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RICCI FLOW OF W?22-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 W22 and satisfy 1h < g < ah for some 1 < a < oo 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 W22 metrics
g on closed four manifolds which are bounded in the L sense by %h < g < ah for
some 1 < a < co 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, k), and an interval I C R, a smooth family
g(t)ter of Riemannian metrics on M is a solution to Ricci DeTurck h Flow if

9 a
519 =9 "("Va"Vigi;) — 9" giph" Rk (h) — g™ gjph?* Rikgi (h)
+ %gabgpq (hvigpahngqb + 2hvagjpthgib - 2hvagjphvbgiq
(1.1) —2"V9pa" Vigiq — 2" Vigpa"Vigiq)

Date: February 14, 2023.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.08541v2

2 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

in the smooth sense on M x I, where here, and in the rest of the paper, "V refers to the
covariant derivative with respect to h. A smooth family £(¢):c; of Riemannian metrics
on M is a solution to Ricci flow if

oY
(1.2) 5 = —2Re()
in the smooth sense on M x 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):er on a compact manifold and an S €
there is a smooth family of diffeomorphisms ®(¢) : M — M, t € I with ®(S) = Id such
that £(t) = (®(¢))*g(¢) is a smooth solution to Ricci flow. The diffeomorphisms ®(t)
solve the following ordinary differential equation:

%fba(x,t) =VYd(x,t),t), forall (z,t)e M" xI,

(1.3) ®(z,5) =x.
where V*(y,t) := —g”7 (gl“gv - ’TZV) (y,1)

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, gg) or (M, dp), it is possible in some settings,
to find smooth solutions g(t)e(o,) to (1.1), respectively £(t);c(o,7) 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
CY control of the metric. That is, the metric is close in the L> sense to the standard
euclidean metric in smooth coordinates: (1 —¢)d < g(0) < (1 + ¢)d for a sufficiently
small . 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 W22, and uniformly bounded from above and below : %5 < g(0) < ¢d for some
constant ¢. Closeness of the metric to § 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 smaliness bound on the W22 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 (®(t));c(o,r) defined for a positive time
interval, and having the property that ®(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 L 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 € W22 N L™ with %h < g < ah for some 1 < a < oo and some
smooth Riemannian metric h on a closed manifold M.

We conclude this introduction by noting, that there are metrics go € W22 (M)NL>(M)
on compact n-dimensional manifolds, which satisfy %h < go < ah for some 0 < a < o0
and some smooth fixed Riemannian metric h on M, but are not continuous. In particular,
go € W22(M)NL>(M) and 1h < gy < ah but go is not continuous when n = 4. In the
example we present below, there is a point p € M, such that the values %h and ah are
achieved by g¢¢ infinitely often for every neighbourhood of p.

Let (M, h) be a smooth compact n- dimensional manifold, U C M open, and ¢ : U —
©(U) = B1(0) be coordinates and h := ¢,h, the push forward of h with ¢ to By (0).
For e,7 > 0,c € R, let f = f.,.: B1(0) = R be the W23 (By(0)) function defined by
f(@) =7r((1+ e+ sin(c+ log(log(%))))) for  # 0 and f(0) = 0. Then f is bounded
from above and from below by f(-) € [r,r(2:£)] and the values r and r(22) are both
achieved infinitely many times on any neighbourhood of 0 € B;(0), and consequently we
see that f is also not continuous. Now we set §(x) = (1—n(x))h(x)+n(z)g(z) where n is
a smooth cut-off function 7 € [0, 1] with support in B, (0), where §;(x) = fz, r..c, (2)di;,
where ;,7;,¢; € R, 4,5 € {1,...n}, g;,7; > 0. Then the metric g defined by g = ©*(g)
on U, and g = h on M\U is a metric on M with g € W% (M) N L>®(M), 1h < g <ah
for some 1 < a < oo, and g is not continuous.

2. MAIN RESULTS

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

(2.1) (M,h) is a smooth, connected, complete manifold without boundary such that
v; = sup"|"V'Rm(h)| < oo for all i € Ny, and
M
inj(M, h) > io > 0

Such manifolds always satisfy a local uniform Sobolev inequality: there exist constants
0 < 7ro(n, h),Cs(n) < oo such that ([}, fizdh)" s < Cg(n) [y "V f|?dh and

([, f1dh)7 < Cs(n) [y, "V f|Z dh for all smooth f whose support is contained in a ball
of radius ro(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 go which are uniformly bounded from above and below by a multiple of A,
go is locally in W22 and for which the homogeneous W22 energy of gy is uniformly

bounded, E(go) := [,,(I"Vgo|* + |hV2go|2)dh < oo. That is, we assume that there exists
an a > 0 such that

1
(2.2) ~h < gg < ah,
a

2
E(go) = / ("ol + "V gol?)dh < os.
M

In this setting we show, the following

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < a < oo and (M*,h) be a four dimensional smooth Riemannian
manifold satisfying (2.1), and go be a W22 N L* Riemannian metric, not necessarily
smooth, which satisfies

1
(a) —h < gy <ah
a
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and
2
/ ("Vgol2 + ["V2gol2)dh < oc.
M
Then for any 0 < € < 1 there exist constants 0 < T = T(go, h,a,€),r = (g0, h,a,€),¢; =

cj(h,a,e) < oo for all j € No and a smooth solution (g(t))e(o,r) to (1.1), where g(t)
satisfies

1
——h < <
(ar) 400ah < g(t) < 400ah
(bn(r) [, (S0P 9 gt yan <
B, (x
(@) g0 < 2

for all j € No, x € M, for all t € (0,T], where cj(h,a,e) = 0 as € \, 0 and
2
(dy) /B ( )(Igo —gOP +1"V (g0 — g())I> + 1"V (90 — 9(t))[*)dh = 0 as t \, 0
1(Zo

(1) sup "V g( )2 = 0 for t \, 0
x€B1(x0)

and for all 2 > R > 1 there exists a V(a, R) > 0 such that
2
(t) [ Vet + g 0P
Bl(LE())

S/ (I"Vgo( )P + "V go()?)dh + V (a, R)t
Br(x0)

for all xg € M, for all t < T. Furthermore, there exists g = £9(go, h,a) such that if

e < g then the solution is unique in the class of solutions which satisfy (a:), (be(r)),
(ct), (d¢) for the r =r(go, h,a,e) > 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 > & > 0, we can
find an r > 0 such that

1
(2.3) ~h < go < ah,
a
2
sup (I"Vgol* + "V g0*)dh < ¢,
zeM J B, (z)

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

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

sup"|"V'Rm(h)| < oo for all i € Ny
M

4 .
Z sup h|hVZRm(h)| < dp(a)
i=0 M
inj(M, h) > 100,
for a small positive constant dg(a) of our choice, in place of the assumptions (2.1), and the
. . o 2 .
scale invariant condition %h < go < ah and sup ¢, fBl(w)(|thO|4 + "V gol2)dh < £ is
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still correct, and hence, using Holder’s ineqaulity, we have
1

(2.5) —h < go < ah,
a

2
sup (I"Vgol* + "V go|*)dh < c(n)v/e.
x€M J By (x)

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

The main estimates required for the construction of solutions to (1.1) in the W22 setting
in this paper are proved in this setting, that is under the assumptions (2.5) (with c¢(n)+/e
replaced by €) and (2.4), and we also prove an existence result in this setting:

Theorem 2.2. For any 1 < a < oo there exists a constant €1 = e€1(a) > 0 with the
following properties. Let (M*,h) be a smooth four dimensional Riemannian manifold
which satisfies (2.4). Let go be a VVlQOC2 N L> Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth,
which satisfies

1
(a) —h < go < ah
a
(b) / ("Vgol* + |hV290|2)dh <e forall zeM,
BQ(:E)

where € < 1. Then there exists a constant T = T(a,e) > 0 and a smooth solution
(9(t))teo,m to (1.1) such that

1
—h <g(t) <4 h
(ar) 10027 = g(t) < 400a
2

(b0 [, (90 + 1 an < 2

Bl xr

j cj(h,a,e)

(ct) " g 1) <

for allz € M, t €[0,T], where cj(h,e,a) - 0 as e — 0, and

(dr) /B ( )(|90 —g(®) + "V (g0 — g(0)I? + "V (g0 — g(£)P)dh — 0
ast (0 for all x € M

The solution is unique in the class of solutions which satisfy (a;), (bt), (i), and (d;).
The solution also satisfies the local estimates

(er) sup |thg(-,t)|2tj — 0 fort—0
z€B1(x0)

(2.6)
and for all 1 < R <2 there exists a V(a, R) >0

(ft) /B( )(|hvg(.’t)|2+|hv29(-,t)|2)dh
S/B ( )(lhvgo(')|2+|hV2gO(')|2)dh+V(a,R)t

forallzg e M,2>R>1 forallt <T.

Proof. The Theorem follows from Theorem 6.3 and Remark 6.4 of Section 6. O
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With a solution of this type at hand, we can without much trouble now construct a
solution to Ricci flow (£(t))¢c(o,ry = ((2(1))*9(t))e(o,m) with £(S) = g(S) and ®(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
go of the Ricci DeTurck flow solution. More specifically, we show for all p € [1, 00), that
there is a weak limit £y := limy o £(¢) in the L = sense and that ¢y is isometric to go
with the help of a WP isometry, and that there is a uniform limit dy := lim o d; for
dy := d(g(t)), where dy can be explicitly calculated from the starting data go. These facts,

and more details, are contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < a < oo, M = M* be a four dimensional manifold, and go and
h satisfy the assumptions (2.4), (a) and (b), with ¢ < &1 where €1 = €1(a) > 0 is the
constant coming from Theorem 2.2, and let

(M, g(t))ie(o,1) be the smooth solution to (1.1) constructed in Theorem 2.2. Then

(i) there exists a constant c(a) and a smooth solution ® : M x (0,T] = M to (1.3)
with ®(T/2) = Id such that ®(t) := ®(-,t) : M — M is a diffeomorphism
and dp(®(t)(x), @(s)(x)) < cla)\/|t —s| for all x € M. The metrics £(t) =
(®(t))*g(t),t € (0,T] solve the Ricci flow equation. Furthermore there are well
defined limit maps ®(0) : M — M, ®(0) := limy 0 ®(t), and W(0) : M — M,
W(0) := limy o W(t), where W (t) is the inverse of ®(t) and these limits are
obtained uniformly on compact subsets, and ®(0), W(0) are homeomorphisms
inverse to one another.

(it) For the Ricci flow solution ((t) from (i), there is a value Co(-) = lims o 4(-, 1)
well defined up to a set of measure zero, where the limit exists in the L}, . sense,
for any p € [1,00), such that, €y is positive definite, and in V[/ltm2 and for any
To €M and 0 < s <t <T we have

|€(8) - €0|§(t)d€(t) S C(QO, hupa {I,'0)S
Bi(xo)

. |(6(0)) ™ — (6()) 17, dC(t) < clgo, by p, wo)|s|®

[ Vtaldet) < clgn, pizo)e®
Bi(z0))

t
[ Rm@P@ode [ [ TR0 s)dee.s)ds < elgn, i)
Bl(zo) 0 B@(s) (1011)

sup |VIRe(£(t))|*t7T2 — 0 as t \ 0 for all j € Ny
Bi (o)

for a universal constant o > 0, where V refers to the gradient with respect to
L(t), c(go, h,p,x0) is a constant depending on go, h,p, xo but not on t or s.

(tii) The limit maps ®(0) : M — M, ®(0) := limy o P(t), and W(0) : M — M,
W(0) := limp o W (t), from (i) are also obtained in the WP sense forp € [1,00).
Furthermore, for any smooth coordinates ¢ : U — R", and ¢ : V. — R™ with
W (0)(V) cC U, the functions (£y);joW(0) : V. — R are in L} _ for all p € [1,00)

loc

and (go)ap : V — R and (€y)ij : U — R are related by the identity
(90)ap = Da(W(0))' Ds(W(0))’ ((o)i;0W (0)),

which holds almost everywhere. In particular: £y is isometric to go almost every-
where through the map W (0) which is in Wllo’cp7 for all p € [1,00).

() We define di(z,y) = d(g(t))(z,y) and di(p,q) = d(£(t))(p, q), for all z,y,p,q €
M, t € (0,T). There are well defined limit metrics do,dy : M x M — R{,
dO(Ia y) = limt\(0~dt (Ia y): and dO =M x M — Rgv dO(p, q) :tht\‘o dt (p7 Q)a
and they satisfy do(x,y) = do(®(0)(z), ®(0)(y)). That is, (M,dy) and (M,dy)
are isometric to one another through the map ®(0).
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The metric dy satisfies do(x,y) := liminf\ oinficc, ., Lg,(7), where Cc oy is
the space of e-approximative Lebesgue curves between x and y with respect to go:
This space is defined/examined in Definition 8.2.

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

Remark 2.4. An attempt to construct a Ricci flow solution 4(t) with ®(0) = Id and
£(0) = ®(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 g;(t) with
initial data g;(0) where g;(0) — ¢(0) in VVZQOC2 For M = T*, the four dimensional Torus,
whose circles have radius 10 , with h the standard flat metric on T*, let g;(0) = ¢(i)*h,
where (i) : T* — T* are diffeomorphisms, equal to the identity outside a ball By (0)
of radius one (which we identify with the standard euclidean ball of radius one), and
©(1)|e,0) : B1(0) — ©(i)(B1(0)) = B1(0) are uniformly Bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphsims,
gle =yl < le(i)(@) = ¢(i)(y)| < Ble —y| for all z,y € B1(0), with ¢;(0) — ¢ as
i — oo in the W32 sense. Assume that 1 is not smooth. For example we can take
o) () = z(1 + nofi(x)) with fi(z) := (2+ sin(log(log(\/lcﬂi—+%)))), o a small positive
constant, and 7 a smooth cut-off function with 7 = 1 on B;,5(0), n = 0 on (Bg/4(0))°.
Notice that the ¢(¢) are uniformly Bi-Lipschitz, as we now explain. Assume that |z| < |y|.

Then

lp(0)(z) = 9(i)(y)] = [(z = y) + xno fi(z) — yno fi(y)]
= [(@ —y) +zo(n(@) fi(x) = n(y) fi(y)) + (= = y)no fi(y)]

> S — gl — 2ofelln(z) — n(y)| ~ 201 — 3] ~ olallfi(w) ~ fitw)

v

9
10/t = ¥l = 20lz[|Dun(e)lle - y| = 20]z —y| — olz]|Du fi(b)llz — y|

v

1
3lz =yl = olal| Dy fi(b)]z — 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

1 5 (b, v)|

1Dy fi(b)] = [cos(...)]| T T
|10g(\/m)| (|b|2+ 7)

< |cos(...)|i

i |b|7

which, combined with the fact that || < [b], gives us o|z||D, f;(b)||x — y| < olz — y,
and hence |¢(i)(z) — ¢(i)(y)| > 3|z — y|. A similar calculation shows us that [ (i)(z) —
©(i)(y)] < 4]z — y|. The definition of the ¢(i)'s guarantees that

©(7) : B1(0) — R™ are smooth Bi-Lipshitz diffecomomorphisms whose image lies in B;(0).
Furhtermore o(i)(tx) is a continuous line, for ¢ bewteen 0 and 1 lying on the standard
line tz between 0 and z. Hence, {¢(7)(tx) | t € [0,1]} = {tz | t € [0, 1]}. This shows that
(i) : B1(0) = B41(0) is also onto.

Then (i) — 9 in the W32 sense, with ¢(z) = z(14+no f(z)), f(z) == (2+sin(log(10g(%))))
for z # 0 f(0) := 0, g;(0) — g(0) in the W22 sense, but g(0) is not smooth, and there
exists an 1 < a = a(B,K) < oo such that 1h < g¢;(0) < ah. Hence, Theorem 2.1 is
applicable and a limit solution g(t);co,7) = lim; o0 gi(t)se(o,1) exists with g(t) — g(0)
in the W22 sense as t \, 0. However, the Ricci-Flow of £;(0) = g;(0) is £;(t) = £;(0), as
the metric g;(0) is flat. Hence ¢; — £ in the W22 sense where £(t) = £(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 ®(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 ¢y, 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 ¢j is achieved with the following theorem

Theorem 2.5. For all p € [2,00) and n € N there exists an ag(n,p) > 0 such that
the following holds. Let Q be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (", £(t)):e(0,1) be a
smooth solution to Ricci flow satisfying

[Re(€(2))]de(t) < e
Q

[Re(£(t))] < = on Q

| ™

for all t € (0,T], where ¢ < ag. Then there exists a unique, positive definite, symmetric
two tensor Lo € LP such that £(s) — Lo in LP() as s \, 0 where £y, and £=1(s) — (£o)~!
in LP(92) as s \( 0.

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

O

The proof of the existence of a homeomorphism ®(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 C°
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 do(n) > 0 such that the following holds.
Let (M™, h) be a smooth n-dimensional manifold satisfying the assumptions (2.4), where
now &g = 6o(n) is a small constant of our choice, and assume gq is a C° metric satisfying
(1=d0(n))h < go < (14380(n))h. Let (M, g(t))ieo,1) be the solution to (1.1), where g(t) —
go ast N\, 0 in the CL . sense, constructed in [30] or [17], and let ® : M x(0,T) — M be the
solution to (1.3), with ®(-,T/2) = Id(-). Then there exists a homeomorphism ®(0) : M —
M such that ®(t) — ®(0) locally uniformly, and d(g(t)) — d(g(0)) =: do locally uniformly
and d(0(t)) — dy locally uniformly as t \, 0, where do(Z,7) = do(®(0)(&), ®(0)(5)) for
allZ,5€ M.

Proof. The solutions constructed in [30] respectively [17] satisfy |"Vg|2 () + |hVQg|h(t) <
m where ¢(dg,n) — 0 as dg — 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 ®(0) which is
obtained locally uniformly as the limit, in the C° norm, of ®(¢) with t — 0.

Also, the solutions constructed in [30] respectively [17] satisfy g(t) — g(0) locally uni-
formly in the C° norm as ¢ — 0 and hence d(g(t)) — d(g(0)) locally uniformly, and

consequently, d(£(t)) = (®(t))*(d(g(t))) = do = (®(0))*(do) locally uniformly. O

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 C° metric with
respect to the C° norm are considered. We consider W22 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 W22
Riemannian metric (positive definite everywhere) and let k£ € R. Locally the scalar cur-
vature may be written

R(g) = ¢ (9)5 — 93T (9)in
+1(9)ip T (9)5 — T(9)5, T (9)7x)

where T'(g)7" = 39™*(ig;r + 9;gix — Okgij), and hence R(g) is well defined in the L?
sense for a W22 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, go) is a W22 metric such that 1h < go < ah for some co > a > 1 and R(go) > k
in the weak sense of definition (2.7). Then the solution g(t)ic,r) to Ricci DeTurck
flow respectively £(t)ic(o,ry to Ricci Flow constructed in Theorem 8.3, with initial value
g(0) = go, has R(g(t)) > k and R(L(t)) > k for allt € (0,T).

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

Remark 2.9. From this theorem we see that for a metric go € L™ N W22(M*) with
éh < go < ah for some positive constant a > 0 : go has scalar curvature > k in the weak
sense of Definition 2.7 <= there exists a sequence of smooth Riemannian metrics g; o
with %h < gi,0 < bh for some 1 < b < oo and R(g;0) > k and g; o — go € W22(M*?) as
i — o0 <= the Ricci DeTurck flow of gy 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 C' and L estimates
for smooth solutions to the Ricci DeTurck flow. The L°° estimates we are concerned
with in this paper take the form %h < g < bh for some constant 1 < b < oo, for the
fixed background metric A 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 W22 energy along the flow and satisfy an initial L™ estimate must also
satisfy L> and C! 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 local W22 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 W22 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 W22 N 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 Cl-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 % under the a priori assumptions

that: we have an L bound %h < go < ah at time zero, the W22 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)icio,r), T < 1 be
a smooth family of metrics which solves (1.1) and satisfies the a priori bounds

(4.1) 211 < g(t) < ah

sup |"Vg|*(z,t) <
xeM

)

~+ |

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

(4.2) sup ["'V'g[2(z,t) < =
xeM t

for all t €10, T).

Proof. We start with the case i = 2. Let g(-,t)ic[o,1), T < 1 be a solution to (1.1) which
satisfies (4.1). Let Ny € N be large (to be determined in the proof) and assume that
(4.2) doesn’t hold. That is, for N := Na, there exists a 0 < to < T and an zo € M such

that |hV2g|2(xo,t0) > & Define g(z,t) := cg(z, L) and h(y) = ch(y) for a ¢ > 0 to be
0

’c
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chosen. Then §(t) solves the h -flow for ¢ € [0, T'c) and we have the scaling relations
s . i t
"V g (z,t) = "V gl (x, -).
c

. _JN S
By choosing ¢ = T e get a solution g which has

1~
—h < g(t) < ah
a

p b
sup |"Vg[*(e,1) < -
reM t
~ 2~ N
|hV g|2(I05 V) >V
for all ¢ € [0,toc] = [0,4/%]. This implies PV < b < b_ < efort €

t = E-10
(-10+ 1/%, 1/%] for any ¢ > 0 as long as N = N(b,V,n,¢) is chosen large enough. In

that which follows we use once again g to denote the solution g and h to denote h. That
is, we have a smooth solution g(t), €0,/ of the Ricci DeTurck flow with
Vv

1
—h < g(t) < ah
a

sup |"Vg|*(z,1) <&
xeM

N
" g (o, 5) 2 V

for all t € (=10 + 1/, 1/%]. As shown in [28], the evolution for "V g|? is given by

8 m ii 2 m i m m
MV g ) = g7 @ )V PV g, 8) = 267 (2, ) (VY 9, MV ) )
(4.3)
+ 3 " g, t) « "V gla )« IV gl )« 0V gk PRk g (2 8)

0<ky )k27~~~;k7n+2§m+1)
ki+...+kmy2<m+2

where
Py oo osn (@) = P(W)ky ki (7,8) (9, g7 1, Rm(h), "VRm(h), ..., "V" Rm(h))
is a polynomial in the terms appearing in the brackets, and
g7 (" VT) = g TR T RS RSN T Y T,

for a (0 m) tensor T. We have |P(h)|*(z,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

0 by 2 Iy
g "Vgl*(z,t) = g (2, )"V ;" Vg (2, 1) < =29 (2, 8)(" V"V g,"V;"Vg)n(x,t)

+ Z hvklg(:v,t) *hvkzg(:v,t) *hvksg(:v,t) 5« " g % P(h)kykoks (2, 1)

0<k1,ko2,k3<2,
k1+ko+k3<3

< —2¢"(z,t)("V;"Vg,"V;"Vg)(z,1)
2 2
(44)  +cn,a)"Vo|(I"V gl|"Vgl + "V gl + ["Vg > + |"Vg|* + ["Vg| + c(n, a)).

Here ¢(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 e shall sometimes be

written as €. In what follows, we restrict ourselves to the region ¢ € (—10 + \/%, \/ %]
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Using sup,¢, ["Vg|(z,t) <e <1forallt € (—10+ /&, /&) and 1h < g < ah we get
0 ii 2 2 ho2
57" Vol (@ 1) = g" (@, )"V, "V (2,1) < == ["V g[*(w,1)
+e(n, a)el (|"Vgle + "Vg| + 3¢ + ¢(n, a))

2 2 2
—E|hV g3 (z,t) + c(n,a)e|"V g| + ¢(n, a)e

IN

1 2
—E|hV g (z,t) + c(n,a)e
in view of Young’s inequality. Similarly we estimate

0 2 i 2 2
1o, 1) — o )V g 1)

2 3 k k 2
S__|hv g|2+ Z hv lg(xat)*"'hv 4g(Iat)*hv g*P(h)k1k2k3k4(Iat)
@ 0<k1,k2,,k3,ka<3,
ki4...+ks<4
(4.5)

2 3 2 3 2 2
< —EIhV 91> + ¢(n, a)|"V gl(lhv 9l("Vgl + c(n,a)) + "V g|(|"V g + ["Vg[* +"Vg| + c(n, a))

+ "Vgl("Vgl® + ["Vg[? + "Vg| + c(n. ) + c(n, a))

2 3 2 3 2

< —EIhV 91> + c(n, )"V g|(|"V gle(n, a) + "V g* + c(n, a))
1 3 2 2

< —EIhV 91> + ¢(n, )"V g| + ¢(n,a)|"V g/*
L a3 2 he? |3

<~ "V g + en, )" Vg’ + e(n, a),

where we have used Young’s inequality a number of times. Combining these two evolution
inequalities, we see that f = (|"Vg|? + 1)(|hV29|2) satisfies

I ¢ giihyg?
50 —9 i

1
< —=["Vgl' 4"V gP

1 3 2

+(I"Vgl* + 1)(—5|hV 9I* +e(n,a)"V gl + e(n, a))
—207MV("VgP + )MV gP)

1 2 1 3 2 2 3
<=5 "Viglt = "V g e a)(L+ "V (L 'V ) + oln, a)|" V| ["V g*"V g
for the ¢ that we are considering.

Now using once again that sup,c,, |"Vg|(z,t) < e, which is true by assumption, we see
that

9 -

aif — 97"V < ~(1/10)] 4 c(n, a).
Standard techniques (cut off function and a Bernstein type argument: see [29] or [30])
now show that f < c;(n,a) at t = /£ which implies that |hV2g|2 <ci(n,a) att = /&

and this contradicts the estimate |hv29|2(a:0, \/ %) = Vif V = max(100cy(n, a), 7(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 ,/% corresponds to time 10 and the

time \/% — 10 corresponds to time zero. We multiply f by a cut off function 7 in space
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(with support in a Ball B (yo) ball around any point yg) and such that WT"‘Z < C. Next
we consider a point (zg,tg) € B1(0) x [0,10] where tnf achieves its positive maximum
(assuming f is not identically zero). The point 29 must be in the interior of B;(0), since
the support of 1 is contained in By(0)), and to must be larger than zero, since tnf = 0
for ¢ = 0, and hence , by calculating at (xg,to), we obtain
0

0 t

< g (W 1

< gV (tfn) — P =297Vt )"V

(tf) “hvin + te(n, a)n + fn

4@ (t%? 2gith-(tf77)thn + ¢(n, a)tf—'hvn|2 + ¢(n, a)% +c(nya)+ fn
1 (ntf)? ft 77
D e,

where we used that "V;(tfn)(xo,t9) = 0 and Young’s inequality. Multipying by 7, we
see that - (ntf)?(zo,to) — c(n, a)(tn) f(zo,to) < c(n,a) and hence f(zo,to)n(zo,to)to <
é(n, a)n(aco,to)to which implies f(zg,t9) < ¢(n,a).

Next we assume by induction that for ¢ > 2

N,

ho™ 12 m
sup |"V x,t) < —
e | g*(x, 1) tm

for all m <4, t € [0,T) and we want to show that there exists a constant N4 so that

h i+1 Ni+1
S \Y% t
zgﬁl g’ (z,t) < o

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 xo € M resp. 0 < tg < T so that

i1 ,
"V g2 (w0, to) > N/t

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

1
_h Sg S ah7
a

m /N /N
sup |"V" g (z,t) <e Vte (—10+ /=, /=],
reM \%4 \%4
i+1 1| N

g2, N 2y

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

0 ; o2 ' 1 i+1 _
g7Vl < VIV g = T o+ elin,a)

and

[~ oty
2a

for all t € (=104 /&, “*{/&]: The first estimates ["Vg[?(-,t) + |hV29|2(-,t) < c/t
simplify the calculation for general i > 2 (See (4.3) ). Calculating as before we thus
obtain for f := |hV1+lg| (14 ["V'g[?) that

0f ~ PHOVLS) <~ i)

0
v g2 + cli,n, )"V g2 + ci,n, ).

gP? < gV v

for all t € (=104 “*¢/ % VA X7 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 L? 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 € Rn € N there ezist (small) eo(a,n), S1(a,n) > 0 such
that the following holds. Let gy be smooth and satisfy

1
(4.6) —h < go < ah
a

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

(@) [ vt 4 PV 0 <
Bl(z)

for all x € M for all t € [0,T] where T < 1. We also assume sup ;o 1] |"Vg|? +

|hV2g|2+|hV3g|2+F+cp < 00, where p(x,t) := g (x, t)h;;(z) and F(z,t) := g;j(z,t)h¥ ().
Then

1
1
(4.9) sup ["Vg|?(z,t) <-
reM t

for all t < Si(n,a).
Remark 4.3. The functions p(z,t) := ¢ (z,t)hi;(z) and F(x,t) := g;j(z,t)h" (z) are
both well defined smooth functions. The assumption that

(4.10) sup |"Vgl2 + "Vl + "V 9> + F 4 ¢ < o0
M x[0,T

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
(.11) [ el Vi lan < 2
B1 (I)

for allz € M for all ¢ € [0,T] in view of (v) in Lemma B.1 of Appendix B, after replacing

c(n)eg by 9. Let 6 = §(n,a) = W << 1 (we are assuming n > 2). Let

1 )
S1 =sup{s € [0,7] | mh < g(t) < 20nah and Sé15|th|2(a:,t) < 7 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 S7 can be bounded from below by a constant depending only on n
and a.

For this we argue by contradiction and we assume that S; is extremely small, so that if
we rescale the background metric h by 1/57, then the resulting Riemannian manifold is
as close to the standard euclidean space R™ on balls as large as we like in the C* 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 j(z,t) = cg(x, %), h = ch with ¢ = 1/8; >> 1. We denote j

and h once again by g resp. h. We have for the rescaled solution that 1 = .5 = sup{s €
[0,7)] (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 Holder’s inequality, after replacing c¢(n)eg by €9. Due to the definition of Sy (= 1), the
smoothness of all metrics and (4.10) we see that,

Tlnah < g < 20nah S
supgen ["Vol*(x,1) < ¢
for all ¢ € [0, 1], and there must exist a point z¢p € M with either
1 1
(a) g(xo,1)(v,v) < mh(%)(”a”) = 10na
for some h length one vector v, or
(b) g(xo,1)(v,v) > 10nah(v,v) = 10na

for some h length one vector v, or

0
(C) |hv.g|2(:1705 1) > 57

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

We rule out the case (c¢) first. We argue by contradiction and by the smoothness Lemma

4.1, we know that |"Vg|?(,1) > ¢ on a ball of radius R(n,a,d) = R(n,a) > 0 around

T, and hence

6(n,a)
8

%2/) ("Vg[2(y, 1) dh(y) > wn(R(n, a,8))"
B (o)

which leads to a contradiction if g = £¢(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

(4.12) / o(y,0) dh(y) < / na dh(y) < §(,unna resp.
Bi(x) Bi(x) 2
4.13 F(y,0 < na < —wpna,
y,0) dh(y dh(y 3
By () By (x) 2

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

0

2 2
o )wdh < C(H,a)/ (I"Vgl* + "V g| + [Rm(h))dh < Cs(n)e(n, a)(o)™
Bl xr

B (z)

3o

o [ Fanscna) [ ("VgP+ 'Vl + [Ranh))dh < Csne(n.a)eo)
Ot /g, () Bi(a)

and thus

3o

(/Bl(zo) ¢(x,1)dh(z)) < /Bl(m) podh + Cg(n)e(n, a)(eo)

< (3/2)wpnra + c(n, a)(so)%

< 2wpna

( /B L Fe ) < /B Bk en (e

< (3/2)wpna + c¢(n,a) (50)% < 2wpna

if eg(n,a) is sufficiently small. Here we used the initial conditions (4.12) and (4.13)
freely, and the Holder and Sobiolev inequalities to obtain fBl(m)(|hV9|2 + |hV2g|dh <

Cs(n)e(n,a)(go)=. In particular, there must be a point yo in By (x0) with ¢(yo, 1) < 4na
and a point y; in By (o) with F(y1,1) < 4na. First we consider ¢. At yo we choose a basis

so that h;;(yo) = di; and g¢i;(yo, 1) = Aid;; is diagonal. Then we see that ¢(yo, 1) < 4na

implies that \; > 7 for each i € 1,...,n and hence g(yo,1) > 1=h(yo). Using the

4na = 4na
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fact that |"Vg| < 6 and that (M, h) is very close to the standard R™, in particular
[T(R)%.(x)] < o in geodesic coordinates on a ball of radius 10 centred at zo where 7
as small as we like, we get |9igr| < & + o(no,a,n) with o(no,a,n) — 0 as no — 0
and hence, without loss of generality, o(no,a,n) < 4, that is |O;gr| < 26 = W
on Bi(w) in geodesic coordinates (for h). This combined with g(yo,1) > 7=h(yo),
and the fact that (1 —n9)d;; < hiy; < (14 1m0)di; ( mo as small as we like ) leads to
95 (y,1) > (5 — WVLU (y) > g==hi;(y) for all y € By(xo) which contradicts the fact
that g(xo,1)(v,v) < 15 h(w0)(v,v) = ;- Hence (a) doesn’t occur. The argument to
show that (b) doesn’t occur is essentially the same.

O

5. PRESERVATION OF SMALLNESS OF THE W22 ENERGY AND W22 CONTINUITY OF g
IN TIME

In this section we consider smooth four dimensional solutions to the Ricci DeTurck flow
which satisfy %h < g(t) < ah for some uniform constant a and our fixed background
metric h, and whose initial W?22-energy is locally small. Under these assumptions, we
prove an estimate on the growth of the local W?22-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 L? and W22-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 § = 6(a) > 0 such that for any smooth solution g € C*°(M x [0,T)) of the
Ricci-DeTurck flow with

sup ("Vg(, D) + "V g(, )[2)dh < & and
x€M J By (x)

1

“h() < 90 1) < ah()
for all t € [0,T), the following holds : For every % < Ry < Ry < 2 there exists an
V(Ro, R1,a) > 0 such that

2
[ Vatof + gt o an
BR() (10)

s/ ("Vg(-. O + "V g(-, 0)P)dh + V(Ro, Ru, a)t
BRl (Io)

for any xo € M, for all t € [0,T).

Remark 5.2. The condition sup hg(-, )% + hV2g - 1)]?)dh < 6 means we
€M J B, (2)

restrict to the class of solutions which stay locally small in W?22. 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 W22, as they do indeed satisfy this condition.

Remark 5.3. The constant V(Ry, R1,a) — oo for Ry ,/* Ry.

Corollary 5.4. Let (M,h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4). For all 0 < b € R,
there exists a 6 = 0(b) > 0 and universal constant co > 0 such that the following holds.
For every € > 0 there exists an So = Sa(b,€) > 0 such that if g € C°(M x [0,T)) is a
smooth solution to the Ricci-DeTurck flow with initial data go which satisfies

sup (I"Vg(, )] + "V g(- £)|*)dh <5 and
zEM J B (x)

Th) < g(0) < bh()
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for all t € [0,T), and for some xy € M we have

/ ("Vgol?2 + ["V2go[2)dh < e.
Bz(zo)

Then

/ (|hvg('at)|2 + |hv2g('7t>|2)dh < §57
Bl(LE()) 2

for allt € [0,S2)N[0,T).

Proof of Corollary 5.4. Theorem 5.1 implies

2
- )(Ihvg(wt)IQ + "V g(, 1)) dh

< / ("Vg( 0)2 + "9, 0)2)dh + V(Ro, R, b)t
Ba(z0)
+V(1,2,b)t

for t < O

2v(18,2,b) =: 5
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), 3 < Ry < Ry <2 and
g be a smooth metric on M satisfying %g <h<ag,x €M and n € C>(Bg,(x0)) be
a standard cut-off function which is equal to 1 on Bg,(x) and equal to zero outside of
Bry+ry (z0) : We choose 1 so that \/i € C*(Bg,(z)) with |"Vn| < ¢(Ry, Ro) for some
constant ¢(R1, Ry). Then there exists a C = C(a, Ry, R1) and a B = B(a) such that

3
2 2 3 2
/ 72 Pdh < ( / By g|2dh> ( / (B "V g2 + C|PY g|2>dh>
M BRl(m) BRl(w)
1
2
[ wtrvglan <s ( / |hvzg|2dh> ( / n4|hvgg|2dh>
M Br, (z) Br, (z)
1
2
2
+c< / |hv9|2dh> ( [ g|2+|hv9|2>dh>
BRl(m) BRl(m)
he?2 |2 :
+C |"V~ gl*dh
BRl(x)

Proof of Lemma 5.5. In the following C' refers to a constant which depends on a, Ry, Ry
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 Hélder’s inequality and
the Sobolev inequality applied to the function f = 772|hV2g|, we obtain

2 2 1 2 1
/ n* "V g|3dh S(/ "V glzdh)é(/ "V g|tdh)>
M BRI(;E) M
(5.1)

2 1 3 2
<([ 9igpan ( [ @R oy g|2>dh> ,
BRI(LIJ) BRI(LIJ)
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which is the first estimate. For the second estimate we integrate by parts with respect
one of the covariant derivatives "V and use Holder’s inequality, to get

2
[t 1Saltan <B [ (slal"Val"1"V gl + Ol "Vl ) i

2 2 1 1
<B( [ n1vglan) ([ wiviPamt v ([ uPvglan?)
M M M

which implies,

[ wtrvglan < [ qretgpan+c [ upvgldn
M M M

2 1 1
<B [ qgPanro(f  PgPan ([ (al'vehiant.
M M

Bry(a)

Using (5.1) to estimate the first term of the right hand side of this inequality, and the
Sobolev inequality, applied to the function \/ﬁ|th| to estimate the second term, we
conclude

2 1 1
/ 7 gl0dh <B / it dh + O / "V gl2dh)® - ( / (/A" Vgl)*dh)*
M M B M

Ry (=)

2 1 3 2
<B( / Vg 2dn) ( / "V + Oy g|2>dh>
BRI(LIJ) BRl(LIJ

1 2
el / "V gPdh)* ( / (V2P + |hv9|2>dh> ,
BR1(LE) BRl(m)

as required. Note, with loss of generality |hV\/ﬁ| < Ci(n = 4) : if not replace n by 7.
O

In the following proof, C' will once again be a constant which may change from line to
line and depends on a, Ry, 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

9 e 12 ij o2
—|tvygl? = g9y,
6t g| g ZJ|

2 2
"Vl + ="V gl?
2 2
< BI"Vg| (I"Vgl"g| + "V g| + "Vg[* + ["Vg]* +|"Vg| +1)
1
(5.2) < o'V g + B("Vgl' + 1)

Integration by parts (once), and Young’s inequality yields
i a2 2 2
[ SR <5 [ gt PVaPIgldn+C [ Pl glan,
1
(53) <o [ WP C [ Vel + v,
2a M M

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

0 2 2
[ wrvakan +2 [ e gRan
M aJm

T T e / (Mgt + 1)dh
2a M M

2
1

<L [ ppegpan+c / ("V2gP + Vg + 1)dn | |
2a Jur Br, (z0)
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where we used the Sobolev inequality, applied to the function f = \/ﬁ|th|, and |hV\/ﬁ|2 =

th—;ﬂz < 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

/ Vg2, S)dh < / 7" go[2dh + CS(5 +1)?
M M

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

0 po? i 2 po?2 2 ho3
51"V 9l (@,1) = g7 (@, )"V "V g + ="V gl (2, )
2 3
<B"7’g|(/"7°gl(" Vgl +1)
2 2
+ "V gl(1"V gl + "Vgl* + "Vg| + 1)
+ Vgl (" Vgl + ["Tgl + "Vl +1) + 1)

1 3 2 2
<o A"Vl B("V gl + "V gl + 'Vg[° + "Vl +1)

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

i 2 2 2 3
[tV P <B [ MVl gdn
2 3
+C [ el gldn
774 hed |2 4\h 21h 2 |2
< ME' Vogl® + Bn"|"Vg[*|"V g|*dh
+C/ "V g|dh,
M
774h32 41h? 13 4 h |6 2\ he? |2
< ME' Vigl*+ Bn*|"V g|” + Bn*["Vg|® + Cn*|"V g|"dh
Multiplying the differential inequality for |hV2 g|? again with n*, integrating and using

the above two estimates, we obtain

0 2 1 3
G| gk« o [ e gpan
2 2
< /B Bt ("9 gl + ["Vg|®)dh + OV [ + [*Vg|? + 1)dh.
Ry

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

9 41h g2 12 1 / 41hgS (2
= — h
gi| A g [t
SC/ ("Vg2 + "vgl? +1) +C(/
Br, Br, (2)
+O(/ |th|2dh)§(/ "Vl + "V gl?dn)
Br, Br,
2 3 3
+B(/ "V*gl2dn) (/ 7"V gl2dn)
BRI(:E) BRl
gc(/ |hV2g|2+|th|2+1dh> +C(/
BRI

+B5 [ nhVigl2dn
Br,

3
"V gldn)"

2
"Vl + " Vgl* + 1dh)
1

R
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and hence

1
9 / A PV2gPdh) + = / A glPdh < O+ 1)°
(9t M 80/ M

if B(a)d < 15— Integration in time from 0 to S gives
[ gl sian < [tV goPdn+ 056+ 1)
M M
as required. O

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

1
—h<g(-,t) <ah and
a

sup | |"Vg(,t)?dh <6 Vte (0,T),

reM B,
Ky := sup |[Rm(h)| <1
zeM

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

[ latt) = gs) P < BG + Ka)lt o,
Bl(iﬂ)
[l - g Cs)Pdh < B+ Kot - 5,
Bl(w)

| lg(,0)1* = |g(:, s)[Pdh| < B(6 + Ko)|t — s,
Bl(w)
and

T 0P b o < B+ Kol
1T
for allz € M for allt,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 x [0,T], T <1 and assume that there exist 0 < a € R, § € R so that

1
—h <g(,t) <ah and
a

sup |"Vg(-,t)?dh < § Vte[0,T],

reM B
Ko := sup |[Rm(h)| <1
xeM

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

/ 1960~ g0 < B+ Kol
Bl xT

/ 1971, 1) — g (2 0)Pdh < B(S + Kol
Bi(x)

| lg( ) —1g(-, 0)[?dh| < B(6 + Ko)t
Bl(z)
and

I/B ( )Ig’l(wt)lz =97 0)[2dn| < B(6 + Ko)t,

for allt € [0,T] and for all x € M.

Proof of Corollary 5.7. For any sequence ¢; — 0 and any x € M, we have fBl(w) lg(-,t) —

g(+,ti)|?dh < B(0+1)|t—t;|. Letting i — oo implies the first estimate view of the smooth-
ness of the solution. The other estimates follow with an almost identical argument. O
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Proof of Lemma 5.6: We calculate for a standard cut-off function n with n = 1 on B1(z)
and n = 0 on (Bz(x))¢ and |"Vn[? < ¢(n)|n| that

a - n,a
520 [ lg(et) — g o))
M

— n,a 6 1 1
= Blm, )t/ nah "R (g(t)i; — 9(8)i) (9(t)m — g(8)wi)dh
M
- B(nva)e_B(n)a)t/ 77|9('=t) _g('75)|2dh
M
o0
=B [ (0 (a0 — g5
M
~ B(n,a)e" Bt /M nlg(1) — g(-.s)2dh
_ B / 20k L (g(t), )iy (9 ()t — g(s)iadh)
M
- B(nva)e_B(n)a)t/ 77|9('=t) _g('75)|2dh
M

< e Bt B(n, q) / (I"Vg(t)|* + Ko + |"Vg(s)|*)dh
Bg(w)

e BOa By ) / nlg(1) — g(-.)2dh
M

- B(”? a)e_B(n)a)t/ 77|9('a t) - g('? S)|2dh
M
< e B9 B(n,a) (5 + Ko),

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

9, _ n,a — —
S e 20 [ alg i) - g o) an)
M

— n,a a 17 17
=B [ haha (07— 95 )(o() — g(s)")dh
M
- B(?’L, a)efB(n,a)t/ 77|gil('a t) - gil('v S)|2dh
M
= e‘B("’“’t/ ok g7 L g(8) (9 — g(s))dh
y at
= Blnaye P00 [ g (0~ g7 )
M
= e’B(”"’”/ 20h*F g™ g7 L(g(t), h)ww ((9(H)* — g(s)™)dh)
M
- B(?’L, a)efB(n,a)t/ 77|gil('a t) - gil('v S)|2dh
M
< ¢ BB, a) /B VO Ko+ [ 9g(s) P
2T
+efB(”’a)tB(n,a)/ 77|gfl(-,t) —gil(-,s)|2dh
M

~ B(n,a)e” B /M Hg (ot — g7 (o8)|2dh

< e BB, a)(6 4+ Ko).

Integrating from s to ¢ implies the second estimate.
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Also,

9 —B( )t/ 2
e~ Plma n|g(-,t)|*dh

:e*B(”"Z)t/ nghikhﬂg(t)ijg(t)kzdh—Be*B(""‘)t/ nlg (-, t)|*dh)
T w
—B(n,a ikpj 9 —Bima
— ¢ B, ”/ 2nh khﬂgg(t)ijg(t)kldh_Be B(n, )t/ nlg(-, t)|*dh)
M M
= ¢~ Bt /M 20h™* W' L(g(t), h)ijg(D)adh — Be P! /M nlg (-, 1) dh)

< efB(n,a)tB(n,a)/

B2(m)
_ Be B / nlg(-t)[2dh)
M

< e Bma By a) (8 + Ko),

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

(I"Vg(t)|* + Ko)dh + Be” P! B(n, a) / g (- t)[*dh
M

The previous Lemma showed us that solutions which are smooth on M x [0, T] and whose
W12 energy is bounded on balls of radius one by d, and which are uniformly (independent
of time) equivalent to h, 1h < g(t) < ah, converge strongly in the L? norm back to go
as time goes to zero, and the rate of convergence depends only on a,n and §. If we
only assume that the solution is smooth on M x (0,7), then the previous Lemma shows
us that the solution is Cauchy in the L?(B;(z)) norm in time, and hence there exists
a well defined L? . limit, go at time ¢ = 0 on M. In the four dimensional setting, the
assumption that the solution is bounded in W??2(Bj(x)) for all x € M means that there
must be a sequence of times t;, such that g(¢;) converge weakly in H := W?2(B(z))
back to go € 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 VVZQOC2 , if the solution
is a limit of smooth solutions, whose initial data converge locally strongly in W22, 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 § = §(a) so that the following holds. Let
(M, h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4) and (M, g(t),p)ie(o,1) be the smooth limit,
on compact subsets of M x (0,T], of (M,g(i)(t),pi)|teo,r) as i — oo of a sequence of
smooth solutions g(i) to (1.1) defined on M x [0,T] which satisfy

(5.4) éh <g(i)(-,t) <ah and
(5:5) sup (I"Vg(i)(- 1) + "9 g(0) (-, H)*)dh < 6
zeM J B (x)

for allt € [0,T]. Assume further that the initial data g(i)(-,0) converge strongly locally
in W22 to some go € W22 as i — oo, that is ||g(i)(0) — gollw2.2(xy = 0 for all compact
sets K C M as i — oco. Then, g(t) — go as t \, 0 locally strongly in the W22 norm,
that is

(5'6) /B © |g(-,t) _90(')|2dh+/ |hv(g('7t) _90('))|2('7t)dh

By (z)
[t - oD PC 0
By (z)

as t (0, for any x € M.

Proof. The solutions g(i) defined on M x [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
2 .
L, o (VOGO + P g 0P

=/, ( )(|hV9()('70)|2+|hV29(i)('70)|2)dh+V(Ro,Rlaa)t

for any xgp € M and for all ¢ € [0,7). The third estimate of Corollary 5.7 implies
additionally for any xo € M and all t € [0,T), ( remembering T < 1)

/ 9(0) (- DI dh < / 19() (. 0)dh + V (Ro, Ry, a)t.
Brg (zo0) Br, (z0)

Letting ¢ — oo for fixed ¢ € (0,7'), and using that the solutions converges smoothly
locally away from ¢ = 0 and in the Wif norm at time zero, we see that the limit solution
also satisfies

2
/B ( )(Ith(-7t)|2+|hV gt + |g(®)|*)dh

2
(5.7) < (1"Vgol® + 1"V gol* + |90*)dh + V (Ro, Ry, a)t
Br, (zo
for any zg € M, for all t € (0,T), that is
(5.8) g2 (55, o)) < 190032251, (w0 + V (R0, Ra,a)t
(Brg (z0)) (Bry (20))

2

for any o € M, for all t € (0,T), where ||T||W2’2(BR0(I0)) = fBRO(wo)(|T|I2L +PVT1? +
|hV2T|2)dh for any zero-two tensor defined on Bg,(z¢) whose components are in W?2?2.
Furthermore, we have fBl(%) lg(t) — go|?>dh — 0 for ¢t \, 0 in view of Corollary 5.7, and
the fact that g(i)(0) — go as i — oo in the W2 norm.

Fixing zp € M, and Ry := 1 we define the Hilbert space H := W?2(B;(z0)) to be
the space of zero-two tensors whose components are in W22 (Bj(xg)) and whose scalar
product is defined by (T, )i = [, (T )+ ("VT, "V S)p+("V>T, 'V S),dh. Using
this notation, we may write (5.7) as

(5.9) (90,9011 < 9012051, sy + V (Rou Ry, )t

for all t € (0,T), for any 2 > R; > Rg = 1. We are going to show that every sequence
(9(t:))ien with t; N\, 0 contains a strongly converging subsequence with limit go in H.
This then clearly implies that g(s) — go in H as s N\, 0 since otherwise we can find a
sequence t; — 0, and a § > 0 s.t. ||g(t;) — goll; > J, and hence no subsequence of g(t;)
will converge to go in H, which would be a contradiction.

Now to the details. For any sequence of times 0 < ¢; — 0 as ¢« — oo, there exists a
subsequence, g(t;;) =: g;; of g(t;) such that g;, — 2z as j — oo for some z € H, in view
of the definition of a Hilbert space and weak convergence.

But g;; must then converge strongly to z in L?(Bi(r9)) and hence z = gg. Setting
rj := t;, this means we have g(r;) — go strongly in L?(By(z)) and g(r;) = go weakly
in H. It remains to show that g(r;) — go strongly in H = W?2(B(z0)) for all zop € M.

Assume that this is not true for some zy € M. Then we can find a subsequence s := 7, ,
k € Nof (ri)ren and a § > 0 such that ||g(si) — go||§{ >0 >0 for all £ € N. But then
(sk) — 90, 9(sk) — go)u
(

<y
(9(sk), ( k) H + (90, 90)r — 2(9(sk), go)
= [lg(se) |7 + lgoll7; — 2(g(sx), 90)

for all k£ € N, and hence, using (5.9),
(5.10) 6 < ||90||12/v2,2(}_r31,31 (zo)) T lgollF; = 2(g(sk), go)r + V (1, Ry, a)s,
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Since go in W?2?2(Ba(z¢)) (here we use the covering argument from Lemma B.1), there
must exist a 1 < Ry < 2 such that
)
2 2
lgollw=.2 (B, oy < I90llr + g

and hence we obtain

0
6 <2llgolly —2(g(sk).90)m + g + V(L Ry a)sy

for this choice of R; independent of k € N. Letting £ — 0o, we obtain a contradiction,
since 2 ||go||§{ —2(9(sk),90)g — 0 as k — oo. O

6. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY

In this section we prove the main results for the Ricci DeTurck flow of data which is
initially W22 .

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < a < oo and (M, h) be four dimensional and satisfy (2.4). Then
there exists a constant €1 = e1(a) > 0 with the following properties. Assume go is
a smooth Riemannian metric on M which is uniformly bounded in VVI?)C2 N L*>® in the
following sense:

1
(a) —h < go < ah
a
(b) / (|"Vgo* + |hV290|2)dh <e forall ze M,
Bz(m)
where € < e1(a), and go satisfies
sup "V’ go|? < oo
M

for alli € N. Then there exists constants T = T(a,c) > 0 and ¢; = ¢;(a,h) >0, and a
smooth solution (g(t))¢cjo,r) to (1.1) with g(-,0) = go(-) such that

1
—h < <
(ar) 400ah < g(t) < 400ah
(by) / ("Vg(, )2 + ["V2g(-,t)|?)dh < 2 for all z € M, t € [0,T]
Bi(z)
(ct) Mg < Gl
and

sup "V g()[? < oo
M

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
SUP A7 [0,V] "V’ g|? < oo for all j € N: See Theorem A.1. We assume, without loss of

3 _ eolad)
generality, that e1(a) < 9 = =5~

- , where gg is the constant from Theorem 4.2. Let
S :=sup{t € [0,V] | (b;) holds for t < §}: S > 0 due to smoothness (and boundedness
of covariant derivatives of g). We have |"Vg(-,t)] < 1 and g-=h < g(t) < 80ah, for
t < min(S,S1(4,a)), in view of Theorem 4.2, where S1(4,a) is the constant from that
theorem. Hence, for such t < min(S;(4,a),S), we have |hVig(-,t)|2 < w in
view of Lemma 4.1. Also, using Corollary 5.4 with b = 80a, we can improve the estimate
(be) t0 [5, ) (I"Vg?> + ["Vg|?)dh < e < 2¢, for ¢ < min(S1(4,a),$,Sa(b = 80a,¢)),

where Sa(b,e) > 0 is the constant from that Corollary, since 2e < 2e1(a) < ¢&o and
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without loss of generality, £9 < & = §(80a) , where ¢ is the constant appearing in that
corollary. Hence § > min(S1(4,a),V,Sa(b = 80a,¢)), and (a;),(b;) and (c;) hold for
t < min(S1(4,a),V, S2(b = 80a,¢)), with ¢; = 2, ¢; = N;(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).c[o,] satisfying (a;),(b;) and (c;) for t < T :=

min(51(4,a),52(b = 80a,¢)). The estimates sup ;. (o, v |thg|2 < oo for all j € N and
(ct) guarantee that supps. (o 1 "V’ g2 < oo for all j € N.

O

Remark 6.2. In the proof of Theorem 6.1 we obtained fBl(m)(|th(-, 2+PV2g (-, )2 dh <

3¢ forallz e M, t€[0,T], and gi-hg(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 oo > a > 1. Assume
Jgo 1S a Wlif N L Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth, which satisfies (a) and

(b), where € < # and €1 is the constant from Theorem 6.1.

Then there exists a constant S = S(a,e) > 0 and a smooth solution (g(t))ic(o,s) to (1.1),
where g(t) satisfies (ai),(bi) and (c;) for all x € M, for all t € (0,S], and

@ [ = gOF + "Tlgo — ) + "V (g0 — 9®) )ik — 0
By (z)

as t N\, 0 for all x € M. The solution is unique in the class of solutions satisfying
(a),(be) , (ci) and (d;). The solution also satisfies the local estimates

(1) sup "V ()2 = 0 for t — 0
x€B1(x0)
2
(8) / ("Va( ) + [*V2g (. t))dh
Bl(mo)

= / (Vg0 ()2 + 1"V go(-)*)dh + V(a, R)t
BR(IQ)

forallzg € M,2 > R>1 for all t <T, for some constant 0 < V(a, R) < oo.

Proof. Let R > 0 be given, and i : M — [0,1] C R be a smooth cut-off function as in (iv)
of Lemma B.1: n =1 on Br(x), n =0 on M\(Bcr(zo)), |hV2n| +|"Vn|?/n < & on M
(here n = 4), |"V'n|? < ¢;(h) for alli € N. We mollify the metric go everywhere locally, to
obtain a metric §o g, which is smooth, and then define go r(*) := 1(-)go,r(-)+(1—n(-))h(").
We choose the mollification fine enough to guarantee that go g(-) — go in W22(B,.(0))
for all » > 0 fixed as R — oo and so that (a), and (b) still hold for go,r up to a factor
%, for all R > 0 sufficiently large. That is we have

9 10

a —h < < —

@) 1Oah_gO’R_ gah

3 10

(b) / (|"Vgo.r|> + |’vago,R|2)dh <5e forall ze€ M
Bz(m)

Furthermore gg g = h outside of Bogr(zg) and so sup,, |th90,R|2 < oo for all j € N.

Theorem 6.1, with a replaced by %a and € by 19—0, and Remark 6.2, guarantee the
existence of a solution (gr(t)):epo,r) With T' = T'(a,e) > 0 to (1.1) satisfying (a;),(b;)
and (c,) for all z € M, for all ¢ € [0,T], with gr(0) = go,r : Note that the constants
¢j(a, h) of (c;) do not depend on R. Hence there exists a limit solution (M, g(t)e (0,1
(in the C%, sense on M x (0,T)), by taking the sequence of radii R(7) = i — oo, which

satisfies (a;),(b;) and (c;) for all x € M, for all ¢ € (0,T]. Theorem 5.1 applied to each
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gr(;) implies (f;), and Theorem 5.8 implies (d;), for the limit solution g(t)c(o,r)- Note
5(400a)
c(a,n)
is the constant from Theorem 5.1, and ¢(a,n) is a large constant of our choice. Hence,
without loss of generality, the scale invariant condition

(6.1) ( / "V g(-,t)[*dh)* + / Vg t)Pdh <
Bl(z) Bl(z)

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

where §

without loss of generality, that £1(2a) from Theorem 6.1 is less than

5(400a)
cla,m)

sup (t/"Vg(-,1)|*) = 0 as t \, 0.

B ()
Assume that this is not the case for some € M. Then we obtain a sequence of
points y; € Bi(z) C M and 0 < ¢t; — 0 for j € N,;j — oo and an r > 0 such
that ¢;|"Vg(y;,t;)|> > r > 0. Taking a subsequence we see y; — y € M and hence

fBz\/r(yj)(|tho|4 + |hV2go|2)dh — 0 as j — o0o. Scale the solution to time 1: that is we

define g;(-,) = -9(-,t;1), hj(-) = £-h(-) and gj0 = 7-go. Now we have "I Vg;(y;, 1)|* >
r > 0 and fBQ(yj)(|thj7o|4 + |hV2gj,o|2)dh — 0as j — oo, and 5=h;(-) < g;(-,t) <
400ah;(-) for all ¢ where the solution is defined. Theorem 5.1, and the fact that (6.1)
also holds for the scaled solutions, now implies that

S0t V95 D2+ ["9V2g;(, 1)[Pdh; — 0 as j — oo, and ggahy() < g;(st) <
400ah;(-) for all ¢t where the solution is defined. But these estimates combined with (c;)
then imply that |"1V¥g;(y;,1)|> — 0 for all k € N as j — oo, which is a contradiction :
To see this, one can write all quantities in geodesic coordinates with respect to the metric
h; centred at y;. The estimate supp, () (t/|"V’g(-, £)[*) — 0 as t \, 0 for the other j € N
follow from an almost identical argument. That is (e;) also holds. The uniqueness of the
solution in the class of solutions satisfying (a:),(b:), (ct) and (d;) follows immediately
from Theorem 11.2.

O

Remark 6.4. In fact the constants ¢;(h,a) in (¢;) of Theorem 6.3 can be replaced by
¢;j(h,a,e) where cj(h,a,e) > 0ase —0:

Assume gi(t)te(o,T(l.,a)] are solutions obtained in Theorem 6.3 with ¢ in (b;) given by
e = 1 and assume |"Vg;(z;, t;)[> > & >0forat; € (0,7(%,a)] for some a > 0. From
Theorem B.1 (v), we have fBl(z) I"Vagi(- )]* +"Vg2(-,t)|* <21 for all t € (0,T(5,a)].
Scaling the solutions by g;(t) := ti gi(tt;), we obtain smooth solution defined on (0, 1]
which satisfying |V’ g;(-, 1)|> < ¢; for all j € N in view of (c;), and |"Vg;(z;,1)|*> > a
and fBl(m)u’“vgi(-, D+ Vg2 (-,1)[*)dp, (x) < 21 for all z € M, where we denote the
scaled metric t%-h by h;. But this means hivy? gi(,1)|> = 0 for all j € N as i — 0, as
can be seen by writing all quantities in geodesic coordinates with respect to h; at x;.
This contradicts |**Vg;(z;,1)[?> > a > 0 for all i € N. Hence ¢ (a, h) = ¢i(h,a,e) — 0 as
¢ — 0. An almost identical argument shows that ¢;(h,a) in (c;) of Theorem 6.3 can be
replaced by ¢;(h, a,e) where ¢;j(h,a,e) - 0 ase — 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 € > 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 < oo, and
go be a W22 L> Riemannian metric, not necessarily smooth, which satisfies (a) and

(6.2) / ("ol + "7 gol?)dh < oc.
M
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Then for any € > 0 there exists a constant T = T(go,a,e) > 0, a C = C(go,a,¢)
and a smooth solution (g(t))ieco,r to (1.1), such that after scaling the solution and the
background metric h once, (a;),(bt), (ct), (d¢), (er) and (f;) hold, and (g(t))ic(or) is
the unique solution in the class of solutions satisfying the conditions (at),(b:), (ct), (d¢).
The constants c;(h,a) in (c;) can be replaced by c;(h,a,€) where c;(h,a,e) = 0 ase — 0

Remark 6.6. In this setting, we cannot expect
(63) [ ate)? + 19 g0 Pdn < oo
M

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

Proof. As explained in the introduction : By scaling the initial data gy and the back-
ground metric h once, we can guarantee that the new initial data and background metric,
which we also call gy and h, satisfy (a) and (b), where € < # and €7 is the constant
from Theorem 6.1, and that h satisfies (2.4). Using Theorem 6.3, we obtain a solution
g(t), t > 0t € [0, T] which satisfies (a;),(bt), (ct) , (d¢), (er) and (f;). The uniqueness of
the solution in the class of solutions satisfying (a;),(b:), (c:) and (d;) follows immediately
from Theorem 11.2. The fact that the ¢;(h, a) in (c¢;) can be replaced by ¢;(h, a,¢) where
¢j(h,a,e) — 0 as ¢ — 0 follows from Remark 6.4. O

Example 6.7. Let n = 2 and gy be a smooth metric on

C1(0) == {(x1,22) € R? | max(|z1|,|za]) < 1} such that (1 —&)d < go < (1 + &),
0 <e<<1landgo=4on C1(0)\C1(0), and so that the curvature of go is a constant
o1 > 0 on C,,(0), for two small constants o1,02 > 0, where § is the standard metric
on R%. We extend this metric to all of R? through symmetry, go(z) = go(z + p) for all
p € Z% = {(z1,22) | 21,22 € Z}, and in doing so obtain a smooth Riemannian metric
go on R? satisfying (1 — )6 < go < (14 ¢)d, with ¢go = go for any p € Z?, where
Yp(z) = x + p. Let T? refers to the standard 2-torus whose circles have radius i € N.
T? := R?/T(i), where I'(i) := {T,, : R* - R? | y € Z?, where T,(z) = = + iy, for all
x € R?}. That is T? = {[z] | € R?} where [2] = [2] if and only if T'(z) = z for some
T € I'(i). We give T? the unique metric go(i) such that 7*(go(i)) = go where 7w : R* — T2
is the standard projection, w(z) = [z].

From the work of Shi, [29], there exists a unique smooth solution (T7, g(i)(t)):c(0,1) to
(1.1) with & = go(2), 9(7)(0) = g0}, supseo.r) "V () (B < c5(go) for all j € N, and all
t € 0,T] and (1—2¢)go(i) < g(i)(t) < (14+2¢)go(i) for all t € [0, T]. Defining p, : T? — T?
by op([z]) = [p + 2], where p € Z?, we see that ¢5(go(i)) = go(¢) by construction, and
hence it is an isometry with respect to go(é). Setting G(i)(t) = (vp)*(g(?)(t)), we see
that it is also a solution to (1.1), with g(i)(0) = go(¢) and h = go(¢). Uniqueness of
such solutions, which can be seen by applying the maximum principle to the function

FC, ) = 1g1(-,t) — g2(-,t)|?, shows us that (¢,)*g(i)(t) = g(i)(t) for all t € [0, 7.

Taking a subsequence and then a limit i — oo, we obtain a solution g(¢) to (1.1) with
9(0) = go, SUPse(o,1] "V g(t)|? < ¢(g0) < oo for all j € N, and all ¢ € [0, 7], and such

that (¢,)*g(t) = g(t), ¥3h = h where ¢, (z) = x+p and p € Z?. Furthermore |thgo| =0
for all j € N, since go = h.

Using a Taylor expansion in time for ¢(¢), and the fact that g(¢) is a smooth solution
to (1.1) with g(0) = h, we see that g(z,t) = h(z) + 2g(2,0) - t + (& 2)g(z,s) - 2
for some s € (0,t). Notice that Zg(z,0) = 0 for = € C1(0)\Cz(0) because there,
g(2,0) = h(z) = 6 and § has zero curvature. Hence g(z,t) —§ = O(t?) for small
t for x € Ca(0)\C32(0) and gii(y,t) — hii(y) = —20ut + O(t?) for y = 0, for where
oii = c¢(n)oy > 0. If "Vg(t) = 0 holds for all ¢ € [0, P) then, for all ¢ € (0, P) with
P > 0 small enough, we would have g(t) = h on Ca (O)\O% (0) and g(y,t) — h(y) #
0 at y = 0. But taking any two vectors v,w at a point p in C4(0)\C:(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 %g(”y(r),t)(v(r),w(r)) =0= %h(”y(r))(v(r),w(r))
and hence ¢(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 s; > 0 such that fc (|"Vg(t)* + |hv29( t)|?)dh > s; > 0 for some ¢t > 0.
Using the isometry 1, we see that this means fc (|"Vg(t)*+ |hV2g(t)|2)dh > s >0,

for all p € Z2, hence [,,(|"Vg(t)]* + |hV g(t)|*)dh = oo for this t. To obtain an example
in R™ with n € N,n > 2 we simply take go = h = go @ dgr on R¥t2 = R™ where 0 is
the standard metric on R¥.

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 £(t) :=
(¢1)*g(t) where @, : M — M, t € [0,T], or possibly only ¢ € (0,71, is a smooth family of
diffeomorphisms, and g(t);c[o,7) is a solution to Ricci DeTurck flow. We say in this case,
that the Ricci flow solution £(t) comes from the Ricci DeTurck solution g(t), and we call
0(t) a Ricci Flow related solution to g(t). In the next section we construct and analyse
the behaviour of solutions ¢(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 € [2,00) there exists a ag = ap(p,n) > 0 such that the follow-
ing holds. Let Q be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (2", £(t)):e(0,1) be a smooth
solution to Ricci flow satisfying

(7.1) /Q Re(£(£)]de(t) < e

[Re(6(1))] <

for allt € (0,T], where e < ag. Then there exist §(n,p,e),c(n,p) > 0, with the property
that §(n,p,e) — 0 as e — 0, such that

(7.2) [ 160 = €6) g atte) < 50 pe)le o

on

| ™

(73 [ 1(600) " = (66)) g 0) < 802l o

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

@0 [ ao) < ol p)(VOI(@ 00 + It 5]

15 [ 1660 < cln (VoI 0) + e = 5]

(7.6) 10 = )10 < el ) (VoI £0) + ) = s

@0 ) = (6 ) < el p) (VoL 60) + 1) =]

for all v, 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 := {(s), and ¢ for £(t), for t € (s,T], and Rc for Re(4(t)) and we
calculate for

= Jo I6(2) o (1),

_t (f%/ |4(t) U|z (t) £(t)
~ o / (E*E™ (L5 = i) (L — Vkm)) * dE

/ —R(é)w — U|§ + gw — ’U|;Zi2 (QKiSKkZRC(é)SZij(&j — ’Uij)(gkm — Ukm)
Q

+ 20% 050 Re(€) 5 (£ij — vig) (Chim — Vkin)

= 20 Re(0)i5 (B — Vi) — 2067 (635 — vi5) R (1))

IN

e(n)p / (IRelel — vff + [Relel¢ — o2~ )de
Q

c(n)pe 1 p=1 _
< S0y ctmp | el (Rl e~ ol

< L 50)+ et [ (Rel + Rele — ol
Q
< 220y ¢ e
for some ¢(n) > 1 depending only on n. Hence the function f(t) = h(s + t) also satisfies
9 Bo
—f() < t
95w < s+
(7.8) < Bof( t) + Bo

for all ¢ € (0,T — s], where By := ¢(n)pe. The assumptions on e guarantee that Sy =
c(n)pe < %, and hence, using the ODE Lemma C.2, we see that f(t) < 28pt for all

€ (0,T — s]. In particular, we obtain h(t) = f(t —s) < 28¢(t — s) = ¢(n)pe(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) :=

fQ (67— o) dele),

1 _ 71 p
8t (%/ I [ed
= / —RO)| = D+ gw*l v ( — 2Re(£) il jm (€19 — ') (£F™ — phm)
Q

— 20 Re(0) i, (19 — 0T ) (£F™ — Py
+ 2l CPPIRC(£) g (€F™ — v ™)
+ 23 (69 — 0¥ )Rc(e)pqekpemq)de

< e[| RO o7+ IRefOe™ ~ o~
< @ ) |07t — v Pde + c(n /|Rc Nele™t — vt Pt
< 2490 ) 1 (r)pa

< Boy(t) ' fo.

-t
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 Holder and triangle inequalities, as we now show. First
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we show (7.4):

[ ae = [ w(s)—f<t>+f<t>|§<t>df<t>

< clnp) [ 1605) = €O 0) + clnp) [ 6O pate
(7.9) < e(n,p)|t — s| + c¢(n,p) VOI(Q 5( ).
Similarly,
LIt @ty = [ 1676 =0+ 0l et
<) [ 16746 = € Ol dt0) + clnp) [ 1670l de00)

(7.10) < ¢(n,p)|t — s| + c(n, p) Vol(€, £(t).

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' = T;; we have, using Corollary D.2,

|ty < et i deent [ iz a0l o)

(7.11) :c(n,p)(/ﬂw( )70 de(t) %/|T|§P dé(s i/w de(t))T
For T = (¢(r) — £(s)) in (7.11) we obtain

/ £0r) — €(3) 1)
< e(n,p) /ws@@ ate)t - ([ 1666) = )iz et - ([ 1016 aece)’

< e(n, p)(Vol(Q, £(t)) + )7 - |r — s[4

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

| Nttt <[ jeiy, e 5(/ NI, de(s)) / eI,

(7.12) = clnp)( [ 167 @) a0t Vg e[ 16 <>|g<t (t»%

-

For N = (¢71(r) — £71(s)) in (7.12) we obtain
/|f )|§(t de(t) <c(n,p)( /|ﬂ p yae(t DERN /|€ )|€p dl(s))

(16 e

<c(n, p)(Vol(Q, £(t)) + 1) - |r — s

=

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 € [2,00) and n € N, a solution (€2, £(t))c (0,1
which satisfies the conditions of the Lemma, that is [, [Re(£(t))|df(t) < e and [Re(€(t))] <

£ on Q for all t € (0,T], where ¢ < ag = ag(n,p), must have a uniquely well defined

starting value ¢y € LP(Q)) which is a symmetric two tensor, whose inverse exists almost
everywhere:
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Corollary 7.3. For all p € [2,00) and n € N there exists an ag(n,p) > 0 such that
the following holds. Let Q be a smooth n-dimensional manifold and (2", £(t)):e(0,1) be a
smooth solution to Ricci flow satisfying

[Re(4(¢))|de(t) < e
Q

IRe(£(t))] < % on Q

for all t € (0, T], where ¢ < ag. Then there exists a unique two tensor Ly € LP such that
0(s) = Ly in LP(Q) as s \, 0 where £y is positive definite (except for a measure zero set),
and £71(s) — (bo)~1 in LP(Q) as s \, 0.

Proof. From (7.6) and (7.7) we see that £(s)sec 0,7 and £7*(s)se(0,7] are Cauchy w.r.t to
s in L?P(Q,£(t)) for fixed t > 0, if € < ap(2p, n) is chosen small enough, where ¢y is as
in the statement of Theorem 7.1, so there exists £y, 7o € L?P(£2,£(t)) such that £(s) — £g
and £71(s) = ro as s \, 0 in the L? norm. Furthermore 8% = £**(s);,(s) and so we
have, for || - ||Le = || - [| La(,et)) for some fixed ¢ > 0,

165 — (€o)jrrg” | Lo _

= (16" (s)¢;x(5) = (Lo) s IILP

=[I(¢*(s )—Ték)fgk( ) = 75" (o) e = Lin(s Do

< [I(e* (s )—Ték) k(8)lze + [Irg* ((ﬂo)yk Cik(s)ll e

< II()W'“(S) — 79 IIL%II&k( Mz + 7" IIszll(fo)jk — Lik(8)l| L2
_)

as s \( 0 in view of (7.4), (7.5), (7.6) and (7.7). Hence ro = (fp)~! almost everywhere.
At points z in the set of measure zero, where £(0)(x) is degenerate, we replace £(0)(x)

by £(t)(z) for a fixed ¢t > 0. The convergence result still holds, but now ¢(0) is positive
definite everywhere. O

Theorem 7.4. For any A > 0 there exist a1, 3,S > 0 such that the following holds. Let
(M*,€(t))te(0,m) be a smooth four dimensional solution to Ricci flow, with By (xo,10) €
MT<I, satzsfymg a uniform Sobolev inequality for all t € (0,T] :

([ wraw) <a(f  wrpao s [ jrpa)
Bty (0,2) Bty (z0,2) Bty (z0,2)

for any f compactly contained in Byy)(zo,2) for any t € (0,T], where V refers to the
covariant derivative with respect to £(t). We further assume

m 2 m 0]
(7.13) /B BN COIKICR: /B o REa0) < 0

IRe(£(t))] + | VRe(£(t))| 5 < a?

on By(s)(z0,2)

for all t,s € (0,T]. Then we have
(r.14) Lo v — o) < e - s
Byt (z0,3)

for all t,s € (0,T] N (0,S5], with s < t, where ¥V refers to the covariant derivative with
respect to £(t).

Proof. We first prove that the space time integral of |VRc|? can be locally, uniformly
bounded in the setting we are considering. This estimate shall in turn be used to prove the
L? gradient estimate (7.14). In the following c refers to a universal constant independent
of the solution. Let n : M — RT be a Perelman cutoff-function, with n(-,¢) = e~ on
By (o, 1) and n(-,t) = 0 on M — By (o, 3), 2n < Agyn, [Vn|? < en with (see [32]
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section 7 for details of the construction). Then, using the Sobolev inequality, Holder’s
inequality, and the fact that me>(w0 2) n?(t)|Rm|?(t)dl(t) < a1, we see that

0
5 [ PCnIRmEC Ha
M
0 0
_ 2,9 2 20 2y .2 2
= [ (Rmf*(G?) + o S (Romf?) = 3 RRan)de(0)
< [ (RamPAGR) + AR P) — 2P [FRanf + oo |Ranf) (1)
M

= / (n(Rm * VRm, V), — 20*|VRm|* + en?|Rm|?)dl(t)

S

< / (2| VRm|? + |Rm|? + e [Ran[*)de(t)
Bty (z0,2)

1 1
/B ( 2)(—5772|VRH1I2 - §[IV(77RHI)|2 — |V’ |Rmf* = 27(RmVr, VRm)]
ot) (Zo,

+c|Rm|* + en?|Rm|*)de(t)

1
<oac+ (- Z|V(17Rm)|2 + ¢(n|Rm|)*|Rm]) de(t)
Byt (20,2)

1
<oajc— ~|V(nRm)|>de(t)
Bty (z0,2) 4

1
wel [ nkanfac(t)) " ([
Byt (20,2) By(t)(%0,2)

1
< ajc+ (cAyag — Z) o) |V (nRm) [>de(t)
o) (To,

<ajc— 1 / |V (nRm)|2de(t)
8 Bty (z0,2)

|Rm|2d€(t)>%

if o is small enough. Hence, integrating form s to ¢ we see that

¢
/ / |VRm|?(r)dzdr < c/ 7| Rm|?(-, s) + ayct
S Bg(r)(w(),l) M

(7.15) < ajc

with a;c < 1 without loss of generality. We now turn to the proof of the integral gradient
estimate, (7.14). This is similar to the L? estimate obtained for £(¢) in (7.1), but uses the
space-time L? 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 | - ¢,
and Re to Re(¢(t)). Defining Q := By, (20, 3), we see that Q C By (20,1) for all
r € (0,tp) if to < 1 in view of Corollary 3.3 of [32] and the fact that the condition (7.13)
holds. Differentiating the function f(t) := [, [V (¢(t) — E(s))ﬁ(t)df(t), for s <t <tp, and
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using Young’s we get

510 =55 [ 1960~ e et

< /Q<c|Rc||v<e<t> — 1)+ 2(VRe, V() — £(s)))ogo))dE(D)

+e [ 1660) — €IVREIT (6(e) — e at(r)

< S50 +e | VRV ~ £(s)lae)

+e [ 160) — € IVRIT (6(t) ~ e atcr)

CcQq ca1

< —fO+

f(t)+i(t_s)/ IVRe[2de(t)
g Q
e /Q (t) - e<s>|2|VRc|%dz<t>>%<a1t-1f<t>>%

cQq

t—s

cx
< 1

< t_sf(t)+i(t—s)/ (VRe[2de(t)
/|z 1) — £(s)|°de(e) /|VRC|2d€ ()3

cQq

<

Ft) + ail(t—s) /Q IVRc|?d(t) + ¢ /Q 0(t) — €(s)]>| VRe|3 dé(t)

)+ — t—s/|VRc|2d€ +ct—s%/|VRc| de(t))’

t—s o7}

£6)+ =t =¥ (| [VRePar) + 1),

t—s aq

IN

w0l

cQq

IN

since [, [£(t) — £(s)|® < c(t — s) for sufficiently small a1, in view of Theorem 7.1, and
(t—s) < (t—s)3, fort <s<T < 1. Hence

210 < 2250y + 200

for as := cay and Z(t) := cay '(t — )5 ([, [VRe(t)[2dl(t) + 1) for t < S(n,a;) < 1.
Hence, F(t) := f(t +s) for t € (0,5 — s) then satisfies

0 1% -
BtF( ) < F(t) + Z(t)

where Z(r) = caglr%(fﬂ |[VRc(€(s + r))|2d€(s +7)+1), for r € (0,7 — s). Thus, for
ag < %, we obtain

Flt) < 12 /t@dr
0o TN

t
:caglto‘z/ __0‘2/|VRC ((r + ) [2de(r + s) + 1)dr
0,

< cag tt? / / |VRc(€(r + s))[2de(r + s)dr + 1)
0 Jo
s+t

= cay 't*? (/ / |VRe(4(r))|?de(r)dr + 1)
s Q
s+t
< ct™ (a;l / / |VRc(€(r))|?de(r)dr + 1)
s By(ry(x0,1)
< ct™*?

for t € (0,5 —s) in view of Lemma C.1, and the fact that the inequality (7 15) hold. That
is f(t) < c(t —s)* for t € (s,5). By choosing 8 = %2, we obtain f(t) = [, |V({(
f(s))ﬁ(t)df(t) < (t —s)P for t € (s,5) as required. D
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8. THE RICCI FLOW RELATED SOLUTION

In the sections before Section 7, we constructed a solution g(t).e (0,17 to the Ricci-DeTurck
flow coming out of W??2 initial data go on a four dimensional manifold, and we proved
estimates for such solutions. In this section we construct a Ricci flow related solution
£(t)¢e(0,7) 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 ¢(t) converges back to some starting value o locally in the W2 norm, as t — 0.
We shall see that the tensor ¢y is non-negative definite, up to a set of measure zero. Note
that since, gg and £y are only defined up to a measure zero, we can arbitrarily change
distance induced by go respectively by ¢y by changing gg respectively £y 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) C R”, r > 0
small so that By, (0,7) € B1(0) and = # y,x,y € By(0,7/4) and let 7 : [0,1] — B;1(0) be
a smooth length minimising geodesic with respect to h from z to y. We define a new
metric §, which is the same as g except on the line 7. On «y we define g(y(s)) = b2h(y(s))
for all s € [0,1], for some b € R,b > 0. g is still a well defined Riemannian metric,
with %5 < g < N/} for some N > 0, N € R, in view of the smoothness of g and the
definition of g. This ensures then that §;; is a Borel-measurable function, since g;; is
smooth and g = g almost everywhere. Using the fact that %(5 < g < N§ for some
N > 0, we see then that g is in L? for any p € (0, 00]. We also have, for any piecewise
smooth ¢ : [0,1] — B;1(0) with o(0) # o(1) that g;;o0 : I — R is Borel measurable,
since both g;; and o are, and #5”- < gijoo < N261-j, since this is true for g;;. This
means £ : [0,1] = R, £(s) := \/§i;(c(s))0s07(s)0507(s) is a well defined L' function and
Li(o) = fol V3i5(0(5))0s07(5) 0507 (s)ds satisfies 0 < % Ls(0) < Lg(o) < NLs(0) < o0
for all such o. If we define d(g)(p, q) := infsep, , Lg(o) for all p,q € M where B, 4 refers
to the space of continuous, piecewise smooth curves between p and ¢ in M = B1(0), then
we see that (B1(0),d(g)) is a well defined metric space, that is d(g) is symmetric, satisfies
the triangle inequality, and d(g)(p,q) > 0 for all p,q € M with equality if and only if
p = q. Furthermore d(g)(z,y) < L3(7)(z,y) = Len(z,y) = bd(h)(z,y) < d(g)(z,y) if
b > 0 is chosen small enough, and hence d(g§)(z,y) < d(g)(z,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(¢))(z,y) — d(g0)(z,y))
everywhere, as ¢t N\, 0, in the case that we have a family of smooth metrics g(¢) which
convergences in the L' sense (or another weak sense) to a go € L', if we define d(go)
in the usual way, d(go)(x,y) = inf,cp, , Lg,(7), where B, , is the set of smooth curves
going from x to y : if gy is bounded from above and below by a smooth metric, we can
change gg 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(go)(z,y), but we still have g(t) — go in L! as

£\, 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 do(z,y) as t \, 0, where
dp is defined in a similar fashion to the usual definition of d(gg), but it is necessary to
restrict further the class of admissible curves B, , between x and y to the class C; ;
of so called e-approzimative Lebesgue curves between x and y, and then to take a limit
inferior as € — 0 of the lengths.

Definition 8.2. i) For p € [1,00) we say ¢ is an L? metric, if the following holds. ¢ is

a Riemannian metric, that is g(x) : T, M x T, M — R is defined, symmetric, positive-
definite, for all z € M and locally, writing g;,;(%) := g(:v)(g(:v), %(m)) for any smooth

(3
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coordinates ¢ : U — o(U) = U C R™, Gy, : U — R is in LP(U) for all v € R, where v is
any fixed length one (w.r.t to &) vector in R™, and gy, () 1= §ij(z)viv’.

ii) For z,y € M we define the set C. , ,(g) of e-approzimative Lebesgue curves with
respect to g from z to y in M to be the set of paths v : [a,b] = M which can be written
as the union of finitely many so called parameterised Lebesgue lines =; : [ai—1,a;] — M,
1 €{l,....,.N},ap =a, an = b,y =71 Uy U~ U...U~n, that is y(s) := y,(s) if
s € [a;—1,a;], and

dn(z,m(a)) + dn(v1(ar),v2(a1)) + dn(v2(a2), v3(az2))
+...+dn(yv-1(an-1), v (an-1)) + dr(n (b), y) < €,
and a parameterised Lebesgue line is defined as follows: A parameterised Lebesgue line for

an L' metric g on M, is a smooth curve £ : [b,c] — M with [b — ¢| < 1, such that there
exist smooth coordinates ¢ : Q@ — ¢(£2) = B4 (0) for some p € M, such that ¢([b,c]) C Q

and the curve o := ol : [b,c] — B1(0) in these coordinates is a line in the direction
e1, with speed one, o(s) = —@el + se1, o(b) = —k, o(c) = k, where k = (C—;b) and

for f(s) :== v/g11(c(s)), we have f € L'([b,c]) and fbcf(s)ds = lim,_0 %,

where here T, (o) refers to an « tubular neighbourhood of o with respect to §, T, (o) =
{se1 + av | |v] = 1,{v,e1) = 0,s € (—(c—;b),@)}. Note that if g is smooth then

511 ()d
[y f(s)ds = limao % always holds. Also, an e-approzimative Lebesgue

curve 7y 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 e-approzimative Lebesgue curves instead of the class of piecewise smooth curves
or continuous curves, and then to take the liminf as ¢ — 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 < oo and go satsify the assumptions of Theorem 6.3, and let (M, g(t))ie (0,1,
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 ® : M x (0,T] — M to (1.3)
with ®(T/2) = Id such that ®(t) := ®(-,t) : M — M is a diffeomorphism
and dp(®(t)(x), ®(s)(x)) < cla,n)\/|t — s| for all x € M. The metrics £(t) :=
(®(t))*g(t),t € (0,T] solve the Ricci flow equation. Furthermore there are well
defined limit maps ®(0) : M — M, ®(0) := limy o P(t), and W(0) : M — M,
W(0) := limpo W (t), where W (t) is the inverse of ®(t) and these limits are
obtained uniformly on compact subsets, and ®(0), W(0) are homeomorphisms
inverse to another.

(i1) For the Ricci flow solution £(t) from (i), there is a value lo(-) = limy 0 €(-,1)
well defined up to a set of measure zero, where the limit exists in the LP sense,
for any p € [1,00), such that, €y is positive definite, and in V[/im2 and for any
Yo € M and 0 < s < t we have

[ 1606) = talfyde(®) < clgos o p)s
B1(yo)

o 0D = () ) < o)l
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| 9fdete) < lgoshop ot
B1(yo))

t
/ [Rum(0) 2 (x, £)de(a, 1) + / / VRm(0) (2, $)dt(z, s)ds < c(go. hp, yo)
Bi1(yo) 0 JBy(s)(yo,1)

sup |VIRe(£(t)]*t7T2 — 0 as t \, 0 for all j € Ny
Bi(yo)

where o > 0 is a universal constant, c¢(go, h,p,y0) is a constant depending on
90, h, 0, Yo but not on t, and V refers to the gradient with respect to £(t).

(tii) The limit maps ®(0) : M — M, ®(0) := limy o P(t), and W(0) : M — M,
W(0) := limp o W (t), from (i) are also obtained in the WP sense forp € [1,00).
Furthermore, for any smooth coordinates ¢ : U — R™, and ¢ : V. — R"™ and open
sets U CC U and V. .CC V with W(s)(V) cC U and ®(s)(U) cC V for all
s € [0,T), for some 0 < T < T the functions ({5);joW(0) : V — R are in L

for all p € [1,00) and (go)ap : V — R and (£o)ij : W(0)(V) = R are related by

the identity

(90)as = Da(W(0))" Ds(W(0)) ((£o)i50W(0))
on V. In particular: (o is isometric to gy almost everywhere through the map
W (0) which is in WP, for all p € [1,00).

(iv) We define d; = d(g(t)) and dy, = d(£(t)) = ®(t)*d;. There are well defined limit
metrics do,do : M x M — Ry, do(z,y) = limy 0 d¢(z,y), and do =M x M —
Ry, do(p,q) = limpodi(p, q), and they satisfy do(z,y) = do(®(0)(x), ®(0)(y)).
That is, (M, dp) and (M, dy) are isometric to one another through the map ®(0).

The metric dy satisfies do(x,y) := liminf\ oinficc, ., Lg,(7), where Cc y y is
the space of Lebesgque curves between x and y with respect to gg.

Proof. (i):
For r € (0,T) we define 4, : M x (0,T] — M to be the solution to

%wr(y,t) = V(6 (y.1),1),

Ur(y, ) = v, P
where V(y,t):=g" (Ffj (9) — I‘(h)fj)(y, t)@(y)

Yy e M,t e (0,T)

The Fundamental Theorem of Time Dependent Flows (see [21], Thm. 9.4.8) tells us
that the v¥,.(-,s) : M — M are smooth diffeomorphisms for all r,s € (0,7] and that
Y, (1, (D, 1), 8) = e, (p, 8) for all to, t1, s € (0,T] and in particular that 1y, (14, (-, 1), to)
Id(-) for all tg,t; € (0,T]. We shall use these facts freely in the following. The maps
®(s),W(s) : M — M are defined by ®(s)(x) := hr/2(x,s), and W(s)(x) := s(x,T/2)
for s € (0,7] and ®,W : M x (0,T7] — M are defined by ®(z,s) = ®(s)(x), and
W(x,s) = W(s)(z) for s € (0,T]. From the fact that ¢y, (¢4, (-,t1),t0) = Id(-), we have
W(s)o®(s)(-) = 1s(®(s)(-), T/2) = s (Vr/2(-,5),T/2) = Id(-) for all s € (0,T]. Defining

£(s) == (®(s))"g(s),
for s € (0,T] we obtain a smooth solution to Ricci flow with £(T/2) = g(T'/2).

We define ®(0) by ®(0)(x) := limg,~ 0 ®(s;)(x) = limy,\,0 V7 2(2, ;) and W(0) : M —
M by W(0)(x) := lim,~ 0 W (t;)(z) = limy,\ 0 ¢, (2, T/2): In the following we show that
these limits exist, and are independent of the sequences t; \, 0 and s; \, 0 chosen.

We have |27 a(2,t)|n = |V (¥r/2(2,t),8)|n < =, due to the fact that ["Vg[* < .
Hence dp(®(s)(x), ®(t)(2)) = dn(Vr)2(w,5), Y72, t) < 2e[v/t — /5| < 2e4/|t — 5| for
all t,s € (0, T] which shows that ®(0) : M — M is obtained uniformly and is well defined:
dn(@(0)(2), Yr/2(z, 1)) = dp(@(0)(z), ®(t)(z)) < eVt for all z € M.
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ey/s for all s € (t;,T/2], for all z € M in view of the fact that |Z (¢t )| < =

/s
In particular writing everything w.r.t to fixed coordinates,;p where 100 < h < }8(1)(5
and |Dh|? + |D?h|? < €, on a large ball of radius 1000 and centre point x, we have
Yy, (x,8), v, (2, 5) stays in this ball : We write z, h, ... for p(z), @.(h), ...

For s > sg := max(t;,1;)

|1/}ti (Ia S) - U)tj (Ia S)| S |/¢)tz (IE, S) - I| =+ |.I - 1/}75]‘ ({E, S)|
(8.2) < 4ey/s.

We also have for such s,

0
%W}tl (IE, S) - 1Z)ifj ({E, S)|2 = |1/}t1 (IE, S) - U)tj ({E, S))||V(1/}t1 (I5 5)5 S) - V(wt]‘ ({E, S)v S)|
< 2|DV(m, S)Hd]tw (‘T7 8) - ¢tj (CE, 8)|2
S cla) swp )(IhV2gl + Vg1 + o), (@, 5) — by, (a, 5)
Yy€B1ooo(T

S §|1/}t1 (Ia S) - 1/)tj (I5 S)|2

where m is some value lying on the line between vy, (x, s) and 1y, (z, s) in the euclidean
ball Bigoo(z). Here we used |"Vg’|?#/ < e when t is suﬂiciently small. Hence, writ-
ing f(s) = [¢r, (2, s) — ¢, (,5)]* we have af( ) < £f(s) for s > max(t;,t;) = so,
which implies £ (s7f(s)) < 0, and hence f(s) < s (( 0) %f(s0)) for all s € [sg =
max(t;,t;),T/2]. But f2(so) = |1, (2, 50) — ¢, (,50)|*> < 166?50 from the above esti-
mate, and so we get

We now turn to the construction and properties of W. We can estimate dj (¢, (z, s), ) <
(z
295

(s0) " f(s0) < (80)"%2es0
< 2e(s0)' ¢
= 2¢(max(t;, ;) "¢ — 0

as max(t;,t;) — 0, and hence
F(5) = 91, (2, 8) — (2, )2
< 2s%e(max(t;, t; ))1 €
(8.3) < 2T%e(max(t;, t;))* ™

as t;,t; — 0, for all s € (max(t;,¢;),T/2], for all x € M. This shows, (¢4, (x, s))ieny with
t; \¢ 0 is Cauchy and hence lim,\ o ¥y, (x, s) exists for all s € (0,7, and in particular,
W(0)(x) = lime o Y4 (2, T/2) = limp o W (t)(x) is well defined, and achieved uniformly,

(8:4)  da(W(0)(x), W (t)(x)) = lim d (s (, T/2), (. T/2)) < V2T 2e(t) =0
for ¢ \ 0, in view of (8.3).

We show now that ®(0) is the inverse of W (0). ®(0) and W(0) are continuous, by con-

struction, and are the uniform limits of continuous functions, sup, ¢ ys dn(®(0)(2), ¥r/2(2, i) —

0 as ¢ — oo, and sup,¢s dn(W(0)(x), ¥y, (x,T/2)) — 0 as ¢ — oco. For x € M, for
any o > 0 if ¢ is large enough, we have d;, (®(0)(W(0)(z)), ®(0)(¢, (x,T/2))) < o, and
dn(®(0)(2), 7 2(2,t:)) < o for all z € M. This implies:
dn(D(0)(W(0)(x)), z) < dn(@(0)(W(0)(2)), B(0)(¢r, (x,T/2))) + dn(®(0)(¢r, (x,T/2)), )
= (@) (W(0)(2)), B(0) (b, (2, T/2))
+ d(@0) (W, (2 T/2)), v, (2, T/2), 1)
<20

Hence ®(0)(W(0)(x)) = z, as © € M and o > 0 were arbitrary. Similarly, for z € M, for
any o > 0 if 4 is large enough, we have dy (W (0)(®(0)(2)), W(0)(¢r/2(2,t:))) < o and
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dp(W(0)(z), ¢, (z,T/2)) < o for all x € M, and hence

dn(W(0)(2(0)(2)), 2) < dn(W(0)(2(0)(2)), W(0)(¥r/2(2,t:))) + dn(W(0) (b1 /2(2, i), 2)
= dp(W(0)(2(0)(2)), W(0)(¢br/2(2,t:)))
+ dn(W(0)(Yr)2(2, ), Y, (Yr/2(2, i), T/2)))
< 20

Hence W(0)(®(0)(z)) = z for all z € M, as z € M and o > 0 were arbitrary.

That is, W(0) is the inverse of ®(0).

We further have that ®(s)(Bi_c(w0)) € ®(0)(B1—/4(Z0)) for all s = s(¢) > 0 small
enough, as we now explain, where Zo = W (0)o®(s)(zg) : W(0)o®(s) — Id uniformly as
5 \( 0, as was shown above. This means W (0)o®(s)(B1—c(xo)) € B _ze(w0) € B1-5(Zo)
for s small enough, and hence taking ®(0) of both sides, the claim follows.

This is (i).

(ii) Let yo € M and p € [0,00) and € < ap(p,n = 4) be the constant from Theorem
7.1, Corollary 7.3, and assume also that € < ay(4,Cg(4)) where a;(n, A) is the constant
from Theorem 7.4 with n =4 and A = Cs(4) , and Cg(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,

fBz(w)(|th(t)|4 + |hV29(t)|2)dh < 6%(a) for all z € M and §(a) is the constant from
Corollary 5.4. We also have , without loss of generality,

3 2
"V gt + "V g2 + 'Vt < €
on Bago(yo) for t € (0,T) in view of (e;), and hence

(8.5) IRm(g(t))] + [P VRm|5 <

+1 o

on Bago(yo) for t € (0,T), after reducing the time interval if necessary.

By choosing R1 = R1(yo, go) > 0 small enough, we can guarantee that fBR (z0) (|"Vgol*+
"1

|hV2go|2)dh < § for all zo in the compact set Bioo(yo) in view of Lemma B.3. By

scaling once, we have for all such zy that fBg(zo)(|tho|2 + "V g0[2)dh < £, and

fB20(m)(|th(t)|4 + |hV2g(t)|2)dh < 6%(a) for all z € M and all zg in Bigo(yo) which
implies me(I)(|th(t)|2 + |hV2g(t)|2)dh < d(a) for all x € M, in view of Hélder’s in-
equality and the fact that d(a) is without loss of generality less than Vol (Bag(x)) for all
x € M. Using Corollary 5.4, we see fB4(zo)(|hV29(t)|2 +"Vg(t)|?)dh < e for all 2 in
Bioo(yo) and hence, using the fact that without loss of generality |Rm(h)| < e,

[ iRm0 By dat) < 2=
B4(LEO)

for all ¢ < T, after reducing the time interval if necessary. This estimate with (8.5) show
that the Ricci flow related solution £ restricted to Q = By(zg) for any such xq 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 xg, go and p. These scaled estimates are (ii) for
the given p. As p € [0, 00) was arbitrary, (ii) holds.
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(iii) From the definition of ¢, in local coordinates we have

Cij(s)(x) = Di®*(s)(2) D97 (5)(2)gap (s)(D(s)(x))
and
9ap(8)(®(5)(2)) = DaW'(s)(®(s)(2)) DsW (5)(®(5)(x))ls; (x, 5)
and
9as(8)(y) = DaW'(5)(y) DsW (5)(y)li; (W (s)(y), 5),
(8.6)

where we have chosen smooth coordinates as in the statement of the claim of (iii) of this
Theorem , y € V,x € U. Notice that g(t) — ¢(0) and g(t)~* — g(0)~" in the L? _sense
for all p € [1,00), in view of Corollary 5.7. Hence, we may apply Theorem 9.1, and we
see that (iii) holds.

(iv): For z,y € M, we define do(x,y) := liminf. o inf cc, , , Ly, (7), where C ;. is the
space of e-approrimative Lebesgue curves with respect to go joining x and y, defined in
Definition 8.2.

Let z,y € B% (x¢) where B% (x0) is the ball with respect to h, for some fixed zo € M,

where c(a) is a large constant to be determined in the proof. Since go € W*?(Bar(z0))
we know, from Lemma B.3 of Appendix B that for any o > 0 there exists a (o, R,a) > 0

such that fB%(Z)(|hV290|2 + "V go|*)dh < o4, for all z € Br(zo).
Scaling go and h once, by the same large constant K, and still calling the new scaled met-

rics go, h, and the new radius v/ K R will still be denoted by R, we have fBg(z) (|hv2go|2 +

|"Vgo|*)dh < o for all 2 € Br(z0) and without loss of generality sup,, Z?:l |hViRm(h)| <
o*. Hence, using Corollary 5.4, Holder’s inequality and Lemma B.1 (v),

/ ("VPg@)P + "Va(t)|*)dh < o,
BQ(Z)
4 .
> "V'Rm(h)| <o
i
10057 < 9(t) < 400ah,
(j )

(8.7) " g(0)] < =5

)

for all j € N for all z € Br(x) and for all 0 < t < S5(400a,0), and after scaling once
more by ﬁ, for all ¢ € (0, 2].

(8.8) We first show that do(z,y) < lign iglf di(z,y)
—

Let € > 0 given. Taking any 0 < ¢ < ¢* and scaling by §(s) = 1g(st), and denoting the
new radius by R, that is R = %R, and h = %h, Jo = %go, we see, in view of (8.7), that
we obtain a new solution §(s), s € [0,2], such that
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Z|hVRm ) <o

I"V ()| < c(j,a,0)

for all j € N for all z € B #(20) and for all s < 1, where ¢(j,a,0) — 0 for ¢ — 0, Where

B, (m) refers to a ball of radius m with respect to h. For later use not that R > % = Let
~ be a length minimising geodesic between x and y with respect to §(1). Writing g(l) in
geodesic coordinates at any z € B #(x0) on a ball of radius one, we have
(1= la(o,a)]))d < (1) < (1 +|a(o,a)])d on Bio(0)
1 . .
400ah < g(s) < 400ah for s € [0, 2]

where a(c,a) = 0 as ¢ — 0.

In the following, any constant ¢(o,a) with ¢(o,a) — 0 as ¢ — 0, shall be denoted by
a(o,a) although it may differ from the one just defined. «(o,a) is not necessarily larger
than zero.

We can break v up into N pieces, 71 = 7[j0,1), 72 = V.25, W1 = Vn—2,n-1), TN =
Ylin—-1,p] each with length one with respect to g(1), except for the last piece which has
length less than or equal to one. Due to Wloah < §(1) < 400ah, we have N < c(a)R.
After rotating once, we may assume that any length one piece of v, going from (i) to
v(@+1),i€{0,2,... N —2}, in geodesic coordinates, with respect to g(1) centred at z =
v(i+ %) lies in B2(0), and is (in these coordinates) the line segment v : [— 2.4] = By B4 (0),
v(s) = se1. We ignore the last piece of v for the moment.

Using Corollary 5.7 and |[Rm(h)| < ¢ we have fml(o) |g(t) — go|?>dh < 20t for all t < 1 and
hence

(39) [ 16-aP <alo.a).
B1(0)
Let € > 0 be given. Using Lemma 10.2 we see, by choosing = o(g) > 0 small enough,
that there exists an = € B”fl( such that 1/g11(0 : —% % — R™ is measurable,
0:]—3,3] = R™, £(t) = (t,2) is a Lebesgue line between (—%,2) and (3, ) and
1 1
/ V§11(0)(s,z)ds <1+¢ (1+5)d5((—§,x),(§,x))
1
2

< (14 2630 (~ 5,2), (3, 2))

which tells us for the original curve v|jo y—1] that there exists Lebesgue curves v; :
[i — 1,4 — Eé(xo) for alli e {1,...,N — 1} w.r.t. to §(0) such that dj (v;(i —1),~v(i —
1)) < c(a)e and d; (vi(i),7(i)) < c(a)e and Ly, (v;) < (14 &)dgeny(v(i —1),7(4)) for all
i€{l,...,N—1}: The curves v; are the curves ¢ constructed above. Adding up all the
curve segments we have

2
w

and hence
Z d; (vi (i), Vi1 () + dp (2, v1(0)) + dp, (y, vv—1 (N — 1)) < Ree(a) + 2
and also

N—-1
> Ly (i) < (14 &)dyay (@, v(N = 1)) < (14 €)dy) (2, y)
1=1
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as v was a length minimising, with respect to §(1), geodesic between = 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(st), for the t we chose there, we see at time ¢ that

Z Lgo vz S 1 + E)dg(t) (:Z?, y)
and
N—
Z dh(’l}i(i), ’Ui+1(i)) + dh(,f, V1 (0)) + dh(y,’UN_l(N — 1))
< Rec(a) + 2Vt

< Rec(a) + 2¢

in view of the choice of ¢ < e*. That is v = U ;'v; is an Re(a)e-approximative Lebesgue
curve and Lyy(v) < (1 + £)ds(w,). Hence infyecy .., Lan(7) < (1 + €)ds(a,y) for
all t < T'(e,a,go,x,y, R,h), and this shows do(z,y) = liminf. ,oinficc,, , Lg(7) <
liminf; o di(z,y) for all x,y € M.

Now we show that
do(z,y) = liminfe o infrec. , , Lg,(7) > limsup, o di(x,y) for all z,y € M.

From the definition of C: ., v € Ce .y, may be written as v = UN,~; where each
Vi : |ai, bi] = M is a parametrised Lebesgue line. Let o : [¢;,d;] — BQ( ) be one of the
segments ; written in smooth coordinates, so that o(t) = te;. Since the coordinates are
smooth, and 400 ——h < g(t) < 400ah, we see that there exists a constant C' depending
possibly on the coordinates and a, such that %5 <h<(C6and %5 < g(t) <6 in these
coordinates.

Using Corollary 5.7 and [Rm(h)| < o < 1, we see that we have

[ lotet) - o) < et
B2 (0)

with respect to these coordinates for all ¢ < 1 for some constant ¢ = ¢(C).

Using Lemma 10.1, we see that : For all £ > 0 there exists a ty > 0 such that
/\f_I?F (1 = 2)dlg(0)(o (), (ds)
for all ¢ € (0,tp) in these coordinates.

That is L, (7i) > (1 —€)d(g()) (vi(ai), 7i(bi)))-

Hence, estimating on each Lebesgue line v; in this way, we see (setting yni11(an41) ==y
that, there exists a sg such that

'MZ

@
Il
A

Lgy(v) 2 ) (1 = e)di(vilai), 7i(bi))

Mz

(1 = e)de(vi(as), viv1(ai1)) Zdt 7i(bi), vig1(aiv1))
1

.
Il

N

(1= e)de(vi(ai), vis1 (@isn)) = ¢ D du(yi(bi), i1 (airn))
i=1

—e)di(v1(a1), yN1(any1) =y) —ce
L —e)di(z,y) — 2c

'MZ

—

ARV}
A/)—_l\ﬁ
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for t € (0, s0). That is, for fixed x,y € M we have do(z,y) > limsup,. o d(z,y), in view
of the definition of dy and the fact that ¢ > 0 was arbitrarily chosen in the argument
above. Combining the lower and upper bound proved for dy(zx,y), we have

do(z,y) := lim inf velcli,y Lg,(v) = Jim di(z,y)
as claimed.

The property dy = limg o d; now follows easily from the definitions and the fact that
®(t) converges uniformly to ®(0) as t \, 0 :

do(«f,y)

= do(®(0)(x), ®(0)(v))

= d(2(0)(x), 2(0)(y)) +&(z,y,1)

< (>) di(@(0)(z), ()(y))
+(=) de(@(#)(y), 2(0)(y)) + (=, y,1)

< (2) di(@(t)(z), @(t)(y)) + (—)de(P(t) (), Po(z))
+(=) de(@(t)(y), ®(0)(y)) + e(z, y,t)

< (2) di(@(t)(2), () (y) + (=) c(n,a)dn(P(t)(z), 2(0)(x))
+(=) c(n,a)dn(@(t)(y), 2(0)(y)) +&(z, ¥, 1)

= diz,y) + (=) cln,a)dn(@(t)(x), 2(0)(z))
+(=) e(n,a)dn(®(t)(y), ®(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),®(0) : M — M inverse to one another
such that for all compact sets K C M, sup,¢cy dn(®(r)(z), ®(0)(z)) — 0asr — 0,
sup, e dn(W(r)(y), W(0)(y)) — 0 as r — 0, where ®, W : M x (0,T) — M, are smooth
maps such that W(s) : M — M, ®(s) are smooth diffeomorphisms inverse to one another,
for all s € (0,T). Let £(s)se(0,1),9(5)se0,1) be smooth families of Riemannian metrics
isometric to one another through the smooth maps ®(s) and W(s) : £(s) = ®(s)*(g(s)),
g(s) = W(s)*l(s). Assume that we have chosen smooth coordinates ¢ : U — R™, and ) :
V = R™ and open sets U CC U and V CC V with W(s)(V) cC U and ®(s)(U) cC V
for all s € [0,S], W(s)(V) cC U for all s € [0,5] for some 0 < S <T. That is, in these

coordinates we have

(9.1) Cij(s)(x) = D;®*(s)(2) D; B (5)(2)gap (s)(D(s)(x))
and
9ap(8)(®(s)(x)) = DaW*(5)(D(s)(x)) DgW ()(D(s)(x))li; (x, 5)
and

98 (5)(y) = DaW'(s)(y) DsW () ()i (W (5)(y), 5)

forx € U, y € V. Assume further, that there exist Riemannian metrics £(0) and g(0)
whose inverse ezists almost everywhere, so that g(0),£(0),g~*(0),¢=*(0) € LY = for all
p € [1,00) such that

(i) £(s) — £(0),71(s) — £71(0),9(s) — g(0),g7(s) — g=*(0) as s — 0 locally in
L? for all p € [1,00),
(i1) For any compact set K C M, for all s € (0,T),p € [1,0), there exists a constant
(K, b, p) such that [105) lw 2x) + 19w, < (K. hop),
(iii) There is a constant a > 1 such that 1h < g(s) < ah for all s € (0,T).
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Then: D®(s) is bounded in LP(U) and DW (s) is bounded in LP(V') uniformly indepen-
dent of s € (0,T). Furthermore, ®(s) — ®(0) and W (s) — W(0) locally in WP for any
p € [1,00), £(0)oW(0) is in LY  for all p € [1,00), and £(0) and go are isometric to one

loc

another through the map W (0), which is in Wﬁ)’f, for allp e [l,00) :
(90)ap = Da(W(0))* Ds(W(0))’ ((€o)s;oW (0))
on V in the LP sense for all p € [1,00).

Proof. We consider in the following only s € (0,.5). The first identity of (9.1) implies:
h (@)l (s)(x) = ’fj(w)Di@“(S)(iv)Dj‘I’ﬂ( 5)(2)gap (s)(®(s)(x))
> = h' () D;®°(5) () D; @7 (5) (@) haas (®(5) (),
and hence using the fact that h%¢;;(s) is locally uniformly bounded in LP independent

of s, we see that D®(s) is locally uniformly bounded in LP , that is independent of s, for
any p € [1,00):

/ﬁIh”(x)Di(‘IJ(S))“(x)Dj(@(S))B(x)haﬁ(‘P(S)(:r))lpdh(x) <elp,...) < oo,

where ¢(p,...) is a constant depending on p, U, a, ¢, h. Constants which only depend
onp, U,V, 0,0, ®, W, a,l,h,gtth~!, g~ and importantly don’t depend on s shall
be denoted by ¢(p,...), although the value may differ from line to line. In view of the
uniform convergence of ®(s) and W (s) we may assume, by choosing geodesic coordinates
with respect to h around m and ®(0)(m) without loss of generality, that U = B,.(m) =: B
and V = B,(®(0)(m)) =: : B so that —5043 < hap < 243 on V and %(515 < hi; < 20;5 on
U, and B = Bi(m) C W(s)(B) C B = B,(m) for s sufficiently small. With respect to
these coordinates we have

9.2) / Z |D,0°(s) (@) dz < c(p, ..)

i,a=1

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

/ zn: Do Wi(s)(y))?)Pdy

/ |6aﬂD W() () DWW (5) ()33 Py
<elp,..) /B 108 () Do W () () D W (3) ()i (W (5) (), ) [Py
= clp-) [ IDWET, 0 (01

< C(pw--)/f} |DW(S)|;2LZ,)e(W(s),S)( (L + [hoW (s )| LW (s), s)( y))dy
[ in view of (D.1) of Theorem D.1]

= clp...) [ D05 P @)1+ oW () 1)y
< el [ P gas ) E ([ (0 R oW () )
< clpr )0+ (B W () 0)an))

=c(p,..)( (/B|h|21f; oW (5)(y) | DW (s)[| () | DD (s)oW ()] (y)dy)?)
[ since DW (s) - D®(s)oW (s) = ID]

<cpu(f (B[22 (@) [ DO (5)(x) | da)?)
( ) W(s)(B)CB-(m)
<c(p,...
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, g and D®(s) are bounded locally in L? 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

/ |D(g208(s)[*~ (2}

|D(gs0®(s))[*~* (z)dx
W(s)(B)

o®(s))* % (x)dzx) $)|" 49 (@) da) T
<y p, PR 5@ ([ DR )

= c(p(e), - )( |Dgs|*~20®(s) () - | DW (s)o®(s)(@)|| || D®(s) () da)

W(s)(B)

[since £ = D(W(5)o(s)) = (DW(5)oi(s) - DY)
= clple)...)( [ 1Da [ w) |DW )] ()

[where v =

/ D, | (y)dy) / | DW (s) " dy)

]

4—5 1—%

<ep(e),--)

for sufficiently small s > 0, where ¢(p(g),...) is independent of s, and 2 > ¢ > 0 is
arbitrary, since Dg is bounded in L* due to the assumptions, and DW (s) is bounded
uniformly in every LP for every fixed p. , and we used (fW(s)(B) |D®(s)|" 49 (x)dx) * <

c(p,e,...).

Hence for any sequence t; > 0 with t; — 0 as i — oo, we can find a

subsequence s; with s; N\, 0 such that (gs,)aso®(s;) converges strongly in L” to some
Zap on B for all p as s; goes to zero, in view of the Sobolev-Embedding theorems (see
for example Theorem 7.26 in [13]). Z satisfies ﬁ%ﬁ < Zop < C(a)dop on B since

2005 < hap(-) < 26as on ©(s)(B) CV and 1h < g(s) < ah.

For a sequence 0 < s; \, 0, we write g(i) = g(s;) and ®(i) = ®(s;) and £(3) := £(s;).

Using (9.1) we see

and hence
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where err(i, j) is an error term which goes to 0 in the L? sense, on B for any p € [2, 00)
as i,j — oo, and hence, using (D.2) of Theorem D.1, we see

/|D<I> DO (5)|5 5(x)dx

) [ 1D%) = DR 5 (@)da
<o) [ (L IGRPP@ID) - DAGE, 4(0)da
<o ([ 1+ 10 @)da) ([ 1D9G) = DRGE (@)’
—clp.. ) (err(i. ) (ar)da:)%

B

where [ |err(i, j)|*” — 0 as i, j — co. That is D®(i)| 5 is Cauchy in L? (B B). Since ®(i) —
®(0) in locally, uniformly, and hence locally in L? for any p < oo, we see ®(i) — ®(0) in
WP(B) as i — co. In fact ®(s) — ®(0) in W?(B) as s \, 0. If this were not the case,
then we could find a sequence of times ¢; — 0 such that |®(t;) — ®(0)|y1.5) = 0 > 0.

Repeating the above argument, we see that a subsequence ®(s;) of ®(¢;) converges to
®(0) in W'P(B), which contradicts |(t;) — ®(0)| 1,5, = 0 > 0.

We now show that a subsequence of ¢;,0W (t;) converges in LP locally for any sequence

t; \¢ 0. For 0 < 46 < 3 we have (where here the norm, | - | refers to the euclidean norm)
/ ID(LeoW (s))['H0dy = /| (DLW (s))DW (s)|' 0 dy
B
< [ D+ sow(say+ [ 1pw (o) ay
B
1+2
[ with v = + 5]

1—(1/q)’q: 110
g/|D£|1+250W(s)dy+c(v(5),...)
B

:/}§(|D€|1+250W(5))HD‘I)(S)OW(S)H [DW (s)|| dy + c(v(d),...)
:/ DO de | DB(s)|| + c(0(5), ..)
W(s)(B)

g/ ) |D£|1+45d:v+/ |1DB(s)|P dz + c(v(9),...)
W (s)(B) W(s)(B)
1 1446

— T T

< c(v(d),...)
where c(v(d),...) is independent of s. Hence a subsequence (si)ien of (fi)ien satisfies
Cin(s))oW (s;) — Rj in L*®)(B) for some R € L%(B) from the Sobolev embedding
Theorems (see for example Theorem 7.26 in [13]). In particular ;5 (s;)oW (s;) — Rjk
almost everywhere on B. On the other hand, the transformation formula for smooth
diffeomorphisms shows us that

[ with p =

/ oW (s)Pdy = / |0oW ()7 | DB(s)]| oW (s) || DW (s)]| dy
B B
— [ P |DI(s)| de
W(s)(B)
<c(p,...)

in view of Holder’s Theorem, since £; and D®(s) are uniformly bounded in LP(B) for
all p € [1,00). This shows us that £(s;)oW (s;) — R in LP(B) for all p € [1,00) and
that R € LP(B). Similarly £(s;) " 'oW (s;) — R~ with R~1 in LP? for all p € [1, 00) after
taking a subsequence : |D (£ (s)oW (s))|*+° = €7 ()01 (s) Dy (s)oW (s)|*T° and hence
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a subsequence of £%(s;,)oW (s;) converges in L*(®) to some HY in L*®) and we also
have

/ 161 oW () Pdy / (66T (5)[? | DB(s) | oW () || DIV (5)]| dy
(1P | DB(s)]| d
W (s)(B)
<c(p,...)

and so, £ (sy, JoW (sg,) — H%¥ in LP(B) for all p € [1,00), where (s, )ren is a sub-
sequence of (sg)ken. We also have 67, = (7% (s; YoW (s; Ykm (si.)oW (s;,) — HI* Ry,
in LP(B ) 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
55 = g7 (y)(5) DaW' (5)(y) DsW () (y)Li (W () (1), 5),
and writing W (k) := W (s, ), g(k) :== g(ss,), ..., we have

0 =g(k)™ () DaW' (k) (y) DsW (k) (y)¢(k)i; (W (k) (y))
() DaW' (D) (y) DsW () (y)e(1): ( (DY)
= 9(0)"*(y) (Do W' (k) (y) Ds W (k) (y) — DaW' (1) (y) Ds W (1) () Ri; ()

I
= |DW (k) = DW(D)[2 o) r + err(k, 1),

where err(k,1) — 0 in LP(B) for all p € [1,00). Hence, using (D.1) of Theorem D.1 we
have

DW (k) — DW (1) 23dy
<c(p,...) p |DW (k) — DW(l)|
< cp....) [ (IDW(E) = DWW )1+ 1)y
< clpv. ([ DW= DW DLy )

=c(p, .. )(/B lerr(k, l)|4pdy)%

9(0),n %Y

N

and hence W (k) is Cauchy in W1?(B) and hence converges. Here we used that I3 |h| 3 dy
is bounded which follows from the fact that R~! = H € L9 for all ¢ € [1,00). Using
a similar argument to the one we used for ®, we see that W( ) = W(0) in Wh?(B)
as s \ 0, ie. that the convergence W (t;) — W(0) in W1P(B) holds for all sequences
0<t; —0.

We saw that £(s)oWW (s) converges in LP(B) for all p € [1,00) as s \, 0. We would like to
further show that the limit function is £(0)oW (0).

Using the change of variable formula for smooth diffeomorphisms, we see for the same
coordinates from above, for any B, (yo) CC B and any cut off smooth non-negative
function 1 with support in B,_2.(yo) that

/ oW (s) - ndy = / (,0W () - 7oB(s)oW (s) - || DB(s)]| oW (s) [ DW (s)] dy
B (yo) r—2¢(Y0)

= Ly -no®(s) - | DP(s)| dx
W(S)(Br—zs(yo))

= Ly -no®(0) - || DP(0)|| dz + err(s)
W(‘;)(Brfs/zl(y()))
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for any 6 < s, where err(s) — 0 in L¥ ~as s N\, 0 since D®(s) — D®(0) in L = and

loc loc

®(s) — ®(0) uniformly as s \, 0 and €5 — ¢y in LT as s\, 0, and no®(s) has compact

loc
support in W(s)(Br—2:(yo)) € W(0)(By—c/4(yo0)) for s, sufficiently small. ®(0), W (0)
are homeomorphisms which are continuous representatives of Wﬁ)’cp 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 ®(0) and W (0) (see Proposition 1.1 of [24]) :

/ lo - 10®(0) - | DD(0)| dz + err(s)
W(8)(Br—e/4(y0))

= LooW (0) - ndy + err(s)

P(0)(W(8)(Br—c/a(yo))

—>/ LyoW (0) - ndy
as s N\, 0. As this is true for any continuous 1 and ball B, (yo) of this type, we see that
{(s)oW (s) — R = LypoW (0) almost everywhere and in LY ., since £(s)oW (s) converges
in L for s \, 0, for all p € [1,00) : [nl(s)oW (s)dy — [nRdy = [nl(0)oW (0)dy,
and hence [n(R — £(0)oW (0))dy = 0 for all non-negative cut off functions of this
type, and hence, using thf} Fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations, we have |
R—/{(0)oW (0) = 0in L*(B) and hence R = £(0)oW (0) almost everywhere in B,.(yo). Re-
turning to the last identity in (9.1), we see that g(0)as = Do W*(0)DsgW7(0)€;;(0)oW (0)
almost everywhere and in the LP sense. An almost identical argument shows that
gap(s)o®(s) converges to go5(0)o®(0) in LP, as we now explain. Let C' = W(0)(B,(yo))
and 7 a cut off function with compact support in W (0)(B,—4c(yo)). Then n = 0 outside of
W (8)(Br—2¢(y0)) and W(0)(Br—_4c(y0)) € W(s)(Br_2:(y0)) for sufficiently small s > 0.
Hence

/ g(s)oB(s)nde = / 9(s)0®(s)ndz
C W (0)(Br—4c(y0))
g(8)o®(s)ndx

Il
——

W (s)(Br—2¢(y0))
9(8)o®(s) - noW (5)o@(s) - [|DW (s)[| 0®(s) [ DD(s)| d
W (s)(Br-2¢(y0))

/ o(s) - oW (s) - [ DW (5)]| dy
B, —2:(yo)

/ 9(0) - oW (0) - | DW(0) | dy + exx(s)
B, —2:(yo)

_ 9(0)o®(0) - ndx + err(s)
W(0)(Br—2:(y0))

— /C g(0)o®(0)ndx

as s \, 0 where we have once again used that the change of variables formula is valid for
®(0) and W(0). Hence, since g(s)o®(s) — Z in L)  we have g(s)o®(s) — Z = g(0)o®(0)
in LP(C') as s \, 0 for all p € [1,00), in view of the Fundamental lemma of the calculus of
variations. Hence g(s)o®(s) — ¢(0)o®(0) in LY as s \, 0, for all p € [1,00). Returning

to the first identity in (9.1), we see that this implies
4ij(0)(2) = D;@*(0) () D; @7 (0)()gas (0)(®(0)(x))

almost everywhere and in the LP sense.

10. DISTANCE CONVERGENCE IN SOBOLEV SPACES

Lemma 10.1. In the following B¥(0) is a k-dimensional ball of radius r > 0 in R* and
middlepoint 0. Let ¢ > 1 and g : B5(0) x [0,1] — R™™™ be a family of non-negative
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two-tensors, such that

(10.1) / 9(t)(2) — g(0)(2)|2d= < ct
B (0)
(10.2) %5 <g(t) < e

for all t € [0,1), where g(t) are smooth for all t > 0 and g(0) is in L?.

Let o : [-1,1] — B5(0), o(s) = se1 be a Lebesgue line with respect to g(0), that is the

function \/g(0)11(-,) : [=1,1] x BY~1(0) € B3(0) — R is measurable, 1/g(0)11(s,0) :

B 1(0) — Ry is measurable, \/g(0)11(s,-) : BT "1(0) — Ry is measurable for almost all
€ [-1,1], v/9(0)11 (-, @) : [-1,1] = R is measurable for almost all x € B} 1(0) and

a—0 Wy,

= lim —— / v 9(0)11(2)dz,

a—0 Wy — 10[” Wp_qan—1

1
/ v 9(0)11(s,0)ds = lim ———— / / vV 9(0)11(s, z)dxds
1 10 B ~1(0)

where dx is n — 1 dimensional Lebesqgue measure, and dz is n dimensional Lebesque
measure, Ty (o) := {o(s) + B(0,v) | s € [-1,1],v e R* 1 || = 1,8 € R,|B| < a} is an
a tubular neighbourhood of o, w,_1a™ 1 is the (Lebesgue) n — 1 dimensional volume of
To(o(s)) == {o(s) + B(0,v) | v € R* L |v| = 1,8 € R,|B] < a}. Then: For all e > 0
there exists a tg > 0 such that

(10.3) /\/7 J1(5.0) > (1 — )d(g(t))(o(~1), o(1))

for allt € (0,t).



RICCI FLOW 49

Proof. We calculate

o) :/4 g(0)11(s,0)ds
nyTa(a) 9(0)11(y)dy

- Vol(B2~1(0))

— R(«)

_ nyTa(a-)(\/g(O)ll(y) — a1 (y) + V) ~ R(a)
Vol(IB%”’l(O))
Jyeru o) =W9(0)11 (W) = Vo)l + Ve lydy R()
- Vol(IB%Z 1(0))
[ using |va — Vb| < \/rfor a,b e RY]
Jyera —/19(0) — g9+ Vet (y)dy _ R(o)

- Vol(m 1(0))
et ) 190011 (1) = g(t)11(y)|*dy) 3
- Vol(B3~(0))
fyeTa(g’) V()i (y)dy R(o)
VolBa 1(0)
—2ct} (Vol(BL 1 (0))} . foenn 1) [y VO (s, 0)dsda
> +
~ Vol(Ba(0)) Vol(BZ~(0))
—Ct% fxeBg—l(O) Lg(t)(om)d.%' B
> Ve o)t T vama oy

1
—ct4

(10.4) (2Vol(B2~1(0)))

- R(a)

>——————— 4+ inf L 0.) — R(a
(Vol(BE—1(0)))  enn1(0) a(t)(02) — R(c)

L nf{di((—1,2),(1,2)) | = € B (0)} — R(a),

(10.5) >
(Vol(Ba™"(0)))*

where R(«) is independent of ¢ and R(a) — 0 as a N\ 0, and o, : [—a,a] — R" is
0:(8) = (s,2). Now using the equivalence of g(t) to § with the constant ¢ we see that

inf{d,((-1,z),(1,2)) | = € B2 *(0)}

Zdt((—l,O),(l,O))— sup dt((—l,O),(—l,ZC))— sSup dt((l,O),(l,I))
zeBy~1(0) zeBy~1(0)

> dt((_17 0)7 (17 O)) - C|Oé|

independently of ¢, and hence choosing t = a?%°" and a = «a(e) small enough, we see
that
(10.6) Ly, (0) = (1 —¢€)di((—1,0),(1,0))

in view of (10.5), and the fact that d;((—1,0), (1,0)) > -+

: 1
7= >0 (since g(t) > 20 ). O

Lemma 10.2. For alle > 0 there exists a o > 0 such that if g is an L* metric on Bl(())
R™, the standard ball of radius one and middlepoint 0 in R™, with fIBl © lg — 6)?

then there exits an x € B"71(0) such that \/gii(-,z) : [—

o:[—%,4] = R", o(t) = x + ext, is a Lebesque line between

/1 V(s xds<1+€—d5((—— x), (1 x))+e
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Proof. Fubini’s Theorem tells us that the function f : B} *(0) — R, f(z) := f,%; Voi1(s, z)ds
4 2

is well defined for almost all + € B% '(0) and defines an L' function, also denoted
by f, and the function f : [—1,1] 4—> RE f(s) = f]B',i—l(O) Vo11(s,)dz is well de-
fined for almost all s € [—1,1] and defines an L' furiction, and fol(O) f(x)dz =
f_%% fwgl(o) Vo (s, z)deds = fmgl(o) f_%% Vo (s, z)dsdr = fmgfl(o)x[f%,%} Vo (z)dz.

This also implies that almost every = € B} 1(0) is a Lebesgue point of f, that is
4

iz )~ 1y

wp—17" !

as r N\, 0, for almost every = € B '(0) (see Corollary 1 of Section 1.7 of [12]), and as a
4

consequence

fB;}*l(z) f(y)dy
—_

Wp—17" !

f(x)

as 7\, 0, for almost every = € B7'(0)
4

That is, almost every curve v, : [—5, 3] = B1(0), v,(s) := (s,z) for z € B} (0) is a
4

parametrised Lebesgue line.

We wish to estimate the measure m of the set Z C B} (0) of 2 € B} *(0) such that
4 4

1

f?l Vg11(s, x)ds is well defined and for which fél V11(s,r)ds > 1+a& where & := ()8
2 2

(= 0 as a — 0). We will see that m < a(n)as. Using |v/a—vb| < y/]Ja — b| for a,b € RT,

we see that
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1
a> / /2 lg11(s, 2) — 1|*dsdx
B"*l(o) -1
/ / lg11(s, z) — |) dsdx
IB” HORES

1
2
/ / V11 (s, @) — 1| dsdax
Bn 1 0) é
fB*{*I(O) —2%| gu1(s, z) — 1|dsdx)*
4

(Vol(B3™(0) x -3, 3))?

= / y /1 [V g11(s,x) — 1|dsd3:)4
]B" 0y J-1

Y

— |/ Vi (s, z) — 1)ds|dz)*
C ’]’L ]Bn 1 0) %

> (L / / Vo (s, z) — 1)ds|dz)*

1
=—/ V11 (s, x)ds — 1|dx)*

1
2

MI»—A

M

[N

1
:—/ \/gllsa:ds—ldzzr

(Ln(/ adx)

(@)’

c(n

| V

~—

| \%

\_/

Wthh implies m* < c(")a = c(n)az, that is, m = L7 (Z) < (¢(n))ias < a= for a <
(C(n)) .Fore >0 glven we now choose o = 5100" so that m < ™. But then £~ 1(Z¢N
B2~1(0)) > 0 : Otherwise, £L*1(Z°NB2~1(0)) = 0 that is L*"H(ZNB*"1(0)) = wy,—16"
and as a consequence e > m = L""Y(Z) > L Y(Z NB*1(0)) = w,_1" which is a
contradiction.

Using this, with the fact that for almost every = € B2 ~1(0) the curve v, : [—3, 3] — B1(0)

vz(8) := (s,z) is a parametrised Lebesgue line, we see that it is possible to choose an
xeBQil(O)suchthatf Vg(0)11(s,2)ds <1+ a=1+e"5" <1+e and so that v,
is a parametrised Lebesgue l1ne as claimed. O

11. UNIQUENESS

Lemma 11.1 (L2-Lemma). (c¢f. Lemma 6.1 in proof of [9]). Let M be n-dimensional
and g1, g2 be two smooth solutions on M x [0,T] to the h-Ricci-DeTurck flow, and let
(= g1—go, 1 := 2 (g% + g5°) and fab .= (g% — g5%) . Then the quantity |(|3 satisfies
the evolution equation:
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%W = PP = 2L 4+ ok L "% (g1 + go)
(11.1) ol £ gyt "Vgr "V + 05 gyt x 05"V gy x "V gy
Hlx gyt xgy "RV g+ Lk gyt x gyt 5 "Vga x VL
+ 0 0% gy« Rm(h) + £ 0% (go) "'« Rm(h),

where T x S refers to contractions of the tensors T and S involving h™' and |Z|§7h =
gijhksh”TZikajST for a zero-three tensor Z.

Proof. The formula was proved in [9] for the case that h = ¢ is the standard metric on
a euclidean ball B;1(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 |¢|2 in this setting can be written as £ % £ * gy *
Rm(h) + €% £ % (g2) =1 * Rm(h).

%ﬂ = 91"V "Vogr + g1 x g1 % "V x "V +
— (90" (91)iph? Rjgqr(h) — (91)* (91) jph"* Ringi ()
—95""Va"Vigs — g3 % gy ¥ " Vg2 x Vo
+ (92)"(92)iph? I Rjigr (R) + (92)*(92) jph?? Rikgr (h)
= % (91" + 95°) "Va" Vil + % (91" = 95°) "V" V(g1 + g2)
+( =g ) kg + "V« "V + g5 x (g7 =95 1) Vg1 ="V
+g;1*g;1*hV€*thl —l—g;l*g;l*thg*th,
— FP1 (g1)ap Rikat (B) — P W72 (1) jp Rjar ()
— (92)" liph?" Rjnqi(h) + (92)"' £ph" Ripgr (1)
which we can write as

b N N
5= VR VR vAVARRY LU v v R

—I—é*gfl*thl*thl+g;1*f*thl*thl
+g5 % gy VLR "Vg + gyt x gyt %"V x VI
+E*gl *Rm(h)—i—f*(gg)*l*Rm(h).

The formula now follows from this equality, combined with the facts that %Mﬁ =
2L, 50 and 2(£, 07 "V, "V40), = 00 MV [07 - 21"V e2 0

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 (a:), (b¢) and (¢;) with € sufficiently small.
The proof below slightly resembles the argument used by Struwe to prove a unigeuness
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 gy € VVlQOC2 N VVllocoo satisfying (a) and
(b). Assume additionally that g(t) satisfies the estimates (at), (bt) (ct) and (d¢) from
Theorem 6.3 for all 0 < t < S. Then there exists a time Tmax = Tmax(n,a) € (0,5) so
that the solution is unique for all 0 <t < Thax-



RICCI FLOW 53

Proof. We let g1, g2 be two solutions and as above we let [ = g; — g2. Next we multiply
(11.1) with n*, where 7 is a cut-off function which is equal to one on B (x) and zero

outside of B 3 (7), and integrating by parts, with respect to "V, and using Youngs and
Hoélder inequality, we obtain the estimate

o / I+ 2 / iR, <c / o ] [P+ [Pl ) + / IRV
M M ’ M M ’
N 1 2 1
el / a1 4 (i) £ ( / "V (g1 + g2) )
M Bl(m)
el / A1+ 1) ¥ ( / M (g1 + g2)M)
M M
(112) e / (12 + [12),
M

where the term 2fM n4|th|§7h 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 (b;) it follows that

2
[ Ve P+ (] nt o+ gt < ce
Bi(x) M
Using the estimate |I| < C|I| and again the Sobolev inequality we conclude
(11.3) ([ it vt <o [ @reip s,
M Bl(z)

and hence

3t/ 774|l|2+/ "Iz, SC/ (n*|[* "1 + |l [T V1)

M M ’ M

(11.4) +c\/5/ (|hv1|2+|1|2)+c/ w2 + 171,
B (x) M

We will estimate the first two terms appearing on the right hand side of (11.4). In
preparation thereof, we first note that from (b;) we also have

( / (ML PIY)E < Ce.
M

The first term [, n*(n|l||"VI]|"V1]) on the right hand side of (11.4) we estimate as
follows,

_ 1 -
ws) [ oo < g [ e, o [ oaeie
1 1 74y 1
3 At o i et

1
Z/M n4|hv1|§)h+c(/ VI 4 [12)Ce.

B1 (I)

IN

IN

The second term [, |*Vn|n?|I||I]|"V1|) of (11.4) is estimated as follows
ae) [ vty < (f P e
M M M
<c(f it f e
M M
<o wEereIpE)t.
Bl(w)

Using (11.5) and (11.6), we can estimate the left hand side of (11.4) by

iy o[t [z, <o) ppsreipEt e [ e
M M M M
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and hence

at/ n4|z|2+i/ rvip<e [ ur+oveE| v
M ca Jp

Bl(m) B (:E)
After integrating in time we obtain for every x € M
(11.8)

/ 12 (t // |Vl|2ds<C// 112(s) ds + C(e *// V12 ds.
B;( Bl(m) By (z) B (z)

Next we let 1 > o > 0 be arbitrary and we conclude from Corollary 5.7 that

sup / l12(t) < o
2€M J By (z)

for every 0 <t < C'o where C is a constant only depending on n and a. In the following
we let Tihax be the smallest time so that

sup |l| (Timax) = O
z€M J By (z)

For any x € M we can cover the ball By(x) by finitely many balls B (), 1<i<N=
N(h) (see Appendix B). We conclude from (11.8) that for ¢t < Tpax

/ 2t // |vz|2<Nsupc// 2t +C\/_// 1)
Bl( ca Bl(m) Bl (m Bl (ml

<CNto + CNe# sup/ / |"v1)?

Bl(m
([ e+ [ e
zeM J B (z) B (x)

< CNto + CNet sup/ / vk
zeM Bi(z)

1
< CNto + = 5 SUD (/ INGE: —/ / |"V1]?)
2 zem Bi(z) Bi(x

if € > 0 is sufficiently small. Hence

sup(/ 112(¢ // "Vi|%) < 2CNto < Z
zeM J B, () B (x) -2

forall0 <t < ﬁ which implies that T ax > 40—N and since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary this
finishes the proof of the theorem. O

and hence

12. AN APPLICATION

Here we present an application for W22 N L metrics on four dimensional manifolds in
the setting that scalar curvature is weakly bounded from below. For the case that the
metric is C° 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
W22 L>* be Riemannian metric (positive definite everywhere), such that g,g~* € L™
and let k € R. Locally the scalar curvature may be written

R(g) =g (@ (9)5 — 0Ty
+05 T = T3plh)

where T'(g)7} = 29™*(0ig;k + 0;9ir — Orgij), and hence R(g) is well defined in the L?
sense for a W22 Riemannian metric. Let k € R. We say the scalar curvature R(g) is
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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, go) is a W*? metric such that 1h < go < ah for some co > a > 1 and R(go) > k
in the weak sense of Definition 12.1. Then the solution g(t)ieo,1) to Ricci DeTurck
flow respectively £(t)ic(o,1) to Ricci Flow constructed in Theorem 8.3, with initial value
g(0) = go, 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 ¢ > 0 and satisfies g(t) — go in the W2 sense and z5-h < g(t) < 400ah for
all t € (0,T). Hence R(g(t)) — R(go) as t \, 0 in the L? _ sense, and in the pointwise
sense almost everywhere, where R(go) is the L? quantity deﬁned above ( convergence of
a sequence of functions in the L?  sense to an L?  function implies convergence of the
sequence almost everywhere ). This means (R(g(¢ )) —|— k)— — 0 in the L? sense as t \, 0,
and hence ¢(t) := [,,(R(g(t)) + k)? dg(t) = [,,(R(£(t)) + k)2 dl(t) — 0 as t \, 0.

The Integrand V (t) := (R({(t)) + k)2 is differentiable in space and time for all ¢ > 0 and
this yields that ¢ is differentiable in time for all ¢ > 0. The derivative of V' is zero for all
(x,t) € M x (0,T) with R(¢)(x,t) + k > 0.

By Sard’s theorem (see Section 2 of [26]), we know, for almost all k, that the sets
{zr € M | R(x,g(t))+k < 0} have smooth boundary for almost every ¢ > 0: Sard applied
once to R yields that Wy := {(z,t) € M x (0,T) | R(x,t) = —k} is smooth for almost
all k¥ € R and then Sard applied to Uy, : W, — R, Wi(z,t) = ¢ (for such k) yields that
{z € M | R(z,t) = —k} is smooth for almost all ¢ € (0,T"). Let Z C R denote the set
of such k € R. For such k € Z we define U(t) := {x € M | R(z,g9(t)) + k& < 0} if
t € (0,T) is a time such that {zx € M | R(z, g(t)) + k < 0} has smooth boundary, and we
define U (t) := 0 for all other ¢ € (0,T). Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus
for 0 < t1 <ty we compute

w(t2) 1b(ltl)
THRp(ty) — e TMp(t)

t
to A

77’ d
/th/ V(r)de(r)dr

/tlt / " R(m)V (1) — kV (r))d{(T)dr
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to ta
+k / / e FTR(T) + k)2 —k / / e MV (r)de(T)dr
t1 Uk(‘l') tl Uk

2 —kt 7k7'
g/ /Ukme (A (R(T) + k) (R(T) + k) — / - )+ k)3de(r)dr
k)(r) < 0 on Uy(r) and V = (R(7) + k)]

_|_
/2 / —2|V(R((T) + k) |>de(7)dr
t1 Uy (7)

tze_kT T Mub(r - o (PVdr
e e [ R+ 6, TR + R

2 —kT 3
+/t1 /Uw)e ((R(7) + k)_[Pde(r)dr

SIHCG

= / / V(R(7) + ) de(r)dr
+/tt e_’”/ (R(7) + k)_[?

< —A(M.h) / IR + ) att)

/tl R RLCEDRETG %/| ) de(r)F)dr

s/ (=AM + AMD/D( [ 1R(7) + )-[*de(r) b
t1

[ for sufficiently small ¢5]

<0,

where we have used the Sobolev inequality and A(M) is the Sobolev constant, and we
used that fM| (1) + k)_|2de(r) < A(M)/2 for T < ty and ty sufficiently small, since
Ju (R )—2de(t) — 0 = [, [(R(t)+k)-|*dg(t) — 0 as t \, 0. Hence, since )(0) = 0

P(t) = O for all t € [0,7). That is R(4(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,£(t)) and (M, g(t)) are
isometric to one another. For general k € R we can take a sequence (k;);en with k; — &
and k; € Z.

O

Remark 12.3. From this theorem we see that for a metric go € L N W22(M*) with
%h < go < ah for some positive constant a > 0 : gg has scalar curvature > k in the weak
sense of Definition 12.1 <= there exists a sequence of smooth Riemannian metrics g; o
with %h < gio < bh for some 1 < b < oo and R(gio) > k and g;0 — go € W22(M*)
<= the Ricci DeTurck flow of gg constructed in Theorem 6.5 has R(g(t)) > k for all

€ (0,7). In particular, we do not need to change the constant form k to k — % 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.1l. Let (M,h) be n-dimensional and satisfy (2.4). We assume there are
constants 1 < a < oo and 0 < ¢; < oo for all j € N, and gy is a smooth metric on M
satisfying

1
—h < go <ah
a

Sup|hngo| <c¢5 <00
M

Then there ezists a smooth solution (Mvg(t))te[o,ﬂ to (1.1) for some T > 0, and con-

stants bj(go, h, S) < 0o for all S < T such that sup,, |thg(-,t)| < b;(go,h,S) < o0 for
all t € [0, S].

Proof. We will construct a short time solution to, (1.1), that is
a al
agij =g b(hvahvbgij) - gklgiphqujkql(h) - gklgjphquikql(h)

+ 397" ("Vigpa"Vigap + 2"V agjp" Vagio — 2"Vagip" Vigiq
—2thgpathgiq - Qth‘gpathgjq) J

(A.1)

= ¢("Va"Vigi) + (g7 x g * Rm(h) x h)i; + (97 x g~ +"Vg x"Vg)y
with g(0) = go. The method is essentially the one given in [29], with some minor
modifications.

We choose radii R(i) — oo such that B; = Bp(;)(p) have smooth boundary, and M =
U, B;. For fixed R = R(i) > 1 we modify go to go.r = ngo+ (1 —n)h where 7 is a smooth
cut off function with 7 = 0 outside of Br/2(p) and n =1 on Bg,4(p), |th77|2 < c(k,h)
(see (iv) of Theorem B.1 for the existence of n). We still have

sup |th90,R| < éj(cla <5 Gy h’a n, CL) < 00
M
1
(A.2) —h < go,r < ah
a
for some constants 0 < é;(c1,...,¢;, h,n,a) < oo which don’t depend on R. Equation

(A.1) is strictly parabolic and h and go g are smooth and so we obtain a smooth so-
lution gr(t)ico, 1) to the Dirichlet problem associated to (A.1) with gr(0) = go,r and

9r(D)oBrp) = (90,R)|0Br(p) = MoBgp) for a T = T(Br, go,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

|9R(t) - gO,Rli S 5(907 a, h)7 then
1
—h t 2ah
5a < gr(t) < 2a
sup |"V’gr(t)| < r(R, go,r, h, j,S) < oo
Br(p))

for all t < S for constants r(R, go,r, I, j,S) < 0o. On the other hand, as long as |gr(t) —
go.rl? < e(go,a,h) < 1 we have (we write g(t) for gr(t) and go for go g for ease of
reading):

0 a

§|g(t) — gl =g"("V"Vy)lg(t) — goli — 2/"Vgl2,
+2R R g% (" " Vugo)ix (9(t) — go) i -
+2h M (g(t) — go)ik(g~" * g * Rm(h) * h);;h'
+RIRM (g(t) — go)ir("Vg * "Vgx gt x g7 )y
< g*("V"Vu)lg(t) — go> = |"Vgl2 , + c(é2,,a,n)
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where ¢ is the constant defined above in (A.2), and is independent of R. Hence, |gr(t) —

go.rl? < c(a,a,n)t < £(go,a,h) remains true for ¢ < T := £Wgo:2)

< S in view of the
c(é2,a,n)

£(go,h)
c(é2,a,n) —

1. As long as |gr(t) — go.rl? < €(go,a, h), we also have, using the arguments of Lemma

4.1 and 4.2 in [29] and the fact that sup,, |"V’go r| < ¢ < oo for constants ¢; which do
not depend on R, interior estimates:

(A.3) sup "V gr|> < by =c(m, e, ..., ém,a, S, h)
Bl(w())X[O,S]

maximum principle. Hence, we may extend the solution smoothly to time =

for all zy € Br (p) for all S < T. Building the limit of the solutions JR(:) a8 1 — 00,
after taking a subsequence if necessary, we obtain a smooth solution g(t),c( 7 to (A.1)
with g(0) = go, in view of the Theorem of Arzela-Ascoli and the fact that R(i) — oo as
i — o0, satisfying sup,s(o.g) "V g2 < by, for all S < T as required. O

APPENDIX B. GEOMETRY LEMMATA

Lemma B.1. Let (M™,h) satisfy (2.4): (M, h) is a smooth, connected, complete Rie-
mannian manifold, without boundary, satisfying

suph|hViRm(h)| < oo for all i € Ny
M

4 .
> sup"|"V'Rm(h)| < do(n)
i—0 M
(B.1) inj(M, h) > 100
where do(n) is a sufficiently small constant. Then there exist constants Cs(n) > 0 and a
constant co(n) such that :

(i)
3 dh) S < Ce(n h F12dh
(/Mf )y < s()/MIVfI
and
ndh)z < Cg(n hy £ = dh
(/Mf )7 < s()/MIVfI

for any f which is smooth and whose support has diameter less then 4

(i) there exists a co(n) such that any ball Ba(x) of radius 2 can be covered by co(n)
balls, (By ()i

(iii) there exists a covering of M, (B1(x;))52,, by balls of M such that for any i € N,
#{j e N| z; € Ba(z;)} < co(n), where tC 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, xg € M, there exists a cut off function n: M — [0,1] C R such

that = 1 on Br(xo), 1 =0 on M\(Ben(wo)), "V (n)| + 552 < G2 on

= R2
M and ["V*y| < c(k, h) on M for all k € N.
(v) Let e > 0 be given, and T a smooth zero two tensor satisfying fBl(m) |"VT|E +

I"V*T|% < ¢ for all z € M. Then (B (2) "VT")7 < e(n)Cs(n)e
Remark B.2. If the conditions B.1 are replaced by
s]1\14ph|hViRm(h)| < oo for all i € Ny
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 ¢(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 r9 > 0 such that

/fn 2dh)"5 < Cs(n /|th|2dh

for any f which is smooth and whose support has diameter less then r¢.

Proof. We can always find local geodesic coordinates for any pg € M on the ball Bsg(po)
such that in these coordinates 1%905 < h < 1885 if §o(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 mazimal set of disjoint balls
(B% (x4))$2, for M, maximal in the sense that any ball B (p) for an arbitrary p € M
must intersect one of these balls. This construction is carried out as follows: first choose
disjoint balls By (1)y- .-, B (Zn(ry) With centres in Br(po), such that any newly chosen
ball By (y) with y € Br(po) intersects one of the balls By (x1),..., Bi(znr)) - In the
next step, choose balls B% (Tp(r)), - - .,B% (T (2r)), With centres in Bgr(po) such that
the collection B, (z1),.-., B (Tn(2r)), is disjoint, and any newly chosen ball B, (y) with
y € Bar(po) intersects one of the balls B1 (1), ... , Bi(#n(2p))- Continuing in this way,
we obtain a collection of disjoint balls (B (x;))2; which are maximal.

This then implies that (By(x;))$2, covers M: if y € M satisfies y ¢ U2, By(x;), then
Bi(y) N By(x;) = 0 for all i € N, which contradicts the maximality, ‘and hence y €
U2, Bi(z;). In geodesic coordinates ¢ : Bsg(z;) — Bso(0), there can be at most ¢y (n)
euclidean balls B%(ik(j))‘;l:(f), gp(;vk(j)) = ZTy(j), which are disjoint, and contained in
c1(n)

B4o(0). Hence there are at most c1(n) points, (zx(;));Z;
and this implies (iii).

Statement (iv) is proved with the help of an exhaustion function. For R > 1 given, let
n(x) :=n( He )) for a smooth cut off function 77 : R — [0,1] C R with 77(z) = 1 for |z] < 1
and 7j(z) = O for |x| > 2, where f : M — R™ is a smooth so called ezhaustion function,
satisfying ohyd(z,70) < f(x) < $(d(x,20) + 1), ["Vf| < C(n), ["Vf| < C(n), the

existence of which is, for example, guaranteed by Theorem 3.6 of Shi, [28]. By slightly

which are contained in Bsg(x;),

modifying f on geodesic balls of radius 1 we can also achieve |th fl < C(k,h).

Differentiating 7 we see that \hvnm |hV n| < (I vnzlfof|th|2 |hVﬁ|0f|hV2f| +

|hV2ﬁ|of|th|2) < %, as, without loss of generahty, " vﬁ"‘ < ¢ for some universal
constant ¢. Similarly [*V*5|2 < ¢(k, h). This finishes (iv).

We now prove (v). Let  : M — R be a smooth cut off function with n =1 on By (x) and
n = 0 outside of By/3(x), and By(x1), ..., B1(Z¢ymn)) a covering of By (), which exists in
view of (ii). Then using Kato’s and Young’s inequality we see

(/ |hVT|")1/2§(/ (" T2 < Cs / M9 ()" T %
Bi(x) By (x) B (x)

¢(n)Cs / VIR VTR 4 gdPVRT R
Ba(x)

co(n)

<Y 2c(n)Cs/ "VT|% + PVOT)E
Bl(ml)

i=1
< Cgce(n)ep(n)e

as required.
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Lemma B.3. Let (M™, h) be a smooth, connected, complete Riemannian manifold, with-
out boundary, satisfying

3 .
= Zsuph|hVZRm(h)| < oo for all
=1 M
inj(M, h) > ip > 0.

and let gg be in Wz % and satisfy

1
—h < go < ah.
a

Then for any e > 0, R > 1,29 € M there exists an r1 such that

2 n
swp ([ ("Val 4V gl ) < 2
IEBR(LE()) BT‘l( )

In the case that [,,(|"Vgo|™ + |hVQgO|%) < o0, then for any ¢ > 0, there ezists an r1
such that

2 n
sup / ("ol + "V g0l?) < &
zeM JB,, (z)

Proof. As the conclusion is a scale invariant conclusion, it suffices to prove it after scaling
go and h by the same constant. We scale go 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 go and h.

Using the covering from (iii), we consider only those z; with z; € Bag(zg)i=1,...,C(n, R)
and cut off functions n; : M — [0,1] € R with supp(n:) € Bsz(;), 7 = 1 on By (i),
|"Vn;|? < e(n)n;, we see using the Sobolev-inequality

(/ Vg™ < ( / "Val”)
BQR(:E()) B

/\

nR) %
< / "Vaol")
Bl(m
nR)
S Z / nzl vgO|
nR)
< X / 1 (" V gol) |2
nR) )
<3 [ cloml" Tl + ] 1ol
C(n,R) )
c(n,a) Z / "Vgol? + "V go|2
B
C(n
e(n,a Z/ Xaton ("Vaol E + [PV g0/%)
C(n,R) )
= c(n,a) /M< S X)) ("Vool E + Vg0l )
=1
< c(n,a)co(n)(/ |hV90|% + |hV2go|%) = K(n,a, R, xg) < 00,
Bar(zo)
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where we used Y77 Xp,(2)(-) < co(n) in the last inequality, which follows from (iii).
We claim : For any ¢ > 0 there exists » = r(e) > 0 such that fBT(w) |"Vgo|™ +

fBT |hV2go|% < ¢ for all + € Bpg(zo), as we now show. Assume there are points
x; € BR(xo) i € N and radii 7(¢) > 0, r(i) — 0 as ¢ — oo, such that [, (@) |"Vgo|™ +

|hV go|2 > e. Taking a subsequence, we see that z; — 2 as i — oo, and hence
I @) |tho|”+|hVQgO|% < § for o > 0 small enough, in view of the fact that fBQR( ) |"Vgo|™+
- .
2 n 2 n 2 n ..
"V go|Z < oo: fj = X31 IV gol™ +["V7gol2 < g = |"Vgo|" + ["V7go|2, is in Ly

fi — 0 almost everywhere as j — oo, and fBQR 09 < o0 implies fx |"Vgo|™ +

B (=)
7

|hV gl = fan(zo) fi — 0 in view of the dominated convergence theorem. But for ¢
large enough, B, ;(x;) C Bs(z) which leads to a contradiction. Hence there exists an

r > 0 such that fB |tho|" |hV2go|%) < ¢ for all z € Bg(zo). In the case that
fM (|"Vgo|™ + |hV 90| 2) < 00, choose R > 0 so that f(BR/m(ID))C(|tho|" + |hV2g0|%) <

£. This implies fB |tho|" |hV go|2) < £ forallz € (Bpa(z0))° for any 0 < o < 1.
Repeatlng the argument above, we find a o > 0 such that fB |tho|" |hV 9l%) < §
for all z € (Bgr(zo)). Hence, fBU(I) (|"Vgo|™ + |hV 9l?) < § for all z € M, as requ1red.

O

ApPPENDIX C. ESTIMATES FOR ORDINARY DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

Lemma C.1. Lete <1 and f:[0,T] = RS, Z : (0,1] — R be smooth, and satisfy

0
SISO +z)
Then
- " Z(s)
f @) <t t%u_x)lo/to = ds.
Proof. F(t) :=1t"¢f(t) satisfies
0
&F(t)
< —et7IE R + t’s;f(t) +tEZ(t)
(C.1) <1=°Z(t)

Using that f is smooth and hence f(t) < Ct for small ¢ > 0 and some constant C,
we see F(t) < Ct=¢t! — 0 as t N\, 0. Integrating (C.1) from ¢ty > 0 to t, we see
F(t) < F(ty) + ft Zs(f ds — limg, 0 ft Zs(f) ds, as to \, 0 and hence, from the definition
of F(t),

(C.2) f@) < t° lim t @ds.

to—0 to s€
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Lemma C.2. Lete <1 and f:[0,T] — Ry, be smooth, and satisfy
f0) =0
5
—f(t < —f(t
Dp0)  <Sp)+e

Then

~
—~
=

N

t.
~1l—¢

Proof. For Z(s) = ¢ we have

¢ ¢
Z 1
lim / (5) ds = lim £ds = c1 ti—e
0

t() >0 t SE tO >0 t() SE — &
. t Z(s) . t ¢ c
15 — 1€ —
and so t€ limy, 0 fto 2 ds = 1€ limy, 0 fto Lds = 1%t O

APPENDIX D. METRIC NORM COMPARISONS

We compare the norms of tensor with respect to different metrics.

Theorem D.1. Let{ = (éij)i,je{l,...n}a g = (gij)i,je{l_,._..n}v h = (haﬁ)a,ﬁe{l,..._n_}a (uag)a)ﬁe{17...n}
be positive definite symmetric matrices and (£) = = (éu)i,je{l,...n}v ()"t = .(glﬂ)i)je{l)mn}, (h)~! =
(ho‘ﬁ)aﬁe{17,,.n}, (u™1) :“(uaﬁ)a,ﬁe{lr..,n} the inverses thereof. Let S = (S},)iaecf1,..n}, T =
(Tij)ijeq1,.ny» N = (NY); jeq1,..n} be matrices in R™"*™.

Then the following estimates hold for any e >0 :

ISR, =h"P(y)SLShe;
(D.1) <c(n)|S|7 ,(1+ 1€12)
(D.2) 1SE, <cm)S2,0+ [ulf)

where |€|§ =g gkl = lg~7 and |ul? = h‘”hﬂvualguw |h=12,

|T|§ g% g T, T
c(n

< )Ilelflf7

|N|2 :gkglNl]Nkl
<c(n )|N|e|9|e

where |g|7 = (¢H kL g, ikJil)

Proof. We regard g, ¢ as positive definite symmetric linear maps from V ® V' to R where
V = R" and h,u as positive definite symmetric linear maps from ¥ ® Y to R for
another copy of Y := R". ¢ : V@V = R, hyu: Y ®Y — R, g(vie;,vie;) =
vl g, L(wies, wie;) = wiw? gij, h(2%q, 2Peg) = 292Phag, u(2%€q, 2Peg) = 2%2Puqg,
and we regard S, T, and N aslinearmap S : Y*xV - R, T: VxV = R, N VixV* —

R, S(wae®, v'e;) = Sfwav'. From the theory of tensors, S|} ,,1S]2 ,, [¢7']2, T2, gzi(g)
IN1IZ, |g|? etc. are all quantities which are independent of cooArdmates: 1f (€)ieq1,..n}»
(€a)acq1,.ny are bases, and l;; = £(é;,€5),Gi; = 9(€i,€5), hap = h(éa,€p),lap =
u(éq,ép) with inverses given by £7, i, h*? 4% then the quantities defined above as

Z
|S|gh,|5’|ug,|T|g,Cdizi(Z) |~ |2 calculated using g;;, g% haﬂ,uag,h of O"B&J,f TU,S’
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in place of gij, g%, hap, h*?, £;;,0%9,T;;, S, then the result is the same : see for example
[14).

We can always choose a basis for Y such that fLaB = 008, Uag = Tabag and a basis
for V such that g;; = Aidij,4;; = 040;5. That is without loss of generality, we have
haﬁ = 5a5,uaﬁ = Ta(saﬁ and 9ij = )\1-5”,&-]- = O'i(sij.

N
Q
—~
S
~—
—~
w0
=i

T
e
<.
o
<
~
—~
w0
=i
T

i,j€{1,..n} 0i Oj ie{l,..n} >‘12
"L 11 WIE
PUEPRLID)

= C(n)lle(gszM&kfﬂ)
c(n)|T[71¢]5

I
o
o
3
S~—
—

2
INIgn
= (Z Ai\j N9 N7

,J 1
PYDY
Z Jlaj JN”N”)
1,7=1
o 22
<c(n)( sup oo NYNY)-( sup —5)
i,5€{1,...n} i€{1,..n} 05

2
J(D o NINI)(Y - )

i,j=1 i=1 ¢
= C(n)|N|g(gz‘%‘9kl€Zkfﬂ)
= C(”)|N|é|g|e

Similarly
det(g) - )\1)\2 .. )\n
det(£) T 0109...0p

= |9|e
and
Slhe =D (y)SE S5t

=Y S

azl

:Zslsz _1

a,t=1



64 T. LAMM AND M. SIMON

<c(n)( sup  SLSLA) sup o

- a,i€{l,...,n} iefl,..n} Ai
o 2
<ec(n)( sup  SLSIA)(1+  sup 0—12)
aze{l, .,n} ief{l,...,n} )‘i
S'L S'L - 0-12
My 125
a,i=1 =1 "7
n 52
n)|S[3 (1 +Z—;
=c(n )ISIh,g(1+|€|g)
Similarly
1S, =h"P(y)SLShe;
= > S.S.oi
a,i=1
=> r ( 5353 ;)
a,i=1
< C(n)( sup Ta)( sup _Sl S: Uz)
ae{l,...,n} a,ie{l,...,n} Ta
<em)(3ra)( Y LSk
a=1 a,i=1 Ta
=c(n)(D_ra)lSIZ,
a=1

O

Corollary D.2. Let T = (T;;) , respectively N = (N%) be a zero-two respectively two-
zero tensor defined on a manifold 0, and g,¢ metrics on Q. Then for all p € [1,00) there
exists a c¢(n,p) such that

(D.3) /Q IT12dg < c(n, p) /Q (02Pdg) ¥ ( /Q ITI7dey /Q 191 dg)

and

(D.4) / INJ2dg < c(n, p) / l9/22dg) ¥ ( / IN|Pde)k( / 1913 dg)t.
Q ’ Q

Proof. In the following, dg/dl is the well defined function on Q given locally by dg/dl(z) =

det(9(x))
/ Tlgdg
Q

det(l(z))
< clup) [ BTy
Q
< ctnn)( | o) ([ i)

1 d 1
= clnp)( | WErdg)? ([ T SLan?
Q

<clnp)( [ 103an( [ rirant [ Ghrat
<clnp)( [ 103an( [ rirant([ Slao
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(. p) /Q 02Pdg)t( / ITI27dey / 191 dg)’

Analog;:
N|Pd
PR
< c(n.p) [ lolFINTfdg
Q
n,p / lgl77dg)* ( / |N[*dg)

1 d 1
ctn.p)( [ lolFda) (| NP S5e)

1 1
clnp) [ lofrda) ([ Vivaey([ G <d€> )}
n) [ lal2do) (| INIan’ ([ S

Q
2p 7 \1 1 noo1
n,p)( [ laliPdg)¥ (| IN[Fd0( [ |g|7 dg)t
Q Q Q
(]
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