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VOLUME PRESERVING NONHOMOGENEOUS GAUSS CURVATURE
FLOW IN HYPERBOLIC SPACE

YONG WEI BO YANG, AND TAILONG ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We consider the volume preserving flow of smooth, closed and convex hy-
persurfaces in the hyperbolic space H" ™! with speed given by a general nonhomogeneous
function of the Gauss curvature. For a large class of speed functions, we prove that the
solution of the flow remains convex, exists for all positive time ¢ € [0,00) and converges
to a geodesic sphere exponentially as ¢ — oo in the smooth topology. A key step is to
show the L' oscillation decay of the Gauss curvature to its average along a subsequence
of times going to the infinity, which combined with an argument using the hyperbolic
curvature measure theory implies the Hausdorff convergence.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Xo : M™ — H"! be a smooth embedding such that My = Xo(M) is a smooth,
closed and convex hypersurface in the hyperbolic space H"*!'. We consider the volume
preserving curvature flow X : M™ x [0,T) — H""! satisfying

0
i@ = (00— F(E(@.0))v(e.0). W
X('? 0) = XO(')?
where v is the unit outward normal of My = X (M,t), K is the Gauss curvature of M; and
1
o(t) = — K)d 1.2
() ‘Mt’ Mtf( ) ot ( )

such that the domain €2; enclosed by M, has a fixed volume || = [Q| along the flow
(1.1). We assume that the function f : [0,00) — R satisfies the following conditions:

Assumption 1.1. f : [0,+00) — R is continuous and C? differentiable in (0,+oc), and
satisfies the following conditions:

(1) f(x) >0, f'(x) >0 for x> 0;

(2) Jim_fx) = +oo;

(3) 30 > 0 such that f(x) < Of'(x)x for x > 0;

(4) 2f"(@) + f'() = 0 for @ > 0.
Remark 1.2. A particular example of functions satisfying Assumption 1.1 is

flz)=2% «a>0.
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In this case, the flow (1.1) is the classical volume preserving a-Gauss curvature flow (1.5)
in H"*!, which was considered by the authors in [45]. Other natural examples include the
linear combination of powers

d
flx) = Zaimki, a; >0, k; >0
i=1
and
f(ﬂj‘) :ex - 17

f(z) =2%In(x+1), a>0.

Moreover, any positive strictly increasing convex C2 function f with f(0) = 0 satisfies
Assumption 1.1.

Before describing our main result, we recall the following definitions of convexity of
hypersurfaces in the hyperbolic space H"t1,

Definition 1.3.

(1) A smooth closed hypersurface M in H" ' is called convex if all of its principal
curvatures k;,i = 1,---,n are positive everywhere on M. We also say that a
hypersurface is weakly convez if all principal curvatures k; > 0.

(2) A smooth closed hypersurface M in H" ' is called h-convex (also called horospher-
ically convez), if all of its principal curvatures k; > 1,9 =1,--- ,n everywhere on
M.

(3) We say that a smooth closed hypersurface M in H" 1 has positive sectional curva-
tures if its sectional curvatures K(ej, e;) = kikj —1>0 for alli # j € {1,...,n}.
This condition is weaker than h-convezity but is stronger than the convezity k; >
0,i=1,---,n.

Our main result of this paper is the following convergence result for the flow (1.1) with
convex initial hypersurface.

Theorem 1.4. Let Xo : M™ — H"™! be a smooth embedding such that My = Xo(M)
is a closed convex hypersurface in H" . Then the volume preserving flow (1.1) with f
satisfying Assumption 1.1 has a unique smooth convex solution My for all time t € [0, c0),
and as t — oo the solution My converges smoothly and exponentially to a geodesic sphere
of radius pse which encloses the same volume as My.

The volume preserving mean curvature flow

9 X, t) = (6(0) — Hyv(a 1) (1.3)
was introduced by Huisken [29] in 1987 for convex hypersurfaces in the Euclidean space
R™*! and it has been proved that for any smooth convex initial hypersurface, the flow (1.3)
converges smoothly to a round sphere. There are further generalizations of the flow (1.3)
for convex hypersurfaces in R"*! with H replaced by more general curvature functions
including powers of the kth mean curvature o (k),k = 1,--+ ;n. See [7,10,11,14,34-36,41]
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for instance. In particular, Bertini and Sinestrari [10] considered the volume preserving
non-homogeneous mean curvature flow of convex hypersurfaces in R***

& X(,0) = (6(6) ~ F(H)w(a 1) (1.4)

for a large class of nonhomogeneous function f(H) of the mean curvature with f satisfying
some conditions.

The analogue of the flow (1.3) in the hyperbolic space H"*! was first studied by Cabezas-
Rivas and Miquel[13] in 2007 assuming that the initial hypersurface is h-convex. The non-
homogeneous version (1.4) in H"*! was considered by Bertini and Pipoli [9] also assuming
h-convexity initially. Generalizations of the flow (1.3) in hyperbolic space with H replaced
by more general curvature functions were studied in [4, 5,28, 33,43]. In most cases, the
h-convexity is assumed in order to prove the smooth convergence of the solution to geo-
desic spheres. The main reasons are that the h-convexity is convenient for the analysis
of the curvature evolution equations and also h-convexity implies that the outer radius of
the enclosed domain is uniformly controlled by its inner radius. In [4], the first author
with Andrews and Chen proved the smooth convergence of volume preserving kth mean
curvature flows in H**!(n > 2) for initial hypersurfaces with positive sectional curvatures.
This condition is weaker than h-convexity but still stronger than the convexity.

Recently, the authors [45] considered the volume preserving a-Gauss curvature flow

9 X(1) = (68(1) ~ K1) (1.5
for convex hypersurfaces in the hyperbolic space H"t!. We showed that for any o > 0, the
flow (1.5) evolves any smooth, closed convex hypersurface in H"*! to a geodesic sphere.
The key ingredient we used in [45] is the projection method via the Klein model of the
hyperbolic space which was described earlier by the first author and Andrews in [5]. Based
on this we treated the flow as an equivalent flow in the Euclidean space and this allows
us to derive a time-dependent positive lower bound on the principal curvatures, and a
time-dependent upper bound on the Gauss curvature K. A continuity argument then
implies that the flow exists for all positive time. Moreover, for the convergence result
we used the curvature measure theory for convex bodies in H"*! to show the Hausdorff
convergence and an Alexandrov reflection argument to control the center of the inner ball
of the evolving domains. The curve case of (1.5) was also treated earlier by the first and
second authors in [44]. The results in [44,45] are the first results on non-local type volume
preserving curvature flows in the hyperbolic space with only convexity required on the
initial hypersurface.

Our Theorem 1.4 in this paper generalizes the results [44,45] on volume preserving
a-Gauss curvature flow (1.5) to volume preserving nonhomogeneous Gauss curvature flow
(1.1) for a large class of nonhomogeneous functions. In this paper, instead of projecting the
flow (1.1) to the Euclidean space as in [45], we prove the curvature lower bound directly
by analyzing an auxiliary function (see §3.2 for details)

Q(p,t) =logb + Ap, (1.6)

where b is the largest reciprocal of the principal curvatures k;,i = 1,--- ,n, and p is the
radial function of the evolving hypersurface M; on the time interval when M, is star-shaped
with respect to some point py. This avoids the use of more complicated projection method.
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To show the upper bound on the Gauss curvature, we employ Tso’s method as in [45].
Since we only assumed convexity and the speed function f is not necessarily homogeneous,
the analysis of f and the terms involving global term ¢(¢) need to be carefully treated.

For the long time existence of the flow, we need to show that the solutions remain
smooth as long as the curvatures are bounded. For general non-homogeneous function
f, the flow (1.1) may not be concave with respect to spacial second derivatives, we can
not apply Krylov-Safonov’s result to derive the C%® estimate of the solution. Instead, we
apply a result in [3, Theorem 6] and view f(K) as an increasing function of a concave
operator KY/™. To study the asymptotical behavior of M; as t — oo, we note that
the a prior estimates we obtained depend on the time and may degenerate as time t —
oo. To overcome this difficulty, as in [45] we employ the curvature measure theory for
convex bodies in hyperbolic space: For general nonhomogeneous function, we still have
the monotonicity of the quermassintegral A,,_1(£2;) of the evolving domain €. This
together with the long time existence of the flow implies that

/ |K — K|du, — 0, ast; — oo. (1.7)
My,
along a subsequence of times t; — oo, where K denotes the average integral of K. Then
we can argue as in [45] to conclude the Hausdorff convergence using curvature measure
theory and Alexandrov reflection method, and then improve it to the smooth convergence.

Throughout the proof, the presence of the nonhomogeneous speed function f(K) in-
troduces some technical difficulties. Assumption 1.1 is crucial for proving the a prior
estimates of the flow (1.1). In fact, the flow (1.1) is parabolic and has short-time existence
due to item (1); items (3) and (4) are used to prove the time-dependent lower bound on the
principal curvatures (see §3.2); and items (2) - (3) are used to derive the time-dependent
upper bound on the Gauss curvature of the flow (see §3.3).

Remark 1.5.

(1) We remark that nonhomogeneous curvature flows have been considered previously
in the literature for the other type of curvature flows. See [1,24,31] for the con-
tracting curvature flow case and [19,20, 38] for the expanding curvature flow case.

(2) The non-local type volume preserving curvature flows have also been studied in
other aspects and in other ambient spaces. We refer the readers to [6, 12] for
surveys of the volume preserving type curvature flows and their geometric applica-
tions. Some other recent interesting works include [21] for the volume preserving
fractional mean curvature flow in the Euclidean space, [30] for singularity analysis
of volume preserving mean curvature flow in the Euclidean space and [15] for a
new non-local volume preserving mean curvature flow in the sphere.

The paper is organized as follows: In §2, we collect some preliminaries including the
geometry of hypersufaces in the hyperbolic space, the evolution equations along the flow
(1.1) and the quermassintegrals in hyperbolic space. In §3.1, we give the C° and C!
estimates of the flow (1.1). In §3.2, we prove the time-dependent positive lower bound
for the principal curvatures along the flow (1.1), by analyzing the auxiliary function (1.6).
In §3.3 we prove a time-dependent upper bound on the Gauss curvature K. This implies
two-sided curvature bounds of the solution on any finite time interval, and then we obtain
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the long time existence of the flow (1.1) in §4. In §5, we show the subsequential Hausdorff
convergence of M; and the convergence of the center of the inner ball of €; to a fixed
point. Finally, in §6, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgments. The research was supported by National Key R and D Program
of China 2021YFA1001800 and 2020YFA0713100, the Fundamental Research Funds for
the Central Universities and Shuimu Tsinghua Scholar Program (No. 2023SM102). The
authors would like thank Ruijia Zhang for discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect some preliminary results concerning the geometry of hyper-
surfaces in hyperbolic space, the evolution equations for geometric quantities along the
flow (1.1) and the quermassintegrals for bounded domains in hyperbolic space.

2.1. Hyperbolic space. The hyperbolic space H"*!, n > 1 can be viewed as a warped
product manifold (Ry x S™, ggn+1) with

gun+1 = dp? + sinh? pgsn,

where gsn is the round metric on unit sphere S™. Let D be the Levi-Civita connection
on H"tL. The vector field V = sinh p0, is a conformal Killing field satisfying DV =
cosh pggn+1.

Let Q be a convex domain in H"*! with a smooth boundary M = 9Q. Then M is a
smooth convex hypersurface in H**!'. We denote by 9ij, hij and v the induced metric,
the second fundamental form and the unit outward normal vector of M respectively.
The eigenvalues of the Weingarten tensor h) := ¢?Fhy; are the principal curvatures x =
(K1, ,kn). As M is convex, there exists a point pg € €2 such that M is star-shaped with
respect to pp and can be written as the radial graph M = {(p(0),0), 6 € S™} with respect
to po for a smooth function p € C*°(S"™). Equivalently, the support function of M with
respect to the point pg € 2 defined by

u = (V,v) = (sinh pd,, v)

is positive everywhere on M. It is well known that (see e.g.[26, §4])

9ij = pipj + sinh? PTij, o
1
hij = ——(—(sinh p)p;; + 2(cosh p)pip; + sinh? p cosh por), (22)
sinh? p + |Vp|?

1

Y= - <1,—.p12 7"'7_-pn2 >’ (23)

T

12

. sinh? p (24)

\/sinh? p + |Vp|2

where V is the covariant derivative on S§" with respect to the round metric gsn = (0;)
and p; = Vp, p;j = V;V,p. It follows that the Gauss curvature of M can be expressed as
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a function of p and its up to second derivatives:

_dethy;  det(—sinh pp;; + 2 cosh pp;p; + sinh? p cosh pOij) (2.5)
det gi; (sinh2 p + [Vp[2)"2" (sinh p)2(n—1) ' .

2.2. Evolution equations. Let M; be a smooth solution to the curvature flow (1.1) in
the hyperbolic space H"*!. We have the following evolution equations (see [5]) for the
induced metric g;;, the area element dy; and the speed function f(K):

0

O gy =2(6(0) — F(K)) by, (2:6)
e = H (8(0) ~ F() dpe, @)
O (1) = 115 (Va0 4 ( — o) (hEn — 1)) (2.8

where ' = f/(K) is the derivative of f, K denote the derivatives with respect to compo-
nents of the second fundamental form, and V denotes the Levi-Civita connection on M;
with respect to the induced metric g;;.

Let M; be a smooth convex solution to the flow (1.1) on the time interval [0,7") and
assume that {b7} is the inverse matrix of the Weingarten matrix {h!}. The following
lemma gives parabolic type evolution equations of A} and b,.

Lemma 2.1. Along the flow (1.1), the Weingarten matrix h{ of My evolves by
bl — ['KMN V! =(f"K* KP4 f'KRRPY 0y VI by,
+ [ (HK + 0n1(8)h] — nf' K(hhI + 57)
+(f = o) (hih — 6)). (2.9)

Furthermore, if My is a smooth convex solution to the flow (1.1) on the time interval [0,T)
and we assume that {b**} is the inverse matriz of the second fundamental form {h;;} and

{b7, := gmsb™™} is the inverse matriz of the Weingarten matriz {h]}. Then bl evolves by
b, — fKOFN L Vb = — KO (D108 b5V hEV b + b6E bEV ,hAV b
— (f"K? + fE)V P b0 bV By
+ VPO, b0V bV By
— f(HK + 0,1 (r))bE, + nf K (b0 4+ 67)
— (f = o) (65, — by b7). (2.10)
Proof. By [5, Lemma 2.4], we have
Ohl =Nk Voh] + FEPIN bV Ry
+ (¥ Rhee + [ gr)l] = [ hre(B7 R + 67)
+(f = o)) (WEh], = 5]). (2.11)
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where f ke, f k6:rq denote the first and second derivatives of f with respect to the components
of second fundamental form (h;;). Since f = f(K) is a function of Gauss curvature K,
we have

FRE_ 1Rk Pl = nf'K, (2.12)
f'ké,pq :flKkZ,pq + f//KkZqu (213)
and
F¥hihee + fFgre =F (KM hihee + K*gpe)
=f'(HK + 0p_1(k)). (2.14)
Substituting (2.12) - (2.14) into (2.11) gives (2.9).
To derive equation (2.10), we calculate using b2 hE = 6%, that
by, = — b, b0,
= — f'K*Y bV hd
— (f"KFKPT 4 TP DN gV By
— f/(HK 4 0 _1)b", 4+ nf K (b, b7 + 07

— (f = &()(07, — by b7). (2.15)
Note that
Vbl = —b'bs, Vhl, (2.16)
ViVeblh, = =l bV Voh! + bIbE biV hiV h
+ bOE SV RV R, (2.17)
K* = Kb, (2.18)
KR — ke — pRrpet, (2.19)
Combining (2.15)-(2.19) gives (2.10). O

On the time interval when M; is star-shaped with respect to some point pg, the radial
function p evolves by

2 p=tott) — sy 1+ V2F

) 2.20
sinh? p ( )

where K is expressed in (2.5) as a function of V2p,Vp and p. The support function
u(w,t) = (sinh pp, ()9, ,v) of M; with respect to py evolves by (see Lemma 4.3 in[5])

%u = f'KYN;V ju + cosh pp () <¢(t) —f- an’) + f'K Hu. (2.21)

The following lemma will be used to prove the lower bound of the principal curvatures.

Lemma 2.2. We have

Vip=1(0p,€i),  V;Vip=cothp(gij — VipV;p) — = (2.22)
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Proof. Since V' = sinh pd, is a conformal Killing vector field, i.e.,

(Dx (sinh p0,),Y) = cosh p(X,Y) (2.23)
for any tangential vector fields X,Y in H""! we have (see, e.g.,[26, §2])

V; coth p =(sinh pd,, e;
V;V; coth p =cosh pg;; — uh;;.
Observing that
V; cosh p =sinh pV;p,
V;V;coth p =sinh pV;V;p + cosh pV;pV ,

we conclude the equation (2.22). O
2.3. Quermassintegrals. Let IC(H"™1) be the set of compact convex sets in H" ™! with

nonempty interior. For any € K(H"!) | the quermassintegrals of { are defined as
follows (see [40, Definition 2.1] 1):

@) = () () e X Nl (220

k)wn-1- wnk-1

for k = 0,1,...,n — 1, where wy = |S¥| denotes the area of k-dimensional unit sphere,
Ly41 is the space of (k + 1)-dimensional totally geodesic subspaces Ly, 1 in H*™! and
(2‘) = M(L The function y is defined to be 1 if Lgiq NQ # () and to be 0 otherwise.

n—k)!"

In particular, Ay(Q) = |0€2|. Furthermore, we set

Wn
Aa@) =19, Au(Q) = =7

If the boundary M = 952 is smooth (or at least of class C?), we can define the principal
curvatures k = (Ki1,...,Kn) as the eigenvalues of the Weingarten matrix W of M. For
each k € {1,...,n}, the kth mean curvature oy of M is then defined as the kth elementary
symmetric function of the principal curvatures of M:

S
1<y <-<ip<n
These include the mean curvature H = o7 and Gauss curvature K = o,, as special cases.

In the smooth case, the quermassintegrals and the curvature integrals of a smooth convex
domain Q in H"*! are related as follows:

A(Q) = / ordp— nA 1 (Q), (2.95)
o0
—k+1
Au(Q) = / opdp — L @), k=2 on. (2.26)
90 k-1
The quermassintegrals for smooth domains satisfy a nice variational property (see [8]):
d
EAk(Qt) = (k+ 1)/ nokr1dus, k=0,--- n—1 (2.27)
t

along any normal variation with velocity 7.

INote that the definition for A given here is the same as that for Wy41 given in [40] up to a constant.
In fact, we have A, = (n + 1)(’;) Wit1.
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The quermassintegrals defined by (2.24) are monotone with respect to inclusion of
convex sets. That is, if F, F € K(H"!) satisfy E C F, we have

Ak(E) < A (F) (2.28)

for all K = 0,1,--- ,n. Moreover, they are continuous with respect to the Hausdorff
distance. Recall that the Hausdorff distance between two convex sets Q, L € K(H"*!) is
defined as

disty(Q, L) :=inf{A\ > 0:Q C By(L)and L C B\(9)},
where By(L) := {q € H"*| dygn+1(q, L) < A}

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we first show the C° and C' estimates of the solution M; to the flow
(1.1), which can be proved using a similar argument as in [4,5]. Then we derive a positive
lower bound on the principal curvatures k; of the solution M;, and prove the upper bound
of the Gauss curvature K.

3.1. CY and C' estimates. Let M; be a smooth convex solution to the flow (1.1) on a
maximal existence time interval [0,7"). Denote §2; the domain enclosed by M;. As the
velocity of the flow (1.1) only depends on the curvature and is invariant under reflection
with respect to a totally geodesic hyperplane, we can argue as in [4, §4] using the Alexan-
drov reflection method to show that the inner radius and outer radius of €2; are uniformly
bounded:

Lemma 3.1. Let M; be a smooth convez solution to the flow (1.1) on the time interval
t € [0,T). Denote p_(t), p+(t) be the inner radius and outer radius of Q. Then there
exist positive constants ¢, co depending only on n and My such that

0<ecr <p(t) <pi(t) <co (3.1)
for all time t € [0,T).

By (3.1), the inner radius of €; is bounded below by a positive constant ¢;. This
implies that there exists a geodesic ball of radius ¢; contained in €, for each ¢t € [0,T).
The following lemma says that there exist a geodesic ball with fixed center enclosed by
the flow hypersurface on a suitable fixed time interval. For the proof, we adapt a similar

argument as in [5, Lemma 4.2] but for our nonhomogeneous case we need the positivity
and monotonicity of f as in Assumption 1.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let M; be a smooth convez solution to the flow (1.1) on the time interval
[0,T). For any to € [0,T), let By, (po) be the inball of Qy,, where pg = p_(to). Then

Bp0/2(p0) C Qta te [t07min{T7 lo + T}) (32)

for some T depending only on n and M.

Proof. Given pg, we denote by p,, the distance function to pg in H"*+! and by 0y = 8pp0
the gradient vector of p,,. For any x € M,

0 . . o .
e sinh? pp, (x) =2(sinh pp, (x)9p, E(smh Ppo(2)0,))
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=2sinh pp, () cosh pp, () ((b(t) — f(K(x, t))) (0p, 1), (3.3)
where we used the conformal property (2.23) of sinh pdp. It follows from (3.3) that

2 o) =(0(0) — £ 2, 1))) (0p,1)

2 - f(K(x7t))<8p7 V>7
since ¢(t) > 0 and (0,,v) > 0 on M,.

Denote p(t) = minyy, pp,(z). At the minimum point, we have (J,,v) = 1 and &; <
coth p(t). Since f is strictly increasing, we have

J(K) < f(coth™ p(t))

at the minimum point and so

d
7;P(8) = = f(coth™ p(t)). (3.4)
Let p(t) be the solution of the ODE
d _ _
73P(8) = — flcoth™ p(?)) (3.5)
p(to) =po-

Denote 7 as the time such that p(to + 7) = po/2. Since f is positive, p(t) is strictly
decreasing. It follows that the inverse ¢ = t(p) of the function p(t) is well-defined and
satisfies

dt 1

dp — f(coth™p)’

to+T7
T :/ dt

to

__ / o dp

PO f(COthn ﬁ)

B /Po ds

po/2 f(coth™ s)’
which depends only on the bounds of py and not on t.
Since p(ty) = po, by comparing (3.4) and the ODE (3.5), we conclude that

Integrating this equation gives

plt) > %, Y t € [to, min{to + 7, T}).
This means that B, /2(po) C €2 for all ¢ € [to, min{to + 7,7'}). O

Let M; be a smooth convex solution to the flow (1.1) on the time interval [0,7). For
any to € [0,T), let B,,(po) be the inball of Qy,, where py = p_(t9). Consider the support
function u(x,t) = sinh pp, (x)(0pp,, ) of M; with respect to the point pg, where p,, is the
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distance function in H"*! from the point py. Since M; is convex, by (3.1) and (3.2), we

see
. 0 . C1
> h(=) > h(—=)=:2
u(x,t) > sin ( 5 ) > sin < 5 ) c, (3.6)
u(x,t) < sinh(2cs)

and
0< %1 < ppo(t) < 2¢ < 00 (3.7)

for any t € [to, min{T,ty + 7}). By (2.4), we have the C'! estimate on p,

_ _ inh?p _ sinh?(2cp)
< y/sinh? 2 AN P .
[Vp| < y/sinh® p + [Vp| v S smh(a/2) (3.8)

on the time interval t € [tg, min{T', ¢y + 7}), where |Vp| is the norm of the gradient of p
with respect to the round metric on S™.

Moreover, we have

1—[Vpl* =|Dp|?* — |Vp[?

2
=(Dp, 2 _ _w
(Dp:v) sinh? p
inh?(c; /2
_w = ¢ (3.9)
sinh®(2¢2)

holds on t € [tg, min{T,ty + 7}), where D and V denote the Levi-Civita connection on
H"*! and on M; with respect to the induced metric. The estimate (3.9) will be used
crucially in the proof of Proposition 3.3.

3.2. Preserving convexity. In this subsection, we show that the solution M, of the
flow (1.1) preserves the convexity. This follows from the following (time-dependent) lower
bound on the principal curvatures of M;.

Proposition 3.3. Let My be a smooth, closed and convex hypersurface in H"!, and
My, t € [0,T) be the smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My. If T < oo, then
there exist constants A1 and Ao depending only on n, My and ©, such that the principal
curvatures k; of My satisfy

Ki > A;le_QATlt (3.10)
foralli =1,...,n and t € [0,T), where T is the constant in Lemma 3.2 and © is the

constant in item (3) of Assumption 1.1.

Proof. Since My is convex, by continuity the solution M; is convex for at least a short
time. Let 77 < T be the largest time such that M; is convex for all 0 < ¢ < Ty. If
we can derive the estimate (3.10) on the interval [0,7}), then it implies a contradiction
with the maximality of 77 and so that M, is convex on the whole time interval [0,7"), and
the estimate (3.10) holds for all ¢ € [0,7). Therefore, without loss of generality, we can
assume that M is convex for ¢ € [0,7") and we need to show the estimate (3.10) holds for
all t € [0,T).
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For any time to € [0,7), let B,,(po) be the inball of €;,, where pg = p_(to). Denote
b;:=—, and b:= max b;.
Ki i=1,-n

In order to prove the lower bound of the principal curvatures k;, it suffices to prove the
upper bound of b.

We consider the auxiliary function
Q(p,t) :==logb + Ap, t € [to, min{T,to+ 7}), (3.11)
where A > 0 is a large constant to be determined and 7 is the constant in Lemma 3.2.
Suppose that the maximum of @ on M X [tg, min{T, ¢y + 7}) is attained at (p,¢). We
choose a local orthonormal frame ey, ..., e, around p such that at (p,¢) we have
Gij = 0ijs hij = K;id;;.
By a rotation, we also assume that
b(ﬁvﬂ = bl(ﬁ?ﬂ - b%(ﬁvﬂ
Let £ = (1,0---,0) be a contravariant vector field and set
Vg
9785
which is well-defined in a neighbourhood of (p,1). Defining Q(p,t) by replacing b by \ in
(3.11), we see that @ attends its maximum at (p,). Moreover, at (p,) we have 9\ = 9;bi
and the spatial derivatives also coincide. That is, A satisfies the same evolution equation

as bl at the point (p,f). Therefore, for the sake of clarity (see a similar argument as in
[23, §4]), we can treat b} as a scalar function and pretend that @ is defined by

Q(p,t) =logbi + Ap, t € [to, min{T,to + 7}), (3.12)

As {b"} is diagonal at (p,) and b}(p,f) = b(p,t), by (2.10) at the point (p,#), we have
bt — f'K*'N .V b}
= — b (f"K* + [ K) (0" V1h)® — 02 f KO0 (V1 hge)?
—bf'(HK + 0p_1(k)) + nf K (6% +1) — (f — ¢(t))(1 — b?). (3.13)
Combining (2.20) and (2.22), we also have

Ikt _ - |vp|2 / U
Op = FETNVVep =(@(t) = FIE)) 1+ 5 P nf K—Sinhp
— f'cothp (O‘n_l(/{) - KbMVk,ng,o> . (3.14)
If t = to, we have
Qp,t) < Q(p,to) < log max b(p,to) + 2Ac, (3.15)
P

for (p,t) € M X [tg, min{T,tg + 7}). In the following, we assume ¢ > t;. We shall apply
the maximum principle to the evolution equation of Q.
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Since (p, ) is a maximum point of @, at (p, ) there hold

Vibi1

0=V,Q = b

and

0<0,Q — f'K*ViV,Q

1 ) r
e UG A ) LA
+A (atp - f/KMVngp)

— b(f”K2 + f/K)(bka1hkk)2 _ bf/KbkkbM(Vlhkg)z
~ UK + o 1()) +nf K6+ 2) = (F = 9(0)( — b)
'K

fb_2bkk

Vpl?
sinh? p

— Af'cothp <0n_1(/£) - Kbkk(Vkp)2) +nAf'K
=: Q1+ Q2

where Q1 denote the terms involving ¢(t):

7 |2
O1 = (1) (%—6+A,/1+S‘§£2‘p>,

and Q5 denote the remaining terms:

Qo = — b(f"K? + f'K) (VY 1 hyy,)?

+ (Vibin)? + A(6(t) — )4 /1 +

sinh p

/
K
_ bf/KbkkbM(Vlhkg)2 + fb_2bkk(vkb11)2

~ PHE + o1 (k)) + nf K (b+ %) - f(% _b)

— Af' coth p (0 1(5) — KH*(V4p)?)

[Vpl? / u
—Afy/1+ +nAf'K———.
f sinh? p nAf sinh p

Estimate of (Q1: By (2.4) and (3.6), (3.7), we see that

14 |ip2|2 _ sinhp < s.inh(262) .
sinh” p u sinh(c1/2)

b~ Acy +/A%c5 + 4
2 M

Then, if

we have @)1 < 0.

13

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)
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Estimate of (3: Firstly, by item (4) in Assumption 1.1, we have
—b(f"K? + f'K) (WY 1 hi)? < 0. (3.21)
Using (2.16) and (2.18), we also have

!/
K
— b KO0 (Vihg)? + ";—zbkk<vkbu)2

= — bf KV (V1 hy)? + FO2 K0P (Vihiy)?
<0, (3.22)

where the inequality is obtained by discarding the terms with ¢ # 1. For the fourth line
of (3.19),

Line 4 of (3.19) < — Af’ cothp (O’n_l(lﬁl) - K (Z bkk> \Vp\2>
k

—— Af coth p on1(w) (1 Vo)
< —c3Af cothp oy _1(k)
< —c3Aflon_1(K) (3.23)

where we used the estimate (3.9) and that c3 is the constant in (3.9) which depends only
on n and M.

Substituting (3.21)-(3.23) into (3.19), we have
1

Qs < — FLHE + 0n1(k)) + nf K (b + %) - f(z ~ )

Vpl|? u
— c3Af on_1(k) — Afy 1 | Af'K
esAf" ona(r) / * sinh? p Fndf sinh p

<—flop_1(k) (1 +c3A) + (nf'K + f)b
nf'K

— f'HK + FnAf K —2

sinh p

_ f/bK |:(1—|-63A) (Zb’f’“) b— <n+ f’JiK> b2

k

nAu
sinh p

b+bH — n} , (3.24)

7 |2
where we have thrown away the negative terms —% and —Af/1+ S‘i%‘rp in the second

inequality of (3.24). Since

s Lo<o Y <1, H>
2}; - f'/K — 7 sinhp — -

o | 3

, (3.25)

where O is the constant in item (3) in Assumption 1.1, substituting (3.25) into (3.24) gives
the following estimates

Q2 < —f’K<(1+03A—n—@)b—nA). (3.26)
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Choosing
S}
A=DER (3.27)
c3
which depends only on n, My and ©, we see that if
e
SNGhac) (3.28)
c3
then Q5 < 0.

Combing (3.17) with (3.20) and (3.28), we know that if

2.2
b>maX{AC4+\/2A c4+47n(n—|—®)} —ay,

cs
where A = %, then at the point (p, ), we have
0<8,Q— f'KMViViQ = Q1+ Q2 <0,
which leads to a contradiction. Therefore we have
b(5,1) < ay. (3.29)

Since (p, ) is a maximum point of the function @, Combining (3.15) with (3.29), we have

Q(p,t) < max {log max b(p,to) + 2Aco,logay + 2AC2} (3.30)

P

for (p,t) € M x [to,min{T,to + 7}). Hence we have

b(p7 t) S max {max b(pa t0)7 al} eA(202_%)
peM

— . b(p.t M 3.31
max {géf}}d( (p, 0),a1}e ( )

for (p,t) € M x [to, min{T,ty + 7}), where A; = ";rl@ (2¢2 — &) depending only on n, My
and O.

Note that o € [to — §,min{T,t, + 5}). Applying the above argument for the time
interval [to — Z,min{T,to + % }) gives

2
Combining (3.31) with (3.32) and the fact that ¢® > 1, we have

-
b(p,to) < b(p,tg — — Ar, 3.32
max (p, o) _maX{gé% (p,to ),al}e (3.32)

T 2A
< - — 1. .
b(p,t) < max {2&3{( b(p, to 2),a1} e (3.33)

By repeating the argument finitely many times, we finally get

b(p,t) < max {max b(p,0), al} e<[2t70]+2>A1
peM

A
< max {max b(p,0), al} e(F+2)A . Agelet (3.34)
peEM

for all (p,t) € M x [to, min{T, to+7}), where [-] denotes the integer part of a real constant,
and A1, Ay := max {max,e s b(p,0), a3} e**1 are constants depending only on n, My and
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©. Since tg is arbitrary, we conclude that the principal curvatures x; of the solution M;
of the flow (1.1) satisfy
Ly 2, )
ki > Aytem 7 i=1,...,n,
for all time t € [0,7"). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.3. O

3.3. Upper bound of Gauss curvature. Now we prove the upper bound of the Gauss
curvature for the solution M; along the flow (1.1).

Proposition 3.4. Let My, t € [0,T) be the smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting
from a smooth closed convex hypersurface My. If T < oo, then there exists a constant C
depending on n, My, © and T such that the Gauss curvature K of My satisfies

max K < (C
My
for any t € [0,T), where © is the constant in item (3) of Assumption 1.1.

Proof. For any given to € [0,T), let B,,(po) be the inball of Q;, centered at some point
po € Q4y, where pg = p_(to). Consider the support function u(x,t) = sinh pp,(2)(0p,, V)
of M; with respect to the point py, where p,,(z) is the distance function in H"*+! to the

point pg. Since My is convex for all ¢ € [0,7T), by (3.6) we have

2¢ < u < sinh(2¢) (3.35)
on M; for all t € [tg,min{T, ¢ty + 7}). We define the auxiliary function as in [42]
K
s
u—c

which is well-defined for t € [tg, min{T,tg + 7}). We shall apply the maximum principle
to the evolution equation of W to derive the upper bound of K.

Combining (2.8) and (2.21), we compute that along the flow (1.1) the function W
evolves as

—W fK”( i+ —— Wj>
u—tc<f/ HK — o, 1(k ))+Wcoshpp0(:17))
+ (u_f )2(f+nf/K)coshpp0(x)
cf

_(u )fHK W on_1(k)

<f'K (Wij + %%WJ') i i_) Tn-1 (k)

'K JE
f f

Let W(t) = maxyy, W(x,t). Noting that f(K) = (u — ¢)W, by the definition (1.2) and
the upper bound (3.35) of u, we have:

1

o(t) :M o f(K)dpy

+(1+n YW? cosh py, () — (3.36)
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<n11\?xf( (-, t)) < (sinh(2c) — C)W

By the lower bound on the principal curvatures in Lemma 3.3, we also have

1 1
O’n_l(/i) _K(K_1 + - /{—n)
244
<nK(min &) ! <nKAye = T, (3.37)
1<i<n
It follows that
t K~
o) flon_1(k) < n(sinh(2cy) — c)AgeZAflT ff w2, (3.38)
u—c
Since H > nK'Y/™, the last term of (3.36) satisfies
n+1
f' 2 f'
—HW w2, 3.39
7 7 (3.39)
Substituting (3.38) and (3.39) into (3.36), we arrive at
!
— 'K
%W <W?cosh(2¢z) + nW2fT ((smh(262) - C)A2€2A7'1T
+ cosh(2e3) — cKl/">. (3.40)

Denote
c=(nc)™ <(cosh(202) +1)0 + n(sinh(2c2) — ¢)Age e + ncosh(202))n,
which depends on n, My, ® and T' < co. Suppose that
W(t) > @

Then for any x € M; with W (z,t) = W (t), there holds
FE (2, 1)) =W (z,t)(u — )
=W (t)(u—c) > f(0).
As f is strictly increasing, this implies that
K(z,t)>¢ (3.41)

for any x € M; with W (x,t) = W(t). Substituting (3.41) into (3.40) and noting that
J'K/f >1/© by item (3) of Assumption 1.1, we have

j W(t) < —W2(t) (3.42)
whenever W (t) > f(¢)/c. It follows that
= 1 /(@
W (t) < max { W‘l(to) FPEPRR } (3.43)

for all time t € [tg, min{7T,to + 7}).
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For ty = 0, we obtain from (3.43) the upper bound
= =y f(©) :
W(t) <max{ W(0),—= ¢, Vte[0,min{r,T})
c

and so

FUE) =(u — )W

< sinh(2¢;) max W(O),—}, Vt € [0, min{r, T}). (3.44)

for ¢t € [7,min{37/2,T}), and so
f(K) < sinh(2c¢e) max {%, &} (3.45)

for t € [r,min{37/2,T}). Repeating the above argument for ty = m7/2(m > 2), we

can get the estimate (3.45) for t € [w, min{@, T'}), which covers the whole time
interval [0, 7).

Combining (3.44), (3.45) and the fact that f is an increasing function with ILm f(z) =

+00 (see items (1) and (2) in Assumption 1.1), we obtain the upper bound K < C for a
constant C' depending on n, My, © and T'. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.4. [

4. LONG TIME EXISTENCE

In this section, we prove the long time existence of the flow (1.1). We need to show that
the solution remains smooth as long as the curvatures are bounded. To prove this, we

need the following result which is a special case of Theorem 6 in [3] (see also [2, Theorem
3.2]).

Theorem 4.1 ([3]). Let Q be a domain in R". Let u € C*Q x [0,T)) be a function
satisfying
0

U= F(D?u, Du,u, z,t),

where F is C? and is elliptic, i.e., N < (F“) < AI for some constants A > X > 0.
Suppose that F can be written as F' = o(G(D?u, Du,u,,t)), where G is concave with
respect to D*u and ¢ is an increasing function on the range of G. Then in any relatively
compact Q' C Q and for any 7 € (0,T) we have

lullc28 (@ (rry) < C
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where B € (0,1) depends onn, X and A, and C depends on A\, A, |[ullc2qxjo,1))s T dist (€Y, 09)
and the bounds on the first and second derivatives of G.

The advantage of the above theorem is that it allows to relax the concavity hypothesis
of the usual regularity theorem for fully nonlinear parabolic equation.

Theorem 4.2. Let My be a smooth closed convex hypersurface in H™ 1 and M; be the
smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My with ¢(t) given by (1.2) and the speed
function satisfies the assumption 1.1. Then M; remains convexr and exists for all time
t €[0,00).

Proof. We will argue by contradiction. Let [0,7") be the maximal interval such that
the solution of the flow (1.1) exists with 7" < co. Then combining Proposition 3.3 and
Proposition 3.4 yields that the principal curvatures k = (K1, ..., k) of M; satisfy
0<ky<k;i<FRg, t=1,...,n (4.1)
for all time ¢t € [0,7"), where the constants kg, %o depend on n, My, © and 7.
To prove the long time existence of the solution M; of the flow (1.1), we need to derive

the higher order regularity estimates. Recall that up to a tangential diffeomorphism, the
flow equation (1.1) is equivalent to the following scalar parabolic equation

2 = (0(t) — £ 1+ 1AL

, 42
sinh? p (42)
of the radial graph function p over S”, where K = K (V?p,Vp, p) is expressed in (2.5) and
V denotes the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the round metric on S". Denote the
right hand side of (4.2) by F[V?p,Vp, p, ]

For any to € [0,7T'), we consider the solution of M; in the time interval [to, min{to+7,T}).
Since only f(K) in F[V2p, Vp, p,t] depends on V?p, we calculate that

|2
= p o ’.Wzl
Opij sinh” p
"sinh hi; N |2
= S sinhp Odethy [, IVol (4.3)
(sinh? p + |Vp|2)" 2 (sinh p)2(n—1) Ohi; sinh” p

where h;; is expressed in (2.2). The CY C! estimates obtained in (3.7), (3.8) and the
curvature bound (4.1) implies that F is elliptic, i.e., \I < (F'¥) < AT for some constants
A > X > 0 depending on n, My, ® and 1. Moreover, since it’s well known that K ig
a concave operator with respect to second derivatives, and f(K) is a strictly increasing
function of K'/", by Theorem 4.1 we derive a C%“ estimate on p, see also the arguments in
[14,35] for the C*7 estimate of the solutions to volume preserving curvature flows. Then
by the parabolic Schauder theory (see [32]), we can deduce all higher order regularity
estimates of p on [tg, min{tyg + 7,T}). As ty is arbitrary, we can obtain the smoothness
of the flow for all time ¢ € [0,7) and a standard continuation argument then shows that
T = +o0. U

Remark 4.3. Note that the curvature estimate (4.1) of the solution M; of the flow (1.1)
depends on time ¢ and may degenerate as time t — co. To study the asymptotical behavior
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of M; as t — oo, we still need to get an uniform curvature estimate which does not depend
on time. This will be obtained in the next two sections.

5. HAUSDORFF CONVERGENCE

In this section, we prove the monotonicity of the quermassintegral A, _1(€2;), the sub-
sequential Hausdorff convergence of the solution M; of (1.1) and the convergence of the
center of the inner ball of €; to a fixed point.

Denote the average integral of the Gauss curvature by

1 A () + 25 An—a()

K=— | Kdu= ,
M| Sy, Ao()

(5.1)

where the second equality is due to (2.26). It follows from the monotonicity (2.28) of
quermassintegrals with respect to inclusion of convex sets and the estimates on inner radius
and outer radius in Lemma 3.1 that there exists uniform positive constants my, mso, a and
b depending only on n and My, such that

0 <my <[M|=Ap(%) <ma, a<K<h (5.2)

5.1. Monotonicity for A, _;.

Lemma 5.1. Let M; be a smooth convex solution of the volume preserving flow (1.1).
Denote Qy the domain enclosed by My. Then A, —1(€:) is monotone decreasing in time t,
which is strictly decreasing unless §; is a geodesic ball.

Proof. From the evolution equation (2.27) for the quermassintegrals of );, we have
d

EAn_l(Qt) =n K((b(t) — f(K))dp.
My

Since ¢(t) is defined as in (1.2), we have

%Anq(m):%( /Mt Kl |03 =11 [ Kf(K)dut>

—o [ FE)E - K) dp
My

== [ () = FUR)K = ) dy < 0 (53)

due to the assumption that f is strictly increasing. Moreover, equality holds in (5.3) at
some time t if and only if K is a constant on My, which means M; is a geodesic sphere
by the Alexandrov type theorem for hypersurfaces with constant Gauss curvature in the
hyperbolic space (see[37]). O

5.2. Subsequential Hausdorff convergence. We first prove the following estimate on
the L' oscillation decay of Gauss curvature:
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Lemma 5.2. Let My be a smooth closed and convex hypersurface in H™ 1 and M, be the
smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My. Then there exists a sequence of times
{t;},t; — o0, such that

/ |K — K|du; — 0, ast; — oo. (5.4)
My

7

Proof. By the evolution equation (5.3) and the long time existence of the flow (1.1), we
have

némkﬂﬂm—ﬂKMK=mwmgAwwM<m.

Therefore there exists a sequence of times t; — oo such that

A4uua—ﬂKmK—mef+0 (5.5)

7

Denote the subset Y; C M; as Y; = {p € My|K(p) = K}. Then we have

_ K — K|z 1 -
K —K|du = K- K|2|f(K)— f(K)|2d
SV Rldee= [ S K RIASR) SO di

__K-K| _ IO
S(Amﬂﬂ@—ﬂkﬂw)<Aﬁﬂm PN - R )

(1)

D=

(5.6)

Next, we show that the term (I) of (5.6) is uniformly bounded from above. We divide
the set M; \ Y; into three disjoint subsets

Mt\Y;:le_lZgng,
where the subsets 71, Z5 and Z3 are defined as

Zi={pe M\ Y0 < K(p) < 5}, (5.7)
7y = {pe M\ YIS < K(p) < 3}, (5.8)
Zs = {pe M\ VK@) > 2. (5.9)

Using (5.2), we calculate as follows:
(i) If p € Zy, since f is an increasing function of K, we have

K - K| K

[F(K) = fF(K)| - f(K)

and hence

_IK-K| _omgb
/21 |f(K) — f(K)| dpz < fla)— f(%) (5.10)
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(ii) If p € Z5, then by Lagrange’s mean value theorem, we have

K — K| 1 . -
—— — , the value ¢ is taken between K and K
[f(K) = fE) - f(€)

1
< max — =
T zelg,® {f’(l’)}

and hence -
|K — K|
—————— — dus < mac. (5.11)
/22 |f(K) — f(K)
(iii) If p € Z3, we have
|K — f(| K-K K
— = <

[F(E) = FE)]  F(K) = F(K) = f(3) - f(b)

and hence

|K — K| 1 /
e A S K dpy
/23 [f(K) = f(K)] FC) = f(0) Jas,
_ MK
F(3) — f(v)
< TTLQb
TR - f)
Combining (5.10)-(5.12), we conclude that the term (I) of (5.6) is uniformly bounded
from above. Then by (5.5), we complete the proof of Lemma 5.2. O

(5.12)

With the estimate (5.4) in hand, we can argue as in [45, Lemma 6.3] using curvature
measure theory for convex bodies in H"t! to get the subsequential Hausdorff convergence
of M; to a geodesic sphere. We state the result in the following lemma and refer the
readers to [45, Lemma 6.3] for the proof.

Lemma 5.3. Let My be a smooth, closed convex hypersurface in H™' and M; be the
smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My. Then there exists a sequence of times
{t:},t; = o0, such that My, converges to a geodesic sphere S, _(p) in Hausdorff sense as
t; — oo, where p is the center of the sphere and the radius ps, is determined by the fact
that S, (p) encloses the same volume of M.

5.3. Convergence of the center of the inner ball. As in [45], since we do not have
the analogous stability estimate as in [39, Eq.(7.124)] for the hyperbolic case, we can not
apply the argument in [7] to deduce from Lemma 5.3 the Hausdorff convergence of M,
to the geodesic sphere for all time ¢ — oco. However, if we denote p; as the center of the
inner ball of Q;, we can still prove that p; converges to the fixed point p € H"*! for all
time t — oo using the Alexandrov reflection and the subsequential Hausdorff convergence
of M; in Lemma 5.3.

Let p € H"™! be the center of the limit geodesic sphere S, (p) in Lemma 5.3. Take an
arbitrary direction z € T,H"*!. Let v, be the normal geodesic line (i.e. |7/| = 1) through
the point p with ,(0) = p and 7.(0) = z, and let H, s be the totally geodesic hyperplane
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in H"*! that is perpendicular to 7, at 7,(s),s € R. We use the notation H j s and H g
for the half-spaces in H"*! determined by H 2,5 as follows:

Hf =|JH.o, H,=|]JH..

s'>s s'<s
For a bounded domain € in H"*!, denote

QF(s)=QnHS Q. (s)=QNH_,.

2,89 z

The reflection map across H. , is denoted by R,, ;. We define
S3(Q) :=if{s € R| R, (Qf(s)) C Q7 (5)},

S5.(Q) = sup{s € R | Ry, +(Q (5)) € QI (s)}.

The Alexandrov reflection argument implies that S () is non-increasing in ¢ for each
z (see [5, Lemma 6.1]). By the definitions of S (€;) and S7 (%), we have S7 () <
SE(Q). Since S5 () = =57 (), we also have that S (€) is non-decreasing in ¢ for
each z. Note that the paper [5] deals with the flow with h-convex initial hypersurfaces,
the argument in Lemma 6.1 of [5] works for convex solutions as well. The readers may
refer to [16-18] for more details on applications of the Alexandrov reflection method in
extrinsic curvature flows.

Then we have the following two results, and the proofs are the same as [45, Lemma 6.4,
Lemma 6.6] for the volume preserving a-Gauss curvature flow (1.5) and hence we omit
them here.

Lemma 5.4. Let Q be a bounded convex domain in H"', and ., H. , 5. (Q) and S;_(Q)
be defined as above. Denote py as the center of an inner ball of  and assume that
po € H. s, Then we have S () < so < ST (Q).

Lemma 5.5. Let My be a smooth, closed convex hypersurface in H™' and M; be the
smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My. Denote the enclosed domain of M,
by Q. Take an arbitrary direction z € T,H""! and let WZ,S;Z(Qt),SjZ () be defined as
above. Then along the flow (1.1), we have

Jim ST(6,) = lim ST(u) = 0. (5.13)

As a consequence, if we set py as the center of an inner ball of Q, then we have d(py, p) — 0
as t — oo, where p is the center of the limit ball in Lemma 5.5.

6. SMOOTH CONVERGENCE

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4. Firstly, we prove the following
uniform estimate for the principal curvatures of M; along the flow (1.1).

Lemma 6.1. Let My be a smooth, closed and convex hypersurface in H*, and M; be
the smooth solution of the flow (1.1) starting from My. Then there exists constants k, &
depending only on n, My and © such that the principal curvatures k; of My satisfy:

k< ki <R, i=1,...,n (6.1)

for all time t € [0, +00), where © is the constant in item (3) of Assumption 1.1.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.5, the center p; of an inner ball of €; converges to a fixed point p as
t — oo. Since the inner radius of ; has a positive lower bound p_(t) > ¢, there exists a
sufficiently large time t*, depending on ¢; and hence depending only on n and My, such
that d(p¢,p) < ¢1/4 for t > t*. Then we have:

B a(p) C Q. V>t (6.2)

Applying Proposition 3.3 to the time interval [0, t*) and [t*, 00) respectively gives a uniform
lower bound for the principal curvatures of M; for all time ¢ > 0. In fact, on the time
interval [0,t*), the estimate (3.10) implies that the principal curvatures k; of M; satisfy
207 4%
ki > Aylem 1 teoth). (6.3)
While for time ¢ € [t*,00), since B /4(p) C 4 for all time ¢ € [t*,00). Then by the
estimate (3.31) in the proof of Proposition 3.3, we have

b(p,t) < b(p, t* =
(5.8) < max { e b(p. ),
for all (p,t) € M x [t*,00). This together with (6.3) implies that the principal curvatures
of M; are uniformly bounded from below by a positive constant x which depends only on
n, My and ©.

Once we have the uniform lower bound for the principal curvatures, the uniform upper
bound for the Gauss curvature K follows easily from the proof of Proposition 3.4. In fact,
the upper bound (3.37) for 0,,_1(x) in the proof of Proposition 3.4 now has the form

n
n— < _K7
a. 1(/1) =2

where the coefficient of K does not depend on time t.

Therefore, combining the uniform upper bound on K and the lower bound k; > k,
there exists a constant & such that x; <& for all i = 1,...,n. This completes the proof of
Lemma 6.1. ]

It follows from Lemma 6.1 that the flow (1.1) is uniformly parabolic for all time ¢ > 0.
Then an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 4.2 can be applied to show
that all derivatives of curvatures are uniformly bounded on M; for all £ > 0. This together
with Lemma 5.3 implies there exists a sequence of times ¢; — oo, such that M;, converges
smoothly to a geodesic sphere S, _(p) as t; — oc.

The full time convergence and the exponential convergence can be obtained by studying
the linearization of the flow (1.1). For each sufficiently large time ¢, we write M;, as the
graph of the radial function p, () over S™ centered at p, . For time ¢ sufficiently close to
tr, we rewrite the flow equation (1.1) as the scalar parabolic PDE

O = (0(t) — J(K)) 1+ [Vpl2/sinbp, ¢ > 1 o)

Note we can assume the oscillation of p;, — ps is sufficiently small by choosing ¢, large
enough. By a direct computation, the linearized equation of the flow (6.4) about the
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geodesic sphere of radius po, is given by

0 (coth peo )L f! <— n / )
—n=—7[(A - = do ). 6.5
ot sinh? pog a IS™| Jgn e (65

where f is taken the value at the point x = (coth ps)™.

Since the oscillation of p;, — poo is sufficiently small, it follows exactly in [13], using
[22], that the solution p(-,t) of (6.4) starting at py, (-) exists for all time and converges
exponentially to a constant ps,. This means that the hypersurface M; = graph p(-,t)
solves (1.1) with initial condition M, and by uniqueness M coincides with M; for t > t,
and hence the solution M; of (1.1) with initial condition My converges exponentially as
t — oo to the geodesic sphere of radius po, (without correction of ambient isometry). This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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