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Abstract

In this paper, we study singular heat flows from a 3-dimensional complete bounded Rie-

mannian manifold without boundary into the hyperbolic space with prescribe singularity along a

closed curve. We prove the existence and regularity of the singular heat flows. Furthermore, we

prove that the singular heat flows converge to a singular harmonic map at an exponential rate.
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1 Introduction

There has been many works on the harmonic map and heat flow to non-positive sectional cur-

vature manifolds. Eells and Sampson [9] established the existence of heat flow and proved its

convergence to a harmonic map when both the domain manifold and the target manifold are

compact and without boundary. Later, Hamilton [13] presented a more generalized theory for

harmonic maps from manifolds with boundary, utilizing the heat flow method. Other studies,

see [17], [22] and [30]. These literatures studied the existence and convergence of solutions for

heat flow. Moreover, the relevant theories of heat flow are useful for proving the Schoen-Li-Wang

conjecture proposed in [26] and [20]. The related results can be found in [16, 18–20, 25].

Regarding harmonic maps with prescribed singularities, they were derived from the physical

background. The Einstein vacuum equations in the stationary axially symmetric case reduce to a

harmonic map from R
3 into H

2, the hyperbolic plane, with prescribed singularities along the axis

of symmetry. These represent rotating black holes in equilibrium. Weinstein [31] early proved

the existence and uniqueness of solutions in the case of zero total angular momentum. He exten-

sively studied the related problem in [32], [33], and [34], established a comprehensive existence

and uniqueness theory for harmonic maps from a domain to a target manifold with prescribed

singularities. Motivated from one of Hawking’s conjectures on the uniqueness of Kerr solutions,

Li-Tian [21] examined the boundedness and the regularity of harmonic maps into hyperbolic

spaces with prescribed singularities along codimension two closed submanifolds. Recently, Han-

Marcus-Weinstein-Xiong [14] concluded their study of the regularity and asymptotic analysis
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of harmonic maps arising from stationary vacuum spacetimes, where they derived the geodesic

equation in the hyperbolic plane and established the rates of convergence to the tangent map. In

a more general case, Fioravanti [11] deriveed the Schauder estimates for the Dirichlet problem

on lower dimensional manifolds, specifically for a class of weighted elliptic equations where the

coefficients are singular on such sets. These findings provide a comprehensive regularity theory

for harmonic maps into hyperbolic spaces with prescribed singularities. [1] and [27] have studied

the asymptotic convergence of nonlinear equations. We primarily employ the method outlined

in [14], wherein the Łojasiewicz-Simon gradient inequality serves as a pivotal tool. This inequal-

ity is adept at handling more general asymptotic analyses of gradient-type differential equation

solutions. Given our specific energy and negative curvature conditions for the target manifolds,

we can adopt simpler methods adapted to this particular scenario.

In this paper, we consider the prescribed singularity problem which extend the results pre-

sented in Li-Tian [21] to the corresponding parabolic equation. Let (M, g) be a 3-dimensional

complete and bounded Riemannian manifold without boundary and Γ ⊂ M be a 1-dimensional

closed submanifold. Let h :M → H
2

be a smooth map, where H
2

denotes the upper half-plane

model of 2-dimensional hyperbolic space, and assume that h(M\Γ) > 0. Furthermore, let ρ(x)
be a function defined onM such that ρ(x) = dist(x,Γ), where dist(x,Γ) represents the distance

from the point x to the submanifold Γ.

From Li-Tian [21], we know that the solution u(x) of

−∆u(x) = ∆(log ρ(x)), x ∈M

is smooth away from Γ and Hölder continuous across Γ, such that for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists

a positive constant C(ε) > 0 satisfying

|∇u(x)| ≤ C(ε)ρ(x)ε−1 ∀x ∈M\Γ.

Let h(x) = ρ(x)eu(x), x ∈M . Then we have

∆(log h) = 0 on M\Γ,

and

lim
ρ(x)→0

log h(x)

log ρ(x)
= 1.

For any α > 1, Li-Tian [21] want to find a harmonic map into H
2

of form (ϕ1, h
αeϕ2) satisfying

ϕ1 = 0 on Γ, equivalently, they want to find the critical point of the functional defined as follows:

F (ϕ1, ϕ2) =

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2 +
2α∇h∇ϕ2

h
dV,

where dV is the volume form on M . In the case where ∆(log h) = 0 on M\Γ, the last term in

the above integration may be taken from E. There we have the reduced energy

H(ϕ1, ϕ2) =

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2|∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2dV. (1.1)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of (1.1) are

{
div(h−2αe−2ϕ2∇ϕ1) = 0 in M \ Γ

∆ϕ2 + h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 = 0 in M \ Γ.
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We will study the corresponding parabolic equation. For fixed T > 0, we setQT =M\Γ×(0, T ]
and consider the following problem, for α > 1





∂tϕ1 − h2αe2ϕ2div(h−2αe−2ϕ2∇ϕ1) = 0 in QT

∂tϕ2 −∆ϕ2 − h−2αe−2ϕ2|∇ϕ1|
2 = 0 in QT

ϕ1 = ϕ0
1, ϕ2 = ϕ0

2 on M × {0}

ϕ1 = 0 on Γ× [0, T ]

(1.2)

where ϕ0
1 and ϕ0

2 are functions on M , serving as initial values for this parabolic problem.

We define the following spaces and norm:

A0 := {u(x)|u ∈ C [2α+2],2α+2−[2α+2](M), u = 0 on Γ},

B0 := C [2α+2],2α+2−[2α+2](M),

‖w‖C2
∗
(M)(t) :=

2∑

k=0

max
M

(|∇kw1|ρ
k+ 3

2−α + |∇kw2|ρ
k+ 3

2 )(t).

Under the condition that (ϕ1
0, ϕ

2
0) ∈ A0 ×B0, our main concerns are the existence, regularity

and convergence of the solution in weighted spaces. Namely, we will show

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ0 = (ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ A0 × B0. For any 0 < T ≤ ∞, there exists a vector-valued

function ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) solving the equation (1.2) inM × [0, T ]. For any 0 < ε < min{ 1
2 , α−1},

there is a uniform constant Cε > 0 such that

‖ϕj‖
C

k+λ,
k+λ
2 (M×[0,T ])

≤ Cε, j = 1, 2,

where k = [2α− 2ε], λ = 2α− k − 2ε and Cε depending only on M,ϕ0.

Let ϕ(t) = ϕ(·, t) for brevity, and consider ϕ(t) as a map from M into H
2
. Then, as t →

+∞, ϕ(t) → ϕ in C2
∗(M), where ϕ satisfies the system




∆ϕ1 − 2(∇ϕ2 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ1 = 0 in M

∆ϕ2 + h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 = 0 in M.

Moreover, for t > 1, there exist positive constants C and C0 depending only on M,ϕ0 such that

‖ϕ(t)− ϕ‖C2
∗
(M)(s) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 t.

For any 0 < ε < 2α, (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Ck,λ(M) with k = [2α− 2ε], λ = 2α− 2ε− k.

The primary challenge lies in proving the weighted estimates. To address this, we integrate

the Schauder theory of linear parabolic equations with the method of weighted Hölder estimates

for elliptic equations, as presented in Chapter 4 of [12]. This approach enables us to derive

the weighted Schauder estimate for the linear parabolic equation. Specifically, we decompose

the original equation into two components: a homogeneous equation without boundary condi-

tions and a non-homogeneous equation with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions. Subsequently,

instead of directly estimating the explicit expression of solutions in Chapter 4 of [12], we uti-

lize the properties of classical parabolic equation solutions to obtain weighted estimates of these

solutions.

When proving the optimal regularity and its convergence of the solution in Sect. 3, to ensure

that the integrations involved in Remark 4.3 are meaningful, we need to choose an appropriate

weighted space in Sect. 2. The singularity of the spaceM\Γ restricts the regularity of the solution
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only in the direction passing through Γ, and the regularity of the solution in other directions is

constrained by the initial values. Therefore, to obtain an appropriate weighted space in Sect. 2,

the regularity of the initial values we need to assume must be higher than that of the solution

itself. This leads to the need for additional proofs when demonstrating the long-term existence of

the solution in Theorem 4.13.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sect. 2, we will establish the regularity

results for the linearized equations of problem (1.2). During this process, we adopt the Galerkin

method to prove the existence of weak solutions for a system of linear parabolic equations in a

weighted space and use interpolation inequality to make weighted Schauder estimates. In Sect.

3, we employ the inverse function theorem of Banach spaces to demonstrate the existence of

short time solutions. In Sect. 4, we present consistent estimate of optimal regularity and the

existence of long time solutions. In this section, we extend the method of Li-Tian [21] to the

parabolic equations. We hope to generalize the results to the higher dimensional case. However,

a current limitation is that we have utilized the Sobolev embedding theorem and are aiming to

derive a monotonicity formula in Sect. 4. Finally, we establish the convergence rate of heat flow

as t→ ∞ and find its limit as a singular harmonic map in Sect. 5.

2 Linearized equations of the reduced heat flow

This section is devoted to obtain the existence and regularity for the linearized equations of (1.2).

For convenience, we define the following Banach spaces and norms in order to discuss our prob-

lems. For any X = (x, s), Y = (y, t), define δ(X,Y ) = max{|x− y|, |s− t|
1
2 } as the parabolic

distance. Regarding the additional notation ρX = ρ(x) and ρX,Y = max{ρX , ρY }, these def-

initions are somewhat vague without more context. Fix 0 < β < min{2α − 2, 1} and take

2 + β < γ < 2α.

Definition 2.1. (i) The weighted Sobolev spaces W
4,2
2 (QT ; ρ

−α) and W
2,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α) consist of

all functions u : QT → R with

‖u‖W 4,2
2 (QT ;ρ−α) := (

∑

0≤i+2j≤4

‖ρ−α−1+i+(2j−2)+∂
j
t∇

i
xu‖

2
L2(QT ))

1
2

and

‖u‖W 2,1
2 (QT ;ρ−α) := (

∑

0≤i+2j≤2

‖ρ−α+1+i∂
j
t∇

i
xu‖

2
L2(QT ))

1
2

are finite.

(ii) The weighted Hölder spaces C2+β,1+ β
2 (QT ; ρ

−γ) and Cβ,β2 (QT ; ρ
−γ) consist of all func-

tions u : QT → R which the norm

‖u‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT ;ρ−γ)

:=
∑

06i+2j62

( sup
X∈QT

ρ
i+2j−γ
X |∂jt∇

iu(X)|

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
i+2j+β−γ
X,Y

|∂jt∇
iu(X)− ∂

j
t∇

iu(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
)

and

‖u‖
C

β,
β
2 (QT ;ρ−γ)

:= sup
X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X |u(X)|+ sup

X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|u(X)− u(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

are finite.
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Analogous to the above definition, we define the space W
1,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α) with the finite norm

‖u‖W 1,1
2 (QT ;ρ−α) := (‖ρ−α−1u‖2L2(QT ) + ‖ρ−α∇u‖2L2(QT ) + ‖ρ−α∂tu‖

2
L2(QT ))

1
2

and the space C(M ; ρ−γ) with the finite norm

‖u‖C(M ;ρ−γ) := ‖ρ−γu‖C0(M).

Given 0 < β < 1, l > 1, the Sobolev space W
2l,l
2 (QT ), the Hölder space C2l+β,l+ β

2 (QT )
and the β-Hölder seminorm of u : QT → R are as usual.

In addition, we define the following spaces:

A :={u(x, t)|u, ∂tu ∈ C2+β,1+ β
2 (QT ; ρ

−γ), u ∈ W
4,2
2 (QT ; ρ

−α), ρ−α+3∂tu ∈ W
4,2
2 (QT ),

u(x, 0) = 0},

B :={u(x, t)|u, ∂tu ∈ C2+β,1+ β
2 (QT ) ∩W

4,2
2 (QT ), u(x, 0) = 0},

C :={u(x, t)|u, ∂tu ∈ Cβ, β2 (QT ; ρ
−γ), u ∈ W

2,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α), ρ−α+3∂tu ∈ W
2,1
2 (QT ),

u(x, 0) ∈ C(M ; ρ−γ), ρ−α+3u(0) ∈ H3(M)},

D :={u(x, t)|u, ∂tu ∈ Cβ, β2 (QT ) ∩W
2,1
2 (QT ), u(x, 0) ∈ H3(M)}.

Denote ϕb := ϕ− ϕ0, then ϕb = 0 at {t = 0} and ϕb ∈ A× B. Also define the operator

P(ϕ) =

{
∂tϕ1 − h2αe2ϕ2div(h−2αe−2ϕ2∇ϕ1)

∂tϕ2 −∆ϕ2 − h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2.

(2.1)

Consider ϕb as the variable function. Then ϕb → P(ϕb +ϕ0) defines a differentiable map of

A× B → C ×D. Its derivative in the direction k ∈ A× B at ϕb = 0 is

DP(ϕ0, k) =

{
∂tk1 − h2αe2ϕ

0
2div(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇k1) + 2∇ϕ0
1∇k2

∂tk2 −∆k2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇ϕ0

1|
2k2 − 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1.

Consider the problem {
DP(ϕ0, k) = f in QT

k1 = k2 = 0 in M × {0}.
(2.2)

where f = (f1, f2) ∈ C × D and (ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ A0 × B0.

Combined with ϕ0
1 = 0 on Γ, we know that |∇kϕ0

1(x)| 6 Cρ(x)2α+2−k and [ϕ0
1(x)]k+β 6

Cρ(x)2α+2−k−β , for any β ∈ (0, 1), k < 2α. We will use this estimate in the proof later in this

section. The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. For every f = (f1, f2) ∈ C×D, there exists a unique weak solution k = (k1, k2) ∈
A× B satisfying DP(ϕ0, k) = f .

2.1 Existence and uniqueness of weak solutions

In this section, we employ the Galerkin method to construct a weak solution of (2.2) and subse-

quently enhance its regularity.

Assume {ψ2
m}∞m=1 is a standard orthogonal basis of L2(M) and an orthogonal basis of

H1(M). We can choose {ψ2
m}∞m=1 to be the complete set of appropriately normalized eigen-

functions for L = −∆ in H1(M) , with λk being the corresponding eigenvalues. That is

−∆ψ2
m = λmψ

2
m, ψ

2
m ∈ H1(M). (2.3)

5



Set ψ1
m = hαeϕ

0
2ψ2

m . Then, the set {h−αe−ϕ0
2ψ1

m}∞m=1 is the subset of H1(M), and hence

∫

M

|ψ1
m|2

h2α+2
dV +

∫

M

|∇ψ1
m|2

h2α
dV <∞.

We denote by H1
0 (M ;h−α) the completion of C∞

0 (M\Γ) under the norm

‖u‖2H1(M ;h−α) :=

∫

M

h−2α−2u2 + h−2α|∇u|2dV.

Then, {ψ1
m}∞m=1 forms an orthogonal basis of H1

0 (M ;h−α). Additionally, we define

‖u‖2L2(M ;h−α) :=

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
1 |u|2dV.

We can see that ‖ψ1
m‖2L2(M ;h−α) = 1 since {ψ2

m}∞m=1 is a standard orthogonal basis of L2(M).

Definition 2.3. We say that k = (k1, k2) ∈ (L∞(0, T ;L2(M ;h−α))∩L2(0, T ;H1
0 (M ;h−α)))×

(L∞(0, T ;L2(M)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1(M))) is a weak solution of problem (2.2) if





(k1(·, t), h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ζ1(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(k1, h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2∂tζ1(·, t))

+ (h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇k1,∇ζ1)dt+

∫ t

0

(2∇ϕ0
1∇k2, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ζ1)ds

=

∫ t

0

(f1, h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ζ1)ds

(k2(·, t), ζ2(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(k2, ∂tζ2)ds+

∫ t

0

(∇k2,∇ζ2)

+ (2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k2 − 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1, ζ2)ds

=

∫ t

0

(f2, ζ2)ds

(2.4)

for each ζ1 ∈W
1,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α), ζ2 ∈W
1,1
2 (QT ) and any t ∈ (0, T ), where (·, ·) denotes the inner

product in L2(M).

Proposition 2.4. For every f = (f1, f2) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(M ;h−α+1)) × L2(QT ), there exists a

unique weak solution k = (k1, k2) satisfying (2.2).

We will look for functions kN1 , k
N
2 of the form

kN1 =

N∑

m=1

CN,1
m (t)ψ1

m, kN2 =

N∑

m=1

CN,2
m (t)ψ2

m, (2.5)

where we hope to select the coefficients CN,1
m (t), CN,2

m (t) such that





(∂tk
N
1 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m)− (div(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇kN1 ), ψ1

m)

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k

N
2 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m) = (f1, h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m),

(∂tk
N
2 , ψ

2
m)− (∆kN2 , ψ

2
m) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2kN2 , ψ
2
m)

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k
N
1 , ψ

2
m) = (f2, ψ

2
m)

CN,1
m (0) = 0, CN,2

m (0) = 0

(2.6)
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for 0 6 t 6 T , m = 1, 2, . . . , N . Then (2.5) and (2.6) imply





∂tC
N,1
m (t) +

N∑

l=1

C
N,1
l (t)Aml +

N∑

l=1

C
N,2
l (t)Bml = F 1

m

∂tC
N,2
m (t) +

N∑

l=1

C
N,2
l (t)Cml +

N∑

l=1

C
N,1
l (t)Dml = F 2

m

CN,1
m (0) = 0

CN,2
m (0) = 0,

(2.7)

where the coefficients are as follows

Aml = (h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ψ1

l ,∇ψ
1
m),

Bml = (2∇ϕ0
1∇ψ

2
l , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m),

Cml = 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2ψ2

l , ψ
2
m)− (∆ψ2

l , ψ
2
m),

Dml = (−2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇ψ
1
l , ψ

2
m),

F 1
m = (f1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m), F 2
m = (f2, ψ

2
m).

This forms a 2N dimensional linear system of ODEs subject to initial conditions CN,1
m (0) =

0, CN,2
m (0) = 0. According to standard existence theory for ODEs, there exists a unique solution

{CN,1
1 (t), . . . , CN,1

N (t), CN,2
1 (t), . . . , CN,2

N (t)} on [0, T ] such that (2.7) holds. And then kN1 , k
N
2

defined by (2.5) solve (2.6).

To obtain the solution of (2.2), we need to derive the energy estimate for (2.6). This will allow

us to establish the corresponding weak convergence. To prove this, we will utilize the following

remark.

Remark 2.5. Using Corollary 4.1 of [21], we have

∫

M

|kN1 |2

h2α+2
dV (t) ≤ C

∫

M

|∇kN1 |2

h2α
dV (t), for N = 1, 2, . . . , and t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.8)

Lemma 2.6. (Energy estimate). There exists a constantC, depending onM , T and ϕ0 such that

max
06t6T

(‖ρ−αkN1 ‖L2(M) + ‖kN2 ‖2L2(M)) + ‖ρ−αkN1 ‖L2(0,T ;H1(M)) + ‖kN2 ‖L2(0,T ;H1(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)))

for N = 1, 2, · · · .

Proof. Multiply the first equation of (2.6) byCN,1
m (t) and the second equation of (2.6) byCN,2

m (t),
then sum for m = 1, · · · , N . Recall (2.5) to obtain the following system of equations for

0 6 t 6 T :





(∂tk
N
1 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2kN1 )− (div(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇kN1 ), kN1 )

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k

N
2 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2kN1 ) = (f1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2kN1 ),

(∂tk
N
2 , k

N
2 )− (∆kN2 , k

N
2 ) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2kN2 , k
N
2 )

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k
N
1 , k

N
2 ) = (f2, k

N
2 ).

(2.9)

Notice that

(∂tk
N
1 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2kN1 ) = ∂t

1

2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |k1|

2dV and (∂tk
N
2 , k

N
2 ) = ∂t

1

2

∫

M

|kN2 |2dV.

7



Then (2.9) and Cauchy’s inequality yield

∂t
1

2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |kN1 |2dV +

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇kN1 |2dV

≤C

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |kN1 |2 + h−2α+2e−2ϕ0

2 |f1|
2dV

+ δ

∫

M

|∇kN2 |2 + h−2α−2|kN1 |2dV

(2.10)

and

∂t
1

2

∫

M

|kN2 |2dV +

∫

M

|∇kN2 |2dV

≤C

∫

M

|kN2 |2 + |f2|
2dV + δ

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇kN1 |2dV.

(2.11)

In fact, we used integration by parts in M \ Γ, which holds true and is not difficult to be deduced

from Lemma 3.1 in [21]. Adding (2.10) and (2.11), we take δ > 0 small to get

∂t
1

2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |kN1 |2 + |kN2 |2dV +

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2dV

≤C(

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |kN1 |2 + |kN2 |2dV +

∫

M

h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2 |f1|

2 + |f2|
2dV ).

(2.12)

where we used (2.8) in the first inequality. Thus the Gronwall’s inequality yields the estimate

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |kN1 |2 + |kN2 |2dV (t) ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

M

h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2 |f1|

2 + |f2|
2dV ds.

Returning to inequality (2.12), we integrate from 0 to T with respect to t and employ the

inequality above to find

∫ T

0

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2dV ds ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

M

h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2 |f1|

2 + |f2|
2dV ds.

Remark 2.7. Take ε such that 0 < ε < 1
2 (α− 1). Then, Lemma 2.6 still holds provided that the

initial function (ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)×{u ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)|u =

0 on Γ}.

Next, we give the proof of Proposition 2.4.

Proof. For any N,m, t,

CN,1
m (t) =

∫

M

kN1 h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ψ1
mdV ≤ ‖kN1 ‖L2(M ;h−α),

CN,2
m (t) =

∫

M

kN2 ψ
2
mdV ≤ ‖kN2 ‖L2(M).

Lemma 2.6 yields that CN,1
m (t) and CN,2

m (t) are uniformly bounded aboutN,m, t. Next, we will

prove that for fixed m, CN,1
m (t) and CN,2

m (t) are equi-continuous about N . With the uniform

estimates above, we integrate from t to t+∆t in (2.7) to find

|CN,1
m (t+∆t)− CN,1

m (t)|

≤C
(
‖f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M ;h−α+1)) + ‖∇kN2 ‖L2(QT ) + ‖∇kN1 ‖L2(0,T ;L2(M ;h−α))

)

· ‖ψ1
m‖H1(M ;h−α)|∆t|

1
2 ≤ C|∆t|

1
2
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and

|CN,2
m (t+∆t)− CN,2

m (t)|

≤C
(
‖f2‖L2(QT ) + ‖kN2 ‖L2(QT ) + ‖∇kN2 ‖L2(QT ) + ‖∇kN1 ‖L2(QT ;ρ−α)

)
· ‖ψ2

m‖H1(M)|∆t|
1
2

≤C|∆t|
1
2 ,

where we have used the Hölder inequality and C is independent of N,m and ∆t.
Hence, for every fixed m, {(CN,1

m (t), CN,2
m (t))}N is equi-continuous about N . By the Gen-

eralized Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem, there exist a subsequence {(CNi,1
m (t), CNi,2

m (t))}Ni
and func-

tions C1
m(t), C2

m(t) such that

(CNi,1
m (t), CNi,2

m (t)) → (C1
m(t), C2

m(t)) uniformly as Ni → ∞ in [0, T ].

Using the orthogonality of the basis functions and the energy estimate provided in Lemma 2.6 ,

for any r ∈ N with r ≤ N , we can derive the following result:

r∑

m=1

[CN,1
m (t)]2 ≤ ‖kN1 (·, t)‖2L2(M ;h−α) ≤ C,

r∑

m=1

[CN,2
m (t)]2 ≤ ‖kN2 (·, t)‖2L2(M) ≤ C,

where t ∈ [0, T ] and C is independent of N and t. Let N tend to +∞ as Ni, then for any r ∈ N,

r∑

m=1

[C1
m(t)]2 + [C2

m(t)]2 ≤ C, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.13)

Set k1 =
∞∑

m=1
C1

m(t)ψ1
m, k2 =

∞∑
m=1

C2
m(t)ψ2

m. According to (2.13), for any t ∈ [0, T ],

k1(·, t) ∈ L2(M ;h−α), k2(·, t) ∈ L2(M) and

sup
06t6T

‖k1(·, t)‖L2(M ;h−α) + sup
06t6T

‖k2(·, t)‖L2(M) ≤ C.

Therefore, for m 6 Ni,

(kNi

1 (·, t)− k1(·, t), h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m) + (kNi

2 (·, t)− k2(·, t), ψ
2
m)

= CNi,1
m (t)− C1

m(t) + CNi,2
m (t)− C2

m(t)

→ 0, uniformly in [0, T ].

Thus for any φ1 ∈ L2(M ;h−α), φ2 ∈ L2(M), we have

(kNi

1 (·, t)− k1(·, t), h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2φ1) + (kNi

2 (·, t)− k2(·, t), φ2) → 0, uniformly in [0, T ].

By Lemma 2.6, there also exist subsequences of {h−αe−ϕ0
2kNi

1 }∞i=1 and {kNi

2 }∞i=1 such that the

following weak convergences hold:

{
h−αe−ϕ0

2kNi

1 ⇀ h−αe−ϕ0
2k1, k

Ni

2 ⇀ k2 in L2(M),

h−αe−ϕ0
2∇kNi

1 ⇀ h−αe−ϕ0
2∇k1, ∇k

Ni

2 ⇀ ∇k2 in L2(QT ).

Next we will check that k1, k2 satisfy (2.4). Set

φr1(x, t) =
r∑

m=1

θ1m(t)ψ1
m(x), φr2(x, t) =

r∑

m=1

θ2m(t)ψ2
m(x), (2.14)
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where θ1m, θ
2
m(m = 1, 2, · · · , r.) are smooth functions in [0,T]. It’s easy to check that kNi

1 and

kNi

2 satisfy

(kNi

1 (·, t), h−2αe−2ϕ0
2φr1(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(kNi

1 , h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∂tφ

r
1)ds+

∫ t

0

(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇kNi

1 ,∇φr1)ds

=

∫ t

0

−(2∇ϕ0
1∇k

Ni

2 , h−2αe−2ϕ0
2φr1) + (f1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2φr1)ds

and

(kNi

2 (·, t), φr2(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(kNi

2 , ∂tφ
r
2)ds+

∫ t

0

(∇kNi

2 ,∇φr2)ds

=

∫ t

0

(f2, φ
r
2)− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2kNi

2 , φr2) + (2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k
Ni

1 , φr2)ds.

As Ni tends to infinity, k1 and k2 satisfy the following equatities:

(k1(·, t), h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2φr1(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(k1, h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2∂tφ
r
1)ds+

∫ t

0

(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇k1,∇φ

r
1)ds

=

∫ t

0

−(2∇ϕ0
1∇k2, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2φr1) + (f1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2φr1)ds

and

(k2(·, t), φ
r
2(·, t))−

∫ t

0

(k2, ∂tφ
r
2)ds+

∫ t

0

(∇k2,∇φ
r
2)ds

=

∫ t

0

(f2, φ
r
2)− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2k2, φ
r
2) + (2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1, φ

r
2)ds.

The equalities hold for all functions ζ1 ∈ W
1,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α) and ζ2 ∈ W
1,1
2 (QT ) as functions of

the form given in (2.14) are dense in these two spaces, respectively.

Regarding the uniqueness of the solution, it suffices to check that the only weak solution to

(2.2) when f ≡ 0 is k ≡ 0. By Lemma 2.6, we can conclude that

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |k1|

2 + |k2|
2dV (t) +

∫ T

0

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇k1|

2 + |∇k2|
2dV ds = 0.

It’s easy to see that k ≡ 0.

2.2 Weighted regularity estimates

In this section, we will provide some weighted estimates for the solutions of (2.2) in order to

improve their regularity. For brevity, we denote the time derivatives (∂tk1, ∂tk2) of a given

vector function k = (k1, k2) by k̃ = (k̃1, k̃2).

Lemma 2.8. If (k1, k2) is the solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

sup
06t6T

(‖ρ−α∂tk1(t)‖L2(M) + ‖∂tk2(t)‖
2
L2(M) + ‖ρ−αk1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖k2(t)‖

2
H1(M))

+ ‖ρ−α∂tk1‖L2(0,T ;H1(M)) + ‖∂tk2‖L2(0,T ;H1(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖H1(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−αf1(0)‖
2
L2(M) + ‖f2(0)‖

2
L2(M)

)
.
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Proof. Fixing N > 1 and differentiating equations (2.6) with respect to t, we find





(∂tk̃N1 , h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m)− (div(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇k̃N1 ), ψ1
m)

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̃

N
2 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m) = (∂tf1, h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m),

(∂tk̃N2 , ψ
2
m)− (∆k̃N2 , ψ

2
m) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2k̃N2 , ψ
2
m)

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃
N
1 , ψ

2
m) = (∂tf2, ψ

2
m),m = 1, . . .N.

(2.15)

Multiply the first equation of (2.15) by
dCN,1

m

dt
and multiply the second equation of (2.15) by

dCN,2
m

dt
, then sum for m = 1, · · · , N to find





(∂tk̃N1 , h
−2αe−2ϕ0

2 k̃N1 )− (div(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇k̃N1 ), k̃N1 )

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̃

N
2 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2 k̃N1 ) = (∂tf1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2 k̃N1 ),

(∂tk̃N2 , k̃
N
2 )− (∆k̃N2 , k̃

N
2 ) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2k̃N2 , k̃
N
2 )

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃
N
1 , k̃

N
2 ) = (∂tf2, k̃N2 ).

(2.16)

Substituting kNi and fi with k̃Ni and f̃i (i = 1, 2) in the proof of Lemma 2.6, we have

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |k̃N1 |2 + |k̃N2 |2dV (t)

+

∫

QT

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̃N1 |2 + |∇k̃N2 |2dV ds

≤C(

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∂tk

N
1 |2 + |∂tk

N
2 |2dV (0)

+ ‖h−α+1e−ϕ0
2 f̃1‖

2
L2(QT ) + ‖f̃2‖

2
L2(QT )).

(2.17)

We employ (2.6) to find ∂tk1(0) = f1(0) and ∂tk2(0) = f2(0), therefore

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∂tk

N
1 |2 + |∂tk

N
2 |2dV (0) ≤ C

(
‖h−αe−ϕ0

2f1(0)‖
2
L2(M) + ‖f2(0)‖

2
L2(M)

)
.

Passing to limits as N = Ni → ∞ in (2.17), we deduce that

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |k̃1|

2 + |k̃2|
2dV (t) +

∫

QT

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̃1|

2 + |∇k̃2|
2dV ds

≤C(‖h−αe−ϕ0
2f1(0)‖

2
L2(M) + ‖f2(0)‖

2
L2(M)

+ ‖h−α+1e−ϕ0
2 f̃1‖

2
L2(QT ) + ‖f̃2‖

2
L2(QT )).

(2.18)

Fixing N ≥ 1, we multiply the first equation of (2.6) by
dCN,1

m

dt
and multiply the second equation

of (2.6) by
dCN,2

m

dt
, summing m from 1 to N to discover

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∂tk

N
1 |2 + |∂tk

N
2 |2dV +

1

2
∂t

∫

M

(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2)dV

=− 2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇ϕ0

1|
2kN2 ∂tk

N
2 dV +

∫

M

2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k
N
1 ∂tk

N
2 dV

− 2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∂tk

N
1 ∇ϕ0

1∇k
N
2 dV +

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2f1∂tk

N
1 + f2∂tk

N
2 dV.
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By the assumption of ϕ0
1 and Young’s inequality, we find

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∂tk

N
1 |2 + |∂tk

N
2 |2dV +

1

2
∂t

∫

M

(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2)dV

≤C

(∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
1 |∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2 + |kN2 |2 + |f2|

2

+h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2|f1|

2 + h−2α−2e−2ϕ0
2 |∂tk

N
1 |2dV

)
.

Integrating the above inequality in [0, T ] and by Remark 2.5, Lemma 2.6 and (2.18), we find that

∫

QT

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |k̃N1 |2 + |k̃N2 |2dV ds

+ sup
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇kN1 |2 + |∇kN2 |2dV (t)

≤C

(∫ T

0

∫

M

h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2(|f1|

2 + |f̃1|
2) + |f2|

2 + |f̃2|
2dV ds

+‖h−αe−ϕ0
1f1‖

2
L2(M)(0) + ‖f2‖

2
L2(M)(0)

)
.

(2.19)

Taking subsequences {kNi

1 }i and {kNi

2 }i and passing to limits as Ni → ∞, we deduce

kNi

1 → k1 in L∞(0, T ;H1(M ;h−α)), ∂tk
Ni

1 → ∂tk1 in L2(0, T ;L2(M ;h−α)),

kNi

2 → k2 in L∞(0, T ;H1(M)), ∂tk
Ni

2 → ∂tk2 in L2(0, T ;L2(M)).

Hence we have the desired estimate.

Remark 2.9. Take ε such that 0 < ε < 1
2 (α− 1). If the initial function

(ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)× {u ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)|u = 0 on Γ},

then there exists a constant C depending on M , T and ϕ0 such that

sup
06t6T

(‖ρ−α+1k1‖H1(M) + ‖k2‖
2
H1(M))

+ ‖ρ−α+1∂tk1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tk2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)).

Lemma 2.10. If (k1, k2) is a solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

sup
06t6T

(‖ρ−α+1∂tk1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖∂tk2(t)‖H1(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tk1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M))

+ ‖∂tk2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂2t k1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂2t k2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖
2
H1(M)

+ ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
H1(M)).

Proof. By equation (2.2) and direct calculation, we have

∂t(ρ
−α+1k1)−∆(ρ−α+1k1) = −2∇(ρ−α+1)∇k1 −∆(ρ−α+1)k1

+ ρ−α+1(−2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇k1 − 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2 + f1),

∂tk2 −∆k2 = −2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1 + f2.

(2.20)
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Differentiating equations in (2.20) with respect to t, we can get

∂t(ρ
−α+1k̃1)−∆(ρ−α+1k̃1) = −2∇(ρ−α+1)∇k̃1 −∆(ρ−α+1)k̃1

+ ρ−α+1(−2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇k̃1 − 2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃2 + ∂tf1),

∂tk̃2 −∆k̃2 = −2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k̃2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k̃1 + ∂tf2.

(2.21)

Notice that

ρ−α+1k̃1(0) = ρ−α+1∂tk1(0) = ρ−α+1f1(0), k̃2(0) = ∂tk2(0) = f2(0). (2.22)

The equations (2.21) with the initial function (2.22) have weak solutions, since the right-hand

sides of the equations belong to L2(QT ) and ρ−α+1k̃1(0), k̃2(0) ∈ L2(M). By the regularity of

parabolic equations, in view of Theorem 5 of Chapter 7.1 of [5], we have

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖ρ−α+1k̃1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖k̃2(t)‖H1(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1k̃1(t)‖L2(0,T ;H2(M))

+ ‖k̃2(t)‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tk̃1(t)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tk̃2(t)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1∂tk̃1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∇2(ρ−α+1k̃1)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2(0)‖H1(M)

+‖∂tk̃2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∇2k̃2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖H1(M)

)
.

(2.23)

By combining Lemma 2.8, we can complete the proof.

Lemma 2.11. If (k1, k2) is a solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

‖ρ−α+3k1‖L2(0,T ;H4(M)) + ‖k2‖L2(0,T ;H4(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+3f1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖H1(M)

+ ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2(0)‖H1(M)).

Proof. According to Proposition 2.4, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8, we find that the equations

∆k2 =∂tk2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k2 − 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1 − f2,

∆(ρ−α+1k1) =ρ
−α+1(∂tk1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2 − f1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+1)∇k1 +∆(ρ−α+1)k1,

∆(ρ−α+2k1) =ρ
−α+2(∂tk1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2 − f1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+2)∇k1 +∆(ρ−α+2)k1,

∆(ρ−α+3k1) =ρ
−α+3(∂tk1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2 − f1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+3)∇k1 +∆(ρ−α+3)k1

all possess weak solutions, since the right-hand sides of the equations belong to L2(M). By the

regularity of elliptic equations, in view of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 of Chapter 6.3 in [5], we

have
‖k2‖

2
H2(M) ≤ C(‖k2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k2‖

2
L2(M)),

‖ρ−α+1k1‖
2
H2(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+1k1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+2k1)‖

2
L2(M)),
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‖k2‖
2
H3(M) ≤ C(‖k2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k2‖

2
H1(M)),

‖ρ−α+2k1‖
2
H3(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+2k1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+2k1)‖

2
H1(M)).

‖k2‖
2
H4(M) ≤ C(‖k2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k2‖

2
H2(M)),

‖ρ−α+3k1‖
2
H4(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+3k1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+3k1)‖

2
H2(M)).

Integrating from 0 to T and utilizing the estimate from Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.10, we have

completed the proof.

Remark 2.12. Take ε such that 0 < ε < 1
2 (α − 1), if the initial function

(ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)× {u ∈ C [2α−2ε],2α−2ε−[2α−2ε](M)|u = 0 on Γ},

then there exists a constant C depending on M , T and ϕ0 such that

‖ρ−α+1k1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖k2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))).

Theorem 2.13. For any t ∈ [0, T ], if (k1, k2) is a solution of (2.2), then k1 ∈ W
4,2
2 (QT ; ρ

−α)
and k2 ∈W

4,2
2 (QT ). Futhermore,

‖k1‖
2
W

4,2
2 (QT ;ρ−α)

+ ‖k2‖
2
W

4,2
2 (QT )

≤C
(
‖f1‖

2
W

2,1
2 (QT ;ρ−α)

+ ‖f2‖
2
W

2,1
2 (QT )

+ ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖H1(M) + ‖f2(0)‖H1(M)

)
.

Moreover, according to the Sobolev embedding theorem, for i = 1, 2, 3, we have

ρ−α+3∇xi
k1,∇xi

k2 ∈ C
1
2 ,

1
4 (QT ),

and

‖∇(ρ−α+3k1)‖
C

1
2
, 1
4 (QT )

+ ‖∇k2‖
C

1
2
, 1
4 (QT )

≤ C
(
‖ρ−α+3k1‖W 4,2

2 (QT ) + ‖k2‖W 4,2
2 (QT )

)
.

Since f = (f1, f2) ∈ C × D, we have k1, k2 ∈ C2+β,1+ β
2 (M\Γ× [0, T ]). For any fixed

t ∈ [0, T ], the regularity theorem of elliptic equations and Lemma 2.8 yield

‖ρ−α+1k1(t)‖H2(M)

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−αf1(0)‖

2
L2(M)

+‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
L2(M)

)
.

(2.24)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

‖ρ−α+1k1(t)‖
C

0, 1
2 (M)

≤C‖ρ−α+1k1(t)‖H2(M).

In conclusion, |k1(x, t)| ≤ Cρα−1, ∀(x, t) ∈M × [0, t], where C is the right hand side of (2.24).

Next, we will give the weighted Schauder estimates using the method of classical theory for

the linear parabolic equations.

Lemma 2.14. For any x0 ∈M\Γ and 2 < γ < 2α, ifB1(x0)∩Γ 6= ∅, let v ∈ C2+β,1+β
2 ((B1(x0)\

Γ) × [0, T ]) and |∇v| ≤ C
′

ρ−δ with δ < 1, f ∈ Cβ, β2 (QT ) with max
B1(x0)×[0,T ]

(ρ−γ+2|f |) ≤ C
′

.

Then there is a uniform constant Cγ depending only on C
′

, δ, γ, such that if u is a solution of




∂tu−∆u = 2∇u(

α∇ρ

ρ
+∇v) + f in B1(x0)× [0, T ]

u = 0 on B1(x0)× {t = 0}

14



and |u|C0(∂B 2
3
(x0)×[0,T ]) ≤ C

′

, u|Γ×[0,T ] ≡ 0, then

|u(x, t)| ≤ Cγρ(x)
γ , in B1(x0)× [0, T ].

Proof. It’s similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4 of [21] by constructing the barrier and using maxi-

mum principle. For any x0 ∈ Γ ∩ B1(x0), we choose ργ + ργ−δrx0
(x)2 as upper barrier for u,

where δ ≤ γ < 2α, 0 < δ < 1 and rx0(x) is the projection onto Γ of the distance between x0 and

x for any fixed x0 in B1(x0). By direct computations, we can see that there is a neighborhoodU

of Γ ∩B1(x0) such that

(∂t −∆− 2(
α∇ρ

ρ
+∇v)∇)(ργ + ργ−δrx0

(x)2) ≥ C0ρ
γ−2 in U × [0, T ].

Assume µ is a small positive constant, then

(∂t −∆− 2(
α∇ρ

ρ
+∇v)∇)[(ργ + ργ−δrx0

(x)2)‖ρ2−γf‖C0(B1(x0)×[0,T ]) ± µu]

≥(C0 − µ)‖ρ2−γf‖C0(B1(x0)×[o,T ])ρ
γ−2 ≥ 0 in U × [0, T ].

(2.25)

Now, fix ε̃ such that lε̃ = γ for some l > 0. Initially, we set δ = γ = ε̃. Using the maximum

principle and comparing u and ργ + rx0
(x)2 for any x0 in Γ ∩ B1(x0), we obtain |u(x, t)| ≤

C‖ρ−γ+2f‖C0(B1(x0)×[0,T ])ρ
ε̃ ≤ Cγρ

ε̃. Then, we repeat this argument with γ = jε̃, δ = ε̃ for

2 6 j 6 l to complete the proof.

Note that the second equation of (2.2) is equivalent to

∂tk1 −∆k1 + 2(
α∇h

h
+∇ϕ0

2)∇k1 = f1 − 2∇ϕ0
1∇k2. (2.26)

Denote F1 := f1 − 2∇ϕ0
1∇k2, we apply Lemma 2.14 to k1,

‖ρ−γ+2F1‖C0(QT ) ≤ C(‖k2‖W 4,2
2 (QT ) + ‖ρ−γ+2f1‖C0(QT ) 6 C

′

,

where C
′

= C
′

(M, f1, f2). We obtain

|k1(x, t)| 6 C max
B1(x)

(ρ−γ+2|f1|+ |∇k2|)ρ(x)
γ for (x, t) ∈ B1(x) × [0, T ]. (2.27)

Next, we aim to improve the regularity of k1, k2. Set g1 = f1 − 2(α∇h
h

+ ∇ϕ0
2)∇k1 −

2∇ϕ0
1∇k2, then

∂tk1 −∆k1 = g1. (2.28)

Take X = (x0, t0) ∈ QT , R = 1
6ρ(x0) and set QR(X) = BR(x0)× (t0, t0+R

2], ∂pQ4R(X) =
(BR(x0)× {t = t0}) ∪

(
∂BR(x0)× (t0, t0 +R2]

)
.

Consider the problem {
∂tw −∆w = g1 in Q4R(X)

w = 0 on ∂pQ4R(X).
(2.29)

There exists a solution to this problem since g1 ∈ L2(QT ). Set u = k1 − w, then u satisfies

∂tu−∆u = 0 in Q4R(X). (2.30)

By the properties for parabolic equations, we can get the lemmas.

Lemma 2.15. (Estimate of u). For u in (2.30), we have for any β ∈ (0, 1),

R2+β(‖∇2u‖Cβ(QR(X)) + ‖∂tu‖Cβ(QR(X))) +R2‖∇2u‖C0(QR(X)) +R2‖∂tu‖C0(QR(X))

+R‖∇u‖C0(QR(X)) ≤ C‖u‖C0(Q4R(X)).
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Lemma 2.16. (Estimate of w). For w in (2.29), we have for any β ∈ (0, 1),

R‖∇w‖C0(QR(X)) +R2
(
‖∇2w‖C0(QR(X)) + ‖∂tw‖C0(QR(X))

)
+R2+β

(
‖∇2w‖Cβ(QR(X))

+ ‖∂tw‖Cβ(QR(X))

)
≤ C

(
‖w‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2+β‖g1‖Cβ(Q4R(X))

)
,

where C = C(β).

Once we have these two lemmas, we can prove the weighted Schauder estimates.

Theorem 2.17. There is a uniform constant C such that for any 0 < β < min{2α − 2, 1} and

2 + β < γ < 2α,

sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X

(
|∇2k1(X)|+ |∂tk1(X)|

)

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

(
|∇2k1(X)−∇2k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+

|∂tk1(X)− ∂tk1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

)

≤C

(
sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β

)
,

where C = C(M,γ, β).

Proof. Set G1 := ‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)). Since w satisfies the equations (2.29), for any t ∈ [t0, t0 +
16R2)

{
∂t(G1(t− t0)± w)−∆(G1(t− t0)± w) = G1 ± g1 ≥ 0 in Q4R(X)

G1(t− t0)± w ≥ 0 on ∂pQ4R(X).

By the maximum principle, we have min
Q4R(X)

G1(t − t0) ± w = min
∂pQ4R(X)

G1(t − t0) ± w ≥

0, |w| ≤ G1(t− t0) ≤ 16G1R
2. That is

‖w‖C0(Q4R(X)) ≤ CR2‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)). (2.31)

Notice that k1 = u+ w, by Lemma 2.15 and Lemma 2.16, we have

R‖∇k1‖C0(QR(X)) +R2(‖∇2k1‖C0(QR(X)) + ‖∂tk1‖C0(QR(X)))

+R2+β([∇2k1]β,QR(X) + [∂tk1]β,QR(X))

≤C(‖w‖C0(Q4R(X)) + ‖k1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2+β[g1]β,Q4R(X))

≤C(‖k1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2+β [g1]β,Q4R(X)).

(2.32)

For any X = (x, t) ∈ QT , recall that R = 1
6ρX , ρY,Z = max{ρY , ρZ}. Following (2.32), for

any 2 + β < γ < 2α, we have

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|+ ρ

2−γ
X |∇2k1(X)|

≤(6R)1−γ‖∇k1‖C0(QR(X)) + (6R)2−γ‖∇2k1‖C0(QR(X))

≤C
(
R−γ‖k1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2−γ‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2+β−γ [g1]β,Q4R(X)

)

≤C

(
R−γ sup

Y ∈Q4R(X)

ρ
γ
Y sup

Y ∈Q4R(X)

ρ
−γ
Y |k1(Y )|

+R2−γ sup
Y ∈Q4R(X)

ρ
γ−2
Y sup

Y ∈Q4R(X)

ρ
2−γ
Y |g1(Y )|

+R2+β−γ sup
Y,Z∈Q4R(X)

ρ
γ−2−β
Y,Z sup

Y,Z∈Q4R(X)

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β

)

≤C

(
sup

X∈QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)|+ sup

Y,Z∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β

)
.

(2.33)
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Without loss of generality , let ρX ≥ ρY , then ρX,Y = 6R. In view of (2.32) and (2.33), we find

for any 2 + β < γ < 2α,

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|∇2k1(X)−∇2k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤(6R)2+β−γ [∇2k1]β,QR(X) + 62+β−γR2−γ
(
|∇2k1(X)|+ |∇2k1(Y )|

)

≤C
(
R−γ‖k1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2−γ‖g1‖C0(Q4R(X)) +R2+β−γ [g1]β,Q4R(X)

)

≤C

(
sup

X∈QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)|+ sup

Y,Z∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β

)
.

(2.34)

Note that ∂tk1 −∆k1 = g1, we have

sup
X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X |∂tk1(X)|+ sup

X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|∂tk1(X)− ∂tk1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤ sup
X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X (|∆k1(X)|+ |g1(X)|)

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

(
|∆k1(X)−∆k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+

|g1(X)− g1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

)

≤C

(
sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β

)
.

Combining with (2.33) and (2.34), the lemma holds.

Lemma 2.18. (Interpolation inequality). For any 2 < γ < 2α, ε > 0 and some constant

C = C(ε) we have

sup
QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|+ sup

X,Y ∈QT

ρ
1−γ+β
X,Y

|∇k1(X)−∇k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤ C sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ ε sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X |∇2k1(X)|,

(2.35)

where C = C(ε, γ, β).

Proof. By the interpolation inequality in [23], it’s easy to obtain.

Theorem 2.19. There is an uniform constant C such that for any 0 < β < min{2α− 2, 12}, 2+
β < γ < 2α,

‖k2‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT )

+ sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X (|∇2k1(X)|+ |∂tk1(X)|)

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y (

|∇2k1(X)−∇2k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+

|∂tk1(X)− ∂tk1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
)

≤C

(
‖∇k2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

+ sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ ‖f2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

+ sup
QT

ρ
2−γ
X |f1(X)|

+sup
QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|f1(Y )− f1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β
+ ‖k2‖W 2,1

2 (QT )

)
,

where C = C(M,ϕ0, γ, β).
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Proof. Recall that g1 = f1 − 2(α∇h
h

+ ∇ϕ0
2)∇k1 − 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2. According to ϕ0
1 ∈ A0 and

Theorem 2.17, we just need to estimate sup
QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)| and sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|g1(X)−g1(Y )|
δ(X,Y )β

.

sup
QT

ρ
2−γ
X |g1(X)| ≤ C

(
sup
QT

ρ
2−γ
X |f1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ(X)1−γ |∇k1(X)|+ ‖ρ∇k2‖C0(QT )

)
,

sup
QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|g1(X)− g1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
≤ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|f1(X)− f1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

+ sup
QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξη(X)− ξη(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|2∇ϕ0
1∇k2(X)− 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

(2.36)

where ξ = −2(α∇h
h

+∇ϕ0
2), η = ∇k1, |ξ(X)| ≤ Cρ−1

X . In fact, ξ is independent of t. For any

X,Y ∈ QT , assume ρX ≥ ρY , ρ
1−γ
X,Y = ρ

1−γ
X ≤ ρ

1−γ
Y , |∇ξ(X)| ≤ Cρ−2

X ,

sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)η(X)− ξ(Y )η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)− ξ(Y )||η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+ sup

X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)||η(X)− η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
.

(2.37)

Set d = µρX , µ ≤ 1
2 . If Y ∈ Qd(X), then (1 − µ)ρX ≤ ρY ≤ (1 + µ)ρX ,

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)− ξ(Y )||η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
≤ ρ

2+β−γ
X ‖∇ξ‖C0

Qd(X)
δ(X,Y )1−β |η(Y )|

≤ ρ
2+β−γ
X

1

(1− µ)2ρ2X
d1−β |η(Y )|

≤
µ1−β

(1 − µ)2
ρ
1−γ
X |η(Y )|

≤
µ1−β(1 + µ)γ−1

(1 − µ)2
sup

Y ∈Qd(X)

ρ
1−γ
Y |η(Y )|.

(2.38)

If Y 6∈ Qd(X), then for any γ > 2 + β, we have

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)− ξ(Y )||η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
≤ ρ

2+β−γ
X d−β(|ξ(X)|+ |ξ(Y )|)|η(Y )|

≤ ρ
2−γ
X µ−β(|ξ(X)|+ |ξ(Y )|)|η(Y )|

≤ Cµ−β(ρ1−γ
X |η(Y )|+ ρ

1−γ
Y |η(Y )|)

≤ Cρ
1−γ
Y |η(Y )|.

(2.39)

We conclude from (2.38) and (2.39) that

sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)− ξ(Y )||η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
≤ C sup

Y ∈QT

ρ
1−γ
Y |η(Y )|. (2.40)

Combining with (2.40), (2.37) yields

sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|ξ(X)η(X)− ξ(Y )η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤C( sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |η(X)|+ sup

X,Y ∈QT

ρ
1+β−γ
X,Y

|η(X)− η(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
).
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Next, for the third term of the right hand of (2.36),

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|2∇ϕ0
1∇k2(X)− 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β

≤C

(
ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y |∇ϕ0

1(X)|
|∇k2(X)−∇k2(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+ ρ

2+β−γ
X,Y

|∇ϕ0
1(X)−∇ϕ0

1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
|∇k2(Y )|

)

≤C

(
‖∇k2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

+ ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|∇ϕ0
1(X)−∇ϕ0

1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
|∇k2(Y )|

)
.

If Y ∈ Qd(X), then (1− µ)ρX ≤ ρY ≤ (1 + µ)ρX , 0 ≤ δ(X,Y ) ≤ d,

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|∇ϕ0
1(X)−∇ϕ0

1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
|∇k2(Y )|

≤ρ2+β−γ
X ‖∇2ϕ0

1‖C0(Qd(X))δ(X,Y )1−β |∇k2(Y )|

≤ρ2+β−γ
X (1 + µ)γ−2ρ

γ−2
X d1−β |∇k2(Y )|

≤C‖∇k2‖C0(QT ).

If Y 6∈ Qd(X), δ(X,Y ) ≥ d, then

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|∇ϕ0
1(X)−∇ϕ0

1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
|∇k2(Y )|

≤ρ2+β−γ
X d−β(|∇ϕ0

1(X)|+ |∇ϕ0
1(Y )|)|∇k2(Y )|

≤ρ2−γ
X µ−β(|∇ϕ0

1(X)|+ |∇ϕ0
1(Y )|)|∇k2(Y )|

≤C‖∇k2‖C0(QT ).

So

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y

|2∇ϕ0
1∇k2(X)− 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
≤ C‖∇k2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

.

By (2.36),

sup
QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|g1(Y )− g1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β
≤ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|f1(Y )− f1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β
+ C( sup

X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|

+ sup
QT

ρ
1+β−γ
X,Y

|∇k1(X)−∇k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+ ‖∇k2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

).

According to Theorem 2.17 and Lemma 2.18 and choosing ε small in Lemma 2.18, we can obtain

sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X (|∇2k1(X)|+ |∂tk1(X)|)

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y (

|∇2k1(X)−∇2k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+

|∂tk1(X)− ∂tk1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
)

≤C

(
sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2−γ
X |f1(X)|+ sup

QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|f1(Y )− f1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β
+ ‖∇k2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

)
.

Consider the second equation of (2.2). The standard parabolic theory yields

‖k2‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT )

≤C(‖f2‖
C

β,
β
2 (QT )

+ sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k1(X)|

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
1+β−γ
X,Y

|∇k1(X)−∇k1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+ ‖k2‖W 2,1

2 (QT )).

Applying Lemma 2.18, we finish the proof.
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Combined with Theorem 2.13 and (2.27), we have

‖k1‖W 4,2
2 (QT ;ρ−α) + ‖k2‖W 4,2

2 (QT ) + ‖k1‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT ;ρ−γ)

+ ‖k2‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT )

6C(‖f1‖W 2,1
2 (QT ;ρ−α) + ‖f2‖W 2,1

2 (QT ) + ‖f1‖
C

β,
β
2 (QT ;ρ−γ)

+ ‖f2‖
C

β,
β
2 (QT )

+ ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖H1(M) + ‖f2(0)‖H1(M)).

Next, we give the similar weighted estimates for (k̃1, k̃2) as we did for (k1, k2) in the follow-

ing lemmas. For brevity, we denote the second-order time derivatives (∂2t k1, ∂
2
t k2) of a given

vector function k = (k1, k2) by k̂ = (k̂1, k̂2).

Lemma 2.20. If (k1, k2) is the solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖ρ−α+2∂tk̃1(t)‖L2(M) + ‖∂tk̃2(t)‖L2(M) + ‖ρ−α+2k̃1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖k̃2(t)‖H1(M))

+ ‖ρ−α+2∂tk̃1‖L2(0,T ;H1(M)) + ‖∂tk̃2‖L2(0,T ;H1(M))

≤C(‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+ ‖f2‖H2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+2f1(0)‖H2(M)

+ ‖ρ−α+2∂tf1(0)‖L2(M) + ‖f2(0)‖H2(M) + ‖∂tf2(0)‖L2(M)).

Proof. We know that the functions of form (2.14) are dense in the space W
1,1
2 (QT ; ρ

−α). In

particular by the first equation of (2.15),

(∂tk̃1
N
, h−2αe−2ϕ0

2Λ)− (div(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇k̃N1 ),Λ)

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̃

N
2 , h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2Λ) = (∂tf1, h

−2αe−2ϕ0
2Λ)

(2.41)

for each Λ ∈ H1(M,h−α) and a.e. 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Taking Λ = h4ψ1
m in (2.41), we deduce

(∂tk̃N1 , h
−2α+4e−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m)− (h4div(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇k̃N1 ), ψ1
m)

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̃

N
2 , h

−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m) = (∂tf1, h
−2α+4e−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m).

(2.42)

Fix N > 1 and differentiate equation (2.42) and the second equation of (2.15) with respect to t,

we find 



(∂tk̂N1 , h
−2α+4e−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m)− (h4div(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇k̂N1 ), ψ1
m)

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̂

N
2 , h

−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2ψ1

m) = (∂2t f1, h
−2α+4e−2ϕ0

2ψ1
m),

(∂tk̂N2 , ψ
2
m)− (∆k̂N2 , ψ

2
m) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2k̂N2 , ψ
2
m)

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k̂
N
1 , ψ

2
m) = (∂2t f2, ψ

2
m),m = 1, . . .N.

(2.43)

Multiply the first equation of (2.43) by
d2CN,1

m

dt2
and the second equation by

d2CN,2
m

dt2
, then we

sum the results for m = 1, · · · , N to obtain the following:





(∂tk̂N1 , h
−2α+4e−2ϕ0

2 k̂N1 )− (h4div(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇k̂N1 ), k̂N1 )

+ 2(∇ϕ0
1∇k̂

N
2 , h

−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ) = (∂2t f1, h

−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ),

(∂tk̂N2 , k̂
N
2 )− (∆k̂N2 , k̂

N
2 ) + 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2k̂N2 , k̂
N
2 )

− 2(h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k̂
N
1 , k̂

N
2 ) = (∂2t f2, k̂

N
2 ).

(2.44)
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(2.44) yields

∂t
1

2

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2|k̂N1 |2dV +

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̂N1 |2dV

=− 4

∫

M

h−2α+3e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ∇k̂N1 ∇hdV − 2

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ∇ϕ0

1∇k̂
N
2 dV

+

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2∂2t f1k̂

N
1 dV

and

∂t
1

2

∫

M

|k̂N2 |2dV +

∫

M

|∇k̂N2 |2dV = −2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2|k̂N2 |2dV

+ 2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 k̂N2 ∇ϕ0

1∇k̂
N
1 dV +

∫

M

∂2t f2k̂
N
2 dV.

By the Cauchy inequality, we have

∂t
1

2

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV +

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̂N1 |2 + |∇k̂N2 |2dV

≤δ

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̂N1 |2 + |∇k̂N2 |2dV

+ C

∫

M

h−2α+2e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2 + h−2α+6e−2ϕ0

2 |∂2t f1|
2 + |∂2t f2|

2dV.

Taking δ = 1
2 and considering Lemma 2.10, the differential form of Gronwall’s inequality yields

the estimate

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV (t)

+

∫

QT

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̂N1 |2 + |∇k̂N2 |2dV ds

≤C
(
‖h−α+2e−ϕ0

2 k̂N1 (0)‖2L2(M) + ‖k̂N2 (0)‖2L2(M) + ‖ρ−α+1f1‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+ ‖ρ−α+1f̃1‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3f̂1‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖

2
H2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖
2
H1(M) + ‖f2(0)‖

2
H1(M)

)
.

Notice that ∂tk1(0) = f1(0) and ∂tk2(0) = f2(0),

∂2t k1(0) = ∆f1(0)− 2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇f1(0)− 2∇ϕ0

1∇f2(0) + ∂tf1(0),

∂2t k2(0) = ∆f2(0)− 2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2f2(0) + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇f1(0) + ∂tf2(0).

Therefore,

max
0≤t≤T

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV (t)

+

∫

QT

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̂N1 |2 + |∇k̂N2 |2dV ds

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f̃1‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+ ‖ρ−α+3f̂1‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖

2
H2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+2f1(0)‖

2
H2(M)

+‖ρ−α+2f̃1(0)‖
2
L2(M) + ‖f2(0)‖

2
H2(M) + ‖f̃2(0)‖

2
L2(M)

)
.

(2.45)
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Passing to limits as N = Ni → ∞ in (2.45), we obtain the desired estimate.

With N ≥ 1 fixed, we multiply equation (2.42) by
d2CN,1

m

dt2
and the second equation of (2.15)

by
d2CN,2

m

dt2
, and then sum over m from 1 to N to discover

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV +

1

2
∂t

∫

M

(h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̃N1 |2 + |∇k̃N2 |2)dV

=− 4

∫

M

h−2α+3e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ∇k̃N1 ∇hdV

− 2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k̃N2 k̂

N
2 dV +

∫

M

2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃
N
1 k̂

N
2 dV

− 2

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 k̂N1 ∇ϕ0

1∇k̃
N
2 dV +

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 f̃1k̂

N
1 + f̃2k̂

N
2 dV.

For each δ > 0, by the assumption of ϕ0
1 and the Young’s inequality, we have

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV +

1

2
∂t

∫

M

(h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̃N1 |2 + |∇k̃N2 |2)dV

≤δ

∫

M

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |k̂N1 |2 + |k̂N2 |2dV + C

∫

M

h−2α+6e−2ϕ0
2 |∂tf1|

2 + |∂tf2|
2dV

+ C

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇k̃N1 |2 + h−2α+2e−2ϕ0

2|∂tk̃N1 |2 + |k̃N2 |2 + |∇k̃N2 |2dV.

To obtain the desired estimate, we take δ = 1
4 and integrate the above inequality over [0, T ].

By utilizing Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.10, we find that

sup
0≤t≤T

∫

M

(h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∇k̃N1 |2 + |∇k̃N2 |2)dV (t)

+

∫

QT

h−2α+4e−2ϕ0
2 |∂tk̃N1 |2 + |∂tk̃N2 |2dV ds

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f̃1‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖f2‖
2
H1(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+1f1(0)‖

2
H1(M) + ‖f2‖

2
H1(M)(0)

)
.

Taking subsequences {k̃Ni

1 }i and{k̃Ni

2 }i and passing to limits as Ni → ∞, we deduce

k̃Ni

1 → k̃1 in L∞(0, T ;H1(M ;h−α+2)), ∂tk̃
Ni

1 → ∂tk̃1 in L2(0, T ;L2(M ;h−α+2)),

k̃Ni

2 → k̃2 in L∞(0, T ;H1(M)), ∂tk̃
Ni

2 → ∂tk̃2 in L2(0, T ;L2(M)).

Hence we have completed the proof.

Lemma 2.21. If (k1, k2) is a solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖ρ−α+3∂tk̃1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖∂tk̃2(t)‖H1(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tk̃1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M))

+ ‖∂tk̃2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t k̃1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂2t k̃2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖H1(0,T ;L2(M)) ++‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖H2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+3f1(0)‖H3(M) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tf1(0)‖H1(M) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
H3(M) + ‖∂tf2(0)‖H1(M)

)
.
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Proof. By equation (2.2) and direct calculation, we have

∂t(ρ
−α+3k1)−∆(ρ−α+3k1) = −2∇(ρ−α+3)∇k1 −∆(ρ−α+3)k1

+ ρ−α+3(−2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇k1 − 2∇ϕ0

1∇k2 + f1),

∂tk2 −∆k2 = −2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k1 + f2.

(2.46)

By differentiating equations twice in (2.46) with respect to t, we can get

∂t(ρ
−α+3k̂1)−∆(ρ−α+3k̂1) = −2∇(ρ−α+3)∇k̂1 −∆(ρ−α+3)k̂1

+ ρ−α+3(−2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇k̂1 − 2∇ϕ0

1∇k̂2 + ∂2t f1),

∂tk̂2 −∆k̂2 = −2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇ϕ0

1|
2k̂2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k̂1 + ∂2t f2.

(2.47)

Notice that

ρ−α+3k̂1(0) = ρ−α+3(∆f1(0)− 2(∇ϕ0
2 +

α∇h

h
)∇f1(0)− 2∇ϕ0

1∇f2(0) + ∂tf1(0)),

k̂2(0) = ∆f2(0)− 2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2|∇ϕ0

1|
2f2(0) + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇f1(0) + ∂tf2(0).

(2.48)

The equations(2.47) with the initial function (2.48) have weak solutions, since the right-hand

sides of the equations belong to L2(QT ) and ρ−α+3k̂1(0), k̂2(0) ∈ L2(M). By the regularity of

parabolic equations, in view of Theorem 5 of Chapter 7.1 of [5], we have

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖ρ−α+3k̂1(t)‖H1(M) + ‖k̂2(t)‖H1(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3k̂1(t)‖L2(0,T ;H2(M))

+ ‖k̂2(t)‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tk̂1(t)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tk̂2(t)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

≤C
(
‖∂t(ρ

−α+3k̂1)−∆(ρ−α+3k̂1)‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tk̂2 −∆k̂2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+3k̂1(0)‖H1(M) + ‖k̂2(0)‖H1(M)

)

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖H1(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖f2‖H2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+3f1(0)‖H3(M) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tf1(0)‖H1(M) + ‖f2(0)‖H3(M) + ‖∂tf2(0)‖H1(M)

)
.

Lemma 2.22. If (k1, k2) is a solution of (2.2), then there exists a constant C depending on M ,

T and ϕ0 such that

‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖L2(0,T ;H4(M)) + ‖k̃2‖L2(0,T ;H4(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+ ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖∂2t f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+3f1(0)‖H3(M) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
H3(M)

)
.

Proof. The equations

∆k̃2 =∂tk̃2 + 2h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∇ϕ0

1|
2k̃2 − 2h−2αe−2ϕ0

2∇ϕ0
1∇k̃1 − ∂tf2,

∆(ρ−α+1k̃1) =ρ
−α+1(∂tk̃1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k̃1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃2 − ∂tf1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+1)∇k̃1 +∆(ρ−α+1)k̃1,
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∆(ρ−α+2k̃1) =ρ
−α+2(∂tk̃1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k̃1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃2 − ∂tf1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+2)∇k̃1 +∆(ρ−α+2)k̃1,

∆(ρ−α+3k̃1) =ρ
−α+3(∂tk̃1 + 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇k̃1 + 2∇ϕ0

1∇k̃2 − ∂tf1)

+ 2∇(ρ−α+3)∇k̃1 +∆(ρ−α+3)k̃1

all possess weak solutions, since the right-hand sides of the equations belong to L2(M). By the

regularity of elliptic equations, in view of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 of Chapter 6.3 of [5], we

have
‖k̃2‖

2
H2(M) ≤ C(‖k̃2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k̃2‖

2
L2(M)),

‖ρ−α+1k̃1‖
2
H2(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+1k̃1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+1k̃1)‖

2
L2(M)),

‖k̃2‖
2
H3(M) ≤ C(‖k̃2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k̃2‖

2
H1(M)),

‖ρ−α+2k̃1‖
2
H3(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+2k̃1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+2k̃1)‖

2
H1(M)),

‖k̃2‖
2
H4(M) ≤ C(‖k̃2‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆k̃2‖

2
H2(M)),

‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖
2
H4(M) ≤ C(‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖

2
L2(M) + ‖∆(ρ−α+3k̃1)‖

2
H2(M)).

Integrating t from 0 to T and utilizing the estimate from Lemma 2.8, Lemma 2.10, Lemma 2.20,

Lemma 2.21, we deduce

‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖L2(0,T ;H4(M)) + ‖k̃2‖L2(0,T ;H4(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+ ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖∂2t f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖ρ−α+3f1(0)‖H3(M) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
H3(M)

)
.

Here we used the estimate

‖ρ−α+3∂tf1‖L∞(0,T ;H1(M)) + ‖∂tf2‖L∞(0,T ;H1(M))

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+3∂tf1‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3∂2t f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖∂tf2‖L2(0,T ;H2(M)) + ‖∂2t f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

)
.

which follows from Theorem 4 in Chapter 5.9.2 of [10].

In conclusion, we get the estimate

‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖W 4,2
2 (QT ) + ‖k̃2‖W 4,2

2 (QT )

≤C
(
‖ρ−α+3∂tf1‖W 2,1

2 (QT ) + ‖∂tf2‖W 2,1
2 (QT ) + ‖ρ−α+1f1‖L2(0,T ;L2(M))

+‖f2‖L2(0,T ;L2(M)) + ‖ρ−α+3f1(0)‖H3(M) + ‖f2(0)‖
2
H3(M)

)
.

In particular, ∂tk2 ∈ W
4,2
2 (QT ). Moreover, according to the Sobolev embedding theorem,

∇xi
∂tk2 ∈ C

1
2 ,

1
4 (QT ), i = 1, 2, 3 and ‖∇∂tk2‖

C
1
2
, 1
4 (QT )

6 C‖∂tk2‖W 4,2
2 (QT ). Since f =

(f1, f2) ∈ C × D, we have ∂tk1, ∂tk2 ∈ C2+β,1+ β
2 (M\Γ× [0, T ]).

It is worth mentioning that ∂tk1(0) = f1(0) 6= 0. However, it satisfies the condition

sup
x∈M

|ρ−γf1|(x, 0) ≤ C. Therefore, the result of Lemma 2.14 still holds for ∂tk1. We obtain

|∂tk1(x, t)| 6 Cρ(x)γ for (x, t) ∈ B1(x) × [0, T ]. (2.49)

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.19, we have
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Theorem 2.23. There is an uniform constant C such that for any 0 < β < min{2α− 2, 12}, 2 +
β < γ < 2α,

‖k̃2‖
C

2+β,1+
β
2 (QT )

+ sup
X∈QT

ρ
1−γ
X |∇k̃1(X)|+ sup

X∈QT

ρ
2−γ
X (|∇2k̃1(X)|+ |∂tk̃1(X)|)

+ sup
X,Y ∈QT

ρ
2+β−γ
X,Y (

|∇2k̃1(X)−∇2k̃1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
+

|∂tk̃1(X)− ∂tk̃1(Y )|

δ(X,Y )β
)

≤C

(
‖∇k̃2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

+ sup
QT

ρ
−γ
X |k̃1(X)|+ ‖∂tf2‖

C
β,

β
2 (QT )

+ sup
QT

ρ
2−γ
X |∂tf1(X)|

+sup
QT

ρ
2+β−γ
Y,Z

|∂tf1(Y )− ∂tf1(Z)|

δ(Y, Z)β
+ ‖k̃2‖W 2,1

2 (QT )

)
,

where C = C(M,ϕ0, β, γ).

So far, we have proven the Theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.24. By Theorem 4 in Chapter 5.9.2 of [10], we have

‖ρ−α+3∂2t k1(t)‖L∞(0,T ;H1(M)) + ‖∂2t k2(t)‖L∞(0,T ;H1(M))

+ ‖ρ−α+3∂tk1‖L∞(0,T ;H3(M)) + ‖∂tk2‖L∞(0,T ;H3(M))

6C(‖ρ−α+3k̃1‖W 4,2
2 (QT ) + ‖k̃2‖W 4,2

2 (QT )).

This ensures that DP(ϕ0, k) in (2.2) is an isomorphism of A× B → C ×D.

3 Existence of short time solutions

In this section, we will utilize the inverse function theorem on Banach spaces to prove the exis-

tence of short time solutions.

Theorem 3.1. For ϕ0 = (ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ A0×B0, there exists a δ > 0 and a function ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈

{ϕ0
1 +A} × {ϕ0

2 + B} solving (1.2) on the domain M × [0, δ).

Proof. According to Theorem 2.2, DP(ϕ0, k) in (2.2) is an isomorphism of A × B → C × D.

Therefore, by the inverse function theorem in Banach spaces, there exist a neighborhood V of 0

in A× B and a neighborhoodW of P(ϕ0) in C × D such that ϕb → P(ϕb + ϕ0) : V −→ W is

a homeomorphism. Consider the function

p(x, t) =

{
0, 0 6 t 6 δ

P(ϕ0), 2δ 6 t 6 T
(3.1)

such that p(x, t) is smooth for t ∈ [δ, 2δ]. It’s easy to verify that p(x, t) ∈ W when δ > 0 is

sufficiently small. Then there exists an unique ϕb ∈ V ⊂ A × B such that P(ϕb + ϕ0) = 0 in

M × [0, δ).

In the process of the proof, we need to pay attention to the selection of initial values ϕ0 =
(ϕ0

1, ϕ
0
2) to ensure that P(ϕ0) belongs to C × D.

4 Existence and regularity of long time solutions

To get the existence of long time solutions, the most important thing is obtaining a uniform

estimate for the solutions.
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Lemma 4.1. Assume ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) is a solution in [0, T ) of (1.2), then ϕ2 is uniformly bounded

in M × [0, T ).

Proof. We firstly denote Φ = (Φ1,Φ2) = (ϕ1, h
αeϕ2), Φ0 = (Φ0

1,Φ
0
2) = (ϕ0

1, h
αeϕ

0
2). Given

the hypothesis that the curvature of N is nonpositive, the Hessian H of the distance function

dN (·, ·) : N ×N → R is positive semi-definite. The tension of Φ is

τα(Φ) = ∆gΦα + Γα
ks(Φ)g(∇Φk,∇Φs), α = 1, 2,

where Γα
ks(Φ) are the Christoffel symbols of N evaluated along Φ and ∆g is the Laplace- Bel-

trami operator on M .

Next, we utilize the method outlined in Lemma 1 from [34] to obtain an inequality. Denoting

dp(·) = dN (p, ·), through direct calculus, we obtain the result that

∆gd(Φ,Φ
0) = ∇dΦτ(Φ

0) +∇dΦ0τ(Φ) +H(dΦ + dΦ0, dΦ+ dΦ0),

∂td(Φ,Φ
0) = ∇dΦ0 · ∂tΦ.

Hence,

(∂t −∆g)d(Φ,Φ
0) = ∇dΦ0(∂tΦ− τ(Φ)) −∇dΦτ(Φ

0)−H(dΦ+ dΦ0, dΦ+ dΦ0)

≤ ∇dΦ0(∂tΦ− τ(Φ)) −∇dΦτ(Φ
0).

(4.1)

Furthermore we see from equations (1.2) that

∂tΦ2 − τ(Φ2) = hαeϕ2(∂tϕ2 −∆ϕ2 − h−2αe2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 −∆(log h)) = 0,

∂tΦ1 − τ(Φ1) = ∂tϕ1 −∆ϕ1 − 2∇ϕ1ϕ2 + 2α
∇ϕ1∇h

h
= 0.

Therefore (4.1) implies

(∂t −∆g)d(Φ,Φ
0) ≤ −∇dΦτ(Φ

0) =: g(x) ≤ G

where G = max
M

|g(x)|.

Since M is assumed to be bounded, we can define d as the diameter of M . Taking a point

x̂ ∈M , define q(x, t) = G
6 (d

2 − |x− x̂|2)− d(Φ,Φ0). Then (∂t −∆)q(x, t) ≥ G− g ≥ 0. By

the weak maximum principle, we have

min
QT

q(x, t) = min
{t=0}

q(x, t) > 0.

Thus, q(x, t) ≥ 0 in QT . That is d(Φ,Φ0) ≤ G
6 (d

2 − |x− x̂|2) ≤ Gd2

6 in QT .

By the definition of the distance on the hyperplane H2 [3],

d(Φ,Φ0) = 2 tanh−1

√
(Φ1 − Φ0

1)
2 + (Φ2 − Φ0

2)
2

(Φ1 − Φ0
1)

2 + (Φ2 +Φ0
2)

2

= 2 tanh−1

√
h2α(e−ϕ2 − e−ϕ0

2)2 + (ϕ1 − ϕ0
1)

2

h2α(e−ϕ2 + e−ϕ0
2)2 + (ϕ1 − ϕ0

1)
2

≥ 2 tanh−1 |e−ϕ2 − e−ϕ0
2 |

e−ϕ2 + e−ϕ0
2

= ln
1 + |e−ϕ2−e−ϕ0

2 |

e−ϕ2+e−ϕ0
2

1− |e−ϕ2−e−ϕ0
2 |

e−ϕ2+e−ϕ0
2

= |ϕ2 − ϕ0
2|.

Therefore, |ϕ2(x, t)| ≤ |ϕ0
2(x)|+

Gd2

6 , ∀(x, t) ∈M × [0, T ).
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Next lemma will also be used in the later section to show the convergence of the solution.

Lemma 4.2. There exist positive constantsC depending onM,ϕ0 andC0 depending onM such

that for every t ∈ (0, T ) and x ∈M\Γ, there hold
∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dx(t) ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t

and

ρ
3
2−α|∂tϕ1|+ ρ

3
2 |∂tϕ2|(x, t) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 t.

Proof. Take θ(x, t) := |∂tΦ|
2
H2(x, t) = h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|

2 + |∂tϕ2|
2. By the Bochner identity

for harmonic maps, we can calculate that

(∂t −∆)(|∂tΦ|
2
H2) = −|∇∂tΦ|

2 +RH
2

(∇Φ, ∂tΦ,∇Φ, ∂tΦ) ≤ 0 (4.2)

where RH
2

is the Riemannian curvature tensors of H2. Then

d

dt

∫

M

θ2dx = 2

∫

M

θ∂tθdx ≤ 2

∫

M

θ∆θdx = −2

∫

M

|∇θ|2dx. (4.3)

According to the Poincaré inequality

−2

∫

M

|∇θ|2dx ≤ −C0

∫

M

θ2dx.

Thus we have

d

dt

∫

M

θ2dx ≤ −C0

∫

M

θ2dx.

It follows that ∫

M

θ2dx(t) ≤

∫

M

θ2dx(0)e−C0t

θ(x, 0) = h−2αe−2ϕ0
2 |∂tϕ1|

2(0) + |∂tϕ2|
2(0).

Regarding the equation (1.2), we have

∂tϕ1(0) = ∆ϕ0
1 − 2(∇ϕ0

2 +
α∇h

h
)∇ϕ0

1,

∂tϕ2(0) = ∆ϕ0
2 + h−2αe−2ϕ0

2 |∇ϕ0
1|

2.

By the initial condition, we have
∫
M
θ2dx(0) ≤ C and
∫

M

θ2dx(t) ≤ Ce−C0t.

Using Hölder inequality, we obtain
∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2|∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dx(t) =

∫

M

θdx ≤ C(

∫

M

θ2dx(t))
1
2 ≤ Ce−

C0
2 t.

For any (x, s) ∈M \ Γ× [0, T ) and ρ = ρ(x), (4.2) implies

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2(x, s) ≤ Cρ−5

∫ s

s−( ρ
2 )

2

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dydt

≤ Cρ−5

∫ s

s−( ρ
2 )

2

e−
C0
2 tdt

≤ Cρ−3e−
C0
2 s.

Therefore, ρ
3
2−α|∂tϕ1|+ ρ

3
2 |∂tϕ2|(x, s) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 s.
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Remark 4.3. In the last section, it has been proven that (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ {ϕ0
1 +A} × {ϕ0

2 + B} and

it ensures that several integrals of (4.3) are finite in the case of α > 1.

The next part is a generalization of Theorem 1.1 in Li-Tian [21]. We fix X = (x, t) ∈ QT

and assume QR(X) = (t−R2, t]×BR(x) in the following.

Lemma 4.4. There exists C > 0 such that for every u ∈ W
2,1
2 (QR(X)), there holds

∫

QR(X)

|u− uQR(X)|
2dyds ≤ C

∫

QR(X)

R2|∇u|2 +R4|∂tu|
2dyds

where uQR(X) =
1

|QR(X)|

∫
QR(X) u(y, s)dyds.

Proof. Let

v(z, r) = u(x+Rz, t+R2r), v ∈W
2,1
2 (Q1(0)).

Note

(v(·, r))B1(0) =
1

|B1(0)|

∫

B1(0)

v(z, r)dz(r).

Using triangular inequality and Poincaré inequality in H1(B1), we have

∫

Q1(0)

|v − vQ1(0)|
2dzdr

≤2

∫

Q1(0)

|v − (v(·, r))B1(0)|
2dzdr + 2

∫

Q1(0)

|(v(·, r))B1(0) − vQ1(0)|
2dzdr

≤C(

∫

Q1(0)

|∇v|2dzdr +

∫

Q1(0)

|(v(·, r))B1(0) − vQ1(0)|
2dzdr).

The direct computations and the Hölder inequality yield that

∫

Q1(0)

|(v(·, r))B1(0) − vQ1(0)|
2dzdr

=

∫ 0

−1

∫

B1(0)

∣∣∣∣∣
1

|B1(0)|

∫

B1(0)

v(z, r)dz −
1

|Q1(0)|

∫

Q1(0)

v(z, τ)dzdτ

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dzdr

≤C

∫ 0

−1

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ 0

−1

∫

B1(0)

v(z, r)− v(z, τ)dzdτ

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dr

≤C

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B1(0)

∫ 0

−1

∂rv(z, r)drdz

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤C

∫ 0

−1

∫

B1(0)

|∂rv(z, r)|
2dzdr.

Thus
∫

Q1(0)

|v − vQ1(0)|
2dzdr ≤ C

∫

Q1(0)

|∇v|2 + |∂rv|
2dzdr

and
∫

QR(X)

|u− uQR(X)|
2dyds ≤ C

∫

QR(X)

R2|∇u|2 +R4|∂tu|
2dyds.
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From now on, we fix a point x0 in Γ ⊂M .

Lemma 4.5. There is a uniform constant C such that for any x ∈ B 1
2
(x0), t ∈ [0, T ),

∫

B 1
4
(x)

|y − x|−1(h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2)dy(t) ≤ C. (4.4)

Proof. The desired result can be proven by following the proofs of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2

in [21], as well as Lemma 4.2 in this paper.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3 of [21], we can get |∇ϕ1|(x, t) ≤ Cρ(x)α−1, (x, t) ∈
M × [0, T ).

For the sake of brevity in writing, we denote

fσ(x, t) = σ−1

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2dy(t),

gσ(x, t) = σ

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dy(t),

Eσ(x, t) = fσ(x, t) + gσ(x, t).

Proposition 4.6. For any ε > 0, x ∈ M , there is a σx between 1
8e

−C
ε and 1

4 such that for any

t ∈ [0, T ),

Eσx
(x, t) ≤ ε

where C is a uniform constant of (4.4).

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 3.1 of [21] and Lemma 4.5 in this paper, we know

∫ 1
4

0

fσ(x, t)

σ
dσ ≤ C. (4.5)

The definition of gσ(x, t) and Lemma 4.2 yield

∫ 1
4

0

gσ(x, t)

σ
dσ ≤

∫ 1
4

0

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dydσ ≤ C. (4.6)

Adding (4.5) and (4.6), we have ∫ 1
4

0

Eσ(x, t)

σ
dσ ≤ C.

Next, we will use the method of Lemma 3.3 of [14] to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. For any β1, β2 with |β2| ≤ 2‖ϕ2‖L∞(QT ), 0 < σ < 1
4 and x ∈ B 1

2
(x0), t > 0, we

have

Eσ
2
(x, t) ≤C

(
σ−3

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |ϕ1 − β1|
2 + |ϕ2 − β2|

2dy(t)

+σ

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dy(t)

)
.
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Proof. Let η ∈ C∞
c (Bσ(x)) be a cutoff function with 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in Bσ

2
(x), and

|∇η| ≤ 10σ−1. Taking h−2αe−2ϕ2η2(ϕ1 − β1) as a test function of the first equation of (1.2),

we have for any t > 0,

∫

Bσ(x)

∂tϕ1h
−2αe−2ϕ2η2(ϕ1 − β1)dy(t) = −

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2∇ϕ1∇[η2(ϕ1 − β1)]dy(t)

= −

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2η2|∇ϕ1|
2dy(t)− 2

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2η∇ϕ1∇η(ϕ1 − β1)dy(t).

By Cauchy inequality, it follows that

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2η2|∇ϕ1|
2dy(t)

≤
C

σ2

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2|ϕ1 − β1|
2dy(t) + Cσ2

∫

Bσ(x)

|∂tϕ1|
2h−2αe−2ϕ2η2dy(t).

(4.7)

Using η2(ϕ2 − β2) as a test function of the second equation of (1.2) , we have

∫

Bσ(x)

∂tϕ2η
2(ϕ2 − β2) +∇ϕ2∇[η2(ϕ2 − β2)]dy(t) =

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2η2(ϕ2 − β2)dy(t).

Thus Cauchy inequality and (4.7) imply

∫

Bσ(x)

η2|∇ϕ2|
2dy(t) ≤

C

σ2

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |ϕ1 − β1|
2 + |ϕ2 − β2|

2dy(t)

+ Cσ2

∫

Bσ(x)

(h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2)η2dy(t).

(4.8)

We finally add (4.7) and (4.8) to discover

∫

B σ
2
(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2|∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2dy(t) ≤
C

σ2

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |ϕ1 − β1|
2 + |ϕ2 − β2|

2dy(t)

+ Cσ2

∫

Bσ(x)

(h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2η2)dy(t).

The Lemma follows from the above equality.

Proposition 4.8. There are ε0 and λ0, independent of x inB 1
2
(x0) and t > 0, such that whenever

Eσ(x, t) ≤ ε0, 0 < σ <
1

4
, x ∈ B 1

2
(x0), t > 0,

we have

Eλ0σ(x, t) ≤
1

2
Eσ(x, t).

Proof. Suppose this proposition is not true. Then there are sequences of {xi}i≥1 in B 1
2
(x0),

{εi}i≥1, {ti}i≥1 and {σi}i≥1 such that 0 < σ < 1
4 , ti > 0, lim

i→∞
εi = 0 and

ε2i ≥ Eσi
(xi, ti), (4.9)

Eλ0σi
(xi, ti) >

1

2
Eσi

(xi, ti), (4.10)
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where λ0 is a small number to be determined.

For simplicity of notations, we assume that B1(x0) is the Euclidean ball in R
3 with x0 being

the origin and Γ ⊂ R ⊂ R
3.

Case I: there is a subsequence of {xi}i≥1 such that for any xi in this subsequence,Bσi
l0

(xi)∩

Γ = ∅, where l0 will be determined later prior to the determination of λ0. For simplicity, assume

{xi}i≥1 is just this sequence. Define functions in Q1(0) as follows: for all i ≥ 1,

ψi
1(x, t) =

1

ρ(xi)αεi
(ϕ1(xi + σix, ti + σ2

i t)− ϕi
1),

ψi
2(x, t) =

1

εi
(ϕ2(xi + σix, ti + σ2

i t)− ϕi
2),

(4.11)

where ϕi
1, ϕ

i
2 are the averages of ϕ1, ϕ2 over Q σi

2l0

(xi, ti). Note that y ∈ B σi
2l0

(xi),
1
2ρ(xi) <

ρ(y) < 2ρ(xi). For any t > 0, Eσi
(xi, ti) 6 ε2i implies that

∫

Q 1
2l0

(0)

|∇ψi
j |
2 + |∂tψ

i
j |
2dV dt ≤ C, i ≥ 0, j = 1, 2.

By the fact that the averages of ψi
j in Q 1

2l0

(0) are zeros and the Poincaré inequality, we have

‖ψi
j‖L2(Q 1

2l0

(0)) ≤ C, i ≥ 1, j = 1, 2.

By taking subsequence, we can get that {ψi
j}i≥1 converge weakly toψj inL2(− 1

4l20
, 0;H1(B 1

2l0

(0))

and {∂sψ
i
j}i≥1 converge weakly to ∂sψj in L2(− 1

4l20
, 0;L2(B 1

2l0

(0)). The compactness theorem

[10] shows that {ψi
j}i≥1 converge to ψj inL2(Q 1

2l0

(0)). For all − 1
4l20

6 s, s 6 0, i ≥ 1, j = 1, 2,

‖ψi
j(s)− ψj(s)‖

2
L2(B 1

2l0

(0)) − ‖ψi
j(s)− ψj(s)‖

2
L2(B 1

2l0

(0))

=2

∫ s

s

∫

B 1
2l0

(0)

(∂τψ
i
j(τ) − ∂τψj(τ))(ψ

i
j(τ) − ψj(τ))dV dτ.

(4.12)

Integrating (4.12) with respect to s, we get

1

4l20
‖ψi

j(s)− ψj(s)‖
2
L2(B 1

2l0

(0))

6‖ψi
j − ψj‖

2
L2(Q 1

2l0

(0)) + C

∫ 0

− 1

4l20

∫

B 1
2l0

(0)

(∂τψ
i
j − ∂τψj)(ψ

i
j − ψj)dV dτ.

(4.13)

We know ∂τψ
i
j − ∂τψj ⇀ 0 and ψi

j − ψj → 0 in L2(− 1
4l20
, 0;L2(B 1

2l0

(0))), then

sup
s∈[− 1

4l20
,0]

‖ψi
j(s)− ψj(s)‖

2
L2(B 1

2l0

(0)) → 0 as i→ ∞.

According to (1.2), we can show that



∂tψ1 −∆ψ1 = ∇θ∇ψ1 in Q 1

2l0

(0)

∂tψ2 −∆ψ2 = 0 in Q 1
2l0

(0),
(4.14)

where θ is a smooth and uniformly bounded function. Then the standard parabolic theorem yields

|ψj(x, t)− ψj(0, 0)| ≤ Cδ((x, t), (0, 0)) for (x, t) ∈ Q 1
2l0

(0), j = 1, 2. (4.15)
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Applying Lemma 4.7 with εiρ(xi)
αψ1(0, 0) + ϕi

1 as β1 and εiψ2(0, 0) + ϕi
2 as β2, for any

τ ∈ (ti −
σ2
i

4l20
, ti], we have

Eλ0σi
(xi, τ)

≤C(2λ0σi)
−3

∫

B2λ0σi
(xi)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |ϕ1 − εiρ(xi)
αψ1(0, 0)− ϕi

1|
2

+ |ϕ2 − εiψ2(0, 0)− ϕi
2|

2dy(τ) + 2λ0σi

∫

B2λ0σi
(xi)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dy(τ)

=Cε2i (2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

|ψi
1(x, t) − ψ1(0, 0)|

2 + |ψi
2(x, t)− ψ2(0, 0)|

2dx(
τ − ti

σ2
i

) + 2λ0ε
2
i

≤Cε2i (2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

|ψi
1(x, t) − ψ1(x, t)|

2 + |ψi
2(x, t)− ψ2(x, t)|

2

+ |ψ1(x, t)− ψ1(0, 0)|
2 + |ψ2(x, t) − ψ2(0, 0)|

2dx(
τ − ti

σ2
i

) + 2λ0ε
2
i

≤C1ε
2
i (2λ0)

−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

|ψi
1(x, t)− ψ1(x, t)|

2 + |ψi
2(x, t) − ψ2(x, t)|

2dx(
τ − ti

σ2
i

)

+ C2(λ
2
0 + 2λ0)ε

2
i .

We choose l0, λ0 such that l0 >
1
2 , C2(λ

2
0 + 2λ0) <

1
4 and take i large enough such that

C1(2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

|ψi
1(x, t) − ψ1(x, t)|

2 + |ψi
2(x, t) − ψ2(x, t)|

2dx(
τ − ti

σ2
i

) <
1

4
.

Therefore, we have

Eλ0σi
(xi, τ) ≤

1

2
ε2i , ∀τ ∈ (ti −

σ2
i

4l20
, ti].

It contradicts to inequality (4.10).

Case II: Bσi
l0

(xi) ∩ Γ 6= ∅ for all i. Define functions in B1(0) as follows: for any i ≥ 1

ψi
1(x, t) =

1

σα
i εi

ϕ1(xi + σix, ti + σ2
i t),

ψi
2(x, t) =

1

εi
(ϕ2(xi + σix, ti + σ2

i t)− ϕi
2),

(4.16)

where ϕi
2 is the averages of ϕ2 over Qσi

(xi, ti). Under the transformation: x → xi + σix,

the preimages of Γ are Γi, parallel to Γ and in the distance
π(xi)
σi

, where π is the orthogonal

projection from M to Γ. Since Bσi
l0

(xi) ∩ Γ 6= ∅, we have |π(xi)
σi

| ≤ 1
l0

. Thus we can assume

that Γi converge to Γ∞ within the distance 1
l0

from N . Let ρi, ρ∞ be the distance from Γi,Γ∞.

By direct computation, we can get for any t > 0,

∫

B 1
2l0

(0)

ρ−2α
i (|∂tψ

i
1|

2 + |∇ψi
1|

2) + (|∇ψi
2|

2 + |∂tψ
i
2|

2)dx(t) ≤ C, i ≥ 0.

By Corollary 4.1 of [21],

∫

B1(0)

ρ−2α−2
i |ψi

1|
2(x, t)dx ≤ C, i ≥ 0.
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As in the previous case, {ψi
2}i≥1 converge to ψ2 in L∞(− 1

4l20
, 0;L2(B 1

2l0

(0))) and {ψi
1}i≥1

converge weakly to ψ1 in H1(B 1
2l0

(0); ρ−α
i ), where

‖ψ1‖H1(B 1
2l0

(0);ρ−α
i ) =

∫

B1(0)

(ρ−2α
i |∇ψi

1|
2 + ρ−2α−2

i |ψi
1|

2)(x, t)dx, i ≥ 1.

{∂tψ
i
1)}i≥1 converge to ∂tψ1 inL2(0, T ;L2(B 1

2l0

(0); ρ−α
i )) and {ψi

1(·, t)}i≥1 converge to ψ1(·, t)

in L2(B 1
2l0

(0); ρ−α
i ), t ∈ (− 1

4l20
, 0), where

‖ψ1‖L2(B 1
2l0

(0);ρ−α
i ) =

∫

B1(0)

ρ−2α
i |ψi

1|
2(x, t)dx, i ≥ 0.

According to (1.2), we have





∂tψ1 −∆ψ1 = −2∇ψ1(∇θ + α
∇ρ∞
ρ∞

) in Q 1
2l0

(0)

∂tψ2 −∆ψ2 = 0 in Q 1
2l0

(0),
(4.17)

where θ is a smooth outside Γ∞ in B1(0) and |∇θ| ≤ Cρ−δ
∞ for any δ < 1. Then the standard

parabolic theory yields

|ψ2(x, t)− ψ2(0, 0)| ≤ Cδ((x, t), (0, 0)), (x, t) ∈ Q 1
2l0

(0). (4.18)

Define the functions ψ̃1 = ρ−α
∞ ψ1 and then ψ̃1 satisfies

∂tψ̃1 −∆ψ̃1 = −2∇ψ̃1∇θ −
αψ̃1

ρ∞
(
2α

ρ∞
− 2∇ρ∞∇θ) (4.19)

where θ is a function about x and is smooth outside Γ∞ in B1(0) and |∇θ| ≤ Cρ−δ
∞ for any

δ < 1. Also ψ̃2 is uniformly bounded outside the set

U = {(x, t)|ρ−1
∞ > sup

B1(0)

∇ρ∞∇θ}.

On the other hand, for any (x, t) ∈ U ,

−
α

ρ∞
(
2α

ρ∞
− 2∇ρ∞∇θ)(x, t) < 0.

Applying the De Giorgi estimate, in view of Chapter 6 in [5], we can show

sup
Q 1

2
(0)

|ψ̃1| ≤ C(1 +

∫

Q1(0)

|ψ̃1|
2dxdt)

1
2 ≤ C.

Thus, ψ̃1 = ρ−α
∞ ψ1 is uniformly bounded and ψ1 vanishes along Γ∞

⋂
B1(0)× {− 1

4 < t ≤ 0}.

∂tψ̃1 = ρ−α
∞ ∂tψ1 is also a solution of (4.19), so ∂tψ̃1 also has the estimate |∂tψ̃1| 6 C. And

|∂tψ1| 6 Cρα∞ in B1(0)× {− 1
4 < t ≤ 0}.

Applying Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.4 in [21] to ψ1 with ε = max{α
4 ,

1
4}, we obtain |ψ1| ≤

Cρ
min{ 3α

2 ,α+ 3
2 }

∞ 6 Cρ
α+ 1

2
∞ . Applying Lemma 4.7 with 0 as β1 and εiψ2(0, 0) + ϕi

2 as β2, for
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any τ ∈ (ti −
σ2
i

4l20
, ti], we have

Eλ0σi
(xi, τ)

≤C

(
(2λ0σi)

−3

∫

B2λ0σi
(xi)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |ϕ1|
2 + |ϕ2 − εiψ2(0, 0)− ϕi

2|
2dy(τ)

+2λ0σi

∫

B2λ0σi
(xi)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dy(τ)

)

≤Cε2i (2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

(
|ψi

2(x, t)− ψ2(0, 0)|
2 + ρ−2α

i |ψi
1(x, t)|

2
)
dx(

τ − ti

σ2
i

) + 2λ0ε
2
i

≤Cε2i (2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

(
|ψi

2(x, t)− ψ2(x, t)|
2 + |ρ−α

i ψi
1(x, t)− ρ−α

∞ ψ1(x, t)|
2

+|ψ2(x, t) − ψ2(0, 0)|
2 + |ρ−α

∞ ψ1(x, t)|
2
)
dx(

τ − ti

σ2
i

) + 2λ0ε
2
i

≤C1ε
2
i (2λ0)

−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

(
|ψi

2(x, t) − ψ2(x, t)|
2 + |ρ−α

i ψi
1(x, t) − ρ−α

∞ ψ1(x, t)|
2
)
dx(

τ − ti

σ2
i

)

+ C2(λ
2
0 + 2λ0)ε

2
i + C3 sup

B2λ0
(0)

ρ
1
2
∞ε

2
i .

Since Bσi
l0

(xi) ∩ Γ 6= ∅, B 1
l0

(0) ∩ Γ∞ 6= ∅ for all i and sup
B2λ0

(0)

ρ∞ ≤ 2
l0

. We can first take

l0 such that C3 sup
B2λ0

(0)

ρ
1
2
∞ ≤ C3(

2
l0
)

1
2 < 1

8 , that is l0 > 2(8C3)
2. Then choose λ0 such that

2λ0 <
1
l0

and C2(λ
2
0 + 2λ0) <

1
8 . Next, we take i large enough such that

C1(2λ0)
−3

∫

B2λ0
(0)

(
|ψi

2(x, t) − ψ2(x, t)|
2 + |ρ−α

i ψi
1(x, t) − ρ−α

∞ ψ1(x, t)|
2
)
dx(

τ − ti

σ2
i

) <
1

8
.

Therefore, we have

Eλ0σi
(xi, τ) ≤

1

2
ε2i , ∀τ ∈ (ti −

σ2
i

4l20
, ti].

It contradicts to the inequality (4.10).

We are now ready to introduce the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.9. There exists two uniform positive constants C and δ such that for any x ∈ B 1
4
(x0),

t > 0 and 0 < σ < 1
8 ,

Eσ(x, t) ≤ Cσ2δ.

In particular, ϕ1 is δ-Hölder continuous.

Proof. According to Theorem 4.1 of [21], Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.8 in this paper, there

are two uniform positive constants C and δ such that for any x ∈ B 1
4
(x0), t > 0, and 0 < σ < 1

8 ,

Eσ(x, t) ≤ Cσ2δ.

Define

Ẽσ(x, t) :=σ
−3

∫

Qσ(x,t)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 + |∇ϕ2|

2dyds

+ σ−1

∫

Qσ(x,t)

h−2αe−2ϕ2|∂tϕ1|
2 + |∂tϕ2|

2dyds.
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Then

Ẽσ(x, t) = σ−2

∫ t

t−σ2

Eσ(x, t)dt ≤ Cσ2δ.

Combining Campanato’s Lemma with Lemma 4.4, it follows that ϕ2 is δ-Hölder continuous.

Lemma 4.10. There is an ε0 > 0, independent of x ∈ B 1
2
(x0), t > 0, such that

|∇ϕ2|(x, t) ≤ Cρ(x)−1+ε0 , x ∈ B 1
2
(x0)\Γ, t > 0.

Proof. For any fixed t > 0, given any point x in B 1
2
(x0)\Γ, let 2σ = ρ(x). Then ρ ≥ σ

in Bσ(x). Let Gz(y) be the Green function in Bσ(x) with Dirichlet boundary condition and

singularity at z. According to the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [21], for β < 3
2 , we can easily check

that ∫

Bσ(x)

|∇∂Gx(y)|
βdVy ≤ Cβ ,

∫

∂Bσ(x)

|∇
Gx(y)

∂ny

|dSy ≤ C,

(4.20)

where Cβ depends on β and ny denotes the outward normal vector at y on ∂Bσ(x).
Using the second equation of (1.2), we have

ϕ2(z, t)− ϕ2(x, t) =

∫

∂Bσ(x)

(ϕ2(y, t)− ϕ2(x, t))
∂Gz(y)

∂ny

dSy

+

∫

Bσ(x)

(∂tϕ2 − h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2)(y, t)Gz(y)dVy .

It follows

|∇ϕ2|(x, t) ≤

∫

∂Bσ(x)

|ϕ2(y, t)− ϕ2(x, t)||∇(
∂Gx

∂ny

)|(y)dSy

+ C

∫

Bσ(x)

(|∂tϕ2|+ h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2)(y, t)|∇Gx(y)|dVy .

By Hölder inequality, Theorem 4.9 and (4.20), we have

∫

Bσ(x)

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2|∇Gx(y)|dy ≤ Cσ− 2

β
+(1+2δ) β−1

β

and
∫

Bσ(x)

|∂tϕ2||∇Gx(y)|dy ≤ Cσ
3β−6
2β ,

where δ is as same as in Theorem 4.9. We can choose β, ε0 such that they satisfy the conditions
6
5 < β < 3

2 , 3β−6
2β ≥ −1 + ε0, and − 2

β
+ (1 + 2δ)β−1

β
≥ −1 + ε0. Given these inequalities, we

can obtain

|∇ϕ2|(x, t) ≤ Cσ−1+ε0 ≤ Cρ(x)−1+ε0 .

The lemma is completed.
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Remark 4.11. For any x0 ∈M\Γ and 0 < ε < α, ifB1(x0)∩Γ 6= ∅, let v ∈ C2+β,1+ β
2 ((B1(0)\

Γ)× [0, T ]) and |∇v| 6 C
′

ρ−δ with δ < 1, f ∈ Cβ, β2 (QT ) with max
B1(x)×[0,T ]

(ρ−2α+2|f |) 6 C
′

.

Then there is a uniform constant Cǫ depending only on C
′

, β, ǫ, such that if u is a solution of the

equation 


∂tu−∆u = 2∇u(

α∇ρ

ρ
+∇v) + f in B1(x0)× [0, T ]

|u| 6 Cρ2α+2 on B1(x0)× {t = 0}

and |u|C0(∂B 2
3
(x0)×[0,T ]) 6 C

′

, u|Γ×[0,T ] ≡ 0, then

|u(x, t)| 6 C max
B1(x)×[o,T ]

(ρ−2α+2|f |)ρ(x)2α−2ε ≤ Cερ(x)
2α−2ε in B1(x0)× [0, T ].

It’s similar to the proof of Lemma 2.14 by constructing the barrier and using maximum prin-

ciple.

Corollary 4.12. For any 0 < ε < α, there is a uniform positive constant Cε such that

‖ϕj‖
C

k+λ,
k+λ
2 (B 1

2
(x0)×(0,T ])

≤ Cε, j = 1, 2,

where k = [2α−2ε], and λ = 2α−k−2ε. In particular, for any k ≤ 2α, any x ∈ B 1
2
(x0), t > 0,

|∇kϕ2(x, t)| ≤ Cερ(x)
2α−k−2ε .

Proof. By Lemma 4.10 and Remark 4.11, for any 0 < ε < α, there is a uniform constant Cε > 0
such that

|ϕ1(x, t)| ≤ Cερ(x)
2α−2ε, x ∈ B 1

2
(x0), t > 0. (4.21)

Therefore, ϕ1 ∈ Ck+λ, k+λ
2 (B 1

2
(x0)× (0, T ]). In the first equation of (1.2), ϕ2 is Hölder contin-

uous, and the term h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 is ([2α − 2 − 2ε], 2α− 2 − 2ε− [2α − 2 − 2ε])-Hölder

continuous. Consequently, ϕ2 ∈ Ck+λ, k+λ
2 (B 1

2
(x0)× (0, T ]).

Theorem 4.13. Let ϕ0 = (ϕ0
1, ϕ

0
2) ∈ A0 × B0. There exists a vector-valued function ϕ =

(ϕ1, ϕ2) solving the equation (1.2) in M × [0,+∞). For any 0 < ε < min{ 1
2 , α− 1}, there is a

uniform constant Cε > 0 such that

‖ϕj‖
C

k+λ,
k+λ
2 (M×[0,T ])

≤ Cε, j = 1, 2,

where k = [2α− 2ε], and λ = 2α− k − 2ε.

Proof. Assume the longest time interval for the solution to problem (1.2) is [0, T ). If T <∞, we

conclude that ϕt(x) = ϕ(x, t) converge to ϕT (x) as t→ T , allowing us to extend the solution ϕ

to the closed set M × [0, T ].
Taking ϕT as the initial function, we can use the method of existence of short time solutions

to extend the solution to M × [T, T + δ] for some δ > 0. Note that ϕT may not possess the

same high regularity as ϕ0.However, according to the Lemma 2.6, Remark 2.7, Remark 2.9, and

Remark 2.12, we can prove the existence of a solution in {ϕ1|ρ
−α+1ϕ1 ∈ W

2,1
2 (QT ), ϕ1 =

0 on Γ} ×W
2,1
2 (QT ).

Since the original solution(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ {ϕ1|ϕ1 ∈ Ck+λ, k+λ
2 (QT ), ϕ1 = 0 on Γ}×Ck+λ, k+λ

2 (QT )
(where k = [2α− 2ε], and λ = 2α− k − 2ε), and the new solution (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ {ϕ1|ρ

−α+1ϕ1 ∈
W

2,1
2 (M × [T, T + δ)), ϕ1 = 0 on Γ} × W

2,1
2 (M × [T, T + δ)) and they agree on M × T ,

they define a solution (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ {ϕ1|ρ
−α+1ϕ1 ∈ W

2,1
2 (M × [0, T + δ)), ϕ1 = 0 on Γ} ×

W
2,1
2 (M × [0, T + δ)) with initial value ϕ0. Therefore, we can prove that this solution has the

same regularity as the solution in Corollary 4.12. This is a contradiction.

Thus T = ∞, and the solutions satisfy the conclusion of Corollary 4.12.
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5 Convergence

In this section, we will study the asymptotic behaviors of the solutions to equation (1.2). We are

interesting in the behavior as t → ∞. Before presenting the final result, we will demonstrate a

lemma.

Lemma 5.1. There exist positive constants C and C0 such that for every 0 < t < t
′

, x ∈ M\Γ,

the following inequalities hold:

∫

M

ρ−2α|ϕ1(x, t) − ϕ1(x, t
′

)|2 + |ϕ2(x, t) − ϕ2(x, t
′

)|2dx ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t

and

ρ
3
2−α|ϕ1(x, t)− ϕ1(x, t

′

)|+ ρ
3
2 |ϕ2(x, t)− ϕ2(x, t

′

)| ≤ Ce−
C0
4 t.

Proof. For any t < t
′

, with the help of the Minkowski inequality and Lemma 4.2, we have

(

∫

M

|ϕ2(x, t)− ϕ2(x, t
′

)|2dx)
1
2 = (

∫

M

|

∫ t
′

t

∂tϕ2(x, s)ds|
2dx)

1
2

≤

∫ t
′

t

(

∫

M

|∂tϕ2(x, s)|
2dx)

1
2 ds

≤ Ce−
C0
4 t.

It follows that ∫

M

|ϕ2(x, t) − ϕ2(x, t
′

)|2dx ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t. (5.1)

For ϕ1, we similarly have

∫

M

ρ−2α|ϕ1(x, t)− ϕ1(x, t
′

)|2dx ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t. (5.2)

Using the Minkowski inequality and Lemma 4.2 again, we get

ρ
3
2−α|ϕ1(x, t)− ϕ1(x, t

′

)|+ ρ
3
2 |ϕ2(x, t) − ϕ2(x, t

′

)|

=|ρ
3
2−α

∫ t
′

t

∂tϕ1(x, s)ds| + |ρ
3
2

∫ t
′

t

∂tϕ2(x, s)ds|

≤Ce−
C0
4 t.

With all of the preparatory work now completed, we are ready to establish the limit points for

the heat flow upon approach to the prescribed singularity.

Recall that

‖w‖C2
∗
(M)(t) :=

2∑

k=0

max
M

(|∇kw1|ρ
k+ 3

2−α + |∇kw2|ρ
k+ 3

2 )(t).

Theorem 5.2. Assume ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) is a solution of (1.2), let ϕ(s) = ϕ(·, s) for brevity, then

ρ
3
2−α∂tϕ1(s) → 0, ρ

3
2 ∂tϕ2(s) → 0, as s→ +∞,
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ϕ(s) → ϕ in C2
∗ (M), as s→ +∞,

and

‖ϕ(s)− ϕ‖C2
∗
(M) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 s,

where ϕ satisfies 


∆ϕ1 − 2(∇ϕ2 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ1 = 0 in QT

∆ϕ2 + h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 = 0 in QT .

Also for any 0 < ε < 2α, (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Ck,λ(M), where k = [2α− 2ε], λ = 2α− 2ε− k.

Proof. Fixing t̃ > 0, define ϕ̃i(x, t) = ϕi(x, t+ t̃), i=1,2. We can easily find that (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) satisfy




∂tϕ̃1 −∆ϕ̃1 + 2(∇ϕ̃2 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ̃1 = 0 in M

∂tϕ̃2 −∆ϕ̃2 − h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ϕ̃1|
2 = 0 in M.

(5.3)

Set ω1 = ϕ1 − ϕ̃1, ω2 = ϕ2 − ϕ̃2. A straightforward computation gives

h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 − h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ϕ̃1|

2

=h−2αe−2ϕ2∇(ϕ1 + ϕ̃1)∇ω1 + h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ϕ̃1|
2(e−2ω2 − 1),

∇ϕ1∇ϕ2 −∇ϕ̃1∇ϕ̃2 = ∇ϕ1∇ω2 +∇ϕ̃2∇ω1.

Then, by calculating the result of (1.2) minus (5.3), we obtain





∂tω1−∆ω1 + 2(∇ϕ̃2 +
α∇h

h
)∇ω1 + 2∇ϕ1∇ω2 = 0 in QT

∂tω2−∆ω2 − h−2αe−2ϕ2∇(ϕ1 + ϕ̃1)∇ω1

−h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ϕ̃1|
2(e−2ω2 − 1) = 0 in QT .

(5.4)

We note that the term involving e−2w2 − 1 in the second equation can be viewed as a linear

term in w2. The system (5.4) can be rewritten as

{
∂tω1 −∆ω1 = ξ1 in QT

∂tω2 −∆ω2 = ξ2 in QT ,
(5.5)

where {
ξ1 = b11∇ω1 + b12∇ω2

ξ2 = b21∇ω1 + b22(e
−2ω2 − 1)

and

b11 = −2(∇ϕ̃2 +
α∇h

h
), b12 = −2∇ϕ1,

b21 = h−2αe−2ϕ2∇(ϕ1 + ϕ̃1), b22 = h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ϕ̃1|
2.

By Corollary 4.12, for any 0 < ε < 2α, |b11(x, t)| ≤ Cρ(x)−1, |b12(x, t)| ≤ Cρ(x)2α−1−2ε,

|b21(x, t)| ≤ Cρ(x)−1−2ε, |b22(x, t)| ≤ Cρ(x)2α−2−4ε. We conclude from Lemma 5.1 that

∫

M

ρ−2α|ω1(x, t)|
2 + |ω2(x, t)|

2dx ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t.
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And Lemma 4.2 yields
∫

M

ρ−2α|∂tω1(x, t)|
2 + |∂tω2(x, t)|

2dx ≤ Ce−
C0
2 t. (5.6)

Taking h−2αe−2ϕ̃2ω1 and ω2 as test functions for equations of (5.5) respectively and using

Cauchy inequality, we can obtain
∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇ω1|
2dx =

∫

M

−h−2αe−2ϕ̃2∂tω1ω1 + b12∇ω2h
−2αe−2ϕ̃2ω1

≤ Cε1

∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ̃2(|∂tω1|
2 + |ω1|

2)dx + ε1

∫

M

|∇ω2|
2dx,

∫

M

|∇ω2|
2dx =

∫

M

−∂tω2ω2 + b21∇ω1ω2 + b22ω2(e
−2ω2 − 1)dx

≤ Cε2

∫

M

|∂tω2|
2 + |ω2|

2dx+ ε2

∫

M

h−2αe−2w2 |∇w1|
2dx.

Select ε1 and ε2 small enough to obtain
∫

M

h−2αe−2ϕ̃2 |∇w1|
2 + |∇w2|

2dx

≤C

∫

M

(|∂tw2|
2 + |w2|

2) + h−2αe−2ϕ̃2(|∂tw1|
2 + |w1|

2)dx

≤Ce−
C0
2 t.

(5.7)

Fix any X = (x, s) ∈ M\Γ × (1,+∞) and set ρ = ρ(x). Define Q ρ
2
(X) = B ρ

2
(x) ×

(s − ρ2

4 , s), Qρ = Bρ × (−1, 0), where Bρ is the ball centered at x = 0 with radius ρ. For any

(y, t) ∈ Q ρ
2
(X), consider the transformation

y = x+
ρ

2
z, t = s+

ρ2

4
r,

then (z, r) ∈ Q1. Now we define

v1(z, r) = ω1(x+
ρ

2
z, s+

ρ2

4
r),

v2(z, r) = ω2(x+
ρ

2
z, s+

ρ2

4
r),

then {
∂rv1 −∆v1 = ξ̃1 in Q1

∂rv2 −∆v2 = ξ̃2 in Q1,

where ξ̃i = ρ2

4 ξi, i = 1, 2. For any r ∈ (−1, 0) and j = 1, 2, the regularity theory of elliptic

equations leads to

‖vj‖
2
H2(B 1

2
)(r) ≤ C(‖vj‖

2
L2(B1)

+ ‖ξ̃j‖
2
L2(B1)

+ ‖∂rvj‖
2
L2(B1)

)(r)

= C

∫

B ρ
2

(x)

(ω2
j +

ρ4

16
ξ2j + |∂tωj |

2 ρ
4

16
)ρ−3dy(t),

where
ρ4ξ21 ≤ C(ρ2|∇ω1|

2 + ρ4α+2−4ε|∇ω2|
2),

ρ4ξ22 ≤ C(ρ2−4ε|∇ω1|
2 + ρ4α−8ε|ω2|

2).
(5.8)
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According to Lemma 4.2, (5.6), and (5.7), we have

‖∂rv1‖L2(B 1
2
)(r) ≤ Cρα+

1
2 e−

C0
4 t,

‖∂rv2‖L2(B 1
2
)(r) ≤ Cρ

1
2 e−

C0
4 t,

and

‖v1‖H2(B 1
2
)(r) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 t, ∀r ∈ (−1, 0), t ∈ (s−

ρ2

4
, s),

‖v2‖H2(B 1
2
)(r) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 t, ∀r ∈ (−1, 0), t ∈ (s−

ρ2

4
, s).

(5.9)

After integrating over the appropriate time interval, we conclude that

‖v1‖W 2,1
2 (Q 1

2
) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s, (5.10)

‖v2‖W 2,1
2 (Q 1

2
) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s. (5.11)

By the Sobolev inequality and (5.9), for any r ∈ (−1, 0), t ∈ (s− ρ2

4 , s),

‖v1‖L6(B 1
2
)(r) + ‖∇v1‖L6(B 1

2
)(r) ≤ C‖v1‖H2(B 1

2
)(r) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 t.

Similarly,

‖v2‖L6(B 1
2
)(r) + ‖∇v2‖L6(B 1

2
)(r) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 t.

Integrating r from − 1
2 to 0, we have

‖v1‖L6(Q 1
2
) + ‖∇v1‖L6(Q 1

2
) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 (

∫ s

s− ρ2

8

e−
3C0
2 tρ−2dt)

1
6 ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s,

‖v2‖L6(Q 1
2
) + ‖∇v2‖L6(Q 1

2
) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s.

The interior estimate in W 2,1
p space of parabolic equations produce

‖vj‖W 2,1
6 (Q 1

4
) ≤ C

(
‖vj‖W 2,1

2 (Q 1
2
) + ‖ξ̃j‖L6(Q 1

2
)

)
, j = 1, 2.

Therefore, by (5.8), (5.10), and (5.11) we obtain

‖v1‖W 2,1
6 (Q 1

4
) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s, ‖v2‖W 2,1

6 (Q 1
4
(0)) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s.

By the embedding theorem in W 2,1
p space (see Chapter 3 in [5]), we obtain

‖∇v1‖Cm,m
2 (Q 1

4
)
≤ C‖v1‖W 2,1

6 (Q 1
4
) ≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s,

‖∇v2‖Cm,m
2 (Q 1

4
)
≤ C‖v2‖W 2,1

6 (Q 1
4
) ≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s,

where m = 1
6 . Therefore,

‖ξ̃1‖Cm,m
2 (Q 1

4
)
≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s,

‖ξ̃2‖Cm,m
2 (Q 1

4
)
≤ Cρ−2ε+α− 3

2 e−
C0
4 s.

(5.12)
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We now apply Schauder theory of parabolic equations, to find

‖vj‖C2+m,1+m
2 (Q 1

8
)
≤ C

(
‖vj‖W 2,1

2 (Q 1
4
) + ‖ξ̃j‖Cm,m

2 (Q 1
4
)

)
, j = 1, 2.

By (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), we have

‖v1‖C2+m,1+m
2 (Q 1

8
)
≤ Cρα−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s,

‖v2‖C2+m,1+m
2 (Q 1

8
)
≤ Cρ−

3
2 e−

C0
4 s.

For k = 0, 1, 2, observe that

∇k
zvj(z, r) = ∇k

ywj(y, t)(
ρ

2
)k, ∂rvj(z, r) = ∂twj(y, t)(

ρ

2
)2, j = 1, 2.

In conclusion, for any s > 1, ‖w‖C2+α
∗ (M)(s) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 s, that is ‖ϕ(s)− ϕ(s+ t̃)‖C2

∗
(M)(s) ≤

Ce−
C0
4 s. Hence, ϕ(s) converges in C2+α

∗ (M) as s → +∞, say to some ϕ ∈ C2
∗ (M). Letting

t̃→ +∞, ‖ϕ(s)− ϕ‖C2
∗
(M)(s) ≤ Ce−

C0
4 s.

Multiplying the first equation of (1.2) by ρ−α+ 7
2 and multiplying the second equation of (1.2)

by ρ
7
2 , we get




ρ

7
2−α∂tϕ1 − ρ

7
2−α∆ϕ1 + 2ρ

7
2−α(∇ϕ1 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ1 = 0 in QT

ρ
7
2 ∂tϕ2 − ρ

7
2∆ϕ2 − ρ

7
2h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|

2 = 0 in QT ,

As t → +∞, by Lemma 4.2, it holds that ρ
7
2−α∂tϕ1(·, s) → 0 and ρ

7
2 ∂tϕ2(·, s) → 0. Thus ϕ

satisfies 



ρ
7
2∆ϕ1 + ρ

7
2 h−2αe−2ϕ1 |∇ϕ2|

2 = 0 in QT ,

ρ
7
2−α∆ϕ2 − 2ρ

7
2−α(∇ϕ1 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ2 = 0 in QT .

(5.13)

By multiplying the first equation of (5.13) by ρα−
7
2 and the second equation of (5.13) by ρ−

7
2 ,

we get 


∆ϕ1 − 2(∇ϕ2 +

α∇h

h
)∇ϕ1 = 0 in QT

∆ϕ2 + h−2αe−2ϕ2 |∇ϕ1|
2 = 0 in QT .

By Theorem 1.1 of [21], for any 0 < ε < 2α, (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Ck,λ(M), where k = [2α− 2ε], λ =
2α− 2ε− k.
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