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Abstract. This paper continues the investigation of isoperimetric inequalities through
volume preserving and area decreasing mean curvature type flows related to conformal
Killing vector fields. Results of this kind prior to this paper all studied convex hypersur-
faces or hypersurfaces which are starshaped with respect to generalized dilations. This
paper is the first to study results of this kind for hypersurfaces which are starshaped
with respect to general conformal Killing vector fields perturbed by an isometric Killing
vector field and our flows allow us to establish isoperimetric inequalities for a much wider
class of hypersurfaces. For example, our results apply to hypersurfaces in Rn+1 which
are far from being starshaped in the traditional sense, but are starshaped with respect
to the conformal Killing vector field composed of a dilation and a rotational vector field.
The flow considered in this paper is a novel modification of the mean curvature-type
flow first introduced by Guan and Li, which was later generalized by Guan-Li-Wang and
Li-Pan.
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1. Introduction

The isoperimetric problem asks to find, among all domains of a given volume, those
whose boundaries have minimal surface area. A natural approach to resolve this problem
is to consider volume preserving and surface area decreasing geometric flows of the bound-
ary of a domain of a given volume. In this paper we apply this approach to study the
isoperimetric problem for a wide class of domains in general geometries admitting appro-
priate conformal Killing vector fields. In the literature, mean curvature type flows have
been used to prove isoperimetric inequalities in the category of convex or starshaped do-
mains, where starshapedness has always been relative to a dilation-type conformal Killing
vector field. Our paper pushes this forward to a wider category of domains where the
usual starshapedness is replaced by starshapedness relative to more general conformal
Killing vector fields composed of a dilation-type part and a rotational-type part. Under
appropriate geometric assumptions, this allows one to establish the isoperimetric inequal-
ity by geometric flows in all dimensions ≥ 3 for a wider category of domains and this is
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2 JOSHUA FLYNN AND JACOB REZNIKOV

even new for Euclidean space. To achieve this, we introduce a novel modification to a
type of mean curvature flow first introduced by Guan-Li, which will now be described.

Recently this flow approach was used by Guan-Li in [4] where, based on the Minkowski
identities, they introduced a volume preserving and area decreasing mean curvature type
flow to prove the isoperimetric inequality for strictly starshaped closed hypersurfaces in
space forms. To state the flow on Rn+1, let Σ ⊂ Rn+1 be a smooth closed hypersurface
enclosing the origin, let H be the mean curvature, let ν be the outward unit normal,
let X be the position vector field and let u = ⟨X, ν⟩ be the support function. Then the
Guan-Li flow is

∂X

∂t
= (n−Hu)ν. (1.1)

Moreover, using the evolution equations for the volume enclosed V = V (Σ) and surface
area A = A(Σ) of Σ, the Minkowski identities

(k + 1)

∫
Σ

σk+1(κ)u = (n− k)

∫
Σ

σk(κ), σk(κ) = k -curvature, (1.2)

give ∂tV = 0 and ∂tA ≤ 0. A strictly starshaped domain is one for which u > 0 and
Guan-Li showed that the solution hypersurfaces to (1.1) with strictly starshaped initial
data Σ0 exponentially converge to a sphere S with V (Σ0) = V (S).
In [5], Guan-Li-Wang significantly extended these results to a large class of warped

product spaces. More precisely, let (Nn+1, g) be a warped product space with closed base
(Bn, g̃) and warped metric

g = dr2 + ϕ2g̃, r ∈ [r0, r1],

where ϕ = ϕ(r) is a smooth positive function defined on [r0, r1]. On Nn+1 is the conformal
Killing vector field X = ϕ(r)∂r of dilation type. Note that, on Rn+1, the position vector
field X may be expressed as X = x · ∇ = r∂r, and is a conformal Killing vector field
corresponding to Euclidean dilation. The Guan-Li-Wang flow on warped product spaces
is then given by

∂F

∂t
= (nϕ′ −Hu)ν, (1.3)

where F is a family of embeddings. That (1.3) is volume preserving and area decreasing
follows from the conformality of X and Minkowski identities on N , also shown in [5].
In [5] they considered initial data Σ0 which are smooth graphical hypersurfaces in N ,
namely, Σ is defined via r = ρ(p) for p ∈ B, where ρ is some smooth function on B. In
particular, u > 0 along Σ0 and hence Σ0 is starshaped. To obtain existence of a smooth
solution for infinite time and exponential convergence to a level set of r as t → ∞, they
impose the ambient conditions Ricg̃ ≥ (n − 1)Kg̃ and 0 ≤ (ϕ′)2 − ϕ′′ϕ ≤ K on [r0, r1].
(See also [11] for an exploration on the latter condition.) Their result is stated as follows.

Theorem A (Guan-Li-Wang). Let Σ0 be a smooth graphical hypersurface in (Nn+1, g)
with n ≥ 2. If ϕ(r) and g̃ satisfy the conditions

(n− 1)Kg̃ ≤ Ricg̃

0 ≤ (ϕ′)2 − ϕ′′ϕ ≤ K on [r0, r1],

where K > 0 is a constant, then the evolution equation (1.3) with Σ0 as initial data has a
smooth solution for t ∈ R≥0. Moreover, the solution hypersurfaces converge exponentially
to a level set of r as t → ∞.

In [5], they also proved an isoperimetric inequality, which is now described. Let S(r)
be a level set and B(r) the region bounded by S(r) and S(r0). Define the function
ξ : R≥0 → R≥0 as the one satisfying A(r) = ξ(V (r)), where A(r) is the area of S(r)
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and V (r) the volume of B(r), noting that such a function is always well-defined. The
isoperimetric inequality proved by Guan-Li-Wang is in terms of ξ and is stated in the
following theorem.

Theorem B (Guan-Li-Wang). Assume N, ϕ, g̃ satisfy the hypotheses in Theorem A. Let
Ω ⊂ N be a domain bounded by a smooth graphical hypersurface M and S(r0). Then

ξ(V ol(Ω)) ≤ Area(M), (1.4)

where V ol(Ω) is the volume of Ω, Area(M) the area of M and ξ is defined above. If we
additionally assume either (ϕ′)2−ϕ′′ϕ < K or (n− 1)Kg̃ < Ricg̃ on [r0, r1], then equality
is achieved in (1.4) if and only if M is a level set of r.

Very recently, the results of Guan-Li-Wang in [5] were extended by Jiayu Li and
Pan in [7] to more general manifolds admitting a dilation-type conformal Killing vec-
tor field. To state their results, let (Nn+1, g) be a general Riemannian manifold en-
dowed with a complete conformal Killing vector field X, let φ = divX

n+1
and let F(X)

be the foliation in N ′ = N \ {X = 0} determined by the n-dimensional distribution
D = {Y ∈ TN : g(X, Y ) = 0}. Lastly, call a closed hypersurface Σ ⊂ N ′ strictly star-
shaped relative to X provided ⟨X, ν⟩ > 0 along Σ. Li-Pan considered the flow

∂F

∂t
= (nφ− uH)ν, (1.5)

where u = ⟨X, ν⟩ and the initial data Σ0 ⊂ N ′ is assumed to be a closed embedded
hypersurface that is strictly starshaped. Note that (1.5) reduces to (1.3) in the warped
product setting when X is chosen to be ϕ(r)∂r. To state one of their main results, we
introduce the following set of assumptions.

Assumptions 1. Let (Nn+1, g) be a Riemannian manifold, let X ∈ TN and let N ′ =
N \ {X = 0}.
(i) X is a conformal Killing vector field, i.e., LXg = 2φg;

(ii) φ =
divg X

n+1
> 0 on N ′;

(iii) φ2 −X(φ) > 0 on N ′;
(iv) defining the distribution D = {Y ∈ TN : g(X, Y ) = 0}, let F(X) be the correspond-

ing foliation in N ′ and assume each connected leaf of F(X) is a constant mean
curvature closed hypersurface and a level set of |X|/φ;

(v) for all Y ∈ TN ′, there holds

|X|2Ricg(Y, Y )− |Y |2Ricg(X,X) ≥ 0,

i.e., the direction X/|X| is of least Ricci curvature in N ′.

Theorem C (Li-Pan). Let N and X satisfy Assumptions 1 and let Σ0 ⊂ N ′ be a closed
embedded hypersurface strictly starshaped relative to X. Then the flow (1.5) with initial
data Σ0 has a smooth solution for infinite time and which converges to a totally umbilical
hypersurface whose unit normal field ν∞ attains least Ricci curvature on N ′, namely,

Ricg(ν∞, ν∞) = Ricg(N ,N ),

where N = X/|X|.

We note that Assumptions 1(iv) implies that each leaf of F(X) is totally umbilical with
mean curvature nφ/|X| (see [7, Prop. 2.3]). Moreover, Assumptions 1(iii) is equivalent to
the (strengthened) Guan-Li-Wang assumption 0 < (ϕ′)2 − ϕ′′ϕ when Nn+1 has a warped
product structure.



4 JOSHUA FLYNN AND JACOB REZNIKOV

Our main result is that, by introducing a novel modification of the mean curvature-
type flows considered in [4, 5, 7] and using certain techniques from [7], the conclusions
of Theorem C hold for more general initial data Σ0 which are starshaped with respect to
more general conformal Killing vector fields. Our approach is to replace the conformal
Killing vector field considered by Li-Pan with a time-dependent conformal Killing vector
field which splits into two parts: X(t) = X⊤(t) +X⊥, where X⊤(t) is a time-dependent
Killing vector field vanishing in finite time T0 and X⊥ is a conformal Killing vector field
of the same kind considered by Li-Pan. We show that, if Σ0 is strictly starshaped relative
to X(0), then we can flow it to a surface which is starshaped relative to X(T0) = X⊥

and whence apply Theorem C. We note that T0 = T0(Σ0) and we need only additionally
assume X⊤ generates an integrable distribution in a sufficiently large neighborhood of Σ0.
Informally, we may consider X⊥ as a dilation-type vector field and X⊤ as a rotational-
type vector field; comparing with the Euclidean space makes this interpretation obvious.
We emphasize that our paper is inspired by the work of Li-Pan in [7] and that, while
many calculations reduce to that of [7] when X⊤ = 0, the case X⊤ is nonzero introduces
significant and interesting obstacles that were nontrivial to overcome in this paper.

Our results also improve those of Guan-Li [4] and Guan-Li-Wang [5], and in particular
the Euclidean setting. Recall that their results applied to Rn+1 only hold for initial
data starshaped relative to the dilation vector field ρ∂ρ, i.e., starshaped domains in the
traditional sense. Our results apply to the case ρ∂ρ is perturbed by an isometric Killing
vector field arising from rotation; e.g., we may take

X(0) =
n+1∑
j=1

xj∂xj
+ x1∂x2 − x2∂x1 ,

where

X⊥ =
n+1∑
j=1

xj∂xj
= ρ∂ρ, X⊤ = x1∂x2 − x2∂x1 .

It is important to note that hypersurfaces starshaped relative to X(0) of this kind may be
very far from being starshaped in the usual sense (see Figures 1 and 2) and therefore our
paper provides a unified proof for a larger class of domains. This is substantial because
a unified proof of the isoperimetric inequality via geometric flows in Rn+1 for all n ≥ 3
has yet to be given.

Figure 1. Figure 2.

To precisely state our main result, we fix some notation. Let (Nn+1, g), n ≥ 2, be
a Riemannian manifold, let U ⊂ N be an open subset admitting a conformal Killing
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vector field X ∈ TU , let u = ⟨X, ν⟩ be the support function for a given hypersurface
in U with outward unit normal ν, let F = {Sα}α be a codimension 1 foliation of U by
compact connected leaves Sα, let D ⊂ TU be the induced distribution, let PD denote
the orthogonal projection sending x ∈ TpU to PDx ∈ Dp for p ∈ U and let D⊥ denote
the orthogonal complement bundle of D. For Y ∈ TU , write Y ⊤ = PDY and whence
the decomposition Y = Y ⊤ + Y ⊥, Y ⊥ ∈ D⊥. Relative to the leaves of F, we understand
X⊤ and X⊥ as the tangential and perpendicular parts of X. Lastly, we introduce the
following symmetry assumptions on (N,U,F, X).

Assumptions 2. Let (Nn+1, g) be a Riemannian manifold, U ⊂ N an open subset, F a
foliation of U and X ∈ TU .

(i) X is a conformal Killing vector field on U , i.e., LXg = 2φg;

(ii) φ =
divg X

n+1
> 0 and X⊥ ̸= 0 in U ;

(iii) each connected leaf of F is strictly starshaped with respect to X, i.e., u > 0 along
each Sα;

(iv) the mapping λ : U → R, p 7→ |X⊥|2/φ2 is constant along each connected leaf of F;
(v) using (iv) to write ∇λ = 2ΛX⊥ for some smooth function Λ, then Λ > 0 on U ;
(vi) additionally we assume that Λφ3 −X⊤(φ) > 0 on U ;
(vii) X⊤ is a Killing vector field on U ;
(viii) the distribution E =

{
Y ∈ TU : (Y,X⊤) = 0

}
is integrable on U \

{
X⊤ = 0

}
, equiv-

ilantly (X⊤)♯ ∧ d((X⊤)♯) = 0 where (X⊤)♯ is the dual one-form given by the metric.
(ix) for all Y ∈ TU , there holds

|X⊥|2Ricg(Y, Y )− |Y |2Ricg(X⊥, X⊥) ≥ 0,

i.e., the direction N⊥ := X⊥/|X⊥| is of least Ricci curvature in U .
(x) The same condition holds for X⊤, in particular wherever X⊤ ̸= 0 we have

Ricg(N⊤,N⊤) = Ricg(N⊥,N⊥),

where N⊤ = X⊤/|X⊤|.

We remark that Assumptions 2 is a formal description of a space N which admits
(on U) a dilation-type vector field X⊥ and compatible rotational-type vector field X⊤

whose integral curve flow fixes each leaf Sα ∈ F. As such, spaces which satisfy these
assumptions naturally generalize the setting of space forms since these naturally have
vector fields which satisfy Assumptions 2.

We now describe the flow we study in this paper. Let X satisfy Assumptions 2 and
let Ξ : R≥0 → R≥0 be a decreasing smooth function satisfying Ξ(0) = 1 and Ξ(t) = 0 for
t ≥ 1. Define the time-dependent vector field X(t) = X⊥ + Ξ(t)X⊤ and corresponding
support function u(t) = ⟨ν,X(t)⟩. It is clear X(t) satisfies Assumptions 2 for t < 1
whenever X(0) = X does. The flow we consider is

∂F

∂t
= (nφ− u(t)H)ν = (nφ− ⟨X⊥ + Ξ(t)X⊤, ν⟩H)ν.

Note that, for t ≥ 1, this flow agrees with the flow (1.5) considered by Li-Pan. Our main
result may now be stated.

Theorem 1.1. Let (N,U,F, X) satisfy Assumptions 2 and let Σ0 ⊂ U be a closed
embedded hypersurface strictly starshaped relative to X = X(0). Then there exists a
T0 = T0(Σ0) > 0 such that the flow

∂F

∂t
= (nφ− u(t/T0)H)ν (1.6)
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with initial data Σ0 has a smooth solution for infinite time that converges to a totally
umbilical hypersurface Σ∞ whose unit normal field ν∞ attains least Ricci curvature on U ,
namely,

Ricg(ν∞, ν∞) = Ricg(N⊥,N⊥),

where N⊥ = X⊥/|X⊥|.
Strengthening Assumptions 1(v) with

(v)’ The direction N⊥ = X⊥/|X⊥| is the only of least Ricci curvature N ′

Li-Pan concluded that the limit surface of their flow is a leaf in F(X) and that the
isoperimetric inequality holds. We show that this assumption is unnecessary in Section 5
and so we obtain the same convergence result and an improvement on the isoperimetric
inequalities in [4, 5, 7]. In preparation, let S(r) =

{
λ1/2 := |X⊥|/φ = r

}
be a level set of

λ1/2 and let B(r, r0) denote the domain bounded between S(r) and S(r0) for r > r0 ≥ 0.
Then the following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1 and Section 5.

Corollary 1.2. Supposing Assumptions 2 hold and Σ0 ⊂ U is a strictly starshaped do-
main relative to X, then the limit surface Σ∞ from Theorem 1.1 is a leaf in the foliation
F.

Using Corollary 1.2, the volume preservation and area decreasing properties of our
flow, we obtain the following isoperimetric inequality.

Theorem 1.3. Assume Assumptions 2, let r0 ≥ 0, let Σ0 ⊂ U be a closed starshaped
hypersurface properly enclosing S(r0), let Ω be the domain bounded by Σ0 and S(r0) and
let r1 > r0 be the unique number such that V (B(r1, r0)) = V (Ω). Then

A(S(r1)) ≤ A(Σ0)

and equality holds if and only if Σ0 = S(r1).

We mention that those results in [7] concerning replacing (v)’ with an estimate on the
sectional curvature or assuming the conformal Killing vector field is closed may also be
extended in the same way our Theorem 1.1 extends their Theorem C. We leave it to the
reader to make these conversions.

We lastly mention that using flows to prove isoperimetric inequalities is not new. In-
deed, Huisken studied in [6] a volume preserving and area decreasing flow given by the
normalized MCF Xt = (n−1c(t)−H)ν, where c(t) =

∫
M
Hdµ/

∫
M
dµ and dµ is the surface

volume form. While this flow is suitable to study the isoperimetric problem for convex
surfaces, it is a nonlocal flow and existence of solutions for nonconvex hypersurfaces is
unclear. The advantage of the Guan-Li flow is that it is suitable for studying flows of
initial data without curvature assumptions and C0, C1-estimates can be directly obtained
to show long-time existence and convergence. We also mention [10] where Schulze used
a mean curvature type flow defined in terms of powers of the mean curvature to prove
the isoperimetric inequality in Rn+1 for n ≤ 7 and [3] where Gage-Hamilton proved the
isoperimetric inequality for convex planar domains via the curve shortening flow.

The outline of the paper is as follows. We first begin with geometric preliminaries to
help with later calculations (see Section 2). We then compute the evolution equations
under the flow for the a specified scale function to prove compactness for all time and
then use that to prove existence for all time (see Section 3). Next, we argue long time
existence by appropriately changing the flow depending on the initial surface (see Section
4). We then give a novel proof that the surface converges to a leaf of the foliation adding
no extra conditions (see Section 5); explicit details concerning convergence are relegated
to the Appendix. Lastly, we provide an explicit nontrivial example in Section 6 for which
our results apply.
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2. Preliminaries

We henceforth use the same notation as that given in the paragraph preceding As-
sumptions 2 and we always assume Assumptions 2 holds.

We begin by setting additional notation. Let T be the foliation determined by the
distribution E =

{
Y ∈ TU : (Y,X⊤) = 0

}
. Let u⊤ = (X⊤, ν) and u⊥ = (X⊥, ν). For

brevity, a conformal Killing vector field and a Killing vector field will, respectively, be
referred to as being conformal and isometric. Ambient geometric objects and quantities
are indicated with a bar; e.g., Ric indicates the Ricci curvature of g. Otherwise, g
generally denotes the induced metric on a given hypersurface and we often write (X, Y )
for g(X, Y ). Lastly, we record

g(∇YX,Z) + g(∇ZX, Y ) = 2φg(Y, Z)

g(∇YX
⊥, Z) + g(∇ZX

⊥, Y ) = 2φg(Y, Z)

g(∇YX
⊤, Z) + g(∇ZX

⊤, Y ) = 0,

(2.1)

which follows from the conformality of X and X⊥ and that X⊤ is isometric.
Now, we first show that the connected leaves of F and T are umbilic and compute their

mean curvatures.

Proposition 2.1. The connected leaves of F and T are umbilic and, respectively, have
mean curvature nλ−1/2 = nφ/|X⊥| and 0.

Proof. Let Sα be a connected leaf of F and fix an orthonormal frame {ei} for Sα. The
symmetry of the second fundamental form gives

hij = g(∇eiν, ej) = g(∇ei

X⊥

|X⊥|
, ej) =

1

|X⊥|
g(∇eiX

⊥, ej)

=
1

|X⊥|
g(∇eiX

⊥, ej) =
1

|X⊥|
g(∇ei(X −X⊤), ej)

=
1

|X⊥|
(
g(∇eiX, ej)− g(∇eiX

⊤, ej)
)
.

Symmetrizing this expression for hij, using that X is conformal and that X⊤ is isometric
along each Sα, we get from (2.1) that

hij =
1

|X⊥|
φgij = λ− 1

2 gij,

and so Sα is totally umbilical with mean curvature nλ−1/2.
Next, fix an orthonormal frame {ei} for a connected leaf T in T. The symmetry of the

second fundamental form gives

hij = g(∇eiν, ej) = g(∇ei

X⊤

|X⊤|
, ej) =

1

|X⊤|
g(∇eiX

⊤, ej)

=
1

|X⊤|
g(∇eiX

⊤, ej).

Symmetrizing this expression for hij and again using (2.1) we immediately get T is totally
umbilic with zero mean curvature. □

Remark 2.2. Following the same reasoning as the proof of Proposition 2.1, we have for
all Y, Z ∈ D or Y, Z ∈ D⊥:

(∇YX
⊥, Z) = φ(Y, Z).
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Recall Assumptions 2(iv) gives∇λ = 2ΛX⊤ for some smooth function Λ. The following
proposition gives Λ explicitly.

Proposition 2.3. There holds

Λ =
φ2 −X⊥(φ)

φ3

Proof. We have
X⊥(λ) = (X⊥,∇λ) = 2Λ · |X⊥|2

and we can compute

X⊥
(
|X⊥|2

φ2

)
= −|X⊥|2

φ4
X⊥(φ2) +

1

φ2
X⊥(X⊥, X⊥)

= −2
|X⊥|2

φ3
X⊥(φ) + 2

1

φ2
(∇X⊥X⊥, X⊥).

By the symmetry of the last expression and Remark 2.2, we have

2Λ · |X⊥|2 = 2
φ2|X⊥|2 − |X⊥|2X⊥(φ)

φ3
,

giving us the desired result. □

Proposition 2.4. For Y ∈ TU , we have

∇YX
⊥ = φY +

Y (φ)

φ
X⊥ − (X⊥, Y )

φ
∇(φ)

and

∇YX
⊤ =

Y (|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

X⊤ − (X⊤, Y )

|X⊤|
∇(|X⊤|)

as long as |X⊤| ≠ 0.

Proof. Take some Y, Z ∈ TU and we compute

(∇YX
⊥, Z) =

(
∇YX

⊥, Z⊥)+ (∇YX
⊥, Z⊤) .

Now for the first term we have(
∇YX

⊥, Z⊥) = (X⊥, Z⊥)

(X⊥, X⊥)

(
∇YX

⊥, X⊥)
=

(X⊥, Z⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Y (|X⊥|2).

For the second term we have(
∇YX

⊥, Z⊤) = (∇Y ⊤X⊥, Z⊤)+ (∇Y ⊥X⊥, Z⊤)
= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤) +

(
∇Y ⊥X⊥, Z⊤)

= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)−
(
∇Z⊤X⊥, Y ⊥) .

Using that Y ⊥ is colinear with X⊥, we get(
∇YX

⊥, Z⊤) = φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

(X⊥, X⊥)

(
∇Z⊤X⊥, X⊥)

= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Z⊤(|X⊥|2)

= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
(Z(|X⊥|2)− Z⊥(|X⊥|2))
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= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Z(|X⊥|2) + (Y ⊥, X⊥)(Z⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
2φ(X⊥, X⊥)

= φ(Y ⊤, Z⊤)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Z(|X⊥|2) + φ(Y ⊥, Z⊥)

= φ(Y, Z)− (Y ⊥, X⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Z(|X⊥|2).

Combining the expressions for (∇YX
⊥, Z⊥) and (∇YX

⊥, Z⊤), we get

(∇YX
⊥, Z) = φ(Y, Z) +

(X⊥, Z⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Y (|X⊥|2)− (X⊥, Y ⊥)

2(X⊥, X⊥)
Z(|X⊥|2)

= φ(Y, Z) +
(X⊥, Z⊥)

|X⊥|
Y (|X⊥|)− (X⊥, Y ⊥)

|X⊥|
Z(|X⊥|),

as desired. The same approach gives the second result (for X⊤) provided we use the
decomposition

Y =
(Y,X⊤)

(X⊤, X⊤)
X⊤ + Y1, Y1 ⊥ X⊤,

in place of Y = Y ⊤ + Y ⊥.

Now note that since |X⊥|2
φ2 is constant along F we have

(X⊥, Z⊥)

|X⊥|
Y (|X⊥|)− (X⊥, Y ⊥)

|X⊥|
Z(|X⊥|)

=
(X⊥, Z⊥)

|X⊥|
Y

(
|X⊥|
φ

φ

)
− (X⊥, Y ⊥)

|X⊥|
Z

(
|X⊥|
φ

φ

)
=

(X⊥, Z⊥)

φ
Y (φ)− (X⊥, Y ⊥)

φ
Z (φ)

+ φ
(X⊥, Z⊥)

|X⊥|
Y ⊥
(
|X⊥|
φ

)
− φ

(X⊥, Y ⊥)

|X⊥|
Z⊥
(
|X⊥|
φ

)
.

The last line is zero since we can exchange Y ⊥ and X⊥ in the first term and Z⊥ and X⊥

in the second term. Thus we get

(∇YX
⊥, Z) = φ(Y, Z) +

(X⊥, Z)

φ
Y (φ)− (X⊥, Y )

φ
Z(φ)

providing the first result. □

Remark 2.5. It follows directly from Proposition 2.4 that

∇Y
X⊥

φ
= Y − (X⊥, Y )

φ2
∇φ

and

∇Y
X⊤

|X⊤|
= −(X⊤, Y )

|X⊤|2
∇|X⊤|

as long as |X⊤| ≠ 0.

Proposition 2.6. Setting

N⊥ =
X⊥

|X⊥|
, N⊤ =

X⊤

|X⊤|
,
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we have

R(Y,X⊥, Y,X⊥) = −|X⊥|2

φ
(∇Y∇φ, Y ) +

(Y,X⊥)2

φ
(∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

Ric(X⊥, Y ) = −(X⊥, Y )

φ

(
∆φ− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
R(Y,X⊤, Y,X⊤) = −|X⊤|(∇Y∇φ, Y ) +

(Y,X⊤)2

|X⊤|
(∇N⊤∇φ,N⊤)

Ric(X⊤, Y ) = −(X⊤, Y )

|X⊤|
(
∆|X⊤| − (∇N⊤∇|X⊤|,N⊤)

)
as long as |X⊤| ≠ 0.

Additionally we have

φRic(X⊥, Y ) = (∇Y∇φ,X⊥) = (∇X⊥∇φ, Y ) = 0

for Y ⊥ X⊥ as well as

|X⊤|Ric(X⊤, Y ) = (∇Y∇|X⊤|, X⊤) = (∇X⊤∇|X⊤|, Y ) = 0

for Y ⊥ X⊤.

Proof. We start with an application of Remark 2.5:(
R(ei, ek)

X⊥

φ
, eℓ

)
=

(
∇i∇k

X⊥

φ
−∇k∇i

X⊥

φ
, eℓ

)
=

(
∇i

(
ek −

(X⊥, ek)

φ2
∇φ

)
−∇k

(
ei −

(X⊥, ei)

φ2
∇φ

)
, eℓ

)
=

(
∇k

(
(X⊥, ei)

φ2
∇φ

)
−∇i

(
(X⊥, ek)

φ2
∇φ

)
, eℓ

)
= ek

(
(X⊥, ei)

φ2

)
eℓ(φ)− ei

(
(X⊥, ek)

φ2

)
eℓ(φ)

+
(X⊥, ei)

φ2
(∇k∇φ, eℓ)−

(X⊥, ek)

φ2
(∇i∇φ, eℓ)

:= A1 +
(X⊥, ei)

φ2
(∇k∇φ, eℓ)−

(X⊥, ek)

φ2
(∇i∇φ, eℓ) .

Next, compute

A1 =
(∇kX

⊥, ei)

φ2
− (∇iX

⊥, ek)

φ2
+ 2

(X⊥, ek)

φ3
ei(φ)− 2

(X⊥, ei)

φ3
ek(φ),

noting that A1 = 0 when i = k. By Proposition 2.4, we have

(∇kX
⊥, ei)− (∇iX

⊥, ek) = 2(∇kX
⊥, ei) = 2

ek(φ)

φ
(X⊥, ei)− 2

(X⊥, ek)

φ
ei(φ)

and so A1 = 0. Consequently, there holds(
R(ei, ek)

X⊥

φ
, eℓ

)
=

(X⊥, ei)

φ2
(∇k∇φ, eℓ)−

(X⊥, ek)

φ2
(∇i∇φ, eℓ) .

Substituting ei = eℓ = Y and ek = X⊥ and then multiplying by φ gives the first result.
An identical computation shows that(

R(ei, ek)
X⊤

|X⊤|
, eℓ

)
=

(X⊤, ei)

|X⊤|2
(
∇k∇|X⊤|, eℓ

)
− (X⊤, ek)

|X⊤|2
(
∇i∇|X⊤|, eℓ

)
.
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Similar to above, substituting ei = eℓ = Y and ek = X⊤ and then multiplying by |X⊤|
gives us the third result.

Taking traces, we get

Ric(ek, X
⊥) = φgil

(
R(ei, ek)

X⊥

φ
, eℓ

)
=

(
∇k∇φ,X⊥)

φ
− (X⊥, ek)

φ
∆φ

Ric(ek, X
⊤) = |X⊤|gil

(
R(ei, ek)

X⊤

|X⊤|
, eℓ

)
=

(
∇k∇|X⊤|, X⊤)

|X⊤|
− (X⊤, ek)

|X⊤|
∆|X⊤|.

Next, using the Codazzi equations and that hij =
φ

|X⊥|gij along Sα, the covariant deriva-

tives of hij vanish and hence RijkX⊥ vanishes. For the same reason RijkX⊤ also vanishes.
Using that we get that for any Y tangent to Sα

0 = Ric(Y,X⊥) =
(∇Y∇φ,X⊥)

φ

which gives us that (∇Y∇φ,X⊥) = 0, similarly for any Y tangent to F we get

0 = Ric(Y,X⊤) =
(∇Y∇|X⊤|, X⊤)

|X⊤|
giving us (∇Y∇|X⊤|, X⊤) = 0.

Plugging this back into the previous equations gives us

Ric(Y,X⊥) =

(
∇Y∇φ,X⊥)

φ
− (X⊥, Y )

φ
∆φ,

=

(
∇Y ⊥∇φ,X⊥)

φ
+

(
∇Y ⊤∇φ,X⊥)

φ
− (X⊥, Y )

φ
∆φ

= −(X⊥, Y )

φ

(
∆φ−

(
∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)) .

And similarly for X⊤ we have

Ric(Y,X⊤) =

(
∇Y∇|X⊤|, X⊤)

|X⊤|
− (X⊤, Y )

|X⊤|
∆|X⊤|

= −(X⊤, Y )

|X⊤|
(
∆|X⊤| −

(
∇N⊤∇|X⊤|, N⊤)) .

□

Remark 2.7. We have

(∇Y∇λ, Z) = 2(∇YΛX
⊥, Z)

=
2

φ2
Y (Λφ2)(X⊥, Z)− 4Λ

φ
Y (φ)(X⊥, Z) + 2Λφ(Y, Z)

+ 2Λ
Y (φ)(X⊥, Z)

φ
− 2Λ

Z(φ)(X⊥, Y )

φ

=
2

φ2
Y (Λφ2)(X⊥, Z)− 2Λ

φ
Y (φ)(X⊥, Z) + 2Λφ(Y, Z)− 2Λ

Z(φ)(X⊥, Y )

φ
.

By symmetry of the Hessian we have

0 = (∇Y∇λ, Z)− (∇Z∇λ, Y ) =
(
∇Y 2ΛX

⊥, Z
)
−
(
∇Z2ΛX

⊥, Y
)

=
2

φ2
Y (Λφ2)(X⊥, Z)− 2

φ2
Z(Λφ2)(X⊥, Y ).
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Plugging in Y = X⊥ we get

X⊥(Λφ2)(X⊥, Z) = Z(Λφ2)(X⊥, X⊥)

giving us

∇(Λφ2) =
X⊥(Λφ2)

|X⊥|2
X⊥.

3. Evolution Equations

In this section we show that under the flow (1.6) the volume is preserved and area is
decreased. We then compute the evolution equations for λ = |X⊥|2/φ2, u and H. For
simplicity, we do this first assuming X is time-independent, noting that the equations
in case X is time-dependent follow easily. To begin, we state and prove the following
Minkowski identities.

Proposition 3.1. Let Σ ⊂ U be an embedded closed hypersurface. Then∫
Σ

Hu =

∫
Σ

nφ∫
N

H(nφ−Hu) =
n

(n− 1)

∫
N

u(Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν))−
∫
N

∑
i<j

(κi − κj)
2u.

Proof. We will follow the proof of [8], use orthonormal coordinates and let X ′ denote the
projection of X onto TN , (not to be confused with X⊤). Computing

div (fTk(X
′)) = (Tk(∇f), X ′) + f(div Tk)(X

′) +
1

2
f(T ♭

k , ι
∗(LXg))− f(T ♭

k , h
i
ju),

we can choose f = 1, note that LXg = 2φg and compute

div (Tk(X
′)) = (div Tk)(X

′) + φ(T ♭
k , g)− (T ♭

k , h
i
ju).

Integrating then gives ∫
N

(T ♭
k , h

i
ju) =

∫
N

div Tk(X
′) +

∫
N

φ(T ♭
k , g).

Next, using [2, Lemma 2.2] for k = 0, we have

T0 = I, div T0 = 0

and so ∫
N

(δij, h
i
ju) =

∫
N

φ(δij, gij)

which is equivalent to ∫
N

Hu =

∫
N

nφ,

thereby proving the first identity.
Now for the second identity, we use the k = 1 case, in this case we get (c.f. [1, Lemma

3.1])

T1 = HI − hi
j,

div T1X
′ = −((R(ν, ej)ej), X ′),

tr(T1) = (n− 1)H,
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(T1, h
i
j) = 2H2.

Using Proposition 2.6 and Assumptions 2(x), we get

(R(ν, ej)ej, X ′) = Ric(ν, ej)(ej, X
′) = Ric(ν,X)− uRic(ν, ν)

= Ric(ν,X⊤ +X⊥)− uRic(ν, ν)

= Ric(ν,X⊤) + Ric(ν,X⊥)− uRic(ν, ν)

= u⊤Ric(N⊤,N⊤) + u⊥Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− uRic(ν, ν)

= uRic(N⊥,N⊥)− uRic(ν, ν),

and so the equation simplifies to be

2

∫
N

H2u = (n− 1)

∫
N

φH −
∫
N

(uRic(N⊥,N⊥)− uRic(ν, ν)).

We can now use this to get∫
N

H(nφ−Hu)

=

∫
N

Hnφ− 2n

(n− 1)
H2u+

2n

(n− 1)
H2u−H2u

=
n

(n− 1)

∫
N

(n− 1)Hφ− 2H2u+

∫
N

2n

(n− 1)
H2u−H2u

=
n

(n− 1)

∫
N

(uRic(N⊥,N⊥)− uRic(ν, ν)) +

∫
N

2n

(n− 1)
H2u−H2u

=
n

(n− 1)

∫
N

u(Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν))−
∫
N

(
H2 − 2n

n− 1
H2

)
u

=
n

(n− 1)

∫
N

u(Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν))−
∫
N

∑
i<j

(κi − κj)
2u,

thereby proving the second identity.
□

Corollary 3.2. Let Σ0 ⊂ U be a embedded closed strictly starshaped hypersurface, suppose
that, for some T > 0, Σt is a solution to (1.6) on [0, T ) with the Σt strictly starshaped
and let A(t) be the surface area of Σt and V (t) the volume enclosed. Then

V ′(t) = 0 and A′(t) ≤ 0.

Proof. It is standard to compute evolution equations of A and V . For the flow (1.6), we
have

V ′(t) =

∫
Σt

(nφ− uH)dσ

A′(t) =

∫
Σt

(nφ− uH)Hdσ.

Using u > 0 and Assumptions 2(ix) we have Ric(N⊥,N⊥)−Ric(ν, ν) ≤ 0 and so Propo-
sition 3.1 gives V ′(t) = 0 and A′(t) ≤ 0 immediately. □

Theorem 3.3 (Evolution Equation for λ).

∂tλ− u∆gλ = −2Λnφu⊤ − u
2

φ2|X⊥|2
X⊥(Λφ2)(|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2) + 4u

Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥)
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Proof. We have the following evolution equation for λ

∂tλ = (nφ−Hu)(ν,∇λ) = 2Λu⊥(nφ−Hu)

as well as

∆gλ = ∇i∇iλ = ∇i(2Λ(X
⊥, ei)) = 2Λ∇i(X

⊥, ei) + 2(X⊥, ei)∇iΛ

= 2Λ(∇iX
⊥, ei) + 2Λ(X⊥,∇iei) + 2∇X⊥−u⊥νΛ

= 2Λnφ− 2ΛHu⊥ + 2(∇Λ, X⊥ − u⊥ν)

= 2Λnφ− 2ΛHu⊥ +
2

φ2
(∇(Λφ2), X⊥ − u⊥ν)− 2

φ2
Λ(∇(φ2), X⊥ − u⊥ν)

= 2Λnφ− 2ΛHu⊥ +
2

φ2|X⊥|2
X⊥(Λφ2)(|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2)− 4

Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥).

Putting this altogether gives the desired result.

∂tλ− u∆gλ = −2Λnφu⊤ − u
2

φ2|X⊥|2
X⊥(Λφ2)(|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2) + 4u

Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥)

□

Corollary 3.4. Suppose Σ0 has evolution Σt obeying the flow (1.6). Then

min
Σ0

λ ≤ λ ≤ max
Σ0

λ

for all time t the flow exists and all points on Σt.

Proof. Using Theorem 3.3 we will show that λ satisfies ∂tλ = u∆gλ at critical points of
λ and hence may apply the maximum principle to obtain the result. Let (p0, t0) be a
critical point, where p0 ∈ Σt0 . Let {ei} be a frame for Σt0 . Recalling ∇λ = 2ΛX⊥, we
have at (p0, t0) that

(∇λ, ei) = 2Λ(X⊥, ei) =
φ2 −X⊥φ

φ3
(X⊥, ei) = 0,

and so X⊥ is normal to Σt0 . This implies u⊤ = 0 and u⊥ = |X⊥|, providing the desired
result. □

Remark 3.5. By Corollary 3.4 we have that the evolution Σt of Σ0 under the flow (1.6)
remains a compact set bounded by two leaves of the foliation F. Note also that this shows
that the flow remains inside U .

Theorem 3.6 (Evolution Equation for u).

∂tu− u∆gu = nφ2 − nX(φ)− 2φHu+ |A|2u2 + 2nuν(φ) + u2Ric(ν, ν) +H (X,∇u)

Proof. First let us assume that at the point of evaluation |X⊤| ≠ 0. Then for u we have
the following time evolution:

∂tu = (∂tX, ν) + (X, ∂tν) = (nφ−Hu) (∇νX, ν) + (X,−∇(nφ−Hu))

= (nφ−Hu)φ− n (X,∇φ) +H (X,∇u) + u (X,∇H)

= (nφ−Hu)φ− nX(φ) + nuν(φ) +H (X,∇u) + u (X,∇H) .

To express ∆gu, we treat u⊥ and u⊤ separately. For u⊥ we have

∇i(∇iu
⊥) = ∇i(∇i(X

⊥, ν)) = ∇i((∇iX
⊥, ν)) +∇i((X

⊥,∇iν)).

To compute the two terms, we state and prove the following claim.
Claim 1.

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) = −Ric(X⊥, ν)− nν(φ).
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Proof of Claim 1. Using Proposition 2.4, to get the following terms

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) = ∇i

(
(X⊥, ν)ei(φ)− (X⊥, ei)ν(φ)

φ

)
=

−ei(φ)
(
(X⊥, ν)ei(φ)− (X⊥, ei)ν(φ)

)
φ2

(1)

+
(∇iX

⊥, ν)ei(φ)

φ
(2)

+
(X⊥,∇iν)ei(φ)

φ
(3)

+
(X⊥, ν)(∇iei,∇φ)

φ
(4)

+
(X⊥, ν)(ei,∇i∇φ)

φ
(5)

− (∇iX
⊥, ei)ν(φ)

φ
(6)

− (X⊥,∇iei)ν(φ)

φ
(7)

− (X⊥, ei)(∇iν,∇φ)

φ
(8)

− (X⊥, ei)(ν,∇i∇φ)

φ
. (9)

We now show that many of these terms cancel. Note that term (2) after expanding using
Proposition 2.4 gives us

ei(φ)
(
(X⊥, ν)ei(φ)− (X⊥, ei)ν(φ)

)
φ2

which cancels out term (1). Next term (3) simplifies to

hik(X
⊥, ek)ei(φ)

φ
,

term (8) simplifies to

−hik(X
⊥, ei)ek(φ)

φ

and since hik is symmetric these two terms cancel. Next, term (4) and term (7) both
simplify to

H
(X⊥, ν)(ν,∇φ)

φ
,

with opposing signs and so also cancel.
Thus we are only left with terms (5), (6) and (9) and so we have

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) =

(X⊥, ν)(ei,∇i∇φ)

φ
− (∇iX

⊥, ei)ν(φ)

φ
− (X⊥, ei)(ν,∇i∇φ)

φ
.

Now notice that due to the fact that X⊥ is conformal with factor φ we get

(∇iX
⊥, ei)ν(φ)

φ
=

nφν(φ)

φ
= nν(φ),
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and so

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) =

(X⊥, ν)(ei,∇i∇φ)

φ
− (X⊥, ei)(ν,∇i∇φ)

φ
− nν(φ).

Next, since (X⊥, ei)ei = X⊥ − (X⊥, ν)ν, we get

(X⊥, ei)(ν,∇i∇φ)

φ
=

(ν,∇X⊥∇φ)

φ
− (X⊥, ν)(ν,∇ν∇φ)

φ
,

which when plugged back in gives us

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) =

(X⊥, ν)∆φ

φ
− (ν,∇X⊥∇φ)

φ
− nν(φ).

Now, orthogonally decomposing ν as

ν =
X⊥

|X⊥|2
(X⊥, ν) +

(
ν − X⊥

|X⊥|2
(X⊥, ν)

)
,

we note the second term here is orthogonal to X⊥, and so, by Proposition 2.6 we have

(ν,∇X⊥∇φ) =

(
(ν,X⊥)

X⊥

|X⊥|2
,∇X⊥∇φ

)
= (ν,X⊥)

(
N⊥,∇N⊥∇φ

)
,

which then gives

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) =

(X⊥, ν)∆φ

φ
− (X⊥, ν)(N⊥,∇N⊥∇φ)

φ
− nν(φ).

By another use of Proposition 2.6 we get

∇i(∇iX
⊥, ν) = −Ric(X⊥, ν)− nν(φ),

as desired. □

Next, for the term ∇i(X
⊥,∇iν), we have

∇i(X
⊥,∇iν) = ∇i(X

⊥, hikek) = hik(∇iX
⊥, ek) + hik(X

⊥,∇iek) + hik,i(X
⊥, ek).

Now note that hik is symmetric and the symmetrization of (∇iX
⊥, ek) is φ(ei, ek). There-

fore, the first term becomes φH after summation. The second term gives us

hik(X
⊥,−hikν) = −|A|2u⊥.

Finally for the third term we use the Codazzi equation to get

hik,i(X
⊥, ek) = (hii,k +R(ei, ek, ei, ν))(X

⊥, ek).

Using(X⊥, ei)ei = X⊥ − (X⊥, ν)ν we get

R(ei, ek, ei, ν)(X
⊥, ek) = R(ei, X

⊥, ei, ν)− u⊥R(ei, ν, ei, ν) = Ric(X⊥, ν)− u⊥Ric(ν, ν)

and so

∇i(X
⊥,∇iν) = φH + (X⊥,∇H)− |A|2u⊥ +Ric(X⊥, ν)− u⊥Ric(ν, ν).

combining this with Claim 1 we get

∆u⊥ = φH + (X⊥,∇H)− |A|2u⊥ − nν(φ)− u⊥Ric(ν, ν).

Now we deal with u⊤. Although we will see that the treatment is similar, we must first
assume that |X⊤(p)| ≠ 0 where the following computations are evaluated at. At such a
point we have

∇i(∇iu
⊤) = ∇i(∇i(X

⊤, ν)) = ∇i((∇iX
⊤, ν)) +∇i((X

⊤,∇iν)).

Claim 2.
∇i(∇iX

⊤, ν) = −Ric(X⊤, ν).
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Proof of Claim 2. First we substitute using Proposition 2.4 to get the following terms

∇i(∇iX
⊤, ν) = ∇i

(
(X⊤, ν)ei(|X⊤|)− (X⊤, ei)ν(|X⊤|)

|X⊤|

)
=

−ei(|X⊤|)
(
(X⊤, ν)ei(|X⊤|)− (X⊤, ei)ν(|X⊤|)

)
|X⊤|2

(1)

+
(∇iX

⊤, ν)ei(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

(2)

+
(X⊤,∇iν)ei(|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
(3)

+
(X⊤, ν)(∇iei,∇|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
(4)

+
(X⊤, ν)(ei,∇i∇|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
(5)

− (∇iX
⊤, ei)ν(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

(6)

− (X⊤,∇iei)ν(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

(7)

− (X⊤, ei)(∇iν,∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

(8)

− (X⊤, ei)(ν,∇i∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

. (9)

In the exact same manner as before we first note that term (2) after expanding using
Proposition 2.4 again, gives us

ei(|X⊤|)
(
(X⊤, ν)ei(|X⊤|)− (X⊤, ei)ν(|X⊤|)

)
|X⊤|2

which cancels out term (1). Next, term (3) simplifies to

hik(X
⊤, ek)ei(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

and term (8) simplifies to

−hik(X
⊤, ei)ek(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

and, since hik is symmetric, these terms cancel. Next, term (4) and term (7) both simplify
to

H
(X⊤, ν)(ν,∇|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
,

except with opposing signs and so also cancel. Finally, term (6) has (∇iX
⊤, ei) which is

zero since X⊤ is isometric. We are thus left with

∇i(∇iX
⊤, ν) =

(X⊤, ν)(ei,∇i∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

− (X⊤, ei)(ν,∇i∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

which by (X⊥, ei)ei = X⊥ − (X⊥, ν)ν gives us

∇i(∇iX
⊤, ν) =

(X⊤, ν)∆|X⊤|
|X⊤|

− (ν,∇X⊤∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|
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and again by using orthogonal decomposition of ν and employing Proposition 2.6 twice
we get

∇i(∇iX
⊤, ν) =

(X⊤, ν)∆|X⊤|
|X⊤|

− (X⊤, ν)(N⊤,∇N⊤∇|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

= −Ric(X⊤, ν),

as desired. □

For the term ∇i(X
⊤,∇iν), everything is the same as above except that now the sym-

metrization of (∇iX
⊤, ek) is zero and so that term goes away. We thus get

∇i(X
⊤,∇iν) = (X⊤,∇H)− |A|2u⊤ +Ric(X⊤, ν)− u⊤Ric(ν, ν).

Combining this with Claim 2 gives us

∆gu
⊤ = (X⊤,∇H)− |A|2u⊤ − u⊤Ric(ν, ν)

We now handle the case |X⊤| = 0. Thus, set O = {p : |X⊤(p)| = 0}. If p is in the
interior of O then all the derivatives of X⊤ vanish at p and so the above equation for
∆gu

⊤ trivially holds. On the other hand, if p is on the boundary of O, then we can pick
a sequence of points pk with limk→∞ pk = p for which |X⊤(pk)| ̸= 0. Since the above
equation holds for pk and the equation is equality of two continuous functions, if it holds
at each pk it must also at the limit point and so we still have the above equation for
∆gu

⊤.
Combining the equations for ∆gu

⊤ and ∆gu
⊥ gives

∆gu = (X,∇H)− uRic(ν, ν)− |A|2u− nν(φ) + φH.

Combining this equation with the equation for ∂tu gives the desired result.
□

Theorem 3.7 (Evolution Equation for H).

(∂t − u∆g)H = 2(∇H,∇u) +H(X,∇H)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
+ n

(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
+ nφ

(
Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν)

)
Proof. Under a flow F ′ = fν, it is standard to compute (c.f. [5])

∂tH = −∆gf − f |A|2 − fRic(ν, ν)

where f is the speed function along the flow. Plugging in our speed function f = nφ−Hu
gives us

∂tH = −∆g(nφ−Hu)− f |A|2 − fR(ν, ν)

= −n∆gφ+ u∆gH +H∆gu+ 2(∇H,∇u)− nφ|A|2 +Hu|A|2 − nφRic(ν, ν)

+HuRic(ν, ν).

Plugging in our expression for ∆gu gives us

(∂t − u∆g)H = −n∆gφ+ 2(∇H,∇u) +H(X,∇H)−Hnν(φ)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
− nφRic(ν, ν).

Next note ∆gφ = ∆φ− (∇ν∇φ, ν)−Hν(φ) and so

(∂t − u∆g)H = −n∆φ+ n (∇ν∇φ, ν) + 2(∇H,∇u) +H(X,∇H)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
− nφRic(ν, ν).



GENERAL CONFORMALLY INDUCED MEAN CURVATURE FLOW 19

Lastly, from Proposition 2.6 we have φRic(N⊥, N⊥) = ∆φ − (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥) and so we
get

(∂t − u∆g)H = 2(∇H,∇u) +H(X,∇H)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
+ n

(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
+ nφ

(
Ric(N⊥, N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν)

)
.

□

Corollary 3.8. There exist absolute constants a, b depending only on the initial hyper-
surface such that

∥H∥∞ ≤ a+ bt

for all time.

Proof. By Theorem 3.7 we have at any critical point of H there holds

(∂t − u∆g)H = −φ(H2 − n|A|2) + n
(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
+ nφ

(
Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν)

)
< n

(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
thus since the above is uniformly bounded above inside any compact set then by standard
parabolic maximum principle we get the desired result. □

Corollary 3.9. The flow (1.6) with strictly starshaped initial data exists for any finite
time.

One might be tempted to continue the approach of Li-Pan in [7] to prove existence for

t = ∞. However, if we define ϕ = H + |X⊥|2
φ2 to be our test function, then we get the

following evolution equation

(∂t − u∆g)ϕ = 2(∇ϕ,∇u) +H(X,∇ϕ)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
+ n

(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
+ nφ

(
Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν)

)
− 2

(
∇|X⊥|2

φ2
,∇u

)
−H

(
∇|X⊥|2

φ2
, X

)
− 2Λnφu⊤ − u

2

φ2|X⊥|2
X⊥(Λφ2)(|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2) + 4u

Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥).

From here we compute

− 2

(
∇|X⊥|2

φ2
,∇u

)
= −4Λ(X⊥, ei)ei(u)

= −4Λ(X⊥, ei)(X, ej)hij − 4Λ(X⊥, ei)
(
∇iX

⊥, ν
)
− 4Λ(X⊥, ei)

(
∇iX

⊤, ν
)
.

The second term here simplifies as

4Λ
(
|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2

) ν(φ)
φ

− 4Λ(X⊥, ei)
ei(φ)

φ
u⊥,

and the third term simplifies as

− 4Λu⊥u⊤ν(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

− 4Λ(X⊥, ei)
ei(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

u⊤

− 4Λu⊥u⊤ν(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

− 4Λ
X⊤(|X⊤|)− u⊥ν(|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
u⊤ = −4Λ

X⊤(|X⊤|)
|X⊤|

u⊤.
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Next we simplify the numerator as

X⊥(|X⊤|) = X⊥(|X⊤|2)
2|X⊤|

=
2(X⊤, ∂X⊥X⊤)

2|X⊤|
=

(X⊤, ∂X⊥X⊤)

|X⊤|
and since X⊤ is a Killing vector field we can use the antisymmetry of its covariant
derivative to get

(X⊤, ∂X⊥X⊤) = −(X⊥, ∂X⊤X⊤) = (∂X⊤X⊥, X⊤) = φ|X⊤|2

and so the third term becomes

−4Λ
X⊤(|X⊤|)

|X⊤|
u⊤ = −4Λφu⊤.

Next we compute

−H

(
∇|X⊥|2

φ2
, X

)
− 2HΛ(X⊥, ei)(X, ei) = −2HΛ

(
|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2

)
+ 2HΛu⊥u⊤.

Plugging these all back in we get

(∂t − u∆g)ϕ = 2(∇ϕ,∇u) +H(X,∇ϕ)− φ(H2 − n|A|2)
+ n

(
(∇ν∇φ, ν)− (∇N⊥∇φ,N⊥)

)
+ nφ

(
Ric(N⊥,N⊥)− Ric(ν, ν)

)
− 4Λ(X⊥, ei)(X, ej)hij − 2HΛ

(
|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2

)
+ 2HΛu⊥u⊤

+ 4Λ
(
|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2

) ν(φ)
φ

− (4 + 2n)Λφu⊤

− u
2

φ2|X⊥|2
X⊥(Λφ2)(|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2) + 4u⊤Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥)

If we assume we are at a maximal point then the gradient of ϕ vanishes and then we can
rearrange the rest of the terms into

(∂t − u∆g)ϕ < −φ(H2 − n|A|2) + 2(c1 − 2λ1 −H)Λ
(
|X⊥|2 − (u⊥)2

)
+ 2HΛu⊥u⊤

− 4Λ(X⊥, ei)(X
⊤, ej)hij − (4 + 2n)Λφu⊤ + 4u⊤Λ

φ
ei(φ)(ei, X

⊥),

here ci are just some constants and λ1 is the smallest eigenvalue of H. The terms on the
top row can be dealt with exactly as in [7], however, all the other terms are difficult to
bound or get a sign on, thus this approach seems illadivsed.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now relax the assumption that X is constant and set u(t) =
(
X⊥ + Ξ(t/T0)X

⊤, ν
)
.

Let X⊤(t) = Ξ(t/T0)X
⊤. We notice that none of the evolution equations change, except

for that of u, where we have

∂tu = ∂t(X(t), ν)

= ((nφ−Hu)∇νX(t), ν) +
1

T0

Ξ′(t/T0)(X
⊤, ν) + (X(t),−∇(nφ−Hu))

= (nφ−Hu)φ− nX(t)(φ) + nuν(φ) +H (X(t),∇u) + u (X(t),∇H)

+
1

T0

Ξ′(t/T0)(X
⊤, ν).

This then gives us

∂tu− u∆gu = nφ2 − nX(t)(φ)− 2φHu+ |A|2u2 + 2nuν(φ) + u2Ric(ν, ν)
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+H (X(t),∇u) +
1

T0

Ξ′(t/T0)(X
⊤, ν)

Since 0 ≤ Ξ ≤ 1 and Λφ3 > 0, Assumptions 2(vi) gives

Λφ3 −X⊤(t)φ > 0

everywhere in U for all t. Then since the flow is contained in a compact set K ⊂ U by
Corollary 3.4 we get

Λφ3 −X⊤(t)φ > c > 0

for some constant c. Then by increasing T0 we can guarantee that∣∣∣∣ 1T0

Ξ′(t/T0)X
⊤
∣∣∣∣ < nc− ϵ

for some small ϵ > 0, for all t, and everywhere on K. We then conclude that at a critical
point of u we have

(∂t − u∆g)u > nc+ nH2u2 − 2φHu+ u
(
uRic(ν, ν) + 2nν(φ)

)
− (nc− ϵ)

> ϵ+ nH2u2 − 2φHu− Cu.

If u < ϵ (3max(1, C, 2φH))−1, then

(∂t − u∆g)u > ϵ+ nH2u2 − ϵ

3
− ϵ

3

>
ϵ

3
+ nH2u2.

It follows from Corollary 3.8 that, at any minimum point of u, u cannot be decreasing
whenever u < 1

A+Bt
for some constants A,B > 0. Thus u > 0 for any finite time.

Lastly, running the flow until Ξ(t) = 0 gives a surface which is starshaped with respect
to X⊥ only and therefore Theorem C may be applied.

5. Convergence to a leaf

Finally we prove the limit manifold Σ∞ of our flow is always a leaf Sα of the foliation
F. Note that it is enough to prove u⊥ = |X⊥| at every point. For this section we will
assume we are flowing ‘at infinity’ and so Ξ = 0 and u = u⊥.
Let F be a solution to the flow (1.6) and let Fn : Σ × [0, 1] → U be defined by

Fn(t) = F (n + t) for t ∈ [0, 1]. Assuming that all higher derivatives of F are sufficiently
are bounded we conclude by the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem that {Fn} has a convergent sub-
sequence, also denoted by Fn, with some limit F∞ : Σ× [0, 1] → U . Showing that {∂tFn}
is uniformly convergent is then enough to conclude that ∂tFn → ∂tF∞ and hence that
F∞ solves the flow (1.6) with initial data F∞(Σ, 0) Then we can repeatedly apply the
Arzelá-Ascoli theorem to obtain the desired convergence.

To show that the higher derivatives of F are bounded we can reparemetrize Σ so that
F is a graph flow of λ over a leaf Sα, we then know that if we get bounds on all derivatives
of λ then those give us bounds on all derivatives of F . See details of this approach in the
Appendix.

We write Σ∞(t) for F∞(Σ, t). Now consider any positive continuous quantity Q(F (t)) :
[0,∞) → R+ depending on the embedding that is non-increasing along this flow, we have
then that its subsequential limit exists and satisfies

Q(F∞(1)) = lim
n→∞

Q(Fn(1)) = lim
n→∞

Q(F (n+ 1))

Q(F∞(0)) = lim
n→∞

Q(Fn(0)) = lim
n→∞

Q(F (n))

and so we have Q(F∞(0)) = Q(F∞(1)).
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Consider the area A(t) along the flow. It is a positive continuous non-increasing quan-
tity, and so it must be constant on F∞. We then get that ∂tA(F∞(t)) = 0. The Newton-
McLaurin inequality gives that Σ∞(t) is totally umbilical for all t in [0, 1]. We additionally
get that Ric(N⊥,N⊥) = Ric(ν∞(t), ν∞(t)) for all t in [0, 1]. See [7] for more details on
these kinds of arguments for A(t).

Now consider the Gauss-Codazzi equations on this submanifold: under some orthonor-
mal frame ei we get

hik,i = hii,k +Rν∞iki

hkk,k −Hk = Ric(ν∞, ek)

Hk

n
−Hk = Ric(ν∞, ek)

−Hk(n− 1)

n
= Ric(ν∞, ek).

Now we write (Ric
♯
)ij = gikRickj, note that by assumptionN⊥ is an eigenvector of minimal

eigenvalue for Ric
♯
, but since Ric(N⊥,N⊥) = Ric(ν∞, ν∞) then ν∞ must be an eigenvector

of the same eigenvalue. We thus have Ric(ν∞, ek) = (Ric
♯
(ν∞), ek) = (cν∞, ek) = 0 where

c is the eigenvalue. We thus get Hk = 0 for any ek and so H must be constant and so
Σ∞ is a surface of constant mean curvature (CMC).

Next we note that for the same reason maxΣ∞(t) λ is also constant and we can use this
fact to find a maximal stationary point of the flow at any time t0 as follows. Let Z be
the set of all maximal points of λ along Σ∞(t0). For sake of contradiction, assume that Z
contains no stationary points of the flow. Then by our evolution equations at any point
of Z we must have ∂tλ = 2Λu(nφ−Hu) ≤ 0 and since (nφ−Hu) is nonzero and λ cannot
increase at a maximal point, ∂tλ must be negative and so we get strictness, ∂tλ < 0.
Now Z is a closed set of a compact manifold Σ∞(t0) and thus is compact. We can thus

pick ε > 0 such that ∂tλ < −ε uniformly along Z. Next, by continuity and compactness
of Z, we can take a neighborhood U in Σ∞(t0) which contains Z and which is small
enough so that ∂tλ < − ε

2
uniformly over U .

Next we know that Σ∞(t0) \ U is closed and thus compact. Therefore the image
λ(Σ∞(t0) \ U) is compact and thus contains all its limit points, thus since it does not
contain the image of any points with value L we have some δ > 0 so that λ(p) < L − δ
for all p ∈ Σ∞(t0) \ U . Then since Σ∞(t0) is compact we know that |∂tλ| < B uniformly
along Σ∞(t0) for some constant B.

Finally, considering the submanifold Σ∞(t0 +∆t), we must have for any point p ∈ U

λ(p) < L−∆t
ε

2
+O((∆t)2)

and for any point in p ∈ Σ∞ \ U

λ(p) < L− δ +∆tB +O((∆t)2).

Thus by choosing ∆t small enough we get that maxΣ∞(t0+∆t) λ < maxΣ∞(t) λ − ε
2
∆t.

This contradicts the fact that maxΣ∞(t) λ is constant and so we must have at least one
stationary point in Z.
Now let p be such a stationary point. At any maximal point of λ we have u = |X⊥|

and so

H(p) =
nϕ

|X⊥|
= nλ−1/2 = nL−1/2
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and since we know Σ∞ is CMC we have for an arbitrary point q

nφ−Hu = nφ− nL−1/2u ≥ nφ− nλ−1/2u = nφ

(
1− u

|X⊥|

)
.

Note that this expression is everywhere non-negative, hence since we know∫
Σ∞

nφ−Hu = 0

we get 1− u
|X⊥| = 0 everywhere and hence u = |X⊥| everywhere.

6. Example

Recall that for a warped product of the form g = dt2 +ϕ(t)2ds2, the vector field ϕ(t)∂t
is a closed gradient conformal Killing vector field to which Theorem 1.3 applies. We
include here an example of a conformal Killing vector field which is not closed and thus
cannot be so obtained from the warping factor and which is still covered by Theorem 1.3.

Consider R3 \ {(0, 0, 0)} with the conformally flat metric given by

g = e2fg

where g is the Euclidean metric and

f = − ln((x− 2)2 + y2 + z2)

We consider X⊥ = x ∂
∂x

+ y ∂
∂y

+ z ∂
∂z
, the position vector field, and X⊤ = −z ∂

∂y
+ y ∂

∂z
, the

rotation vector field. We let U = {x2 + y2 + z2 < 4} \ {0} and consider our flow on this
open set. Now, we compute

2φ = LX⊥g = LX⊥e2fg = X⊥(e2f )g + e2fLX⊥g = 2e2fX⊥(f)g + 2e2fg

= 2X⊥(f)g + 2g = (2X⊥(f) + 2)g.

We then have φ = (X⊥(f) + 1) and may compute

1 +X⊥(f) = 1− X⊥((x− 2)2 + y2 + z2)

(x− 2)2 + y2 + z2
= 1− 2x(x− 2) + 2y2 + 2z2

(x− 2)2 + y2 + z2

= 1− 2x(x− 2) + 2y2 + 2z2

(x− 2)2 + y2 + z2
=

4− x2 − y2 − z2

(x− 2)2 + y2 + z2
= (4− x2 − y2 − z2)ef

= (4− r2)ef ,

which is positive as long as r2 = x2 + y2 + z2 < 4.
Next note that since this is a conformal change of metric it does not change the distri-

bution orthogonal to X⊥ and thus the foliation consists of spheres. Then we have

|X⊥|2

φ2
= r2e2f

1

(4− r2)2e2f
=

r2

(4− r2)2
,

which is indeed constant along any sphere centered at the origin and of radius < 2. We
also have

X⊥
(
|X⊥|2

φ2

)
= X⊥

(
r2

(4− r2)2

)
= −r2X⊥ ((4− r2)2)

(4− r2)4
+

X⊥ (r2)

(4− r2)2

= −r2(2(4− r2)(−2r)r)

(4− r2)4
+

2r2

(4− r2)2

=
4r4

(4− r2)3
+

2r2(4− r2)

(4− r2)3
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=
2r2(4 + r2)

(4− r2)3
,

which is positive for r < 2. Next we note that this manifold is isometric to an open set
of Euclidean space under a circle inversion followed by a translation and then followed
by another circle inversion. Thus this manifold is flat and in particular is Einstein and
thus the Ricci curvature conditions trivially hold. Finally to check that the vector field
is not closed, we compute

d
(
(X⊥)♭

)
= d

(
re2fdr

)
=

(
−∂(e2f )

∂θ
r

)
dr ∧ dθ ̸= 0.

7. Appendix

To show uniform regularity of λ, we will use the following procedure. First we will
rewrite the flow as a function flow over a leaf. Next we will examine the flow in coordinates
and show it is uniformly parabolic given our bounds on the leaf-wise gradient ∇̃λ which
we have due to our uniform lower bounds on u. Finally we will apply known results in
parabolic theory to derive Cα estimates on λ.

First we rewrite this flow as a function flow over a leaf. Consider the integral curves
of X starting at the leaf Sλ0 with λ0 ≤ minΣ0 λ. Since Λ > 0 and the set of points with
λ0 ≤ λ ≤ λ1 is compact for any λ1 then we have Λ > ε > 0 along any such set for some
ε. Then along the integral curves of X we have that λ has derivative at least ε, we must
then have λ increase along the curve until in finite time it intersects Sλ1 . Thus by picking
a point p ∈ Sλ0 picking a value for λ satisfying λ0 ≤ λ ≤ λ1 we get that the pair (p, λ)
form a coordinate chart for the region.

Now letting g̃ be the metric on Sλ0 , we know that X is a conformal killing field with
factor φ and so we have

Φ∗g(p, λ) = g(p, λ0)

∫ t(p,λ)

0

2φds

where Φ∗ is the flow of X and t(p, λ) is the time along the integral curve when we reach

(p, λ) from (p, λ0). Set G(p, λ) =
∫ t(p,λ)

0
2φds in this chart.

Let Ft denote the family of embeddings which solves the flow equation. Represent Ft

for some t as (p(s), λ(s)), from which we can decompose

ν = Y + z
∂

∂λ

where z > ε > 0 uniformly for some fixed ε since we have lower bounds on u = (X, ν). We
then must have for any chart (s1, . . . , sn) on Σ that ∂si(p(s), λ(s)) is non-zero since Ft is an
embedding. Thus if ∂sip(s) = 0 then we have ∂siλ(s) ̸= 0 and so ((∂si(p(s), λ(s))), ν) ̸= 0
which is a contradiction. Thus by reparametrizing we can get Ft = (p, λ(p−1(p))) globally.
Then by fixing any normal coordinates p1, . . . , pn on Sλ0 we get coordinates on Ft(Σ). In
these coordinates we have the following expression for the induced metric

gij = G(p, λ)g̃ij +H(p, λ)(dλ⊗ dλ)ij

where H(p, λ) = g
(

∂
∂λ
, ∂
∂λ

)
.

This then gives the following expression for the determinant and inverse metric

det g = Gn(p, λ)

(
1 +

H(p, λ)

G(p, λ)
|∇̃λ|2

)
det g̃ij,
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gij =
1

G(p, λ)

(
g̃ij − H(p, λ)

G(p, λ)

(∇̃λ⊗ ∇̃λ)ij

1 + H(p,λ)
G(p,λ)

|∇̃λ|2

)
.

We now have that

ν =
1√(

G(p, λ) +H(p, λ)|∇̃λ|2
)(−∇̃λ, 1)

and so

u = g

(
X,

∂

∂λ

)
1√(

G(p, λ) +H(p, λ)|∇̃λ|2
)

and since we have a lower bound on u this gives us an upper bound c1 on ∇̃λ.
In these leaf coordinates we then have

∆gλ =
1√
det g

∂pi
(
gij
√
det g∂pjλ

)
∂tλ− u∆gλ = −u

2

φ2|X|2
X(Λφ2)(|X|2 − u2) + 4u

Λ

φ
(X(φ)− uν(φ)).

Now we write

∆gλ =
1√
det g

∂pi(A
i(p, λ, ∇̃λ))

where

Ai(x, z, p) =

√
Gn(x, z)

(
1 +

H(x, z)

G(x, z)
|p|2
)

1

G(x, z)

(
g̃ij(x)− H(p, λ)

G(p, λ)

pipj

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2

)
g̃jkpk.

Simplifying we get

Ai(x, z, p) =

√
Gn(x, z)

(
1 +

H(x, z)

G(x, z)
|p|2
)

1

G(x, z)
pi

(
1− H(p, λ)

G(p, λ)

|p|2

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2

)
which then further simplifies into

Ai(x, z, p) =

√
Gn(x, z)

(
1 +

H(x, z)

G(x, z)
|p|2
)

1

G(x, z)
pi

(
1

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2

)

=

√
Gn−2(x, z)

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2
pi.

Then

∂pjA
i(x, z, p) = δij

√
Gn−2(x, z)

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2
−
√

Gn−2(x, z)

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2

H(x,z)
G(x,z)

pjpi

1 + H(x,z)
G(x,z)

|p|2

and so our uniform bounds on ∇̃λ give us a uniform ellipticity on this matrix, that is
c2(c1)I ≤ ∂pjA

i(x, z, p) ≤ c3(c1)I.
We now set

B(x, λ, ∇̃λ) = −u
2

φ2|X|2
X(Λφ2)(|X|2 − u2) + 4u

Λ

φ
(X(φ)− uν(φ))

and we can rewrite our evolution equation for λ as

∂tλ− u√
det g

(∂piA
i(p, λ, ∇̃λ)) = B(x, λ, ∇̃λ).
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We then can rewrite this as

∂tλ− u√
det g

(∂xiAi(x, z, p) + ∂zA
i(x, z, p)(∇̃λ)i + ∂pjA

i(x, z, p)∂i∂jλ) = B(x, λ, ∇̃λ)

Now ∂xiAi(x, z, p), ∂zA
i(x, z, p) both involve only spacial derivatives of ambient functions

and thus are bounded in our compact set by some constants c4(λ0, λ1), c5(λ0, λ1) respec-
tively.

We can now pick any open ball Ω = BR(p) and Σλ0 , and a compact ball Ω′ = BR/2(p),
then by Theorem 1.1 on page 517 of [9] we get that

[∇̃λ]α;Ω′ ≤ C(n, c1, λ0, λ1, R)

We thus get that all the coefficients of this parabolic equation are in Hα,α/2(Ω), with
norms bounded by C(n, c1, λ0, λ1, R).

Then by Theorem 10.1 on page 351 of [9] we get

|λ|(2+α)
Ω′ ≤ C(n, c1, λ0, λ1, R)

then this gives us that
|∇̃λ|1+α;Ω′ ≤ C(n, c1, λ0, λ1, R)

which we now use again to get

|λ|(3+α)
Ω′ ≤ C(n, c1, λ0, λ1, R)

and we can continue this process to get uniform bounds on all Cα norms of λ, since we
can do this around any point without changing R we get uniform bounds over all of Σ.
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