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PRESCRIBED MEAN CURVATURE FLOW FOR
NONCOMPACT HYPERSURFACES IN LORENTZ

MANIFOLDS

LUEN-FAI TAM

Abstract. Motivated by previous study on mean curvature flow and pre-
scribed mean curvature flow on spatially compact space or asymptotically
flat spacetime, in this work we will find sufficient conditions for the short
time existence of prescribed mean curvature flow on a Lorentz manifold
with a smooth time function starting from a complete noncompact space-
like hypersurface. Long time existence and convergence will also be dis-
cussed. Results will be applied to study some prescribed mean curvature
flows inside the future of the origin in the Minkowski spacetime. Exam-
ples of spacetime related to the existence and convergence results near the
future null infinity of the Schwarzschild spacetime are also discussed.

1. Introduction

There are well-developed theories on mean curvature flow and prescribed
mean curvature flow in Euclidean space and in Riemannian manifolds. Clas-
sical mean curvature flowed was developed by of Huisken [20] and others.
One may consult the book [2] by Andrews-Chow-Guenther-Langford and the
references therein. On the other hand, people are interested in constructing
maximal or constant mean curvature spacelike hypersurfaces in Lorentz man-
ifolds. Using elliptic method important results have been obtained by Bartnik
[3, 4], Bartnik-Simon [5], Gerhardt [15], Treibergs [29] and Andersson-Iriondo
[1], to name a few. It is natural to try to use mean curvature flow or prescribed
mean curvature flow to construct such kind of hypersurfaces. In this direction,
works have been done by Ecker-Husiken [10], Gerhardt [13] in the spatially
compact case, and by Ecker [9, 8] in the noncompact case, for example. In
particular, using the constructed maximal surfaces in [3] as barriers, in [8]
Ecker was able to use the mean curvature flow to construct spacelike maximal
hypersurfaces in asymptotically flat spacetime. Other results on mean curva-
ture flow and prescribed mean curvature flow for noncompact hypersurfaces
in Minkowski spacetime have been studied thoroughly in [9]. Recently there
are also interesting works by Kröcke et al. [22] and Gentile-Vertman [12] on
graphical prescribed mean curvature flows on some product or warped product
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spacetimes. These motivate us to study prescribed mean curvature flows for
complete noncompact spacelike hypersurface in general Lorentz manifolds. In
this work, we want to find sufficient conditions for short time existence, long
time existence and convergence of prescribed mean curvature flows in Lorentz
manifolds. The results will be obtained by using well developed techniques,
especially those by Bartnik [3], Ecker-Husiken [10] and Ecker [8].
To state our results, let (Nn+1, G) be a Lorentz manifold with connection

∇ and curvature tensor Rm and Ricci tensor Ric. Assume there is a time
function τ on N so that ∇τ is time like past directed with lapse function α
given by α−2 = −〈∇τ,∇τ〉 and let T = −α∇τ be the future pointing unit
time like vector field. Suppose M is spacelike hypersurface in N with future
pointing unit normal n, the tilt factor of M with respect to T is given by
−〈n,T〉G and the height function u ofM is the function u = τ |M . To measure
the size of a tensor, as in [3, 19], introduce the reference Riemannian metric
GE with respect to T by

GE = G+ 2ω ⊗ ω

where ω is the one form dual to T. For a tensor B in N , the square of its
norm at each point with respect to GE is given by 〈B,B〉GE

and its norm is
denoted by |||B|||GE

. For any Ω ⊂ N , we define for k ≥ 0:

(1.1) |||B|||GE;k,Ω =: sup
0≤l≤k

sup
Ω

|||∇
l
B|||GE

.

We will omit the subscript GE if there is no confusion.
Let X0 :M → N be an immersed spacelike hypersurface andH be a smooth

function in N , then the prescribed mean curvature flow starting from X0 is a
map F :M × [0, s0) → N satisfying

(1.2)

{
∂

∂s
F(p, s) = [(H −H)~ν](p, s) in M × [0, s0),

F|s=0 = X0,

such that Fs(·) = F(·, s) is a spacelike immersion, with mean curvature vector
H = ~νH where H is the mean curvature, ~ν is the future timelike unit normal.
H,H, ~ν are evaluated at the point F(p, s). We also denote Ms to be the
immersed surface given by Fs. In this work, we will study the questions of
short time existence, longtime existence and long time behavior of solutions
of (1.2) with M0 being noncompact. For the short time existence, we have the
following:

Theorem 1.1. Let (Nn+1, G), n ≥ 3, and τ be as above. Let X0 : M
n → N

be an immersed noncompact spacelike hypersurface with future time like unit
normal n and second fundamental form A so that g0 = X∗

0(G) is a complete
Riemannian metric and let H be a smooth function on N . Assume the follow-
ing:
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(i) X : (−a, a)×M → N given by X(p, t) = exp
X0(p)(tn(X0(p))) is defined

for some a > 0;
(ii) |||∇T|||0,Ω ≤ c for some constant c, where Ω = X((−a, a)×M);
(iii) |||Rm|||k,Ω ≤ ck for some constant ck for all k ≥ 0;
(iv) ||∇kA|| ≤ ak for some constant ak on X0(M) for all k ≥ 0, where ∇ is

the covariant derivative of the induced metric g0 and the norm is with
respect to this metric;

(v) the tilt factor −〈n(X0(p)),T〉 ≤ v0 for some v0 > 0 for all p ∈ M ; and
(vi) For k ≥ 0, |||H|||k,Ω <∞.

Then the prescribed mean curvature flow (1.2) has a solution F on M × [0, ǫ]
for some ǫ > 0. Moreover, the immersed hypersurface Ms is complete, the
second fundamental forms of Ms together with all covariant derivatives are
uniformly bounded in space and time and the tilt factor −〈~ν(s),T〉 of Ms is
also uniformly bounded in space and time.

To study the question of long time existence, let us fix some notation. Let

τ− = inf
N
τ, τ+ = sup

N

τ

which may be infinite. For any τ− < τ1 < τ2 < τ+, let

Ωτ1,τ2 = {p ∈ N | τ1 < τ(p) < τ2}.

Consider the following conditions:

(1.3)






|||α|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
, |||∇ logα|||0,Ωτ1,τ2

, |||∇T|||1,Ωτ1,τ2
are finite;

|||Rm|||k,Ωτ1,τ2
, is finite for all k ≥ 0;

|||H|||k,Ωτ1,τ2
is finite all k ≥ 0.

Since GE is not complete in general, we introduce the condition: There is a
smooth function ρ > 0 defined on N such that for any τ− < τ1 < τ2 < τ+,

(1.4)

{
|||∇ρ|||Ωτ1,τq

is finite;

for any ρ0 > 0 the set Ωτ1,τ2 ∩ {p ∈ N | ρ(p) ≤ ρ0} is compact.

We have the following characterization of maximum time of existence:

Theorem 1.2. Let (Nn+1, G) be a Lorentz manifold with a time function τ
and a smooth function ρ > 0 and let H be a smooth function on N so that
they satisfy (1.3) and (1.4). In addition, assume Ric(w,w) ≥ −c2 for all unit
timelike vector w for some c. Suppose X0 :M → N is a noncompact immersed
spacelike hypersurface with X0(M) ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 for some τ− < τ1 < τ2 < τ+, such
that

(i) the induced metric on X0(M) is complete so that its second fundamen-
tal form A satisfies sup

X0(M) |∇
kA| <∞ for all k ≥ 0;

(ii) its tilt factor κ0 is uniformly bounded;
(iii) infM0

α > 0, where α is the lapse function of τ .
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Let smax > 0 be the supremum of s0 so that the prescribed mean curvature flow
(1.2) is defined on M × [0, s0] with supM×[0,s0] |∇

kA| < ∞ for all k ≥ 0, and
supM×[0,s0] κ <∞, where A is the second fundamental form of Ms and κ is its
tilt factor. If smax <∞ then

sup
M×[0,smax)

τ(F) = τ+, or inf
M×[0,smax)

τ(F) = τ−.

Finally, we want to study the long time behavior of solution to (1.2). We
state two results.

Theorem 1.3. Let (Nn+1, G), X0, H and ρ be as in Theorem 1.2. Suppose
(1.2) has a long time solution F defined on M × [0,∞). In addition, assume
the following:

(i) τ− < τ1 ≤ τ(F) ≤ τ2 < τ+ on M × [0,∞) for some τ1, τ2.
(ii) For any 0 < s <∞ and any m ≥ 0,

sup
M×[0,s)

(|∇mA|+ κ) <∞,

where A is the second fundamental form of Ms and κ is its tilt factor.
(iii) H ≥ a > 0 for some constant a, H is monotone in the sense that

〈∇H, w〉 ≥ 0 for all future directed timelike vector. H −H ≥ −a + ε0
for some 0 < ε0 < a on M0.

(iv) Ric(w,w) ≥ −c2 for any timelike unit vector w with
ǫ2
0

n
− c2 > 0.

Then as s → ∞, F(·, s) converges in C∞ norm in compact sets in M to F∞

so that F∞ :M → N is an immersed spacelike hypersurface which is complete
with the induced metric and such that the mean curvature H∞ is equal to
H. Moreover, if α−1 is uniformly bounded in Ωτ1,τ2 and if there is a smooth
function φ ≥ 1 on M0 with supM0

(|∇φ|+ |∇2φ|) <∞ and φ→ ∞ as x → ∞
in M0 so that supM0

φ|H −H| <∞, then the height functions u∞ of M∞ and
u0 of M0 satisfy limx→∞(u∞(x)− u0(x)) = 0.

We may relax the condition that H ≥ a > 0 in the above.

Theorem 1.4. With the same assumptions and notation as in Theorem 1.3,
with conditions (iii) and (iv) to be replaced by the following:

(iii’) H ≥ 0 and H is monotone in the sense that 〈∇H, w〉 ≥ 0 for all future
directed timelike vector. H −H ≥ 0 on M0.

(iv’) Ric(w,w) ≥ 0 for any timelike unit vector w.

Suppose F(·, s) is an embedding for all s. Then there exist sk → ∞ and a
spacelike hypersurface M∞ with mean curvature H such that Msk → M∞ in
the sense that for any compact W ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 set dh(Msk ∩W,M ∩W ) → 0 as
k → ∞, where dh is the Hausdorff distance defined by GE.

Let us discuss some of the assumptions in the above theorems. In Theorem
1.1, unlike the case of complete Riemannian manifold, condition (i) in general
may not be true, unless, for example, the spacetime is timelike geodesically
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complete. Condition (ii) is to ensure that the level sets t =constant have
uniformly bounded tilt factors, at least for short time under the assumption
(v). Together with (iii), (iv) one can construct suitable Banach spaces in
order to apply inverse function theorem. From the proof, one can see that it is
sufficient to assume (iii), (iv), (vi) are true up to k = 3. In case M0 is smooth
and compact without boundary, then (iv)–(v) will be satisfied automatically,
and the proof can be applied. We would like to point out that the method
of proof of Theorem 1.1, in a more simple way, can be used to obtain short
time existence of prescribed mean curvature flow starting from a complete
noncompact hypersurface in a complete Riemannian manifold under suitable
assumptions. In Theorem 1.2, the condition on Ric is used to obtain estimate
of the tilt factor which has been derived by Ecker [8]. The assumption on the
existence of the function ρ is to ensure limit exists. Condition (iii) is related to
condition (i) of Theorem 1.1, so that one can use that theorem to extend the
prescribed mean curvature flow. Roughly speaking, Theorem 1.2 means that
longtime existence is true if we have height estimates, which can be obtained if
there exist suitable barrier surfaces. In Theorem 1.3, conditions (iii) and (iv)
are used to assure the flow F will converge exponentially fast as in [12]. (iii)
can be replaced by the conditions that H is monotone and Ric(w,w) ≥ c2 > 0
for all unit timelike vector. In Theorem 1.4, the result is weaker. We do not
claim that F(·, s) is convergent as maps. We only consider the convergence of
hypersurfaces in terms of Hausdorff distance as in [4, Theorem 3.8]. Moreover,
it is unclear if the limit surface is complete. In case, H ≡ 0, then we do not
need to assume H ≥ 0. In this case, this is the result in [8]. We should remark
by changing the time orientation, dual results are true for Theorems 1.3 and
1.4. See Remark 4.1 for more details.
By the above results, in order to use prescribed mean curvature flow to ob-

tain prescribed mean curvature hypersurfaces, under suitable assumptions, it
is sufficient to obtain height estimates. This can be done if suitable barrier
surfaces exist. See Corollary 4.1 and Proposition 5.1 for examples. Also, under
additional assumptions on the foliation in [1], result similar to the result for
maximal surface in asymptotically flat spacetime in [8] might also true for pos-
itive constant mean curvature cut in asymptotically Schwarzschild spacetime
which was introduced and studied in [1].
The organization of this work is as follows: In section 2 we will prove the

short time existence result. We need some preliminary results which will be
discussed in subsection 2.1. In section 3, we will prove the long time existence
result Theorem 1.2 and in section 4, we will prove the convergence results
Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. In subsection 5.1, we will give some applications on
Minkowski spacetime. In subsection 5.2, we will do some computations in
Schwarzschild spacetime near the future null infinity, which are related to the
conditions in theorems mentioned above and might be related to the work [1].
In the appendix, we recall the definitions of certain Hölder spaces, which are



6 Luen-Fai Tam

used in the proof of short time existence, and we prove a convergence lemma
which is used in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgement: The author would like to thank Albert Chau for useful
discussions.

2. Short time existence

2.1. Setup and preliminary results. Before we prove the short time ex-
istence Theorem 1.1, we need some preparation. Let (N,G), ∇, Rm, τ , α,
T, GE be as in section 1. First, it is obvious that GE depends on τ and will
be called the reference Riemannian metric with respect to τ . If τ ′ is another
time function with corresponding future pointing unit normal T′, and let G′

E

be the reference Riemannian metric with respect to τ ′, then GE , G
′
E are dif-

ferent. However, if −〈T,T′〉 (which is bounded from below by 1) is uniformly
bounded from above then they will be equivalent by the following result which
is well-known and has been used in [3], see [10] for example:

Lemma 2.1. Let (V n+1, G) be a Lorentz vector space. Choose a fixed time
orientation. Let T,T′ be two future unit time like unit vectors with dual one
forms ω, ω′. Consider the Euclidean metrics GE = G+2ω⊗ω,G′

E = G+2ω′⊗
ω′. Let B be a tensor on V . Then the norms |||B|||GE

, |||B|||G′

E
are equivalent.

In fact, if v = −〈T,T′〉, and B is a (k, l) tensor, then

|||B|||2G′

E
≤ (n+ 1)k+l

(
4v2
)k+l

|||B|||2GE
.

Proof. We sketch the proof. Let e0 = T, e′0 = T′. By choosing an orthonor-
mal basis for the intersection of e⊥0 and (e′0)

⊥, which are the subspaces per-
pendicular to e0, e

′
0 respectively, we may find e1, e

′
1 and e2, · · · , en so that

e0, e1, e2, · · · , en and e′0, e
′
1, e2, · · · , en are orthonormal. It is easy to see that

e0 = coshλ e′0 + sinhλ e′1; e1 = sinhλ e′0 + cosh λ e′1

where v = cosh λ. Let w be a vector so that

w =

n∑

α=0

aαeα = (a0 coshλ+ a1 sinhλ) e
′
0 + (a0 sinh λ+ a1 cosh λ) e

′
1 +

n∑

i=2

aiei.

Hence

|||w|||2G′

E
=(a0 coshλ+ a1 sinh λ)

2 + (a0 sinhλ+ a1 cosh λ)
2 +

n∑

i=2

a2i

≤2(cosh2 λ+ sinh2 λ)
n∑

α=0

a2α

≤4v2|||w|||2GE
.
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Similarly, |||w|||2GE
≤ 4v2|||w|||2G′

E
. On the other hand, take a (0, 2) tensor B

for example. Let e′α be orthonormal with e′0 = T′.

|||B|||2G′

E
=
∑

α,β

B2(e′α, e
′
β)

≤
∑

α,β

|||B|||2GE
|||e′α|||

2
GE

|||e′β|||
2
GE

≤16v4(n+ 1)2|||B|||2GE
.

The general case can be proved similarly. �

Let X0 : M → N be an immersion as a spacelike hypersurface. We assume
that the induced metric g0 = X∗

0(G) on M is complete. Define: X : (−a, a)×
M → N by

(2.1) X(t, p) = exp
X0(p)(tn(X0(p)))

We assume that there is a > 0 so that X is defined for all p ∈ M and t ∈
(−a, a). Let Ω = X((−a, a)×M). Note that

X∗(G) = −dt2 + g(t)

where g(t) is the symmetric tensor on the slice Mt = {t} × M : g(t) =
(Xt)∗(·, t)(G) where Xt(p) = X(t, p). In local coordinates x1, · · · , xn of M ,
then t = x0, x1, · · · , xn will be local coordinates of (−a, a) × M . In the
following α, β, · · · run from 0 to n and i, j, · · · run from 1 to n. We want
to find prescribed mean curvature flow which can be expressed as a func-
tion t = w(p, s). Namely, the flow up to diffeomorphisms on M is given by
F(p, s) = exp

X0(p)(w(p, s)n(X0(p))). We try to solve for w. We need some
preparations.

Lemma 2.2. Assume |||∇T|||GE
≤ c in Ω. Let v = −〈 ∂

∂t
,T〉G, where we

identify ∂
∂t

in (−a, a) ×M and X∗(
∂
∂t
). Suppose v(p, 0) ≤ v0 for all p ∈ M .

Then

v(p, t) ≤ 2v0

for all for p ∈M and |t| ≤
1

4cv0
.

Proof. In the following, we will denote ||| · |||GE
with respect to T simply by

||| · |||. ∂
∂t

is just the tangent vector of the geodesic t → exp
X0(p)(tn(X0(p)))

which is a future pointing unit vector.

|||∇ ∂
∂t
T||| ≤ |||

∂

∂t
||| |||∇T||| ≤ c|||

∂

∂t
|||.

Since 〈 ∂
∂t
, ∂
∂t
〉 = −1, by Lemma 2.1, we have

|||
∂

∂t
|||2 ≤ 2v2.
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Hence ∣∣∣∣
∂

∂t
v

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣〈∇ ∂

∂t
T,

∂

∂t
〉

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |||∇ ∂
∂t
T||| |||

∂

∂t
||| ≤ 2cv2.

So if |t| ≤ 1
4cv0

, then v(t) ≤ 2v0.
�

From now on, in the above setting, we always assume the following:

(i) |||∇T||| ≤ c;
(ii) −〈 ∂

∂t
,T〉 ≤ v0 at t = 0;

(iii) a < 1
4cv0

so that −〈 ∂
∂t
,T〉 ≤ 2v0 for |t| < a.

Lemma 2.3. Assume c0 = supΩ |||Rm|||GE
< ∞ and a0 = supM0

|A| < ∞
where M0 = {0} ×M and A is the second fundamental form of the immersed
surface given by X0, which will also be denoted by M0. Then Xt is an immer-
sion for |t| < min{a, 1

2
C(n)(a20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2}, for some constant C(n) depending
only on n. Moreover,

e−2b0tg0 ≤ g ≤ e2b0tg0; |A(t)| ≤ b0.

where b0 = 2(a20 + c0v
2
0)

1

2 . Here A(t) is the second fundamental form of the
hypersurface given by the immersion Xt.

Proof. Let p ∈ M be fixed. Let x1, · · · , xn be local coordinates of p and let
t = x0. Denote X∗(

∂
∂xi ) simply by ∂i and X∗(

∂
∂t
) by ∂t or ∂0. Since ∂t is the

unit tangent vector of the time like geodesic t→ exp
X0(q)(tn(X0(q))),

∂

∂t
〈∂t, ∂i〉 = 〈∇ ∂

∂t

∂

∂t
, ∂i〉+ 〈

∂

∂t
,∇ ∂

∂t
∂i〉 = 0.

because ∇ ∂
∂t

∂
∂t

= 0, ∇ ∂
∂t
∂i = ∇∂i

∂
∂t

and 〈 ∂
∂t
, ∂
∂t
〉 = −1. Let gij = 〈∂i, ∂j〉. Then

(2.2)
∂

∂t
gij = 〈∇∂t∂i, ∂j〉+ 〈∂i,∇∂t∂j〉 = 2Aij

where Aij = 〈∇∂t∂i, ∂j〉 which is equal to 〈∂i,∇∂t∂j〉 by the above. Suppose
a ≥ a1 > 0 is the largest value so thatXt is an immersion near p for all |t| < a1.
Then Aij is the second fundamental form of the immersed hypersurface defined
by Xt. For such t

∂

∂t
Aij =〈∇∂t∇∂t∂i, ∂j〉+ 〈∇∂t∂i,∇∂t , ∂j〉

=〈∇∂t∇∂i∂t, ∂j〉+ 〈∇∂t∂i,∇∂t , ∂j〉

=R0i0j + gklAikAjl.

because ∇∂t∂t = 0. Here R0i0j = R(∂0, ∂i, ∂0, ∂j). Then by Lemma 2.1,

∂t|A|
2 =− 2gipglqgkjApqAijAkl + 2gilgkj R0i0lAkj

≤2|A|3 + C(n)c0v
2
0 |A|

≤C(n)(|A|2 + c0v
2
0)

3

2 .
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Hence

(|A|2 + c1v
2
0)

− 1

2 (0)− (|A|2 + c0v
2
0)

− 1

2 (t) ≤ C(n)t.

and

(|A|2 + c1v
2
0)

− 1

2 (t) ≥ (k2 + c0v
2
0)

− 1

2 − C(n)t.

Hence if t ≤ 1
2
C(n)(a20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2 , then

|A|(t) ≤ 2(a20 + c1v
2
0)

1

2 =: b0

By (2.2), we conclude that

e−2b0tg0 ≤ g ≤ e2b0tg0.

From this it is easy to see that a ≥ a1 ≥
1
2
C(n)(a20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2 . This completes
the proof of the lemma.

�

From now on we further assume:

(iv) a also satisfies a ≤ 1
2
C(n)(a20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2 .

Hence X : (−a, a)×M → N is an immersion. We also denote the immersed
surface given by Xt by Mt.

In the following, in order to study short time existence, we will identify N
as (−a, a)×M and identify G is with X∗(G). This will simplify the exposition.

To study the prescribed mean curvature flow, let us first compute the mean
curvature of a spacelike surface S given by a function w on M : Namely, the
surface is the level zero set {f(t,x) = 0} where f(t,x) = t − w(x), x ∈ M .
Here the ambient manifold is (−a, a)×M with metric G = −dt2 + g(t).

Lemma 2.4. The mean curvature of S with respect to the future pointing unit
normal is given by

H = (1− |∇w|2)−
1

2Ho + divo

(
∇w

(1− |∇w|2)
1

2

)
+
∂

∂t
((1− |∇w|2)−

1

2 )

evaluated at t = w. Here Ho is the mean curvature of the reference slice
Mt = {t} ×M , divo is divergence on this slice, ∇ is the covariant derivative
with respect to g(t) on the slice Mt.

Proof. This follows from [3, p.160]. We sketch the proof. Let f(t,x) = t−w(x).
Then∇f = ∇t−∇w = ∇t−∇w. So the mean curvature of the surface {f = 0}
with respect to the future pointing unit normal is given by

H = divG

(
−

∇f

(1 − |∇w|2)
1

2

)∣∣∣∣
t=w

.
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Let T = ∂
∂t
, U = ∇w, λ = (1−|∇w|2)−

1

2 . Then H = divG(λ(T +U))|t=w. Now

divG(λ(T + U)) =divG(λU) + divG(λT )

=divo(λU) + 〈∇T (λU), T 〉+ λdivG(T ) + T (λ)

=divo(λU) + λHo + T (λ)

because U ⊥ T and ∇TT = 0. This completes the proof of the lemma.
�

Let xi be local coordinates ofM so that t, xi are local coordinates of (−a, a)×
M . Then

Ho = gijAo
ij =

1

2
gij∂tgij

T (λ) = λ2∂tg
ijwiwj

divo

(
∇w

(1− |∇w|2)
1

2

)
=λ
(
gij + λ2wiwj

)
w;ij

where w;ij is the Hessian of w in Mt. Hence we have the following remark.

Remark 2.1. The mean curvature is of the form

H =(1− |∇w|2)−
1

2

(
gij +

wiwj

1− |∇w|2

)
w;ij +

wiwj

1− |∇w|2
∂tg

ij

+
1

2
(1− |∇w|2)−

1

2 gij∂tgij

(2.3)

evaluated at t = w.

From the remark, in order to study prescribed mean curvature flow, we need
to study the equation involving H , which is a second order differential operator
with coefficients of the form φ(t,x)|t=w where φ(x, t) can be expressed in terms
of g(t,x), g−1(t,x) and their derivatives. So we need to estimate g, g−1 and
their derivatives as functions of t,x.

In the above setting, let us make the following assumptions. Recall that
Ω = (−a, a)×M in this setting.

Assumption 2.1. Assume:

(i) |||∇T|||Ω ≤ c;
(ii) −〈X∗(

∂
∂t
),T〉 ≤ v0 at t = 0;

(iii) |||∇
k
R|||Ω ≤ ck for all k ≥ 0;

(iv) |∇kA| ≤ ak on M0 = {0} × M for all k ≥ 0, where the ∇ is the
covariant derivative of the metric g0 induced by G and the norm is
with respect to this metric.

(v) a ≤ min{1
2
C(n)(k20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2 , 1
2
C(n)(a20 + c0v

2
0)

− 1

2} which are given in
Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3.
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Under this assumption, we identify N with (−a, a) ×M with metric G =
−dt2 + g(t).

Lemma 2.5. Under the Assumption 2.1, there is r > 0 such that for all
p ∈ M0, ξp =: expp : D(r) → Bp(r) is a surjective local diffeomorphism
where D(r) = {x ∈ R

n| |x| < r} and Bp(r) is the geodesic ball of M0 with
respect to the metric g0. Moreover, C−1ge ≤ ξ∗p(g0) ≤ Cge for some constant
C > 0 independent of p, where ge is the Euclidean metric on D(r), and in the
standard coordinates xi of D(r), ∂β(ξ∗p(g0)ij) are uniformly bounded in D(r)
independent of p for all multi-index β and i, j.

Proof. By [18], it is sufficient to show that the curvature together with its
covariant derivatives of g0 are uniformly bounded. But this follows from (ii),
(iii), (iv) in Assumption 2.1, the Gauss equation and Lemma 2.1.

�

In general, the Hölder norm of a function in Bp(r) dominates the Hölder
norm of its pull back under ξp. On the other hand, if ξp is bijective, then
these two norms are equivalent. We will call ξp : D(r) → Bp(r) a quasi-
coordinate neighborhood and the standard coordinates xi’s of Rn will be called
quasi-coordinates. Suppose Assumption 2.1 holds, and let ξp : D(r) → Bp(r),
p ∈M be quasi-coordinate neighborhoods. By Lemma 2.5, one can define the
following Hölder spaces for functions on M × [0, S0] for S0 > 0:

Definition 2.1. Let f be a function on M × [0, S0] and k ≥ 0 be an integer. f
is said to be in C2k+σ,k+σ

2 (M×[0, S0]) for 0 < σ < 1 if ξ∗p(f) ∈ C2k+σ,k+σ
2 (D(r))

so that its Hölder norm ||ξ∗p(f)||2k+σ,k+σ
2
in D(r)× [0, S0] is uniformly bounded

independent of p.

For the definition of Hölder space, see appendix. C2k+σ,k+σ
2 (M × [0, S]) is a

Banach space. We have the following, see [7, Appendix]:

Lemma 2.6. Suppose ξ′p : D(r′) → Bp(r
′) is another family of quasi local

coordinates satisfying the same conditions as in Lemma 2.5. Then the Hölder
norms defined by {ξp| p ∈ M} and the Hölder norms defined by {ξ′p| p ∈ M}
are equivalent.

Since ξp is a local diffeomorphism, we may consider the standard coordinates
of D(r) as local coordinates of points in Bp(r). In the following lemma, since
the computations are local, for simplicity, we still denote ξ∗p(g(t)) by g(t).

Lemma 2.7. In the setting of Lemma 2.3. Under Assumption 2.1, in each
quasi-coordinate neighborhood ξp, any order of derivatives of gij(t) with respect
to quasi-coordinates and with respect to t are uniformly bounded independent
of p and |t| < a. Moreover, C−1ge ≤ ξ∗p(g(t)) ≤ Cge for some constant C > 0

independent of p, t. Hence any order of derivatives of gij(t) with respect to
quasi-coordinates and with respect to t are uniformly bounded independent of
p and |t| < a.
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Proof. As mentioned above, we will not distinguish between ξ∗p(g(t)) and g(t).
By Lemmas 2.5 and 2.3, it is easy to see that

(2.4) C−1ge ≤ ξ∗p(g(t)) ≤ Cge

in D(r) for some C independent of p, t. Hence gij(t), g
ij(t) are uniformly

bounded, where gij are the components of g with respect to the Euclidean
coordinates xi. By Lemma 2.3 and its proof we have

(2.5) ∂tgij = 2Aij

and |A(t)| is uniformly bounded. Hence Aij and |∂tgij | are uniformly bounded.
Since all order of derivatives of gij(0) are uniformly bounded, by (2.5), to

prove the lemma it is sufficient to prove that ∂kt ∂
βAij are uniformly bounded

for all k ≥ 0 and for all multi-index β = (β1, β2, · · ·βn) with βi ≥ 0. Here

∂β = ∂β1

1 · · ·∂βn
n and ∂i =

∂
∂xi . Let |β| =

∑n
i=1 αi.

We first prove that ∂βAij are uniformly bounded for all β. Let Γ(t) =
Γ(t)− Γ(0) where Γ(t) are the Christoffel symbols of g(t) with respect to the
coordinates xi. If Bijk... is a smooth tensor on (−a, a)×M which are tangential
to {t} ×M for all t, for tangential ∂u:

(∂t∇uB)ijk... =∂t∂uBijk... − ∂t(Γ
p
uiBpjk...)− ∂t(Γ

p
ujBipk...)− ∂t(Γ

p
ukBijp...)− . . .

=∇u(∂tB)ijk... + ∂tΓ ∗B.

because ∂tΓ = ∂tΓ. The number of terms depends only on n and the degree
of B. We write this simply as:

(∂t∇B) = ∇∂tB + ∂tΓ ∗B.

So

∂t(∇
kB) =∇∂t(∇

k−1B) + ∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−1B

=∇(∇∂t(∇
k−2B) + ∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−2B) + ∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−1B

=∇2(∂t((∇
k−2B)) +∇∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−2B + ∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−1B

= · · ·

=∇k∂tB +

k−1∑

i=0

∇i∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−i−1B.

(2.6)

Now

(2.7)
∂

∂t
Aij = R0i0j + gklAikAjl

and
∂

∂t
Γ
k

ij =
∂

∂t
Γk
ij = gkl(Alj;i + Ail;j −Aij;l)(2.8)

where ; is the covariant derivative with respect to g(t) and 0 is the index
corresponding to ∂

∂t
. So R0i0j = R( ∂

∂t
, ∂
∂xi ,

∂
∂t
, ∂
∂xj ). Let Bij = R0i0j . By

Lemma 2.3 and the choice of a, the tilt factor of M × {t} for |t| < a is
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bounded by 2v0. Let ck be such that |||∇
k
Rm||| ≤ ck. By (2.4) and Lemma

2.1 we have |B| ≤ C(n, v0, c0). Suppose |∇kA| ≤ bk. Since

∇u R0i0j =∇uR0i0j + Ak
u( Rki0j + R0ikj)

we have ||∇B|| ≤ C(n, v0, c0, c1, b0). Here the norm is taken with respect to
g(t). In general, one can show that

|∇kB| ≤ C(n, v0, c0, · · · , ck; b0, · · · , bk−1).

By (2.8),

∇k∂tΓ = g−1 ∗ ∇k+1A.

Hence by (2.6) and (2.7), we have

∂t∇
kA =∇k∂tA+

k−1∑

i=0

∇i∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−i−1A

=∇k(B + g−1 ∗A ∗ A) +
k−1∑

i=0

∇i∂tΓ ∗ ∇k−i−1A.

|∂t∇
kA| ≤C(n, v0, c0, c1, · · · , ck; b0, b1, · · · , bk−1)(1 + ||∇kA||)

Hence

∂t|∇
kA|2 ≤ C(1 + ||∇kA||2)

for some C = C(n, v0, c0, c1, · · · , ck; b0, b1, · · · , bk−1). Since |∇
kA|(0) is bounded,

we conclude that |∇kA| is bounded provided |∇pA| is bounded for 0 ≤ p ≤
k − 1. Since |A| is bounded, inductively, we have |∇kA| is bounded for all k.
By (2.8), and that |∇kA| is bounded for all k, we have ∇k∂tΓ is bounded. Us-
ing (2.6) and the fact that Γ = 0 at t = 0, we can argue as before to show that
∇kΓ is bounded for all k. From these we conclude that ∂βAij are uniformly
bounded.
Next, we want to prove that ∂kt ∂

βAij are uniformly bounded. Suppose
∂kt ∂

βAij are uniformly bounded for all β, for all 0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ. Then ∂k+1
t ∂βgij

are uniformly bounded by (2.5) and hence ∂k+1
t ∂βgij for all β and for all

0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ. By (2.7)

(2.9) ∂k+1
t ∂βAij = ∂kt ∂

β( R0i0j + gpqApiAqj) = ∂kt ∂
β R0i0j + ∂kt ∂

α(gpqApiAqj).

Let k = ℓ in the above. Then second term is uniformly bounded. To estimate
the first term, by (2.9), ∂kt ∂

β R0i0j is uniformly bounded for all α and 0 ≤ k ≤
ℓ− 1.
let ∂0 =

∂
∂t

and ∂i =
∂
∂xi for i = 1, · · · , n. Since





∇∂i∂j = Γk
ij∂k + Aij

∂
∂t

∇ ∂
∂t
∂i = ∇∂i

∂
∂t

= gklAil∂k

∇ ∂
∂t

∂
∂t

= 0,
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∇Rm =∂ Rm+ Rm ∗ f(A, g, g−1, ∂g).

All terms are evaluated using the basis ∂0, ∂1, · · · , ∂n. Here and in the following
f is a polynomial of its arguments which may change from line to line and ∂
means ∂γ , 0 ≤ γ ≤ n. Differentiate the above relation, we have

∇
2
Rm =∂∇R−∇Rm ∗ f(A, g, ∂g, g−1)

=∂2 Rm+ (∂ Rm) ∗ f(A, g, ∂q, g−1) + Rm ∗ f(A, ∂A, g, ∂g, ∂2g, g−1).

Continue in this way, we have:

∇
k
Rm = ∂k Rm+

k∑

i=1

∂k−i Rm ∗ fi

where fi denote polynomials in ∂βA with |β| = s for 0 ≤ s ≤ i − 1, ∂sg for

0 ≤ s ≤ i and g−1. First note that ∇
k
Rm are uniformly bounded for all k

by the facts that |||∇
k
Rm|||Ω are uniformly bounded, the tilt factors of Mt

are uniformly bounded in space time, and by Lemma 2.1 and (2.4). Since
∂kt ∂

αA, ∂k+1∂αg, ∂k∂α Rm are uniformly bounded for 0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ and for all
α, ∂kt ∂

α Rm are uniformly bounded for 0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ − 1, and g−1 is uniformly
bounded, we conclude that ∂ℓt∂

β Rm are uniformly bounded for all α. This
implies that ∂ℓt∂

αA are uniformly bounded for all β. By induction, the lemma
follows.

�

2.2. Proof of short time existence. Let N,G, τ , M,X0 be as in Theorem
1.1. Then by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.7, we may assume N = (−a, a) ×M with
metric G = −dt2 + g(t) with a > 0 small enough. With this setting, F :
M × [0, S0] → N , S0 > 0, is a prescribed mean curvature flow starting from
X0 : M → N if it satisfies (1.2) such that F(·, s) is a spacelike immersion,
with mean curvature vector H = ~νH where H is the mean curvature, ~ν is the
future timelike unit normal, and H is a function on N . The following fact is
well-known.

Lemma 2.8. Let F be a solution of the prescribed mean curvature flow (1.2).
Suppose in the setting of Assumption 2.1 there is a smooth family of diffeo-
morphisms φ(p, s), 0 ≤ s ≤ S0 of M with φ(·, 0) being the identity map, and
a smooth function w(p, s) on M × [0, S0] so that in this setting

F(p, s) = X(w(φ(p, s), s), φ(p, s)) = (w(φ(p, s), s), φ(p, s))

with |w| < a, where a is as in Assumption 2.1 and X is as in (2.1). Then w
satisfies:

(2.10)
∂w

∂s
= −〈

∂

∂t
, ~ν〉−1(H −H)

in M × [0, S0] and w(p, 0) = 0.
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Proof. Since |w| < a so that X(w(φ(p, s), s), φ(p, s)) is well-defined. In local
coordinates xi of M in the domain and local coordinates yi of the image of φ,

∂sF =
∂yj

∂s

∂

∂yj
+ (

∂w

∂yj
∂yj

∂s
+ ws)

∂

∂t

=
∂yj

∂s

(
∂

∂yj
+
∂w

∂yj
∂

∂t

)
+ ws

∂

∂t
.

Here ws = ∂w
∂s

as a function of in the form w(p, s). For fixed s, φ(p, s) is a

diffeomorphism of M and so F∗(
∂
∂xi ) is tangential for all i. Since

F∗(
∂

∂xi
) =

∂yk

∂xi

(
∂

∂yk
+
∂w

∂yk
∂

∂t

)
,

and y = φ(x, s) is a diffeomorphism, we have

(∂sF)
⊥ = (ws

∂

∂t
)⊥

where ⊥ is the projection to the normal of immersion given by Fs = F(·, s).
So the first term in the above is tangential. Hence

ws〈
∂

∂t
, ~ν〉 = 〈∂sF, ~ν〉 = −(H −H).

From this the result follows because −〈~ν, ∂
∂t
〉 ≥ 1. �

The following is also well-known.

Lemma 2.9. Under Assumption 2.1, suppose w is a smooth function on M ×
[0, S0] such that |w| < a, w(p, 0) = 0, and w ∈ C2+σ,1+σ

2 (M × [0, S0]) such
that 1 − |∇w|2 ≥ λ−2 uniformly for some constant λ > 0. Here ∇ is the

gradient on the slice {t} ×M . Let F̃(p, s) = X(p, w(p, s)). Then the F̃(·, s)
is an immersion for all s. Suppose w satisfies (2.10) with mean curvature
vector H = ~νH with H being bounded. Then one can find a smooth family of
diffeomorphisms φ(p, s), 0 ≤ s ≤ S0 of M with φ(·, 0) being the identity map
such that

F(p, s) = F̃(φ(p, s), w(φ(p, s), s))

is a smooth solution to (1.2).

Proof. Denote F̃(·, s) by F̃s(·). Let yi be local coordinates of M so that yi, t
are local coordinates of N = (−a, a) ×M . We may assume that yi are quasi

local coordinates. Then F̃ is of the form

F̃(y, s) = (y, w(y, s)).

Let ei =: F̃s
∗(

∂
∂yi

) = ∂
∂yi

+wi
∂
∂t

where wi =
∂w
∂yi

. So 〈ei, ej〉 = gij(y, t)|t=w−wiwj .

Let ξi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n be real numbers and let ξi = gikξk. Then

〈ei, ej〉ξ
iξj = ξiξi −

(
n∑

i=1

wiξ
i

)2

.
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So
ξiξi ≥ 〈ei, ej〉ξ

iξj ≥ ξiξi(1− |∇w|2) ≥ λ−2ξiξi.

Hence the graph F̃s is spacelike with induced metric uniformly equivalent to

g(y, t)|t=w at F̃s(y), and hence is equivalent to g(y, 0) by Lemma 2.3. From
this one can see that there is a smooth family of vector fields V (y, s) on M

s ∈ [0, S0] such that F̃s
∗(V ) =

(
∂sF̃

)⊤
which is the tangential component of

∂sF̃ to the graph of F̃s. To be more precise, let ~ν be the future timelike unit

normal of the graph of F̃s,

∂sF̃ = ws

∂

∂t
= (ws

∂

∂t
)⊤ − ws〈~ν,

∂

∂t
〉~ν = (ws

∂

∂t
)⊤ + (H −H)~ν

because w satisfies (2.10). Now (ws
∂
∂t
)T (y, s) = vi(y, s)ei where ei are tangent

to the graph of F̃s as before. Then V = vi ∂
∂yi

. It is easy to see that V is

smooth in y, s. Let φ(p, s) be the integral curve of −V so that φ(·, 0) is the
identity map. We claim that |V |g(0) is uniformly bounded. If the claim is true,
then φ can be defined on M × [0, S0]. In this case, let

F(p, s) = F̃(q, w(q, s))|q=φ(p,s).

Then F is smooth, F(p, 0) = X0(p) because w(p, 0) = 0. Moreover,

∂sF =F̃s
∗(∂sφ(p, s)) + (∂sF̃)

⊤ + (H −H)~ν

=(H −H)~ν.

The lemma follows provided we can prove the claim that ||V ||g(0) is bounded.
To prove the claim, let ei be as before,

〈(∂sF̃)
⊤, ei〉 =wiws

which is uniformly bounded because w ∈ C2+σ,1+σ
2 (M × [0, S0]), H is given

by (2.3), 1 − |∇w|2 ≥ λ−2, and H is uniformly bounded. Here we have also
used Lemma 2.7. Since the metric 〈ei, ej〉 is uniformly equivalent to gij(0),
this implies the claim is true.

�

Hence in order to find short time existence of the prescribed mean curvature
flow (1.2), it is sufficient to find w satisfying the conditions in the above lemma
onM×[0, S0] for some S0 > 0. We will use the inverse theorem on C1 maps on
Banach spaces. We proceed as in [7] (see also [6]) using the argument outlined
in [17]. Consider the Banach space

C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, S0]) = {f ∈ C2+σ,1+σ
2 (M × [0, S0])| f(·, 0) = 0}

for some 0 < σ < 1 and S0 will be chosen later. If there is no confusion, we
will drop M × [0, S0] in the definition of Hölder spaces.

Let B be the open set in C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, S0]) consisting functions f such
that
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(2.11) sup
M×[0,S0]

|f | < a and inf
M×[0,S0]

(1− |∇f |2) >
1

2

where |∇f |2 is the norm of the gradient with respect to g(t). More precisely
in local coordinates xi of M ,

|∇f |2(x, s) = f ifi

where fi = ∂if = ∂
∂xi f and f i(x, s) = gij(x, t)|t=f(x,s)fi(x, s).

We want to define a suitable map F from B to Cσ,σ
2 (M × [0, S0]. Let w ∈ B

consider the graph of w in N which is identified with (−a, a)×M with metric
G = −dt2 + g(t). The graph of w(·, s) is given by (x, w(x, s)) ∈ (−a, a)×M ,
x ∈ M . This is well defined because |w| < a. The graph is spacelike because
1− |∇w|2 > 1

2
. For fixed s, the future pointing unit normal is given by

~ν(w) =
∂
∂t
+∇w

(1− |∇w|2)
1

2

.

The mean curvature vector is H = H~ν. Let H be a smooth function in
(−a, a)×M . Define

(2.12) F(w) =
∂w

∂s
+ 〈

∂

∂t
, ~ν(w)〉−1(H −H) =

∂w

∂s
− (1− |∇w|2)

1

2 (H −H)

for w ∈ B. In the following, it is more convenient to use the quasi local
coordinates to express the map. By (2.3), we have

F(w) =
∂w

∂s
−

(
gij +

wiwj

1− |∇w|2

)
w;ij −

wiwj

(1− |∇w|2)
1

2

∂tg
ij

−
1

2
gij∂tgij + (1− |∇w|2)

1

2H

=
∂w

∂s
−

(
gij +

wiwj

1− |∇w|2

)(
wij − Γk

ijwk

)
−

wiwj

(1− |∇w|2)
1

2

∂tg
ij

−
1

2
gij∂tgij + (1− |∇w|2)

1

2H.

(2.13)

For any function f(t,x) in the above it is understood the function will be
evaluated at t = w. Here Γk

ij is the Christoffel symbols of g with respect to
the quasi local coordinates.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose |||∇
k
H|||Ω is uniformly bounded for k = 0, 1, then

F(w) ∈ Cσ,σ
2 for w ∈ B.

Proof. Let ξp : D(r) → Bp(r) be quasi local coordinate neighborhood. By
Lemma 2.7 all the derivatives of the components of ξ∗p(g(t)) and its inverse

with respect to t and the quasi local coordinates xi are uniformly bounded
independent of p and for |t| < a. Moreover, the C2+σ,1+σ

2 norm of ξ∗(w)
in D(r) × [0, S0] is uniformly bounded independent of p. In order to prove
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the lemma, it is sufficient to prove that the Cσ,σ
2 norm in D(r) × [0, S0] of

each term of the last expression in (2.13) is uniformly bounded, where w is
understood to be ξ∗p(w) and g is understood to be ξ∗p(g) etc. By the assumption

on w, the C2σ,σ
2 norms of wi, wij are uniformly bounded. On the other hand,

since the first derivative of gij in x
i, t are uniformly bounded and since wi, ws

are uniformly bounded, we conclude that the Cσ,σ
2 norms of gij(w(x, s),x)

are uniformly bounded. Similarly, the Cσ,σ
2 norms of gij, ∂tgij, ∂tg

ij,Γk
ij, g are

uniformly bounded evaluated at t = w(x, s). By the assumption on w and
Lemma 2.7, wi = gikwk has uniformly bounded Cσ,σ

2 norm. Since 1−|∇w|2 >
1
2
, one can see that for any c, the C2σ,σ

2 norm of (1 − |∇w|2)c = (1 − wiwi)
c

are uniformly bounded. Since |||∇
k
H|||Ω is uniformly bounded for k = 0, 1,

H(w(x, s),x) is in Cσ,σ
2 by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.7. From these, we conclude that

the lemma is true. �

Next we want to compute the differential of F . Let v(x, s) be a function on
M × [0, S0] with |v| < a. For any family of tensors T (t,x) in x for (t,x) ∈
(−a, a)×M , denote

vT (x, s) =: T (v(x, s),x).

For examples:

{
vi = vgijvj
v;ij = vij −

vΓk
ijvk.

We will compute DF at v in quasi local coordinates xi, s in M × [0, S0].

Lemma 2.11. In addition to Assumption 2.1, suppose |||∇
k
H|||Ω are uni-

formly bounded for all k ≥ 0. Then in the quasi local coordinates, for any
v ∈ B, the differential DFv of F at v is given by:

(2.14) DFv(φ) = φs −
vaij φij +

vbk φk +
vc φ

where
(2.15)



vaij = vgij + (1− |∇v|2)−1vivj;

vbk = −
2( vgkivj(1− |∇v|2) + vivjvk)(vij −

vΓm
ijvm)

(1− |∇v|2)2
+

(
vgij +

vivj

1− |∇v|2

)
vΓk

ij

2−

[
v∂tg

ijvivjv
k + (1− |∇v|2) v∂tg

ikvi + vk((1− |∇v|2) vH

(1− |∇v|2)
3

2

]

vc = −

[
v∂tg

ij +
2 v∂tg

ikvk
1− |∇v|2

+
vivj v∂tg

lmvlvm
(1− |∇v|2)2

]
(vij −

vΓk
ijvk)

+

(
vgij +

vivj

1− |∇v|2

)
v∂tΓ

k
ijvk−

[
v∂tg

lmvlvm
v∂tg

ij

(1− |∇v|2)
3

2

+
v∂2t g

ij

(1− |∇v|2)
1

2

]
vivj

−
1

2

(
v∂tg

ij v∂tgij +
vgij v∂2t gij

)
−

v∂tg
lmvlvm

vH

(1− |∇v|2)
1

2

+ (1− |∇v|2)
1

2
v∂tH

Moreover, F is C1 in B.
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Proof. Fix v ∈ B. Let φ ∈ C
2+α,1+α

2

0 . Here and below the Höder spaces are

defined on M × [0, S0]. Then for |ǫ| small, v + ǫφ ∈ C
2+α,1+α

2

0 and F(v + ǫφ)
is in Cα,α

2 . In fact, for |ǫ| small enough, vǫ =: v + ǫφ ∈ B. Then at ǫ = 0,




∂

∂ǫ
(v + ǫφ)s = φs

∂

∂ǫ

(
vǫgij

)
= φ v∂tg

ij

∂

∂ǫ

(
vǫ∂tg

ij
)
= φ v∂2t g

ij

∂

∂ǫ
viǫ = φ v∂tg

ikvk + φk
vgki

∂

∂ǫ
vǫH = φ v∂tH

∂

∂ǫ
vΓk

ij = φ v∂tΓ
k
ij.

In the following f ′ means ∂f

∂ǫ
|ǫ=0. We have:

[(
gij +

vivj

1− |∇v|2

)(
vij − Γk

ijvk
)]′

=

[
φ v∂tg

ij +
2(φ v∂tg

ikvk + φk
vgkivj)

1− |∇v|2
+
vivj(φ v∂tg

lmvlvm + 2φkv
k)

(1− |∇v|2)2

]
(vij −

vΓk
ijvk)

+

(
vgij +

vivj

1− |∇v|2

)(
φij −

vΓk
ijφk − φ v∂tΓ

k
ijvk
)

(
1

(1− |∇v|2)
1

2

∂tg
ijvivj

)′

=
φ v∂tg

lmvlvm + 2φkv
k

(1− |∇v|2)
3

2

v∂tg
ijvivj

+
1

(1− |∇v|2)
1

2

(
φ v∂2t g

ijvivj + 2 v∂tg
ikviφk

)

(
1

2
gij∂tgij)

′ =
1

2
φ
(
v∂tg

ij v∂tgij +
vgij v∂2t gij

)

(
(1− |∇v|2)

1

2H
)′

=−
φ v∂tg

lmvlvm + 2φkv
k

(1− |∇v|2)
1

2

vH + φ(1− |∇v|2)
1

2
v∂tH.

Let DFv(φ) =
∂
∂ǫ
F(v + ǫφ)|ǫ=0. Then

DFv(φ) = φs −
vaijφij +

vbkφk +
vcφ,

where vaij , vbk, vc are as in (2.15). Since |||∇
k
H|||Ω is uniformly bounded for

all k, together with Lemma 2.7, all the derivatives of gij and H with respect to
t and the quasi local coordinates xi are uniformly bounded. Here we identify

g, H etc to their pull back to D(r). From this and the fact that v ∈ C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 ,

DFv is a bounded linear operator from C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 to Cσ,σ
2 . Moreover, by the

structure of vaij , vbk, vc, we have for u, v ∈ B, the Cσ,σ
2 (D(r)× [0, S0]) norms
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of uaij− vaij , ubk− vbk, and uc− vc are bounded by C||u−v||
C

2+σ,1+σ
2

0
(M×[0,S0])

for some constant C independent of the coordinate neighborhoods. Here C

may depend on the upper bound of the norms of u, v in C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, S0]).
Hence the norms of the operators DFu, DFv satisfy:

||DFu −DFv|| ≤ C||u− v||
C

2+σ,1+σ
2

0
(M×[0,S0])

.

This implies DFv is continuous in v. Here we have used the fact that (1 −
|∇w|2) > 1

2
for all w ∈ B. We claim that DFv is the differential of F at v. Let

v ∈ B be fixed and h ∈ B so that ||h||
C

2+σ,1+σ
2

0
(M×[0,S0])

(which will be denoted

simply by ||h|| in the following) is small enough. Then

F(v + h)− F(v)−DFv(h) =

ˆ 1

0

d

dǫ
F(v + ǫh)dǫ−DFv(h)

=

ˆ 1

0

(DFv+ǫh(h)−DFv(h))dǫ

Hence

||F(v + h)−F(v)−DFv(h)||Cσ,σ
2
≤ C||h||2.

SoDFv is the differential of F at v. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 2.12. In addition to Assumption 2.1, suppose |||∇
k
H|||Ω are uni-

formly bounded. For any v ∈ B, DFv is a bijection from C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, s0])
onto Cσ,σ

2 (M × [0, s0].

Proof. Again, denote C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, s0]) by C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 etc. To prove that

DFv is injective, let φ ∈ C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 such that DF(φ) = 0. Since (M, g(0))
has bounded curvature, we can find a smooth function η on M such that α is
uniformly equivalent to the distance function of g(0) with respect to a fixed
point such that η has bounded gradient and bounded Hessian with respect
to g(0), see [26, 27]. Hence ηi, ηij with respect to any quasi local coordinates
are uniformly bounded by a constant C1 independent of the coordinate neigh-
borhood. Here we denote the pull back of a function f by f again. Using
η one can proceed in a standard way. Namely in any quasi local coordinate
neighborhood, we have

|DFv(exp(α))| ≤ C2 exp(α)

where C2 is independent of the quasi local coordinate neighborhood. Let
Θ = exp(C3s + α) for some C3 to be determined later. Then for ǫ > 0,
φ − ǫΘ ≤ 0 at s = 0. Suppose it is positive somewhere, then there is p ∈ M
and 0 < s ≤ s0 such that φ − ǫΘ attains maximum at (p, s). In the quasi
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coordinate neighborhood centered at p, we have, φi = ǫΘi and

0 ≤(φs − ǫΘ)s −
vaij(φ− ǫΘ)ij

=− vc(φ− ǫΘ)−DFv(ǫΘ)

≤ǫΘ(−C3 + C2)

=− ǫC2Θ

if C3 = 2C2. This is a contradiction. Hence φ ≤ ǫΘ. Let ǫ→ 0 we have φ ≤ 0.
Similarly, −φ ≤ 0. So φ = 0 and DFv is injective.
To prove that Fv is surjective, let f ∈ Cσ,σ

2 and let Ωℓ be compact domains
in M with smooth boundary such that Ωℓ ⋐ Ωℓ+1 which exhaust M . Let ηℓ
be smooth function so that 0 ≤ ηℓ ≤ 1, ηℓ = 0 outside Ωℓ+1 and ηℓ = 1 on
Ωℓ. Then one can find a solution φℓ of the following initial-boundary value
problem: {

DFv(φℓ) = ηℓf, in Ωℓ+1 × [0, s0];
φℓ = 0, at s = 0 and ∂Ωℓ+1 × [0, s0].

The solution φℓ exists by [11, Theorem 4, Chapter 3], because ηℓf = 0 on
∂Ωℓ+1, so that the compatibility conditionDFv(ψ) = ηℓf at ∂Ωℓ+1×{0}, where
ψ ≡ 0, is satisfied. Moreover, the pull back of φℓ is in C

2+σ,1+σ
2 (D(r)×[0, s0]) in

any quasi local coordinate neighborhood contained in Ωℓ. Since
vc is uniformly

bounded independent of quasi local coordinates, by the maximum principle [24,
Theorem 2.10] we can see φℓ is uniformly bounded by a constant independent
of ℓ. Standard Schauder estimates (see [11, Theorem 4, Chapter 4]) show
that we can find φℓ satisfying DF(φℓ) = f in Ωℓ × [0, s0] such that for any
p ∈ Ωℓ with Bp(r) ⋐ Ωℓ, for the quasi local coordinates neighborhood ξp :
D(r) → Bp(r), ||φℓ||C2+σ,1+σ

2 (D( r
2
)×[0,s0])

is bounded by a constant independent

of p and ℓ. Here we denote the pull back of φℓ also by φℓ. Passing to a
subsequence, we can find φ such that DFv(φ) = f on M × [0, s0] with φ = 0
at s = 0. Moreover, ||φ||

C
2+σ,1+σ

2 (D( r
2
)×[0,s0])

uniformly bounded by a constant

in any quasi local coordinate neighborhood ξp : D(r) → Bp(r). From this we
see that φ ∈ C2+σ,1+σ

2 (M × [0, s0]) by Lemma 2.6.
�

Now we are ready to prove the following short time existence result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemmas 2.2, 2.3, we may assume a > 0 is small
enough so that X is an immersion. In order to construct the flow, without loss
of generality we may identify N with (−a, a)×M with metric G = −dt2+g(t).
Moreover, we can introduce a family of quasi local coordinate neighborhoods
as described by Lemma 2.5 so that g(t) satisfy the conclusions of Lemma 2.7.
Let v0(x, s) = sHo(x, 0)− sH(x, 0) defined on M × [0, s0], where H

o is the
mean curvature of the slice t = 0 in (−a, a)×M . By Lemmas 2.7, 2.2, 2.1 and

the fact that |||∇
k
H|||N is finite for k = 0, 1, we can choose s0 > 0 small enough

so that supM×[0,s0] |v0| < a and infM×[0,s0](1−|∇v0|
2) > 1

2
. On the other hand,



22 Luen-Fai Tam

fixed 0 < σ < 1, one can define C
2σ,σ

2

0 (M × [0, s0]) and C
σ,σ

2 (M × [0, s0]). As
before let

B = {v ∈ C
2+σ,1+σ

2

0 (M × [0, s0])| sup
M×[0,s0]

|v| < a, inf
M×[0,s0]

(1− |∇v|2) >
1

2
}.

Hence v0 ∈ B. In fact, by Lemma 2.7 and the fact that |||∇
k
H|||N are finite

for any k, we have

(2.16) |ξ∗p(v0)(x, s)− ξ∗p(v0)(x
′, s′)| ≤ C1 (|x− x′|+ |s− s′|)

in D(r) × [0, s0], for any quasi local coordinate neighborhood ξ∗p : D(r) →
Bp(r). Here C1 is a constant independent of p.
Let

F(v) =
∂v

∂s
+ 〈

∂

∂t
, ~ν〉−1(H −H)

where ~ν is the future direct unit normal of the graph of v: (x, v(x, s)) ∈
(−a, a)×M and H is the mean curvature. Then F maps B to Cσ,σ

2 (M× [0, s0]
which is C1 and DFv is bijective by Lemmas 2.10 and 2.12. Hence F maps a
neighborhood of v0 onto a neighborhood of f0 =: F(v0). By the definition of
v0 and (2.13), f0(x, 0) = 0 because Ho = 1

2
gij∂tgij.

For 0 < λ < s0, define

fλ(x, s) =

{
0 if 0 ≤ s ≤ λ.
f0(x, s− λ) if λ < s ≤ s0.

Claim 2.1. ||f0 − fλ||Cσ,σ
2 (M×[0,s0])

≤ Cλ1−σ for some C independent of λ.

If the claim is true, then fλ ∈ Cσ,σ
2 (M × [0, s0]) and by the inverse function

theorem, for λ > 0 small enough, we can find w such that

F(w) = fλ.

In particular, w is a solution of (2.10) on M0 × [0, λ], w ∈ B.
To prove Claim 2.1, let ξp : D(r) → Bp(r) be a quasi local coordinate

neighborhood. Since f0 = 0, at s = 0, by (2.16), that there is C2 > 0
independent of p, λ such that if x, x′ ∈ D(r) and s, s′ ∈ [0, s0], we have

(2.17) |ξ∗pfλ(x, s)− ξ∗pfλ(x
′, s′)| ≤ C2(|x− x′|+ |s− s′|).

Let η = f0 − fλ. Then

η(x, s) =

{
f0(x, s) if 0 ≤ s ≤ λ.
f0(x, s)− f0(x, s− λ) if λ < s ≤ s0.

There is a constant C3 > C2 independent of p such that |η| ≤ C3λ by (2.16)
and the fact that f0 = 0 at s = 0. For x,x′ ∈ D(r), s, s′ ∈ [0, s0].
Case 1: s, s′ ≤ λ. Then

|ξ∗pη(x, s)−ξ
∗
pη(x

′, s′)| = |ξ∗pf0(x, s)−ξ
∗
pf0(x

′, s′)| ≤ C3min{λ, |x−x′|+|s−s′|}
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because f0(x, 0) = 0 and s, s′ ≤ λ. If |x− x′| ≥ λ, then

|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x
′, s′)| ≤ C3λ

1−σλσ ≤ C3λ
1−σ(|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|

σ
2 ).

If |x− x′| ≤ λ, then by (2.16)

|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x
′, s′)| ≤C2(|x− x′|+ |s− s′|)

=C2(|x− x′|1−σ|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|1−
σ
2 |s− s′|

σ
2 )

≤C4λ
1−σ(|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|

σ
2 ).

for some C4 independent of p.
Case 2: s, s′ ≥ λ.

|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x
′, s′)| =|ξ∗pf0(x, s)− ξ∗pf0(x, s− λ)− ξ∗pf0(x

′, s′) + ξ∗pf0(x
′, s′ − λ|

≤C3min{λ, |x− x′|+ |s− s′|}

As before, we have

|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x
′, s′)| ≤ C4λ

1−σ(|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|
σ
2 ).

Case 3: s ≥ λ ≥ s′, then

|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x
′, s′)| ≤|ξ∗pη(x, s)− ξ∗pη(x, λ)|+ |ξ∗pη(x, λ)− ξ∗pη(x

′, s′)|

≤2C4λ
1−σ
(
|s− λ|

σ
2 + |x− x′|σ + |s′ − λ|

σ
2

)

≤3C4λ
1−σ
(
|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|

σ
2

)

because s ≥ λ ≥ s′. Hence the claim is true.
To conclude, we can find a solution w to (2.10) on M × [0, ǫ] for some ǫ > 0,

so that w ∈ B. By differentiate the equation (2.13) with respect to xk, by
Schauder estimates, one can conclude that ξ∗p(w)i the C

2+σ,1+σ
2 (D(r′)× [0, ǫ])

are uniformly bounded for r′ < r, in any quasi local coordinate neighborhood.
Here we have used the fact that all derivatives of gij(t) and all derivatives of H
are bounded and the fact that 1−|∇w|2 > 1

2
. Continue in this way, we see that

all the derivatives of ξ∗p(w) with respect to x are bounded. Using the equation
(2.13) again, we conclude that all the derivatives of ξ∗(ws) with respect to x
are bounded. Differentiate with respect to s, one can finally conclude that all
the derivatives of ξ∗p(w) in D( r

2
) are uniformly bounded independent of p. By

Lemma 2.9, we conclude that the short time existence of the prescribed mean
curvature flow. Moreover, F is smooth and the second fundamental form of
F(·, s)(M) together with it covariant derivatives are uniformly bounded by
the bounds of derivatives of w and the bounds of derivatives of g(t). Since
1− |∇w|2 > 1

2
, we have

−〈
∂

∂t
, ~ν〉 ≤ C

for some constant C in M × [0, λ]. Hence by [3]

−〈T, ~ν〉 ≤ 2〈T,
∂

∂t
〉〈
∂

∂t
, ~ν〉 ≤ C ′
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for some constant C ′ in M × [0, λ]. Since 1 − |∇w|2 > 1
2
, by Lemma 2.7, the

metric pulled back by F(·, s) is equivalent to g(0) and is complete. Hence the
theorem is proved.

�

We would like to discuss the condition (i) in Theorem 1.1. If N is time
like geodesically complete, then (i) is satisfied automatically. But this is too
strong. On the other hand, we have the following.

Lemma 2.13. Let (N,G) be a Lorentz manifold with time function τ as before.
Suppose there is a smooth function ρ > 0 satisfying condition (1.4). Let p ∈
Ωτ1,τ2 ⊂ N and let v be a future time like unit vector at p. Assume |||∇T||| ≤ c
in Ωτ1,τ2. Suppose either |||1/α|||0,Ωτ1,τ2

≤ b, or |||∇ logα|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
≤ b. Then

the time like geodesic γ(t) with γ(0) = p, γ′(0) = v can be defined on (−t0, t0)
for some t0 depending only on b, −〈v,T〉, τ2− τ(p), τ(p)− τ1 and upper bound
of 1/(α(p)) so that γ(t) ∈ Ωτ1,τ2.

Proof. Let a > 0 be given by Lemma 2.2 depending only on c, κ0 = −〈v,T〉.
Suppose we can prove the following a priori bound. There is a constant C
depending only on the quantities mentioned in the lemma such that whenever
γ(t) ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 , t ∈ (−t′, t′) with t′ ≤ a, then α(γ(t)) ≥ C−1. Then the lemma is
true with

t0 = min{a, (τ(p)− τ1)/(2Cκ0), (τ2 − τ(p))/(2Cκ0).

In fact if t1 is the supremum of t so that γ(t) is defined and γ(−t, t) ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 .
If t1 < t0, by Lemma 2.2, κ =: −〈γ′(t),T〉 ≤ 2κ0.

τ(γ(t))− τ(p) =

ˆ t

0

〈γ′,∇τ〉dσ =

ˆ t

0

−
1

α
〈γ′,T〉dσ,

and

|τ(γ(t))− τ(p)| ≤ 2Cκ0|t|.

Hence
(2.18)
τ1+ǫ ≤ (τ(p)−τ1)−2Cκ0|t|+τ1 ≤ τ(γ(t)) ≤ −(τ2−τ(p))+2Cκ0|t|+τ2 ≤ τ2−ǫ

for all t for some ǫ > 0. On the other hand,

|ρ(γ(t))− ρ(p)| = |

ˆ t

0

〈γ′,∇ρ〉dσ| ≤ C1|t|.

for some constant C1 depending only on κ0, |||∇ρ|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
. In particular,

(2.19) ρ(γ(t)) ≤ C2

on (−t1, t1). For t, t
′ ↑ t1,

dGE
(γ(t), γ(t′)) ≤ |

ˆ t′

t

|||γ′|||dσ ≤ 2κ0|t− t′|.
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By the compactness of the set Ωτ1,τ2 ∩{ρ ≤ C2}, we conclude that γ(t) can be
extended up to −t1, t1. By (2.18), we must have t1 ≥ t0.
It remains to obtain the a priori estimate mentioned above. In case |||1/α|||0,Ωτ1,τ2

this is obvious. Suppose |||∇ logα|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
, then as long as γ ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 , then

log(α(γ(t)))− logα(p) =

ˆ t

0

〈γ′,∇ logα〉dσ.

From this one can obtain the required estimate. �

Remark 2.2. Hence if in Theorem 1.1, condition (i) is replaced by τ1 < infM τ ◦
X0 ≤ supM τ ◦X0 < τ2, and either |||1/α|||0,Ωτ1,τ2

<∞ or supM 1/(α◦X0) <∞

and |||∇ logα|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
< ∞, then the conclusion of the theorem is still true.

Here conditions involving Ω will be replaced by Ωτ1,τ2 .

3. Long time existence

In this section, we will prove the long time existence result: Theorem 1.2.
Let us begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (N,G), X0, τ , ρ be as in Theorem 1.2. Suppose F : M ×
[0, s0), s0 <∞, is a solution of (1.2) so that the following are true:

(i) For all s < s0, supM×[0,s] κ < ∞ and supM×[0,s] |∇
kA| < ∞ for all

k ≥ 0 .
(ii) The height function u(x, s) =: τ(F(x, s)) satisfies

τ1 < inf
M×[0,s0)

u ≤ sup
M×[0,s0)

u < τ2

for some τ− < τ1 < τ2 < τ+.

Then F can be extended smoothly up to s = s0 as a solution of the prescribed
mean curvature flow so that the tilt factor and all the covariant derivatives of
the second fundamental form of Fs0(M) are uniformly bounded.

Assume the lemma is true, let us prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1 and by Remark 2.2, there is ǫ > 0 such that the
prescribed mean curvature flow (1.2) has a solution F on M × [0, ǫ] such that
supM×[0,ǫ] |∇

kA| < ∞ for all k ≥ 0, and supM×[0,ǫ] κ < ∞. Let smax be as in
the theorem and smax <∞. Suppose

τ− < τ1 < inf
M×[0,smax)

τ(F) ≤ sup
M×[0,smax)

τ(F) < τ2 < τ+.

for some τ1, τ2. By Lemma 3.1, F can be extended smoothly as a solution to
the prescribed mean curvature flow up to smax so that all the derivatives of
the second fundamental form and the tilt factor of F(·, smax) are uniformly
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bounded. In particular, τ(F(x, s)) → τ(F(x, smax)) as s ↑ smax. Hence τ1 ≤
τ(F(x, smax)) ≤ τ2 for all x ∈M . On the other hand,

logα(F(x, smax))− logα(F(x, 0)) =

ˆ smax

0

〈∂sF,∇ logα〉dσ

=

ˆ smax

0

〈(H −H)~ν,∇ logα〉dσ.

Since |||∇ logα|||, H −H, and the tilt factor κ are all uniformly bounded on
Ωτ1,τ2 , we have

logα(F(x, smax)) ≥ C logα(F(x, 0))

for some C > 0 independent of x. Since infM α(F(·, 0)) > 0, we conclude that
infM α(F(·, smax)) > 0. By Theorem 1.1 and by Remark 2.2, F can be extended
beyond smax satisfying the conditions in Theorem 1.2. This contradicts the
definition of smax. This completes the proof of the theorem.

�

It remains to prove Lemma 3.1. This follows from the basic estimates ob-
tained by Ecker and Husiken [10, 8] and standard arguments as in [2, Chapter
6]. Here we use the existence of ρ to obtain C0 convergence. For complete-
ness, we sketch the proof. First recall the evolution equations of geometric
quantities along the flow, see [10, 8]: Let F satisfies (1.2).

Lemma 3.2. With the notation as in Theorem 1.2, let g(s) be the induced
metric on Ms with unit future pointing unit normal ~ν, second fundamental
form A, mean curvature H, height function u, tilt factor κ.

(i)
∂

∂s
gij = 2(H −H)Aij .

(ii)
∂

∂s
gij = −2(H −H)Aij .

(iii)

∂

∂s
Γk
ij =− gkl

[
(H −H)(Ajl;i + Ail;j − Aij;l)

+ (H −H)iAjl + (H −H)jAil − (H −H)lAij

]
.

Here ; is the covariant derivative of g(s) and Γk
ij is the connection.

(iv)
∂

∂s
~ν = ∇(H −H).

(v)

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Aij =− (|A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν))Aij + 2HAriA

r
j

+ 2gklAq
k Rqijl − gklAq

j Rqkli − gklAq
l Rqikj

+ gkl∇l R0ijk − gkl∇j R0kli

−H(gklAikAjl − R0ij0)−H;ij.
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Here the index 0 in R corresponds to ~ν.
(vi)

(
∂

∂s
−∆)(H −H) = −

(
|A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉

)
(H −H).

(vii) ∂
∂s
u = α−1κ(H −H), ∆u = div(∇τ) + α−1κH and

(
∂

∂s
−∆)u = −Hα−1κ− div∇τ.

Here the divergence is on the immersed surface Ms.
(viii)

(
∂

∂s
−∆)κ = −κ(|A|2 +Ric(~ν, ~ν))−T(HT)− (H −H)〈∇~νT, ~ν〉+ 〈T,∇MH〉.

Here T(HT) is the variation of the mean curvature under the deforma-
tion of T. (See [3, 2.10]).

By [3], we have the following facts:

Lemma 3.3. Let M be a spacelike hypersurface with tilt factor κ and let
u = τ |M . Then

|∇Mu|2 = α−2(κ2 − 1).

For any 1 > δ > 0,

|∇Mκ|
2 ≤ (1 +

δ

n
)−1κ2|A|2 + C(κ4 + κ2H2),

for some C = C(|||∇T|||, n, (1− δ)−1).

Since all the covariant derivatives of the curvature of (M, g0) are bounded,
we can find a smooth function η with bounded gradient and bounded Hessian,
such that d(x) + C ≤ η(x) ≤ 2d(x) + C ′ where d(x) is the distance function
with respect to g0 from a fixed point x0, see [26, 27].
By Lemma 3.2 (i)–(iii) we have:

Lemma 3.4. Let F be a solution of (1.2) on M × [0, s0]. Suppose |A|, |∇A|
are uniformly bounded on M × [0, s0], then gradient and the Hessian of η with
respect to g(s) are uniformly bounded.

Using η, we have the following maximum principle.

Lemma 3.5. Let F and η be as in Lemma 3.4. Suppose f is a smooth
function on M × [0, s0] such that f ≤ C1e

C2η for some C1, C2 > 0 and
( ∂
∂s

−∆)f ≤ 0 whenever f > 0. Assume supM0
f < ∞. Then supM×[0,s0] f ≤

max{0, supM0
f}.

Proof. Let a = supM0
f and let φ = eσs+2C2η where σ is to be determined. By

Lemma 3.4, we have

(
∂

∂s
−∆)φ ≥ (σ − C3)φ
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for some C3 > 0 in M × [0, s0]. Choose σ = 2C3, we have ( ∂
∂s

−∆)φ > 0. For
any ǫ > 0,

(
∂

∂s
−∆)(f − a− ǫφ) < 0

whenever f > 0. supM×[0,s0](f − a − ǫφ) will be attained at some point
in (x, s) ∈ M × [0, s0]. If s > 0, we must have f ≤ 0 at this point. So
supM×[0,s0](f − a− ǫφ) ≤ max{−a, 0}. Let ǫ→ 0, the result follows. �

The following is a basic estimate obtained by Ecker [8]. We modify the
proof a little bit using the idea in [3]. The assumptions are slightly different
from those in [8]. We give details of the proof in order to understand what
conditions are sufficient.

Lemma 3.6. [Ecker’s basic estimate] Let F be a solution to the prescribed
mean curvature flow (1.2) such that τ− < τ1 < τ(F) < τ2 < τ+.

(i) supM×[0,s0](κ+ |A|+ |∇A|) <∞.

(ii) |||∇T|||1,Ωτ1,τ2
, |||H|||1,Ω, |||Rm|||1,Ωτ1,τ2

, |||∇ logα|||1,Ωτ1,τ2
, |||α|||1,Ωτ1,τ2

are uniformly bounded by c1.
(iii) Ric(w,w) ≥ −c2 for some c2 ≥ 0 for all time like unit vector w in

Ωτ1,τ2.

Then there exist λ > 0, µ > 0, C depending only on c1, c2, τ1, τ2, n with C also
depending on supM0

(κ+ |H −H|) such that

sup
M×[0,s0]

(eλuκ2 + µ(H −H)2) ≤ C.

Proof. Let u = τ(F). Then τ1 < u < τ2. By Lemma 3.2(viii)

(
∂

∂s
−∆)eλu =λeλu

(
−Hα−1κ− divM∇τ − λ|∇u|2

)

≤λeλu
(
−Hα−1κ + κ2|||∇(α−1T)||| − λ|∇u|2

)

≤λeλu
(
C1α

−1κ2 − λ|∇u|2
)

(3.1)

for some C1 = C1(c1, n) because ∇τ = −α−1T, ∇α−1 = −α−1∇ logα and
κ ≥ 1. Using the facts that

|〈∇~νT, ~ν〉| ≤ 2κ2|||∇T|||; |〈T,∇H〉| ≤ 2κ|||∇H|||,

and

|T(HT)| ≤ C(n)
(
|||∇

2
T|||κ3 + |||∇T|||κ2|A|

)

by Bartnik [3, 2.10], using Lemma 3.2 we have for any ǫ > 0:

(
∂

∂s
−∆)κ2 =2κ(

∂

∂s
−∆)κ− 2|∇κ|2

≤− 2(1− ǫ)κ2|A|2 + 2C2ǫ
−1κ4 − 2|∇κ|2
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for some C2 = C2(c1, n). On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3, we have for
1 > δ > 0,

|∇κ|2 ≤ (1 +
δ

n
)−1κ2|A|2 + C(κ4 + κ2H2)

for some C = C(|||∇T |||0,Ω, n, (1− δ)−1). Hence by choosing suitable δ, ǫ, we
have

(
∂

∂s
−∆)κ2 ≤− 4(1 +

1

4n
)|∇κ|2 + C3(κ

4 + κ2H2)(3.2)

for some C3 = C3(c1, n). Since Ric(~ν, ~ν) ≥ −c2, and

(3.3) |A|2 ≥
1

n
H2 ≥

1

2n
(H −H)2 −

1

n
H2,

by Lemma 3.2(vi), we have

(
∂

∂s
−∆)(H −H)2 ≤− 2(|A|2 − C4κ)(H −H)2 − 2|∇(H −H)|2

≤−
1

n
(H −H)4 + C5κ(H −H)2 +

2

n
H2 − 2|∇(H −H)|2

≤−
1

2n
(H −H)4 − 2|∇(H −H)|2 + C6κ

2

(3.4)

for some C4, C5, C6 > 0 depending only on c1, c2, n. Let µ > 0 to be deter-
mined, and let

Φ = eλuκ2 + µ(H −H)2.

We may assume C3 ≥ C1. Then by combining (3.1), (3.2), (3.4), we have:

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Φ ≤eλu

[
−4(1 +

1

4n
)|∇κ|2 − λ2κ2|∇u|2

]
+ C3e

λuκ2
(
(λα−1 + 1)κ2 +H2

)

− 2〈∇eλu,∇κ2〉 −
µ

2n
(H −H)4 − 2µ|∇(H −H)|2 + C6µκ

2

(3.5)

Now

eλu
[
−4(1 +

1

4n
)|∇κ|2 − λ2κ2|∇u|2

]
− 2〈∇eλu,∇κ2〉

≤eλu
[
−
1 + 4n

4n
κ−2|∇κ2|2 − λ2κ2|∇u|2 + 2λ|∇u||∇κ2|

]

=eλu
[
−
1 + 4n

4n
κ−2|∇κ2|2 −

4n

1 + 4n
λ2κ2|∇u|2 + 2λ|∇u||∇κ2|

]
−

1

1 + 4n
λ2eλuκ2|∇u|2

≤−
1

1 + 4n
λ2eλuα−2κ2(κ2 − 1)



30 Luen-Fai Tam

by Lemma 3.3.

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Φ ≤−

1

4n+ 1
λ2κ2eλuα−2(κ2 − 1) + C3e

λuκ2
(
(λα−1 + 1)κ2 +H2

)

−
µ

2n
(H −H)4 − 2µ|∇(H −H)|2 + C6µκ

2.

Since H2 ≤ 2(H −H)2 + 2H2,

eλuκ2H2 ≤ eλu(κ4 + (H −H)4 + 2H2κ2).

Hence

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Φ ≤−

1

4n+ 1
λ2κ2eλuα−2(κ2 − 1) + C7e

λu
(
λα−1 + 1

)
κ4

−
( µ
2n

− C3e
λu
)
(H −H)4 − 2µ|∇(H −H)|2 + C8e

−λu(µ+ eλu)2

for some positive constants C7, C8 depending only on c1, c2, n. Choose µ such
that

µ

2n
− C3e

λτ2 = 1.

Note that µ = µ(c1, c2, n, λ, τ2). We have

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Φ ≤−

1

4n + 1
λ2κ2eλuα−2(κ2 − 1) + C7e

λu
(
λα−1 + 1

)
κ4

− (H −H)4 − 2µ|∇(H −H)|2 + C8e
−λu(µ+ eλu)2.

(3.6)

Choose λ large enough depending only on |||α|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
and C7, so that if κ ≥ 2,

then

−
1

4n+ 1
λ2α−2(κ2 − 1) + C7

(
λα−1 + 1

)
κ2 ≤ −κ2.

Note that λ = λ(c1, c2, n) and µ = µ(c1, c2, n, τ2). So for κ ≥ 2, we have

(
∂

∂s
−∆)Φ ≤− eλuκ4 − (H −H)4 + C8e

−λu(µ+ eλu)2(3.7)

As in the proof of Lemma 3.5, let φ = eσs+η for some σ > 0 where η is as in
Lemma 3.4 so that

(
∂

∂s
−∆)φ > 0.

Let m0 = supM0
Φ. For any ǫ > 0. Then Φ − m0 − ǫφ < 0 at s = 0 and at

infinity. If Φ−m0 − ǫφ > 0 somewhere, then there is x1 ∈ M, 0 < s1 ≤ s0 so
that (Φ−m0 − ǫφ)(x1, s1) = supM×[0,s0](Φ−m0 − ǫφ). At this point we have:

0 ≤ (
∂

∂s
−∆)(Φ−m0 − ǫφ) < (

∂

∂s
−∆)Φ.

Suppose at this point κ ≥ 2, then by (3.7)

0 ≤ −eλuκ4 − (H −H)4 + C9e
−λu(µ+ eλu)2.

Hence eλuκ2 + (H − H)2 ≤ C(c1, c2, n, τ1, τ2). This implies Φ − ǫφ ≤ C for
some C = C(c1, c2, n, τ1, τ2).
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Suppose at this point κ ≤ 2, then by (3.6)

(H −H)4 ≤ C(c1, c2, n, τ1, τ2).

and we also have Φ− ǫφ ≤ C(c1, c2, n, τ1, τ2). In any case,

Φ− ǫφ ≤ C(c1, c2, n, τ1, τ2) +m0.

Let ǫ→ 0, the result follows.
�

By [10, p.604] and the proof of [21, Th. 4.1], we have the following estimate
for |∇kA|.

Lemma 3.7. Let F :M× [0, s0] be a solution to the prescribed mean curvature
flow (1.2) so that the initial metric on M0 is complete with bounded second
fundamental form and so that the tilt factor of the immersed surface Fs :M →
N is uniformly bounded by κ0. Suppose F(M × [0, s0]) ⊂ Ω and |||Rm|||k,Ω,
|||H|||k,Ω are finite for all k ≥ 0 and suppose supM×[0,s0] |∇

kA| < ∞ for all k.
Then for all m ≥ 0,

sup
M×[0,s0]

|∇mA|2 ≤ Cm

for some Cm depending only on n,m, supM×[0,s0] κ, |||Rm|||m+1,Ω, |||H|||m+2,Ω,

and
∑m−1

j=0 supM0
|∇jA|.

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. By Lemma 3.6, there is a constant κ1 such that

(3.8) sup
M×[0,s0)

κ ≤ κ1.

Using this, by Lemma 3.7, for any m, there is a constant cm such that

(3.9) sup
M×[0,s0)

|∇mA| ≤ cm.

Let x0 ∈ M and let Bx0
(r0) be a geodesic ball with respect to g0 with center

x0 and radius r0, which is inside a coordinate chart with x = (x1, · · · , xn).
First we want to obtain C0 limit of F(·, s) as s → s0. Let ρ be the function
satisfying condition (1.4). Since F(x, s) ∈ Ωτ1,τ2 , by the assumption on ρ, and
(1.2) we have for x ∈ Bx0

(r0),

ρ(F(x, s)) =

ˆ s

0

〈∇ρ, ∂sF〉dσ ≤ C1s

for some constant C1 depending only on κ0, supM×[0,s0)(|H−H|) and |||∇ρ|||0,Ωτ1,τ2
.

Hence F(Bx0
(r0)× [0, s0)) ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 ∩ {ρ ≤ ρ0} = K which is compact, where

ρ0 = C1s0 + sup
Bx0

(r0)

ρ+ 1.
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Hence K is compact with respect to the reference Riemannian metric GE with
respect to τ . Let d(p, q) be the distance function defined by GE . Then for
x ∈ Bx0

(r0), for s < s′ < s0 by (1.2) we have:

d(F(x, s),F(x, s′)) ≤

ˆ s′

s

|||∂sF|||dσ ≤ C2(s
′ − s)

for some constant C2 depending only on κ0, supM×[0,s0)(|H −H|). Since K is
compact, we conclude that F(x, s) converges uniformly on Bx0

(r0) as s→ s0 to
a continuous map Fs0 fromBx0

(r0) toN with image insideK. Let p = Fs0(x0).
Then there is σ0 > 0 such that Fs(Bx0

, r0) ⋐ Dp(σ0) for all s1 < s < s0 for
some s1 > 0, for a possibly smaller r0. Here Dp(σ0) is the geodesic ball with
respect to GE with center at p, and radius σ0. We may also assume thatDp(σ0)
is inside a coordinate neighborhood with coordinates y0, y1, · · · , yn so that GE

is uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean metric and the components of the
metric tensor and its derivatives with respect to ya are uniformly bounded.
Then F is of the form:

F = (f 0, f 1, · · · , fn).

In order to prove the lemma, it is sufficient to prove that ∂ks∂
βfa are uniformly

bounded, for any k, ℓ ≥ 0 for any multi-index β for xi with |β| ≤ ℓ. This is
rather standard because of (3.8), (3.9) and Lemma 3.2. We sketch the proof
as follows. Let ∂i =

∂
∂xi be the coordinate frame in Bx0

(r0). Then

(3.10)





F∗(∂i) = fa
i

∂
∂ya

;

(H −H)~ν = ∂sF = fa
s

∂
∂ya

Aij~ν =
(
fa
ij − Γk

ijf
a
k + f b

i f
c
jΓ

a

bc

)
∂

∂ya
.

here fa
i , f

a
ij are partial derivatives with respect to xi, Γ is the connection of

the target.
By (3.8), (3.9) and Lemma 3.2(i)–(iii), we can conclude that gij(s) is uni-

formly equivalent to gij(0), and Γk
ij(s) is uniformly bounded. Hence fa

i , f
a
s are

uniformly bounded. By differentiate the equation of ∂sΓ
k
ij with respect to xl

and integrate, we can conclude that all the partial derivatives of Γk
ij with re-

spect to xl are uniformly bounded. Hence all the partial derivatives of Aij and
H are bounded. Since |||H|||k,Ωτ1,τ2

<∞ for all k ≥ 0, we conclude that all the
partial derivatives of H are uniformly bounded using (3.8). Using (3.10), we
may conclude that fa

ij are uniformly bounded. Take derivatives of the third

equation with respect to xl in (3.10), we conclude that all partial derivatives
of fa with respect to xi are uniformly bounded. Differentiate the third equa-
tion with respect to xl, then we conclude inductively that ∂βfa are uniformly
bounded for all multi-index β for xi. In particularly, F(x, s) converges in C∞

in Bx0
(r0) to Fs0(x). Next, we want to investigate ∂ks∂

βfa. By Lemma 3.2(v),
(vi) one can conclude that ∂ks∂

β(H−H), ∂ks ∂
βAij are uniformly bounded. For
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example

∂s(H −H) = ∆(H −H)−
(
|A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉

)
(H −H).

Hence ∂s(H −H) is uniformly bounded. Note that

∂s~ν = ∇(H −H)

and

∇F∗(∂i)~ν = gklAilF∗(∂k) = gklAilf
a
l

∂

∂ya
.

Differentiate with respect to xl, we conclude that ∂s∂
β(H −H) are uniformly

bounded. Similarly, ∂s∂
βAij are uniformly bounded. By differentiate ∂s∂

β(H−
H) with respect to s one can conclude that ∂2s∂

β(H − H) are uniformly
bounded. Here we also use the fact that ∂sgij are uniformly bounded. In-
ductively, one can prove that ∂ks ∂

β(H −H), ∂ks ∂
βAij are uniformly bounded.

Differentiate the second equation in (3.10) with respect to xl, s, we conclude
inductively that ∂ks ∂

βfa are uniformly bounded. Hence the lemma is true. �

4. Convergence

We will prove the results on convergence. First we prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. As before, we will denote the immersed surface F(·, s) :
M → N simply by Ms. By Lemmas 3.6, 3.7 and the assumptions of the
theorem, there exists κ1 and for any m ≥ 0, there exists cm such that

(4.1) sup
M×[0,∞)

κ ≤ κ1; sup
M×[0,∞)

|∇mA| ≤ cm.

At s = 0, H ≥ H − a + ε0 ≥ ε0 and

(4.2) |A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉 ≥
H2

n
− c2 ≥

ε20
n

− c2 > 0.

We want to prove that this is still true for s > 0. Since τ− < τ1 ≤ τ(F) ≤ τ2 <
τ+, using (4.1), Lemma 3.2(vi) and the assumptions on Rm,H, we conclude
that for any ǫ > 0, there is s0 > 0 so that for 0 ≤ s ≤ s0,

|A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉 > 0.

By Lemma 3.2(vi), in M × [0, s0],

(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(H−H) ≤ −(|A|2 + Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉)(H−H)

which is negative at the points where H−H > 0. By Lemma 3.5,

sup
M×[0,s0]

(H−H) ≤ max{0, sup
M0

(H−H)} ≤ max{0, a− ǫ0} = a− ǫ0.
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because a > ǫ0. So H ≥ H − a + ǫ0 ≥ ǫ0 because H ≥ a. Hence (4.2) is true
on M × [0, s0]. Because H − H ≥ −a + ε0 at s = s0, iterating, we conclude
that (4.2) is true for all s. So by Lemma 3.2(vi),

(4.3)

(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(H −H)2 ≤ −ε1(H −H)2 − 2|∇(H −H)|2.

Using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we can conclude that there is a constant C0, b0 > 0
such that

(4.4) sup
Ms

|H −H|2 ≤ C0e
−b0s.

By Lemma 3.2(i), we have that

(4.5) λ−1g(0) ≤ g(s) ≤ λg(0)

for some λ > 0 for all s, where g(s) is the induced metric on Ms. Next, we
want to show that for any k ≥ 1, there are constants Ck, bk > 0 such that

(4.6) sup
Ms

|∇k(H −H)|2 ≤ Cke
−bks.

We will prove this inductively. To simplify the notation, we write the evolution
equation Lemma 3.2(vi) as

(4.7) (
∂

∂s
−∆)(H −H) = ψ(H −H).

where ψ = −(|A|2 +Ric(~ν, ~ν) + 〈∇H, ~ν〉). By (3.10) and the fact that (1.3) is
true, |∇mψ| is uniformly bounded in space time for all m ≥ 0. Let us prove
that the estimate (4.6) is true for k = 1. The general case can be proved
similarly by induction.
By the Bochner’s formula:

(
∂

∂s
−∆)|∇(H −H)|2 =− 2|∇2(H −H)|2 − 〈∇(ψ(H −H)),∇(H −H)〉

− 2Ric(∇(H −H), (∇(H −H))

≤− 2|∇2(H −H)|2 +K1

(
|∇(H −H)|2 + (H −H)2

)

in M × [0,∞) for some K1 > 0. Here Ric is the Ricci tensor of Ms which is
uniformly bounded from below because of (3.10) and (1.3). Combining with
(4.3), there exists K2 > 0 and b2 > 0 such that on M × [0,∞):

(
∂

∂s
−∆)(|∇(H −H)|2 +K2(H −H)2) ≤− 2|∇2(H −H)|2

− b2(|∇(H −H)|2 +K2(H −H)2).

From this one can conclude that (4.6) is true for k = 1. Using (4.1), (1.3),
we conclude that all the derivatives of Rm on Ms are uniformly bounded in
space time. Hence by differentiating (4.7), argue as above we can conclude
that (4.6) is true for all k by induction.
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Using Lemma 3.2(iii), one can conclude that ∂sΓ
k
ij is of exponential decay

and so Γ(s) − Γ(0) are uniformly bounded in spacetime. Differentiate the
equation, we have ∇k(Γ(s)− Γ(0)) are also uniformly bounded in space time.
One can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 to conclude that as s → ∞,
F(·, s) converges in C∞ norm in compact sets inM to F∞ so that F∞ :M → N
is an immersed spacelike hypersurface which is complete in the induced metric
because of (4.5). By (4.4), the mean curvature H∞ of M∞ is equal to H.
To prove the last assertion, we follow [8]. For any s0 > 0, by (4.1) and

Lemma 3.2, ∇φ and ∇2φ are uniformly bounded with respect to g(s) in M ×
[0, s0]. Using (4.3), one obtain

(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(φ2(H −H)2) ≤ Cφ2(H −H)2

on M × [0, s0] for some C > 0. Hence
(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(e−Csφ2(H −H)2) ≤ 0.

By Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we have

sup
M×[0,s0]

φ2(H −H)2 <∞.

Combining this with Lemma 3.2(vii) and (4.1) and the fact that α−1 is uni-
formly bounded in M × [0, s0], one can conclude that

|
∂

∂s
φ2(u(s)− u0)

2| ≤ C

in M × [0, s0] for some C > 0. Here u(s) is the height function of Ms. This
implies that u(x, s) − u0(x) → 0 as x → ∞ uniformly in s ∈ [0, s0]. On the
other hand, by Lemma 3.2(vii), (4.4), (4.1) and the fact that α−1 is uniformly
bounded because the image of F is inside Ωτ1,τ2 , we have

|u∞(x)− u(x, s)| ≤ C ′e−b0s

for some C ′ > 0 for all x, s. Combining these two facts, it is easy to see that
the last assertion is true.

�

The method of proof of the last assertion in the theorem can be used to
obtain height estimate of the prescribed mean curvature flow if we have suitable
barrier surface. In this case, one may construct spacelike hypersurface with
prescribed mean curvature. One example is as follows. First recall that the
past domain of dependence D−(S) of an achronal set S is the set consisting of
points p in the spacetime so that every inextendible future causal curve from
p will meet S. We have the following:

Corollary 4.1. Let (Nn+1, G),X0, τ , ρ, H be as in Theorem 1.2 so that
M0 ⊂ Ωτ1,τ2 for some τ− < τ1 < τ2 < τ+. In addition, assume the following:
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(i) Ric(w,w) ≥ 0 for all time like vector;
(ii) H is monotone, H ≥ a > 0 for some constant a, H − H ≥ 0 on M0,

and supM0
φ(H−H) <∞ for some smooth function φ ≥ 1 on M0 with

supM0
(|∇φ|+ |∇2φ|) <∞ and φ → ∞ as x → ∞ in M0;

(iii) α−1 is uniformly bounded on Ωτ ′,τ ′′ for any τ− < τ ′ < τ ′′ < τ+;
(iv) there exists an achronal spacelike hypersurfaceM+ with mean curvature

H+ < H on M+, τ+ > sup τ |M+ ≥ inf τ |M+ > τ2 such that M0 ⊂
D−(M+).

Then the prescribed mean curvature flow (1.2) has long time solution F and
F converges in C∞ norms on compact sets of M to a complete spacelike hy-
persurface with prescribed mean curvature H.

Proof. Suppose H ≡ H at M0, then there is nothing to prove. So we assume
that H−H > 0 somewhere initially. By Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 it is sufficient to
obtain height estimates for solution of (1.2). Let F be a solution onM× [0, s0]
so that supM×[0,s0](|∇

kA| + κ) < ∞. As in the proof of the last assertion of
Theorem 1.3, if we let u = τ(F) be the height function of Ms, then u(x, s)−
u0(x) → 0 as x → ∞ uniformly on s, where u0 = τ |M0

. Hence there is
ǫ > 0 and a compact set K, such that u ≤ τM+ − ǫ for all x /∈ K and for all
0 ≤ s ≤ s0. By Lemma 3.2(vi) and assumptions (i) and the fact that H is
monotone, we have

(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(H −H) = ψ(H −H)

with ψ ≤ 0. Hence Lemma 3.5 and the strong maximum principle [24, Theo-
rem 2.7], H −H > 0 if s > 0. By (1.2), ∂sF is future pointing time like vector
for s > 0. Hence for any x ∈ M , F(x, s), 0 ≤ s ≤ s0 is a future nonspacelike
curve. Since τ is nondecreasing on such a curve, we have τ(F(x, s)) ≥ τ1 for all
x ∈ M , s ∈ [0, s0]. To obtain an upper bound, we proceed as in [10]. Note that
F(x, s), 0 ≤ s ≤ s0 is part of an inextendible future nonspacelike curve. Sup-
pose F(x, s), 0 ≤ s ≤ s0 does not intersect M+, then τ(F(x, s)) ≤ sup τ |M+

because τ is nondecreasing on a future causal curve. Hence we may assume
that Ms ∩M+ 6= ∅ for some 0 < s ≤ s0. Since u ≤ τM+ − ǫ for all x /∈ K
and for all 0 ≤ s ≤ s0, we conclude that there exists 0 < s1 ≤ s0 and x1 ∈ K
so that F(x1, s1) ∈ M+ and for all 0 ≤ s < s1, F(x, s) is in the past of M+.
So Ms1 is tangent to M+ at F(x1, s1). Moreover, at (x1, s1), H − H ≥ 0.
Hence H > H+ at F(x1, s1) this contradicts the strong maximum principle.
Hence we must have τ(F) ≤≤ sup τ |M+. One then apply Theorems 1.2, 1.3 to
conclude the result.

�

Next, we want to prove a convergence result without assuming H > δ > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since H−H ≥ 0 inM0, Ric(w,w) ≥ 0, H is monotone,
as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, one can conclude that H − H ≥ 0 for all s.
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Since H ≥ 0, we have H ≥ H −H ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.2(vi), we have:
(
∂

∂s
−∆

)
(H −H)2 ≤ −(H −H)4.

Comparing the function s−1 and (H−H)2, using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we have

(4.8) (H −H)2(x, s) ≤ s−1

for all x ∈M . Now we claim that for any compact set K ⊂M , ρ(F(x, s)) ≤ ρ0
for some ρ0 for all (x, s) ∈ K × [0,∞). Let u(x, s) = τ(F(x, s)) be the height
function, then in K × [0,∞), by Lemma 3.2(vii), we have

∂

∂s
u = α−1κ(H −H) ≥ C1κ(H −H)

for some C1 > 0 because α is bounded from above, and

∂

∂s
ρ(F(x, s)) = 〈∇ρ, ∂sF〉(x, s) ≤ C2κ(H −H)

for some C2 > 0 by (1.2), the fact that |||∇ρ|||Ωτ1,τ2
is finite, and that H−H ≥

0. Hence
∂

∂s
u− δρ ≥ 0

for some δ > 0 on K × [0,∞). Hence

u(x, s)− δρ(F(x, s)) ≥ u(x, 0)− δρ(F(x, 0)).

Since τ1 ≤ u ≤ τ2, it is easy to see the claim is true. From this one can
conclude that F(K × [0,∞)) ⊂ W for some compact set W in N . As in the
proof of Theorem 1.3, since the tilt factor κ and all the covariant derivatives
of the second fundamental form of F(·, s) are uniformly bounded in space and
time, using (4.8) one may proceed as in [4, Theorem 3.8] and [8] to conclude
that the theorem is true. The idea is to cover W with finitely many suitable
simply connected coordinate neighborhoods so that one can apply Lemma B.1.
Note that the limit is strictly spacelike because κ is uniformly bounded.

�

Remark 4.1. It is easy to see that Theorems 1.3, 1.4 are true under dual
conditions. For example, in Theorem 1.4 if we assume H ≤ 0, H − H ≤ 0
in M0 instead, then the result is still true. We can appeal to the theorem by
changing the time orientation and replaced H by −H.

5. Examples

5.1. Application on Minkowski spacetime. We will apply the previous
results to study some prescribed mean curvature flow in Minkowski spacetime.
Consider the Minkowski spacetime R

1,n with metric

gMink = −dt2 +
n∑

i=1

(dxi)2.
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We consider ∂
∂t

as future pointing. Consider the family of spacelike surfaces
with constant mean curvature 1/τ > 0 given by

Sτ = {(t,x)| t > 0, t2 − r2 = τ 2}

where x = (x1, · · · , xn) and r = |x|. Then Sτ will foliate N = I+(0), the
future of the origin. We will use τ as time function, see Lemma 5.1 below.

τ− = inf
N
τ = 0, τ+ = sup

N

τ = +∞.

As an application of previous results, we want to prove the following:

Proposition 5.1. (i) A small perturbation of Sτ in a compact set will be
deformed under a prescribed mean curvature flow to a constant mean
curvature surface with mean curvature 1/τ . Namely, ifM is a spacelike
surface which coincide with Sτ outside a compact set of Sτ so that the
mean curvature H of M satisfies H ≥ ε0 for some ε0 > 0. Then
the prescribed mean curvature flow with H = 1

τ
has long time solution

and will converge to a complete spacelike hypersurface M∞ of constant
mean curvature 1/τ . Moreover, the height function u∞ will tend to τ
at infinity.

(ii) Let H be a smooth function in N which is monotone and satisfies the
condition in (1.3). Moreover, suppose |H − 1

τ0
| < 1

2τ0
on Sτ0 and

supSτ0
φ|H − H| < ∞, where φ ≥ 1 is an exhaustion function with

bounded gradient and Hessian on Sτ0. Then the prescribed mean cur-
vature flow with prescribed mean curvature H has a long time solution
starting from Sτ0 and will converge to a complete spacelike hypersurface
M∞ of prescribed mean curvature H. Moreover, the height function u∞
will tend to τ at infinity.

We will give some examples of H in (ii) after we prove the theorem. First,
we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. We have the following:

(i) ∇τ = − 1
τ

(
t ∂
∂t
+ r ∂

∂r

)
, 〈∇τ, ∂

∂t
〉 = t

τ
. Hence ∇τ is past directed time-

like. The lapse function α of τ is 1.
(ii) Let GE be the reference Riemannian metric with respect to τ and let

T = −∇τ . Then |||∇T|||Ωτ1,∞
≤ Cτ−1

1 and |||∇
2
T|||Ωτ1,∞

≤ Cτ−2
1 for

some constant C for all τ1 > 0.
(iii) Let ρ = log(r + 2) > 0. Then |||∇ρ|||Ωτ1,∞

< ∞ for all τ1 > 0.

Moreover, for any 0 < τ1 < τ2 < ∞ and any ρ0 > 0, then set Ωτ1,τ2 ∩
{ρ ≤ ρ0} is compact.

Proof. (i) follows by direct computation.
(ii) Since ∇τ = − 1

τ

(
t ∂
∂t
+ xi ∂

∂xi

)
, at (τ1, 0) the first derivatives and the

second derivatives of the coefficients of ∂
∂t
, ∂
∂xi are uniformly bounded by Cτ−1

1

and Cτ−2
1 for some constant C. Since ∇τ = − ∂

∂t
, one can conclude that
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|||∇T||, |||∇
2
T||| are bounded by Cτ−1

1 and Cτ−2
1 at (τ1, 0), for some constant

C. Since for any point p = (t, x1, ·, xn) ∈ Sτ1 , there is a restricted Lorentz
transformation Φ which is an isometry of N , and maps (τ1, 0) to p. Moreover,
τ ◦ Φ(q) = τ(q) for all q. From this we can conclude that (ii) is true.
(iii) Let G′

E be the reference Riemannian metric with respect to ∂
∂t
. Then

|||∇ρ|||G′

E
≤ 1

r+2
. By (i) and Lemma 2.1, we have

|||∇ρ||| ≤
2t

τ
·

1

r + 2
=

2(τ 2 + r2)
1

2

τ(r + 2)
≤ 2(1 +

1

τ1
).

It is easy to see that (iii) is true.
�

Proof of Proposition 5.1. (i) By Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, it is sufficient to show
that if F is a solution of the prescribed mean curvature flow (1.2) with H =
1/τ0 starting from M , with 0 ≤ s ≤ s0, so that κ and |∇mA| are uniformly
bounded on M × [0, s0], then 0 < τ1 ≤ τ(F) ≤ τ2 < ∞ for some τ1, τ2
independent of s. As in the proof of the last part of Theorem 1.3, the height
function u of Ms will tends to τ0 at infinity uniformly for s ∈ [0, s0]. Choose
τ2 > τ0 and τ2 > supM0

u0, where u0 is the height function of M0 = M . Since
the mean curvature of Sτ2 = 1/τ2 < 1/τ0, by the maximum principle as in [10,
p.605], we can conclude that τ(F) < τ2. Note that τ2 does not depend on s0.
Similarly, one can prove that τ(F) ≥ τ1 > 0 where τ1 does not depend on s0.
From this the result follows.
(ii) By the assumption, we have H > 1

2τ0
and |H −H| ≤ 1

2τ0
− ε0 for some

ε0 > 0. Hence the proof is similar to the proof of (i).
�

Example: In the Minkowski space, let f(t,x) = e−4t+(r2+1)
1
2 where r =

|x|. We want to check that H(t,x) = 2 − f(x, t) satisfies the assumptions in

Proposition 5.1(ii) with τ0 = 1
2
. We use (r2 + 1)

1

2 because r is not a smooth
function. Let us first check that supS 1

2

|H − 2| < 1 on S 1

2

On S 1

2

, t2 = r2 + 1
4

and t ≥ r, t ≥ 1
2
and so f ≤ e−

1

2 < 1. Hence supS 1
2

|H − 2| < 1. Next we

want to check that H is monotone. Let w be a future directed timelike vector
so that w = a0

∂
∂t

+
∑n

i=1 ai
∂
∂xi . Then a0 ≥ |a| where a = (a1, . . . , an). Now

∇H = f
(
−4 ∂

∂t
− (1 + r2)−

1

2

∑n

i=1 x
i ∂
∂xi

)
. Hence

〈∇H, w〉 = f

(
4a0 − (1 + r2)−

1

2

n∑

i=1

aix
i

)
≥ f

(
4a0 − r(1 + r2)−

1

2 |a|
)
≥ 0.

Next, we want to show that |||∇
k
H|||Ωτ1,τ2

< ∞ for any 0 < τ1 < τ2 < ∞.
It is easy to see that H is uniformly bounded in N . Let Ge be the Euclidean
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metric dt2 +
∑n

i1(dx
i)2. For any k ≥ 1

|∇
k
H|Ge

≤ Cf

for some constant C depending only on k, n. By Lemmas 2.1 , 5.1 , we have

|||∇
k
H||| ≤ Cf ·

tk

τk
≤ C ′τ−k

1

for some constant C ′. Here we have used the fact that t ≥ r in Ωτ1,τ2. Finally,
we claim that d(p)|H − H|(p) ≤ C ′′ on S 1

2

for some constant C ′′ where d(p)

is the intrinsic distance of S 1

2

form a fixed point. At a point p = (t,x) in

S 1

2

, one can check that d(p) ∼ log r, where r = |x|. From this it is easy to

see the claim is true. Since the distance function on S 1

2

has bounded gradient

and Hessian away from d = 0, hence all the conditions in Proposition 5.1 are
satisfied and we obtain a complete spacelike hypersurface in N with prescribed
mean curvature given by H.

5.2. Computation near the future null infinity of the Schwarzschild
spacetime. We want to do some computations which might be related to
the study of prescribed mean curvature flow in a asymptotically Schwarzschild
spacetime introduced in [1]. Let us first recall the future null infinity of the
Schwarzschild spacetime. The standard Schwarzschild metric in r > 2m > 0
is

(5.1) gSch = −

(
1−

2m

r

)
dt2 +

(
1−

2m

r

)−1

dr2 + r2σ.

defined on {r > 2m}, −∞ < t <∞ where r =
∑3

i=1(x
i)2 with (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R

3

and σ is the standard metric of the unit sphere S
2. Consider the retarded null

coordinate

(5.2) v = t− r∗

where r∗ = r + 2m log
(

r
2m

− 1
)
in the region r > 2m. Let x = r−1,

g = gSch =− (1− 2mx)dv2 + 2x−2dvdx+ x−2σ

=:x−2g̃,
(5.3)

with 0 < x < 1
2m

, −∞ < v <∞. Here the unphysical metric g̃ is the product
metric:

(5.4) g̃ = (σAB)⊕

(
0 1
1 −x2(1− 2mx)

)
.

Here (σAB) is the standard metric for S2 in local coordinates y1, y2. g̃ can be
extended smoothly is Lorentz up to x = 0. Then future null infinity I+ can be
identified as x = 0 in the compactification. In the following, let h = 1− 2m

r
=
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1 − 2mx. Given a smooth function f(y) on S
2. Consider the cut C given by

(y, f(y)),y ∈ S
2 in I+. For τ > 0, let

(5.5) P (y, x, τ) = f(y) + xφ(τ,y) +
1

2!
x2ψ(τ,y),

where φ = Px, ψ = Pxx at s = 0 are smooth functions in τ,y, given by

(5.6)





φ = −1
2

(
τ 2 + |∇̃f |2

S2

)
;

ψ = 1
2

(
τ 2∆̃f + 〈∇̃|∇̃f |2

S2
, ∇̃f〉S2

)
.

Here ∇̃, ∆̃ are the covariant derivative and the Laplacian of the standard S
2.

By [23, Theorem 3.1], so that if Στ is the surface given by (y, x) → (y, x,−P )
in the y, x, v coordinates, then Στ is spacelike near x = 0. Let 0 < τ1 < τ2 <∞
be fixed. Let

M = {y ∈ S
2, x ∈ (0,

1

2m
), τ ∈ (τ1, τ2)} = S

2 × (0, s0)× (τ1, τ2).

Consider the map Φ from M to the Schwarzschild spacetime in y, x, v coordi-
nates defined by:

(5.7) Φ(y, x, τ) = (y, x, v(y, x, τ))

with v(y, x, τ) = −P (y, x, τ). Then there is s0 > 0 such that Φ is diffeomo-
prhic to its image. Hence τ can be considered a function in the image. We
also have ∇τ is past directed time like vector field if x0 > 0 is small enough.
See [28]. Let T = −α∇τ , where α is the lapse function of τ . We have the
following facts which are related to the assumptions in the results in previous
sections.

Proposition 5.2. In the above setting, let N = Φ(M) and gSch be the Schwarzschild
metric and let Θ be the reference Riemannian metric with respect to τ . Denote
the norm with respect to Θ by ||| · |||. Then there exists x0 > 0 such that the
following are true.

(i) |||∇T|||1,N is finite.

(ii) α, α−1 and |||∇α||| are uniformly bounded.
(iii) |||∇ log r||| is uniformly bounded.
(iv) The second fundamental form A and its covariant derivatives of the

level set τ=constant are uniformly bounded.
(v) |||Rm|||k,N is finite for all k ≥ 0.
(vi) The mean curvature of the level set τ=constant satisfies: H = 1

τ
+O(x2)

and that d(p)|H(p)− 1
τ
| → 0 as p → ∞ on τ=constant, where d(p) is

the intrinsic distance from a fixed point on the level surface.

Proof. (i) follows from [28, Lemmas 3.7, 3.8].
(ii) follows from [28, Lemma 3.2].
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(iii) On the other hand, let T̃ = h−
1

2
∂
∂t

in the standard coordinates t, xi

for the exterior of the Schwarzschild spacetime. Let G′
E be the reference Rie-

mannian metric with respect to t. One can compute by (ii):

(5.8) 〈T, T̃〉G = αh−1〈∇τ,
∂

∂t
〉G = −αh−1P−1

τ = O(x−1)

near x = 0. From this it is easy to see that (iii) is true.
(iv) The bound of A follows from the [28, Lemma 3.4]. From the proof of

this fact, one can also show that ∇kA is also uniformly bounded for all k ≥ 1.
(v) To prove |||Rm||| is bounded, we need to prove that Rm is bounded

when evaluated at an orthonormal basis w1, w2, w3, w4 where w4 = T and
w1, w2, w3 are tangential to the level surface of τ . Note that one cannot just
appeal to Lemma 2.1 to conclude that |||Rm||| is bounded because |||Rm|||G′

E

decays like x3, Rm is a four tensor, and we only have (5.8). Let us choose wi,
1 ≤ i ≤ 3 as follows. Let y1, y2 be local coordinates of S2, and let Φ be the
diffeomorphism in (5.7):

(5.9)





eA =: Φ∗(
∂

∂yA
) = −PA∂v + ∂A, A = 1, 2;

e3 =: Φ∗(
∂
∂x
) = −Px∂v + ∂x;

e4 =: Φ∗(
∂
∂τ
) = −Pτ∂v.

Then e1, e2, e3 are tangential to the level set of τ . We have

(5.10)

{
〈eA, T̃〉 = −PAh

1

2 A = 1, 2;

〈e3, T̃〉 = −Pxh
1

2 .

Since 〈ei, ei〉 = P 2
i + r2 = P 2

i + x−2, for i = 1, 2, 3 we have

|||ei|||
2
G′

E
= 〈ei, ei〉+ 2(〈ei, T̃〉)2 ≤ Cx−2.

We may obtain orthonormal basis wi from ei so that wi = xcijej , with cij being
bounded, see [28, Lemma 3.1]. |||wi|||G′

E
≤ C for some constant C. From (5.8),

we also have |||w4|||G′

E
= |||T|||GE

≤ Cx−1. To summarise:

(5.11)

{
|||wi|||G′

E
≤ C, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3;

|||w4|||G′

E
≤ Cx−1,

for some constant C > 0, provided s0 is small enough. Now we are ready to
estimate |||Rm|||. Since R(w4, w4, ·, ·) = 0, by (5.11), we have

|R(wa, wb, wc, wd)| ≤ |||Rm|||G′

E
|||wa||| |||wb||| |||wc||| |||wc||| ≤ Cx.

because |||R|||G′

E
≤ Cx3. Therefore, |||Rm||| ≤ Cx. Similarly, one can con-

clude that |||∇
k
Rm||| ≤ Cx.

(vi) By [23, Lemma 2.1], The fact that |H − 1
τ
| = O(x2) = O(r−2) follows

from [23, Theorem 2.1] and the definition of P . Since τ=constant can be
written as a spacelike graph over x in the standard coordinates t, xi, as before
one can see the last assertion is true. �
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Appendix A. Hölder spaces

We begin by explicitly defining the local Hölder norms used in the definition
parabolic Hölder spaces. Let Ω be an open set in R

m. Let k ≥ 0 be an integer
and 0 < σ < 1, for s0 > 0, the C2k+σ,k+σ

2 norm on Ωs0 = Ω × [0, s0] for
functions f(x, s) is defined as:

||f ||2k+σ,k+σ
2
;Ωs0

=

2k∑

|α|+2r=0

sup
Ω

|∂rs∂
αf |

+
∑

|α|+2r=2k

sup
(x,s)6=(x′,s′)∈Ωs0

|∂rs∂
αf(x, s)− ∂rs∂

αf(x′, s′)|

|x− x′|σ + |s− s′|
σ
2

where

∂rs∂
αu =

∂r+|α|u

∂sr∂xα

and α is a multi-index. If there is no confusion on the domain of definition of
f , we will simply write the norm as ||f ||2k+σ,k+σ

2
.

Appendix B. A convergence lemma

Let U be a coordinate neighborhood of a Lorentz manifold with time func-
tion τ , ∇τ is past directed, so that U is given by

U = (−2, 2)× B(2) = {(x0, xi, . . . , xn)||xa| < 2, 0 ≤ a ≤ n}

where τ = x0. Let

V = (−1, 1)× B(1) = {(x0, xi, . . . , xn)||xa| < 1, 0 ≤ a ≤ n}

Moreover the metric is of the form G = −α2dτ 2+gijdx
idxj , which is zero shift.

Assume the lapse function α is uniformly bounded from above and below. We
also assume that gij is uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean metric δij .

Lemma B.1. Let Mk be a sequence of spacelike surfaces so that

(i) Mk ∩ U is connected, ∂Mk ∩ U = ∅;
(ii) the mean curvature Hk ofMk together with all its derivatives are bounded;

and
(iii) the tilt factor κk of Mk with respect to τ are uniformly bounded.

If there is a limit point p of Mk inside V , then there is a subsequence of
Mk, still denoted by Mk and a spacelike hypersurface M∞ inside V so that
dh(Mk,M∞) → 0 in every compact subsets of V . Moreover, the mean curvature
H∞ is such that limk→∞Hk = H∞.

Proof. First we may assume that Hk → H∞ in C∞ norm in any compact set
of U . Since U is simply connected, Mk is achronal [25, p.427]. Hence each Mk

is a graph. Namely, for each k, there is a connected open set Wk ⊂ U and a
smooth function uk such that

Mk = {(uk(x),x)| x ∈ Wk}
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where x = (x1, · · · , xn). Since Mk is spacelike, there is C1 > 0 such that
|Duk| ≤ C1 for all k, where Duk is the gradient with respect to the Euclidean
metric. Hence there is δ > 0 independent of x such that if (uk(x),x) ∈Mk∩V ,
with |uk(x)| ≤ 1 − η for some η > 0. Then Bx(δ) ⊂ Bx(2δ) ⊂ Wk and
|uk(y)| < 1 for y ∈ Bx(δ). Here Bx(δ) = {y| |yi − xi| < δ, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Since
the tilt factors of Mk are uniformly bounded and Hk → H∞, the equation
satisfies by uk is uniformly elliptic in Bx(δ). Hence if p is a limit point of Mk

inside V , passing to a subsequence, uk will converges in C∞ norm on compact
sets of Bx(δ) where x is the projection of p to B(2). From this it is easy to
see the lemma is true. �
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