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Stability of the generalized Lagrangian mean

curvature flow in cotangent bundle

Xishen Jin and Jiawei Liu

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the stability of the generalized Lagrangian mean
curvature flow of graph case in the cotangent bundle, which is first defined by Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang
[14]. By new estimates of derivatives along the flow, we weaken the initial condition and remove the
positive curvature condition in [14]. More precisely, we prove that if the graph induced by a closed
1-form is a special Lagrangian submanifold in the cotangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold,
then the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow is stable near it.

1. Introduction

Special Lagrangian submanifolds were introduced by Harvey-Lawson [7] in their study of calibra-
tion geometry. They attract a lot of attention due to their relations to the Strominger-Yau-Zaslow
conjecture [17] on the mirror symmetry between Calabi-Yau manifolds. Since the special Lagrangian
submanifolds are always minimal, a natural approach to find such submanifold is to evolve a La-
grangian submanifold along the mean curvature flow, which is the negative gradient flow of the
area functional. When the ambient manifold is a Kähler-Einstein manifold, Smoczyk [12] proved
that the Lagrangian property is preserved along the mean curvature flow. But this property no
longer holds if the ambient manifold is a general symplectic manifold. Therefore, the original mean
curvature flow can not be directly used in the study of the important conjectures which concern the
Lagrangian isotopy problem in general symplectic manifolds, such as the cotangent bundles which
do not carry Kähler-Einstein structures. Thereby how to find special Lagrangian submanifolds by
providing Lagrangian deformation through geometric flow becomes an important problem. In [1],
Behrndt introduced the generalized mean curvature flow which evolves in direction of the general-
ized mean curvature vector field. He proved that the Lagrangian condition is kept along the flow in
a Kähler manifold carrying an almost Einstein structure. In [16], Smoczyk-Wang defined the gen-
eralized mean curvature flow in more general almost Kähler manifolds. Then Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang
[14] comprehensively studied this flow in the cotangent bundle and proved a stability theorem near
the zero section of the cotangent bundle.

An almost Kähler structure on a symplectic manifold (M,ω) consists a Riemannian metric G
and an almost complex structure J such that the symplectic form ω satisfies that

ω(·, ·) = G(J ·, ·). (1.1)

A symplectic manifold with an almost Kähler structure (M,ω,G, J) is referred as an almost Kähler
manifold. To find special Lagrangian submanifolds in such manifold, Smoczyk-Wang [16] introduced
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the generalized mean curvature flow. A smooth family of almost Lagrangian immersions

F : Σ× [0, T ) →M (1.2)

is said to satisfy the generalized mean curvature flow if F satisfies

∂F

∂t
(x, t) = Ĥ(x, t) and F (Σ, 0) = Σ0, (1.3)

where Ĥ(x, t) is the generalized mean curvature vector with respect to the canonical connection
on the almost Lagrangian submanifold Σt = F (Σ, t) at F (x, t). Since the cotangent bundle T ∗X
of a Riemannian manifold (X, g) admits a canonical almost Kähler structure with respect to the
base metric g (see section 2 or [23, 20, 14] for more details), in [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang studied
the generalized mean curvature flow (1.3) in T ∗X. They first proved that the Ricci from of the
canonical connection on T ∗X vanishes (Theorem 1 in [14]). Combining this with Theorem 2 in [16],
they concluded that the Lagrangian condition is preserved along the generalized mean curvature
flow. Moreover, similar to Calabi-Yau case, they related the generalized mean curvature vector
field of a Lagrangian submanifold to the Lagrangian angle through a holomorphic n-form. Then
they proved that the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of compact Lagrangians in the
cotangent bundle keeps the exactness and the zero Maslov class (Theorem 2 in [14]).

Although the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow in cotangent bundle maintains many
good properties, as we know from Neves’s work [10, 11], there are still many analytic difficulties even
in the original Lagrangian mean curvature flow case. As the pioneering step toward understanding
this flow, Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang [14] considered the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow
given as graphs of closed 1-forms in the cotangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold (X, g). Let u0
be a smooth function on X. Then du0, as a closed 1-form, induces a Lagrangian submanifold Σ0

in T ∗X. Starting from Σ0, since this flow keeps the exactness, the generalized mean curvature flow
Σt is given as the graph of dut and ut satisfies the following fully nonlinear parabolic equation

∂

∂t
ut = θ(dut) =

1√
−1

log
det(gij +

√
−1(ut)ij)√

det gij
√

det(η̃t)ij
(1.4)

with initial value u0, where θ(dut) is the Lagrangian angle of Σt, and (η̃t)ij = gij +(ut)kig
kl(ut)lj is

the induced metric on Σt. For equation (1.4), Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3 in [14]). When (X, g) is a standard round sphere of constant sectional
curvature, then the zero section in T ∗X is stable under the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow (1.4).

Remark 1.2. The stability in Theorem 1.1 is in the following sense. Suppose that a Lagrangian
submanifold Σ0 is the graph of du0 for a smooth function u0 on X and let λi be the eigenvalues of
the Hessian of u0 with respect to g. Then there exists a positive constant δ depending only on n

and the curvature of X such that if
∏n

i=1(1+λ
2
i ) 6 1+ δ, then the generalized mean curvature flow

starting from Σ0 exists smoothly for all time, and converges to the zero section smoothly at infinity.

In [14], they also pointed that this stability theorem still holds true when the sphere is replaced
by a compact Riemannian manifold of positive sectional curvature.

There are some other stability results on the Lagrangian mean curvature flows. For exam-
ples, Smoczyk-Wang [15], Zhang [24], Chen-Pang [5], Chau-Chen-He [3], Chau-Chen-Yuan [4] and
Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang [13] studied the stability of Lagrangian mean curvature flows when the base
metrics are flat. Han-Jin [6] considered the stability of mean curvature flows on holomorphic line
bundles, which can be seen as a complex version of the Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In [19],
Tsui-Wang studied the stability of mean curvature flows in several well-known model spaces of
manifolds. In fact, they proved the stability of mean curvature flows near the zero sections in the
cotangent bundles of sphere with Stenzel metric and complex projective space with Calabi-Yau
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metric, and in the vector bundles over certain Einstein manifolds. There are also some results on
the stability of higher co-dimensional mean curvature flows, see [21, 22, 18, 9] for more details.

In this paper, by introducing new techniques for derivative estimates (especially for C2-estimate),
we proved that if the graph induced by a closed 1-form is a special Lagrangian submanifold in the
cotangent bundle, then the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow is stable near it. The
innovations are that we remove the assumption on the positive curvature condition of the ambient
manifold in [14] and that we generalize the initial condition from close to the zero section to the more
general case close to the special Lagrangian submanifold. Moreover, by proving a Harnack-type
inequality, we also deduce the exponentially convergence in smooth sense.

The main result in this paper is the following stability theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let (X, g) be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and χ̂ be a closed
1-form on X. If the graph Σχ̂ induced by χ̂ is a special Lagrangian submanifold in T ∗X. Then
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow is stable near Σχ̂. More precisely, there exists a
positive constant δ0 depending only on n, g and χ̂ such that for any u0 ∈ C∞(X) whose Hessian
satisfies |D2u0|2g 6 δ0, the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow starting from the graph Σχ̂0

of χ̂0 = χ̂+ du0 exists smoothly for all time, and converges exponentially to Σχ̂ in C∞-sense.

Recently, Lee-Tsai [8] proved a similar stability result for the Lagrangian mean curvature flow,
which states that a minimal Lagrangian is stable under the Lagrangian mean curvature flow in the
Kähler-Einstein manifold of non-positive curvature.

Assume that the generalized mean curvature flow Σt∈[0,T ) is given as the graph of closed 1-form
χ̂t. Since the positive constant δ0 in Theorem 1.3 should be chosen sufficiently small, the oscillation
of the Lagrangian angle θ(χ̂0) of Σχ̂0

is also small, which implies that there exists a smooth functions
ut : X → R such that χ̂t = χ̂+ dut (Theorem 2.16). Then by using Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang’s results
(Proposition 5.2 in [14]), we conclude that ut also satisfies equation

∂ut

∂t
= θ(χ̂t) =

1√
−1

log
det(gij +

√
−1(χ̂t)j,i)√

det gij
√

det(ηt)ij
(1.5)

with initial value u0, where (χ̂t)j,i is the covariant derivative of χ̂t with respect to g, and (ηt)ij =

gij + (χ̂t)k,ig
kl(χ̂t)l,j is the induced metric on Σχ̂t

. Therefore, in the case of Theorem 1.3, the
generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.3) can be written globally as equation (1.5).

The key step in proving Theorem 1.3 is to prove that the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow (1.5) keeps the smallness of |D2ut|2g. Only by proving this property can we deduce the C3-
estimate and then the high order estimates, long-time existence and convergence. In the proof of
this property, the first difficulty is how to deal with terms that contains the curvature of g. In
[14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved this property along the flow (1.4) under the positive curvature
condition on g. More precisely, by choosing a normal coordinate system with respect to g near a
point to diagonalize the Hessian of ut with (ut)ij = λiδij , where ut is a solution of equation (1.4),
they deduced the following excellent expressions (see Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2 in [14])

∂

∂t
ϑ− η̃

ij
t ϑij = −2

n∑

i=1

λ2i
1 + λ2i

− 2

n∑

p=1

1

1 + λ2p


∑

l,i

Rlppi(ut)l(ut)i


 (1.6)

and

∂

∂t
ρ̃− η̃

ij
t ρ̃ij =

∑

p,q,k

−1 + λpλq − λk(λp + λq)

(1 + λ2p)(1 + λ2q)(1 + λ2k)
(ut)

2
pqk

−
∑

p<k

2(λp − λk)
2

(1 + λ2p)(1 + λ2k)
Rkppk +

∑

p,k,l

(λk − λp)

(1 + λ2p)(1 + λ2k)
(ut)lRklpk,p,

(1.7)
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where

ϑ = |Dut|2g and ρ̃ =
1

2
log

det η̃t
det g

, (1.8)

(η̃t)ij = gij +(ut)kig
kl(ut)lj, the covariant derivatives are all with respect to g, Rm is the curvature

tensor of g and Rkppk is the sectional curvature of g. If (X, g) is a standard round sphere of
constant sectional curvature (or a compact Riemannian manifold of positive sectional curvature),
the maximum principle implies that the smallness of ρ̃ is preserved along the flow (1.4) and so
is |D2ut|2g. Then using this property, Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved C3-estimate and obtained high
order estimates by the standard parabolic Schauder estimates. The convergence follows from (1.6).

In our case, to control the terms containing the curvature of g in the evolution equation of
|D2ut|2g, we use the evolutions of (ut − u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 and |Dut|2g. In fact, there exist negative
terms in these evolutions, which can be used to cancel the terms containing the curvature of g (see
section 4.1 for more details).

The second difficulty is due to the appearance of |D2ut|g in the evolution equation of |D2ut|2g.
This type term appears due to the 1-form χ̂ contained in χ̂t and ηt in equation (1.5). However, it
does not appear in [14] since χ̂ = 0. In fact, |D2ut|g is a bad term because it is larger than |D2ut|2g
when it is small. To cancel it, we use the trick (ηt)ij − η̂ij , and then the new terms brought by η̂ij
can be cancelled by the assumption that χ̂ induces a special Lagrangian submanifold in T ∗X, that
is, θ(χ̂) is a constant (see Lemma 4.3 for more details).

In addition to the above problems, there is a difficulty when we consider the convergence. That
is, we can not get the convergence directly by (1.6) as in [14] due to the lack of assumption on the
positivity of the curvature of g. Here, our approach is to prove a Harnack-type inequality coupled
with the generalized mean curvature flow (1.5), and then we deduce the convergence in C∞-sense.
Furthermore, the convergence can be improved to be exponentially fast.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we first review the geometry on
cotangent bundle and the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of graph case in cotangent
bundle. Then we prove the uniqueness of special Lagrangian submanifold of graph case in cotangent
bundles, and we give a global expression of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of graph
case in cotangent bundles under a certain assumption. In section 3, we give some evolution equations
along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In section 4, we show the smallness of the
norm of D2ut is preserved along the generalized mean curvature flow and then prove the long-time
existence of the flow. At last, we prove a Harnack-type inequality coupled with the generalized
mean curvature flow, and then we deduce the exponentially convergence in C∞-sense in section 5.

Acknowledgements. J.W. Liu would like to thank his postdoctoral supervisors, Professor
Pengfei Guan and Professor Miles Simon, for their careful guidance on geometric flow. Both
authors would like to thank Professor Chung-Jun Tsai for sending us their preprint.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review the geometry on cotangent bundle and the generalized Lagrangian
mean curvature flow in cotangent bundle, most of them can be found in [23, 20, 14].

2.1. The geometry on cotangent bundle. Let (X, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with a Riemannian metric g. Let {qj}i=1,··· ,n be a local coordinate system on X and D be the
covariant derivative with respect to g, then there holds

D ∂

∂qi

∂

∂qj
= Γk

ij

∂

∂qk
, (2.1)
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where Γk
ij is the Christoffel symbol of g. If we denote R i

j kl as the curvature tensor of g, then

R

(
∂

∂qk
,
∂

∂ql

)
∂

∂qj
= D ∂

∂qk
D ∂

∂ql

∂

∂qj
−D ∂

∂ql
D ∂

∂qk

∂

∂qj
= R

i
j kl

∂

∂qi
. (2.2)

Therefore, R i
j kl can be expressed by the Christoffel symbols as

R
i
j kl =

∂

∂qk
Γi
jl −

∂

∂ql
Γi
jk + Γi

pkΓ
p
jl − Γi

plΓ
p
jk. (2.3)

Let M = T ∗X be the cotangent bundle of X. Taking a coordinate system {qi, pi}i=1,··· ,n on M

such that on overlapping charts with coordinate {q̃i, p̃i}i=1,··· ,n, we have

p̃i =
n∑

j=1

∂qj

∂q̃i
pj, i = 1, · · · , n (2.4)

and the canonical symplectic form on M is given by

ω =

n∑

i=1

dqi ∧ dpi = −d
(

n∑

i=1

pidq
i

)
. (2.5)

Define

θi = dpi − Γk
ilpkdq

l and Xi =
∂

∂qi
+ Γk

ilpk
∂

∂pl
, i = 1, · · · , n (2.6)

then
{
dqi, θi

}
i=1,··· ,n forms a basis on T ∗M , which is dual to the basis

{
Xi,

∂
∂pi

}
i=1,··· ,n

on TM .

At this time, the bundle projection π :M → X satisfies

dπ (Xi) =
∂

∂qi
and dπ

(
∂

∂pi

)
= 0. (2.7)

Therefore, the connectionD generates two distributionsH, V in TM , which are called the horizontal
distribution and the vertical distribution of TM respectively.

Proposition 2.1. Let M = T ∗X be the cotangent bundle of Riemannian manifold (X, g). The
horizontal distribution H of TM is spanned by Xi and the vertical distribution V is spanned by ∂

∂pi
.

In terms of these bases, the Riemmannian metric G on M (or on the tangent bundle TM of M)
satisfies

G

(
∂

∂pi
,
∂

∂pj

)
= gij , G

(
Xi,

∂

∂pj

)
= 0 and G

(
Xi,Xj

)
= gij , (2.8)

where Xi = gijXj. In terms of {dqi, θi}i=1,··· ,n, this metric can be expressed as

G(·, ·) = gijθi ⊗ θj + gijdq
i ⊗ dqj . (2.9)

The almost complex structure J on TM is defined by

ω(·, ·) = G(J ·, ·), (2.10)

and it satisfies

JXi =
∂

∂pi
, J

∂

∂pi
= −Xi and Jdqi = −gijθj. (2.11)

Next, we recall the canonical connection ∇̂ ([20, 14]), which is defined by

∇̂Xi = −Γi
jkdq

j ⊗Xk and ∇̂ ∂

∂pi
= −Γi

jkdq
j ⊗ ∂

∂pk
. (2.12)

This connection preserves the horizontal distribution and the vertical distribution. Also Xi and
∂
∂pi

are parallel in the fiber direction. Since ∇̂ is compatible with the Riemannian metric G and
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the almost complex structure J on TM (that is, ∇̂G = 0 and ∇̂J = 0), the Ricci form ρ̂ of ∇̂ is
given by

ρ̂(V,W ) =
1

2

2n∑

α=1

G(R̂(V,W )Jeα, eα) =
1

2

2n∑

α=1

ω(R̂(V,W )eα, eα), (2.13)

where R̂ is the curvature tensor of ∇̂ and {eα}α=1,··· ,2n is an arbitrary orthonormal basis of TM .

In [16], Smoczyk-Wang defined the following Einstein connection.

Definition 2.2. A connection ∇̂ which is compatible with the Kähler metric G and the almost
complex structure J on an almost Kähler manifold (M,ω,G, J) is called Einstein, if the Ricci form

ρ̂ of ∇̂ satisfies
ρ̂ = fω (2.14)

for some smooth function f on M .

In [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved that ∇̂ defined in (2.12) on M is an Einstein connection
with vanishing Ricci form.

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 1 in [14]). Let (X, g) be a Riemannian manifold and (ω,G, J) be an almost

Kähler structure defined on the cotangent bundle M = T ∗X with the canonical connection ∇̂. Then

the Ricci form ρ̂ of ∇̂ defined in (2.13) vanishes. In particular, ∇̂ is an Einstein connection in the
sense of Definition 2.2.

Hence the cotangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold (X, g) admits a naturally defined almost

Kähler structure (ω,G, J) and a canonical connection ∇̂ that is symplectic (that is, ∇̂ω = 0),
compatible with the Kähler metric G and the almost complex structure J . Moreover, the Ricci

form ρ̂ of ∇̂ vanishes.

2.2. The generalized mean curvature flow in cotangent bundle. We denote the projections
of TM onto the horizontal distribution H and the vertical distribution V by π1 and π2 respectively.
In terms of θi and dq

i, we have

π1 = dqi ⊗Xi and π2 = θi ⊗
∂

∂pi
. (2.15)

Since J interchanges H and V, we get

J ◦ π1 = π2 ◦ J and J ◦ π2 = π1 ◦ J. (2.16)

With respect to these structures, Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang [14] defined an n-form Ω on M .

Definition 2.4. The n-form Ω is defined as

Ω =
√

det gij(dq
1 −

√
−1Jdq1) ∧ · · · ∧ (dqn −

√
−1Jdqn). (2.17)

It can be viewed as an (n, 0)-form in the sense that

Ω(JV1, V2, · · · , Vn) =
√
−1Ω(V1, · · · , Vn). (2.18)

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 2.2 in [14]). The (n, 0)-form Ω on M is parallel with respect to the

connection ∇̂.

Now we recall the definition of the generalized mean curvature vector field of a Lagrangian
immersion and relate it to the Lagrangian angle through the above holomorphic n-form Ω. As
in the classical theory, an immersion F : Σ → M = T ∗X with dimension n is Lagrangian if
F ∗ω|Σ = 0. In this paper, we identify Σ with the image of the Lagrangian immersion and refer Σ
as a Lagrangian submanifold if there is no confusion.
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As described in [14] (see also [16] for the general case), the generalized mean curvature form on
Σ is defined by

νi =

n∑

k=1

〈∇̂eiek, Jek〉, i = 1, · · · , n (2.19)

where {ei}i=1,··· ,n is an orthonormal basis with respect to the induced metric on Σ by the immersion

F . The generalized mean curvature vector Ĥ is defined as

Ĥ =
n∑

i=1

νiJei. (2.20)

A half dimensional subspace L in C
n with the standard symplectic form is called Lagrangian

if L⊥ = L. Given a Lagrangian subspace L0 in C
n, the Lagrangian angle of another Lagrangian

subspace L1 is defined by the argument of detU , where U is a unitary n × n matrix such that
L1 = UL0. More precisely, if we choose an orthogonal basis ei1, · · · , ein for Li and set

νik =
1√
2
(eik −

√
−1Jeik), i = 0, 1 (2.21)

to be the associated holomorphic basis. Then the argument of detU l
k with ν1k = U l

kν
0
l is the

Lagrangian angle of L1 with respect to L0. In [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang derived the following
formula for the Lagrangian angle in terms of arbitrary basis.

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 3.1 in [14]). Suppose that (V, 〈·, ·〉) is an 2n-dimensional (real) inner product
space with a compatible almost complex structure J (that is, J is an isometry and J2 = − id).
Let L0 be a fixed Lagrangian subspace of V spanned by v1, · · · , vn. Suppose that L1 is another
Lagrangian subspace spanned by v1, · · · , vn and that vi =

∑n
j=1(αijvj + βijJvj) for i = 1, · · · , n.

Then the Lagrangian angle θ of L1 with respect to L0 is the argument of det(αij +
√
−1βij). In

fact, they are related by
det(αij +

√
−1βij)

√
det〈vi, vj〉√

det〈vi, vj〉
= e

√
−1θ. (2.22)

Remark 2.7. The Lagrangian angle is not uniquely defined, but it is defined up to adding an
integer multiple of 2π.

Next, we consider the Lagrangian angle θ of the Lagrangian immersion F : Σ →M with respect
to the horizontal distribution H. Then we have the following proposition by using Lemma 2.6.

Proposition 2.8 (Proposition 3.1 in [14]). Suppose that a Lagrangian submanifold Σ of M = T ∗X
is given by F : Σ →M . Let {Fi}i=1,··· ,n be an arbitrary basis tangential to Σ. Then the Lagrangian
angle θ with respect to the horizontal distribution of TM is

√
−1θ = log det

(
G
(
Fi,X

j
)
+

√
−1G

(
Fi,

∂

∂pj

))
+

1

2
log det gij −

1

2
log det ηij, (2.23)

where ηij = G (Fi, Fj).

According to Proposition 3.2 in [14], the Lagrangian angle θ can be related to the n-form Ω by

∗(Ω|Σ) = e
√
−1θ, (2.24)

where ∗ is the Hodge star operator on Σ with respect to the induced metric ηij on Σ. The generalized

mean curvature field Ĥ of Σ is given by

Ĥ = J∇θ, (2.25)

where ∇ is the gradient operator on Σ with respect to the induced metric. The special Lagrangian
submanifold in the cotangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold is defined as
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Definition 2.9. A Lagrangian submanifold Σ of M = T ∗X given by the immersion F : Σ → M

is called a special Lagrangian submanifold if and only if its Lagrangian angle θ with respect to the
horizontal distribution H of TM is a constant.

To find the special Lagrangian submanifold, Smoczyk-Wang [16] introduced the generalized mean
curvature flow. A smooth family of almost Lagrangian immersions

F : Σ× [0, T ) →M (2.26)

is said to satisfy the generalized mean curvature flow if F satisfies

∂F

∂t
(x, t) = Ĥ(x, t) and F (Σ, 0) = Σ0, (2.27)

where Ĥ(x, t) is the generalized mean curvature vector with respect to the canonical connection on
the almost Lagrangian submanifold Σt = F (Σ, t) at F (x, t). Recall that a submanifold Σ is said
to be almost Lagrangian if it satisfies J(TΣ) ∩ TΣ = {0}. In [16], Smoczyk-Wang proved that the
Lagrangian condition is preserved by this flow.

Theorem 2.10 (Theorem 2 in [16]). Suppose that (M,ω,G, J) is an almost Kähler manifold and

∇̃ is an Einstein connection which is compatible with G and J . If Σ0 is a closed Lagrangian

submanifold of M . Then the generalized mean curvature flow (2.27) with respect to ∇̃ preserves
the Lagrangian condition.

Remark 2.11. From Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.10, the generalized mean curvature flow defined

by the generalized mean curvature vector Ĥ with respect to ∇̂ in the cotangent bundle M of a
Riemannian manifold X preserves the Lagrangian condition if the initial one is a closed Lagrangian
submanifold of M .

2.3. The generalized mean curvature flow in the graph case. As a “test case” for the
more general non-graph situation, it is interesting to consider the generalized Lagrangian mean
curvature flow of Lagrangian graphs that are induced by 1-forms on X in the cotangent bundle M
of a Riemannian manifold (X, g). Let χ be a smooth 1-form on X. Define

Fχ : X →M = T ∗X, Fχ(x) = (x, χ(x)). (2.28)

Then the graph Σχ = (x, χ(x)) ⊆ M of χ is Lagrangian if and only if χ is closed. In terms of the

basis
{
Xi,

∂
∂pi

}
of TM , the tangent space of Σχ is spanned by the basis

(Fχ)i :=
∂Fχ

∂qi
= Xi + χj,i

∂

∂pj
, (2.29)

where χj,i denotes the covariant derivative of the 1-form χ with respect to the metric g on X.

Remark 2.12. If a Lagrangian submanifold is given as the graph of a closed 1-form χ in the
cotangent bundle, then its exactness is equivalent to the exactness of χ. In fact, on X,

F ∗
χλ(

∂

∂qi
) = λ((Fχ)∗

∂

∂qi
) = λ(

∂Fχ

∂qi
) = λ(Xi + χj,i

∂

∂pj
) = pi = χ(

∂

∂qi
), (2.30)

where λ =
n∑

i=1
pidq

i is the Liouville form. If the Lagrangian submanifold is exact, that is, F ∗
χλ is

exact. Then there is a smooth function f on X such that

F ∗
χλ(

∂

∂qi
) = df(

∂

∂qi
), (2.31)

which implies that χ = df on X.

According to Proposition 2.8, the Lagrangian angle of Σχ can be expressed as follows.
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Proposition 2.13 (Proposition 5.1 in [14]). Suppose that Σχ is a Lagrangian submanifold of
M = T ∗X defined as the graph of a closed 1-form χ on X. Then the Lagrangian angle θ(χ) of Σχ

with respect to the horizontal distribution H of TM is

e
√
−1θ(χ) =

det(gij +
√
−1χj,i)√

det gij
√

det ηij
, (2.32)

where gij is the metric on X, χj,i is the covariant derivative of χ with respect to g and ηij =

G ((Fχ)i, (Fχ)j) = gij + χk,ig
klχl,j is the induced metric on Σχ.

By using formula (2.32), the derivative of θ(χ) is given by

Lemma 2.14 (Lemma 6.1 in [14]). The derivative of θ(χ) is given by

(θ(χ))k = ηpqχp,qk. (2.33)

In the graph case, we call the graph Σχ of χ in the cotangent bundle M a special Lagrangian
submanifold if and only if θ is a constant due to Definition 2.9. According to Lemma 2.14, if Σχ is
a special Lagrangian submanifold, then

ηpqχp,qk = 0. (2.34)

Differentiating this equation one more time, we get

η
pq
,lχp,qk + ηpqχp,qkl = 0. (2.35)

From Proposition 5.2 in [14], the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of graph case in the
cotangent bundle can be expressed locally as a fully nonlinear parabolic equation for the locally
defined potential function ut (with χt = dut) on X,

∂ut

∂t
= θ(χt) =

1√
−1

log
det(gij +

√
−1(ut)ij)√

det gij
√

det(ηt)ij
, (2.36)

where (ηt)ij = gij + (ut)kig
kl(ut)lj .

Remark 2.15. Usually, the flow (2.36) is only defined locally. In [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved
that if the initial Lagrangian submanifold is induced as the graph of an exact 1-form, then this flow
is defined globally. More precisely, let u0 be a smooth function on X. If the generalized mean
curvature flow is given as the graph of a closed 1-form χt and the initial Lagrangian submanifold
Σ0 is indued as the graph of du0, since the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of compact
Lagrangians in T ∗X keeps the exactness if Σ0 is exact (Theorem 2 in [14]), by Remark 2.12, there
exists a smooth function ut such that χt = dut and that ut is a global solution to flow (2.36). But
for more general initial Lagrangian submanifold which is indued only as the graph of a closed 1-form
χ0, the above arguments may not be valid.

In this paper, we first prove that above flow is also globally defined when the oscillation of the
Lagrangian angle of the initial Lagrangian submanifold is less than 2π.

Theorem 2.16. Suppose that Σt∈[0,T ) is a generalized mean curvature flow given as the graph of
a closed 1-form χt and the Lagrangian angle θ(χ0) of Σ0 satisfies

osc(θ(χ0)) < 2π. (2.37)

Then the 1-form χt is in the cohomology class [χ0] ∈ H1(X,R), that is, there exists smooth function
ut on X such that χt = χ0 + dut. Furthermore, ut satisfies

∂ut

∂t
= θ(χt) =

1√
−1

log
det(gij +

√
−1(χt)j,i)√

det gij
√

det(ηt)ij
, (2.38)

where gij is the metric on X, (χt)j,i is the covariant derivative of χt with respect to g and (ηt)ij =

gij + (χt)k,ig
kl(χt)l,j is the induced metric on Σχt.
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Proof. By using (2.33) and (2.36), we have

∂

∂t
θ(χt) = η

ij
t (θ(χt))ij , (2.39)

where (θ(χt))ij is the covariant derivative of θ(χt) with respect to g, (ηt)ij = gij + (χt)k,ig
kl(χt)l,j

is the induced metric on Σχt and η
ij
t is the inverse of (ηt)ij . The maximum principle implies that

osc(θ(χt)) < 2π (2.40)

along the generalized mean curvature flow. Hence, θt = θ(Σt) is a single value smooth function.
By using equation (2.36) again, we obtain that

∂

∂t
χt = dθt. (2.41)

Hence, χt is in the cohomology class [χ0] for all t ∈ [0, T ), and (2.38) follows from Proposition 5.2
of [14] and Proposition 2.13. �

2.4. The uniqueness of special Lagrangian submanifolds of graph case in the cotangent

bundle. In this subsection, we prove the uniqueness of special Lagrangian submanifolds in the
cotangent bundle if they are induced as the graphs of 1-forms.

Theorem 2.17. Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold. If χ0 and χ1 are two closed 1-
forms in [χ] ∈ H1(M,R) and both of them induce special Lagrangian submanifolds as their graphs,
then χ0 = χ1.

Proof. Since χ0 and χ1 are in the same cohomology class [χ], there exists a smooth function u such
that

χ1 = χ0 + du. (2.42)

Let χt = χ0 + tdu and θ(χt) be the Lagrangian angle of Σχt that are induced as the graph of χt.
According to Lemma 2.14, we have

d

dt
θ(χt) = η

pq
t

d

dt
(χt)p,q = η

pq
t upq, (2.43)

where (ηt)pq is the metric induced on Σχt and η
pq
t is the inverse of (ηt)pq. Integrating (2.43) from

0 to 1 on both sides, we get

θ(χ1)− θ(χ0) =

∫ 1

0
η
pq
t dt upq = η̃pqupq, (2.44)

where η̃pq =
∫ 1
0 η

pq
t dt is a positive definite matrix. We assume u(x0) = min

X
u(x). Then at point

x0, by (2.44) and the maximum principle, we have θ(χ1) > θ(χ0) at x0. Since θ(χ1) and θ(χ0)
are constants, θ(χ1) > θ(χ0) on X. Similar arguments imply that θ(χ1) 6 θ(χ0) also holds on X.
Hence θ(χ1) = θ(χ0) and then u is a constant, that is, χ0 = χ1. �

3. Evolution equations along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flows

In this section, we give the evolution equations of some geometric quantities along the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5). For convenience, we will write u and η instead of ut and ηt.
We denote ∆η = ηijDiDj, where D is the covariant derivative with respect to g.

Lemma 3.1. The evolution equation of (u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 along the flow (1.5) is given by

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 = 2(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)(θ(χ̂u)− θ(χ̂)−∆ηu)− 2ηijuiuj , (3.1)

where p ∈ X is a fixed point.
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Proof. Straightforward calculations show that

∂

∂t
(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 = 2(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)(θ(χ̂u)− θ(χ̂)) (3.2)

and

∆η(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 = 2(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)∆ηu+ 2ηijuiuj. (3.3)

Then we get the desired equation. �

Lemma 3.2. The function ϑ = gijuiuj satisfies

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ϑ = −2ηpqgijuipujq − 2gijηpqR l

p iquluj + 2gijηpqχ̂p,qiuj . (3.4)

Proof. Firstly, by using (2.38) and Lemma 2.14, we have

∂

∂t
ϑ =

∂

∂t
(gijuiuj) = 2gij

(
∂u

∂t

)

i

uj

= 2gij(θ(χ̂u))iuj = 2gijηpq(χ̂u)p,qiuj

= 2gijηpqχ̂p,qiuj + 2gijηpqupqiuj.

(3.5)

Then direct computations show that

∆ηϑ = ηpq(gijuiuj)pq

= 2ηpqgij(uipujq + uipquj)

= 2ηpqgij(uipujq + upqiuj) + 2ηpqgijR l
p iqujul.

(3.6)

Adding these equalities together gives us the required equation. �

Lemma 3.3. The function ρ = gijgpquipujq satisfies the following evolution equation

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ = −2gijgklηpbηaqηab,l(χ̂u)p,qiukj + 2gijgklηpqχ̂p,qilukj

− 2gijgklηpquilpukjq + 2gijgklηpq(Ξ1)pqilukj,
(3.7)

where
(Ξ1)pqil = uklR

k
p qi + ukR

k
p qi,l + ukpR

k
i ql + uikR

k
p ql + ukqR

k
i pl + ukR

k
i pl,q. (3.8)

Proof. By using (2.38), Lemma 2.14 and χ̂u = χ̂+ du, we have

∂

∂t
ρ = 2gijgkl

(
∂u

∂t

)

il

ukj = 2gijgkl(θ(χ̂u))ilukj = 2gijgkl(ηpq(χ̂u)p,qi)lukj

= −2gijgklηpbηaqηab,l(χ̂u)p,qiukj + 2gijgklηpqχ̂p,qilukj

+ 2gijgklηpqupqilukj.

(3.9)

Direct computations give

∆ηρ = ηpq(gijgkluilukj)pq

= 2gijgklηpquilpukjq + 2gijgklηpqukjuilpq.
(3.10)

By the communication formula for curvature tensor, we have

upqil = (upqi − upiq)l + (uipql − uiplq) + (uipl − uilp)q + uilpq

= uklR
k

p qi + ukR
k

p qi,l + ukpR
k
i ql + uikR

k
p ql + ukqR

k
i pl + ukR

k
i pl,q + uilpq

:= (Ξ1)pqil + uilpq.

(3.11)

Then we get the result required by adding the above equations together. �
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Remark 3.4. In Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 6.2 of [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang used the function

ρ̃ =
1

2
log

det ηij
det gij

(3.12)

to consider the C2-estimate of u, which aims to prove that the smallness of |D2u|2g is kept along
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow. This makes sense because in their case χ̂ = 0, the
smallness of ρ̃ is equivalent to the smallness of |D2u|2g. However, we can not work with ρ̃ because

there is no such equivalence between ρ̃ and |D2u|2g due to χ̂ 6= 0.

Define

Θ = gipgjqgkruijkupqr (3.13)

and

Υ = ηmsgipgjqgkruijkmupqrs. (3.14)

Lemma 3.5. The evolution equation of Θ along the generalized mean curvature flow (1.5) is

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Θ = −2Υ + 2gipgjqgkr(ηms

,jkumsi + ηms
,j umsik + ηms

,k umsij)upqr

+ 2gipgjqgkr(ηms
,jk χ̂m,si + ηms

,j χ̂m,sik + ηms
,k χ̂m,sij + ηmsχ̂m,sijk)upqr

+ 2ηmsgipgjqgkr(Ξ2)msijkupqr,

(3.15)

where

(Ξ2)msijk = (ulR
l

m si),jk + (ulmR
l
i sj + uilR

l
m sj),k + (ulR

l
i mj),sk

+ (uljmR
l
i sk + uilmR

l
j sk + uijlR

l
m sk) + (uljR

l
i mk + uilR

l
j mk),s

= Du ∗g D2Rm+D2u ∗g DRm+D3u ∗g Rm.
(3.16)

Proof. Direct computations show

∂

∂t
Θ = 2gipgjqgkr

(
∂

∂t
u

)

ijk

upqr = 2gipgjqgkr(θ(χ̂u))ijkupqr

= 2gipgjqgkr(ηmsχ̂m,si)jkupqr + 2gipgjqgkr(ηmsumsi)jkupqr

= 2gipgjqgkr(ηms
,jk χ̂m,si + ηms

,j χ̂m,sik + ηms
,k χ̂m,sij + ηmsχ̂m,sijk)upqr

+ 2gipgjqgkr(ηms
,jkumsi + ηms

,j umsik + ηms
,k umsij + ηmsumsijk)upqr,

(3.17)

and

∆ηΘ = ηmsgipgjqgkr(uijkupqr)ms

= 2ηmsgipgjqgkr(uijkmupqrs + uijkmsupqr).
(3.18)

Using the communication formulas, we obtain

umsijk − uijkms

= (umsi − umis)jk + (uimsj − uimjs)k + (uimj − uijm)sk

+ (uijmsk − uijmks) + (uijmk − uijkm)s

= (ulR
l

m si),jk + (ulmR
l
i sj + uilR

l
m sj),k + (ulR

l
i mj),sk

+ (uljmR
l
i sk + uilmR

l
j sk + uijlR

l
m sk) + (uljR

l
i mk + uilR

l
j mk),s

:= (Ξ2)msijk.

(3.19)

Then we get the result needed. �
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4. The long-time existence of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow

In this section, we first prove that the smallness of |D2u|2g is preserved along the generalized

mean curvature flow. Then by this property, we derive the C3-estimate of u and prove the long-
time existence of flow (1.5) when |D2u0|2g is sufficiently small.

4.1. Smallness of |D2u|2g along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow. If the
graph Σχ̂ induced by χ̂ is a special Lagrangian submanifold in T ∗X, that is, θ(χ̂) is a constant, we
prove the following lemmas for τ = (u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2, ϑ and ρ.

Lemma 4.1. Along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5), τ satisfies inequality

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)τ 6 C(1 + ρ)ρτ

1

2 + (−C0 + Cρ)ϑ, (4.1)

where C0 and C are positive constants depending only on n, g and χ̂.

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, we have

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)2 = 2(u− u0(p)− θ(χ̂)t)(θ(χ̂u)− θ(χ̂)−∆ηu)− 2ηpqupuq. (4.2)

We consider θ(χ̂su) as a smooth function on s ∈ [0, 1], where χ̂su = χ̂ + sdu. By using (2.33), we
have

θ(χ̂u)− θ(χ̂)−∆ηu = θ(χ̂1·u)− θ(χ̂0·u)−∆ηu

=
d

ds
θ(χ̂su)

∣∣∣
s=ξt∈(0,1)

−∆ηu

= η̂pqupq − ηpqupq,

(4.3)

where η̂pq and ηpq are the inverse of η̂pq = gpq+(χ̂ξt·u)k,pg
kl(χ̂ξt·u)l,q and ηpq = gpq+(χ̂u)k,pg

kl(χ̂u)l,q
respectively. Moreover,

η̂ > g and η > g. (4.4)

Therefore, we have

θ(χ̂u)− θ(χ̂)−∆ηu

= ηps(ηsm − η̂sm)η̂mqupq

= ηps((1− ξt)(χ̂i,sg
ijujm + uisg

ijχ̂j,m) + (1− ξ2t )uisg
ijujm)η̂mqupq

6 C(1 + ρ)ρ.

(4.5)

Then inequality (4.2) can be controlled as

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)τ 6 C(1 + ρ)ρτ

1

2 − 2ηpqupuq. (4.6)

We deal with the term −2ηpqupuq as follows,

−2ηpqupuq = −2(ηpq − η̂pq)upuq − 2η̂pqupuq

= 2ηpm(ηms − η̂ms)η̂
squpuq − 2η̂pqupuq

= 2ηpm(χ̂i,sg
ijujm + uisg

ijχ̂j,m + uisg
ijujm)η̂squpuq − 2η̂pqupuq

6 −2C0ϑ+ (ρ
1

2 + ρ)ϑ

6 (−C0 + Cρ)ϑ,

(4.7)

where η̂pq = gpq + (χ̂)k,pg
kl(χ̂)l,q. We complete the proof. �
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Lemma 4.2. Along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5), there holds

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ϑ 6 (−C1 +Cρ)ρ+ Cϑ, (4.8)

where C1 and C are positive constants depending only on n, g and χ̂.

Proof. From Lemma 3.2, the evolution equation of ϑ along the generalized mean curvature flow
(1.5) is given by

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ϑ = −2ηpqgijuipujq − 2gijηpqR l

p iquluj + 2gijηpqχ̂p,qiuj

= −2ηpqgijuipujq − 2gijηpqR l
p iquluj + 2gij(ηpq − η̂pq)χ̂p,qiuj,

(4.9)

where we use the fact η̂pqχ̂p,qi = 0 (see (2.34)) in the second equality. For simplicity, we denote
χ := χ̂u = χ̂+ du. Then we have

ηpq − η̂pq = ηpl(η̂sl − ηsl)η̂
sq = ηpl(χ̂k,sg

kjχ̂j,l − χk,sg
kjχj,l)η̂

sq

= −ηplη̂sq(χ̂k,sg
kjujl + uksg

kjχ̂j,l + uksg
kjujl),

(4.10)

which implies that

|η−1 − η̂−1|g 6 C(
√
ρ+ ρ). (4.11)

The second term in the right hand side of (4.9) can be bouded as follows,

−2gijηpqR l
p iquluj 6 Cϑ. (4.12)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.11), for any ε > 0, we have

2gij(ηpq − η̂pq)χ̂p,qiuj 6 ε(ρ+ ρ2) + C(ε)ϑ. (4.13)

The same argument as in (4.7) imply that

−2gijηpquipujq 6 (−C0 + Cρ)ρ. (4.14)

Taking ε sufficiently small, we have

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ϑ 6 (−C0 + Cρ)ρ+ ε(1 + ρ)ρ+Cϑ

6 (−C1 + Cρ)ρ+ Cϑ,
(4.15)

where C1 and C are positive constants depending only on n, g and χ̂. We complete the proof. �

Lemma 4.3. The function ρ satisfies the following inequality along the generalized Lagrangian
mean curvature flow (1.5),

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ 6 (−1 + Cρ)ηpqgijgkluikqujlp + C(1 + ρ)ρ+ C(1 + ρ)ϑ, (4.16)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g and χ̂.

Proof. At a point p ∈ X, we choose the normal coordinate system with respect to g such that

gij(p) = δij and uij(p) = σiδij . (4.17)

Then by Lemma 3.3, the evolution equation of ρ along the generalized mean curvature flow (1.5)
is given by

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ = −2ηpbηaqηab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2ηpqχ̂p,qiiσi − 2ηpquikpukiq + 2σiη

pq(Ξ1)pqii

− 2ηpbηaqηab,iupqiσi.
(4.18)
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We deal with the first two terms as follows,

− 2ηpbηaqηab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2ηpqχ̂p,qiiσi

= −2ηpbηaq(ηab,i − η̂ab,i)χ̂p,qiσi − 2ηpb(ηaq − η̂aq)η̂ab,iχ̂p,qiσi

− 2(ηpb − η̂pb)η̂aq η̂ab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2(ηpq − η̂pq)χ̂p,qiiσi

− 2η̂pbη̂aq η̂ab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2η̂pqχ̂p,qiiσi.

(4.19)

Since θ̂ = θ(χ̂) is a constant, according to (2.34), we have

−2η̂pbη̂aq η̂ab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2η̂pqχ̂p,qiiσi = 2(η̂pqχ̂p,qi)iσi = 0. (4.20)

Same arguments as in (4.10) imply that

ηpq − η̂pq = ηpl(η̂sl − ηsl)η̂
sq

= −ηplη̂sq(χ̂k,sukl + uksχ̂k,l + uksukl)
(4.21)

and that

(ηab,i − η̂ab,i) = χ̂k,aiukb + ukaiχ̂k,b + ukaiukb + χ̂k,aukbi + ukaχ̂k,bi + ukaukbi

= σa(χ̂a,bi + uabi) + σb(χ̂b,ai + ubai) + ukaiχ̂k,b + χ̂k,aukbi

= σa(χ̂a,bi + uaib) + σb(χ̂b,ai + ubia) + σaulR
l

a bi + σbulR
l
b ai

+ ukiaχ̂k,b + ulR
l

k aiχ̂k,b + χ̂k,aukib + ulR
l

k biχ̂k,a.

(4.22)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.19)-(4.22), the first two terms on the right hand
side of (4.18) can be controlled as

−2ηpbηaqηab,iχ̂p,qiσi + 2ηpqχ̂p,qiiσi 6
1

2
ηpquijpuijq + C(ρ+ ρ2) + Cϑ. (4.23)

Since Ξ1 = D2u ∗g Rm + Du ∗g DRm, the forth term on the right hand side of (4.18) can be
controlled as

2σiη
pq(Ξ1)pqii 6 Cρ+ Cϑ. (4.24)

Then we deal with the last term in (4.18). Indeed,

− 2ηpbηaqηab,iupqiσi

= −2ηpbηaqηab,iσi(upiq + ulR
l

p qi)

= −2ηpbηaqσi(upiq + ulR
l

p qi)(χ̂s,aiχs,b + χs,aχ̂s,bi)

− 2ηpbηaqσi(upiq + ulR
l

p qi)(usaiχs,b + χs,ausbi)

= −2ηpbηaqσi(upiq + ulR
l

p qi)(χ̂s,aiχs,b + χs,aχ̂s,bi)

− 2ηpbηaqσi(upiq + ulR
l

p qi)(usiaχs,b + ulR
l
s aiχs,b + χs,ausib + ulR

l
s biχs,a)

6 (
1

2
+ Cρ)ηpquijquijp + C(1 + ρ)ρ+ C(1 + ρ)ϑ.

(4.25)

Therefore, we have the following inequality for ρ,

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ 6 (−1 + Cρ)ηpquijquijp + C(1 + ρ)ρ+ C(1 + ρ)ϑ, (4.26)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g and χ̂. �

Then we prove that the smallness of D2u is preserved along the generalized Lagrangian mean
curvature flow (1.5). We define the following auxiliary function Q,

Q = ρ+K1ϑ+K2τ, (4.27)
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where K1 and K2 are positive constants to be determined later. Since X is a compact Riemannian
manifold, we have the following lemma according to differential mean value theorem.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a positive constant Cg depending only on n and g such that
{
Q 6 Cg max

X
ρ, at t = 0,

ρ 6 Q, if t > 0.
(4.28)

According to Lemma 4.4, we only need to prove the smallness of Q is kept along the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5) instead of ρ.

Theorem 4.5. There exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that if ρ 6 δ0 at t = 0, then ρ 6 2Cgδ0 along
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5), where Cg is the constant in Lemma 4.4.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, we have the following inequality for Q,

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Q 6(−1 + Cρ)ηpquijquijp +C(1 + ρ)ρ+ C(1 + ρ)ϑ

+K1(−C1 + Cρ)ρ+K1Cϑ+K2C(1 + ρ)ρτ
1

2 +K2(−C0 + ρ)ϑ

=(−1 + Cρ)ηpquijquijp + (−K2C0 +K1C + C +K2ρ+ Cρ)ϑ

+ (−K1C1 + C + Cρ+K1Cρ+K2Cτ
1

2 +K2Cρτ
1

2 )ρ,

(4.29)

where C0, C1 and C are positive constants depending only on n, g and χ̂. We choose K1 and K2

satisfying

−K1C1 + C = −2 and −K2C0 +K1C + C = −1. (4.30)

Then

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Q 6 (−1 +A1Q)ηpquijquijp + (−1 +A2Q)ϑ + (−1 +A3Q

3

2 )ρ. (4.31)

Let δ′ > 0 be a constant such that

−1 +A1δ
′ < 0, −1 +A2δ

′ < 0 and − 1 +A3δ
′ 3
2 < 0. (4.32)

We claim that if ρ 6 δ′

2Cg
at t = 0, then Q < δ′ for all time t ∈ [0, T ) where the flow (1.5) exists.

First by Lemma 4.4, we have Q 6 δ′

2 at t = 0. If there exists a time T0 < T such that

Q(t) < δ′ on [0, T0) and Q(T0) = δ′. (4.33)

By (4.31), (4.32) and the maximum principle, since Q 6 δ′

2 at t = 0, Q 6 δ′

2 on [0, T0) and then

Q(T0) 6
δ′

2 , which is a contradiction with (4.33). Hence ρ 6 Q < δ′ for all time t ∈ [0, T ). Taking

δ0 =
δ′

2Cg
, we complete the proof. �

4.2. Third-order estimate. Assume that Q is uniformly bounded on [0, T ), that is, there is a
uniform positive constant L such that Q 6 L for t ∈ [0, T ). We first derive the following estimates
for Θ.

Lemma 4.6. If Q is uniformly bounded by a positive constant L for all t ∈ [0, T ), then Θ satisfies
the following inequality

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Θ 6 −Υ+CΘ2 + C, (4.34)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, χ̂, g and L.
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Proof. From Lemma 3.5, Θ satisfies the following evolution equation

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Θ = −2Υ + 2gipgjqgkr(ηms

,jkumsi + ηms
,j umsik + ηms

,k umsij)upqr

+ 2gipgjqgkr(ηms
,jk χ̂m,si + ηms

,j χ̂m,sik + ηms
,k χ̂m,sij + ηmsχ̂m,sijk)upqr

+ 2ηmsgipgjqgkr(Ξ2)msijkupqr,

(4.35)

where

Ξ2 = Du ∗g D2Rm+D2u ∗g DRm+D3u ∗g Rm. (4.36)

The uniform bound of Q implies that D2u is uniformly bounded as an application of Lemma 4.4.
Hence Dχ is uniformly bounded and then there exists a constant C > 1 depending only on n, χ̂, g
and L, such that

g 6 η 6 Cg. (4.37)

Since χ is closed, χi,j = χj,i. For convenience, we choose normal coordinate system near p ∈ X

such that

gij(p) = δij and χi,j = δijµi. (4.38)

Since ηij = gij +χp,ig
pqχq,j, ηij = δijνi, where νi = 1+µ2i . Then we have the following expressions

of ηms
,j and ηms

,jk at p,

ηms
,j =− ηmbηas(χp,ajχp,b + χp,aχp,bj)

=− 2νmνsµmχm,sj

(4.39)

and

ηms
,jk = −ηmbηas(χp,ajkχp,b + χp,aχp,bjk + χp,ajχp,bk + χp,akχp,bj)

+ ηmcηdbηas(χr,ckχr,d + χr,cχr,dk)(χp,ajχp,b + χp,aχp,bj)

+ ηmbηacηds(χr,ckχr,d + χr,cχr,dk)(χp,ajχp,b + χp,aχp,bj)

= −2νmνsµmχm,sjk − 2νmνsχp,sjχp,mk

+ 4νmνdνsµmµsχm,dkχs,dj + 4νmνcνsµsµmχs,ckχm,cj.

(4.40)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2(ηms
,jkumsi + ηms

,j umsik + ηms
,k umsij)uijk 6

1

2
Υ + CΘ2 + C, (4.41)

2(ηms
,jk χ̂m,si + ηms

,j χ̂m,sik + ηms
,k χ̂m,sij + ηmsχ̂m,sijk)uijk 6

1

2
Υ + CΘ2 + C (4.42)

and

ηms(Ξ2)msijkuijk =η−1 ∗g D3u ∗g (Du ∗g D2Rm+D2u ∗g DRm+D3u ∗g Rm)

6C + CΘ2,
(4.43)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, χ̂, g and L. Putting (4.41)-(4.43) into equation
(4.35), we complete the proof. �

To prove the uniformly higher order estimates for u, we need the smallness of D2u along the
generalized Lagrangianmean curvature flow. We first prove the following lemma ifD2u is sufficiently
small.

Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that if ρ 6 δ0 at time t = 0, then there holds

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ 6 −1

4
Θ + C. (4.44)
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Proof. We only need to take δ0 in Theorem 4.5 sufficiently small such that η sufficiently close to g
and that in Lemma 4.3, we also have

(−1 + Cρ)ηpqgijgkluikqujlp 6 −1

4
gpqgijgkluikqujlp, (4.45)

where C and Cg are the constants appeared in Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.5. �

As an application of Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, we obtain the uniform estimate of Θ.

Theorem 4.8. There exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that if ρ 6 δ0 at t = 0, then Θ is uniformly
bounded along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5).

Proof. To get the uniform estimate of Θ, we consider the following auxiliary function

Γ = eAρΘ, (4.46)

where A is a constant to be determined later. We first choose δ0 to be the constant in Lemma 4.7.
Then ρ is bounded by 2Cgδ0 by Theorem 4.5 and satisfies

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ 6 −1

4
Θ + C. (4.47)

From Lemma 4.6, we have

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Θ 6 −Υ+CΘ2 + C. (4.48)

Combing the inequalities (4.47) and (4.48), we obtain

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Γ = AeAρΘ(

∂

∂t
−∆η)ρ+ eAρ(

∂

∂t
−∆η)Θ− 2AeAρηijρiΘj −A2eAρΘηijρiρj

6 AΓ(−1

4
Θ + C) + eAρ(−Υ+ CΘ2 + C)− 2AeAρηijρiΘj −A2Γηijρiρj

= −2AηijρiΓj +AΓ(−1

4
Θ +C) + eAρ(−Υ+ CΘ2 +C) +A2Γηijρiρj,

(4.49)

where we have used the following equality in the last equality

DΓ = AΓDρ+ eAρDΘ. (4.50)

Since
ηijρiρj = 4ηijupqiupqusljusl 6 5ρΘ, (4.51)

we have

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Γ 6 −2AηijρiΓj +AΓ(−1

4
Θ + C) + eAρ(−Υ+ CΘ2 + C) + 5A2ρeAρΘ2

= −2AηijρiΓj + eAρ(Θ2(5ρA2 − 1

4
A+ C) +ACΘ+ C)− eAρΥ

6 −2AηijρiΓj + eAρ(Θ2(10A2Cgδ0 −
1

4
A+ C) +ACΘ+ C).

(4.52)

We choose δ0 much smaller such that

1

16
− 40Cgδ0C > 0. (4.53)

Then there exists a positive constant A such that

−C2 := 10A2Cgδ0 −
1

4
A+ C < 0. (4.54)

As a consequence, we have the following inequality for Γ,

(
∂

∂t
−∆η)Γ 6− 2AηijDiρDjΓ + eAρ(−C2Θ

2 + CΘ+ C). (4.55)
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By using the maximum principle and the uniform bound on ρ, we conclude that Θ is uniformly
bounded along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5). �

4.3. The long-time existence. From Theorem 4.8, it is clearly that η is C1-bounded uniformly.
Then the standard parabolic Schauder estimates give us all uniform higher order estimates of u.
Hence we can get the long-time existence of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

Theorem 4.9. There exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that if ρ 6 δ0 at t = 0, then the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5) exists for all t ∈ [0,+∞).

Proof. We assume that the maximal existence time of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow (1.5) is [0, T ). According to Theorem 4.8, we know that Θ is uniformly bounded in [0, T )
and thus η is uniformly C1-bounded. Then the standard parabolic Schauder estimates imply all
higher order uniform estimates of u. Hence we can extend the flow across time T by the short-time
existence if T < +∞, which implies that T must be +∞. �

5. Exponential Convergence

In this section, we prove that the 1-form χ̂ut converges exponentially to χ̂ along the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5). First, along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow, the function u̇ := ∂

∂t
u evolves as

∂

∂t
u̇ = ηij u̇ij. (5.1)

According to the maximum principle, u̇ is bounded by ‖u̇(0)‖C0(X).

5.1. Harnack-type inequality. In this subsection, we prove a Harnack-type inequality for the
positive solution to the following parabolic equation

∂v

∂t
= ηijvij , (5.2)

where {ηij} is the inverse matrix of {ηij}, ηij = gij + (χ̂u)k,ig
kl(χ̂u)l,j, χ̂u = χ̂ + du and u is the

solution to equation (1.5). Set f = log v and

F = t(ηijfifj − αḟ), (5.3)

where α ∈ (1, 2) is a constant. By Equation (5.2), we have

ḟ − ηijfij = ηijfifj (5.4)

and
F = −tηijfij − t(α− 1)ḟ . (5.5)

Lemma 5.1. There exists a positive constant C depending only on g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X) such that F
satisfies the following inequality

ηklFkl − Ḟ >
t

2n
(ηijfifj − ḟ)2 − 2ηijfiFj − (ηijfifj − αḟ)− Ctηijfifj − Ct. (5.6)

Proof. Direct computations show that

Ḟ = ηijfifj − αḟ + 2tηijfj ḟi + t
∂ηij

∂t
fifj − αtf̈ (5.7)

and

ηklFkl = tηkl
(
2ηijfikfjl + 4ηij,kfilfj + 2ηijfiklfj + η

ij
,klfifj − αḟkl

)
. (5.8)

Since u is uniformly bounded along the flow (1.5), we directly have

t
∣∣ηklηij,klfifj

∣∣ 6 Ctηijfifj, (5.9)
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where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X).

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

|4tηklηij,kfilfj| 6
2Ct

ε
ηijfifj + 2εtηklηijfikfjl, (5.10)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C3(X).

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.5) and (5.7), we have

2tηklηijfiklfj = 2tηijηkl(fklifj + faR
a
k ilfj)

> −Ctηijfifj + 2tηijfj(η
klfkl)i − 2tηijfjη

kl
,i fkl

> −Ctηijfifj + 2tηijfj(η
klfkl)i −

Ct

ε
ηijfifj − εtηklηijfikfjl

= −Ctηijfifj − 2ηijfjFi − 2t(α− 1)ηijfj ḟi −
Ct

ε
ηijfifj − εtηklηijfikfjl

= −Ctηijfifj − 2ηijfjFi − (α− 1)Ḟ + (α− 1)(ηijfifj − αḟ)

+ (α− 1)t
∂ηij

∂t
fifj − α(α − 1)tf̈ − Ct

ε
ηijfifj − εtηklηijfikfjl

> −Ctηijfifj − 2ηijfjFi − (α− 1)Ḟ + (α− 1)(ηijfifj − αḟ)

− α(α− 1)tf̈ − Ct

ε
ηijfifj − εtηklηijfikfjl,

(5.11)

and

−αtηklḟkl = −αt(F
t2

− Ḟ

t
− (α− 1)f̈) + αtfkl

∂ηkl

∂t

> −Ct
ε

− εtηklηijfikfjl −
αF

t
+ αḞ + tα(α− 1)f̈ ,

(5.12)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X).

Combining (5.8)-(5.12) together, we get that

ηijFij > Ḟ − 2ηijFifj − (ηijfifj − αḟ) + 2t(1 − 2ε)ηijηklfilfkj

−Ct(1 +
1

ε
)ηijfifj −

Ct

ε
.

(5.13)

Taking ε 6 3
8 and applying the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality and equality (5.4)

ηijηklfilfkj >
1

n

(
ηijfij

)2
=

1

n
(ḟ − ηijfifj)

2, (5.14)

we obtain that

ηijFij − Ḟ >
t

2n
(ḟ − ηijfifj)

2 − 2ηijFifj − (ηijfifj − αḟ)

− Ctηijfifj − Ct,

(5.15)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X). We complete the proof. �

Lemma 5.2. There exists a positive constant C depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X) such
that for any t > 0,

ηijfifj − αḟ 6 C +
C

t
. (5.16)
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Proof. For any T > 0, let (x0, t0) be the maximum point of F on X × [0, T ]. If t0 = 0, (5.16) can
be deduced directly. We only need to consider the case t0 > 0. At (x0, t0), by Lemma 5.1,

t0

2n
(ηijfifj − ḟ)2 − (ηijfifj − αḟ) 6 Ct0η

ijfifj + Ct0. (5.17)

If ḟ(x0, t0) > 0, since α ∈ (1, 2), we have

t0

2n
(ηijfifj − ḟ)2 − (ηijfifj − ḟ) 6 Ct0η

ijfifj +Ct0, (5.18)

which implies that at (x0, t0), by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

ηijfifj − ḟ 6 C

√
ηijfifj +C +

C

t0
6

(
1− 1

α

)
ηijfifj + C +

C

t0
, (5.19)

that is,

ηijfifj − αḟ 6 C +
C

t0
, (5.20)

where C is a positive constant depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X). Then for any x ∈ X,

F (x, T ) 6 F (x0, t0) = t0(η
ijfifj − αḟ) 6 Ct0 + C 6 CT + C. (5.21)

Therefore, we have

(ηijfifj − αḟ)(x, T ) 6 C +
C

T
on X. (5.22)

Since T is arbitrary, we get (5.16).

If ḟ(x0, t0) 6 0. By (5.17), at (x0, t0), we have

t0

2n
(ηijfifj)

2 − ηijfifj + αḟ 6 Ct0η
ijfifj + Ct0, (5.23)

that is,
1

2n
(ηijfifj)

2 − (
1

t0
+ C)ηijfifj 6 C − αḟ

t0
. (5.24)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1

2n
(ηijfifj)

2 − (
1

t0
+ C)ηijfifj 6 C +

C

t20
+
ḟ2

4
. (5.25)

Therefore, at (x0, t0), we have

ηijfifj 6 C +
C

t0
− ḟ

2
, (5.26)

where C is a positive constant depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X).

On the other hand, by inequality (5.17), at (x0, t0),

t0

2n
ḟ2 + αḟ 6 Ct0η

ijfifj + Ct0 + ηijfifj, (5.27)

that is,
1

2n
ḟ2 +

α

t0
ḟ 6 Cηijfifj + C +

1

t0
ηijfifj. (5.28)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1

2n
ḟ2 +

α

t0
ḟ 6

1

4

(
ηijfifj

)2
+
C

t20
+ C. (5.29)

Hence at (x0, t0), there exist a positive constant C depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X) such
that

−ḟ 6
C

t0
+
ηijfifj

2
+ C. (5.30)
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Then inequalities (5.26) and (5.30) imply that

ηijfifj 6 C +
C

t0
+
ηijfifj

4
, (5.31)

that is,

ηijfifj 6 C +
C

t0
. (5.32)

Combining this inequality with (5.30), we have

−ḟ 6 C +
C

t0
. (5.33)

Therefore, there exist a positive constant C depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X) such that
at (x0, t0),

ηijfifj − αḟ 6 C +
C

t0
. (5.34)

Then same arguments as in the former case imply inequality (5.16). �

By using Lemma 5.2, we prove the following Harnack-type inequality along the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5).

Theorem 5.3. There exists a positive constant C depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X) such
that for any 0 < t1 < t2, we have

sup
x∈X

v(x, t1) 6 inf
x∈X

v(x, t2)

(
t2

t1

)C

e
C

t2−t1
+C(t2−t1). (5.35)

Proof. Let x, y ∈ X be two arbitrary points and γ be a geodesic with respect to metric g such that

γ(0) = x and γ(1) = y. (5.36)

We define curve ξ(s) : [0, 1] → X × [t1, t2] by

ξ(s) = (γ(s), (1 − s)t1 + st2), (5.37)

that is, γ is a curve in X × [t1, t2] connecting (x, t1) and (y, t2). Then by Lemma 5.2,

log
v(x, t1)

v(y, t2)
=−

∫ 1

0

∂

∂s
f(ξ(s))ds

=

∫ 1

0
(−df γ̇ − ḟ(t2 − t1))ds

6

∫ 1

0
(
√
ηijfifj −

t2 − t1

α
ηijfifj − ḟ(t2 − t1) +

t2 − t1

α
ηijfifj)ds

6

∫ 1

0

(
α

4(t2 − t1)
+ C(t2 − t1) +

C(t2 − t1)

(1− s)t1 + st2

)
ds

=
C

t2 − t1
+ C(t2 − t1) + C log

t2

t1
,

(5.38)

which implies that

v(x, t1) 6 v(y, t2)

(
t2

t1

)C

e
C

t2−t1
+C(t2−t1), (5.39)

where C is a positive constant depending only on α, n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X). Since x, y are arbitrary
points in X, after fixing some α ∈ (1, 2), we complete the proof. �
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5.2. Exponential Convergence. As an application of the Harnack-type inequality (5.35), by
following Cao’s arguments [2] for Kähler-Ricci flow, we prove the following estimates for

ũ(t) = u(t)−
∫
X
u(t)dVg∫
X
dVg

. (5.40)

Theorem 5.4. There exist positive constants C1 and C2 depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X)

such that ∣∣∣∣
∂ũ(t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣ 6 C1e
−C2t. (5.41)

Proof. We denote ϕ(t) and ϕ̃(t) to be u̇(t) and ˙̃u(t) respectively. It is easy to see that ϕ̃(t) and
ϕ(t) satisfy ∫

X

ϕ̃(t)dVg = 0 and
∂ϕ(t)

∂t
= ηijϕij . (5.42)

For any t > 0 and x, y ∈ X, we have

|ϕ̃(x, t)− ϕ̃(y, t)| = |ϕ(x, t)− ϕ(y, t)|. (5.43)

By the maximum principle, for any 0 < t1 < t2, we have

sup
y∈X

ϕ(y, t2) 6 sup
y∈X

ϕ(y, t1) 6 sup
y∈X

ϕ(y, 0), (5.44)

and
inf
y∈X

ϕ(y, t2) > inf
y∈X

ϕ(y, t1) > inf
y∈X

ϕ(y, 0). (5.45)

Let m be an arbitrary positive integer. For any (x, t), we define

ξm(x, t) = sup
y∈X

ϕ(y,m− 1)− ϕ(x,m− 1 + t) (5.46)

and
ψm(x, t) = ϕ(x,m− 1 + t)− inf

y∈X
ϕ(y,m− 1). (5.47)

Then by (5.44) and (5.45), both ξm and ϕm are non-negative and satisfy equations

∂ξm

∂t
(x, t) = ηij(x,m− 1 + t)(ξm)ij(x, t) (5.48)

and
∂ψm

∂t
(x, t) = ηij(x,m− 1 + t)(ψm)ij(x, t). (5.49)

If ϕ(x,m − 1) is constant, then ϕ(x, t) must be constant for all t > m − 1 by the maximum
principle. Then (5.42) and (5.43) imply that ϕ̃(x, t) = 0 on X × [m − 1,+∞). Hence (5.41) is
obvious.

Nexy, we assume that ϕ(x,m− 1) is not constant. It follows that at t = 0, ξm must be positive
at some point x0. By the strong maximum principle, ξm(x, t) must be positive on X × (0,+∞).
Similarly, we also have ψm(x, t) > 0 on X × (0,+∞). Then applying Theorem 5.3 with t1 =

1
2 and

t2 = 1, we obtain

sup
y∈X

ϕ(y,m− 1)− inf
y∈X

ϕ(y,m− 1

2
) 6 C(sup

y∈X
ϕ(y,m− 1)− sup

y∈X
ϕ(y,m)),

sup
y∈X

ϕ(y,m− 1

2
)− inf

y∈X
ϕ(y,m− 1) 6 C( inf

y∈X
ϕ(y,m) − inf

y∈X
ϕ(y,m− 1)),

(5.50)

where C > 1 is a constant depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X). Denote

χ(t) = sup
y∈X

ϕ(y, t)− inf
y∈X

ϕ(y, t). (5.51)
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By (5.61), we have

χ(m− 1) + χ(m− 1

2
) 6 C(χ(m− 1)− χ(m)). (5.52)

Since χ is a non-negative, there holds

χ(m) 6
C − 1

C
χ(m− 1). (5.53)

By induction, we obtain

χ(m) 6

(
C − 1

C

)m

χ(0). (5.54)

According to inequalities (5.44) and (5.45), χ(t) is decreasing in t. Therefore, for any t ∈ [m,m+1),

χ(t) 6 χ(m) 6

(
C − 1

C

)m

χ(0) 6

(
C − 1

C

)t(
C

C − 1

)t−m

χ(0) 6 C1e
−C2t, (5.55)

where C1 =
Cχ(0)
C−1 and C2 = log C

C−1 . Since m is arbitrary, we have

χ(t) 6 C1e
−C2t, (5.56)

where C1 and C2 are positive constants depending only on n, g, χ̂ and ‖u‖C4(X).

Since
∫
X
ϕ̃dVg = 0, for any t > 0, there must be a point xt ∈M such that ϕ̃(xt, t) = 0. Then for

any (x, t) ∈M × [0,∞), we have

|ϕ̃(x, t)| = |ϕ̃(x, t)− ϕ̃(xt, t)| = |ϕ(x, t)− ϕ(xt, t)| 6 χ(t) 6 C1e
−C2t. (5.57)

We complete the proof. �

At last, we prove the following convergence result.

Theorem 5.5. There exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that if ρ 6 δ0 at t = 0, then χ̂u(t) converges
exponentially to χ̂ along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5) as t goes to +∞.

Proof. By using Theorem 5.4, for any 0 < t1 < t2, we have

|ũ(x, t1)− ũ(x, t2)| 6
∫ t2

t1

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂t
ũ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣ dt 6
∫ +∞

t1

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂t
ũ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣ dt 6
C1

C2
e−C2t1 , (5.58)

which implies that {ũ(t)} is a Cauchy sequence in C0-sense with respect to t.

According to Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.9, v(t) = u(t) − θ (χ̂) t is uniformly C∞-bounded
along the flow (1.5), so there exists a subsequence v(ti) = u(ti) − θ (χ̂) ti converging to a smooth
function v∞ on X and χ̂v(ti) = χ̂ + dv(ti) converging to χ̂v∞ = χ̂ + dv∞ as ti goes to +∞. Since
θ(χ̂v(t)) = θ(χ̂u(t)) = u̇(t), inequality (5.56) implies that θ(χ̂v(ti)) converges to a constant in C∞-
sense. Hence χ̂v∞ induces a special Lagrangian graph in T ∗X. Furthermore, we conclude that
χ̂v∞ = χ̂ by using the uniqueness theorem (Theorem 2.17), which implies that v∞ is a constant.
By the definition (5.40), ũ(ti) must converge to 0 in C∞-sense. Since {ũ(t)} is a Cauchy sequence
in C0-sense, ũ(t) converges to 0 in C0-sense as t goes to +∞. Let t2 goes to +∞ in (5.58), we have

‖ũ(t)‖C0(X) 6
C1

C2
e−C2t on [0,+∞). (5.59)

Hence ũ(t) converges exponentially to 0 in C0-sense.

We claim that ũ(t) actually converges to 0 in C∞-sense as t goes to +∞. If not, there exist
ε0 > 0, k0 ∈ N

+ and a time sequence t′j converging to +∞ such that

‖ũ(t′j)‖Ck0 (X) > ε0. (5.60)
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But repeating above arguments for v(t′j), we conclude that there is a subsequence also denoted by

v(t′j) converging to a constant and hence ũ(t′j) converges to 0 in C∞-sense. This is a contradiction

with (5.60). We prove the claim.

At last, we prove that the smooth convergence should be exponentially fast. For any k ∈ N
+,

by using (5.41) and integration by parts,
∫

X

∣∣∣Dkũ(t)
∣∣∣
2
dVg = −

∫ ∞

t

∂

∂s

∫

X

∣∣∣Dkũ(s)
∣∣∣
2

g
dVg ds

= −2

∫ ∞

t

∫

X

Dkũ(s) ∗g Dk ∂

∂s
ũ(s)dVg ds

6 2

∫ ∞

t

∫

X

∣∣∣D2kũ(s)
∣∣∣
g

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s
ũ(s)

∣∣∣∣ dVg ds

6 2

∫ ∞

t

(∫

X

∣∣∣D2kũ(s)
∣∣∣
2

g
dVg

) 1

2

(∫

X

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s
ũ(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

dVg

) 1

2

ds

6 Ce−C2t.

(5.61)

Hence ‖ũ(t)‖W k,2 converges exponentially to 0 as t goes to +∞. Then by the Sobolev embedding
theorem, we conclude that ũ(t) converges exponentially to 0 in C∞-sense and hence χ̂u(t) converges
exponentially to χ̂ in C∞-sense as t goes to +∞. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 5.5 directly. �
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