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Abstract

In previous work [20] we established the existence of a Ricci flow starting
with a Riemann surface coupled with a nonatomic Radon measure as a
conformal factor. In this paper we prove uniqueness, settling Conjecture 1.3
from [20]. Combining these two works yields a canonical smoothing of such
rough surfaces that also regularises their geometry at infinity.

1 Introduction

Suppose M is a two-dimensional smooth manifold with a conformal structure. By
assumption our manifolds are connected but not supposed to be compact, unless
otherwise specified. The conformal structure can be viewed as an equivalence
class of Riemannian metrics where two metrics are deemed to be equivalent if
they differ only by multiplication by a smooth function. The Ricci flow can be
viewed as a way of evolving a representative g of the conformal structure under
the PDE
dg

a - _2K997 (11)

where K is the Gauss curvature of g. If we pick local isothermal coordinates x
and g, and write the metric g = u(dz? 4 dy?), then the conformal factor u evolves
under the logarithmic fast diffusion equation

ou

— = Al . 1.2
= Alogu (12)

Here, and throughout this paper, A := 53_3322 + 53—52 is the Laplacian with respect
to the isothermal coordinates that we chose.

There is an extensive theory of Ricci flow in two dimensions that we briefly survey.
In the case that the underlying surface M is closed, Hamilton and Chow [12, 6]
proved existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions ¢(¢) on time intervals [0,7)
once a smooth initial metric g(0) has been prescribed, and the optimal existence
time T was determined. A theory in which rough initial data was prescribed,
instead of a smooth initial metric, was developed by Guedj and Zeriahi (existence
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[11]) and Di Nezza and Lu (uniqueness [7]). Their theory was again constrained
to closed manifolds, but applied to more general Kéhler Ricci flows.

The nature of the well-posedness question changes completely once the compact-
ness of the underlying manifold is no longer assumed. The focus changes to the
problem of how Ricci flow might lose information at spatial infinity, or be in-
fluenced by information coming in from infinity. Intuition from classical PDE
theory can be misleading because the behaviour of solutions is heavily influenced
by the fact that the solution and the underlying geometry are the same thing.

The smooth existence problem on general surfaces (without any assumption of
compactness) was solved by Giesen and the first author [10], following the pro-
gramme in [18]. There it was proved that on a general smooth surface M, if we
are given a smooth Riemannian metric gg, which is not assumed to be complete
and is not assumed to have bounded curvature, there exists a smooth Ricci flow
g(t) for t in an optimal time interval [0,7"), with g(0) = go, and so that g(¢) is
complete for all ¢t € (0,7"). This instantaneously complete Ricci flow was mawi-
mally stretched in the sense that if §(t), t € [0,T), was any other smooth Ricci
flow on M, with g(0) < g(0) and with §(0) and g(0) in the same conformal class
(but not assuming completeness of §(t)) then §(t) < g(t) for t € [0,T AT).

This existence theory was generalised to rough initial data by the present authors
in [20]. The essential idea there was that instead of prescribing the initial data as
a smooth Riemannian surface, which could be viewed equivalently as a manifold
with a conformal structure and a smooth function as a conformal factor, we
replaced the smooth conformal factor by a Radon measure p on M with the
property that u({z}) = 0 for all points = € M. Once that relaxation had been
made, it was necessary to weaken what it meant to satisfy the initial data. We
say that a Ricci flow ¢(t), t € (0,T), attains p as initial data (weakly) if the
volume measures jiq(;) converge weakly to p, written gy — p. This means that
for all ¢ € CO(M) we have

/ Ydpigy — / wdp, astl 0. (1.3)
M M

This is weak-* convergence when viewed in the dual of CO(M). In [20], we proved
existence of such a Ricci flow on an optimal time interval that we will incorporate
into our main theorem 1.1 below.

This discussion addresses the existence problem in full generality, but says nothing
about the problem of uniqueness that is so important in applications, except on
closed manifolds as discussed above. In general dimension if one works in the class
of smooth solutions and initial data that is complete and of uniformly bounded
curvature then uniqueness was proved by Chen and Zhu [5], with a simplified
proof given by Kotschwar [14]. Once the hypothesis of bounded curvature is fully
dropped, the problem becomes harder. In his influential paper [4], B.-L. Chen
proved that the stationary solution is the only smooth complete Ricci flow starting
with Euclidean space in two or three dimensions. An audacious conjecture that
is not currently generally accepted would be that any two complete Ricci flows
gi(t), t € [0,T;), for i = 1,2, on the same underlying manifold and with the same



initial metric g1(0) = ¢2(0) must agree for ¢t € [0, 71 AT5), in any dimension. This
conjecture was proved by the first author for two-dimensional M in [19] but the
question in general dimension is wide open.

In this paper we return to two-dimensional M and consider the uniqueness prob-
lem with initial data a nonatomic Radon measure p attained as described in the
weak sense (1.3) above. Even for smooth initial data attained in a weak sense
the uniqueness problem is far from the smooth theory. As an illustration of this,
in our previous work [20, Theorem 1.5] we proved nonuniqueness for Ricci flow
starting with the Euclidean plane if the solution g¢(t), t € (0,T), is asked to at-
tain the initial data in the sense that the Riemannian distance converges locally
uniformly as ¢ | 0.

Nevertheless, in this paper we solve the problem for Radon measure p initial data
by proving the uniqueness part of the following main theorem, which incorporates
the existence from [20]. We use the notation M for the universal cover of M, and
[ for the corresponding lift of y to M. We write D for the unit disc in the plane,
equipped with the standard conformal structure.

Theorem 1.1 (Main existence and uniqueness theorem). Let M be a two-dimensional
smooth manifold equipped with a conformal structure, and let u be a Radon mea-
sure on M that is nonatomic in the sense that

uw{x}) =0 for all x € M.

Define T € [0, 00] by

o T = if M = D;
o T = La(M) if M = R?;

o T=Lj(M)if M =52

Then there exists a smooth complete conformal Ricci flow g(t) on M, for t €
(0,T), attaining p as initial data in the sense that

Pty = 1 ast 0

and so that if §(t), t € (O,T), is any other smooth complete conformal Ricci flow
on M that attains p as initial data in the same sense, then T < T and

g(t) = g(t) for all t € (0,T).
If T € (0,00) then pyp (M) = (1 — F)u(M) for all t € (0,T).
Note that even in the case that p is smooth, i.e. is the volume measure of a
smooth conformal metric on M, this theorem has been open until this point, and

is not contained in the uniqueness theorem of [19], because the initial data is only
assumed to be attained by g(¢) in the weak sense.



Observe that in the isolated cases in which T" = 0, the existence part of the theo-
rem above is vacuous but the uniqueness is not. We must still prove nonexistence
of an alternative solution.

The solution constructed in Theorem 1.1 is the largest in the sense described in
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Ordered initial data gives ordered Ricci flows). Let M, p and T
be as in Theorem 1.1, and let g(t) be the unique Ricci flow constructed in that
theorem. Suppose now that v is any other Radon measure on M with v < p, and
g(t), t € (0,T), is any smooth conformal Ricci flow on M (possibly incomplete)
attaining v as initial data. Then T < T and

g(t) = g(t)

for allt € (0,T).

This theorem gives the strongest assertion that the solution from Theorem 1.1
is ‘maximally stretched’ in the sense of [10]. Note that even in the case that
v = u and p is smooth, this theorem has been open until this point, and is not
contained in [10], again because the initial data is only assumed to be attained
by g(t) in the weak sense.

The proof of Theorem 1.2, found in Section 3.2, will invoke the existence and
uniqueness of Theorem 1.1. However, in order to prove Theorem 1.1 itself (Section
3.1) we will need to first prove a weaker ‘maximally stretched’ assertion that we
give in Theorem 2.1, and prove in Section 2, in which we assume in particular
that v = p. As mentioned earlier, the special case of M closed in Theorem 1.1 is
covered in previous work. As a service to the reader, we translate the uniqueness
proof of Di Nezza and Lu [7] into the language of this paper in Appendix C.

The theory in this paper has a number of immediate applications. It yields
a complete analysis of expanding Ricci solitons in two dimensions, as will be
explained in [15]. This application requires crucially both the ability to work
with very rough initial data and the ability to work on noncompact manifolds.
Several of the arguments in [20] simplify significantly; some extensions will be
discussed in [15]. At a more general level, our work opens up the possibility of
doing calculus on extremely rough surfaces by invoking the canonical smoothing
that we are presenting here, and doing the analysis on the Ricci flow instead.
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2 Construction of a maximally stretched solution from
weak initial data

A central ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the following construction of
a maximally stretched solution starting with a nonatomic Radon measure g on
the unit disc D in the plane, or on the entire plane.

Theorem 2.1 (Existence of maximally stretched Ricci flow starting with p). Let
the Riemann surface M be either the disc or the plane, and let u be a nonatomic
Radon measure on M. If M is the disc we set T = oo, while if M is the plane
then we setT = ﬁ,u(M) € [0,00]. Then there exists a smooth complete conformal
Ricci flow gmax(t) on M, for t € (0,T), attaining p as initial data in the sense
that

Hgman(t) — K as 10

and so that if §(t), t € (0,T), is any smooth conformal Ricci flow on M (not
necessarily complete) that attains p as initial data in the same sense, then T < T
and

Gmaz(t) > G(t) for all t € (0, 7).

In order to construct the maximally stretched solution of Theorem 2.1 we need
to analyse a potential corresponding to the flow that would coincide with the
standard potential of Kéhler Ricci flow if we were working on a closed surface.
Understanding the right way of defining and localising the potential in the non-
compact case is a key part of our task in this paper.

Lemma 2.2 (Construction of a potential). Suppose the Riemann surface M is
either the disc or the plane. Suppose we have a smooth complete conformal Ricci
flow g(t) on M, t € (0,T), forT € (0,00], with conformal factor v : M x (0,T) —
(0,00), taking a Radon measure p on M as initial data. Then there exists a
smooth potential function ¢ : M x (0,T) — R satisfying

Ap(t) =u(t) >0 (2.1)
for each t € (0,T) and
99 _ log A (2.2)
ot BoY '

throughout M x (0,T). Moreover, there exists a function pg : M — R U {—oc0}
representing an element of Li (M) such that o(t) — ¢o both pointwise and in

L} (M) ast ] 0. Moreover,
Apg = p (2.3)
weakly, and
¢o(x) = lim wodz, (2.4)
0 /By (a)

for all x € M.



By virtue of (2.1) and (2.2), the potential ¢ and its initial values ¢y are only
determined up to the addition of a time-independent harmonic function on M.

To avoid repetition in Appendix C, we extract a portion of the proof of Lemma
2.2 in the following.

Lemma 2.3. For R >0, T € (0,00], 7 € (0,T), let u € C*®°(Bgr x (0,T)) satisfy

u(z,t) > et on Bpr x (0,7]

// |u| dxdt < C (2.5)
0 JBg

o(z,t) = or(x) +/ log u(z, s)ds (2.6)

T

for some € > 0, and

for some C > 0. If

for some o, € C*(BR), then the pointwise limit @y = limy |0 (t) taking values
in RU{—o0} exists and satisfies

(1) @o is upper semi-continuous on Bp.
(2) o is in LY(Bg) and o(t) — o in L*(Bg) ast ] 0.

(3) If we further assume that Ap(t) > 0 for every t € (0,T), then

wo(x) = lim podz, (2.7)
0 JB, ()

for all x € Bp.
Proof of Lemma 2.3. To control ¢ in the limit ¢ | 0, we split (2.6) as
o(z,t) = or(z) + ¢(x,1) + (. 1),
where
¢ ¢
P(x,t) = / X{u<1}logu(z,s)ds and  §(x,t) == / X{u>1} log u(z, s) ds,
T T
are decreasing and increasing in ¢, respectively. The function ¢(¢) converges

uniformly on Bg as t | 0 because we are assuming that u > et for t € (0, 7], so
the function @ : Br x (0,7) — R defined by

o(t) == @(t)+t(1—log(et)) = (1 —log(eT)) +/ (X{ugl} logu(x,s) — log(es)) ds

is increasing for ¢t < e~! A7 even though ((t) is decreasing. These considerations
also tell us that

t = o(t) +t(1 —log(et)) = ¢r(z) + (1) + 4(z,1)



is a pointwise increasing family of continuous functions for small ¢t. As any de-
creasing limit of continuous functions is upper semi-continuous, we obtain an
upper semi-continuous function g := limy o ¢(t) as required for Part (1). Mean-

while,
Y
8_(5 = X{u>1} logu(z,t) < u(x,t),

and so (2.5) tells us that ((t), and hence ¢(t), converges in L'(Bg) as t | 0, as
required for Part (2).

In the final part we are also told that () is subharmonic, and in particular

ola,1) < f o(t)da,
B, (z)

for all z € Bgr and small enough r > 0 so that B,(z) CC Br. We can pass this
inequality to the limit ¢ | 0 to give

o(z) < f codz,
By(z)

and hence

¢o(z) < lim inf][ podx.
rl0 By (x)

On the other hand, we have established that (g is upper semi-continuous, and so

wo(z) > lim sup][ wodz.
rl0 B (x)

Combining these two inequalities gives Part (3). O

Remark 2.4. Classical potential theory gives other ways of phrasing the proof,
some of which give additional information that we do not require. For example,
the integrals in (2.7) are increasing in r. See, for example, [2, Section 3].

The following remark will be used in the proof of Lemma 2.2 and later also.

Remark 2.5. Whenever we have a smooth complete Ricci flow g(t) on a surface
M, t € (0,T), and we write it g(t) = u(t)go for conformal factor u and fized
background metric gg, then for each x € M,

u(z,t
— M is monotonically decreasing in t.

The reason is that the Ricci flow equation (1.1) implies that

ou
E = —2Kgu,

while because of the completeness, B.-L. Chen’s scalar curvature estimate [/] tells
us that the Gauss curvature satisfies the lower bound Ky > —2% for all t €

(0,T). Then
0 [u 2u 1
— (=) === — | <0.
at(t) t <K+2t>_0
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Proof of Lemma 2.2. Define 7 := % A 1 and fix a smooth solution ¢, to the
equation

Ap; = u(T)

on M. Such a solution can be found using Lemma A.1 and is unique up to
the addition of a harmonic function. We define the required smooth potential
w: M x(0,T) — R by

o(x,t) = or(x) —i—/ log u(z, s) ds. (2.8)

By applying A and using the Ricci flow equation (1.2) we obtain at each point
x € M that

t
Ap(t) = Ap, +/ Alogu(s)ds

B L ou (2.9)
=u(r) + ] E(S) ds
= u(t),

and so ¢ satisfies (2.1). Moreover, combining this with the time derivative of
(2.8) tells us that ¢ satisfies (2.2).

Pick R > 0 such that Bg := Br(0) CC M. Choose ¢’ > 0 so that u(r) > ¢’ on
Bpg. By Remark 2.5, for € := &'/7 > 0, we then have

u(t) > et

throughout Bpg, for all ¢ € (0,7]. We have established the first hypothesis of
Lemma 2.3.

Next, fix any R > R still with Bi CcC M. Then for any 0 < s <t < 7, we can
appeal to [20, Lemma 3.2] to find that

VOlg(t) (BR) < (t — 5)77 + VOlg(s)(BR) (2.10)

for some 1 > 0 depending only on R/R In particular, by taking a limsup as s | 0
we obtain

/ u(t)dx = Voly) (Br) < nt + u(Bp) < L, (2.11)
Br

where L < oo is independent of ¢ (keeping in mind that ¢ < 7 < 1). This implies
hypothesis (2.5) of Lemma 2.3.

Applying Lemma 2.3 then gives ¢y and all its desired properties except for the
equation (2.3). By (2.1), for every £ € C?(M) we have

| et = [ uteds

M

and by taking a limit ¢ | 0 we obtain

A%Mm=ﬂwm

8



i.e. g is a weak solution of
Apyg = p

as required. O

In practice we must contemplate other solutions 1) to the potential function evo-
lution equation (2.2) with the same initial data ¢y that was induced in Lemma
2.2. It will be important to verify that such v cannot jump up unreasonably from
o as t lifts off from zero, and that is the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6 (Space-time upper semi-continuity). Suppose the Riemann surface
M s either the disc or the plane. Suppose, for T > 0, that we have a smooth
function ¢ : M x (0,T) — R such that

Agp(t) = 0

throughout, and so that
b(t) = o in Lj(M) (2.12)

as t | 0, where g € L}, (M) admits a representative for which

wo(x) = lim wodz
() = lim o

for all x € M. Then for all x € M, all x,, = x and all t, > 0 with t, | 0, we
have

wo(x) > limsup ¥ (xy, ty).

n—oo

Proof. By subharmonicity of ¥(¢,), the mean value inequality gives

(T, tn) < f Y(ty)dx

By (zn)

for sufficiently small » > 0 and all n. Therefore

lim sup ¥(zp, t,) < lim Y(t,)dr = ][ podx
Br($n) Br($)

n—00 n—00

where the final equality here follows from the L} (M) convergence hypothesis

(2.12). We can then take a limit 7 | 0 to conclude. O

We will prove Theorem 2.1 using the following lemma. Note that in this lemma,
the flow gpma.(t) depends a priori on g(t), although ultimately this dependency
will be lifted.

Lemma 2.7 (Maximal potential function construction). Let the Riemann surface
M be either the disc or the plane, and let p be a nonatomic Radon measure
on M. If M is the disc we set T = oo, while if M is the plane then we set
T = ﬁ,u(]\{) € [0,00]. Suppose g(t) is a smooth conformal Ricci flow on M,
fort € (0,T), T > 0, that attains p as initial data in the sense that Hg(t) — 1



ast L 0. Then T < T and there exists a smooth complete conformal Ricci flow
Imaz(t) on M, fort € (0,T) that also attains p as initial data, and which satisfies

Imaz(t) > g(t)  forallt e (O,T).

Let ¢ € C*°(M x (0,T)) be a potential coming from Lemma 2.2, together with
the corresponding o, corresponding to gmaz(t). Then if v € C°(M x (0,T)) is
any other potential, i.e.

o

Ap(t) >0 and i log A, (2.13)

also with ¥(t) — ¢g in L} (M) att |0, then

loc
P(t) < p(t)

throughout M x (0,T).

Proof of Lemma 2.7. The only case in which T' = 0 is the case that M is the plane
and p is the trivial measure. Our sole task in this case is to show the nonexistence
of any smooth conformal Ricci flow g(t) on M, for t € (0,T), T > 0, that attains
the trivial measure p as initial data. Suppose such a flow exists. Then for each
R>R>0,and0<s<t<T, [20, Lemma 3.2] gives us

Vol (Br) < (t—s)n+ VOlg(s)(BR) (2.14)

where the proof establishes that 7 is the volume of B with respect to the com-
plete conformal hyperbolic metric on B. Sending s | 0 gives

VOlg(t) (BR) < 77t

but . = 0 as R — 00, so0 Voly;)(Br) = 0. Sending R — oo then gives
Volyy) (R?) = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus from now on we may assume
that T' > 0, though u could still be the trivial measure on the disc.

As a warm-up to the techniques involved in constructing g,q.(t) we first reduce
the lemma to the case that the given Ricci flow g(t) is complete, and T" = T.
This will be possible by replacing g(¢) by the flow g(t) arising in the following
claim.

Claim 1: There exists a smooth conformal complete Ricci flow g(t) on M, for
t € (0,T), weakly attaining y as initial data, and with §(t) > g(t) for t € (0, TAT).
Moreover, if T' < oo then pg) (M) — 0 as t 17 so we must have T' < T'.

Proof of Claim 1: For each § € (0,T), we take g(8) as smooth (possibly incom-
plete) initial data for a Ricci flow on M. The previous two-dimensional theory
[10, 19] tells us that there exists a unique Ricci flow gs(t), t € [0, T5) (for some
Ts € (9,00]) that is complete for ¢ € (6,T5), and for which gs5(0) = g(d). More-
over, the earlier theory tells us that if T5 < oo then pg (M) — 0 as t T T, and
that gs(t) > g(t) at times at which both flows exist because gs(t) is maximally
stretched [10], i.e., it lies above any other smooth Ricci flow with the same, or
lower, initial data. We conclude that g;(t) must exist at least for t € [§,T).

10



Moreover, for 0 < §; < 8y < T, appealing again to the maximally stretched
property of gs, (t), we have gs, (t) > gs,(t) for ¢t € [02,T), i.e. for times ¢ at which
both flows exist.

If we pick a sequence d; | 0, then ¢ — gs, (t + 6;) gives a sequence of Ricci flows
whose initial data converges weakly to p. We can then apply [20, Lemma 4.2] to
deduce that after passing to a subsequence in 4, there exists Ty € (0, T) such that
the flows converge smoothly locally on M x (0,Tp) to a new Ricci flow g(t) on M,
for t € (0,Tp), that has u as its initial data (as for g(¢)) but that is now complete.
Translating the ith flow by d; in time, we find that the Ricci flows gs, () also
converge smoothly locally on M x (0,Tp) to g(t). Because gs,(t) > g(t), we also
have g(t) > g(t) on M x (0,Ty). We would now like to extend g(¢) in time. A
basic consequence of §(t) attaining u as initial data is that

p(M) < i inf 1) (M).
We can then extend g(t) by taking the unique complete Ricci flow starting with
g(n), for small n € (0,Tp), using [10, 19]. This extension exists for all time if M
is the disc, while if M is the plane then it exists for a time

1) (M) timing (M)
47 47

=T

as 1 J 0. Indeed, in this case the extension will satisfy

Hg(ey (M) = (1 - %) p(M) =0

as t T T. Because §(t) is maximally stretched, we can extend the inequality
g(t) = g(t) to M x (0,7 AT). Then g(t) cannot exist beyond time 7" since it
would have no volume left, and so T < T. End of proof of Claim 1.

As a result, we may replace g(t), for t € (0,T), by the complete flow §(t) for
t € (0,7, as claimed before Claim 1. We write u(t) for the conformal factor of
what we are now calling g(t).

We now turn to constructing the ¢p,q.(t) required in the lemma as the limit of
flows defined on smaller domains. At this stage of the argument we are unsure
whether or not the Ricci flow we have just constructed in Claim 1 (now renamed
g(t)) can serve as the required gq.(t). It will turn out to be the same, but this
fact is not clear at this stage.

In the following, we set R, = 1 if M is the disc, and R, = oo if M is the plane,
so that B CC M for each R € (0, Ry).

Claim 2: For R € (0, R,), there exists a smooth conformal complete Ricci flow
gr(t) on Bg, t € (0,00), with conformal factor ug(t), such that pig, ) — p weakly
as t | 0, where p is restricted to Bpr, and with the monotonicity property that if
0 < R1 < Ry < R, then

up, (t) > ug,(t) throughout Bpg, for t € (0,00),

11



and so that
up,(t) > wu(t) throughout Bg, for t € (0,T).

Proof of Claim 2: For each R € (0, R,), and each § € (0,T), take the unique
instantaneously complete Ricci flow on Bp, for ¢ € [§, 00), with conformal factor
denoted by up s satisfying up 5(8) = u(d) on Br, where we recall that u(t) is the
conformal factor of g(t).

Certainly up s(t) > u(t) for all ¢t € [§,T) because an instantaneously complete
solution (with smooth initial metric) such as that corresponding to upgs(t) is
always larger than any other solution with the same initial data as a result of
the maximally stretched property [10]. Similarly, for 0 < §; < d9 < T', because
uR,s, (02) > u(d2) = up,s,(62) on Br, we have

ups, (t) > upres,(t) on Bg for all t > 0. (2.15)

Moreover, if 0 < Ry < Ry < R, then upg, 5(t) > ug, s(t), throughout Bp,, for all
t € [0,00) because up, 5(t) is maximally stretched on Bg,.

We can now mimic the proof of Claim 1 and appeal to [20, Lemma 4.2], with M
there equal to Br here, to find that there exists d; | 0 such that the conformal
factors up g, (t) converge smoothly locally on Br x (0,7r) (some Tg > 0) to the
conformal factor ur : Brx(0,Tr) — (0,00) of a smooth conformal complete Ricci
flow gr(t) on Br whose volume measures converge weakly to (the restriction of)
pas t | 0. By construction, the monotonicity (2.15) of ugs(t) in ¢ implies that
U,R,g(t) < uR(t) for t € [5, TR).

Because of the phrasing of [20, Lemma 4.2], this only gives the compactness on
some time interval (0,7r). However, if we can verify that we have local positive
lower and upper bounds for ug 5(t) on Bg x (Tg/2,00) that are uniform as § | 0
then we can invoke parabolic regularity theory and pass to a subsequence to get
smooth local convergence of upg,(t) to an extended ug : Br x (0,00) — (0,00).
Indeed, by invoking Yau’s Schwarz lemma and B.-L. Chen’s scalar curvature
estimate Ky > —5 from [4], as originating in [9], we have uniform lower bounds
uprs(t) > 2(t — 6)hpr, where hp is the conformal factor of the unique complete
conformal hyperbolic metric on B, that are valid for all ¢ > §. Moreover, for
any r € (0, R) if we pick sufficiently large C, < oo so that ur(Tr/2) < Cyh, on
B, then also for ¢ € (0,Tr/2) we have urs(Tr/2) < ur(Tr/2) < Cyph, on By,
and these upper bounds propagate forwards to give

uR75(t + TR/Q) < (Cr + Qt)hr

on B,, by the maximally stretched property of the Ricci flow ¢t — (C, + 2t)h,..
These lower and upper bounds on the conformal factors ups(t) suffice to give
compactness on B x (0, 00).

Moreover, these limit flows ug(t) inherit the ordering that ug(t) > u(t) on Bpr
for all t € (0,7), and also that if 0 < Ry < Rp < R, then ug,(t) > ug,(t),
throughout Bpg,, for all t € (0, 0). End of proof of Claim 2.

If we restrict our attention to an arbitrary compact set K in M, the inequalities
for the conformal factors from Claim 2 are enough to obtain positive lower and
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upper bounds on the conformal factors ur on K that are uniform in R as R 1T R,.
Thus we can find a sequence R; T R, so that ug,(t) converges smoothly locally
on M x (0,T) to a limit t,qe(t), which is the conformal factor of a Ricci flow
9maz(t). By construction, we have u(t) < tnq.(t) on M for all t € (0,7). One
consequence is that gpmq.(t) inherits the completeness from g(t). We also have,
for all R € (0, R.), that tmaz(t) < ugr(t) throughout B x (0,T).

Furthermore, because wpq.(t) is sandwiched between u(t) and ug(t), both of
which weakly attain p as initial data, we see that g, (t) does also.

We have constructed the Ricci flow ¢pq.(t) that is required in the lemma, and
this induces the potential ¢ (with initial data ¢g) by Lemma 2.2. It remains to
investigate how ¢ relates to the potential 1. In order to do this, we will relate
¢ to approximating potentials on subdomains of M. For each R € (0, R,), we
feed the Ricci flows with conformal factors ur into Lemma 2.2, with M there
equal to the ball Br here, and T there equal to co here, to yield a potential
wr € C®(Bpr x (0,00)) satisfying
App(t) = OpR _
or(t) =ugr(t) >0 and e log Apgr

throughout, and with initial data (¢g)o satisfying A(pr)o = p weakly. Since @g—
(¢Rr)o is weakly harmonic on Bp, by redefining ¢r by adding a time-independent
harmonic function we may assume that (¢gr)o agrees with ¢y. We emphasise
that by (2.4), not only do we have @g(t) — ¢ in L},.(Bgr) as t | 0, but also the
convergence holds pointwise.

The potentials ¢g inherit the monotonicity of ur with respect to R. Indeed, for
0 < Ry < Ry < R, and = € Bg, with po(z) > —oo, we have

¢ ¢
YR, (x,t) = po(x) + / log ur, (s)ds > @o(x) —i—/ logup,(s)ds = ¢g,(z,t),
0 0

for every t > 0, and then by continuity, for every point z € Bg, and every t > 0
we have

¥Ry (xa t) > PR, (x’ t)'
Similarly, for R € (0, R.), because tmqz(t) < ur(t) throughout Br x (0,7), we

have
PR 2 (2.16)

throughout Br x (0,7T). This inequality will have multiple applications. The first
is that we can combine with the monotonicity of ¢pr with respect to R in order
to define ¢ : M x (0,7) — R by

3(z,t) = li t
P(x,t) ﬁﬁ@ﬂ%%

and to deduce that
® > p. (2.17)

Moreover, the function ¢ will be smooth. To see this, pick an arbitrary compact
set K C M x (0,7) and choose R € (0,R,) sufficiently large so that K C
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B x (0,T). For R € [R, R.), the potentials g, restricted to Bp x (0,T), will
be sandwiched between ¢ and ¢pz. Meanwhile, we already showed that wug,(t)
converges smoothly locally on M x (0,T"). Elliptic regularity theory applied to
the equation

App, (t) = UR; (t)7

for sufficiently large ¢, gives control on all spatial derivatives of yg, (t) over K
that is uniform as ¢ — oco. By appealing to the equation

8901%1-
ot

= log ASDRZ

we then obtain C* space-time control of g, over K that is uniform in i. By
passing to a further subsequence we see that ¢pr, converges smoothly locally, and
thus its pointwise limit ¢ is smooth.

We claim now that we have equality in the inequality (2.17). Because we have
established that ¢ is smooth, it suffices to prove the equality at points x € M
where g > —oo and at times ¢ € (0,T). Choose R > |z| so that 2 € Bp. For
arbitrary € > 0, we can pick ¢ € (0,t) sufficiently small so that

lp(,0) — po(x)| < e/3
and
lpz(2,6) — polz)] < e/3.

For R € (R, R.), ¢r(x,d) is sandwiched above ¢(z,8) and below ¢5(,6), and
SO

lor(z,0) — po(z)| <e/3

also. Meanwhile,

t
R, (x,t) — R, (x,0) = /6 log up,(x,s)ds

and .
o(z,t) — p(x,0) :/ log Umaz (x, s)ds
)

and by the smooth local convergence of ug, to Upq., for sufficiently large ¢ we
have

’((pRl(.%',t) - (pRz(x75)) - ((p(.%',t) - gO(l', 5))’ < 5/3
In particular, for sufficiently large i also to ensure that R; > R, we have
lor; (2,t) — oz, )] < [(r, (2,1) — @R, (2,0)) — (p(z,1) — @(z,0))|

+ lor; (2,0) = o) + (2, 6) — po()] (2.18)
<e.

Because € > 0 was arbitrary, taking the limit ¢ — oo forces
o(x,t) = lim ¢g,(z,t) =: ¢(x,t)

1—00

as required.

14



The next step is to show that as R increases, making ¢r(z,t) decrease, these
potentials will remain above the globally-defined potential 1) considered in the
statement of the lemma, once restricted to Bp.

Claim 3: For every R € (0, R ), we have

Y < ¥R
throughout Bg x (0,7).

Notice that if this claim is true then we can apply it for R = R; and let i — oo
to obtain that for every z € M and ¢ € (0,T) we have

P(z,t) < lim pp,(2,t) = o(z,1)

=
which will complete the proof of Lemma 2.7.

Proof of Claim 3: Tt suffices to prove the claim over Br x (0,T) for arbitrary
T) € (0,T); we fix such a T7.

Since upg is the conformal factor of a complete Ricci flow on Bg, ¢ > 0, we can
appeal again to the idea from [9] and use Yau’s Schwarz lemma to deduce that

uR(t) > chR

on Bp, for every t > 0, where hp is the conformal factor of the unique complete
conformal hyperbolic metric on Bgr. This lower bound for ur gives us lower
control on pp because for every © € B and every t > 7 > 0, we have

t
pr(a,t) = pnla,r) + [ logun(e,s)ds

t
> op(x,7) +/ log(2shg (z))ds (2.19)
= pgr(z,7) + (t — 7)log(2hr(x)) + t(logt — 1) — 7(log T — 1).
EXpliCitly we have
2R 2y
he@) =) =’ 2.20
r(z) <R2 _ m2> = R2 ( )

and so (2.19) gives both control on how ¢gr(t) blows up near the boundary of
Bpr and also on how fast ¢g(t) can decrease in time. For the latter, for points
x € Br with ¢g(z) > —oo, we can send 7 | 0 in (2.19) to deduce that

er(x,t) > @o(x) + t(log(2hr(z)) + logt — 1)

> pole) — F(1), 221)

where
F(t) :=t(1 — log &%)

As a consequence, for each § > 0 we can define a modified potential

Yrs(t) = pr(t+06)+ F(6) + (1 +1)
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on Bg x (0,00) so that pp 5(0) is a smooth function on Bg that is bounded below,
and so that

©r,s(0) = o + 6. (2.22)

Subclaim: For é > 0 chosen sufficiently small so that 77 + § < T, we have

¥ < 9Rgs (2.23)
throughout Br x (0,77).

Observe that if we can prove this subclaim, then by taking a limit § | 0 we will
have proved Claim 3, and hence the whole lemma.

At a heuristic level, (2.23) is true at t = 0 by (2.22) because v takes ¢y as
initial data. However, 1) only admits initial data as a Llloc limit, so this statement
requires care.

We will establish the subclaim using a classical maximum principle approach. In
lieu of an ordering like (2.23) on the boundary 0Bpr, we will need to show that
@R, — % blows up in an appropriately uniform sense near the boundary and we
will achieve this by proving an estimate of the form

prs(t) —¥(t) = glog(hR) - Cy, (2.24)

throughout Bpr x (0,7T7], where C1 < oo is independent of the point in Br x (0, T} ]
considered.

There are three ingredients for this. The first is that the potential ¢ has a finite
upper bound L over Br x (0,77]. If this were not the case then we would be able

to find a sequence z,, € Bg, and times ¢, | 0, with ¥(z,,t,) — co. By passing
to a subsequence, we could assume that x,, — z for some z € Br. But Lemma

2.6 would tell us that

lim sup ¥ (2, tn) < @o(z) < o0,

n—o0

giving a contradiction. We conclude that
<L on Br x (0,T1].

The second ingredient for (2.24) is that ¢ has a finite lower bound L over Br x
[0/2,T) + 0]. This is simply by continuity of ¢ and compactness of the space-
time region considered. An immediate consequence (see (2.16)) is that the larger
function @gr has the same lower bound over the part of the region considered
where it is defined, i.e.

pr>L on BRX[(S/Q,Tl—l-(S].

The third and final ingredient is (2.19) with 7 = ¢/2. This implies that through-
out Br and for ¢t € [§/2,T) + 0] we have

er(t) > or(8) + (t — $)log(2hr) + t(logt — 1) — $(log § — 1)
> L+ (t— 3)log (=) + (¢ — §)log 5 + tllogt — 1) — §(log § — 1)
> (t— %)log (—R24hR> — Co,
(2.25)
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where Cy < 0o depends on L, T1, R and §. In particular, for ¢ € (0,77] this gives

4 (2.26)

) R%h _
prs(t) =9 (t) = 5 log ( R> —Co+F()-T
)
where C < oo depends on L, L, Ty, R and §. This completes the proof of (2.24).

We now complete the proof of the subclaim (and hence the whole lemma) by
contradiction. If it fails for some valid § then we can find a point in Bg x (0,7)
where ¢ > ¢ ;5. We claim that then we can find a point (zg,ty) € Bg x (0,T) so
that ¢ (zo,t0) = @rs(zo,to) but so that for all ¢ € (0,ty) we have (t) < ¢prs(t)
throughout Bgr. To find this point (zg,to), first define

to :=1inf{t € (0,T) : Ja € Br with ¢(z,t) > ¢rs(x,t)} € [0,T).
We can then take sequences t,, | ty and z,, € Br with

w(xna tn) > @R,é(wru tn)-

After passing to a subsequence we may assume that x, — x¢g € Br. Note that
xo cannot lie on 0Bg because of the control near the boundary given by (2.24).

If tg = 0, then we appeal to Lemma 2.6. This gives us the final inequality of

SDR,(S(xO, 0) = nlggo @R,é(xna tn) < lim sup 1/)($n, tn) < QDO(xO)a

n—oo

which contradicts (2.22). Thus ¢y > 0 and we find that

vrs(x0,t0) = T pps(an,tn) < lm Pz, ) = (20, to)- (2.27)

n—oo

But by definition of tg, for every t € (0,tg) we have ¢(t) < prs(t), so

Y(to) < ¢r,s(to) (2.28)

and we must have equality throughout (2.27), and we have found the required
point (xq, to).

It remains to compute derivatives at this point (xo,%p) in order to generate a
contradiction. Applying the second derivative test to ¢rs(to) — ¥ (to) at o,
where it achieves its minimum value of zero, we find that

A(prs —1) >0 (2.29)
at (xo,tp). By the characterisation of ¢y, we must have

0

5 (PRE—¥) =0 (2.30)

at (zo,tg). But
0 0
5903,5(35,15) = awR(x,t +0) + 0 =log Apr(x,t +06) + =log Apr s(z,t) + 0
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while

oY
— = log Av.
5 — gAY
Evaluating at (zg,to), subtracting and applying (2.29) gives
0
5 PR —¥) =log Apprs + 0 —log AY >0,
which contradicts (2.30). O

We can derive Theorem 2.1 rapidly from Lemma 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As a preliminary step, we consider the case that pu is the
trivial measure and M is the plane. In this case T' = 0 so the existence of gnaz (t)
is a vacuous statement. Moreover, it is a consequence of Lemma 2.7 that no Ricci
flow §(t) as in the theorem can exist because T > 0 is impossible. This completes
the proof in that case.

In all remaining cases, we have T' > 0. We start by picking a smooth complete
conformal Ricci flow g(t) on M for t € (0,T) with p as initial data. In the case
that M is the disc and p is the trivial measure we simply take g(¢) to be the
big-bang Ricci flow with conformal factor 2th, where h = h; (as in (2.20)) is the
conformal factor of the Poincaré metric.

In the remaining cases in which p is not the trivial measure, we can use our
previous existence result [20, Theorem 1.2] to find a smooth complete conformal
Ricci flow g(t) for t € (0,T) such that gy — pas t | 0. This means that we
can apply Lemma 2.7, even for T = T. The output of the lemma is a new Ricci
flow gmaz(t) > g(t) for t € (0,7) with p as initial data, and also a potential ¢
with the properties described in the lemma, and with ¢ | 0 limit ¢g. We denote
the conformal factor of gpmqz(t) by u(t).

We claim that this ¢pq.(t) serves as the gpq.(t) required in Theorem 2.1. For
this to be true we must establish that for every §(t), t € (0,T) as in the theorem,
we have T < T and gz (t) > §(t) for all t € (0,7). To see this we will make
a second application of Lemma 2.7, this time with 7" there equal to T here, but
with ¢(t) there equal to §(¢) here. The output of the lemma is a flow that we
call Gmaz(t), t € (0,T), to distinguish it from the gnq.(t) already introduced in
this proof. Similarly, we call the new potential @, its ¢ | 0 limit ¢g, and the new

conformal factor a(t).

We would like to exploit our knowledge of the potentials ¢ and ¢ to prove that,
in fact, the two Ricci flows gmaqr () and Gmaq (t) coincide. If we achieve that then
we will have proved that

Imaz (t) = gmax (t) > g(t)
for all t € (0,T), as required.

To establish this equality we first consider the modified potential
P(t) == &(t) + o — Po-
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Note that the static function ¢y — @g is harmonic (not just a weakly harmonic
function that is an almost-everywhere representative of a smooth harmonic func-
tion) by the characterisations of ¢ and @g given by (2.13) of Lemma 2.2. Con-
sequently v satisfies the potential function evolution equation (2.13). It also
satisfies 1(t) — oo in L} (M) ast ] 0, so the first application of Lemma 2.7 tells

loc

us that 1) < ¢ throughout M x (0,7, i.e.

@(t) = o(t) < G0 — o (2.31)

On the other hand, we could define a modified potential

D (t) = @(t) — po + o,

which would again satisfy (2.13), and this time satisfy ¥ (t) — @o in L} (M) as

loc
t | 0. We can then use the information from the second application of Lemma

2.7 to obtain that ¢ < @ throughout M x (0,T), i.e.

@(t) = o(t) = G0 — o (2.32)

Comparing (2.31) and (2.32) we find that

B(t) — ¢(t) = @o — o,

SO
u(t) —u(t) = A(@(t) — p(t) = Ao — o) = 0.

We deduce that the conformal factors of gma.(t) and gme.(t) are equal so the

flows themselves must coincide as required. ]

3 Proofs of the main theorems

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

3.1 Proof of the main well-posedness theorem 1.1

Because we are claiming both existence and uniqueness, we may as well lift to the
universal cover. In particular, the uniqueness assertion on the universal cover,
once proved, will tell us that the flow will descend to the original manifold. We
thus reduce to the three cases that M is S2, the disc D or the plane.

If M is S? then our task is simplified because of the compactness of S2. Indeed,
on closed manifolds the existence and uniqueness statements that imply this
case have already been proved in the more general Kéahler setting by Guedj and
Zeriahi [11] and Di Nezza and Lu [7]. For convenience, we translate the proof of
uniqueness on S? into the language of this paper in Appendix C.

Suppose then that we are in one of the remaining cases that M is the disc or
the plane. If T = 0 then M is the plane and p is trivial, and then both the
uniqueness statement and the vacuous existence statement of Theorem 1.1 are
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already included in Theorem 2.1. Therefore we may assume that 7" > 0 from now
on. We obtain the existence of a maximally stretched solution g, (), for the
required length of time, from Theorem 2.1. We claim that this will serve as the
g(t) required in Theorem 1.1. To establish this it remains to prove uniqueness in
these cases.

For the disc case, let g(t) be the other solution in the assumptions of Theorem
1.1. Since both g(t) and g(t) take the same measure p as the initial data, we
know that for every n € C2(D),

li di i — | ndpsy | = 0.
gg(/D Ndpg(r) /D n #g(t)) 0

For R € (0,1), by picking any n € C%(D,[0,1]) with n = 1 on Bg and using the
fact that g(t) > g(t) (by Theorem 2.1), we have

lim (Hg(e)(Br) — Hg()(Br)) = 0. (3.1)

For any ¢ > 0 for which both g(¢) and g(¢) are defined, we apply Lemma 3.3 of

[19] to the time interval [e,#] to find that for & < 7y < ré/g < R < 1 and any
fixed v € (0,1/2),

1

[1g(t) (Bro) — k() (Bro)] ™
1
< [1g(e)(Br) — pg(e)(Br)] ™+
t—e T

OO | Tiogro)ioa(~ Tog ro) — Tog(—log R

By (3.1), taking € | 0 first and then R 1 1 in the above inequality, we obtain

Hg(t)(Bro) = tg(t)(Brg)

for any 7o € (1/2,1). Since g(t) > §(t), we deduce that ¢g(t) = g(¢) as long as
both of them are defined.

For the R? case, using the same notation as above, for any R > 0 we still have
(3.1). With the standard flat metric on R? as background, denote the conformal
factors of g(t) and g(t) by u and @ respectively. Notice that by the maximality
in Theorem 2.1, a(t) < u(t).

It is our goal to show u(r) = u(r) for each 7 > 0 for which both § and g are
defined. For that purpose, we need the following lemma, which is close in spirit
to [16, Theorem 2.1], and closer still to the proof of the variant to be found in [8,
Theorem 4.4.1].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose g(t) > §(t) are (conformal) Ricci flows on R? fort € (0,7],
with conformal factors u(t) and u(t) respectively, such that for some € > 0 we

have
et

Ue:t) 2 Tl loglal)?

(3.2)
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for every x € R?\ By and every t € (0,7]. Then for0 < s <t <7, R > 2 and

any m € (0,1) we have
1-m
[u(s) — ﬂ(s)]dm)

</BR [u(t) — ﬂ(t)]d:c) o < </B
co(m) [ti-m

em(log R)1—m

R2

(3.3)
_ Sl—m]

for some constant ¢y depending only on m.

The proof of this lemma is almost the same as that of Theorem 2.1 of [16], except
that we have assumed that (3.2) holds uniformly on (0, 7] so that the inequality
(3.3) is valid for arbitrarily small s. Moreover, since we have assumed u > 4, we
do not need to take the positive part as in [16].

To verify (3.2) for t € (0, 7], we apply Lemma 4.4 of [20] to §(7) to obtain

_n
(lz|log |z|)?

on R?\ By for some 7 depending on @ and 7. We then appeal to the monotonicity
of t — a(xz,t)/t in t (see Remark 2.5) to deduce that

u(x,7) >

for all t € (0,7] and € = Z.

Finally, we apply Lemma 3.1 to see that u(t) = u(t) for any t € (0, 7], by taking
54 01in (3.3) (see (3.1)) and then R — oo. This concludes the proof of Theorem
1.1.

3.2 Proof of the ordering theorem 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. Our first observation is that given the
uniqueness result in Theorem 1.1, we may as well assume that M is simply
connected. If otherwise, we may consider the lift to the universal cover M and
the uniqueness implies that the lift of g(¢) is the unique Ricci flow starting from
the lift of p. If we know it is larger than the lift of g, then g is larger than ¢ as
we desire.

Secondly, we may assume that § is complete. If M is compact, then this is
automatic. If M is the disc or the plane, we apply Theorem 2.1 to get a complete
Ricci flow gpmaqr (t) with v as the initial data and satisfying

Gmaz(t) > g

as long as they both exist. Note that v is forced to be nonatomic, as required
by Theorem 2.1, because v < u. By replacing g(t) with gpq.(t), we may assume
that g(t) is complete as desired.
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Recall that for the proof of existence in [20], we constructed a sequence of smooth
initial metrics g; converging to the Radon measure p in some sense (see Lemma
4.1 of [20]). If g;(¢) is the complete Ricci flow from g; (Theorem 1.6 of [20]), we
proved that they converge to a complete Ricci flow starting from p. A priori, this
limit flow may depend on the choice of approximations.

However, as a corollary of the uniqueness result in Theorem 1.1, we may now take
any approximating sequence g; and the argument in [20] gives the unique complete
Ricci flow solution starting with the given initial measure. For the purpose of
proving Theorem 1.2, it therefore suffices to find two sequences of approximating
smooth initial metrics for g and v respectively such that the order is preserved,
because their limits, which by the uniqueness result are g(¢) and §(¢), will be
ordered.

The following mollification result is similar to [20, Lemma 4.1]. It is slightly
simpler since we can now work on the universal cover. On the other hand we
claim a little more in the sense that we need to compare the smoothings of two
measures that are known to be ordered.

Lemma 3.2 (Smoothing lemma). Suppose the Riemann surface M is either
the disc, the plane or the sphere. We can find a map from the space of Radon
measures p on M and numbers h > 0 to the space of conformal Riemannian
metrics gp(p) on M of finite total volume, with the properties that for every fized
Radon measure v, we have

Pon) = v and g, ) (M) = v (M)

as h | 0, and so that for all Radon measures v1 and vo on M with 11 < vy, and
for every h > 0, we have

gn(v1) < gn(v2).

Proof. Consider first the case that M is the plane. Let gy be a metric on M
corresponding to the round punctured unit sphere, pulled back by stereographic
projection. Given a Radon measure v on the plane, and A > 0, we can restrict v
to the ball By, and then mollify v in the traditional way over the whole plane
(with respect to the scale parameter h) to give a smooth conformal factor of
a degenerate Riemannian metric on R?, with compact support. If we add on
hgo then we obtain a nondegenerate Riemannian metric g, () with the required
properties.

The case that M is the disc can be handled in a similar manner. Given a Radon
measure v on D and h € (0, %), we restrict to By_sp, mollify and add hg;, where
g1 is (say) the Lebesgue measure of the unit disc.

The case that M = S? will follow instantly from mollification alone, although
we should use mollification with respect to the distance of the round spherical
metric. U
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A The Poisson equation

It will be important to be able to solve Poisson’s equation with smooth, but
otherwise uncontrolled, inhomogeneous term f.

Lemma A.l. For any smooth function f on the unit disc D or the plane R?,
there exists a smooth solution u to the Poisson equation

Au = f. (A1)

Proof. We give a proof for the R? case only. The other case can be proved by
similar arguments.

For any subset F of the domain, denote the characteristic function of £ by xg.
Let f1 = fxp, and

Ji=Ff XB\Bi_:
for i > 1. Obviously, f =Y .=, fi, and for each ¢ € N we have a solution u; (given
by a convolution for example) to the equation

Au; = f; on R

By the definition of f;, we know wu; is harmonic on the disc B,_ 5 for ¢ > 1.
Hence, it is the uniform limit of some converging power series there. Moreover,
the partial sums are harmonic polynomials. By subtracting from u; the partial
sum of sufficiently many terms, we may get another solution v; to the Poisson
equation Av; = f; on R?, satisfying

loilloogs. ) < 27" (A.2)
i—g

Set v1 = u1. By (A.2), the series 7, v; converges to some function v uniformly
on any compact set of R? and gives a classical solution to Av = f. O

The idea of the proof comes from Theorem 4 in Chapter 5 of Ahlfors’ book [1].

B A semi-linear equation

In this section, we study the equation
Agw = e~/ —1 (B.1)

on S2%, where Ag stands for the Laplacian of the round metric gy on S? and f
is some given function. It is closely related to the problem of prescribing Gauss
curvature on surfaces.

Lemma B.1. For each smooth f : S?> — (—00,0], there exists a solution w €
C>(S5?) to (B.1) such that for any p € (1,00) we have

lwlicoszy < €

for some constant C' depending only on p and an upper bound for He_fHLp.
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The proof below is adapted from Section 9 and 10 in [13]. It was shown there
that we can use the method of upper and lower solutions to solve

Aopu = ¢ — he" (B.2)

where ¢ is a constant and h is a smooth function. Notice when ¢ = —1 and
h = —e~/, (B.2) becomes (B.1).

Lemma B.2 (Lemma 9.3 in [13]). Let ¢ < 0 be a constant and h € C*(S?) be a
smooth function. If there exist smooth upper and lower solutions uy and u_ in
the sense that

Agu_ —c+he'= >0; Aguy —c+ he't <0 (B.3)

and if u— < uy, then there is a smooth solution u to (B.2) satisfying u— < u <
Uy .

Lemma B.1 follows from the above lemma if we can construct some upper and
lower solutions that are bounded by a constant depending only on p and an upper
bound for the LP norm of h. The following construction is from [13]. However,
it is simplified since we have assumed that f <0, i.e. h < —1.

Lemma B.3 (From Lemma 9.5 and Theorem 10.5 (a) in [13]). For the case
c=—1and h < —1, we can construct smooth functions uy and u_ satisfying
(B.3) and

—C<u_ <ug <C,

for some C' depending only on p and an upper bound for ||h||,.

Proof. Let h be the average of h with respect to go, which by our assumption is
no larger than —1. In the following proof, the constant C' varies from line to line
and depends only on p and an upper bound for ||A||;,. Solve

A()U:h—h,

with the normalization that the average of v vanishes, i.e. v = 0. Hence, the
usual LP estimate implies that

e
Set u4 = v + ||v||co and we find that
Aoty — ¢+ he" =h —h+1+ he'tllco <o
By setting a = (—h)~!, we know a > 1/C. Solve the Poisson equation
Agw = a(—=h) —1
with @ = 0. Since a < 1, we have ||w||-0 < C. Finally, we take

A= |lw|lqo —loga < C
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and set
U_ =w — A\

We check that
Agu_ —c+ he'~ = a(—h) — 1+ 1 + he®~IWllcotloga >

So far we have constructed an upper solution w4 and a lower solution u_, however,
it is not clear if u_ < uy. Since u4 and u_ are both bounded by C, we have

u_ —2C < uy.

The key observation is that since h < 0, u_ — 2C' is also a lower solution. U

C Uniqueness on the 2-sphere

In this section, we give a self-contained proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem
1.1 in the case that the universal cover M is S2. Some aspects of the proof are
easier than in the proof of Theorem 1.1 owing to the compactness of S?. In
particular, it is straightforward to directly construct a potential corresponding to
any Ricci flow. The arguments used here are adapted from [7].

The proof consists of two parts. The first part proves the existence of the potential
flow and translates the uniqueness problem into that of the potential flow. The
second part uses various maximum principles to prove the uniqueness.

By passing to the universal cover, we may assume that M = S2. Recall that
if g(t) is a conformal Ricci flow solution on S? then the area decreases linearly
because p
2y _ _
ZpHe)(57) = 2 /S Koy dhge = —8m (C.1)
by Gauss-Bonnet [17, (2.5.8)]. Suppose in addition that g(¢) attains initial data
w1 in the sense that
dp = 1i d
/5277 =t [ g

for any continuous function 7 on S2?. By setting = 1, we thus deduce that
ug(t)(SQ) = u(S?) — 8xt. In particular, in the case that u is the trivial measure
then not only is the existence trivial (because 7" = 0) but also, no other solution
can exist, giving uniqueness. We may therefore assume that p is not trivial, and
T > 0. By scaling, we may also assume that u(S?) = 4r.

The existence of at least one solution for the required time is known from [20],
cf. [11].

Recall that gg is the round metric of curvature 1 and Ag is the Laplacian of gq.
If we let u(t) be the conformal factor of g(¢) with respect to go, then the Ricci
flow equation (1.1) becomes

0w = Aglogu — 2. (C.2)
Since g(t) attains the measure p as initial data, we have the following estimates

for u(t):
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(i) As justified above, the area of g(t) is given by

/ u(t)dpg, = 4w — 8xt. (C.3)
SQ
(ii) For e := ming2 u(11//44)’ we have

u(z,t) > et, for all (z,t) € S% x (0,1/4]. (C4)

This follows from the monotonicity of ¥ given in Remark 2.5.

C.1 The flow of the potential

The main result of this subsection is the existence of a potential flow.

Lemma C.1. Given pu, g(t) and u(t) as above, there exists a smooth function
¢ :5%x(0,1/2) — R such that

(1)
Aop =u— (1 —2t). (C.5)

(2)
Orp = log(App + 1 — 2t). (C.6)

(3) The pointwise limit lim; o ¢, denoted by o, exists in RU{—oo}. Moreover,
Yo 1S an upper semi-continuous function satisfying

Aopo = p—1
in the sense of distributions.
(4) @(t) converges to g in L' ast ] 0.

(5) For any x € S?, we have

po(z) = lim ©o dtg,- (C.7)
rl0 B(z)

It is possible that both sides of the above equation are minus infinity.

(6) By setting p(0) = o, ¢ as a function on S? x [0,1/2) is upper semi-
continuous.

(7) For any p > 1, there exist 6 > 0 and C > 0 such that

/ HeWlgy <0, Vo<t<s.
S2
The potential ¢ is unique up to the addition of a time-independent constant.
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Proof. Solve the Poisson equation
Agp(1/4) = u(1/4) —1/2

and set, for t € (0,1/2),
t

o(t) :=p(1/4) + /1/4 log u(s)ds. (C.8)

To see (C.5), we mimic (2.9) and compute

t
App(1/4) + Aglog u(s)ds
1/4

Aoip(t)

t

= u(1/4)—1/2+/ (Opu + 2)ds

1/4
= wu(t)— 1+ 2t

Differentiating (C.8) in time gives dyp = log u, which then implies (C.6).

The claims in Parts (3)-(6) are either pointwise or local properties so we may
prove them in a local coordinate system. Fix xo € S? and pick local isothermal
coordinates near o, scaled to exist in an open set containing B. Pick w € C*°(B)
satisfying

Agw =1 on B,

and set

Hence,
AQ(t) = ugu(t) >0

where ug is the conformal factor of g, i.e. dpg, = updx and setting

G=u-e 2,

(C.8) becomes
t

~ w -
o(t) = p(1/4) + — +/ log u(s)ds.
2 Jia
In particular, we have ¢(1/4) = ¢(1/4) + % . Keeping in mind (C.3) and (C.4),
we may apply Lemma 2.3 with T'=1/2, 7 = 1/4, R = 1 and with @ and ¢ in
place of u and ¢ therein. The local properties of ¢ proved in Lemma 2.3 imply
the claims for ¢ in Parts (3)-(5) except
Agpo = p— 1.

To see this, we take any continuous function n and compute

/nAO<POdﬂgozlim/ ANonep(t)dpig,
92 tl0 Jg2

im SQn(U() + 2t)d g,

Z/SQndu—/SQUdﬂgo-
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For the proof of Part (6), we apply Lemma 2.6 to ¢ and notice that the assump-
tions there are proved by our previous application of Lemma 2.3.

For Part (7), we first find a cover of S? by balls B',---, B™, each of geodesic
radius r < 7/8, such that

/ du<Z,  j=1,2,--,m.
Bi(4) p

Here B’(m) is the ball of the same center as B7, but m times the radius. By
Lemma 3.2 of [20], there is ¢ > 0 such that for any t € (0, ),

2m
| ultdug < =
Bi(2) p

We may assume that the radius of B; are small so that
3
[ 1Buptt)l g, <
Bi(2) p
Now, we apply a result of Brezis-Merle [3] to conclude that !

/ MOl < C)
BJ

Adding these together, we get Part (7). U

C.2 Comparison

Given two solutions u; and ug of (C.2) satisfying the same initial data p with
u(S?) = 4m, we apply Lemma C.1 to get o1 and o respectively. By Parts (3)
and (5) in that lemma, (1 — @9 is a harmonic function on S?, hence a constant.
Moreover, by the upper semi-continuity, ¢; and ¢ are bounded from above.
Therefore, we may assume by adding some constants that

¢1(0) = 2(0) < 0.

Our goal is to show that ¢1(t) = ¢2(t) since that will give our desired conclusion
that u; = us.

"Here is how we apply Theorem 1 of [3]. Let v be the harmonic function on B?(2) with
boundary value v|gpj 2y = @(t). For small € (0,7) satisfying

(4m — 1)

HA‘P(t)HLl(BJ@)) 7

we have
[ expple(®) = vl < €., (C9)
Bi(2)
By Jensen’s inequality, [|¢(t) — v|[ 11 (pj(ay) < C- By (4) again, we know |[v[| 1 (p; (o)) < C. Since

v is a harmonic function, we obtain the L of v on B? and the desired inequality follows from

(C.9).
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Lemma C.2. For any t € (0,1/2), ¢;(t) <0 fori=1,2.

Proof. By Part (6) of Lemma C.1 and the assumption that ¢;(0) < 0, we can
find small § > 0 such that

(pi(t) <0 Vit € (0,5].

If the lemma is not true (for some i), then we may find some (g, tg) € S%x(0,1/2)
satisfying
pi(zo,t0) =0
and
wi(z,t) <0, Vo € S% t € (0,tp).

Since ¢; is smooth for ¢t > 0, we have 0,p;(x0,t0) > 0 and Agp;(xo,to) < 0, which
is a contradiction to the equation

Opi = log(Dow; + 1 — 2t).
]
If both u1 and ug are smooth on $2 x [0,1/2), then by the well-known uniqueness
of smooth Ricci flow on compact manifolds, we always have u; = us. Or, one

may apply the classical maximum principle to (C.6) to see that ¢1 = @2 on
S% % [0,1/2).

When the initial data is only a measure, we know from Lemma C.1 that ¢;(0) may
not be bounded from below so that the classical maximum principle argument
will not work. We use the same argument as in Di Nezza and Lu to solve this
problem.

Lemma C.3 (Lemma 5.1 in [7]). Let ¢ be v1 or ¢3. We have
ot) > (1-41)p(0) — alt), Ve (0,1/4) (C.10)

where a(t) is a positive function satisfying lim; o a(t) = 0.

Proof. Fix some p > 1. For any € > 0 smaller than min(J, 1/8) for the ¢ in Part
(7) of Lemma C.1, we have some C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that

e <. (C.11)

Lp

By Lemma C.2, we also have 4¢(¢) < 0. Hence, by setting f = 4¢(e), Lemma
B.1 implies the existence of w, satisfying

Agw, = eP==4E) 1

with
HWEHCO(S2) <’ (C.12)

for some C’ depending on p and the C in (C.11).
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Define t € (0,1/4),
D (t) = (1 —4t)p(e) + tw. + (tlogt —t). (C.13)
By direct computation, we have
0P, = —4dp(e) +w.+logt
= log(tAowe +t)
and (using that t € (0,1/4))
AgP. —2(t+¢e)+1

= (1 —4t)App(e) +tAowe +1 —2(t +¢)

= (I —4t)(Aop(e) + 1 —2¢) + tAow: + (1 — 2t — 2e) — (1 — 2¢)(1 — 4¢t)

> tAgw. +t.
Here in the last line above, we used (C.5) and the fact that £ < 1/8 so that

(1—2t—2) — (1—2¢)(1 — 4t) = 2t — 8et > t.

Hence,
0P <log(Ao®P. —2(t +¢)+1).

If we set U.(t) = p(e + t), then (C.6) implies that
O, = log(AgWU. —2(t +¢) + 1).
Since ®.(0) = p(e) = ¥.(0), we apply the usual maximum principle to conclude
Dc(t) < We(t) = (e +1)
for t € [0,1/4 —¢).
For fixed 0 < ¢t < 1/4, taking e — 0 and using (C.12), we obtain

p(t) > (1 —4t)p(0) — a(t).

U
We continue with our objective of proving that ¢1(t) = pa(t).
Instead of comparing @1 and o, we set
1—et
Yi(t) = e'pi(—5—)-
Since ¢; is defined on [0, 3), 1; is defined on [0, 00). To compute the evolution of
¢i,
1
Opthi = i + 53&0@( )
1 1—e?
:wi+§1og( w41 -2
) ) (C.14)
—e B
=i+ 5 log (Ao% )+€ t)
t

30



Let a(t) be the function given in Lemma C.3. For € > 0 small enough so that
1(1-e9)€(0,1/4) and 2—e¢f €(0,1), (C.15)

we set )
W =plte %E(et -+ et+5a(1%),

defined for ¢t > 0, and compute

Loty tge L—e”®
atgzat’lﬂl(t‘f‘&“)‘i‘i&“e +e Q(T)
t 1 1 1—e¢
=(t+e)— ( —;E) +3 log(Apyr(t+e)+1) + §€et + et+€a(Te)
t 1
=&(t) — 5 + 5 log(Aog(t) +1).
Hence, ¢ is a classical solution to (C.14) and
1—e* 1—e* 1—e*
£(0) = ¢n(e) +eaf ) = el ) +eaf )-

2 2

Applying Lemma C.3 with ¢t = %(1—6_6), keeping in mind the first part of (C.15),

we have
1—e¢ 1—e¢ 1—e¢

At 2 (12405 ) @10 - a5 ),

Hence,
1—e¢
2

§0) > & (1 oy >) 21(0) > £1(0) = 12(0). (C.16)

Here in the last line above, we used e*(1 —4(3=5¢—)) = 2 —¢° € (0, 1), by (C.15),
and the fact that ¢1(0) < 0.

Since £ and v, satisfy the same equation with the initial values satisfying (C.16),
an application of the maximum principle will imply that for all z € S and t > 0,

E(x,t) > Po(z, ). (C.17)
If otherwise, we have (x1,t1) satisfying
E(z1,t1) < Pa(z1,t1).

Pick a small § > 0 such that

E(xy,ty) + (e — 1) < ol ty).
Now, we claim the existence of (xg,tg) € S? x (0,#;] such that

£(x0,t0) + 8(e" — 1) = ¢a(z0, to)
and for all x € S? and ¢ € (0, ),

E(x,t) +0(e! — 1) > apo(x,t).
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If the claim is not true, then we have a sequence of (y;,s;) satisfying y; — o,
s; 4 0 and
§(yir si) +0(e” —1) < Ua(yi 51)-

By the smoothness of £ at ¢ = 0 and the upper semi-continuity of 1, (a property
inherited from ¢y), we take the limit ¢ — oo in the above inequality to get a
contradiction to (C.16), which proves the claim.

The existence of such (zg,ty) implies
O (o, to) + 6€'° < Braa (o, to)
and
Ao&(z0,t0) > Agba(z0, Lo)-
These inequalities contradict the equation satisfied by both £ and 9 (see (C.14))
and prove (C.17).

Finally, for any fixed ¢ > 0, taking € to 0 in (C.17), we obtain
Y1 >1he,  on S%x[0,1/8).

By symmetry, we have 11 = 12, hence ¢ = @a.
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