemma 5.6: We calculate for a standard cut-off function η with η = 1 on B1(x)
and η = 0 on (B2(x))

c and |h∇η|2 ≤ c(n)|η| that
∂

∂t
(e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh)

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η
∂

∂t
hikhjl(g(t)ij − g(s)ij)((g(t)kl − g(s)kl)dh

−B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjl
∂

∂t
g(t)ij((g(t)kl − g(s)kl)dh

−B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjlL(g(t), h)ij(g(t)kl − g(s)kldh)

−B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g(t)|2 +K0 + |h∇g(s)|2)dh

+ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh

−B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)− g(·, s)|2dh

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)(δ +K0),

where L(g(t), h)ij is the right hand side of the equation (1.1), and we used integration
by parts, with respect to h∇, in the second to last step, and a covering of B2(x) by c(n)
balls of radius one in the last step. Integrating from s to t implies the first estimate.
Also,

∂

∂t
(e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh)

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η
∂

∂t
hikhjl(g(t)

ij − g(s)ij)(g(t)kl − g(s)kl)dh

− B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjlgivgjw
∂

∂t
g(t)vw((g(t)

kl − g(s)kl)dh

− B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjlgivgjwL(g(t), h)vw((g(t)kl − g(s)kl)dh)

− B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g(t)|2 +K0 + |h∇g(s)|2)dh

+ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh

− B(n, a)e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g−1(·, t)− g−1(·, s)|2dh

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)(δ +K0).

Integrating from s to t implies the second estimate.



22 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

Also,

∂

∂t
(e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh)

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η
∂

∂t
hikhjlg(t)ijg(t)kldh−Be−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh)

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjl
∂

∂t
g(t)ijg(t)kldh−Be−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh)

= e−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

2ηhikhjlL(g(t), h)ijg(t)kldh−Be−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh)

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g(t)|2 +K0)dh+Be−B(n,a)tB(n, a)

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh

−Be−B(n,a)t

ˆ

M

η|g(·, t)|2dh)

≤ e−B(n,a)tB(n, a)(δ +K0),

where we used integration by parts in the second to last step. Integrating from s to t
implies the third estimate. The fourth estimate follows similarly. �

The previous Lemma showed us that solutions which are smooth onM× [0, T ] and whose
W 1,2 energy is bounded on balls of radius one by δ, and which are uniformly (independent
of time) equivalent to h, 1

ah ≤ g(t) ≤ ah, converge strongly in the L2 norm back to g0
as time goes to zero, and the rate of convergence depends only on a, n and δ. If we
only assume that the solution is smooth on M × (0, T ), then the previous Lemma shows
us that the solution is Cauchy in the L2(B1(x)) norm in time, and hence there exists
a well defined L2

loc limit, g0 at time t = 0 on M . In the four dimensional setting, the
assumption that the solution is bounded in W 2,2(B1(x)) for all x ∈M means that there
must be a sequence of times ti, such that g(ti) converge weakly in H := W 2,2(B1(x))
back to g0 ∈ H (the details are given in the proof of Theorem 5.8.). The estimates of

Lemma 5.5, show us that in fact the convergence is also strong in W 2,2
loc , if the solution

is a limit of smooth solutions, whose initial data converge locally strongly in W 2,2, as
is explained in the following theorem. Note that this is precisely the situation which we
study in the next section.

Theorem 5.8. For all 0 < a ∈ R there exists δ = δ(a) so that the following holds. Let
(M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4) and (M, g(t), p)t∈(0,T ] be the smooth limit,
on compact subsets of M × (0, T ], of (M, g(i)(t), pi)|t∈(0,T ] as i → ∞ of a sequence of
smooth solutions g(i) to (1.1) defined on M × [0, T ] which satisfy

1

a
h ≤ g(i)(·, t) ≤ ah and(5.4)

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g(i)(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(i)(·, t)|2)dh ≤ δ(5.5)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Assume further that the initial data g(i)(·, 0) converge strongly locally

in W 2,2
loc to some g0 ∈ W 2,2

loc as i→ ∞, that is ‖g(i)(0)− g0‖W 2,2(K) → 0 for all compact

sets K ⊆ M as i → ∞. Then, g(t) → g0 as t ց 0 locally strongly in the W 2,2 norm,
that is

ˆ

B1(x)

|g(·, t)− g0(·)|2dh+

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇(g(·, t)− g0(·))|2(·, t)dh(5.6)

+

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇2
(g(·, t)− g0(·))|2(·, t)dh → 0

as tց 0, for any x ∈M .

Proof. The solutions g(i) defined on M × [0, T ] are smooth and satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem 5.1. Without loss of generality T ≤ 1. Hence, the conclusions of that theorem
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hold and we get
ˆ

BR0(x0)

(|h∇g(i)(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(i)(·, t)|2)dh

≤
ˆ

BR1 (x0)

(|h∇g(i)(·, 0)|2 + |h∇2
g(i)(·, 0)|2)dh+ V (R0, R1, a)t

for any x0 ∈ M and for all t ∈ [0, T ). The third estimate of Corollary 5.7 implies
additionally for any x0 ∈M and all t ∈ [0, T ), ( remembering T ≤ 1)

ˆ

BR0 (x0)

|g(i)(·, t)|2 dh ≤
ˆ

BR1(x0)

|g(i)(·, 0)|2dh+ V (R0, R1, a)t.

Letting i → ∞ for fixed t ∈ (0, T ), and using that the solutions converges smoothly

locally away from t = 0 and in the W 2,2
loc norm at time zero, we see that the limit solution

also satisfies
ˆ

BR0(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2 + |g(t)|2)dh

≤
ˆ

BR1(x0)

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2 + |g0|2)dh+ V (R0, R1, a)t(5.7)

for any x0 ∈M , for all t ∈ (0, T ), that is

‖g(t)‖2W 2,2(BR0 (x0))
≤ ‖g0‖2W 2,2(BR1 (x0))

+ V (R0, R1, a)t(5.8)

for any x0 ∈ M , for all t ∈ (0, T ), where ‖T ‖2W 2,2(BR0(x0))
:=
´

BR0(x0)
(|T |2h + |h∇T |2 +

|h∇2
T |2)dh for any zero-two tensor defined on BR0(x0) whose components are in W 2,2.

Furthermore, we have
´

B1(x0)
|g(t) − g0|2dh → 0 for t ց 0 in view of Corollary 5.7, and

the fact that g(i)(0) → g0 as i→ ∞ in the W 2,2
loc norm.

Fixing x0 ∈ M, and R0 := 1 we define the Hilbert space H := W 2,2(B1(x0)) to be
the space of zero-two tensors whose components are in W 2,2(B1(x0)) and whose scalar

product is defined by (T, S)H :=
´

B1(x0)
(T, S)h+(h∇T, h∇S)h+(h∇2

T, h∇2
S)hdh. Using

this notation, we may write (5.7) as

(g(t), g(t))H ≤ ‖g0‖2W 2,2(BR1 (x0))
+ V (R0, R1, a)t(5.9)

for all t ∈ (0, T ), for any 2 > R1 > R0 = 1. We are going to show that every sequence
(g(ti))i∈N with ti ց 0 contains a strongly converging subsequence with limit g0 in H .
This then clearly implies that g(s) → g0 in H as s ց 0 since otherwise we can find a
sequence ti → 0, and a δ > 0 s.t. ‖g(ti)− g0‖H > δ, and hence no subsequence of g(ti)
will converge to g0 in H , which would be a contradiction.

Now to the details. For any sequence of times 0 < ti → 0 as i → ∞, there exists a
subsequence, g(tij ) =: gij of g(ti) such that gij ⇀ z as j → ∞ for some z ∈ H, in view
of the definition of a Hilbert space and weak convergence.

But gij must then converge strongly to z in L2(B1(x0)) and hence z = g0. Setting

rj := tij this means we have g(rj) → g0 strongly in L2(B1(x0)) and g(rj) ⇀ g0 weakly

in H . It remains to show that g(rj) → g0 strongly in H =W 2,2(B1(x0)) for all x0 ∈M .

Assume that this is not true for some x0 ∈M . Then we can find a subsequence sk := rik ,

k ∈ N of (rk)k∈N and a δ > 0 such that ‖g(sk)− g0‖2H ≥ δ > 0 for all k ∈ N. But then

δ ≤ (g(sk)− g0, g(sk)− g0)H
= (g(sk), g(sk))H + (g0, g0)H − 2(g(sk), g0)H
= ‖g(sk)‖2H + ‖g0‖2H − 2(g(sk), g0)H

for all k ∈ N, and hence, using (5.9),

δ ≤ ‖g0‖2W 2,2(BR1(x0))
+ ‖g0‖2H − 2(g(sk), g0)H + V (1, R1, a)sk.(5.10)
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Since g0 in W 2,2(B2(x0)) (here we use the covering argument from Lemma B.1), there
must exist a 1 < R1 < 2 such that

‖g0‖2W 2,2(BR1(x0))
≤ ‖g0‖2H +

δ

8
and hence we obtain

δ ≤ 2 ‖g0‖2H − 2(g(sk), g0)H +
δ

8
+ V (1, R1, a)sk

for this choice of R1 independent of k ∈ N. Letting k → ∞, we obtain a contradiction,

since 2 ‖g0‖2H − 2(g(sk), g0)H → 0 as k → ∞. �

6. Existence and regularity

In this section we prove the main results for the Ricci DeTurck flow of data which is
initially W 2,2 .

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < a < ∞ and (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4). Then
there exists a constant ε1 = ε1(a) > 0 with the following properties. Assume g0 is

a smooth Riemannian metric on M which is uniformly bounded in W 2,2
loc ∩ L∞ in the

following sense:

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah(a)
ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh ≤ ε for all x ∈M,(b)

where ε ≤ ε1(a), and g0 satisfies

sup
M

|h∇i
g0|2 <∞

for all i ∈ N . Then there exists constants T = T (a, ε) > 0 and cj = cj(a, h) > 0, and a
smooth solution (g(t))t∈[0,T ] to (1.1) with g(·, 0) = g0(·) such that

1

400a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah(at)

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh < 2ε for all x ∈M, t ∈ [0, T ](bt)

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2 ≤ cj(a, h)

tj
(ct)

and
sup
M

|h∇j
g(t)|2 <∞

for all j ∈ N for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Using the existence theory for Parabolic equations, for example the method of
Shi, Theorem [29] Section 3 and 4 (which in turn uses Theorem 7.1, Section VII of [19]
) we see that we have a solution to (1.1) for a short time [0, V ] for some V > 0 and

supM×[0,V ] |h∇
j
g|2 < ∞ for all j ∈ N: See Theorem A.1. We assume, without loss of

generality, that ε1(a) ≤ ε0
4 = ε0(a,4)

4 , where ε0 is the constant from Theorem 4.2. Let

Ŝ := sup{t ∈ [0, V ] | (bt) holds for t ≤ Ŝ}: Ŝ > 0 due to smoothness (and boundedness
of covariant derivatives of g). We have |h∇g(·, t)| ≤ 1

t and 1
80ah ≤ g(t) ≤ 80ah, for

t ≤ min(Ŝ, S1(4, a)), in view of Theorem 4.2, where S1(4, a) is the constant from that

theorem. Hence, for such t ≤ min(S1(4, a), Ŝ), we have |h∇i
g(·, t)|2 ≤ Ni(80a,1,4,h)

ti in
view of Lemma 4.1. Also, using Corollary 5.4 with b = 80a, we can improve the estimate
(bt) to

´

B1(x)
(|h∇g|2 + |h∇g|2)dh ≤ 3

2ε < 2ε, for t ≤ min(S1(4, a), Ŝ, S2(b = 80a, ε)),

where S2(b, ε) > 0 is the constant from that Corollary, since 2ε ≤ 2ε1(a) < ε0 and
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without loss of generality, ε0 ≤ δ = δ(80a) , where δ is the constant appearing in that

corollary. Hence Ŝ ≥ min(S1(4, a), V, S2(b = 80a, ε)), and (at),(bt) and (ct) hold for
t ≤ min(S1(4, a), V, S2(b = 80a, ε)), with c1 = 2, ci = Ni(80a, 1, 4, h) for all i ∈ N, i ≥ 2.
Applying Theorem A.1 and repeating this argument as often as necessary, we may extend
this solution to a smooth solution g(t)t∈[0,T ] satisfying (at),(bt) and (ct) for t ≤ T :=

min(S1(4, a), S2(b = 80a, ε)). The estimates supM×[0,V ] |h∇
j
g|2 < ∞ for all j ∈ N and

(ct) guarantee that supM×[0,T ] |h∇
j
g|2 <∞ for all j ∈ N.

�

Remark 6.2. In the proof of Theorem 6.1 we obtained
´

B1(x)
(|h∇g(·, t)|2+|h∇2

g(·, t)|2)dh <
3
2ε for all x ∈M, t ∈ [0, T ], and 1

80ahg(t) ≤ 80ah for t ∈ [0, T ] : we will use these facts
in the proof of the next theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4) and ∞ > a > 1. Assume

g0 is a W 2,2
loc ∩ L∞ Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth, which satisfies (a) and

(b), where ε ≤ ε1(2a)
2 and ε1 is the constant from Theorem 6.1.

Then there exists a constant S = S(a, ε) > 0 and a smooth solution (g(t))t∈(0,S] to (1.1),
where g(t) satisfies (at),(bt) and (ct) for all x ∈M , for all t ∈ (0, S], and

ˆ

B1(x)

(|g0 − g(t)|2 + |h∇(g0 − g(t))|2 + |h∇2
(g0 − g(t))|2)dh→ 0(dt)

as t ց 0 for all x ∈ M . The solution is unique in the class of solutions satisfying
(at),(bt) , (ct) and (dt). The solution also satisfies the local estimates

sup
x∈B1(x0)

|h∇j
g(·, t)|2tj → 0 for t→ 0(et)

ˆ

B1(x0)

(|h∇g(·, t)|2 + |h∇2
g(·, t)|2)dh(ft)

≤
ˆ

BR(x0)

(|h∇g0(·)|2 + |h∇2
g0(·)|2)dh+ V (a,R)t

for all x0 ∈M , 2 > R > 1 for all t ≤ T, for some constant 0 < V (a,R) <∞.

Proof. Let R > 0 be given, and η :M → [0, 1] ⊆ R be a smooth cut-off function as in (iv)

of Lemma B.1: η = 1 on BR(x0), η = 0 onM\(BCR(x0)), |h∇2
η|+ |h∇η|2/η ≤ C

R2 onM

(here n = 4), |h∇i
η|2 ≤ ci(h) for all i ∈ N. We mollify the metric g0 everywhere locally, to

obtain a metric ĝ0,R, which is smooth, and then define g0,R(·) := η(·)ĝ0,R(·)+(1−η(·))h(·).
We choose the mollification fine enough to guarantee that g0,R(·) → g0 in W 2,2(Br(0))
for all r > 0 fixed as R → ∞ and so that (a), and (b) still hold for g0,R up to a factor
10
9 , for all R > 0 sufficiently large. That is we have

9

10a
h ≤ g0,R ≤ 10

9
ah(ã)

ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇g0,R|2 + |h∇2
g0,R|2)dh ≤ 10

9
ε for all x ∈M(b̃)

Furthermore g0,R = h outside of BCR(x0) and so supM |h∇j
g0,R|2 <∞ for all j ∈ N.

Theorem 6.1, with a replaced by 10
9 a and ε by 10

9 , and Remark 6.2, guarantee the
existence of a solution (gR(t))t∈[0,T ] with T = T (a, ε) > 0 to (1.1) satisfying (at),(bt)
and (ct) for all x ∈ M , for all t ∈ [0, T ], with gR(0) = g0,R : Note that the constants
cj(

10
9 a, h) of (ct) do not depend on R. Hence there exists a limit solution (M, g(t)t∈(0,T ]

(in the C∞
loc sense on M × (0, T )), by taking the sequence of radii R(i) = i → ∞, which

satisfies (at),(bt) and (ct) for all x ∈ M , for all t ∈ (0, T ]. Theorem 5.1 applied to each
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gR(i) implies (ft), and Theorem 5.8 implies (dt), for the limit solution g(t)t∈(0,T ]. Note

without loss of generality, that ε1(2a) from Theorem 6.1 is less than δ(400a)
c(a,n) , where δ

is the constant from Theorem 5.1, and c(a, n) is a large constant of our choice. Hence,
without loss of generality, the scale invariant condition

(

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇g(·, t)|4dh) 1
2 +

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇2
g(·, t)|2dh ≤ δ(400a)

c(a, n)
(6.1)

holds for all x ∈ M , for all t ∈ (0, T ], in view of (v) from Lemma B.1. For any x ∈ M
we claim that

sup
B1(x)

(t|h∇g(·, t)|2) → 0 as tց 0.

Assume that this is not the case for some x ∈ M . Then we obtain a sequence of
points yj ∈ B1(x) ⊆ M and 0 < tj → 0 for j ∈ N, j → ∞ and an r > 0 such
that tj |h∇g(yj , tj)|2 ≥ r > 0. Taking a subsequence we see yj → y ∈ M and hence
´

B2
√

tj
(yj)

(|h∇g0|4 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh→ 0 as j → ∞. Scale the solution to time 1: that is we

define gj(·, t̃) = 1
tj
g(·, tj t̃), hj(·) = 1

tj
h(·) and gj,0 = 1

tj
g0. Now we have |hj∇gj(yj , 1)|2 ≥

r > 0 and
´

B2(yj)
(|h∇gj,0|4 + |h∇2

gj,0|2)dh → 0 as j → ∞, and 1
400ahj(·) ≤ gj(·, t) ≤

400ahj(·) for all t where the solution is defined. Theorem 5.1, and the fact that (6.1)
also holds for the scaled solutions, now implies that
´

B1(yj)
|hj∇gj(·, 1)|2 + |hj∇2gj(·, 1)|2dhj → 0 as j → ∞, and 1

400ahj(·) ≤ gj(·, t) ≤
400ahj(·) for all t where the solution is defined. But these estimates combined with (ct)
then imply that |hj∇kgj(yj , 1)|2 → 0 for all k ∈ N as j → ∞, which is a contradiction :
To see this, one can write all quantities in geodesic coordinates with respect to the metric

hj centred at yj. The estimate supB1(x)(t
j |h∇j

g(·, t)|2) → 0 as tց 0 for the other j ∈ N

follow from an almost identical argument. That is (et) also holds. The uniqueness of the
solution in the class of solutions satisfying (at),(bt), (ct) and (dt) follows immediately
from Theorem 11.2.

�

Remark 6.4. In fact the constants cj(h, a) in (ct) of Theorem 6.3 can be replaced by
cj(h, a, ε) where cj(h, a, ε) → 0 as ε→ 0 :

Assume gi(t)t∈(0,T ( 1
i ,a)]

are solutions obtained in Theorem 6.3 with ε in (bt) given by

ε = 1
i and assume |h∇gi(xi, ti)|2 ≥ α

ti
> 0 for a ti ∈ (0, T (1i , a)] for some α > 0. From

Theorem B.1 (v), we have
´

B1(x)
|h∇gi(·, t)|4 + |h∇g2i (·, t)|2 ≤ 2 1

i for all t ∈ (0, T (1i , a)].

Scaling the solutions by ĝi(t) := 1
ti
gi(tti), we obtain smooth solution defined on (0, 1]

which satisfying |hi∇j
ĝi(·, 1)|2 ≤ cj for all j ∈ N in view of (ct), and |hi∇ĝi(xi, 1)|2 ≥ α

and
´

B1(x)
(|hi∇ĝi(·, 1)|4 + |hi∇ĝ2i (·, 1)|2)dhi(x) ≤ 2 1

i for all x ∈M , where we denote the

scaled metric 1
ti
h by hi. But this means |hi∇j

ĝi(·, 1)|2 → 0 for all j ∈ N as i → 0, as
can be seen by writing all quantities in geodesic coordinates with respect to hi at xi.
This contradicts |hi∇ĝi(xi, 1)|2 ≥ α > 0 for all i ∈ N. Hence c1(a, h) = c1(h, a, ε) → 0 as
ε → 0. An almost identical argument shows that cj(h, a) in (ct) of Theorem 6.3 can be
replaced by cj(h, a, ε) where cj(h, a, ε) → 0 as ε→ 0.

In the case that the energy is bounded uniformly, then a scaling argument leads to the
setting of the previous theorem, and hence we may find a solution to the equation (1.1)
for a short time, which satisfies the conclusions of the previous theorems, for any ε > 0,
if we shorten the length of the time interval.

Theorem 6.5. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.1), and 1 < a < ∞, and
g0 be a W 2,2 ∩ L∞ Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth, which satisfies (a) and

ˆ

M

(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2
g0|2)dh <∞.(6.2)
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Then for any ε > 0 there exists a constant T = T (g0, a, ε) > 0, a C = C(g0, a, ε)
and a smooth solution (g(t))t∈(0,T ] to (1.1), such that after scaling the solution and the
background metric h once, (at),(bt), (ct), (dt), (et) and (ft) hold, and (g(t))t∈(0,T ] is
the unique solution in the class of solutions satisfying the conditions (at),(bt), (ct), (dt).
The constants cj(h, a) in (ct) can be replaced by cj(h, a, ε) where cj(h, a, ε) → 0 as ε→ 0

Remark 6.6. In this setting, we cannot expect
ˆ

M

(|h∇g(t)|2 + |h∇2
g(t)|2)dh <∞(6.3)

for any t > 0 as the example, Example 6.7, below shows.

Proof. As explained in the introduction : By scaling the initial data g0 and the back-
ground metric h once, we can guarantee that the new initial data and background metric,

which we also call g0 and h, satisfy (a) and (b), where ε ≤ ε1(2a)
2 and ε1 is the constant

from Theorem 6.1, and that h satisfies (2.4). Using Theorem 6.3, we obtain a solution
g(t), t > 0 t ∈ [0, T ] which satisfies (at),(bt), (ct) , (dt), (et) and (ft). The uniqueness of
the solution in the class of solutions satisfying (at),(bt), (ct) and (dt) follows immediately
from Theorem 11.2. The fact that the cj(h, a) in (ct) can be replaced by cj(h, a, ε) where
cj(h, a, ε) → 0 as ε→ 0 follows from Remark 6.4. �

Example 6.7. Let n = 2 and g0 be a smooth metric on
C1(0) := {(x1, x2) ∈ R

2 | max(|x1|, |x2|) < 1} such that (1 − ε)δ ≤ g0 ≤ (1 + ε)δ,
0 < ε << 1 and g0 = δ on C1(0)\C 1

2
(0), and so that the curvature of g0 is a constant

σ1 > 0 on Cσ2 (0), for two small constants σ1, σ2 > 0, where δ is the standard metric
on R

2. We extend this metric to all of R2 through symmetry, g0(x) = g0(x + p) for all
p ∈ Z

2 = {(z1, z2) | z1, z2 ∈ Z}, and in doing so obtain a smooth Riemannian metric
g0 on R

2 satisfying (1 − ε)δ ≤ g0 ≤ (1 + ε)δ, with ψ∗
pg0 = g0 for any p ∈ Z

2, where

ψp(x) = x + p. Let T 2
i refers to the standard 2-torus whose circles have radius i ∈ N.

T 2
i := R

2/Γ(i), where Γ(i) := {Ty : R2 → R
2 | y ∈ Z

2, where Ty(x) = x + iy, for all
x ∈ R

2}. That is T 2
i = {[x] | x ∈ R

2} where [x] = [z] if and only if T (x) = z for some
T ∈ Γ(i). We give T 2

i the unique metric g0(i) such that π∗(g0(i)) = g0 where π : R2 → T 2
i

is the standard projection, π(x) = [x].

From the work of Shi, [29], there exists a unique smooth solution (T 2
i , g(i)(t))t∈[0,T ] to

(1.1) with h = g0(i), g(i)(0) = g0(i), supt∈[0,T ] |h∇
j
g(i)(t)|2 < cj(g0) for all j ∈ N, and all

t ∈ [0, T ] and (1−2ε)g0(i) ≤ g(i)(t) ≤ (1+2ε)g0(i) for all t ∈ [0, T ].Defining ϕp : T 2
i → T 2

i

by ϕp([x]) = [p + x], where p ∈ Z
2, we see that ϕ∗

p(g0(i)) = g0(i) by construction, and
hence it is an isometry with respect to g0(i). Setting g̃(i)(t) := (ϕp)

∗(g(i)(t)), we see
that it is also a solution to (1.1), with g̃(i)(0) = g0(i) and h = g0(i). Uniqueness of
such solutions, which can be seen by applying the maximum principle to the function
f(·, t) := |g1(·, t)− g2(·, t)|2, shows us that (ϕp)

∗g(i)(t) = g(i)(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Taking a subsequence and then a limit i → ∞, we obtain a solution g(t) to (1.1) with

g(0) = g0, supt∈[0,T ] |h∇
j
g(t)|2 < cj(g0) < ∞ for all j ∈ N, and all t ∈ [0, T ], and such

that (ψp)
∗g(t) = g(t), ψ∗

ph = h where ψp(x) = x+p and p ∈ Z
2. Furthermore |h∇j

g0| = 0
for all j ∈ N, since g0 = h.

Using a Taylor expansion in time for g(t), and the fact that g(t) is a smooth solution
to (1.1) with g(0) = h, we see that g(x, t) = h(x) + ∂

∂tg(x, 0) · t + ( ∂
∂t

∂
∂t )g(x, s) · t2

for some s ∈ (0, t). Notice that ∂
∂tg(x, 0) = 0 for x ∈ C 4

5
(0)\C 3

4
(0) because there,

g(x, 0) = h(x) = δ and δ has zero curvature. Hence g(x, t) − δ = O(t2) for small
t for x ∈ C 4

5
(0)\C 3

4
(0) and gii(y, t) − hii(y) = −2σiit + O(t2) for y = 0, for where

σii = c(n)σ1 > 0. If h∇g(t) = 0 holds for all t ∈ [0, P ) then, for all t ∈ (0, P ) with
P > 0 small enough, we would have g(t) = h on C 4

5
(0)\C 3

4
(0) and g(y, t) − h(y) 6=

0 at y = 0. But taking any two vectors v, w at a point p in C 4
5
(0)\C 3

4
(0) we have
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g(p, t)(v, w) = h(p)(v, w). Parallel transporting the vectors along a geodesic (with respect
to h) from p to 0, we would have ∂

∂r g(γ(r), t)(v(r), w(r)) = 0 = ∂
∂rh(γ(r))(v(r), w(r))

and hence g(0, t)(v(r), w(r)) = h(0)(v(r), w(r)). Since the vectors were arbitrary, we see
g(0, t) = h(0) for all t ∈ [0, P ) : a contradiction. By smoothness of the solution, there

exists an st > 0 such that
´

C1(0)
(|h∇g(t)|2 + |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh ≥ st > 0 for some t > 0.

Using the isometry ψp, we see that this means
´

C1(p)
(|h∇g(t)|2+ |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh ≥ st > 0,

for all p ∈ Z
2, hence

´

M
(|h∇g(t)|2 + |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh = ∞ for this t. To obtain an example

in R
n with n ∈ N, n > 2 we simply take ĝ0 = ĥ = g0 ⊕ δRk on R

k+2 = R
n where δRk is

the standard metric on R
k.

7. Ricci flow estimates

The results of the previous sections are in the setting of the Ricci DeTurck flow. As
mentioned at the beginning of the paper, in certain settings, for example the closed
smooth setting, there is a Ricci flow related solution, which can be written as ℓ(t) :=
(ϕt)

∗g(t) where ϕt :M →M , t ∈ [0, T ], or possibly only t ∈ (0, T ], is a smooth family of
diffeomorphisms, and g(t)t∈[0,T ) is a solution to Ricci DeTurck flow. We say in this case,
that the Ricci flow solution ℓ(t) comes from the Ricci DeTurck solution g(t), and we call
ℓ(t) a Ricci Flow related solution to g(t). In the next section we construct and analyse
the behaviour of solutions ℓ(t) coming from a Ricci DeTurck solution g(t) constructed in
the previous sections. In order to do this, we require various estimates for solutions to
local Ricci flows. The statements and proofs thereof are contained in this section. The
results of this section are written in a local setting assuming various geometric bounds,
which we know will hold if the local Ricci flow solution comes from a Ricci DeTurck flow
solution constructed in the previous sections of this paper. However, it is not necessary
to assume that the local Ricci flow solutions we consider are constructed in this manner.

Theorem 7.1. For all p ∈ [2,∞) there exists a α0 = α0(p, n) > 0 such that the follow-
ing holds. Let Ω be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (Ωn, ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ] be a smooth
solution to Ricci flow satisfying

ˆ

Ω

|Rc(ℓ(t))|dℓ(t) ≤ ε(7.1)

|Rc(ℓ(t))| ≤ ε

t
on Ω

for all t ∈ (0, T ], where ε ≤ α0. Then there exist δ(n, p, ε), c(n, p) > 0, with the property
that δ(n, p, ε) → 0 as ε→ 0, such that

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ δ(n, p, ε)|t− s|(7.2)

ˆ

Ω

|(ℓ(t))−1 − (ℓ(s))−1|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ δ(n, p, ε)|t− s|(7.3)

for all t, s ∈ (0, T ] with s < t. Furthermore,
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + |t− s|)(7.4)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + |t− s|)(7.5)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(r)− ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + t)
3
4 |r − s| 14(7.6)

ˆ

Ω

|(ℓ(r))−1 − (ℓ(s))−1|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + t)
3
4 |r − s| 14(7.7)

for all r, s, t ∈ (0, T ] with r, s < t.

Remark 7.2. This Theorem is true for any smooth Ricci flow satisfying (7.1): Com-
pleteness, compactness, volume bounds, Sobolev inequalities, are not assumed.
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Proof. We write v := ℓ(s), and ℓ for ℓ(t), for t ∈ (s, T ], and Rc for Rc(ℓ(t)) and we
calculate for
h(t) :=

´

Ω |ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t),

∂

∂t
h(t) =

∂

∂t

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− v|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)

=
∂

∂t

ˆ

Ω

(ℓikℓjm(ℓij − vij)(ℓkm − vkm))
p
2 dℓ

=

ˆ

Ω

−R(ℓ)|ℓ− v|pℓ +
p

2
|ℓ− v|p−2

ℓ

(

2ℓisℓkzRc(ℓ)szℓ
jm(ℓij − vij)(ℓkm − vkm)

+ 2ℓikℓjsℓmzRc(ℓ)sz(ℓij − vij)(ℓkm − vkm)

− 2ℓikℓjmRc(ℓ)ij(ℓkm − vkm)− 2ℓikℓjm((ℓij − vij)Rckm(ℓ)
)

≤ c(n)p

ˆ

Ω

(|Rc|ℓ|ℓ− v|pℓ + |Rc|ℓ|ℓ − v|p−1
ℓ )dℓ

≤ c(n)pε

t
h(t) + c(n)p

ˆ

Ω

|Rc|
1
p

ℓ (|Rc|
p−1
p

ℓ |ℓ− v|p−1
ℓ )dℓ

≤ c(n)pε

t
h(t) + c(n)p

ˆ

Ω

(|Rc|ℓ + |Rc|ℓ|ℓ− v|pℓ )dℓ

≤ c(n)pε

t
h(t) + c(n)pε

for some c(n) ≥ 1 depending only on n. Hence the function f(t) = h(s+ t) also satisfies

∂

∂t
f(t) ≤ β0

s+ t
f(t) + β0

≤ β0
t
f(t) + β0(7.8)

for all t ∈ (0, T − s], where β0 := c(n)pε. The assumptions on ε guarantee that β0 =
c(n)pε ≤ 1

2 , and hence, using the ODE Lemma C.2, we see that f(t) ≤ 2β0t for all
t ∈ (0, T − s]. In particular, we obtain h(t) = f(t − s) ≤ 2β0(t − s) = c(n)pε(t − s) for
all t ∈ (s, T ], that is (7.2) holds.

The estimate (7.3) is proved in an alomost identical way. We calculate for y(t) :=
´

Ω |(ℓ−1 − v−1)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t),

∂

∂t
y(t) =

∂

∂t

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1 − v−1|pℓdℓ

=

ˆ

Ω

−R(ℓ)|ℓ−1 − v−1|pℓ +
p

2
|ℓ−1 − v−1|p−2

ℓ

(

− 2Rc(ℓ)ikℓjm(ℓij − vij)(ℓkm − vkm)

− 2ℓikRc(ℓ)jm(ℓij − vij)(ℓkm − vkm)

+ 2ℓikℓjmℓ
ipℓjqRc(ℓ)pq(ℓ

km − vkm)

+ 2ℓikℓjm(ℓij − vij)Rc(ℓ)pqℓ
kpℓmq

)

dℓ

≤ c(n)p(

ˆ

Ω

|Rc(ℓ)|ℓ|ℓ−1 − v−1|pℓ + |Rc(ℓ)|ℓ|ℓ−1 − v−1|p−1
ℓ dℓ)

≤ c(n)pα0

t

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1 − v−1|pℓdℓ + c(n)p

ˆ

Ω

|Rc(ℓ)|ℓ|ℓ−1 − v−1|p−1
ℓ dℓ

≤ 2c(n)pα0

t
ℓ(t) + c(n)pα0

≤ β0y(t)

t
+ β0.

The inequality (7.3) now follows as before from Lemma C.2. The inequalities (7.4), (7.5),
(7.6) and (7.7) follow from the Hölder and triangle inequalities, as we now show. First
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we show (7.4):
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) =

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)− ℓ(t) + ℓ(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)

≤ c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)− ℓ(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) + c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)
≤ c(n, p)|t− s|+ c(n, p)Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)).(7.9)

Similarly,
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) =

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)− ℓ−1(t) + ℓ−1(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)

≤ c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)− ℓ−1(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) + c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(t)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)
≤ c(n, p)|t− s|+ c(n, p)Vol(Ω, ℓ(t).(7.10)

Thus we see that (7.4), (7.5) hold. To show (7.6) and (7.7) hold, we will use the estimates
of Appendix D, which show that certain general inequalities hold which relate the Lp

norms of a tensor taken with respect to different metrics.

For any two tensor T = Tij we have, using Corollary D.2,
ˆ

Ω

|T |pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)|2pℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)|
n
2

ℓ(s)dℓ(t))
1
4

= c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)|2pℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|
n
2

ℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
4(7.11)

For T = (ℓ(r)− ℓ(s)) in (7.11) we obtain
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(r)− ℓ(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t)

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)|2pℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
2 · (
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(s)− ℓ(r)|4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4 · (
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|
n
2

ℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
4

≤ c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + t)
3
4 · |r − s| 14

in view of the estimates (7.2), (7.4) and (7.5). For any two tensor N = N ij we have,
using Corollary D.2,
ˆ

Ω

|N |pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)|2pℓ(s)dℓ(t))
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)|
n
2

ℓ(s)dℓ(t))
1
4

= c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|2pℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|
n
2

ℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
4(7.12)

For N = (ℓ−1(r) − ℓ−1(s)) in (7.12) we obtain
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(r) − ℓ−1(s)|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤c(n, p)(
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|2pℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
2 · (
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)− ℓ−1(r)|4pℓ(s)dℓ(s))
1
4

· (
ˆ

Ω

|ℓ−1(s)|
n
2

ℓ(t)dℓ(t))
1
4

≤c(n, p)(Vol(Ω, ℓ(t)) + t)
3
4 · |r − s| 14

in view of the estimates (7.3), (7.4) and (7.5). That is, the inequalities (7.6) and (7.7)
hold. �

The previous Theorems shows that for p ∈ [2,∞) and n ∈ N, a solution (Ω, ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ]

which satisfies the conditions of the Lemma, that is
´

Ω
|Rc(ℓ(t))|dℓ(t) ≤ ε and |Rc(ℓ(t))| ≤

ε
t on Ω for all t ∈ (0, T ], where ε ≤ α0 = α0(n, p), must have a uniquely well defined
starting value ℓ0 ∈ Lp(Ω) which is a symmetric two tensor, whose inverse exists almost
everywhere:
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Corollary 7.3. For all p ∈ [2,∞) and n ∈ N there exists an α0(n, p) > 0 such that
the following holds. Let Ω be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (Ωn, ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ] be a
smooth solution to Ricci flow satisfying

ˆ

Ω

|Rc(ℓ(t))|dℓ(t) ≤ ε

|Rc(ℓ(t))| ≤ ε

t
on Ω

for all t ∈ (0, T ], where ε ≤ α0. Then there exists a unique two tensor ℓ0 ∈ Lp such that
ℓ(s) → ℓ0 in Lp(Ω) as sց 0 where ℓ0 is positive definite (except for a measure zero set),
and ℓ−1(s) → (ℓ0)

−1 in Lp(Ω) as sց 0.

Proof. From (7.6) and (7.7) we see that ℓ(s)s∈(0,T ] and ℓ
−1(s)s∈(0,T ] are Cauchy w.r.t to

s in L2p(Ω, ℓ(t)) for fixed t > 0, if ε ≤ α0(2p, n) is chosen small enough, where ℓ0 is as
in the statement of Theorem 7.1, so there exists ℓ0, r0 ∈ L2p(Ω, ℓ(t)) such that ℓ(s) → ℓ0
and ℓ−1(s) → r0 as s ց 0 in the L2p norm. Furthermore δij = ℓik(s)ℓjk(s) and so we

have, for ‖ · ‖Lq = ‖ · ‖Lq(Ω,ℓ(t)) for some fixed t > 0,

‖δij − (ℓ0)jkr
ik
0 ‖Lp

= ‖ℓik(s)ℓjk(s)− (ℓ0)jkr
ik
0 ‖Lp

= ‖(ℓik(s)− rik0 )ℓjk(s)− rik0 ((ℓ0)jk − ℓjk(s))‖Lp

≤ ‖(ℓik(s)− rik0 )ℓjk(s)‖Lp + ‖rik0 ((ℓ0)jk − ℓjk(s))‖Lp

≤ ‖ℓik(s)− rik0 ‖L2p‖ℓjk(s)‖L2p + ‖rik0 ‖L2p‖(ℓ0)jk − ℓjk(s)‖L2p

→ 0

as s ց 0 in view of (7.4), (7.5), (7.6) and (7.7). Hence r0 = (ℓ0)
−1 almost everywhere.

At points x in the set of measure zero, where ℓ(0)(x) is degenerate, we replace ℓ(0)(x)
by ℓ(t)(x) for a fixed t > 0. The convergence result still holds, but now ℓ(0) is positive
definite everywhere. �

Theorem 7.4. For any A > 0 there exist α1, β, S > 0 such that the following holds. Let
(M4, ℓ(t))t∈(0,T ] be a smooth four dimensional solution to Ricci flow, with Bℓ(t)(x0, 10) ⋐
M T ≤ 1, satisfying a uniform Sobolev inequality for all t ∈ (0, T ] :

(

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|f |4dℓ(t)
)

1
2 ≤ A

(

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|∇f |2dℓ(t) +
ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|f |2dℓ(t)
)

for any f compactly contained in Bℓ(t)(x0, 2) for any t ∈ (0, T ], where ∇ refers to the
covariant derivative with respect to ℓ(t). We further assume

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|Rm(ℓ(t))|2dℓ(t) +
ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|Rm(ℓ(t))|dℓ(t) ≤ α1(7.13)

|Rc(ℓ(t))|+ |∇Rc(ℓ(t))| 23 ≤ α1

t
on Bℓ(s)(x0, 2)

for all t, s ∈ (0, T ]. Then we have
ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,
1
2 )

|∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ |t− s|β(7.14)

for all t, s ∈ (0, T ] ∩ (0, S], with s < t, where ∇ refers to the covariant derivative with
respect to ℓ(t).

Proof. We first prove that the space time integral of |∇Rc|2 can be locally, uniformly
bounded in the setting we are considering. This estimate shall in turn be used to prove the
L2 gradient estimate (7.14). In the following c refers to a universal constant independent
of the solution. Let η : M → R

+ be a Perelman cutoff-function, with η(·, t) = e−t on
Bℓ(t)(x0, 1) and η(·, t) = 0 on M − Bℓ(t)(x0,

5
4 ),

∂
∂tη ≤ ∆ℓ(t)η, |∇η|2 ≤ cη with (see [32]
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section 7 for details of the construction). Then, using the Sobolev inequality, Hölder’s
inequality, and the fact that

´

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)
η2(t)|Rm|2(t)dℓ(t) ≤ α1, we see that

∂

∂t

ˆ

M

η2(·, t)|Rm|2(·, t)dℓ(t)

=

ˆ

M

(|Rm|2( ∂
∂t
η2) + η2

∂

∂t
(|Rm|2)− η2R|Rm|2)dℓ(t)

≤
ˆ

M

(|Rm|2∆(η2) + η2∆(|Rm|2)− 2η2|∇Rm|2 + cη2|Rm|3)dℓ(t)

=

ˆ

M

(η〈Rm ∗ ∇Rm,∇η〉ℓ − 2η2|∇Rm|2 + cη2|Rm|3)dℓ(t)

≤
ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

(−η2|∇Rm|2 + c|Rm|2 + cη2|Rm|3)dℓ(t)

=

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

(−1

2
η2|∇Rm|2 − 1

2
[|∇(ηRm)|2 − |∇η|2|Rm|2 − 2η〈Rm∇η,∇Rm〉]

+c|Rm|2 + cη2|Rm|3)dℓ(t)
≤ α1c+

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

(

− 1

4
|∇(ηRm)|2 + c(η|Rm|)2|Rm|

)

dℓ(t)

≤ α1c−
ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

1

4
|∇(ηRm)|2dℓ(t)

+c
(

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|ηRm|4dℓ(t)
)

1
2
(

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|Rm|2dℓ(t)
)

1
2

≤ α1c+ (cA
√
α1 −

1

4
)

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|∇(ηRm)|2dℓ(t)

≤ α1c−
1

8

ˆ

Bℓ(t)(x0,2)

|∇(ηRm)|2dℓ(t)

if α1 is small enough. Hence, integrating form s to t we see that

ˆ t

s

ˆ

Bℓ(r)(x0,1)

|∇Rm|2(r)dxdr ≤ c

ˆ

M

η2|Rm|2(·, s) + α1ct

≤ α1c(7.15)

with α1c ≤ 1 without loss of generality. We now turn to the proof of the integral gradient
estimate, (7.14). This is similar to the Lp estimate obtained for ℓ(t) in (7.1), but uses the
space-time L2 bound on the gradient of the Ricci curvature (7.15) that we just derived,
instead of the bound on the Riemannian curvature. In the following | · | refers to | · |ℓ(t),
and Rc to Rc(ℓ(t)). Defining Ω := Bℓ(t0)(x0,

1
2 ), we see that Ω ⊆ Bℓ(r)(x0, 1) for all

r ∈ (0, t0) if t0 ≤ 1 in view of Corollary 3.3 of [32] and the fact that the condition (7.13)
holds. Differentiating the function f(t) :=

´

Ω |∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t), for s < t ≤ t0, and
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using Young’s, we get

∂

∂t
f(t) =

∂

∂t

ˆ

Ω

|∇(ℓ(t) − ℓ(s))|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t)

≤
ˆ

Ω

(c|Rc||∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|2 + 2〈∇Rc,∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))〉ℓ(t))dℓ(t)

+ c

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)||∇Rc||∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|dℓ(t)

≤ cα1

t
f(t) + c

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc||∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|dℓ(t)

+ c

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)||∇Rc||∇(ℓ(t)− ℓ(s))|dℓ(t)

≤ cα1

t
f(t) +

cα1

t− s
f(t) +

c

α1
(t− s)

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t)

+ c(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)|2|∇Rc| 43 dℓ(t)) 1
2 (α1t

−1f(t))
1
2

≤ cα1

t− s
f(t) +

c

α1
(t− s)

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t) + c

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)|2|∇Rc| 43 dℓ(t)

≤ cα1

t− s
f(t) +

c

α1
(t− s)

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t)

+ c(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ(t)− ℓ(s)|6dℓ(t)) 1
3 (

ˆ

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t)) 2
3

≤ cα1

t− s
f(t) +

c

α1
(t− s)

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t) + c(t− s)
1
3 (

ˆ

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t)) 2
3

≤ cα1

t− s
f(t) +

c

α1
(t− s)

1
3 (

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc|2dℓ(t) + 1),

since
´

Ω |ℓ(t) − ℓ(s)|6 ≤ c(t − s) for sufficiently small α1, in view of Theorem 7.1, and

(t− s) ≤ (t− s)
1
3 , for t < s ≤ T ≤ 1. Hence

∂

∂t
f(t) ≤ α2

t− s
f(t) + Z(t)

for α2 := cα1 and Z(t) := cα−1
2 (t − s)

1
3 (
´

Ω |∇Rc(t)|2dℓ(t) + 1) for t ≤ S(n, α1) ≤ 1.
Hence, F (t) := f(t+ s) for t ∈ (0, S − s) then satisfies

∂

∂t
F (t) ≤ α2

t
F (t) + Z̃(t)

where Z̃(r) = cα−1
2 r

1
3 (
´

Ω |∇Rc(ℓ(s + r))|2dℓ(s + r) + 1), for r ∈ (0, T − s). Thus, for

α2 ≤ 1
6 , we obtain

F (t) ≤ tα2

ˆ t

0

Z̃(r)

rα2
dr

= cα−1
2 tα2

ˆ t

0

r
1
3−α2(

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc(ℓ(r + s))|2dℓ(r + s) + 1)dr

≤ cα−1
2 tα2

ˆ t

0

(

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc(ℓ(r + s))|2dℓ(r + s)dr + 1)

= cα−1
2 tα2(

ˆ s+t

s

ˆ

Ω

|∇Rc(ℓ(r))|2dℓ(r)dr + 1)

≤ ctα2(α−1
2

ˆ s+t

s

ˆ

Bℓ(r)(x0,1)

|∇Rc(ℓ(r))|2dℓ(r)dr + 1)

≤ ctα2

for t ∈ (0, S−s) in view of Lemma C.1, and the fact that the inequality (7.15) hold. That
is f(t) ≤ c(t − s)α2 for t ∈ (s, S). By choosing β = α2

2 , we obtain f(t) =
´

Ω
|∇(ℓ(t) −

ℓ(s))|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ (t− s)β for t ∈ (s, S) as required. �
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8. The Ricci flow related solution

In the sections before Section 7, we constructed a solution g(t)t∈(0,T ] to the Ricci-DeTurck

flow coming out of W 2,2 initial data g0 on a four dimensional manifold, and we proved
estimates for such solutions. In this section we construct a Ricci flow related solution
ℓ(t)t∈(0,T ] coming from the Ricci DeTurck flow solution constructed in the sections pre-
ceding Section 7. We show in the setting we are considering, that the Ricci flow related
solution ℓ(t) converges back to some starting value ℓ0 locally in the W 1,2 norm, as t→ 0.
We shall see that the tensor ℓ0 is non-negative definite, up to a set of measure zero. Note
that since, g0 and ℓ0 are only defined up to a measure zero, we can arbitrarily change
distance induced by g0 respectively by ℓ0 by changing g0 respectively ℓ0 on a set of mea-
sure zero, if we try and use the usual definition of distance with respect to a Riemannian
metric, as the following example shows.

Example 8.1. Let g, h be smooth Riemannian metrics on M = B1(0) ⊆ R
n, r > 0

small so that Bh(0, r) ⋐ B1(0) and x 6= y, x, y ∈ Bh(0, r/4) and let γ : [0, 1] → B1(0) be
a smooth length minimising geodesic with respect to h from x to y. We define a new
metric g̃, which is the same as g except on the line γ. On γ we define g̃(γ(s)) = b2h(γ(s))
for all s ∈ [0, 1], for some b ∈ R, b > 0. g̃ is still a well defined Riemannian metric,
with 1

N δ ≤ g̃ ≤ Nδ for some N > 0, N ∈ R, in view of the smoothness of g and the
definition of g̃. This ensures then that g̃ij is a Borel-measurable function, since gij is
smooth and g = g̃ almost everywhere. Using the fact that 1

N δ ≤ g̃ ≤ Nδ for some
N > 0, we see then that g̃ is in Lp for any p ∈ (0,∞]. We also have, for any piecewise
smooth σ : [0, 1] → B1(0) with σ(0) 6= σ(1) that g̃ij◦σ : I → R is Borel measurable,
since both g̃ij and σ are, and 1

N2 δij ≤ g̃ij◦σ ≤ N2δij , since this is true for g̃ij . This

means ℓ : [0, 1] → R, ℓ(s) :=
√

g̃ij(σ(s))∂sσi(s)∂sσj(s) is a well defined L1 function and

Lg̃(σ) :=
´ 1

0

√

g̃ij(σ(s))∂sσi(s)∂sσj(s)ds satisfies 0 < 1
NLδ(σ) ≤ Lg̃(σ) < NLδ(σ) < ∞

for all such σ. If we define d(g̃)(p, q) := infσ∈Bp,q Lg̃(σ) for all p, q ∈M where Bp,q refers
to the space of continuous, piecewise smooth curves between p and q in M = B1(0), then
we see that (B1(0), d(g̃)) is a well defined metric space, that is d(g̃) is symmetric, satisfies
the triangle inequality, and d(g̃)(p, q) ≥ 0 for all p, q ∈ M with equality if and only if
p = q. Furthermore d(g̃)(x, y) ≤ Lg̃(γ)(x, y) = Lbh(x, y) = bd(h)(x, y) < d(g)(x, y) if
b > 0 is chosen small enough, and hence d(g̃)(x, y) < d(g)(x, y) if b > 0 is chosen small
enough.

That is, if we use the usual definition for distance with respect to a Riemannian metric,
distance can change if we change the Riemannian metric on a set of measure zero.

In particular, this example shows that we cannot be sure that d(g(t))(x, y) → d(g0)(x, y))
everywhere, as t ց 0, in the case that we have a family of smooth metrics g(t) which
convergences in the L1 sense (or another weak sense) to a g0 ∈ L1, if we define d(g0)
in the usual way, d(g0)(x, y) = infσ∈Bx,y Lg0(γ), where Bx,y is the set of smooth curves
going from x to y : if g0 is bounded from above and below by a smooth metric, we can
change g0 on a smooth curve between two given points x and y (as in the example above),
so that d(g(t))(x, y) doesn’t converge to d(g0)(x, y), but we still have g(t) → g0 in L1 as
tց 0.

Nevertheless, we will see for solutions g(t) to the Ricci DeTurck flow constructed in the
previous sections, that d(g(t))(x, y) does converge to some metric d0(x, y) as tց 0, where
d0 is defined in a similar fashion to the usual definition of d(g0), but it is necessary to
restrict further the class of admissible curves Bx,y between x and y to the class Cε,x,y

of so called ε-approximative Lebesgue curves between x and y, and then to take a limit
inferior as ε→ 0 of the lengths.

Definition 8.2. i) For p ∈ [1,∞) we say g is an Lp metric, if the following holds. g is
a Riemannian metric, that is g(x) : TxM × TxM → R is defined, symmetric, positive-
definite, for all x ∈ M and locally, writing g̃ij(x̃) := g(x)( ∂

∂i
(x), ∂

∂j
(x)) for any smooth
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coordinates ϕ : U → ϕ(U) = Ũ ⊆ R
n, g̃vv : Ũ → R is in Lp(Ũ) for all v ∈ R

n, where v is
any fixed length one (w.r.t to δ) vector in R

n, and g̃vv(x) := g̃ij(x)v
ivj .

ii) For x, y ∈ M we define the set Cε,x,y(g) of ε-approximative Lebesgue curves with
respect to g from x to y in M to be the set of paths γ : [a, b] →M which can be written
as the union of finitely many so called parameterised Lebesgue lines γi : [ai−1, ai] →M,
i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, a0 = a, aN = b, γ = γ1 ∪ γ2 ∪ γ3 ∪ . . . ∪ γN , that is γ(s) := γi(s) if
s ∈ [ai−1, ai], and

dh(x, γ1(a)) + dh(γ1(a1), γ2(a1)) + dh(γ2(a2), γ3(a2))

+ . . .+ dh(γN−1(aN−1), γN (aN−1)) + dh(γN (b), y) ≤ ε,

and a parameterised Lebesgue line is defined as follows: A parameterised Lebesgue line for
an L1 metric g on M, is a smooth curve ℓ : [b, c] → M with |b − c| ≤ 1

4 , such that there
exist smooth coordinates ϕ : Ω → ϕ(Ω) = B1(0) for some p ∈ M, such that ℓ([b, c]) ⊆ Ω
and the curve σ := ϕ◦ℓ : [b, c] → B1(0) in these coordinates is a line in the direction

e1, with speed one, σ(s) = − (b+c)
2 e1 + se1, σ(b) = −k, σ(c) = k, where k = (c−b)

2 and

for f(s) :=
√

g̃11(σ(s)), we have f ∈ L1([b, c]) and
´ c

b f(s)ds = limα→0

´

Tα(σ)

√
g̃11(x)dx

ωn−1αn−1 ,

where here Tα(σ) refers to an α tubular neighbourhood of σ with respect to δ, Tα(σ) =

{se1 + αv | |v| = 1, 〈v, e1〉 = 0, s ∈ (− (c−b)
2 , (c−b)

2 )}. Note that if g is smooth then
´ c

b f(s)ds = limα→0

´

Tα(σ)

√
g̃11(x)dx

ωn−1αn−1 always holds. Also, an ε-approximative Lebesgue

curve γ is the union of finitely smooth curves, but may itself be discontinuous, and hence
non-smooth.

In the setting that a Riemannian metric is L∞ (or weaker) there are various notions of
distance and convergence of distance which may be defined, and there are many papers
in this area investigating the properties thereof, their relation to one another and to the
underlying measures. For one overview, as well as independet results/proofs thereof,
we refer to the paper [5]. Further notions and convergence results may be found in the
papers [2],[11], [1], [6], [18], [22], as well as the papers cited in these papers. Earlier works
can be found in [7]. In our setting it is sufficient to define distance by considering the
class of ε-approximative Lebesgue curves instead of the class of piecewise smooth curves
or continuous curves, and then to take the lim inf as ε → 0 of the lengths: see (iv) of
(8.3) below.

Theorem 8.3. Let (M,h) be a smooth four dimensional Riemannian manifold satisfying
(2.4) 1 < a <∞ and g0 satsify the assumptions of Theorem 6.3, and let (M, g(t))t∈(0,T ],
T ≤ 1 be the smooth solution to (1.1) appearing in the conclusions of Theorem 6.3. Then

(i) there exists a constant c(a) and a smooth solution Φ : M × (0, T ] → M to (1.3)
with Φ(T/2) = Id such that Φ(t) := Φ(·, t) : M → M is a diffeomorphism

and dh(Φ(t)(x),Φ(s)(x)) ≤ c(a, n)
√

|t− s| for all x ∈ M. The metrics ℓ(t) :=
(Φ(t))∗g(t), t ∈ (0, T ] solve the Ricci flow equation. Furthermore there are well
defined limit maps Φ(0) : M → M, Φ(0) := limtց0 Φ(t), and W (0) : M → M,
W (0) := limtց0W (t), where W (t) is the inverse of Φ(t) and these limits are
obtained uniformly on compact subsets, and Φ(0),W (0) are homeomorphisms
inverse to another.

(ii) For the Ricci flow solution ℓ(t) from (i), there is a value ℓ0(·) = limtց0 ℓ(·, t)
well defined up to a set of measure zero, where the limit exists in the Lp sense,
for any p ∈ [1,∞), such that, ℓ0 is positive definite, and in W 1,2

loc and for any
y0 ∈M and 0 < s < t we have

ˆ

B1(y0)

|ℓ(s)− ℓ0|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, y0)s
ˆ

B1(y0)

|(ℓ(0))−1 − (ℓ(s))−1|pℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, y0)|s|
1
4
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ˆ

B1(y0))

|∇ℓ0|2ℓ(t)dℓ(t) ≤ c(g0, h, p, y0)t
σ

ˆ

B1(y0)

|Rm(ℓ)|2(x, t)dℓ(x, t) +
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Bℓ(s)(y0,1)

|∇Rm(ℓ)|2(x, s)dℓ(x, s)ds ≤ c(g0, h, p, y0)

sup
B1(y0)

|∇jRc(ℓ(t))|2tj+2 → 0 as tց 0 for all j ∈ N0

(8.1)

where σ > 0 is a universal constant, c(g0, h, p, y0) is a constant depending on
g0, h, p, y0 but not on t, and ∇ refers to the gradient with respect to ℓ(t).

(iii) The limit maps Φ(0) : M → M, Φ(0) := limtց0 Φ(t), and W (0) : M → M,

W (0) := limtց0W (t), from (i) are also obtained in theW 1,p
loc sense for p ∈ [1,∞).

Furthermore, for any smooth coordinates ϕ : U → R
n, and ψ : V → R

n and open
sets Ũ ⊂⊂ U and Ṽ ⊂⊂ V with W (s)(Ṽ ) ⊂⊂ U and Φ(s)(Ũ) ⊂⊂ V for all

s ∈ [0, T̂ ], for some 0 < T̂ < T the functions (ℓ0)ij◦W (0) : Ṽ → R are in Lp
loc

for all p ∈ [1,∞) and (g0)αβ : Ṽ → R and (ℓ0)ij : W (0)(Ṽ ) → R are related by
the identity

(g0)αβ = Dα(W (0))iDβ(W (0))j((ℓ0)ij◦W (0))

on Ṽ . In particular: ℓ0 is isometric to g0 almost everywhere through the map
W (0) which is in W 1,p

loc , for all p ∈ [1,∞).

(iv) We define dt = d(g(t)) and d̃t = d(ℓ(t)) = Φ(t)∗dt. There are well defined limit

metrics d0, d̃0 : M ×M → R
+
0 , d0(x, y) = limtց0 dt(x, y), and d̃0 := M ×M →

R
+
0 , d̃0(p, q) = limtց0 d̃t(p, q), and they satisfy d̃0(x, y) = d0(Φ(0)(x),Φ(0)(y)).

That is, (M, d̃0) and (M,d0) are isometric to one another through the map Φ(0).
The metric d0 satisfies d0(x, y) := lim infεց0 infγ∈Cε,x,y Lg0(γ), where Cε,x,y is
the space of Lebesgue curves between x and y with respect to g0.

Proof. (i):
For r ∈ (0, T ) we define ψr :M × (0, T ] →M to be the solution to

∂

∂t
ψr(y, t) = V (ψr(y, t), t),

ψr(y, r) = y,

where V (y, t) := gij(Γk
ij(g)− Γ(h)kij)(y, t)

∂

∂xk
(y)

∀y ∈M, t ∈ (0, T )

The Fundamental Theorem of Time Dependent Flows (see [21], Thm. 9.4.8) tells us
that the ψr(·, s) : M → M are smooth diffeomorphisms for all r, s ∈ (0, T ] and that
ψt1(ψt0(p, t1), s) = ψt0(p, s) for all t0, t1, s ∈ (0, T ] and in particular that ψt1(ψt0(·, t1), t0) =
Id(·) for all t0, t1 ∈ (0, T ]. We shall use these facts freely in the following. The maps
Φ(s),W (s) : M → M are defined by Φ(s)(x) := ψT/2(x, s), and W (s)(x) := ψs(x, T/2)
for s ∈ (0, T ] and Φ,W : M × (0, T ] → M are defined by Φ(x, s) = Φ(s)(x), and
W (x, s) = W (s)(x) for s ∈ (0, T ]. From the fact that ψt1(ψt0(·, t1), t0) = Id(·), we have
W (s)◦Φ(s)(·) = ψs(Φ(s)(·), T/2) = ψs(ψT/2(·, s), T/2) = Id(·) for all s ∈ (0, T ]. Defining

ℓ(s) := (Φ(s))∗g(s),

for s ∈ (0, T ] we obtain a smooth solution to Ricci flow with ℓ(T/2) = g(T/2).

We define Φ(0) by Φ(0)(x) := limsiց0 Φ(si)(x) = limsiց0 ψT/2(x, si) and W (0) : M →
M by W (0)(x) := limtiց0W (ti)(x) = limtiց0 ψti(x, T/2): In the following we show that
these limits exist, and are independent of the sequences ti ց 0 and si ց 0 chosen.
We have | ∂∂tψT/2(x, t)|h = |V (ψT/2(x, t), t)|h ≤ ε√

t
, due to the fact that |h∇g|2 ≤ ε

t .

Hence dh(Φ(s)(x),Φ(t)(x)) = dh(ψT/2(x, s), ψT/2(x, t)) ≤ 2ε|
√
t − √

s| ≤ 2ε
√

|t− s| for
all t, s ∈ (0, T ] which shows that Φ(0) :M → M is obtained uniformly and is well defined:
dh(Φ(0)(x), ψT/2(x, t)) = dh(Φ(0)(x),Φ(t)(x)) ≤ c

√
t for all x ∈M .
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We now turn to the construction and properties ofW . We can estimate dh(ψti(x, s), x) ≤
ε
√
s for all s ∈ (ti, T/2], for all x ∈ M in view of the fact that | ∂

∂s (ψti(x, s))|h ≤ ε√
s
.

In particular writing everything w.r.t to fixed coordinates,ϕ where 99
100δ ≤ h ≤ 101

100δ

and |Dh|2 + |D2h|2 ≤ ε, on a large ball of radius 1000 and centre point x, we have
ψti(x, s), ψtj (x, s) stays in this ball : We write x, h, ... for ϕ(x), ϕ∗(h), ...
For s ≥ s0 := max(tj , ti)

|ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)| ≤ |ψti(x, s)− x|+ |x− ψtj (x, s)|
≤ 4ε

√
s.(8.2)

We also have for such s,

∂

∂s
|ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)|2 = |ψti(x, s) − ψtj (x, s))||V (ψti(x, s), s)− V (ψtj (x, s), s)|

≤ 2|DV (m, s)||ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)|2

≤ c(a) sup
y∈B1000(x)

(|h∇2
g|+ |h∇g|2 + ε)|ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)|2

≤ ε

s
|ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)|2

where m is some value lying on the line between ψti(x, s) and ψtj (x, s) in the euclidean

ball B1000(x). Here we used |h∇gj |2tj ≤ ε when t is sufficiently small. Hence, writ-
ing f(s) := |ψti(x, s) − ψtj (x, s)|2 we have ∂

∂sf(s) ≤ ε
sf(s) for s ≥ max(ti, tj) = s0,

which implies ∂
∂s (s

−εf(s)) ≤ 0, and hence f(s) ≤ sε((s0)
−εf(s0)) for all s ∈ [s0 =

max(ti, tj), T/2]. But f
2(s0) = |ψti(x, s0) − ψtj (x, s0)|2 ≤ 16ε2s0 from the above esti-

mate, and so we get

(s0)
−εf(s0) ≤ (s0)

−ε2εs0
≤ 2ε(s0)

1−ε

= 2ε(max(ti, tj))
1−ε → 0

as max(tj , ti) → 0, and hence

f(s) = |ψti(x, s)− ψtj (x, s)|2

≤ 2sεε(max(ti, tj))
1−ε

≤ 2T εε(max(ti, tj))
1−ε → 0(8.3)

as ti, tj → 0, for all s ∈ (max(ti, tj), T/2], for all x ∈M . This shows, (ψti(x, s))i∈N with
ti ց 0 is Cauchy and hence limtiց0 ψti(x, s) exists for all s ∈ (0, T ], and in particular,
W (0)(x) := limtց0 ψt(x, T/2) = limtց0W (t)(x) is well defined, and achieved uniformly,

dh(W (0)(x),W (t)(x)) = lim
s→0

dh(ψs(x, T/2), ψt(x, T/2)) ≤
√
2T

ε
2 ε(t)

1−ε
2 → 0(8.4)

for tց 0, in view of (8.3).

We show now that Φ(0) is the inverse of W (0). Φ(0) and W (0) are continuous, by con-
struction, and are the uniform limits of continuous functions, supz∈M dh(Φ(0)(z), ψT/2(z, ti)) →
0 as i → ∞, and supx∈M dh(W (0)(x), ψti (x, T/2)) → 0 as i → ∞. For x ∈ M , for
any σ > 0 if i is large enough, we have dh(Φ(0)(W (0)(x)),Φ(0)(ψti (x, T/2))) ≤ σ, and
dh(Φ(0)(z), ψT/2(z, ti)) ≤ σ for all z ∈M . This implies:

dh(Φ(0)(W (0)(x)), x) ≤ dh(Φ(0)(W (0)(x)),Φ(0)(ψti (x, T/2))) + dh(Φ(0)(ψti (x, T/2)), x)

= dh(Φ(0)(W (0)(x)),Φ(0)(ψti (x, T/2)))

+ dh(Φ(0)(ψti(x, T/2)), ψT/2(ψti(x, T/2), ti))

≤ 2σ

Hence Φ(0)(W (0)(x)) = x, as x ∈M and σ > 0 were arbitrary. Similarly, for z ∈M , for
any σ > 0 if i is large enough, we have dh(W (0)(Φ(0)(z)),W (0)(ψT/2(z, ti))) ≤ σ and
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dh(W (0)(x), ψti (x, T/2)) ≤ σ for all x ∈M, and hence

dh(W (0)(Φ(0)(z)), z) ≤ dh(W (0)(Φ(0)(z)),W (0)(ψT/2(z, ti))) + dh(W (0)(ψT/2(z, ti)), z)

= dh(W (0)(Φ(0)(z)),W (0)(ψT/2(z, ti)))

+ dh(W (0)(ψT/2(z, ti)), ψti(ψT/2(z, ti), T/2)))

≤ 2σ

Hence W (0)(Φ(0)(z)) = z for all z ∈M, as z ∈M and σ > 0 were arbitrary.

That is, W (0) is the inverse of Φ(0).

We further have that Φ(s)(B1−ε(x0)) ⊆ Φ(0)(B1−ε/4(x̃0)) for all s = s(ε) > 0 small
enough, as we now explain, where x̃0 = W (0)◦Φ(s)(x0) : W (0)◦Φ(s) → Id uniformly as
sց 0, as was shown above. This meansW (0)◦Φ(s)(B1−ε(x0)) ⊆ B1− 3ε

4
(x0) ⊆ B1− ε

4
(x̃0)

for s small enough, and hence taking Φ(0) of both sides, the claim follows.

This is (i).

(ii) Let y0 ∈ M and p ∈ [0,∞) and ε ≤ α0(p, n = 4) be the constant from Theorem
7.1, Corollary 7.3, and assume also that ε ≤ α1(4, CS(4)) where α1(n,A) is the constant
from Theorem 7.4 with n = 4 and A = CS(4) , and CS(n) is the Sobolev constant from
Theorem B.1. The construction of our solution, see Theorem 6.1, Theorem 6.3 and the
Tensor Sobolev inequality, Theorem B.1 (v) guarantee, that, without loss of generality,
´

B2(x)
(|h∇g(t)|4 + |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh ≤ δ4(a) for all x ∈ M and δ(a) is the constant from

Corollary 5.4. We also have , without loss of generality,

|h∇3
g|2t3 + |h∇2

g|2t2 + |h∇g|2t ≤ ε2

on B200(y0) for t ∈ (0, T ) in view of (et), and hence

|Rm(g(t))|+ |g(t)∇Rm| 23 ≤ ε

t
(8.5)

on B200(y0) for t ∈ (0, T ), after reducing the time interval if necessary.

By choosing R1 = R1(y0, g0) > 0 small enough, we can guarantee that
´

BR1(x0)
(|h∇g0|4+

|h∇2
g0|2)dh ≤ ε

2 for all x0 in the compact set B100(y0) in view of Lemma B.3. By

scaling once, we have for all such x0 that
´

B8(x0)
(|h∇g0|2 + |h∇2

g0|2)dh ≤ ε
2 , and

´

B20(x)
(|h∇g(t)|4 + |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh ≤ δ4(a) for all x ∈ M and all x0 in B100(y0) which

implies
´

B20(x)
(|h∇g(t)|2 + |h∇2

g(t)|2)dh ≤ δ(a) for all x ∈ M, in view of Hölder’s in-

equality and the fact that δ(a) is without loss of generality less than Volh(B20(x)) for all

x ∈ M. Using Corollary 5.4, we see
´

B4(x0)
(|h∇2

g(t)|2 + |h∇g(t)|2)dh ≤ ε for all x0 in

B100(y0) and hence, using the fact that without loss of generality |Rm(h)| ≤ ε,
ˆ

B4(x0)

|Rm(g(t))|2g(t)dg(t) ≤ 2ε,

for all t ≤ T, after reducing the time interval if necessary. This estimate with (8.5) show
that the Ricci flow related solution ℓ restricted to Ω = B4(x0) for any such x0 satisfies all
the conditions of Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.3 and Theorem 7.4 (after scaling once more
by a factor 5), and hence the estimates obtained there hold. These estimates change at
most by a factor when we scale the solution back to the original solution, the constant
depending on the scaling factor, h and x0, g0 and p. These scaled estimates are (ii) for
the given p. As p ∈ [0,∞) was arbitrary, (ii) holds.
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(iii) From the definition of ℓ, in local coordinates we have

ℓij(s)(x) = DiΦ
α(s)(x)DjΦ

β(s)(x)gαβ(s)(Φ(s)(x))

and

gαβ(s)(Φ(s)(x)) = DαW
i(s)(Φ(s)(x))DβW

j(s)(Φ(s)(x))ℓij (x, s)

and

gαβ(s)(y) = DαW
i(s)(y)DβW

j(s)(y)ℓij(W (s)(y), s),

(8.6)

where we have chosen smooth coordinates as in the statement of the claim of (iii) of this

Theorem , y ∈ Ṽ ,x ∈ Ũ . Notice that g(t) → g(0) and g(t)−1 → g(0)−1 in the Lp
loc sense

for all p ∈ [1,∞), in view of Corollary 5.7. Hence, we may apply Theorem 9.1, and we
see that (iii) holds.

(iv): For x, y ∈M , we define d0(x, y) := lim infε→0 infγ∈Cε,x,y Lg0(γ), where Cε,x,y is the
space of ε-approximative Lebesgue curves with respect to g0 joining x and y, defined in
Definition 8.2.

Let x, y ∈ B R
c(a)

(x0) where B R
c(a)

(x0) is the ball with respect to h, for some fixed x0 ∈M,

where c(a) is a large constant to be determined in the proof. Since g0 ∈ W 2,2(B2R(x0))
we know, from Lemma B.3 of Appendix B that for any σ > 0 there exists a r(σ,R, a) > 0

such that
´

B2r(z)
(|h∇2

g0|2 + |h∇g0|4)dh ≤ σ4, for all z ∈ BR(x0).

Scaling g0 and h once, by the same large constantK, and still calling the new scaled met-

rics g0, h, and the new radius
√
KR will still be denoted by R, we have

´

B2(z)
(|h∇2

g0|2+
|h∇g0|4)dh ≤ σ4 for all z ∈ BR(x0) and without loss of generality supM

∑4
i=1 |h∇

i
Rm(h)| ≤

σ4. Hence, using Corollary 5.4, Hölder’s inequality and Lemma B.1 (v),
ˆ

B2(z)

(|h∇2
g(t)|2 + |h∇g(t)|4)dh ≤ σ,

4
∑

i=1

|h∇i
Rm(h)| ≤ σ

1

400a
h ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah,

|h∇j
g(t)| ≤ c(j, a)

tj
,(8.7)

for all j ∈ N for all z ∈ BR(x0) and for all 0 < t ≤ S2(400a, σ), and after scaling once
more by 1

2S2
, for all t ∈ (0, 2].

We first show that d0(x, y) ≤ lim inf
t→0

dt(x, y)(8.8)

Let ε > 0 given. Taking any 0 < t ≤ ε4 and scaling by ĝ(s) = 1
t g(st), and denoting the

new radius by R̂, that is R̂ = 1√
t
R, and ĥ = 1

th, ĝ0 = 1
t g0, we see, in view of (8.7), that

we obtain a new solution ĝ(s), s ∈ [0, 2], such that
ˆ

B̂2(z)

(|h∇2
ĝ(s)|2 + |h∇ĝ(s)|4)dh ≤ 2σ,

1

400a
ĥ ≤ ĝ(s) ≤ 400aĥ,

|h∇j
ĝ(s)| ≤ c(j, a)

sj
,
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4
∑

i=1

|h∇i
Rm(ĥ)| ≤ σ

|h∇j
ĝ(1)| ≤ c(j, a, σ)

for all j ∈ N for all z ∈ B̂R̂(x0) and for all s ≤ 1, where c(j, a, σ) → 0 for σ → 0, where

B̂s(m) refers to a ball of radius m with respect to ĥ. For later use not that R̂ ≥ 1
ε2 . Let

γ be a length minimising geodesic between x and y with respect to ĝ(1). Writing ĝ(1) in

geodesic coordinates at any z ∈ B̂R̂(x0) on a ball of radius one, we have

(1− |α(σ, a)|))δ ≤ ĝ(1) ≤ (1 + |α(σ, a)|)δ on B10(0)

1

400a
ĥ ≤ ĝ(s) ≤ 400aĥ for s ∈ [0, 2]

where α(σ, a) → 0 as σ → 0.

In the following, any constant c(σ, a) with c(σ, a) → 0 as σ → 0, shall be denoted by
α(σ, a) although it may differ from the one just defined. α(σ, a) is not necessarily larger
than zero.

We can break γ up into N pieces, γ1 = γ|[0,1], γ2 = γ|[1,2], γN−1 = γ|[N−2,N−1], γN =
γ|[N−1,B] each with length one with respect to ĝ(1), except for the last piece which has

length less than or equal to one. Due to 1
400a ĥ ≤ ĝ(1) ≤ 400aĥ, we have N ≤ c(a)R̂.

After rotating once, we may assume that any length one piece of γ, going from γ(i) to
γ(i+1), i ∈ {0, 2, . . .N − 2}, in geodesic coordinates, with respect to ĝ(1) centred at z =

γ(i+ 1
2 ) lies in B2(0), and is (in these coordinates) the line segment v : [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ] → B2(0),

v(s) = se1. We ignore the last piece of γ for the moment.

Using Corollary 5.7 and |Rm(ĥ)| ≤ σ we have
´

B1(0)
|ĝ(t)− ĝ0|2dh ≤ 2σt for all t ≤ 1 and

hence
ˆ

B1(0)

|δ − ĝ0|2 ≤ α(σ, a).(8.9)

Let ε > 0 be given. Using Lemma 10.2 we see, by choosing σ = σ(ε) > 0 small enough,

that there exists an x ∈ B
n−1
ε (0) such that

√

ĝ11(0)(·, x) : [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] → R

n is measurable,

ℓ : [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] → R

n, ℓ(t) = (t, x) is a Lebesgue line between (− 1
2 , x) and (12 , x) and

ˆ 1
2

− 1
2

√

ĝ11(0)(s, x)ds ≤ 1 + ε = (1 + ε)dδ((−
1

2
, x), (

1

2
, x))

≤ (1 + 2ε)dĝ(1)((−
1

2
, x), (

1

2
, x))

which tells us for the original curve γ|[0,N−1] that there exists Lebesgue curves vi :

[i − 1, i] → B̂R̂(x0) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} w.r.t. to ĝ(0) such that dĥ(vi(i − 1), γ(i−
1)) ≤ c(a)ε and dĥ(vi(i), γ(i)) ≤ c(a)ε and Lĝ0(vi) ≤ (1 + ε)dĝ(1)(γ(i − 1), γ(i)) for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} : The curves vi are the curves ℓ constructed above. Adding up all the
curve segments we have

N−2
∑

i=1

dĥ(vi(i), vi+1(i)) ≤ Nεc(a) ≤ R̂εc(a)

and hence
N−2
∑

i=1

dĥ(vi(i), vi+1(i)) + dh(x, v1(0)) + dh(y, vN−1(N − 1)) ≤ R̂εc(a) + 2

and also
N−1
∑

i=1

Lĝ0(vi) ≤ (1 + ε)dĝ(1)(x, γ(N − 1)) ≤ (1 + ε)dĝ(1)(x, y)
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as γ was a length minimising, with respect to ĝ(1), geodesic between x and y. Scaling
back the solution we had at the beginning of this proof of this claim, (8.8), that is defining
g(s) = tg(s 1t ), for the t we chose there, we see at time t that

N−1
∑

i=1

Lg0(vi) ≤ (1 + ε)dg(t)(x, y)

and
N−2
∑

i=1

dh(vi(i), vi+1(i)) + dh(x, v1(0)) + dh(y, vN−1(N − 1))

≤ Rεc(a) + 2
√
t

≤ Rεc(a) + 2ε

in view of the choice of t ≤ ε4. That is v = ∪N−1
i=1 vi is an Rc(a)ε-approximative Lebesgue

curve and Lg0(v) ≤ (1 + ε)dt(x, y). Hence infγ∈CRc(a)ε,x,y
Lg0(γ) ≤ (1 + ε)dt(x, y) for

all t ≤ T (ε, a, g0, x, y, R, h), and this shows d0(x, y) = lim infε→0 infγ∈Cε,x,y Lg0(γ) ≤
lim inft→0 dt(x, y) for all x, y ∈M .

Now we show that

d0(x, y) := lim infε→0 infγ∈Cε,x,y Lg0(γ) ≥ lim suptց0 dt(x, y) for all x, y ∈M .

From the definition of Cε,x,y, γ ∈ Cε,x,y, may be written as γ = ∪N
i=1γi where each

γi : [ai, bi] → M is a parametrised Lebesgue line. Let σ : [ci, di] → B2(x) be one of the
segments γi written in smooth coordinates, so that σ(t) = te1. Since the coordinates are
smooth, and 1

400ah ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah, we see that there exists a constant C depending

possibly on the coordinates and a, such that 1
C δ ≤ h ≤ Cδ and 1

C δ ≤ g(t) ≤ Cδ in these
coordinates.

Using Corollary 5.7 and |Rm(h)| ≤ σ ≤ 1, we see that we have
ˆ

B2(0)

|g(x, t)− g0(x)|2δdx ≤ ct

with respect to these coordinates for all t ≤ 1 for some constant c = c(C).

Using Lemma 10.1, we see that : For all ε > 0 there exists a t0 > 0 such that

Lg0(σ) :=

ˆ di

ci

√

g(0)11(s, 0) ≥ (1 − ε)d(g(t))(σ(ci), σ(di))

for all t ∈ (0, t0) in these coordinates.

That is Lg0(γi) ≥ (1 − ε)d(g(t))(γi(ai), γi(bi))).

Hence, estimating on each Lebesgue line γi in this way, we see (setting γN+1(aN+1) := y
that, there exists a s0 such that

Lg0(γ) ≥
N
∑

i=1

(1− ε)dt(γi(ai), γi(bi))

≥
N
∑

i=1

(1− ε)dt(γi(ai), γi+1(ai+1))−
N
∑

i=1

dt(γi(bi), γi+1(ai+1))

≥
N
∑

i=1

(1− ε)dt(γi(ai), γi+1(ai+1))− c
N
∑

i=1

dh(γi(bi), γi+1(ai+1))

≥ (1− ε)dt(γ1(a1), γN+1(aN+1) = y)− cε

≥ (1− ε)dt(x, y)− 2cε



42 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

for t ∈ (0, s0). That is, for fixed x, y ∈M we have d0(x, y) ≥ lim suptց0 dt(x, y), in view
of the definition of d0 and the fact that ε > 0 was arbitrarily chosen in the argument
above. Combining the lower and upper bound proved for d0(x, y), we have

d0(x, y) := lim inf
ε→0

inf
γ∈Cε,x,y

Lg0(γ) = lim
tց0

dt(x, y)

as claimed.

The property d̃0 = limtց0 d̃t now follows easily from the definitions and the fact that
Φ(t) converges uniformly to Φ(0) as tց 0 :

d̃0(x, y)
:= d0(Φ(0)(x),Φ(0)(y))
= dt(Φ(0)(x),Φ(0)(y)) + ε(x, y, t)
≤ (≥) dt(Φ(0)(x),Φ(t)(y))

+(−) dt(Φ(t)(y),Φ(0)(y)) + ε(x, y, t)
≤ (≥) dt(Φ(t)(x),Φ(t)(y)) + (−)dt(Φ(t)(x),Φ0(x))

+(−) dt(Φ(t)(y),Φ(0)(y)) + ε(x, y, t)
≤ (≥) dt(Φ(t)(x),Φ(t)(y)) + (−) c(n, a)dh(Φ(t)(x),Φ(0)(x))

+(−) c(n, a)dh(Φ(t)(y),Φ(0)(y)) + ε(x, y, t)

= d̃t(x, y) + (−) c(n, a)dh(Φ(t)(x),Φ(0)(x))
+(−) c(n, a)dh(Φ(t)(y),Φ(0)(y)) + ε(x, y, t)

where ε(x, y, t) → 0 for tց 0. d.h. d̃t(x, y) → d̃0(x, y) for tց 0.

�

9. Metric convergence in Sobolev spaces

Theorem 9.1. Let (M,h) be a four dimensional Riemannian manifold satisfying (2.4).
We assume that there are continuous maps W (0),Φ(0) :M →M inverse to one another
such that for all compact sets K ⊆ M, supx∈K dh(Φ(r)(x),Φ(0)(x)) → 0 as r → 0,
supy∈K dh(W (r)(y),W (0)(y)) → 0 as r → 0, where Φ,W :M × (0, T ) →M, are smooth
maps such that W (s) :M →M,Φ(s) are smooth diffeomorphisms inverse to one another,
for all s ∈ (0, T ). Let ℓ(s)s∈(0,T ), g(s)s∈(0,T ) be smooth families of Riemannian metrics
isometric to one another through the smooth maps Φ(s) and W (s) : ℓ(s) = Φ(s)∗(g(s)),
g(s) =W (s)∗ℓ(s). Assume that we have chosen smooth coordinates ϕ : U → R

n, and ψ :

V → R
n and open sets Ũ ⊂⊂ U and Ṽ ⊂⊂ V with W (s)(Ṽ ) ⊂⊂ U and Φ(s)(Ũ ) ⊂⊂ V

for all s ∈ [0, S], W (s)(V ) ⊂⊂ U for all s ∈ [0, S] for some 0 < S < T . That is, in these
coordinates we have

ℓij(s)(x) = DiΦ
α(s)(x)DjΦ

β(s)(x)gαβ(s)(Φ(s)(x))(9.1)

and

gαβ(s)(Φ(s)(x)) = DαW
i(s)(Φ(s)(x))DβW

j(s)(Φ(s)(x))ℓij (x, s)

and

gαβ(s)(y) = DαW
i(s)(y)DβW

j(s)(y)ℓij(W (s)(y), s)

for x ∈ Ũ , y ∈ Ṽ . Assume further, that there exist Riemannian metrics ℓ(0) and g(0)
whose inverse exists almost everywhere, so that g(0), ℓ(0), g−1(0), ℓ−1(0) ∈ Lp

loc for all
p ∈ [1,∞) such that

(i) ℓ(s) → ℓ(0), ℓ−1(s) → ℓ−1(0), g(s) → g(0), g−1(s) → g−1(0) as s → 0 locally in
Lp for all p ∈ [1,∞),

(ii) For any compact set K ⊆M, for all s ∈ (0, T ), p ∈ [1,∞), there exists a constant
c(K,h, p) such that ‖ℓ(s)‖W 1,2(K) + ‖g(s)‖W 1,4(K) ≤ c(K,h, p),

(iii) There is a constant a ≥ 1 such that 1
ah ≤ g(s) ≤ ah for all s ∈ (0, T ).
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Then: DΦ(s) is bounded in Lp(Ũ) and DW (s) is bounded in Lp(Ṽ ) uniformly indepen-
dent of s ∈ (0, T ). Furthermore, Φ(s) → Φ(0) and W (s) →W (0) locally in W 1,p for any
p ∈ [1,∞), ℓ(0)◦W (0) is in Lp

loc for all p ∈ [1,∞), and ℓ(0) and g0 are isometric to one

another through the map W (0), which is in W 1,p
loc , for all p ∈ [1,∞) :

(g0)αβ = Dα(W (0))iDβ(W (0))j((ℓ0)ij◦W (0))

on Ṽ in the Lp sense for all p ∈ [1,∞).

Proof. We consider in the following only s ∈ (0, S). The first identity of (9.1) implies:

hij(x)ℓij(s)(x) = hij(x)DiΦ
α(s)(x)DjΦ

β(s)(x)gαβ(s)(Φ(s)(x))

≥ 1

a
hij(x)DiΦ

α(s)(x)DjΦ
β(s)(x)hαβ(Φ(s)(x)),

and hence using the fact that hijℓij(s) is locally uniformly bounded in Lp independent
of s, we see that DΦ(s) is locally uniformly bounded in Lp , that is independent of s, for
any p ∈ [1,∞):

ˆ

Ũ

|hij(x)Di(Φ(s))
α(x)Dj(Φ(s))

β(x)hαβ(Φ(s)(x))|pdh(x) ≤ c(p, . . .) <∞,

where c(p, . . .) is a constant depending on p, Ũ , a, ℓ, h. Constants which only depend

on p, Ũ , Ṽ , ϕ, ψ,Φ,W, a, ℓ, h , g ℓ−1 h−1 , g−1 and importantly don’t depend on s shall
be denoted by c(p, . . .), although the value may differ from line to line. In view of the
uniform convergence of Φ(s) andW (s) we may assume, by choosing geodesic coordinates

with respect to h aroundm and Φ(0)(m) without loss of generality, that Ũ = Br(m) =: B

and Ṽ = Bv(Φ(0)(m)) =: B̂ so that 1
2δαβ ≤ hαβ ≤ 2δαβ on Ṽ and 1

2δij ≤ hij ≤ 2δij on

Ũ , and B̃ = Br̃(m) ⊆ W (s)(B̂) ⊆ B = Br(m) for s sufficiently small. With respect to
these coordinates we have

ˆ

B

n
∑

i,α=1

|DiΦ
α(s)(x)|2pdx ≤ c(p, . . .)(9.2)

for s sufficiently small. Using the third identity of (9.1) and these coordinates we see
that

ˆ

B̂

(

n
∑

α,i=1

(DαW
i(s)(y))2)pdy

=

ˆ

B̂

|δαβDαW
i(s)(y)DβW

j(s)(y)δij |pdy

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

|hαβ(y)DαW
i(s)(y)DβW

j(s)(y)hij(W (s)(y), s)|pdy

= c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

|DW (s)|2ph,h(W (s))(y)dy

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

|DW (s)|2ph,ℓ(W (s),s)(y)(1 + |h◦W (s)|2pℓ(W (s),s)(y))dy

[ in view of (D.1) of Theorem D.1]

= c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

|hαβgαβ(s)|p(y)(1 + |h|2pℓ(s)◦W (s))(y)dy

≤ c(p, . . .)(

ˆ

B̂

|hαβgαβ(s)(y)|2pdy)
1
2 (

ˆ

B̂

(1 + |h|4pℓ(s)◦W (s)(y))dy)
1
2

≤ c(p, . . .)(1 + (

ˆ

B̂

|h|4pℓ(s)◦W (s)(y)dy)
1
2 )

= c(p, . . .)(1 + (

ˆ

B̂

|h|4pℓ(s)◦W (s)(y) ‖DW (s)‖ (y) ‖DΦ(s)◦W (s)‖ (y)dy) 1
2 )

[ since DW (s) ·DΦ(s)◦W (s) = ID]

≤ c(p, . . .)(1 + (

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)⊆Br(m)

|h|4pℓ(s)(x) ‖DΦ(s)(x)‖ dx) 1
2 )

≤ c(p, . . .)
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since (ℓ)−1, g and DΦ(s) are bounded locally in Lp independently of s, for s sufficiently
small, and we have used the transformation formula, and the notation ‖A‖ to represent
det(A).

We also have

ˆ

B̃

|D(gs◦Φ(s))|4−ε(x)dx

≤
ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|D(gs◦Φ(s))|4−ε(x)dx

=

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|((Dgs)◦Φ(s))(x) ·DΦ(s)(x)|4−εdx

≤ (

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

(|Dgs|◦Φ(s))4−
ε
2 (x)dx)

1
q (

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|DΦ(s)|r(4−ε)(x)dx)
1
r

[where q =
4− (ε/2)

4− ε
, r =

1

1− (1/q)
]

≤ c(p(ε), . . .)(

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|Dgs|4−
ε
2 ◦Φ(s)(x)dx) 1

q

= c(p(ε), . . .)(

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|Dgs|4−
ε
2 ◦Φ(s)(x) · ‖DW (s)◦Φ(s)(x)‖ ‖DΦ(s)(x)‖ dx) 1

q

[ since I = D(W (s)◦Φ(s)) = (DW (s)◦Φ(s)) ·DΦ(s)]

= c(p(ε), . . .)(

ˆ

B̂

|Dgs|4−
ε
2 (y) ‖DW (s)‖ (y)dy) 1

q

≤ c(p(ε), . . .)(

ˆ

B̂

|Dgs|4(y)dy)
1
qv (

ˆ

B̂

‖DW (s)‖u dy) 1
qu

[where v =
4

4− ε
2

, u =
1

1− 1
v

]

≤ c(p(ε), . . .)

for sufficiently small s > 0, where c(p(ε), . . .) is independent of s, and 2 > ε > 0 is
arbitrary, since Dg is bounded in L4 due to the assumptions, and DW (s) is bounded

uniformly in every Lp for every fixed p. , and we used (
´

W (s)(B̂)
|DΦ(s)|r(4−ε)(x)dx)

1
r ≤

c(p, ε, . . .). Hence for any sequence ti > 0 with ti → 0 as i → ∞, we can find a
subsequence si with si ց 0 such that (gsi)αβ◦Φ(si) converges strongly in Lp to some

Zαβ on B̃ for all p as si goes to zero, in view of the Sobolev-Embedding theorems (see

for example Theorem 7.26 in [13]). Z satisfies 1
C(a)δαβ ≤ Zαβ ≤ C(a)δαβ on B̃ since

1
2δαβ ≤ hαβ(·) ≤ 2δαβ on ϕ(s)(B̃) ⊆ Ṽ and 1

ah ≤ g(s) ≤ ah.

For a sequence 0 < si ց 0, we write g(i) = g(si) and Φ(i) = Φ(si) and ℓ(i) := ℓ(si).

Using (9.1) we see

δks = ℓ(i)rk(x)DsΦ(i)
α(x)DrΦ(i)

β(x)g(i)αβ◦Φ(i)(x)

and hence

0 = ℓ(i)rs(x)DsΦ(i)
α(x)DrΦ(i)

β(x)g(i)αβ◦Φ(i)(x)
−ℓ(j)rs(x)DsΦ(j)

α(x)DrΦ(j)
β(x)g(j)αβ◦Φ(j)(x)

= ℓrs0 (x)Zαβ(x)(DsΦ(i)
α(x)DrΦ(i)

β(x)

−DsΦ(j)
α(x)DrΦ(j)

β(x)) + err(i, j)(x)
= |DΦ(i)−DΦ(j)|2ℓ0,Z(x) + err(i, j)(x)
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where err(i, j) is an error term which goes to 0 in the Lp sense, on B̃ for any p ∈ [2,∞)
as i, j → ∞, and hence, using (D.2) of Theorem D.1, we see

ˆ

B̃

|DΦ(i)−DΦ(j)|pδ,δ(x)dx

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̃

|DΦ(i)−DΦ(j)|ph,Z(x)dx

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̃

(1 + |ℓ0|2h)p/2(x)|DΦ(i) −DΦ(j)|pℓ0,Z(x)dx

≤ c(p, . . .)(

ˆ

B̃

(1 + |ℓ0|2h)p(x)dx)
1
2 (

ˆ

B̃

|DΦ(i)−DΦ(j)|2pℓ0,Z(x)dx)
1
2

= c(p, . . .)(

ˆ

B̃

(err(i, j))2p(x)dx)
1
2

where
´

B̃
|err(i, j)|2p → 0 as i, j → ∞. That isDΦ(i)|B̃ is Cauchy in Lp(B̃). Since Φ(i) →

Φ(0) in locally, uniformly, and hence locally in Lp for any p <∞, we see Φ(i) → Φ(0) in

W 1,p(B̃) as i→ ∞. In fact Φ(s) → Φ(0) in W 1,p(B̃) as sց 0. If this were not the case,
then we could find a sequence of times ti → 0 such that |Φ(ti) − Φ(0)|W 1,p(B̃) ≥ σ > 0.

Repeating the above argument, we see that a subsequence Φ(si) of Φ(ti) converges to

Φ(0) in W 1,p(B̃), which contradicts |Φ(ti)− Φ(0)|W 1,p(B̃) ≥ σ > 0.

We now show that a subsequence of ℓti◦W (ti) converges in L
p locally for any sequence

ti ց 0. For 0 < 4δ < 3 we have (where here the norm, | · | refers to the euclidean norm)

ˆ

B̂

|D(ℓs◦W (s))|1+δdy =

ˆ

|(Dℓ◦W (s))DW (s)|1+δdy

≤
ˆ

B̂

|Dℓ|1+2δ◦W (s)dy +

ˆ

B̂

|DW (s)|vdy

[ with v =
1

1− (1/q)
, q =

1 + 2δ

1 + δ
]

≤
ˆ

B̂

|Dℓ|1+2δ◦W (s)dy + c(v(δ), . . .)

=

ˆ

B̂

(|Dℓ|1+2δ◦W (s)) ‖DΦ(s)◦W (s)‖ ‖DW (s)‖ dy + c(v(δ), . . .)

=

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|Dℓ|1+2δdx ‖DΦ(s)‖+ c(v(δ), . . .)

≤
ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|Dℓ|1+4δdx+

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

‖DΦ(s)‖p̂ dx+ c(v(δ), . . .)

[ with p̂ =
1

1− (1/q̂)
, q̂ =

1 + 4δ

1 + 2δ
]

≤ c(v(δ), . . .)

where c(v(δ), . . .) is independent of s. Hence a subsequence (si)i∈N of (ti)i∈N satisfies

ℓjk(si)◦W (si) → Rjk in Lα(δ)(B̂) for some R ∈ Lα(B̂) from the Sobolev embedding
Theorems (see for example Theorem 7.26 in [13]). In particular ℓjk(si)◦W (si) → Rjk

almost everywhere on B̂. On the other hand, the transformation formula for smooth
diffeomorphisms shows us that

ˆ

B̂

|ℓs◦W (s)|pdy =

ˆ

B̂

|ℓs◦W (s)|p ‖DΦ(s)‖ ◦W (s) ‖DW (s)‖ dy

=

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|ℓs|p ‖DΦ(s)‖ dx
≤ c(p, . . .)

in view of Hölder’s Theorem, since ℓs and DΦ(s) are uniformly bounded in Lp(B) for

all p ∈ [1,∞). This shows us that ℓ(si)◦W (si) → R in Lp(B̂) for all p ∈ [1,∞) and

that R ∈ Lp(B̂). Similarly ℓ(si)
−1◦W (si) → R−1 with R−1 in Lp for all p ∈ [1,∞) after

taking a subsequence : |D(ℓij(s)◦W (s))|1+δ = |ℓik(s)ℓjl(s)Dℓkl(s)◦W (s)|1+δ and hence
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a subsequence of ℓij(sk)◦W (sk) converges in Lα(δ) to some Hij in Lα(δ), and we also
have

ˆ

B̂

|ℓ−1
s ◦W (s)|pdy =

ˆ

B̂

|ℓ−1
s ◦W (s)|p ‖DΦ(s)‖ ◦W (s) ‖DW (s)‖ dy

=

ˆ

W (s)(B̂)

|ℓ−1
s |p ‖DΦ(s)‖ dx

≤ c(p, . . .)

and so, ℓij(skr )◦W (skr ) → Hij in Lp(B̂) for all p ∈ [1,∞), where (skr )r∈N is a sub-
sequence of (sk)k∈N. We also have δjm = ℓjk(sir )◦W (sir )ℓkm (sir )◦W (sir ) → HjkRkm

in Lp(B̂) and hence almost everywhere, and hence H is the inverse of R almost every-
where, and after changing the function H on a set of measure zero, H is the inverse of
R everywhere.

Using (9.1) we see

δγβ = gγα(y)(s)DαW
i(s)(y)DβW

j(s)(y)ℓij(W (s)(y), s),

and writing W (k) :=W (sik), g(k) := g(sik), ..., we have

0 = g(k)βα(y)DαW
i(k)(y)DβW

j(k)(y)ℓ(k)ij(W (k)(y))

−g(l)βα(y)DαW
i(l)(y)DβW

j(l)(y)ℓ(l)ij(W (l)(y))

= g(0)βα(y)(DαW
i(k)(y)DβW

j(k)(y)−DαW
i(l)(y)DβW

j(l)(y))Rij(y)

+err(k, l)(y)
= |DW (k)−DW (l)|2g(0),R + err(k, l),

where err(k, l) → 0 in Lp(B̂) for all p ∈ [1,∞). Hence, using (D.1) of Theorem D.1 we
have

ˆ

B̂

|DW (k)−DW (l)|2pδ,δdy

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

|DW (k)−DW (l)|2pg(0),hdy

≤ c(p, . . .)

ˆ

B̂

(|DW (k) −DW (l)|2pg(0),R)(1 + |h|2pR )dy

≤ c(p, . . .)(

ˆ

B̂

|DW (k)−DW (l)|4pg(0),Rdy)
1
2

= c(p, . . .)(

ˆ

B̂

|err(k, l)|4pdy) 1
2

and henceW (k) is Cauchy inW 1,p(B̂) and hence converges. Here we used that
´

B̂
|h|4pR dy

is bounded which follows from the fact that R−1 = H ∈ Lq for all q ∈ [1,∞). Using

a similar argument to the one we used for Φ, we see that W (s) → W (0) in W 1,p(B̂)

as s ց 0, ie. that the convergence W (ti) → W (0) in W 1,p(B̂) holds for all sequences
0 < ti → 0.

We saw that ℓ(s)◦W (s) converges in Lp(B̂) for all p ∈ [1,∞) as sց 0. We would like to
further show that the limit function is ℓ(0)◦W (0).

Using the change of variable formula for smooth diffeomorphisms, we see for the same
coordinates from above, for any Br(y0) ⊂⊂ B̂ and any cut off smooth non-negative
function η with support in Br−2ε(y0) that
ˆ

Br(y0)

ℓs◦W (s) · ηdy =

ˆ

Br−2ε(y0)

ℓs◦W (s) · η◦Φ(s)◦W (s) · ‖DΦ(s)‖ ◦W (s) ‖DW (s)‖ dy

=

ˆ

W (s)(Br−2ε(y0))

ℓs · η◦Φ(s) · ‖DΦ(s)‖ dx

=

ˆ

W (δ)(Br−ε/4(y0))

ℓ0 · η◦Φ(0) · ‖DΦ(0)‖ dx+ err(s)
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for any δ ≤ s, where err(s) → 0 in Lp
loc as s ց 0 since DΦ(s) → DΦ(0) in Lp

loc and
Φ(s) → Φ(0) uniformly as s ց 0 and ℓs → ℓ0 in Lp

loc as sց 0, and η◦Φ(s) has compact
support in W (s)(Br−2ε(y0)) ⊆ W (δ)(Br−ε/4(y0)) for s, δ sufficiently small. Φ(0),W (0)

are homeomorphisms which are continuous representatives of W 1,p
loc functions with p > n

and so they both satisfy the Lusin N -Property (see Corollary B , [25]) and hence the
change of area formula is valid for Φ(0) and W (0) (see Proposition 1.1 of [24]) :

ˆ

W (δ)(Br−ε/4(y0))

ℓ0 · η◦Φ(0) · ‖DΦ(0)‖ dx+ err(s)

=

ˆ

Φ(0)(W (δ)(Br−ε/4(y0))

ℓ0◦W (0) · ηdy + err(s)

→
ˆ

Br

ℓ0◦W (0) · ηdy

as s ց 0. As this is true for any continuous η and ball Br(y0) of this type, we see that
ℓ(s)◦W (s) → R = ℓ0◦W (0) almost everywhere and in Lp

loc, since ℓ(s)◦W (s) converges
in Lp

loc for s ց 0, for all p ∈ [1,∞) :
´

ηℓ(s)◦W (s)dy →
´

ηRdy =
´

ηℓ(0)◦W (0)dy,
and hence

´

η(R − ℓ(0)◦W (0))dy = 0 for all non-negative cut off functions of this
type, and hence, using the Fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations, we have ,
R−ℓ(0)◦W (0) = 0 in L1(B̂) and hence R = ℓ(0)◦W (0) almost everywhere in Br(y0). Re-
turning to the last identity in (9.1), we see that g(0)αβ = DαW

i(0)DβW
j(0)ℓij(0)◦W (0)

almost everywhere and in the Lp sense. An almost identical argument shows that
gαβ(s)◦Φ(s) converges to gαβ(0)◦Φ(0) in Lp, as we now explain. Let C =W (0)(Br(y0))
and η a cut off function with compact support inW (0)(Br−4ε(y0)). Then η = 0 outside of
W (s)(Br−2ε(y0)) and W (0)(Br−4ε(y0)) ⊆ W (s)(Br−2ε(y0)) for sufficiently small s > 0.
Hence
ˆ

C

g(s)◦Φ(s)ηdx =

ˆ

W (0)(Br−4ε(y0))

g(s)◦Φ(s)ηdx

=

ˆ

W (s)(Br−2ε(y0))

g(s)◦Φ(s)ηdx

=

ˆ

W (s)(Br−2ε(y0))

g(s)◦Φ(s) · η◦W (s)◦Φ(s) · ‖DW (s)‖ ◦Φ(s) ‖DΦ(s)‖ dx

=

ˆ

Br−2ε(y0)

g(s) · η◦W (s) · ‖DW (s)‖ dy

=

ˆ

Br−2ε(y0)

g(0) · η◦W (0) · ‖DW (0)‖ dy + err(s)

=

ˆ

W (0)(Br−2ε(y0))

g(0)◦Φ(0) · ηdx+ err(s)

→
ˆ

C

g(0)◦Φ(0)ηdx

as sց 0 where we have once again used that the change of variables formula is valid for
Φ(0) andW (0). Hence, since g(s)◦Φ(s) → Z in Lp

loc we have g(s)◦Φ(s) → Z = g(0)◦Φ(0)
in Lp(C) as sց 0 for all p ∈ [1,∞), in view of the Fundamental lemma of the calculus of
variations. Hence g(s)◦Φ(s) → g(0)◦Φ(0) in Lp

loc as sց 0, for all p ∈ [1,∞). Returning
to the first identity in (9.1), we see that this implies

ℓij(0)(x) = DiΦ
α(0)(x)DjΦ

β(0)(x)gαβ(0)(Φ(0)(x))

almost everywhere and in the Lp sense.

�

10. Distance convergence in Sobolev spaces

Lemma 10.1. In the following B
k
r (0) is a k-dimensional ball of radius r > 0 in R

k and
middlepoint 0. Let c > 1 and g : Bn

2 (0) × [0, 1] → R
n×n be a family of non-negative
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two-tensors, such that

ˆ

Bn
2 (0)

|g(t)(z)− g(0)(z)|2δdz ≤ ct(10.1)

1

c
δ ≤ g(t) ≤ cδ(10.2)

for all t ∈ [0, 1), where g(t) are smooth for all t > 0 and g(0) is in L2.

Let σ : [−1, 1] → B
n
2 (0), σ(s) = se1 be a Lebesgue line with respect to g(0), that is the

function
√

g(0)11(·, ·) : [−1, 1]× B
n−1
1 (0) ⊆ B

n
2 (0) → R

+
0 is measurable,

√

g(0)11(s, 0) :

B
n−1
1 (0) → R

+
0 is measurable,

√

g(0)11(s, ·) : Bn−1
1 (0) → R

+
0 is measurable for almost all

s ∈ [−1, 1],
√

g(0)11(·, x) : [−1, 1] → R
+
0 is measurable for almost all x ∈ B

n−1
1 (0) and

ˆ 1

−1

√

g(0)11(s, 0)ds = lim
α→0

1

ωn−1αn−1

ˆ 1

−1

ˆ

B
n−1
α (0)

√

g(0)11(s, x)dxds

= lim
α→0

1

ωn−1αn−1

ˆ

Tα(σ)

√

g(0)11(z)dz,

where dx is n − 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure, and dz is n dimensional Lebesgue
measure, Tα(σ) := {σ(s) + β(0, v) | s ∈ [−1, 1], v ∈ R

n−1, |v| = 1, β ∈ R, |β| ≤ α} is an
α tubular neighbourhood of σ, ωn−1α

n−1 is the (Lebesgue) n− 1 dimensional volume of
Tα(σ(s)) := {σ(s) + β(0, v) | v ∈ R

n−1, |v| = 1, β ∈ R, |β| ≤ α}. Then: For all ε > 0
there exists a t0 > 0 such that

Lg0(σ) :=

ˆ 1

−1

√

g(0)11(s, 0) ≥ (1 − ε)d(g(t))(σ(−1), σ(1))(10.3)

for all t ∈ (0, t0).
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Proof. We calculate

Lg0(σ) =

ˆ 1

−1

√

g(0)11(s, 0)ds

≥
´

y∈Tα(σ)

√

g(0)11(y)dy

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

=

´

y∈Tα(σ)(
√

g(0)11(y)−
√

g(t)11(y)) +
√

g(t)11(y)dy

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

≥
´

y∈Tα(σ)
−|
√

g(0)11(y)−
√

g(t)11(y)|+
√

g(t)11(y)dy

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

[ using |√a−
√
b| ≤

√

|a− b| for a, b ∈ R
+]

≥
´

y∈Tα(σ)
−
√

|g(0)11(y)− g(t)11(y)|+
√

g(t)11(y)dy

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

≥ −
(
´

y∈Tα(σ) |g(0)11(y)− g(t)11(y)|2dy)
1
4

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

(2Vol(Bn−1
α (0)))

3
4(10.4)

+

´

y∈Tα(σ)

√

g(t)11(y)dy

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

≥ −2ct
1
4 (Vol(Bn−1

α (0)))
3
4

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

+

´

x∈B
n−1
α (0)

´ 1

−1

√

g(t)11(s, x)dsdx

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

≥ −ct 1
4

(Vol(Bn−1
α (0)))

1
4

+

´

x∈B
n−1
α (0) Lg(t)(σx)dx

Vol(Bn−1
α (0))

−R(α)

≥ −ct 1
4

(Vol(Bn−1
α (0)))

1
4

+ inf
x∈B

n−1
α (0)

Lg(t)(σx)−R(α)

≥ −ct 1
4

(Vol(Bn−1
α (0)))

1
4

+ inf{dt((−1, x), (1, x)) | x ∈ B
n−1
α (0)} −R(α),(10.5)

where R(α) is independent of t and R(α) → 0 as α ց 0, and σx : [−a, a] → R
n is

σx(s) = (s, x). Now using the equivalence of g(t) to δ with the constant c we see that

inf{dt((−1, x), (1, x)) | x ∈ B
n−1
α (0)}

≥ dt((−1, 0), (1, 0))− sup
x∈B

n−1
α (0)

dt((−1, 0), (−1, x))− sup
x∈B

n−1
α (0)

dt((1, 0), (1, x))

≥ dt((−1, 0), (1, 0))− c|α|

independently of t, and hence choosing t = α200n and α = α(ε) small enough, we see
that

Lg0(σ) ≥ (1− ε)dt((−1, 0), (1, 0))(10.6)

in view of (10.5), and the fact that dt((−1, 0), (1, 0)) ≥ 1√
c
> 0 (since g(t) ≥ 1

c δ ). �

Lemma 10.2. For all ε > 0 there exists a α > 0 such that if g is an L2 metric on B1(0) ⊆
R

n, the standard ball of radius one and middlepoint 0 in R
n, with

´

B1(0)
|g − δ|2 ≤ α,

then there exits an x ∈ B
n−1
ε (0) such that

√
g11(·, x) : [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ] → R

n is measurable,

σ : [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] → R

n, σ(t) = x+ e1t, is a Lebesgue line between (− 1
2 , x) and (12 , x) and

ˆ
1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds ≤ 1 + ε = dδ((−
1

2
, x), (

1

2
, x)) + ε
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Proof. Fubini’s Theorem tells us that the function f : Bn−1
1
4

(0) → R
+
0 , f(x) :=

´

1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds

is well defined for almost all x ∈ B
n−1
1
4

(0) and defines an L1 function, also denoted

by f , and the function f̂ : [−1, 1] → R
+
0 f̂(s) :=

´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

√

g11(s, x)dx is well de-

fined for almost all s ∈ [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] and defines an L1 function, and

´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)
f(x)dx =

´

1
2

− 1
2

´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

√

g11(s, x)dxds =
´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

´

1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)dsdx =
´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)×[− 1
2 ,

1
2 ]

√

g11(z)dz.

This also implies that almost every x ∈ B
n−1
1
4

(0) is a Lebesgue point of f , that is

´

B
n−1
r (x) |f(y)− f(x)|dy

ωn−1rn−1
→ 0

as r ց 0, for almost every x ∈ B
n−1
1
4

(0) (see Corollary 1 of Section 1.7 of [12]), and as a
consequence

´

B
n−1
r (x)

f(y)dy

ωn−1rn−1
→ f(x)

as r ց 0, for almost every x ∈ B
n−1
1
4

(0)

That is, almost every curve vx : [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] → B1(0), vx(s) := (s, x) for x ∈ B

n−1
1
4

(0) is a

parametrised Lebesgue line.

We wish to estimate the measure m of the set Z ⊆ B
n−1
1
4

(0) of x ∈ B
n−1
1
4

(0) such that
´

1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds is well defined and for which
´

1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds ≥ 1+α̂ where α̂ := (α)
1
8

(→ 0 as α → 0). We will see that m ≤ a(n)α
1
8 . Using |√a−

√
b| ≤

√

|a− b| for a, b ∈ R
+,

we see that
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α ≥
ˆ

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

ˆ 1
2

− 1
2

|g11(s, x)− 1|2dsdx

=

ˆ

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

ˆ
1
2

− 1
2

(

√

|g11(s, x) − 1|
)4

dsdx

≥
ˆ

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

ˆ
1
2

− 1
2

|
√

g11(s, x)− 1|4dsdx

≥
(
´

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

´

1
2

− 1
2

|
√

g11(s, x) − 1|dsdx)4

(Vol(Bn−1
1
4

(0)× [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ]))

3

=
1

c(n)
(

ˆ

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

ˆ
1
2

− 1
2

|
√

g11(s, x) − 1|dsdx)4

≥ 1

c(n)
(

ˆ

B
n−1
1
4

(0)

|
ˆ

1
2

− 1
2

(
√

g11(s, x)− 1)ds|dx)4

≥ 1

c(n)
(

ˆ

Z

|
ˆ

1
2

− 1
2

(
√

g11(s, x) − 1)ds|dx)4

=
1

c(n)
(

ˆ

Z

|
ˆ

1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds− 1|dx)4

=
1

c(n)
(

ˆ

Z

ˆ
1
2

− 1
2

√

g11(s, x)ds− 1dx)4

≥ 1

c(n)
(

ˆ

Z

α̂dx)4

≥ 1

c(n)
m4(α̂)4

which implies m4 ≤ c(n)α
α̂4 = c(n)α

1
2 , that is, m = Ln−1(Z) ≤ (c(n))

1
4α

1
8 ≤ α

1
20 for α ≤

1
(c(n))4 . For ε > 0 given, we now choose α = ε100n, so that m ≤ ε5n. But then Ln−1(Zc ∩
B
n−1
ε (0)) > 0 : Otherwise, Ln−1(Zc∩B

n−1
ε (0)) = 0 that is Ln−1(Z ∩B

n−1
ε (0)) = ωn−1ε

n

and as a consequence ε5n ≥ m = Ln−1(Z) ≥ Ln−1(Z ∩ B
n−1
ε (0)) = ωn−1ε

n which is a
contradiction.

Using this, with the fact that for almost every x ∈ B
n−1
ε (0) the curve vx : [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ] → B1(0)

vx(s) := (s, x) is a parametrised Lebesgue line, we see that it is possible to choose an

x ∈ B
n−1
ε (0) such that

´

1
2

− 1
2

√

g(0)11(s, x)ds ≤ 1 + α̂ = 1 + ε
100n

8 ≤ 1 + ε and so that vx

is a parametrised Lebesgue line, as claimed. �

11. Uniqueness

Lemma 11.1 (L2-Lemma). (cf. Lemma 6.1 in proof of [9]). Let M be n-dimensional
and g1, g2 be two smooth solutions on M × [0, T ] to the h-Ricci-DeTurck flow, and let

ℓ := g1−g2, ℓ̃ab := 1
2

(

gab1 + gab2
)

and ℓ̂ab := 1
2

(

gab1 − gab2
)

. Then the quantity |ℓ|2h satisfies
the evolution equation:
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∂

∂t
|ℓ|2 = ℓ̃abh∇a

h∇b|ℓ|2 − 2|h∇ℓ|2
ℓ̃,h

+ ℓ ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ h∇2
(g1 + g2)

+ ∗ℓ ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ g−1
1 ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1 + ℓ ∗ g−1

2 ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1
+ ℓ ∗ g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇ℓ ∗ h∇g1 + ℓ ∗ g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇g2 ∗ h∇ℓ

+ ℓ ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ g1 ∗ Rm(h) + ℓ ∗ ℓ ∗ (g2)−1 ∗Rm(h) ,

(11.1)

where T ∗ S refers to contractions of the tensors T and S involving h−1 and |Z|2g,h =

gijhkshvrZikvZjsr for a zero-three tensor Z.

Proof. The formula was proved in [9] for the case that h = δ is the standard metric on
a euclidean ball B1(0), and hence the curvature Rm(h) = 0. We carry out a similar
argument to the one given there, explaining why the term arising from the curvature

Rm(h) in the evolution equation of |ℓ|2 in this setting can be written as ℓ ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ g1 ∗
Rm(h) + ℓ ∗ ℓ ∗ (g2)−1 ∗Rm(h).

∂

∂t
ℓ = gab1

h∇a
h∇bg1 + g−1

1 ∗ g−1
1 ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1+

− (g1)
kl(g1)iph

pqRjkql(h)− (g1)
kl(g1)jph

pqRikql(h)

− gab2
h∇a

h∇bg2 − g−1
2 ∗ g−1

2 ∗ h∇g2 ∗ h∇g2
+ (g2)

kl(g2)iph
pqRjkql(h) + (g2)

kl(g2)jph
pqRikql(h)

=
1

2

(

gab1 + gab2
)

h∇a
h∇bℓ+

1

2

(

gab1 − gab2
)

h∇a
h∇b(g1 + g2)

+ (g−1
1 − g−1

2 ) ∗ g−1
1 ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1 + g−1

2 ∗ (g−1
1 − g−1

2 ) ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1
+ g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇ℓ ∗ h∇g1 + g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇g2 ∗ h∇ℓ,

− ℓ̂klhpq (g1)ipRikql(h)− ℓ̂klhpq (g1)jpRjkql(h)

− (g2)
klℓiph

pqRjkql(h) + (g2)
klℓjph

pqRikql(h)

which we can write as

∂

∂t
ℓ = ℓ̃ab h∇a

h∇bℓ+ ℓ̂abh∇a
h∇b(g1 + g2)

+ ℓ̂ ∗ g−1
1 ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1 + g−1

2 ∗ ℓ̂ ∗ h∇g1 ∗ h∇g1
+ g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇ℓ ∗ h∇g1 + g−1

2 ∗ g−1
2 ∗ h∇g2 ∗ h∇ℓ

+ ℓ̂ ∗ g1 ∗ Rm(h) + ℓ ∗ (g2)−1 ∗Rm(h).

The formula now follows from this equality, combined with the facts that ∂
∂t |ℓ|2h =

2(ℓ, ∂
∂tℓ)h and 2(ℓ, ℓ̃ab h∇a

h∇bℓ)h = ℓ̃ab h∇a
h∇b|ℓ|2h − 2|h∇ℓ|2

ℓ̃,h
. �

Using the previous evolution equation for the difference between two solutions of the
h-Ricci-DeTurck flow we are now able to show that the solution constructed in Theorem
6.1 is unique among all solutions satisfying (at), (bt) and (ct) with ε sufficiently small.
The proof below slightly resembles the argument used by Struwe to prove a uniqeuness
result for the harmonic map flow in two dimensions, see the argument given in the proof
of uniqueness in the proof of Theorem 6.6, Chapter III in [34].

Theorem 11.2. Let M be four dimensional and g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ S, be a solution of

the h-Ricci-DeTurck flow with initial condition g0 ∈ W 2,2
loc ∩ W 1,∞

loc satisfying (a) and
(b). Assume additionally that g(t) satisfies the estimates (at), (bt) (ct) and (dt) from
Theorem 6.3 for all 0 ≤ t ≤ S. Then there exists a time Tmax = Tmax(n, a) ∈ (0, S) so
that the solution is unique for all 0 ≤ t ≤ Tmax.
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Proof. We let g1, g2 be two solutions and as above we let l = g1 − g2. Next we multiply
(11.1) with η4, where η is a cut-off function which is equal to one on B 1

2
(x) and zero

outside of B 3
4
(x), and integrating by parts, with respect to h∇, and using Youngs and

Hölder inequality, we obtain the estimate

∂t

ˆ

M

η4|l|2 + 2

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

≤C
ˆ

M

η3(η|l||h∇l̃||h∇l|+ |h∇η||l̃||l||h∇l|) +
ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

+ C(

ˆ

M

η4(|l|4 + |l̂|4)) 1
2 (

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇2
(g1 + g2)|2)

1
2

+ C(

ˆ

M

η4(|l|4 + |l̂|4)) 1
2 (

ˆ

M

η4|h∇(g1 + g2)|4)
1
2

+ C

ˆ

M

η4(|l|2 + |l̂|2),(11.2)

where the term 2
´

M
η4|h∇l|2

ℓ̃,h
is the second term , up to a change of sign, appearing

on the right hand side of equation (11.1). Using the Sobolev embedding Theorem, see
Theorem B.1, and the assumption (bt) it follows that

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇2
(g1 + g2)|2 + (

ˆ

M

η4|h∇(g1 + g2)|4)
1
2 ≤ Cε.

Using the estimate |l̂| ≤ C|l| and again the Sobolev inequality we conclude

(

ˆ

M

η4(|l̂|4 + |l|4)) 1
2 ≤ C

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇l|2 + |l|2),(11.3)

and hence

∂t

ˆ

M

η4|l|2 +
ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

≤C
ˆ

M

(η4|l||h∇l̃||h∇l|+ |h∇η|η3|l̃||l||h∇l|)

+ C
√
ε

ˆ

B1(x)

(|h∇l|2 + |l|2) + C

ˆ

M

η4(|l|2 + |l̂|2).(11.4)

We will estimate the first two terms appearing on the right hand side of (11.4). In
preparation thereof, we first note that from (bt) we also have

(

ˆ

M

η4(|h∇l|4 + |h∇l̃|4)) 1
2 ≤ Cε.

The first term
´

M η4(η|l||h∇l̃||h∇l|) on the right hand side of (11.4) we estimate as
follows,

ˆ

M

η4|l||h∇l̃||h∇l| ≤ 1

4

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

+ C

ˆ

M

η4|l|2|h∇l̃|2(11.5)

≤ 1

4

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

+ C(

ˆ

M

η4|l|4) 1
2 (

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l̃|4) 1
2

≤ 1

4

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

+ C(

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2 + |l|2)Cǫ.

The second term
´

M |h∇η|η3|l̃||l||h∇l|) of (11.4) is estimated as follows
ˆ

M

|h∇η|η3|l̃||l||h∇l|) ≤ (

ˆ

M

η4|l̃|2|l|2) 1
2 )(

ˆ

M

|h∇η|η2|h∇l|2) 1
2(11.6)

≤ C(

ˆ

M

η4(|l̃|4 + |l|4)) 1
2 (

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|4) 1
4

≤ C(

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2 + |h∇l|2)(ε) 1
4 .

Using (11.5) and (11.6), we can estimate the left hand side of (11.4) by

∂t

ˆ

M

η4|l|2 +
ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2
ℓ̃,h

≤ C(

ˆ

M

|l|2 + |h∇l|2)(ε) 1
4 + C

ˆ

M

η4|l|2(11.7)
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and hence

∂t

ˆ

M

η4|l|2 + 1

ca

ˆ

M

η4|h∇l|2 ≤ C

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2 + C
√
ε

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2.

After integrating in time we obtain for every x ∈M

ˆ

B 1
2
(x)

|l|2(t) + 1

ca

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B 1
2
(x)

|h∇l|2 ds ≤ C

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(s) ds+ C(ε)
1
4

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2 ds.

(11.8)

Next we let 1 > σ > 0 be arbitrary and we conclude from Corollary 5.7 that

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(t) < σ

for every 0 ≤ t ≤ Cσ where C is a constant only depending on n and a. In the following
we let Tmax be the smallest time so that

sup
x∈M

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(Tmax) = σ.

For any x ∈M we can cover the ball B1(x) by finitely many balls B 1
2
(xi), 1 ≤ i ≤ N =

N(h) (see Appendix B). We conclude from (11.8) that for t ≤ Tmax

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(t) + 1

ca

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2 ≤N sup
i
(C

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B 1
2
(xi)

|l|2(t) + C
√
ε

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B 1
2
(xi)

|h∇l|2)

≤CNtσ + CNε
1
4 sup

i

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(xi)

|h∇l|2

and hence

sup
x∈M

(

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(t) + 1

ca

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2)

≤ CNtσ + CNε
1
4 sup
x∈M

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2

≤ CNtσ +
1

2
sup
x∈M

(

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(t) + 1

ca

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2)

if ε > 0 is sufficiently small. Hence

sup
x∈M

(

ˆ

B1(x)

|l|2(t) + 1

ca

ˆ t

0

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇l|2) ≤ 2CNtσ ≤ σ

2

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
4CN which implies that Tmax ≥ 1

4CN and since σ > 0 was arbitrary this
finishes the proof of the theorem. �

12. An application

Here we present an application for W 2,2 ∩ L∞ metrics on four dimensional manifolds in
the setting that scalar curvature is weakly bounded from below. For the case that the
metric is C0 we refer to the paper of [4] for related results.

Definition 12.1. Let M be a four dimensional smooth closed manifold and g be a
W 2,2 ∩ L∞ be Riemannian metric (positive definite everywhere), such that g, g−1 ∈ L∞

and let k ∈ R. Locally the scalar curvature may be written

R(g) = gjk(∂iΓ(g)
i
jk − ∂jΓ

i
ik

+Γi
ipΓ

p
jk − Γi

jpΓ
p
ik)

where Γ(g)mij = 1
2g

mk(∂igjk + ∂jgik − ∂kgij), and hence R(g) is well defined in the L2

sense for a W 2,2 Riemannian metric. Let k ∈ R. We say the scalar curvature R(g) is



RICCI FLOW 55

weakly bounded from below by k, R(g) ≥ k, if this is true almost everywhere, for all
local smooth coordinates.

Theorem 12.2. Let (M,h) be four dimensional closed and satisfy (2.4). Assume that
(M, g0) is a W 2,2 metric such that 1

ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah for some ∞ > a > 1 and R(g0) ≥ k
in the weak sense of Definition 12.1. Then the solution g(t)t∈(0,T ) to Ricci DeTurck
flow respectively ℓ(t)t∈(0,T ) to Ricci Flow constructed in Theorem 8.3, with initial value
g(0) = g0, has R(g(t)) ≥ k and R(ℓ(t)) ≥ k for all t ∈ (0, T ).

Proof. The solution g(t) to Ricci DeTurck flow constructed in the main theorem is smooth
for all t > 0 and satisfies g(t) → g0 in the W 2,2 sense and 1

400ah ≤ g(t) ≤ 400ah for

all t ∈ (0, T ). Hence R(g(t)) → R(g0) as t ց 0 in the L2
loc sense, and in the pointwise

sense almost everywhere, where R(g0) is the L
2 quantity defined above ( convergence of

a sequence of functions in the L2
loc sense to an L2

loc function implies convergence of the
sequence almost everywhere ). This means (R(g(t)) + k)− → 0 in the L2 sense as tց 0,
and hence ϕ(t) :=

´

M (R(g(t)) + k)2−dg(t) =
´

M (R(ℓ(t)) + k)2−dℓ(t) → 0 as tց 0.

The Integrand V (t) := (R(ℓ(t))+ k)2− is differentiable in space and time for all t > 0 and
this yields that ϕ is differentiable in time for all t > 0. The derivative of V is zero for all
(x, t) ∈M × (0, T ) with R(ℓ)(x, t) + k ≥ 0.

By Sard’s theorem (see Section 2 of [26]), we know, for almost all k, that the sets
{x ∈M | R(x, g(t))+k < 0} have smooth boundary for almost every t > 0: Sard applied
once to R yields that Wk := {(x, t) ∈ M × (0, T ) | R(x, t) = −k} is smooth for almost
all k ∈ R and then Sard applied to Ψk : Wk → R, Ψk(x, t) = t (for such k) yields that
{x ∈ M | R(x, t) = −k} is smooth for almost all t ∈ (0, T ). Let Z ⊆ R denote the set
of such k ∈ R. For such k ∈ Z we define Uk(t) := {x ∈ M | R(x, g(t)) + k < 0} if
t ∈ (0, T ) is a time such that {x ∈M | R(x, g(t))+ k < 0} has smooth boundary, and we
define Uk(t) := ∅ for all other t ∈ (0, T ). Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus
for 0 < t1 < t2 we compute

ψ(t2)− ψ(t1)

= e−kt2ϕ(t2)− e−kt1ϕ(t1)

=

ˆ t2

t1

d

dτ

ˆ

M

e−kτV (τ)dℓ(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ

ˆ

M

(
d

dτ
V (τ)− R(τ)V (τ)− kV (τ))dℓ(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (2
∂

∂τ
(−R(τ) − k)(−R(τ)− k)− (R(τ) + k)2R(τ))dℓ(τ)dτ

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

ke−kτV (τ)dℓ(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (2∆ℓ(τ)(R(τ) + k))(R(τ) + k) + 4(R(τ) + k)|Rc(τ)|2

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk

e−kτ (R(τ) + k)3dℓ(τ)dτ
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+k

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (R(τ) + k)2 − k

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτV (τ)dℓ(τ)dτ

≤
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (2∆ℓ(τ)(R(τ) + k))(R(τ) + k)−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (R(τ) + k)3dℓ(τ)dτ

[ since (R(τ) + k)(τ) < 0 on Uk(τ) and V = (R(τ) + k)2]

=

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ

ˆ

Uk(τ)

−2|∇(R(ℓ(τ) + k)|2dℓ(τ)dτ

+

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ

ˆ

∂Uk(τ)

(R(τ) + k)ℓ(τ)(ν(ℓ(τ)),∇(R(τ) + k))dσ(τ)dτ

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (|(R(τ) + k)−|3dℓ(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

−2e−kτ |∇(R(τ) + k)−|2dℓ(τ)dτ

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Uk(τ)

e−kτ (|(R(τ)) + k)−|3)dℓ(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t2

t1

−2e−kτ

ˆ

M

|∇(R(τ) + k)−|2dℓ(τ)dτ

+

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ

ˆ

M

|(R(τ) + k)−|3

≤ −A(M,h)

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ (

ˆ

M

|(R(τ) + k)−|4dℓ(τ))
1
2 dτ

+

ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ (

ˆ

M

|(R(τ) + k)−|4dℓ(τ))
1
2 (

ˆ

M

|(R(τ) + k)−|2dℓ(τ))
1
2 )dτ

≤
ˆ t2

t1

e−kτ (−A(M) +A(M)/2)(

ˆ

M

|(R(τ)) + k)−|4dℓ(τ))
1
2 dτ

[ for sufficiently small t2]

≤ 0,

where we have used the Sobolev inequality and A(M) is the Sobolev constant, and we
used that

´

M
|(R(τ) + k)−|2dℓ(τ) ≤ A(M)/2 for τ ≤ t2 and t2 sufficiently small, since

´

M |(R(t)+k)−|2dℓ(t) → 0 =
´

M |(R(t)+k)−|2dg(t) → 0 as tց 0. Hence, since ψ(0) = 0,
ψ(t) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ). That is R(ℓ(t)) ≥ k for all t ∈ (0, T ) in the smooth sense.
R(g(t)) ≥ k for all t ∈ (0, T ) follows from the fact that (M, ℓ(t)) and (M, g(t)) are
isometric to one another. For general k ∈ R we can take a sequence (ki)i∈N with ki → k
and ki ∈ Z.

�

Remark 12.3. From this theorem we see that for a metric g0 ∈ L∞ ∩W 2,2(M4) with
1
ah ≤ g0 ≤ ah for some positive constant a > 0 : g0 has scalar curvature ≥ k in the weak
sense of Definition 12.1 ⇐⇒ there exists a sequence of smooth Riemannian metrics gi,0
with 1

bh ≤ gi,0 ≤ bh for some 1 < b < ∞ and R(gi,0) ≥ k and gi,0 → g0 ∈ W 2,2(M4)
⇐⇒ the Ricci DeTurck flow of g0 constructed in Theorem 6.5 has R(g(t)) ≥ k for all
t ∈ (0, T ). In particular, we do not need to change the constant form k to k − 1

i after
the first implication =⇒ .

Appendix A. Short time existence of smooth bounded data

We present here a standard existence result for Ricci-DeTurck flows with smooth bounded
initial data, based on the method of Shi [29].
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Theorem A.1. Let (M,h) be n-dimensional and satisfy (2.4). We assume there are
constants 1 < a < ∞ and 0 < cj < ∞ for all j ∈ N, and g0 is a smooth metric on M
satisfying

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah

sup
M

|h∇j
g0| ≤ cj <∞

Then there exists a smooth solution (M, g(t))t∈[0,T̂ ] to (1.1) for some T̂ > 0, and con-

stants bj(g0, h, S) < ∞ for all S ≤ T̂ such that supM |h∇j
g(·, t)| ≤ bj(g0, h, S) < ∞ for

all t ∈ [0, S].

Proof. We will construct a short time solution to, (1.1), that is

∂

∂t
gij = gab(h∇a

h∇bgij)− gklgiph
pqRjkql(h)− gklgjph

pqRikql(h)

+ 1
2g

abgpq
(

h∇igpa
h∇jgqb + 2h∇agjp

h∇qgib − 2h∇agjp
h∇bgiq

−2h∇jgpa
h∇bgiq − 2h∇igpa

h∇bgjq
)

,

= gab(h∇a
h∇bgij) + (g−1 ∗ g ∗ Rm(h) ∗ h)ij + (g−1 ∗ g−1 ∗ h∇g ∗ h∇g)ij

(A.1)

with g(0) = g0. The method is essentially the one given in [29], with some minor
modifications.

We choose radii R(i) → ∞ such that Bi = BR(i)(p) have smooth boundary, and M =
∪∞
i=1Bi. For fixed R = R(i) ≥ 1 we modify g0 to g0,R = ηg0+(1−η)h where η is a smooth

cut off function with η = 0 outside of BR/2(p) and η = 1 on BR/4(p), |h∇
k
η|2 ≤ c(k, h)

(see (iv) of Theorem B.1 for the existence of η). We still have

sup
M

|h∇j
g0,R| ≤ ĉj(c1, . . . , cj , h, n, a) <∞

1

a
h ≤ g0,R ≤ ah(A.2)

for some constants 0 < ĉj(c1, . . . , cj , h, n, a) < ∞ which don’t depend on R. Equation
(A.1) is strictly parabolic and h and g0,R are smooth and so we obtain a smooth so-
lution gR(t)t∈[0,T ) to the Dirichlet problem associated to (A.1) with gR(0) = g0,R and
gR(t)|∂BR(p) = (g0,R)|∂BR(p) = h|∂BR(p) for a T = T (BR, g0,R, h) > 0 using the methods
of [29] Section 3 and 4 (which in turn uses Theorem 7.1, Section VII of [19] ). Us-
ing the argument of Lemma 3.1 of [29] we see, as long as a smooth solution exists and
|gR(t)− g0,R|2h ≤ ε(g0, a, h), then

1

2a
h < gR(t) < 2ah

sup
BR(p))

|h∇j
gR(t)| ≤ r(R, g0,R, h, j, S) <∞

for all t ≤ S for constants r(R, g0,R, h, j, S) <∞. On the other hand, as long as |gR(t)−
g0,R|2h ≤ ε(g0, a, h) ≤ 1 we have (we write g(t) for gR(t) and g0 for g0,R for ease of
reading):

∂

∂t
|g(t)− g0|2h = gab(h∇a

h∇b)|g(t)− g0|2h − 2|h∇g|2g,h
+2hijhklgab(h∇a

h∇bg0)ik(g(t)− g0)jl
+2hijhkl(g(t)− g0)ik(g

−1 ∗ g ∗ Rm(h) ∗ h)ijhij
+hijhkl(g(t)− g0)ik(

h∇g ∗ h∇g ∗ g−1 ∗ g−1)jl
≤ gab(h∇a

h∇b)|g(t)− g0|2 − |h∇g|2g,h + c(ĉ2, , a, n)
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where ĉ2 is the constant defined above in (A.2), and is independent of R. Hence, |gR(t)−
g0,R|2 ≤ c(ĉ2, a, n)t ≤ ε(g0, a, h) remains true for t ≤ T̂ := ε(g0,a,h)

c(ĉ2,a,n)
in view of the

maximum principle. Hence, we may extend the solution smoothly to time T̂ := ε(g0,h)
c(ĉ2,a,n)

≤
1. As long as |gR(t) − g0,R|2h ≤ ε(g0, a, h), we also have, using the arguments of Lemma

4.1 and 4.2 in [29] and the fact that supM |h∇j
g0,R| ≤ ĉj <∞ for constants ĉj which do

not depend on R, interior estimates:

sup
B1(x0)×[0,S]

|h∇m
gR|2 ≤ bm = c(m, ĉ1, . . . , ĉm, a, S, h)(A.3)

for all x0 ∈ B R
10
(p) for all S ≤ T̂ . Building the limit of the solutions gR(i) as i → ∞,

after taking a subsequence if necessary, we obtain a smooth solution g(t)t∈[0,T̂ ] to (A.1)

with g(0) = g0, in view of the Theorem of Arzelà-Ascoli and the fact that R(i) → ∞ as

i→ ∞, satisfying supM×[0,S] |h∇
m
g|2 ≤ bm for all S ≤ T̂ as required. �

Appendix B. Geometry Lemmata

Lemma B.1. Let (Mn, h) satisfy (2.4): (M,h) is a smooth, connected, complete Rie-
mannian manifold, without boundary, satisfying

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| <∞ for all i ∈ N0

4
∑

i=0

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| ≤ δ0(n)

inj(M,h) ≥ 100(B.1)

where δ0(n) is a sufficiently small constant. Then there exist constants CS(n) > 0 and a
constant c0(n) such that :

(i)

(

ˆ

M

f
2n

n−2dh)
n−2
n ≤ CS(n)

ˆ

M

|h∇f |2dh

and

(

ˆ

M

fndh)
1
2 ≤ CS(n)

ˆ

M

|h∇f |n2 dh

for any f which is smooth and whose support has diameter less then 4
(ii) there exists a c0(n) such that any ball B2(x) of radius 2 can be covered by c0(n)

balls, (B 1
2
(yi))

c0(n)
i=1 .

(iii) there exists a covering of M , (B1(xi))
∞
i=1, by balls of M such that for any i ∈ N,

♯{j ∈ N | xj ∈ B4(xi)} ≤ c0(n), where ♯C denotes the number of elements in the
set C, and is defined to be infinity if C has infinitely many elements

(iv) For every R > 1, x0 ∈M, there exists a cut off function η : M → [0, 1] ⊆ R such

that η = 1 on BR(x0), η = 0 on M\(BC(n)R(x0)), |h∇
2
(η)| + |h∇η|2

η ≤ C(n)
R2 on

M and |h∇k
η| ≤ c(k, h) on M for all k ∈ N.

(v) Let ε > 0 be given, and T a smooth zero two tensor satisfying
´

B1(x)
|h∇T |n2 +

|h∇2
T |n2 ≤ ε for all x ∈M . Then (

´

B1(x)
|h∇T |n) 1

2 ≤ c(n)CS(n)ε

Remark B.2. If the conditions B.1 are replaced by

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| <∞ for all i ∈ N0

inj(M,h) > 0

then, scaled versions of the statements (i)-(v) hold, as we now explain. If we scale h by
a large constant c(h), we obtain a new metric which satisfies B.1, and hence (i)-(v) hold
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for this new metric. Scaling back, we obtained scaled versions of the statements (i)-(v).
For example, part one of (i) would be replaced by: there exists an r0 > 0 such that

(

ˆ

M

f
2n

n−2dh)
n−2
n ≤ CS(n)

ˆ

M

|h∇f |2dh

for any f which is smooth and whose support has diameter less then r0.

Proof. We can always find local geodesic coordinates for any p0 ∈M on the ball B50(p0)
such that in these coordinates 99

100δ ≤ h ≤ 101
100δ if δ0(n) is sufficiently small. This implies

that the first two statements hold in these coordinates, and hence on the manifold. The
third statement is proved as follows. First we construct a maximal set of disjoint balls
(B 1

2
(xi))

∞
i=1 for M, maximal in the sense that any ball B 1

2
(p) for an arbitrary p ∈ M

must intersect one of these balls. This construction is carried out as follows: first choose
disjoint balls B 1

2
(x1), . . . , B 1

2
(xn(R)) with centres in BR(p0), such that any newly chosen

ball B 1
2
(y) with y ∈ BR(p0) intersects one of the balls B 1

2
(x1), . . . , B 1

2
(xn(R)) . In the

next step, choose balls B 1
2
(xn(R)), . . . , B 1

2
(xn(2R)), with centres in B2R(p0) such that

the collection B 1
2
(x1), . . . , B 1

2
(xn(2R)), is disjoint, and any newly chosen ball B 1

2
(y) with

y ∈ B2R(p0) intersects one of the balls B 1
2
(x1), . . . , B 1

2
(xn(2R)). Continuing in this way,

we obtain a collection of disjoint balls (B 1
2
(xi))

∞
i=1 which are maximal.

This then implies that (B1(xi))
∞
i=1 covers M : if y ∈ M satisfies y /∈ ∪∞

i=1B1(xi), then
B 1

2
(y) ∩ B 1

2
(xi) = ∅ for all i ∈ N, which contradicts the maximality, and hence y ∈

∪∞
i=1B1(xi). In geodesic coordinates ϕ : B50(xi) → B50(0), there can be at most c1(n)

euclidean balls B 1
4
(x̃k(j))

c1(n)
j=1 , ϕ(xk(j)) = x̃k(j), which are disjoint, and contained in

B40(0). Hence there are at most c1(n) points, (xk(j))
c1(n)
j=1 , which are contained in B30(xi),

and this implies (iii).
Statement (iv) is proved with the help of an exhaustion function. For R > 1 given, let

η(x) := η̃( f(x)R ), for a smooth cut off function η̃ : R → [0, 1] ⊆ R with η̃(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1
and η̃(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2, where f : M → R

+ is a smooth so called exhaustion function,

satisfying 1
C(n)d(x, x0) ≤ f(x) ≤ 1

2 (d(x, x0) + 1), |h∇f | ≤ C(n), |h∇2
f | ≤ C(n), the

existence of which is, for example, guaranteed by Theorem 3.6 of Shi, [28]. By slightly

modifying f on geodesic balls of radius 1 we can also achieve |h∇k
f | ≤ C(k, h).

Differentiating η we see that |h∇η|2
η + |h∇2

η| ≤ 1
R2 (

|h∇η̃|2◦f
η̃◦f |h∇f |2 + |h∇η̃|◦f |h∇2

f | +
|h∇2

η̃|◦f |h∇f |2) ≤ C(n)
R2 , as, without loss of generality, |h∇η̃|2

η̃ ≤ c for some universal

constant c. Similarly |h∇k
η|2 ≤ c(k, h). This finishes (iv).

We now prove (v). Let η :M → R be a smooth cut off function with η = 1 on B1(x) and
η = 0 outside of B4/3(x), and B1(x1), . . . , B1(xc0(n)) a covering of B2(x), which exists in
view of (ii). Then using Kato’s and Young’s inequality we see

(

ˆ

B1(x)

|h∇T |n)1/2 ≤ (

ˆ

B2(x)

(|h∇T |η)n)1/2 ≤ CS

ˆ

B2(x)

|h∇(η|h∇T |)|n2

≤ c(n)CS

ˆ

B2(x)

|h∇η|n2 |h∇T |n2 + η
n
2 |h∇2

T |n2

≤
c0(n)
∑

i=1

2c(n)CS

ˆ

B1(xi)

|h∇T |n2 + |h∇2
T |n2

≤ CSc(n)c0(n)ε

as required.

�
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Lemma B.3. Let (Mn, h) be a smooth, connected, complete Riemannian manifold, with-
out boundary, satisfying

ν(3) :=

3
∑

i=1

sup
M

h|h∇i
Rm(h)| <∞ for all

inj(M,h) ≥ i0 > 0.

and let g0 be in W
2,n2
loc and satisfy

1

a
h ≤ g0 ≤ ah.

Then for any ε > 0, R > 1, x0 ∈M there exists an r1 such that

sup
x∈BR(x0)

(

ˆ

Br1(x)

(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2
g0|

n
2 ) < ε

In the case that
´

M
(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2

g0|n2 ) < ∞, then for any ε > 0, there exists an r1
such that

sup
x∈M

ˆ

Br1(x)

(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2
g0|

n
2 ) < ε

Proof. As the conclusion is a scale invariant conclusion, it suffices to prove it after scaling
g0 and h by the same constant. We scale g0 and h once so that h satisfies (2.4), hence
the statements (i) -(v) from Lemma B.1 hold for the new metrics, which we also denote
by g0 and h.

Using the covering from (iii), we consider only those xi with xi ∈ B2R(x0) i = 1, . . . , C(n,R)
and cut off functions ηi : M → [0, 1] ⊆ R with supp(ηi) ⊆ B 3

2
(xi), ηi = 1 on B1(xi),

|h∇ηi|2 ≤ c(n)ηi, we see using the Sobolev-inequality

(

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|h∇g0|n)
1
2 ≤

(

∞
∑

i=1

ˆ

B1(xi)

|h∇g0|n
)

1
2

≤
C(n,R)
∑

i=1

(

ˆ

B1(xi)

|h∇g0|n
)

1
2

≤
C(n,R)
∑

i=1

(

ˆ

M

(ηi|h∇g0|)n
)

1
2

≤
C(n,R)
∑

i=1

ˆ

M

|h∇(ηi|h∇g0|)|
n
2

≤
C(n,R)
∑

i=1

ˆ

M

c(a, n)|h∇ηi|
n
2 |h∇g0|

n
2 + c(n, a)|ηi|

n
2 |h∇2

g0|
n
2

≤ c(n, a)

C(n,R)
∑

i=1

ˆ

B2(xi)

|h∇g0|
n
2 + |h∇2

g0|
n
2

= c(n, a)

C(n)
∑

i=1

ˆ

M

χB2(xi)(|h∇g0|
n
2 + |h∇2

g0|
n
2 )

= c(n, a)

ˆ

M

(

C(n,R)
∑

i=1

χB2(xi))(|h∇g0|
n
2 + |h∇2

g0|
n
2 )

≤ c(n, a)c0(n)(

ˆ

B2R(x0)

|h∇g0|
n
2 + |h∇2

g0|
n
2 ) = K(n, a,R, x0) <∞,
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where we used
∑∞

i=1 χB2(xi)(·) ≤ c0(n) in the last inequality, which follows from (iii).

We claim : For any ε > 0 there exists r = r(ε) > 0 such that
´

Br(x)
|h∇g0|n +

´

Br(x)
|h∇2

g0|
n
2 < ε for all x ∈ BR(x0), as we now show. Assume there are points

xi ∈ BR(x0) i ∈ N and radii r(i) > 0, r(i) → 0 as i → ∞, such that
´

Br(i)(xi)
|h∇g0|n +

|h∇2
g0|

n
2 ≥ ε. Taking a subsequence, we see that xi → x as i → ∞, and hence

´

Bσ(x)
|h∇g0|n+|h∇2

g0|n2 ≤ ε
2 for σ > 0 small enough, in view of the fact that

´

B2R(x0)
|h∇g0|n+

|h∇2
g0|n2 < ∞: fj := χB 1

j
(x)|h∇g0|n + |h∇2

g0|n2 ≤ g := |h∇g0|n + |h∇2
g0|n2 , is in L1

fj → 0 almost everywhere as j → ∞, and
´

B2R(x0)
g < ∞ implies

´

χB 1
j
(x)

|h∇g0|n +

|h∇2
g0|

n
2 =

´

B2R(x0)
fj → 0 in view of the dominated convergence theorem. But for i

large enough, Br(i)(xi) ⊂ Bσ(x) which leads to a contradiction. Hence there exists an

r > 0 such that
´

Br(x)
(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2

g0|
n
2 ) < ε for all x ∈ BR(x0). In the case that

´

M
(|h∇g0|n+ |h∇2

g0|n2 ) <∞, choose R > 0 so that
´

(BR/10(x0))c
(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2

g0|n2 ) <
ε
2 . This implies

´

Bσ(x)
(|h∇g0|n+|h∇2

g0|n2 ) < ε
2 for all x ∈ (BR/2(x0))

c for any 0 < σ < 1.

Repeating the argument above, we find a σ > 0 such that
´

Bσ(x)
(|h∇g0|n+|h∇2

g0|
n
2 ) < ε

2

for all x ∈ (BR(x0)). Hence,
´

Bσ(x)
(|h∇g0|n + |h∇2

g0|
n
2 ) < ε

2 for all x ∈M, as required.

�

Appendix C. Estimates for ordinary differential equations

Lemma C.1. Let ε < 1 and f : [0, T ] → R
+
0 , Z : (0, 1] → R

+
0 be smooth, and satisfy

f(0) = 0

∂

∂t
f(t) ≤ ε

t
f(t) + Z(t).

Then

f(t) ≤ tε lim
t0→0

ˆ t

t0

Z(s)

sε
ds.

Proof. F (t) := t−εf(t) satisfies

∂

∂t
F (t)

≤ −εt−1−εf(t) + t−ε ε

t
f(t) + t−εZ(t)

≤ t−εZ(t)(C.1)

Using that f is smooth and hence f(t) ≤ Ct for small t > 0 and some constant C,
we see F (t) ≤ Ct−ε+1 → 0 as t ց 0. Integrating (C.1) from t0 > 0 to t, we see

F (t) ≤ F (t0) +
´ t

t0

Z(s)
sε ds → limt0→0

´ t

t0

Z(s)
sε ds, as t0 ց 0 and hence, from the definition

of F (t),

f(t) ≤ tε lim
t0→0

ˆ t

t0

Z(s)

sε
ds.(C.2)

�
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Lemma C.2. Let ε < 1 and f : [0, T ] → R
+
0 , be smooth, and satisfy

f(0) = 0

∂

∂t
f(t) ≤ ε

t
f(t) + c

Then

f(t) ≤ c

1− ε
t.

Proof. For Z(s) = c we have

lim
t0→0

ˆ t

t0

Z(s)

sε
ds = lim

t0→0

ˆ t

t0

c

sε
ds = c

1

1− ε
t1−ε

and so tε limt0→0

´ t

t0

Z(s)
sε ds = tε limt0→0

´ t

t0
c
sε ds =

c
1−ε t �

Appendix D. Metric norm comparisons

We compare the norms of tensor with respect to different metrics.

Theorem D.1. Let ℓ = (ℓij)i,j∈{1,...n}, g = (gij)i,j∈{1,...n}, h = (hαβ)α,β∈{1,...n}, (uαβ)α,β∈{1,...n}
be positive definite symmetric matrices and (ℓ)−1 = (ℓij)i,j∈{1,...n}, (g)

−1 = (gij)i,j∈{1,...n}, (h)
−1 =

(hαβ)α,β∈{1,...n}, (u
−1) = (uαβ)α,β∈{1,...,n} the inverses thereof. Let S = (Si

α)i,α∈{1,...n}, T =

(Tij)i,j∈{1,...n}, N = (N ij)i,j∈{1,...n} be matrices in R
n×n.

Then the following estimates hold for any ε > 0 :

|S|2h,ℓ := hαβ(y)Si
αS

j
βℓij

≤ c(n)|S|2h,g(1 + |ℓ|2g)(D.1)

|S|2h,ℓ ≤ c(n)|S|2u,ℓ(1 + |u|2h)(D.2)

where |ℓ|2g = gijgklℓikℓjl = |g−1|2ℓ and |u|2h = hαγhβγuαβuγσ = |h−1|2u,
|T |2g := gikgjlTijTkl

≤ c(n)|T |2ℓ |ℓ|2g

|N |2g := gikgjlN
ijNkl

≤ c(n)|N |2ℓ |g|2ℓ
det(g)

det(ℓ)
≤ |g|nℓ

where |g|2ℓ = (ℓijℓklgikgjl)

Proof. We regard g, ℓ as positive definite symmetric linear maps from V ⊗ V to R where
V = R

n and h, u as positive definite symmetric linear maps from Y ⊗ Y to R for
another copy of Y := R

n. g, ℓ : V ⊗ V → R, h, u : Y ⊗ Y → R, g(viei, v
jej) =

vivjgij , ℓ(w
iei, w

jej) = wiwjgij , h(z
αeα, z

βeβ) = zαzβhαβ , u(z
αeα, z

βeβ) = zαzβuαβ ,
and we regard S , T, andN as linear map S : Y ∗×V → R, T : V ×V → R, N : V ∗×V ∗ →
R, S(wαe

α, viei) = Sα
i wαv

i. From the theory of tensors, |S|2h,ℓ, |S|2u,ℓ, |ℓ−1|2g, |T |2g, det(g)det(ℓ) ,

|N ]|2ℓ , |g|2ℓ etc. are all quantities which are independent of coordinates: if (ẽi)i∈{1,...n},

(êα)α∈{1,...n} are bases, and ℓ̃ij = ℓ(ẽi, ẽj), g̃ij = g(ẽi, ẽj), ĥαβ = h(êα, êβ), ûαβ =

u(êα, êβ) with inverses given by ℓ̃ij , g̃ij , ĥαβ , ûαβ then the quantities defined above as

|S|2ℓ,h, |S|2u,ℓ, |T |2g, det(g)det(ℓ) , |ℓ−1|2g calculated using g̃ij , g̃
ij , ĥαβ , ûαβ, ĥ

αβ , ûαβ ℓ̃ij , ℓ̃
ij , T̃ij ,

˜̂
S
i

α
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in place of gij , g
ij , hαβ , h

αβ, ℓij , ℓ
ij , Tij , S

i
α then the result is the same : see for example

[14].

We can always choose a basis for Y such that ĥαβ = δαβ , ûαβ = rαδαβ and a basis

for V such that g̃ij = λiδij , ℓ̃ij = σiδij . That is without loss of generality, we have
hαβ = δαβ , uαβ = rαδαβ and gij = λiδij , ℓij = σiδij .

|T |2g
= (

n
∑

i,j=1

1

λi

1

λj
TijTij)

= (

n
∑

i,j=1

1

σi

1

σj

σi
λi

σj
λj
TijTij)

≤ c(n)( sup
i,j∈{1,...n}

1

σi

1

σj
TijTij) · ( sup

i∈{1,...n}

σ2
i

λ2i
)

≤ c(n)(

n
∑

i,j=1

1

σi

1

σj
TijTij)(

n
∑

i=1

σ2
i

λ2i
)

= c(n)|T |2ℓ(gijgklℓikℓjl)
= c(n)|T |2ℓ |ℓ|2g

|N |2g
= (

n
∑

i,j=1

λiλjN
ijN ij)

= (
n
∑

i,j=1

σiσj
λi
σi

λj
σj
N ijN ij)

≤ c(n)( sup
i,j∈{1,...n}

σiσjN
ijN ij) · ( sup

i∈{1,...n}

λ2i
σ2
i

)

≤ c(n)(

n
∑

i,j=1

σiσjN
ijN ij)(

n
∑

i=1

λ2i
σ2
i

)

= c(n)|N |2ℓ (gijgklℓikℓjl)
= c(n)|N |2ℓ |g|2ℓ

Similarly

det(g)

det(ℓ)
=
λ1λ2 . . . λn
σ1σ2 . . . σn

=
λ1
σ1

· λ2
σ2

. . .
λn
σn

≤ ( sup
i∈{1...n}

λ2i
σ2
i

)
n
2

≤
(

n
∑

i=1

λ2i
σ2
i

)
n
2

= |g|nℓ
and

|S|2h,ℓ := hαβ(y)Si
αS

j
βℓij

=
n
∑

α,i=1

Si
αS

i
ασi

=
n
∑

α,i=1

Si
αS

i
αλi

σi
λi
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≤ c(n)( sup
α,i∈{1,...,n}

Si
αS

i
αλi) sup

i∈{1,...,n}

σi
λi

≤ c(n)( sup
α,i∈{1,...,n}

Si
αS

i
αλi)(1 + sup

i∈{1,...,n}

σ2
i

λ2i
)

≤ c(n)(

n
∑

α,i=1

Si
αS

i
αλi)(1 +

n
∑

i=1

σ2
i

λ2i
)

= c(n)|S|2h,g(1 +
n
∑

i=1

σ2
i

λ2i
)

= c(n)|S|2h,g(1 + |ℓ|2g)
Similarly

|S|2h,ℓ := hαβ(y)Si
αS

j
βℓij

=

n
∑

α,i=1

Si
αS

i
ασi

=

n
∑

α,i=1

rα(
1

rα
Si
αS

i
ασi)

≤ c(n)( sup
α∈{1,...,n}

rα)( sup
α,i∈{1,...,n}

1

rα
Si
αS

i
ασi)

≤ c(n)(

n
∑

α=1

rα)(

n
∑

α,i=1

1

rα
Si
αS

i
ασi)

= c(n)(

n
∑

α=1

rα)|S|2u,ℓ

≤ c(n)(1 +

n
∑

α=1

r2α)|S|2u,ℓ

≤ c(n)(1 + |u|2h)|S|2u,ℓ
�

Corollary D.2. Let T = (Tij) , respectively N = (N ij) be a zero-two respectively two-
zero tensor defined on a manifold Ω, and g, ℓ metrics on Ω. Then for all p ∈ [1,∞) there
exists a c(n, p) such that

ˆ

Ω

|T |pgdg ≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|g|
n
2

ℓ dg)
1
4(D.3)

and
ˆ

Ω

|N |pgdg ≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|g|
n
2

ℓ dg)
1
4 .(D.4)

Proof. In the following, dg/dl is the well defined function on Ω given locally by dg/dl(x) =√
det(g(x))√
det(l(x))

ˆ

Ω

|T |pgdg

≤ c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|pg|T |pℓdg

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |2pℓ dg)
1
2

= c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |2pℓ
dg

dℓ
dℓ)

1
2

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

(
dg

dℓ
)2dℓ)

1
4

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

dg

dℓ
dg)

1
4
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≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|ℓ|2pg dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|T |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|g|
n
2

ℓ dg)
1
4

Analog:
ˆ

Ω

|N |pgdg

≤ c(n, p)

ˆ

Ω

|g|pℓ |N |pℓdg

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |2pℓ dg)
1
2

= c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |2pℓ
dg

dℓ
dℓ)

1
2

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

(
dg

dℓ
)2dℓ)

1
4

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

dg

dℓ
dg)

1
4

≤ c(n, p)(

ˆ

Ω

|g|2pℓ dg)
1
2 (

ˆ

Ω

|N |4pℓ dℓ)
1
4 (

ˆ

Ω

|g|
n
2

ℓ dg)
1
4

�
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