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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 Kéhler-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 Kéhler-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 Kahler manifold carrying an almost Einstein structure. In [16], Smoczyk-Wang defined the gen-
eralized mean curvature flow in more general almost Kahler 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 Kéhler structure on a symplectic manifold (M, w) consists a Riemannian metric G
and an almost complex structure J such that the symplectic form w satisfies that

w(,)=G(J). (1.1)

A symplectic manifold with an almost Kéhler structure (M, w, G, J) is referred as an almost Kéhler
manifold. To find special Lagrangian submanifolds in such manifold, Smoczyk-Wang [16] introduced

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53E10, 53D12.
Key words and phrases. generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow, special Lagrangian submanifold, stability.
X.S. Jin is supported by NSFC (Grant No0.12001532). J.W. Liu is supported by NSFC (Grant No.12371059),
Jiangsu Specially-Appointed Professor Program, Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities and Special
Priority Program SPP 2026 “Geometry at Infinity” from the German Research Foundation (DFG).
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.04591v1

2 XISHEN JIN AND JIAWEI LI1U

the generalized mean curvature flow. A smooth family of almost Lagrangian immersions

F:¥x[0,T)—>M (1.2)
is said to satisfy the generalized mean curvature flow if F' satisfies
OF PN
E(:E,t) = H(z,t) and F(X,0) =X, (1.3)

where H (z,t) is the generalized mean curvature vector with respect to the canonical connection
on the almost Lagrangian submanifold ¥; = F(3,t) at F(x,t). Since the cotangent bundle 7% X
of a Riemannian manifold (X, ¢) admits a canonical almost Kéahler 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 7* 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 ug
be a smooth function on X. Then dug, as a closed 1-form, induces a Lagrangian submanifold g
in T*X. Starting from X, since this flow keeps the exactness, the generalized mean curvature flow
Y4 is given as the graph of du; and wu; satisfies the following fully nonlinear parabolic equation

gut = 0(duy) = 1 log det(g,; + _1(13)”)
ot V/det gij/det(m);

(1.4)

RVAS
with initial value ug, where 6(du;) is the Lagrangian angle of ¥, and (1t)i; = gij + (us)gig" (ur)1; is
the induced metric on ¥;. 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 1is 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 g is the graph of dug for a smooth function ug on X and let \; be the eigenvalues of
the Hessian of ug with respect to g. Then there exists a positive constant § depending only on n
and the curvature of X such that if [ (1+ /\f) < 149, then the generalized mean curvature flow
starting from Xq 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 X be a closed
1-form on X. If the graph Xy induced by X is a special Lagrangian submanifold in T*X. Then
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow is stable near ¥y. More precisely, there ewists a
positive constant 0y depending only on n, g and X such that for any uy € C°°(X) whose Hessian
satisfies |D2u0|g < 0o, the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow starting from the graph g,
of Xo = X + dug ewists smoothly for all time, and converges exponentially to ¥y 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
Kaéhler-Einstein manifold of non-positive curvature.

Assume that the generalized mean curvature flow X;c(o 1) is given as the graph of closed 1-form
X¢- Since the positive constant g in Theorem 1.3 should be chosen sufficiently small, the oscillation
of the Lagrangian angle 6(xo) of ¥y, is also small, which implies that there exists a smooth functions
ug : X — R such that x; = x + duy (Theorem 2.16). Then by using Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang’s results
(Proposition 5.2 in [14]), we conclude that u; also satisfies equation

% _ 9()@) 1 1 det(gm + V= (Xt)y 2)
ot V- \/det gi; Vdet(m)ij
with initial value uy, where (X¢);,; is the covariant derivative of x; with respect to g, and (n;);; =

9ij + ()Zt)k,z‘gkl(f(t)z,j is the induced metric on Xy,. Therefore, in the case of Theorem 1.3, the
generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.3) can be written globally as equation (1.5).

(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\§. 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 u; with (u;);; = A;d;;, where u; is a solution of equation (1.4),
they deduced the following excellent expressions (see Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2 in [14])

0, SN 1
50 Vi = 2;TA?_2;T)‘§ %:Rlppz’(ut)l(ut)z (1.6)

and

o - Z—H—)\/\ o — M+ Ag)

s L 2
ot~ e (1+A2)(1+A2)(1+/\2)( tJpak

)

(1.7)

2(\, — )2
Z 1 _|_ )\2 1 _|_ )\2 kppk + Z 1 + )\2 1 + )\2) (Ut)l klpk,pa
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where

.1 det
9= |Dut|3 and p= §log det?Z]t’

(1.8)

(Me)ij = gij + (ut)kigkl(ut)lj, the covariant derivatives are all with respect to g, Rm is the curvature
tensor of g and Ryppi 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 p is preserved along the flow (1.4) and so
is |D2ut|§. 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
|D?uy|2, we use the evolutions of (uy — ug(p) — 0(x)t)* and |Duy|2. 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 |D?u|y in the evolution equation of |D%uy|?2.
This type term appears due to the 1-form x contained in \; and 7, in equation (1.5). However, it
does not appear in [14] since ¥ = 0. In fact, | D*u|4 is a bad term because it is larger than |D?uy|2
when it is small. To cancel it, we use the trick (1:);j — 7ij, and then the new terms brought by 7;;
can be cancelled by the assumption that x induces a special Lagrangian submanifold in 7% X, that
is, 6(x) 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 D?uy 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 {¢’};=1 ... » be a local coordinate system on X and D be the
covariant derivative with respect to g, then there holds

Daa—ka

9 e 9 2.1
a_qiaqj ank, ( )



STABILITY OF THE GENERALIZED LAGRANGIAN MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN COTANGENT BUNDLE 5

where Fk- is the Christoffel symbol of g. If we denote R 1 @s the curvature tensor of g, then

o 0 0 0 0 ;0
Rl=—,—|=—=DoDo——DoD.os =R' —. 2.2
<5¢”5¢>8W 3F g 0¢) o Gk dgi Mg 22)
Therefore, R 1 can be expressed by the Christoffel symbols as
i 0 . 0 i
Ry = 8—q’frjl aq ]k + I‘pkl“ Fpll“g’k. (2.3)

Let M = T*X be the cotangent bundle of X. Taking a coordinate system {qi,pi}i:17...,n on M
such that on overlapping charts with coordinate {¢*, p; }i=1,... n, we have

. =0 .
Di = alpjv 221,"',7’L (24)
7j=1

and the canonical symplectic form on M is given by

w = Zn: dg* Ndp; = —d <Zn: pidqi> . (2.5)
i=1

i=1
Define 5 5
@:@rmﬂm¢am,&—al mm%?i:L~wn (2.6)
then {dqi,ﬁi}izl .., forms a basis on "M, which is dual to the basis {Xi, 8%_} . on TM.
) ) 7 1=1,---
At this time, the bundle projection 7 : M — X satisfies

dm (X;) = a% and dm <£)> =0. (2.7)

Therefore, the connection D generates two distributions H, V in T'M, which are called the horizontal
distribution and the vertical distribution of T'M 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 X* and the vertical distribution V is spanned by %.
In terms of these bases, the Riemmannian metric G on M (or on the tangent bundle TM of M)
satisfies

o 0 > . .0 o -
G|— =— ) =9", G<XZ,—> =0 and G(X'X’)=g", 2.8
<%i®j Op; ( ) (28)
where X' = ginj. In terms of {dqi,Hi}izl,...m, this metric can be expressed as
G(-,") = g"0; ® 0; + gijdq' ® dg’ . (2.9)
The almost complex structure J on TM is defined by
and it satisfies
; 0 0 . . g
JX' = J =-X' d Jdq'=—g"0;. 2.11
Next, we recall the canonical connection v ([20, 14]), which is defined by
. o ~ 9 D
T _ 7 k o 7

This connection preserves the horizontal distribution and the vertical distribution. Also X* and

8%2_ are parallel in the fiber direction. Since v is compatible with the Riemannian metric G and
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the almost complex structure J on TM (that is, VG = 0 and V.J = 0), the Ricci form p of V is

given by
2n

. 1 5
pV.W) =5 DGRV, W) Jeq, eq) =

a=1

NI)—t

2n
Z R(V,W)eq, €a), (2.13)

where R is the curvature tensor of ¥V and {ea} a=1, 2n is an arbltrary orthonormal basis of T M.

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

Definition 2.2. A connection V which is compatible with the Kdhler metric G and the almost
complex structure J on an almost Kdhler manifold (M,w,G, J) is called Finstein, if the Ricci form
p of v satisfies

= fw (2.14)

)

for some smooth function f on M.

In [14], Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang proved that V 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 (w, G, J) be an almost
Kdhler structure defined on the cotangent bundle M = T*X with the canonical connection V. Then

the Ricci form p 0f§ defined in (2.13) vanishes. In particular, V 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

Kahler structure (w,G,J) and a canonical connection V that is symplectic (that is, Vw = 0),
compatible with the Kahler metric G and the almost complex structure J. Moreover, the Ricci
form p of V vanishes.

2.2. The generalized mean curvature flow in cotangent bundle. We denote the projections
of T'M onto the horizontal distribution # and the vertical distribution V by 71 and w3 respectively.
In terms of §; and dq*, we have

m=di'®X; and m=0;® a%‘ (2.15)
Since J interchanges H and V, we get
Jom=moJ and Jom=molJ (2.16)
With respect to these structures, Smoczyk-Tsui-Wang [14] defined an n-form € on M.
Definition 2.4. The n-form Q) is defined as
Q = /det g;;j(dg" — vV—1Jdg") A - A (dg" — V—1Jdq"™). (2.17)
It can be viewed as an (n,0)-form in the sense that

QUL Vo, -+ Vi) = V—1Q(W1, -, V}). (2.18)

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

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 €. As
in the classical theory, an immersion F' : ¥ — M = T*X with dimension n is Lagrangian if
F*w|y, = 0. In this paper, we identify ¥ with the image of the Lagrangian immersion and refer ¥
as a Lagrangian submanifold if there is no confusion.



STABILITY OF THE GENERALIZED LAGRANGIAN MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN COTANGENT BUNDLE 7

As described in [14] (see also [16] for the general case), the generalized mean curvature form on
Y is defined by

n
vi=» (Veer,Jer), i=1,---,n (2.19)
k=1
where {e;}i=1,... » is an orthonormal basis with respect to the induced metric on ¥ by the immersion
F'. The generalized mean curvature vector H is defined as

H=> vie;. (2.20)
=1

A half dimensional subspace L in C" with the standard symplectic form is called Lagrangian
if L+ = L. Given a Lagrangian subspace Ly in C", the Lagrangian angle of another Lagrangian
subspace L is defined by the argument of det U, where U is a unitary n X n matrix such that

Ly = ULy. More precisely, if we choose an orthogonal basis e, --- , ¢!, for L; and set
. 1 . .
vi= (el —v/—1Jel), i=0,1 2.21
K \/5( k ) (2.21)

to be the associated holomorphic basis. Then the argument of det U,i with l/,i = U]iulo is the
Lagrangian angle of L; with respect to Lg. 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 J*> = —id).
Let Lo be a fixed Lagrangian subspace of V' spanned by U1,--- ,Upn. Suppose that Ly is another
Lagrangian subspace spanned by vy, --- ,v, and that v; = zyzl(aiﬁj + Bi;Jv;) fori=1,--- n.

Then the Lagrangian angle 6 of Ly with respect to Lo is the argument of det(cuj + v—108i5). In
fact, they are related by

det(aij + \/—_151]) det@i,ﬁﬁ _ e\/_—w

det(v;, vj) B '

(2.22)

Remark 2.7. The Lagrangian angle is not uniquely defined, but it is defined up to adding an
integer multiple of 27.

Next, we consider the Lagrangian angle 6 of the Lagrangian immersion F' : 3 — 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 ¥ of M = T*X
is given by F' : ¥ — M. Let {F;}i=1,... n be an arbitrary basis tangential to ¥. Then the Lagrangian
angle 0 with respect to the horizontal distribution of TM 1is

. 1 1
V—160 = log det <G (Fi, X7) +V-1G <E~, %)) + 3 log det g;; — 3 log det 1, (2.23)
J
where n;; = G (F, F}).
According to Proposition 3.2 in [14], the Lagrangian angle € can be related to the n-form Q by
£(Qs) = eV, (2.24)

where * is the Hodge star operator on ¥ with respect to the induced metric n;; on 3. The generalized
mean curvature field H of X is given by

H =V, (2.25)

where V is the gradient operator on ¥ 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 ¥ of M = T*X given by the immersion F : 35 — M
1s called a special Lagrangian submanifold if and only if its Lagrangian angle 0 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:¥x[0,T)—> M (2.26)
is said to satisfy the generalized mean curvature flow if F' satisfies
oF P
E(:E,t) = H(z,t) and F(3,0) =X, (2.27)

where H (x,t) is the generalized mean curvature vector with respect to the canonical connection on
the almost Lagrangian submanifold ¥; = F(X,t) at F(x,t). Recall that a submanifold ¥ is said
to be almost Lagrangian if it satisfies J(TY) N T% = {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,w,G,J) is an almost Kihler manifold and
V is an FEinstein connection which is compatible with G and J. If 3o is a closed Lagrangian

submanifold of M. Then the generalized mean curvature flow (2.27) with respect to V 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 H with respect to V 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 x be a smooth 1-form on X. Define

Fo: X —=>M=T"X, Fy(z) = (z,x(x)). (2.28)
Then the graph ¥, = (x, x(x)) € M of x is Lagrangian if and only if x is closed. In terms of the
basis {XZ-, 6%1-} of T'M, the tangent space of ¥, is spanned by the basis

OF. 0
F i = X = Xz R 2.2

where x;; denotes the covariant derivative of the 1-form y 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 x in the
cotangent bundle, then its exactness is equivalent to the exactness of x. In fact, on X,

0 0 oF 0 0
FN==) = M(Fy)s==) = ) = NX; + xji=—) = pi = X(==
XA(aqz) /\(( X) aqz) /\( aqz) )\( X3, 8])]') p X(aqz

), (2.30)

n .

where X\ = Y p;dq" is the Liouville form. If the Lagrangian submanifold is exact, that is, FiA s
i=1

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

iy Oy _ e O

which implies that x = df on X.

According to Proposition 2.8, the Lagrangian angle of 3, can be expressed as follows.
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Proposition 2.13 (Proposition 5.1 in [14]). Suppose that X, is a Lagrangian submanifold of
M =T*X defined as the graph of a closed 1-form x on X. Then the Lagrangian angle 6(x) of Xy
with respect to the horizontal distribution H of TM is

V=100 _ det(g + V—1x5i) (2.32)

\/detgij\/detmj ’
where g;; is the metric on X, x;j; is the covariant derivative of x with respect to g and n;; =
G ((Fy)i, (F\);) = gij + Xk.i9" X1 is the induced metric on ¥, .

By using formula (2.32), the derivative of () is given by
Lemma 2.14 (Lemma 6.1 in [14]). The derivative of 6(x) is given by

(000, = 1" Xp,gk- (2.33)

In the graph case, we call the graph 3, of x in the cotangent bundle M a special Lagrangian
submanifold if and only if 6 is a constant due to Definition 2.9. According to Lemma 2.14, if 3, is
a special Lagrangian submanifold, then

" Xp,qk = 0. (2.34)
Differentiating this equation one more time, we get
nquXp,qk + nqup,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 uy (with x; = dug) on X,

o o G(X ) . 1 log det(gij + \/—1(ut)ij)

a, — t) — 9

ot V-1 \/detgij\/det(nt)ij
where (1¢)ij = gij + (we)kig™ (ue);-
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 ug be a smooth function on X. If the generalized mean
curvature flow is given as the graph of a closed 1-form x¢ and the initial Lagrangian submanifold
Yo is indued as the graph of dug, since the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow of compact
Lagrangians in T*X keeps the exactness if ¥ is exact (Theorem 2 in [14]), by Remark 2.12, there
exists a smooth function uy such that x; = duy and that ug 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
X0, the above arguments may not be valid.

(2.36)

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 2.

Theorem 2.16. Suppose that Yicjo 1) i a generalized mean curvature flow given as the graph of
a closed 1-form x; and the Lagrangian angle 6(xo) of Lo satisfies

osc(f(xo)) < 2. (2.37)

Then the 1-form x; is in the cohomology class [xo] € H'(X,R), that is, there exists smooth function
ug on X such that x¢ = xo + dus. Furthermore, u; satisfies

9 o) = —— 1og det(gij + vV=1(x)j.)

ot V-1 Vet gij/det(m)i;
where g;; is the metric on X, (xt);,i is the covariant derivative of x; with respect to g and (n:)ij =
gij + (Xt)k,igkl(xt)l,j is the induced metric on X,.

(2.38)
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Proof. By using (2.33) and (2.36), we have

o g
aH(Xt) =7 (0(xt))y; » (2.39)
where (6(x)),; is the covariant derivative of 6(x¢) with respect to g, (n:)ij = gij + (xt)k.i 9" (xe)1
is the induced metric on X,, and 77? is the inverse of (7;);;. The maximum principle implies that
osc(0(xt)) < 2w (2.40)

along the generalized mean curvature flow. Hence, 6, = 0(3;) is a single value smooth function.
By using equation (2.36) again, we obtain that

—x¢ = db;. 2.41

57Xt t (2.41)
Hence, y; is in the cohomology class [xo] for all £ € [0,7), and (2.38) follows from Proposition 5.2
of [14] and Proposition 2.13. O

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 xo and x1 are two closed 1-
forms in [x] € HY(M,R) and both of them induce special Lagrangian submanifolds as their graphs,

then xo = X1-

Proof. Since xo and xj are in the same cohomology class [x], there exists a smooth function u such
that

X1 = Xo + du. (2.42)

Let x; = xo0 + tdu and 6(x;) be the Lagrangian angle of ¥,, that are induced as the graph of x;.
According to Lemma 2.14, we have

d d

EH(Xt) = nqu(Xt)p,q = 1} "tpg, (2.43)

where (1¢)pq is the metric induced on ¥y, and n}? is the inverse of (1), Integrating (2.43) from
0 to 1 on both sides, we get

1
0(x1) — O0(xo0) = /0 mldt upg = 7Py, (2.44)

where 777 = fol nPdt is a positive definite matrix. We assume u(zo) = H}}H u(z). Then at point

xg, by (2.44) and the maximum principle, we have 0(x1) = 6(xo) at xo. Since 0(x1) and 6(xo)
are constants, 6(x1) = 0(xo) on X. Similar arguments imply that 6(x1) < 6(xo) also holds on X.
Hence 6(x1) = 0(x0) and then wu is a constant, that is, xo = x1. O

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 7 instead of u; and ;.
We denote A, = 0" D;D;, where D is the covariant derivative with respect to g.

Lemma 3.1. The evolution equation of (u — ug(p) — 0(X)t)? along the flow (1.5) is given by

(57 = Do) o = o) — B = 20— p) ~ BN O(R) — 6(0) — Agw) — 20y, (3.1)
where p € X is a fived point.
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Proof. Straightforward calculations show that

9t~ uo(p) — O0N? = 20— wo(p) — BERO(a) — 0(0)

and
Ay (u —ug(p) — O(X))? = 2(u — uo(p) — (X)) Ayu + 207 uiu;.
Then we get the desired equation.
Lemma 3.2. The function ¥ = gijuiuj satisfies
0
(

57~ D)0 = —2P g uipujq — 2091 IR,]

P iquluj + 29” nqup,qiuj-

Proof. Firstly, by using (2.38) and Lemma 2.14, we have
= 2g" (0(Xu))iu; = 29ij77pq(§<u)p,qiuj
= Qgij nPIXp gitty + 29ij NP gt
Then direct computations show that
Apd = 1P(9" uitj)pg
= 277pq9ij(uipujq + Uipqti;)

- o
= 279" (uipujq + upgivg) + 2n"gY R, ujuy.
Adding these equalities together gives us the required equation.

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

d y ) y )
(57 = An)p = =20 0™ " (R gities + 29" 9 1P X, i
— 29" " Py q + 297 M 0P (E1) pgiran;
where
- k k k
(:l)pqil = ’LLklRp qi + ukRp qil + ukpRikql + uikRp ql + uquikpl + ’LLkRikaq.
Proof. By using (2.38), Lemma 2.14 and x, = x + du, we have
0 . ou iy ) . .
5P =20"¢" <E> uk; = 297 g" (0 (%)) iturs = 29”7 9" (17 (R p.gi) 1tk
il

ij ki, pb, _a . ij kl, pq.o
= =29 90”10 a1 (X )p.gites + 29" 971" Xp gt
iy Kkl
+ 297 9" P upgiru; -
Direct computations give
ij Kl
Anp = qu(g ].g uilukj)pq
ij Kl ij Kkl
= 29" g" P ugpurjq + 29" 97 0Pk Uitpg-
By the communication formula for curvature tensor, we have
Upgit = (Upgi — Upig)t + (Wipgt — Uipig) + (Wipl — Witp)g + Witpg
_ k k k k k k
= ’LLklRp qi + ukRp qi,l + ukpRi ql + ’LL,'kRp ql + uqui ol + ukRi pl.q + Uiipg
= (E1)pgit + Uitpq-

Then we get the result required by adding the above equations together.

(3.6)

(3.10)

(3.11)

O
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Remark 3.4. In Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 6.2 of [14], Smoczyk-Tsui- Wang used the function

~ 1 det n;;
p==1o St iy

3.12
2 & detgij ( )

to consider the C?-estimate of u, which aims to prove that the smallness of \D2u]§ is kept along
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow. This makes sense because in their case x = 0, the
smallness of p is equivalent to the smallness of \D2u\3. However, we can not work with p because
there is no such equivalence between p and |D2u|§ due to x # 0.

Define
O = gPg 19" U jtipgr (3.13)
and
T = nmsgng]qgkruijkmupqrs- (314)
Lemma 3.5. The evolution equation of © along the generalized mean curvature flow (1.5) is
0 o
(E - AU)Q =27+ 29Zpg]qgkr (ngLISumsz + n?sumsik + nflrgbsumsij)upqr

+ 297 g g (7 Xm,si + 1 sk + MR Km,sig + 07 Rim,sigi) Upgr (3.15)
+ 20" g g1 1g" (22) msijhtipgr
where
(E2)msije = (wR, ) jk + (ulmRilsj + Uillesj),k + (UlRilmj),sk
+ (wjm Ry, + Uilijlsk +ugiRy ) + (w Ry + Uilelmk)@ (3.16)
= Duxy D*Rm + D*u x; DRm + D?u *, Rm.

Proof. Direct computations show

o o o o R
56 = 2g" gl1gh" <Eu> Upgr = 29" 67916 (0(Xu) )ijkUpgr
ijk

= 29" g/g"" (7™ Xm,si) jkUpgr + 29" g"1g"" (7™ tmsi) jkUpqr (3.17)
= 2gipgqukr (n?g)zm,sz + n?sf(m,sik + Tlflzsf(m,sij + nmsﬁm,sijk)upqr
+ 2gipgqukr (n?ﬁumsz + n?sumsik + Tlggsumsij + Tlmsumsijk)upqr:
and
A O = nmsgipgqukr Uikl
! (igitipgrJms (3.18)

ms ip .jq . kr
=2n"g pg]qg (uijkmupqrs + uijkmsupqr)'

Using the communication formulas, we obtain
Umsijk — Uijkms
= (umsi - umis)jk + (uimsj - uimjs)k + (uimj - uijm)sk
+ (Wijmsk — Wijmks) T (Wijmk — Wijkm)s
= (wR,,' ) ke + (wim B+ ua Ry, ) e + (R, sk

I I
+ (um R g, + uim R, + wijt Ry o) + (ugj R + Ul ) s

(3.19)

= (52)msijk-

Then we get the result needed. O
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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|3 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 [D?ug|? is sufficiently small.

4.1. Smallness of \D2u\§ along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow. If the
graph Yy induced by x is a special Lagrangian submanifold in 7*X, that is, 6(X) is a constant, we
prove the following lemmas for 7 = (u — ug(p) — 8(X)t)?, ¥ and p.

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

0
(5~

where Cy and C' are positive constants depending only on n, g and X.

AT < C(1+ p)pr? + (—Co + Cp)o, (4.1)

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, we have
0 . . . .
(= ) —op) — 0)1)” = 2 — wofp) — ODNO(5a) ~ O(5) — Ayur) — 2Py, (4.2
We consider 6(xs,) as a smooth function on s € [0, 1], where Ys, = X + sdu. By using (2.33), we
have

O(Xu) — 0(X) — Apu = 0(X1u) — 0(Xo-u) — Aju

d
= —0(x —Ayu 4.3
ds (Xsu) s=£,€(0,1) K (4.3)
= 0" upg — 1" Upq,
where 7P? and nP? are the inverse of 7, = 9pq+(Xft-u)k,pgkl(i&-u)hq and 7pq = 9pq+(>€u)k7p9kl(§<u)l,q
respectively. Moreover,

=g and n=>=g. (4.4)
Therefore, we have
0(Xu) —0(X) — Aqu
= 1" (Msm — Nsm) " tpq

= 7P (1 = &) (Ri,s0" wjm + tisg” Xjm) + (1 = € )tisg" wjon )7 g (4.5)
< C(1+p)p.
Then inequality (4.2) can be controlled as
(% - AT <C(1+ p)pT% — 2nPTupuy,. (4.6)
We deal with the term —2nPlu,u, as follows,
—2nPupug = =2(n" — P )upug — 20" upug
= 207" (1hms — Tms )" upuq — 207 upug
= 207" (Ri,59" Wjm + is g Xjm + Wisg™ Wjm )7 uptiq — 207 upug (4.7)
< —2Co0 + (p% + p)¥
< (=Co + Cp)d,

where fipg = gpg + (X)k.pg" (X)1.4- We complete the proof. O
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Lemma 4.2. Along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5), there holds
0
(57~

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

AP < (=C1+Cp)p+ C0, (4.8)

Proof. From Lemma 3.2, the evolution equation of ¥ along the generalized mean curvature flow
(1.5) is given by
0

iy iy ! .
(a — AU = —20P g uu, — 29”77qu1, gttty + 2g" PR, gittj

(4.9)
= _277pq.g”uipujq - 2gZ]nqupliquluj + 2g" (77pq - ﬁpq)f(p,qiujy

where we use the fact 779y, 4 = 0 (see (2.34)) in the second equality. For simplicity, we denote
X ‘= Xu = X + du. Then we have

nP1 — Pl = P (g — ns)R*? = 0P (Xn,s9™ X g0 — Xk,s9™ X507

o ‘ - ‘ (4.10)
= =5 (V59" wit + s g™ XG0+ wrsg™ ur),
which implies that
I ) (4.11)
The second term in the right hand side of (4.9) can be bouded as follows,
—Qgijnqupliquluj < C9. (4.12)
By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.11), for any £ > 0, we have
29" (P! — ") Rp.gitiy < £(p + p°) + C(e)0. (4.13)
The same argument as in (4.7) imply that
—2g" 1P uipujy < (—Co + Cp)p. (4.14)
Taking e sufficiently small, we have
0
— —A)I < (— 1 9
< (=C1+ Cp)p+ CY,

where C7 and C are positive constants depending only on n, g and x. We complete the proof. [
Lemma 4.3. The function p satisfies the following inequality along the generalized Lagrangian
mean curvature flow (1.5),
0
(57~

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

Ap)p < (=1 + Cp)Plg gMuigquii, + C(1 + p)p + C(1 + p)d, (4.16)

Proof. At a point p € X, we choose the normal coordinate system with respect to g such that
9ij(p) = 0i5  and  ui;(p) = 0idy;. (4.17)
Then by Lemma 3.3, the evolution equation of p along the generalized mean curvature flow (1.5)
is given by
0 . . -
(57 =Bl = =207 1M i Xp.qiTi + 20 X giiCi — 2P ikpiq + 2007 (E1 ) pgii (4.18)
— 207" gy Upgi -
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We deal with the first two terms as follows,

— 20PN b i XprgiTi + 20P X p gii T
= _277pb77aq (nabi - 'f/ab z)f(p qi0i — anb(,r}aq - 'f/aq)'f/ab,if(p,qiai
- 2(77pb - ﬁpb)ﬁaqnab sz qi0i + 2(npq - ﬁpq)ﬁp,qiiai

- 277pb77aq77ab,iXp,qi0'i + 277p Xp,qiia'i-

(4.19)

Since f = () is a constant, according to (2.34), we have
=200 " ab i Xp.gi + 207 Xp.gii0i = 207 Rp.gi)io = 0. (4.20)
Same arguments as in (4.10) imply that
Pl — P = 0P (g — 0 )7

L ~Sq (o ~ (421)
= =P (X ks Ukt + Uks Xkl + UksUpl)
and that
Nabyi — Nabyi) = Xk,aillkd + Ukai Xk,b T Ukailkb + Xk,aUkbi + UkaXkbi T UkaUkbi
( ) + + + + +
= 0a(Xabi + Uabi) + 0b(Xb,ai + Ubai) + UkaiXk,b T Xk,aWkbi (422)

= Ua(f(a,bi + uaib) + Ub()Zb,ai + ubz’a) + UaulRalbz’ + Jbulelai
+ Upia X b + W R i X0y + Xie.alhiv + W Ry i Xk a-

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

N . 1
—20P" 0 Mt i XprgiTi + 20P X giiCi < 5"7pquijpuijq +C(p+p*) + Cv. (4.23)

Since E; = D?u %, Rm + Du *; DRm, the forth term on the right hand side of (4.18) can be
controlled as

20:mP(Z1)pqii < Cp + C0. (4.24)
Then we deal with the last term in (4.18). Indeed,
— 20" bﬁaqﬁab,iupqio'z‘
= =200 b 103 (upiq + W R, qz)
= — 2P0 (upig + W R ) (ReaiXsp + Xs.aXsbi)
— 2P 1% 5y (upig + W R . qz)(usmxs b+ Xs,allsbi) (4.25)
= =210 (upig + w R ) (Xs.aiXs,b + Xs.aXo.bi)
— 2P0 (upiq + W R, ) (UsiaXs b + WRY 4iXsb + XsaUsib + U R iXs.a)
< (5 + OplPhuszquizy + C(1L+ p)p + O(1 + )i,

Therefore, we have the following inequality for p,

0
(57 = Bnlp < (=14 CopnPluijquigy + C(1+ p)p + C(1 + )0, (4.26)
where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, g and . O

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

Q=p+ K19 + Ko, (4.27)
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where K7 and K5 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 Cy depending only on n and g such that

{Q gC’gm)?xp, att =0,

(4.28)
p<Q, if t > 0.

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

Theorem 4.5. There exists a constant dg > 0 such that if p < dg at t =0, then p < 2C40¢ along
the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5), where Cy is the constant in Lemma 4.4.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, we have the following inequality for @),
0
(57 =~ An)Q (=1 + Cp)nusjquizp + C(1 + p)p+ C(1+ )9
+ Ky (—=C1 + Cp)p + K1C9 + KoC (1 + p)pr2 + Ko(—Co + p)9 (4.20)

=(—1+ Cp)npquijquijp + (—K2Cy+ K1C + C + Kaop + Cp)ﬂ
+(-K1C1+C+Cp+ K1Cp+ KyCr2 + KzopT%)p,
where Cy, C and C' are positive constants depending only on n, g and x. We choose K7 and K»
satisfying
—KiC1+C=-2 and —KyCo+ K1C+C = —1. (4.30)

Then

(% — Ap)Q < (—1+ Q) Muijquip + (—1 + A2Q)0 + (—1+ A3Q7)p. (4.31)

Let & > 0 be a constant such that
1+ A0 <0, —14+ A48 <0 and —1+ A382 <0. (4.32)
We claim that if p < % at t =0, then Q < ¢’ for all time ¢ € [0,7") where the flow (1.5) exists.
First by Lemma 4.4, we have Q < %/ at t = 0. If there exists a time Ty < T' such that
Q) <d on [0,Tp) and Q(Tp) =14 (4.33)

By (4.31), (4.32) and the maximum principle, since @ < %l att =0, Q < %l on [0,7p) and then
Q(Ty) < %l, which is a contradiction with (4.33). Hence p < Q < ¢ for all time ¢ € [0,7T"). Taking
o = %, we complete the proof. O

4.2. Third-order estimate. Assume that ) is uniformly bounded on [0,7"), that is, there is a

uniform positive constant L such that @ < L for t € [0,7). We first derive the following estimates
for ©.

Lemma 4.6. If Q is uniformly bounded by a positive constant L for allt € [0,T), then © satisfies
the following inequality
0
(57 ~

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, X, g and L.

A)O < -YT +CO*+C, (4.34)
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Proof. From Lemma 3.5, © satisfies the following evolution equation

o o
(E - An)@ =-2T + 292pg]qgkr (nzlljumsz + n?sumsik + nggwumsij)upqr
+ 29ipgqukr (ngff(m,sz + n?sf(m,sik + nf]?sf(m,sij + nmsim,sijk)upqr (435)
+ znmsgipgqukr(52)msijkupqr7
where
=y = Duxy D?Rm + D?u %, DRm + D%u %, Rm. (4.36)

The uniform bound of @ implies that D?u is uniformly bounded as an application of Lemma 4.4.
Hence Dy is uniformly bounded and then there exists a constant C' > 1 depending only on n, X, g
and L, such that

g<n<Cyg. (4.37)
Since x is closed, x;; = Xj;. For convenience, we choose normal coordinate system near p € X
such that
9ij(p) =05 and  Xi; = Oyjpi. (4.38)
Since ;5 = gij + Xp,i9"IXq,5> Mij = 0ijVi, Where v; = 1+ ,u?. Then we have the following expressions
of n5e and nTlf at p,

ms mb,__as

07 = — ™% (Xpaj Xpb + XpraXp,bs) (4.39)
=— 2VmVstXm78j

and

ms mb,__as

n,jk =—-nn (Xp,aijp,b + Xp,aXp,bjk + Xp,aj Xp,bk + Xp,akXp,bj)

me, db, as

+ 0NN (X, ek Xr,d + Xr,eXordk) (Xp,a Xp,b + Xp,aXp,bj)

+ 70N (X ek X + X Xrsdi) (Xpaaj Xpb + XpaXpibs) (4.40)
= —20"V% U Xm,sjk — 2V V5 X5 Xp.mk

+ 41/myd1/s,um,usxm,dkxs7dj + AV VU g o X s ek Xom,cj -

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

1
2(77;”]?“77151 + n?sumsik + nfgsumsij)uijk < §T + 092 + C7 (441)
. . . . 1
Z(U?]me,si + U?SXm,sik + nf,’;bsxmsij + ﬁmsxm,sijk)wjk < ET +Cce*+C (4.42)

and
N (Z22) msijkWijk =n~1 *g D3u kg (Du *g D?*Rm + D*u xg DRm + D3y *g Rm)

4.43
<C + CO?, (443)

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

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

Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant 6y > 0 such that if p < dg at time t = 0, then there holds

0

1
(5~ A< =70 +C. (4.44)
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Proof. We only need to take §y in Theorem 4.5 sufficiently small such that 7 sufficiently close to g
and that in Lemma 4.3, we also have

y 1 .
(=1 + Co)pg" g winqujip < —9"9" g  winguujip, (4.45)
where C' and C, are the constants appeared in Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.5. O

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

Theorem 4.8. There exists a constant oy > 0 such that if p < g at t = 0, then © is uniformly
bounded along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5).
Proof. To get the uniform estimate of ©, we consider the following auxiliary function

T =e™o, (4.46)

where A is a constant to be determined later. We first choose dy to be the constant in Lemma 4.7.
Then p is bounded by 2C,;0¢ by Theorem 4.5 and satisfies

0 1
(E —Ay)p < _Z@+C' (4.47)
From Lemma 4.6, we have
(% ~A,)0 < -T+06%+C. (4.48)
Combing the inequalities (4.47) and (4.48), we obtain
0 0 3} g y
(E — Al = AeAp@(a —Ay)p+ eAp(E — A,))O — 240 ;0 — A%ePOnY pip;

< AF(—i@ +C) + e (=T + CO? + O) — 2411 p;0,; — AT pip; (4.49)

. 1 -
= —2457piT; + AD(—70 + C) + AP (=Y + CO% + O) + A’ T pip;,

where we have used the following equality in the last equality

DT = AT'Dp + ¢*?DO. (4.50)
Since
17 pip; = AT upgiupgugjug < 5pO, (4.51)
we have
d y 1
(5; = AT < =2477pilj + AT(= 10 + C) + e (=Y + CO% + O) + 5A%per 2

- 1
= 247" p;T; 4 e (©%(5pA% — 1A+ C)+ACO+C) - P (4.52)

g 1
< =240 piT; + e (02(10A%Cy ) — JA+C)+ACO+0).
We choose g much smaller such that

1
16~ 40Cy60C > 0. (4.53)

Then there exists a positive constant A such that
1
—Cy := 10A%Cy5) — JA+C <o (4.54)

As a consequence, we have the following inequality for T,
0

(5; — Al <= 2407 DipD;T + e (202 + CO + O). (4.55)
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By using the maximum principle and the uniform bound on p, we conclude that © is uniformly
bounded along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5). O

4.3. The long-time existence. From Theorem 4.8, it is clearly that 7 is C'-bounded uniformly.
Then the standard parabolic Schauder estimates give us all uniform higher order estimates of wu.
Hence we can get the long-time existence of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

Theorem 4.9. There exists a constant dg > 0 such that if p < dy at t = 0, then the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5) exists for all t € [0,400).

Proof. We assume that the maximal existence time of the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow (1.5) is [0,7). According to Theorem 4.8, we know that © is uniformly bounded in [0,7)
and thus 7 is uniformly C'-bounded. Then the standard parabolic Schauder estimates imply all
higher order uniform estimates of u. Hence we can extend the flow across time 7' by the short-time
existence if T' < 400, which implies that T must be +o0. O

5. Exponential Convergence

In this section, we prove that the 1-form x,, converges exponentially to y along the generalized
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5). First, along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature
flow, the function u := %u evolves as

0 . i -
=" T (5.1)
According to the maximum principle, % is bounded by [|%(0)]|co(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 y

a0 = v (5.2)
where {n¥} is the inverse matrix of {n;;}, nij = gij + (Xu)k:9" (Xu)1j» Xu = X + du and u is the
solution to equation (1.5). Set f =logwv and

F =t(n" fif; — of), (5.3)
where a € (1,2) is a constant. By Equation (5.2), we have
f=n"fis =" fif; (5.4)
and - .
F =ty fyy — tla— 1. (5.5)

Lemma 5.1. There exists a positive constant C' depending only on g, X and |ul|c4(x) such that F
satisfies the following inequality

My — F > %(n]fifj — )} =27 fiFy — (7 fify — af ) = Ctn fif; — Ct. (5.6)
Proof. Direct computations show that
. i . i e g onJ ..
= fify — af + 27 fifs -t fify - atf (5.7)
and .. .. .. .. .
0" B = 0™ (207 fufiu + 401 fufy + 207 faafy + 'y fifs — afia). (5.8)

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

tln L fi i) < Ot £, (5.9)
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where C'is a positive constant depending only on n, g, X and [|ul|c4(x)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2Ct y
’4“7“ Z]lef]‘ X —nwfzf] + 2Et77kl77wfikfjl7 (510)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, g, X and ||ul[¢s(x)-

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.5) and (5.7), we have
207" firaf = 2090 (Fraafi + faRi®af5)
—Ctn fif; + 2t f;(n™ fr)i — 207 fi0 fra
3 3 Ct .. g
> —Ctn” fif; + 2tn™ f3(n* fu)i — — ' fifi - etn* " fifu

) | NG )
= —=Ctn" fifj = 20" f;Fs = 2t = O fi fi = " fufy — etnn? ffin

) . (5.11)
=—=Ctn" fif; = 20" f; Fs — (e = 1)F + (a = 1)(n" fif; — af)
onii . Ct . .
+ (o= Dt fify = ala = Vtf = = fify = etn™n ficfy
> —Ctn”fz'fj - 2?7”1‘}' i = (a=1F + (a—1)(n7 fif; — of)
. Ct .
—ala = 1tf = —n" fifs = etn"n" fu i,
and
ki F_F ™!
—atn fr = —at( — — — (a = 1) f) + at fu—— 5
ot t . t (5.12)
.. o .
> P etn™n" furfi1 — - aF +ta(a—1)f,
where C'is a positive constant depending only on n, g, X and [Juca(x)-
Combining (5.8)-(5.12) together, we get that
nIF; > F - 277ijF'fj — (7 fify — af) + 2t(1 — 2e) 7™ fiy fus .13
Ct 5.13
—Ct(1+ - ) 9fifi— -
Taking € < % and applying the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality and equality (5.4)
; 1,
Wjﬁkllefk] ( fzy) - E(f_njfifj)zv (5'14)
we obtain that
0 Fij - (f n”fzfn =27 Fifj = (0" fifj - af)
(5.15)
- Ct??”fifj -

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, g, ¥ and HuHC4( x)- We complete the proof. [

Lemma 5.2. There exists a positive constant C' depending only on o, n, g, X and |]uHC4(X) such
that for any t > 0,

nifif;—af <C+— (5.16)
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Proof. For any T > 0, let (zp,t9) be the maximum point of F' on X x [0,T]. If t; = 0, (5.16) can
be deduced directly. We only need to consider the case tg > 0. At (zg,tp), by Lemma 5.1,

%(U]fifj — 1 = fif; — af) < Cton? fif; + Cto. (5.17)
If f(zo,to) > 0, since a € (1,2), we have
to , i , p , y
—m7fifi = ) = W7 fif; — ) < Cton fif; + Cto, (5.18)
2n
which implies that at (z,tg), by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

) . . C 1\ C
WEf. _ F L iJf. f. —_ K — JfAf. —_ .
vy - f<Cn o o< (1= 2 ihf O L (519)
that is,
. . C
’I’}wfifj — Oéf <C+ t—, (5.20)
0

where C' is a positive constant depending only on «, n, g, X and ||u||c4(X). Then for any =z € X,
F(z,T) < F(xo,t0) = to( fif; — af) < Cto+ C < CT + C. (5.21)

Therefore, we have

(16— 0f)@. 1) SO+ 5 on X. (5.22)
Since T is arbitrary, we get (5.16).
If f(x0,t0) < 0. By (5.17), at (0, %), we have
%(n]fifj)z_njfifj‘i‘af < Cton” fifj + Cto, (5.23)
that is, .
1 .. 1 . «
2—(77”fifj)2 —(—+OMm fif; < C— f (5.24)
n t() to
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
sy - rominn <o S L (525)
on T to TS 2 4 '
Therefore, at (zg,to), we have .
g C
nfifi <C+—— L (5.26)
to 2

where C' is a positive constant depending only on a, n, g, X and [Ju|ca(x)-

On the other hand, by inequality (5.17), at (o, to),

to - . . y
o /7 af < Ctof fifj + Cto+ 0 fif, (5.27)
that is,
— I+ < fifi +C+ " fif;. (5.28)
2n to to
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
1 5 a,; 1, 2 C
— —f<=M0"fif; = : 2
ol g ST+ HC (5.29)

Hence at (zo,t0), there exist a positive constant C' depending only on «a, n, g, X and |[ul|c4(x) such

that o .
. L f.
—f<—+ 1 Jili |\ ¢
to 2

(5.30)
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Then inequalities (5.26) and (5.30) imply that

<O+ R, (5.31)
that is,
nfifi <C+ 9 (5.32)
Combining this inequality with (5.30), we have
—f<0+% (5.33)

Therefore, there exist a positive constant C' depending only on «, n, g, x and HuHC4( x) such that
at (330, tO)v

g ) C
’I’]Z]fifj - Oéf < C+ t_ (534)
0
Then same arguments as in the former case imply inequality (5.16). O

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, X and ||lul|ca(xy such
that for any 0 < t1 < ta, we have

C
t _c —
sup v(z,t1) < inf v(z,t3) <—2> ez T2, (5.35)
z€X reX i

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

7(0) =2 and ~(1)=y. (5.36)
We define curve £(s) : [0,1] — X x [t1,t2] by
&(s) = (v(s), (1 — s)ty + sta), (5.37)

that is, 7 is a curve in X X [t1,ts] connecting (x,¢;) and (y,t2). Then by Lemma 5.2,

xtl_ /&f

- /0 (—dfy — f(ts — ))ds

1 —_ .. . —_ ..
< [Wss - B - f )+ 2 g gyas 639

L N C(ta —t1)
<[ (ot gy )«

C t
= +C(ty — t1) 4+ Clog =,
to —t1 ty

which implies that

C
t
o(@,t1) < v(y, t) (f) e ), (5.39)

where C'is a positive constant depending only on a, n, g, X and [Jul|c4(x). Since z,y are arbitrary
points in X, after fixing some « € (1,2), we complete the proof. O
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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 Kéhler-Ricci flow, we prove the following estimates for

~ Jx u(t)dVy
a(t) = u(t) — =——. (5.40)
Jx dVy
Theorem 5.4. There exist positive constants C1 and Co depending only on n, g, X and |]uHC4(X)
such that
ou(t)
ot

‘ < Cle_czt. (5'41)

Proof. We denote ¢(t) and @(t) to be 7(t) and #(t) respectively. It is easy to see that @(¢) and
©(t) satisfy

Op(t y
/ G(t)dV, = 0 and ‘g—i) =il (5.42)
X
For any ¢t > 0 and z,y € X, we have
By the maximum principle, for any 0 < t; < t9, we have
sup ¢(y, t2) < sup (y,t1) < sup ¢(y,0), (5.44)
yeX yeX yeX
and
inf t2) > inf ,t1) > inf ,0). 5.45
Inf p(y,t2) > inf o(y,11) > inf ©(y,0) (5.45)
Let m be an arbitrary positive integer. For any (z,t), we define
Em(z,t) = sup p(y,m — 1) — p(z,m — 1+ 1) (5.46)
yeX
and
¢m($, t) = (10(337 m—1+ t) - in; CP(Z/, m— 1) (547)
ye
Then by (5.44) and (5.45), both &,, and ¢, are non-negative and satisfy equations
Im
O (1) = 9 (14 0) )iy ) (5.45)
and
O, ij
1) = — L ) ()i ). (5.49)

If p(z,m — 1) is constant, then ¢(z,¢) must be constant for all ¢ > m — 1 by the maximum
principle. Then (5.42) and (5.43) imply that ¢(x,t) = 0 on X x [m — 1,4+00). Hence (5.41) is
obvious.

Nexy, we assume that ¢(z,m — 1) is not constant. It follows that at ¢t = 0, &,, must be positive
at some point xg. By the strong maximum principle, &,,(z,t) must be positive on X x (0, +oo)
Similarly, we also have ¢, (z,t) > 0 on X x (0,+00). Then applying Theorem 5.3 with ¢; = and
to = 1, we obtain

, 1
sup p(y,m — 1) — inf, o(y,m — <) < C(sup ¢(y,m — 1) — sup ¢(y,m)),

X ye 2 X X
v . v v (5.50)
,m— =) — inf p(y,m —1) < C(inf ¢(y,m) — inf p(y,m — 1)),
sup ply,m —5) = b (y,m —1) < C(inf p(y,m) — inf oy, m —1))
where C' > 1 is a constant depending only on n, g, X and [|ucs(x). Denote
x(t) = sup @(y,t) — inf o(y,1). (5.51)
yeX yeX
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By (5.61), we have

1
x(m —=1) + x(m = 5) < C(x(m = 1) = x(m)). (5.52)
Since x is a non-negative, there holds
C-1
x(m) < —F=x(m —1). (5.53)
By induction, we obtain
C—-1\"
< (54) o, (5.54)
According to inequalities (5.44) and (5.45), x(t) is decreasing in ¢t. Therefore, for any ¢t € [m, m+1),
C—-1\" C—1\'/ C \'"™ c
t) < < | —— < < Cre™ @7, .
0 <xm < (51 o< (1) (55)  xo<an (5.55)

Cx(0)

where 1 = <53 and C = log % Since m is arbitrary, we have

x(t) < Cre™ @2, (5.56)
where C and Cy are positive constants depending only on n, g, X and [[ul|cs(x)-

Since fX @dVy = 0, for any t > 0, there must be a point 2; € M such that @(x,t) = 0. Then for
any (z,t) € M x [0,00), we have

|B(x, )] = @ (@, 1) — B, 1) = |p(x,t) — plws, )| < x(t) < Cre” " (5.57)
We complete the proof. O
At last, we prove the following convergence result.

Theorem 5.5. There exists a constant 69 > 0 such that if p < dg at t = 0, then X, converges
exponentially to X along the generalized Lagrangian mean curvature flow (1.5) as t goes to +oo.

Proof. By using Theorem 5.4, for any 0 < t; < t9, we have

(e, 1) — @(x, )| g/

t1

t2

0 oo g e
. t g <_ 217 .
i, )‘dt /t ‘at (=, t)‘d e (5.58)

which implies that {i(¢)} is a Cauchy sequence in C-sense with respect to t.

According to Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.9, v(t) = wu(t) — 0 (x)t is uniformly C*°-bounded
along the flow (1.5), so there exists a subsequence v(t;) = u(t;) — 6 (x)t; converging to a smooth
function ve, on X and X, ,) = X + dv(t;) converging to Xy, = X + dv as t; goes to +o0o. Since
(X)) = H(Xu( y) = u(t), inequality (5.56) implies that (X)) converges to a constant in C°°-
sense. Hence x,. induces a special Lagrangian graph in 7*X. Furthermore, we conclude that
Xve, = X by using the uniqueness theorem (Theorem 2.17), which implies that v, is a constant.
By the definition (5.40), @(¢;) must converge to 0 in C*°-sense. Since {u(t)} is a Cauchy sequence
in C%-sense, u(t) converges to 0 in C¥-sense as t goes to +00. Let ty goes to 400 in (5.58), we have

@) lcoxy < —-e on [0,+00). (5.59)

Hence i(t) converges exponentially to 0 in C%-sense.

We claim that u(t) actually converges to 0 in C'*°-sense as t goes to +oo. If not, there exist
g0 > 0, kg € NT and a time sequence t;- converging to +oo such that

)l ovox) > <o (5.60)
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But repeating above arguments for fu(t;-), we conclude that there is a subsequence also denoted by
v(t}) converging to a constant and hence (t}) 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 & € N7,
by using (5.41) and integration by parts,

/X‘Dkﬂ(t)‘deg —/too%/x‘pka(s)‘zdm, ds

= —2/ / DFa(s) %, Dkg&(s)dVg ds
t X Os

<2 /t h /X )| %ﬂ(s) qv, ds (5.61)
<2 h Dzkﬁ(s)deg : 2@(3)2&@ %ds
t X‘ ‘g x |0s

Ot
< Ce @2,

Hence ||u(t)]]yyr,2 converges exponentially to 0 as ¢ goes to +0o. Then by the Sobolev embedding
theorem, we conclude that @(t) converges exponentially to 0 in C*°-sense and hence Xu(t) COnVerges
exponentially to x in C*°-sense as t goes to +oo.

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