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A note on Huisken monotonicity-type formula for the mean

curvature flow in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton

background

José N.V. Gomes1, Matheus Hudson2, and Hikaru Yamamoto3

Abstract. We give an application of a Huisken monotonicity-type formula
for the mean curvature flow in a compact smooth manifold with a Riemannian
metric that evolves by a shrinking self-similar solution of the extended Ricci
flow. Our investigation builds on previous articles by Huisken and the third
author as we apply their techniques to establish new results in this geometric
setting. Moreover, under some natural geometric assumptions, the noncom-
pact case is also resolved.

1. Introduction

An important geometric flow in the setting of Riemannian manifolds is the
celebrated mean curvature flow, which falls in the class of extrinsic geometric flows.
It is well known that the mean curvature flow (MCF, for short) has been a constant
object of investigation, and it has experienced a great development in the last
decades. Here, it is worth mentioning some results in the literature that are related
to our work. Huisken [6] showed that the shrinking self-similar solutions to the
MCF in Euclidean space appear as stationary points for the Gaussian area-type
functional playing the role of the energy-type functional, which is non-increasing
along the flow. Lott [8] worked on the MCF in a compact smooth manifold with
boundary and Riemannian metric that evolves by Ricci flow, and then he found a
Huisken monotonicity-type formula in the special case of self-similar solutions to the
Ricci flow. Magni, Mantegazza and Tsatis [9] also found a Huisken monotonicity-
type formula for the MCF in a smooth manifold without boundary and Riemannian
metric that evolves by a self-similar solution to the Ricci flow. Recently, the first
and second authors [4] showed a Huisken monotonicity-type formula for the MCF in
an ambient space with a Riemannian metric that evolves by a self-similar solution
of the extended Ricci flow.

In [9], special emphasis was given for the possible generalization of Huisken’s
monotonicity formula and its connection with the validity of some Li-Yau-Hamilton
differential Harnack-type inequalities in the setting of submanifolds in an ambient
Riemannian manifold evolving by Ricci or backward Ricci flow, whereas in [8]
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it was proved a relation between the mean curvature solitons and an extension
of Hamilton’s differential Harnack expression which vanishes on the steady case,
recovering classical results known for translating solitons to the MCF in Euclidean
space (see [5, Def. 4.1 and Lem. 3.2]). In [4], special attention has been given for
the mean curvature solitons, for instance, an extension of Hamilton’s differential
Harnack expression naturally appears in the more general context of mean curvature
solitons in a compact smooth manifold with boundary and Riemannian metric
evolving by extended Ricci flow, whose characterization of nullity should be on the
steady case. Besides, it was given a way on how to construct examples of these
mean curvature solitons, and also, a characterization of an arbitrary family of such
a solitons was proved. Before that, the third author showed a characterization of a
family of self-shrinkers in a gradient shrinking Ricci soliton (see [13, Sect. 4]).

Huisken also proved, by means of his monotonicity formula, that a MCF con-
verges to a self-shrinker in Euclidean space after scaling when it develops a singular-
ity of type-I, i.e., the growth rate estimate for the norm of the second fundamental
form is bounded. In the same way, the third author gave an application of Huisken
monotonicity-type formula obtained by Lott in the case of gradient shrinking Ricci
solitons. He showed that a MCF converges to a self-shrinker soliton with the addi-
tional uniformity conditions of bounded geometry of the ambient space.

In this note, we follow the approach in [13] to give an application of Huisken
monotonicity-type formula for the context of the MCF in a gradient shrinking
extended Ricci soliton background obtained in [4]. The most appropriate setting

to do this is to consider the family F and its associated normalized family F̃ as
defined in Remark 1. Precisely, the main upshot of our investigation is the following
convergence theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional compact Rie-
mannian manifold, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution to the

extended Ricci flow on M with potential function f and initial value (g, w). Given
an (n− 1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without boundary, and let F

be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton background which

develops a singularity of type-I. Consider the normalized MCF F̃ in (M, g). Then,
for any sequence s1 < s2 < · · · < sj < · · · → ∞ and points {pj}∞j=1 in Σ, there exist

subsequences sjk and pjk such that the family of immersion maps x̃sjk : Σ → (M, g)

from pointed manifolds
(
Σ, pjk

)
converges to an immersion map x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g)

from an (n−1)−dimensional complete pointed Riemannian manifold (Σ∞, x
∗
∞g, p∞)

in the C∞ Cheeger–Gromov sense. Furthermore, (Σ∞, x
∗
∞g) is an f∞−minimal hy-

persurface of (M, g), where f∞ = f ◦ x∞.

This note is structured as follows. We begin in Section 2 by defining and
commenting upon the concepts required to lay the groundwork for our proofs. In
Section 3, we proceed with the proofs of preliminary results which are formulated
in the more general context of complete Riemannian manifolds with bounded ge-
ometry. This section ends with the proof of the main theorem. In Section 4 we
prove our main theorem for the case of complete noncompact Riemannian manifold
with some additional uniformity conditions. We conclude this note by appending
an example of f−minimal hypersurface of an Euclidean spherical cap.
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2. Mean curvature flow in an extended Ricci flow background

Consider an n(> 3)−dimensional smooth manifoldM and a solution (g(t), w(t))
to the extended Ricci flow

{
∂
∂tg(t) = −2Ricg(t) +2αndw(t) ⊗ dw(t),

∂
∂tw(t) = ∆g(t)w(t),

(2.1)

in M × I, for some initial value (g, w). Here and throughout the paper, αn =
(n− 1)/(n− 2), Ricg(t) stands for the Ricci tensor of the Riemannian metric g(t),

the Laplacian operator ∆g(t) is the trace of the Hessian operator ∇2
g(t) computed

on g(t), and dw(t)⊗dw(t) denotes the tensor product of the 1-form dw(t) by itself,
which is metrically dual to gradient vector field ∇w(t) computed on g(t) of a scalar
smooth function w(t) on M. For an account of the extended Ricci flow, including
a proof of short-time existence of solutions to (2.1), we refer to List [7, Sect. 4.1].

Throughout the paper, we shall follow the notation and terminology of [4]
and [13]. In particular, whenever there is no danger of confusion, we simplify the
notation by suppressing the parameter t.

A gradient extended Ricci soliton on M is a self-similar solution (g(t), w(t))
of (2.1) given by

{
g(t) = σ(t)ψ∗

t g,

w(t) = ψ∗
tw,

for some initial value (g, w), where ψt is a smooth one-parameter family of diffeo-
morphisms of M generated from the flow of ∇gf/σ(t), for some f ∈ C∞(M), and

σ(t) is a smooth positive function on t. By setting f(t) = ψ∗
t f , from (2.1) we have

{
Ricg +∇2

g f − αndw ⊗ dw =
c

2(T − t)
g,

∆gw = 〈∇gf,∇gw〉g,
(2.2)

where c = 0 in the steady case, for t ∈ R; c = 1 in the shrinking case, for t ∈
(−∞, T ); and c = 1 in the expanding case, for t ∈ (T,+∞). Moreover,

∂

∂t
f =

∣∣∇gf
∣∣2
g
. (2.3)

The function f is the so-called potential function.
As in [4], we consider a MCF in an ambient space with a complete Riemannian

metric that evolves by an extended Ricci flow, as follows: let (g(t), w(t)) be an
extended Ricci flow in M × I. Given an (n − 1)−dimensional compact smooth
manifold Σ without boundary, let {x(·, t); t ∈ [0, T )} be a smooth one-parameter
family of immersions of Σ in M . For each t ∈ [0, T ), set xt = x(·, t) and Σt for the
hypersurface xt(Σ) of (M, g(t)), i.e., Σt := (xt(Σ), g(t)). We say that the family
F := {Σt; t ∈ [0, T )} is a MCF in an extended Ricci flow background if it evolves
under MCF {

∂
∂tx(p, t) = H(p, t)e(p, t),

x(p, 0) = x0(p),

where H(p, t) and e(p, t) are the mean curvature and the unit normal of Σt at the
point p ∈ Σ, respectively. In the particular case where (g(t), w(t)) = (g(t), w(t))

is a gradient extended Ricci soliton on M , with potential function f , we say that
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F is a MCF in a gradient extended Ricci soliton background, and a hypersurface
Σt ∈ F is a mean curvature soliton, if

H(p, t) + e(p, t)f = 0 ∀p ∈ Σt.

Here, e( · , t) must be the inward unit normal vector field on Σt. Note that the
interval I has an appropriate choice in each case of the flow. Besides, whenever
there is no danger of confusion, we are writing g(t) on Σ instead of x∗t g(t).

For constructing a family of mean curvature solitons for the MCF in a gradient
extended Ricci soliton background on a gradient extended Ricci soliton on M from
a smooth one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms ψt of M generated from the
flow of ∇gf/σ(t) and initial value (g, w), it is enough to consider a f -minimal
hypersurface (i.e., Hg + e0(f) = 0) of (M, g), and then to proceed as in [4, Thm. 3]
to obtain such a family. In Section 5, we give an example of f -minimal hypersurface
of an Euclidean spherical cap. For an explicit example of MCF in a gradient Ricci
soliton background, see [12].

The MCF in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton background develops
a singularity of type-I when there exists a constant C > 1 such that

max
p∈Σ

|A(p, t)| 6 C√
T − t

, (2.4)

where A(·, t) stands for the second fundamental form of Σt.
To provide an application of a Huisken monotonicity-type formula for the con-

text of the MCF in a shrinking gradient extended Ricci soliton background, we
rewrite Thm. 2 of [4] in a convenient way, as follows.

Theorem 2. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional complete Rie-
mannian manifold, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution to the
extended Ricci flow on M with potential function f and initial value (g, w). Given
an (n− 1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without boundary, and let F

be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton background. Denote
by dAg the (n − 1)-dimensional Riemannian measure on Σ induced by g(t), and
consider the function A (t) given by

(−∞, T ) ∋ t 7→ [4π(T − t)]−(n−1)/2

∫

Σ

e−fdAg.

Then
d

dt
A (t) = −[4π(T − t)]−(n−1)/2

∫

Σ

(
Hg + etf

)2
e−fdAg

for all t ∈ [0, T ). In particular, A (t) is non-increasing. Moreover, A (t) is constant
if and only if F is a family of mean curvature solitons.

The following remark is worth noting to justify the main setting of this note.

Remark 1. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional complete Rie-
mannian manifold, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution to the

extended Ricci flow on M with potential function f and initial value (g, w). Given
an (n − 1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without boundary, and let
F := {Σt; t ∈ [0, T )} be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci
soliton background. Write Hg = H(p, t) and et = e(p, t), for short. Setting

s = − log(T − t) and Σ̃s = (x̃s(Σ) = ψt ◦ xt(Σ), x̃∗sg), one has s ∈ [− logT,∞),
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ds
dt =

1
T−t and dt

ds = T − t. Since g(t) = (T − t)ψ∗
t g, we have Hg = 1√

T−tHψ∗

t g and

et =
1√
T−teψ

∗

t g. Then

∂x̃s
∂s

=

[
dψt
dt

◦ xt + (ψt)∗

(
∂xt
∂t

)]
dt

ds
=

∇gf ◦ ψt
T − t

◦ xt ·
dt

ds
+ (T − t)(ψt)∗

(
Hget

)

=
(
∇gf +Hg

)
(x̃s).

We call the family F̃ := {Σ̃s; s ∈ [− logT,∞)} the normalized MCF in (M, g).

As an application of Theorem 2, we prove our main result. By taking w to be
constant in (2.1), we recover Theorem 1.5 in [13] from Theorem 1. The proof is by
means of Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, which provides a sequence of isometric immersions
on an exhaustion of Σ converging to a limiting global solution which is f∞-minimal
hypersurface of (M, g). We prove global supremum estimates depending only on
the initial bounds on Riemann tensor Rmg and Hessian operator ∇2

gw, whereas the
interior estimates depend on the full C∞ norm of g (see Section 3). This is possible
since the estimates for the derivatives of g and w can be combined in the right way.

3. An application of the Huisken monotonicity-type formula

In this section, we prove Theorem 1 which is an application of a Huisken
monotonicity-type formula for the context of MCF in a gradient extended Ricci
soliton background. We begin with a brief discussion which establishes the ground-
work for the compact and noncompact cases.

Definition 1 (Bounded geometry). We say that a complete Riemannian man-
ifold (M, g) has bounded geometry if for every integer j > 0 there exist positive
constants Cj and η such that the Riemann curvature tensor Rmg and the injectivity
radius inj(M, g) satisfy

|∇j
g Rmg | < Cj and inj(M, g) > η > 0.

When (g, w) is the initial value of a self-similar solution (g(t), w(t)) to the
extended Ricci flow on a noncompact smooth manifold, we also assume that there
exist positive constants C′

j such that

|∇j
g(dw ⊗ dw)| 6 C′

j (3.1)

for every integer j > 0. The motivation for choosing this additional assumption
among the other tensors of soliton fundamental equation (2.2) can be seen in List’s
work [7]. Of course, in the compact case, (3.1) is satisfied.

Notice that Rn with the standard metric and compact Riemannian manifolds
have bounded geometry. Actually, bounded geometry provides a natural general-
ization to the known settings of compact and Euclidean spaces. In particular, the
class of manifolds of bounded geometry allows us to uniformly apply constructions
that are well known for compact manifolds. For a way on how to construct complete
manifolds of bounded geometry, we refer to Eldering [3].

The notion of the convergence of immersions from pointed manifolds is defined
as follows. It is the immersion map version of the Cheeger-Gromov convergence.

Definition 2. Let (M, g) be an n−dimensional complete Riemannian manifold
with bounded geometry. Assume that for each k > 1 we have an m−dimensional
pointed manifold (Σk, pk) and an immersion xk : Σk → M . Then, we say that a
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sequence of immersions {xk : Σk →M}∞k=1 converges to an immersion x∞ : Σ∞ →
M from an m−dimensional pointed manifold (Σ∞, p∞) if there exist

(1) An exhaustion {Uk}∞k=1 of Σ∞ with p∞ ∈ Uk, and
(2) A sequence of diffeomorphisms Ψk : Uk → Vk ⊂ Σk with Ψk (p∞) = pk

such that the sequence of maps xk ◦ Ψk : Uk → M converges in C∞ to
x∞ : Σ∞ → M uniformly on compact sets in Σ∞.

In order to apply the Arzelá-Ascoli theorem, we need a type of uniform interior

estimate for |∇̂k
gA(x̃s)| on Σ̃s ∈ F̃ as done by Ecker and Huisken for the MCF in

Euclidean space and by the third author for the MCF in a Ricci flow background.

Proposition 1. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional Riemannian
manifold with bounded geometry, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar so-

lution to the extended Ricci flow satisfying (3.1) on M with potential function f
and initial value (g, w). Given an (n−1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ
without boundary, and let F be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci
soliton background which develops a singularity of type-I. Consider the normalized

MCF F̃ in (M, g). Then, for every integer k > 0 there is a positive constant Ck
which does not depend on s such that

|∇̂k
gA(x̃s)|g 6 Ck on Σ× [− logT,∞),

where ∇̂g is defined from the Levi–Civita connection on (x̃s(Σ), x̃
∗
sg).

Proof. The proof follows a standard approach as in [6, 7, 13], which is by
induction on k ∈ N. First of all, since g = (T − t)ψ∗

t g and x̃s = ψt ◦ xt, we have

|∇̂k
gA(x̃s)|g = (T − t)

1

2
+ 1

2
k|∇̂k

gAg(xt)|g, (3.2)

|∇k
gRmg|g = (T − t)1+

1

2
k|∇k

gRmg|g, (3.3)

|∇k
g

(
dw ⊗ dw

)
|g = (T − t)1+

1

2
k|∇k

g

(
dw ⊗ dw

)
|g, (3.4)

where ∇g, ∇̂g, ∇g and ∇̂g are defined from the Levi–Civita connection on (M, g),

(x̃s(Σ), x̃
∗
sg), (M, g) and (xt(Σ), x

∗
t g), respectively. Thus, the degree of ∇̂k

gAg is
1
2 + 1

2k and of ∇k
g Rm(g) and ∇k

g(dw ⊗ dw) are 1 + 1
2k. Also, we write Ag(xt)

and Ag(x̃s) by A and A, respectively, while Rm(g) and Rm(g) by Rm and Rm,
respectively.

Now, for two tensors T1 and T2, we write T1 ∗ T2 to mean a tensor formed by a
sum of terms each one of them obtained by contracting some indices of the pair T1
and T2 by using g, x∗g and these inverses, in particular, there is a property that

|T1 ∗ T2| 6 C|T1||T2|

for some positive constant C that depends only on the algebraic structure of T1 ∗T2.
For a, b ∈ Q, we consider Va,b the set of all (time-dependent) tensors T on M that
can be expressed as

T = (∇k1
g Rm ∗ · · · ∗ ∇kI

g Rm) ∗
(
∇m1

g (αndw ⊗ dw) ∗ . . .

∗∇mK

g (αndw ⊗ dw)
)
∗ (∇̂ℓ1

g A ∗ · · · ∗ ∇̂ℓJ
g A) ∗ (p∗Dx)
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with I, J,K, p, k1, . . . , kI ,m1, . . . ,mK , ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ ∈ N satisfying

I∑

i=1

(
1 +

1

2
ki

)
+

K∑

k=1

(
1 +

1

2
mk

)
+

J∑

j=1

(
1

2
+

1

2
ℓj

)
= a and

J∑

j=1

ℓj 6 b,

and we define a vector space Va,b as the set of all tensors T on M which can be
expressed as T = a1T1+· · ·+arTr for some r ∈ N, a1 . . . ar ∈ R and T1, . . . , Tr ∈ Va,b.

The first step for the induction follows from singularity of type-I assumption
(2.4). For a fixed k > 1, assume that there exist positive constants C0, C1, . . . , Ck−1

such that
|∇̂i

gA| 6 Ci on Σ× [− logT,∞)

for i = 0, 1, . . . , k−1. We consider the evolution equation of |∇̂k
gA|2, and finally we

will prove the bound of |∇̂k
gA|2 by the parabolic maximum principle. From (3.2)

we have |∇̂k
gA|2 = (T − t)k+1|∇̂k

gA|2, and since ∂
∂s = (T − t) ∂∂t , we obtain

∂

∂s
|∇̂k

gA|2 = −(k + 1)|∇̂k
gA|2 + (T − t)k+2 ∂

∂t
|∇̂k

gA|2

6 (T − t)k+2 ∂

∂t
|∇̂k

gA|2.

As used in the proof of [13, Prop. 4.9], there exist tensors E [k] ∈ V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k, C[k] ∈

V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k+1 and G[k] ∈ V 1

2
+ 1

2
k,k−1 so that

∂

∂t
|∇̂k

gA|2 = ∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − 2|∇̂k+1

g A|2 + E [k] ∗ ∇̂k
gA+ C[k] ∗ G[k],

where ∆̂g is the Laplacian on
(
xt(Σ), x

∗
t g(t)

)
. Setting ∆̂g for the Laplacian on(

x̃s(Σ), x̃
∗
sg
)
, we get (T − t)∆̂g = ∆̂g, and then from (3.2) one has

(T − t)k+2(∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − 2|∇̂k+1

g A|2) = ∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − 2|∇̂k+1

g A|2.
Since G[k] ∈ V 1

2
+ 1

2
k,k−1, there exist r ∈ N, a1, . . . , ar ∈ R and G[k]1, . . . ,G[k]r ∈

V 1

2
+ 1

2
k,k−1 such that G[k] = ∑r

i=1 aiG[k]i. Thus, |G[k]| 6
∑r

i=1 |ai||G[k]i|. By defi-

nition of V 1

2
+ 1

2
k,k−1, each G[k]i can be expressed as

(∇k1
g Rm ∗ · · · ∗ ∇kI

g Rm) ∗
(
∇m1

g (αndw ⊗ dw) ∗ · · · ∗ ∇mK

g (αndw ⊗ dw)
)
∗ (∇̂ℓ1

g A∗

· · · ∗ ∇̂ℓJ
g A) ∗ (p∗Dx)

with I, J,K, p, k1, . . . , kI ,m1, . . . ,mK , ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ ∈ N satisfying

I∑

i=1

(
1 +

1

2
ki

)
+

K∑

k=1

(
1 +

1

2
mk

)
+

J∑

j=1

(
1

2
+

1

2
ℓj

)
=

1

2
+

1

2
k and

J∑

j=1

ℓj 6 k − 1.

Hence, by using (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) and |Dx| =
√
n− 1, we obtain

(T − t)
1

2
+ 1

2
k|G[k]i| 6C(T − t)

1

2
+ 1

2
k|∇k1

g Rm| · · · |∇kI
g Rm||∇m1

g (dw ⊗ dw)| · · ·
|∇mK

g (dw ⊗ dw)||∇̂ℓ1
g A| · · · |∇̂ℓJ

g A||Dx|p

=C
(√
n− 1

)p|∇k1
g Rm | · · · |∇kI

g Rm ||∇m1(dw ⊗ dw)| · · ·
|∇mK (dw ⊗ dw)|∇̂ℓ1

g A| · · · |∇̂ℓJ
g A|

for some constant C := C(αn) > 0. Since (M, g) has bounded geometry and (3.1)
holds, each |∇ki

g Rm | and |∇mk
g (dw⊗dw)| are uniformly bounded, and for ℓj 6 k−1,
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each |∇̂ℓj
g A| is uniformly bounded by assumption of induction. So, there exists a

constant C′ > 0 such that

(T − t)
1

2
+ 1

2
k|G[k]| 6 C′.

In the same way, since E [k] ∈ V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k, there exist r′ ∈ N, b1, . . . , br′ ∈ R and

E [k]1, . . . , E [k]r′ ∈ V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k such that E [k] =

∑r′

i=1 biE [k]i. Consequently, |E [k]| 6∑r′

i=1 |bi| |E [k]i| . By definition of V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k, each E [k]i can be expressed as

(∇k1
g Rm ∗ · · · ∗ ∇kI

g Rm) ∗
(
∇m1

g (αndw ⊗ dw) ∗ · · · ∗ ∇mK

g (αndw ⊗ dw)
)
∗ (∇̂ℓ1

g A∗

· · · ∗ ∇̂ℓJ
g A) ∗ (p∗Dx)

with I, J, p, k1, · · · , kI , ℓ1, · · · , ℓJ ∈ N satisfying

I∑

i=1

(
1 +

1

2
ki

)
+

K∑

k=1

(
1 +

1

2
mk

)
+

J∑

j=1

(
1

2
+

1

2
ℓj

)
=

3

2
+

1

2
k and

J∑

j=1

ℓj 6 k.

If max{ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ} 6 k− 1, we can prove that (T − t)
3

2
+ 1

2
k|E [k]i| is bounded by the

same argument as the case of G[k]i. If max{ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ} = k, one can see that the
possible forms of E [k]i are

A ∗ A ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx),

Rm ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx),

dw ⊗ dw ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx).

For each term, we can see by the same argument as the case of G[k]i that there

exists a constant C̃ > 0 such that (T − t) 3

2
+ 1

2
k|E [k]i| 6 C̃|∇̂k

gA|. Hence, there exists
a constant C′′ > 0 such that

(T − t)
3

2
+ 1

2
k|E [k]| 6 C′′(1 + |∇̂k

gA|).
Since C[k] ∈ V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k+1, there exist r′′ ∈ N, c1, . . . , c

′′
r ∈ R and C[k]1, . . . , C[k]r′′ ∈

V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k+1 such that C[k] =

∑r′′

i=1 ciC[k]i. Thus, |C[k]| 6
∑r′′

i=1 |ci||C[k]i|. By defini-

tion of V 3

2
+ 1

2
k,k+1, each C[k]i can be expressed as

(∇k1
g Rm ∗ · · · ∗ ∇kI

g Rm) ∗
(
∇m1

g (αndw ⊗ dw) ∗ · · · ∗ ∇mK

g (αndw ⊗ dw)
)
∗ (∇̂ℓ1

g A∗

· · · ∗ ∇̂ℓJ
g A) ∗ (p∗Dx)

with I, J,K, p, k1, . . . , kI ,m1, . . . ,mK , ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ ∈ N satisfying

I∑

i=1

(
1 +

1

2
ki

)
+

K∑

k=1

(
1 +

1

2
mk

)
+

J∑

j=1

(1
2
+

1

2
ℓj

)
=

3

2
+

1

2
k and

J∑

j=1

ℓj 6 k + 1.

If max{ℓ1, ..., ℓJ} 6 k − 1, we can prove that (T − t)
3

2
+ 1

2
k|C[k]i| is bounded by the

same argument as the case of G[k]i If max{ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ} = k, one can see that the
possible forms of C[k]i are

A ∗ A ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx),

Rm ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx),

dw ⊗ dw ∗ ∇̂k
gA ∗ (p∗Dx).
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Also, we get (T−t) 3

2
+ 1

2
k |C[k]i| 6 C̃|∇̂k

gA| as the case of E [k]i. If max{ℓ1, . . . , ℓJ} =
k + 1, one can easily see that the possible form of C[k]i is

∇̂k+1
g A ∗ (p∗Dx),

and (T − t)
3

2
+ 1

2
k|C[k]i| 6 C̃′|∇̂k+1

g A| for some constant C̃′ > 0. Then, we can see
that there exists a constant C′′′ > 0 such that

(T − t)
3

2
+ 1

2
k|C[k]| 6 C′′′(1 + |∇̂k

gA|+ |∇̂k+1
g A|).

Thus, we have

∂

∂s
|∇̂k

gA|2 6(T − t)k+2 ∂

∂t
|∇̂k

gA|2

6∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − 2|∇̂k+1

g A|2 + C′′(1 + |∇̂k
gA|)|∇̂k

gA|
+ C′C′′′(1 + |∇̂k

gA|+ |∇̂k+1
g A|).

Since −|∇̂k+1
g A|2 + C′C′′′|∇̂k+1

g A| 6 (C′C′′′)2/4, we get

∂

∂s
|∇̂k

gA|2 6 ∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − |∇̂k+1

g A|2

+ C′′|∇̂k
gA|2 + (C′′ + C′C′′′)|∇̂k

gA|+ C′C′′′ + (C′C′′′)2/4.

By putting Ck := C′′ + (C′′ + C′C′′′) + C′C′′′ + (C′C′′′)2/4, we obtain

∂

∂s
|∇̂k

gA|2 6 ∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 − |∇̂k+1

g A|2 + Ck(1 + |∇̂k
gA|2). (3.5)

So,

∂

∂s
|∇̂k

gA|2 6 ∆̂g|∇̂k
gA|2 + Ck(1 + |∇̂k

gA|2). (3.6)

We observe that inequality (3.5) also holds for k − 1, that is,

∂

∂s
|∇̂k−1

g A|2 6 ∆̂g|∇̂k−1
g A|2 − |∇̂k

gA|2 + Ck−1(1 + |∇̂k−1
g A|2), (3.7)

for some constant Ck−1 > 0. By combining inequalities (3.6) and (3.7), one has

∂

∂s
(|∇̂k

gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1
g A|2)

6 ∆̂g(|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1

g A|2) + Ck − Ck|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2CkCk−1(1 + |∇̂k−1

g A|2).
Since

Ck − Ck|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2CkCk−1(1 + |∇̂k−1

g A|2)
= −Ck(|∇̂k

gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1
g A|2) + Ck(1 + 2Ck−1 + 2(Ck + Ck−1)|∇̂k−1

g A|2)

and |∇̂k−1
g A|2 is bounded by assumption of induction, one can see that there exists

a constant Ck > 0 such that

∂

∂s
(|∇̂k

gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1
g A|2 − Ck)

6 ∆̂g(|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1

g A|2 − Ck)− Ck(|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1

g A|2 − Ck).

Thus, by putting µ := eCks(|∇̂k
gA|2 + 2Ck|∇̂k−1

g A|2 − Ck), we get

∂

∂s
µ 6 ∆̂gµ.
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Since Σ is compact, µ is bounded at initial time s = − logT. Then, by the parabolic
maximum principle, it follows that µ is also bounded on Σ× [− logT,∞), that is,

there exists a constant C̃k > 0 such that µ 6 C̃k on Σ× [− logT,∞). So,

|∇̂k
gA|2 6 e−CksC̃k − 2Ck|∇̂k−1

g A|2 + Ck 6 Ck.

where Ck := TCk C̃k + Ck. �

The proof of Theorem 1 also relies on the following lemmas. Before proving
these lemmas, we observe that S := R−αn|∇w|2 is nonnegative along the gradient
shrinking extended Ricci soliton on M . For it, one uses ∂S

∂t = ∆S+2|Ric−αndw⊗
dw|2 + αn(∆w)

2 (see [7, Lem. 3.2]) and |T |2 >
(tr T )2

n for T = Ric−αndw ⊗ dw to
obtain

∂S

∂t
> ∆S +

2

n
S2.

Now, from maximum principle and since t ∈ [−∞, T ) we can prove the required
result on S (see [2, Lem. 2.18], for further details). Besides, we can assume

Sg + |∇f |2 − f

T − t
= 0 (3.8)

along the gradient extended Ricci soliton on M . Indeed, from (2.2) at t = T − 1
and well known facts in the literature, we obtain

0 = divg Ricg +divg(∇df)− αn divg(dw ⊗ dw)

=
dRg
2

+ d∆gf +Ricg(∇f, ·)− αn(∆gwdw +
1

2
d|∇w|2)

=
dRg
2

+ d∆gf +Ricg(∇f, ·)− αng(∇w,∇f)dw − αn
2
d|∇w|2

=
dRg
2

+ d
(n
2
−Rg + αn|∇w|2

)
+

1

2
df − 1

2
d|∇f |2

+αng(∇w,∇f)dw − αng(∇w,∇f)dw − αn
2
d|∇w|2

= −1

2
dRg +

1

2
αnd|∇w|2 +

df

2
− 1

2
d|∇f |2,

whence Sg + |∇f |2 − f = C, for some constant C. Thus, we can assume, adding C
to f (if necessary), Sg + |∇f |2 − f = 0. Since ḡ(t) = σ(t)ψ∗

t g, where σ(t) = T − t,
then Sψ∗

t g
+ |∇ψ∗

t g
f̄ |2− f̄ = 0. By conformal theory, Rḡ = Rψ∗

t g
/σ(t) and |∇ḡw̄|2 =

|∇ψ∗

t gw̄|2/σ(t) (the same to f̄), and then we obtain (3.8).
The following lemma gives the variation of the weighted area functional on the

normalized MCF.

Lemma 1. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional Riemannian man-
ifold, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution to the extended Ricci

flow on M with potential function f and initial value (g, w). Given an (n −
1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without boundary, and let F be the
MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton background. Consider the

normalized MCF F̃ in (M, g). Then

d

ds

∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
= −

∫

Σ

(
Hg(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)

)2
e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
, s ∈ [− logT,∞).
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Proof. As f ◦ xt = f ◦ x̃s and x∗t g = (T − t)(ψt ◦ xt)∗g = (T − t)x̃∗sg both on
Σ, we have

[4π(T − t)]−
n−1

2 e−fdAg = (4π)−
n−1

2 e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
, (3.9)

(T − t)
(
Hg + etf

)2
= (Hg(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s))2 . (3.10)

The result of the lemma follows from Theorem 2, identities (3.9) and (3.10) together
wit chain rule. �

Lemma 2. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional Riemannian mani-
fold with bounded geometry, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution

to the extended Ricci flow satisfying (3.1) onM with potential function f and initial
value (g, w). Given an (n − 1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without
boundary, and let F be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking Ricci soliton back-

ground which develops a singularity of type-I. Consider the normalized MCF F̃ in
(M, g). Then, there exists a positive constant C such that

∫

Σ

e−
f
2
◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg 6 C

uniformly on [− logT,∞).

Proof. We start by substituting ρ̄t := 1

[4π(T−t)]
n
2

e−
f
2 , ut := [4π(T − t)]1/2,

h := −2Ricg +2αndw ⊗ w and V := Hget into Prop. 3.2 of [13] to obtain

d

dt

∫

Σ

ut x
∗
tρ̄t dAg

= −
∫

Σ

ut

(
Hg +

1

2
etf
)2
x∗tρ̄t dAg

+

∫

Σ

utx
∗
t

(
∆gρt +

∂ρt
∂t

− ρtSg

)
dAg

+

∫

Σ

(
∂ut
∂t

− ∆̂gut + ut

(
1

2
Hessgf − h

2

)
(et, et)

)
x∗tρ̄t dAg.

By using ∆gf = −Sg + n
2(T−t) (see (2.2)), |∇f |2 = f

T−t − Sg (see (3.8)), Sg > 0

and (2.3), we obtain

∆gρt +
∂ρt
∂t

− ρtSg = ρ̄

(
− f

4(T − t)
− Sg

4
+

n

4(T − t)

)
6

ρ

4(T − t)
(n− f).

Furthermore, since u satisfies

∂ut
∂t

− ∆̂gut + ut

(
Hessgf − h

2

)
(et, et) = 0,

we get

∂ut
∂t

− ∆̂gut + ut

(
1

2
Hessgf − h

2

)
(et, et) = −1

2
utHessgf(et, et).

Equation Hessgf = 1
2(T−t)g − Ricg + αndw ⊗ dw implies

−1

2
utHessgf(et, et) = ut

(
− 1

4(T − t)
+

1

2
(Ricg − αndw ⊗ dw)(et, et)

)
.



12 JOSÉ N.V. GOMES, MATHEUS HUDSON, AND HIKARU YAMAMOTO

On the other hand, (3.1) holds and since (M, g) has bounded geometry, we have
that C′′ := maxM

{
|Ricg|g + αn|dw ⊗ dw|g

}
is a constant, then

(Ricg − αndw ⊗ dw)(et, et)

6 |Ricg − αndw ⊗ dw|g =
|Ricg|g + αn|dw ⊗ dw|g

T − t
6

C′′

T − t
.

Hence,
d

dt

∫

Σ

ut x
∗
tρ̄t dAg <

1

4(T − t)

∫

Σ

(
C0 − f ◦ xt

)
ut x

∗
tρ̄t dAg,

where C0 := n+ 2C′′. Since s = − log(T − t), we have

d

ds

∫

Σ

e−
f
2
◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
= (4π)

n
2 (T − t)

d

dt

∫

Σ

ut x
∗
tρ̄t dAg

<
1

4

∫

Σ

(
C0 − f ◦ x̃s

)
e−

f
2
◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
.

The result of the lemma follows from the analysis of the sign on the previous
inequality. �

Lemma 3. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional Riemannian mani-
fold with bounded geometry, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution
to the extended Ricci flow satisfying (3.1) onM with potential function f and initial
value (g, w). Given an (n − 1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ without
boundary, and let F be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton
background which develops a singularity of type-I. Consider the normalized MCF

F̃ in (M, g). Then, there exists a constant C′ > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
d2

d2s

∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
d

ds

∫

Σ

(
Hg(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)

)2
e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg

∣∣∣∣ 6 C′

uniformly on [− logT,∞).

Proof. We already know that we can assume S + |∇f |2 − f = 0 and S ≥ 0
along the gradient shrinking extended Ricci soliton on M . So, 0 6 |∇f |2 6 f and
0 6 S 6 f . The result of the lemma follows from Lemma 2 and the same steps as
done in [13]. �

Now we are in a position to prove the main result of this note.

Proof of Theorem 1. We will make this proof in a way that allows a gen-
eralization to the more general context of bounded geometry and satisfying (3.1).
Note that these hypotheses for the compact case are automatically satisfied.

Take a sequence {Σ̃sj}∞j=1 in F̃ and points {pj}∞j=1 in Σ, and denote the Rie-

mann curvature tensor of each Σ̃sj by R̂m(x̃∗sjg).

Firstly, we will show that the sequence of pointed manifolds {(Σ, x̃∗sjg, pj)}
converges to some complete pointed Riemannian manifold (Σ∞, h∞, p∞) in the
C∞ Cheeger-Gromov sense.

Since (M, g) has bounded geometry, there exist positive constants Dp and η
such that

|∇p Rmg | 6 Dp and inj(M, g) > η > 0. (3.11)
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for every integer p > 0. Besides, since assumption (3.1) holds, then by Proposition 1
there are positive constants Cp which does not depend on sj such that

|∇̂p
gA(x̃sj )| 6 Cp. (3.12)

Thus, we are able to apply Thm. 2.1 by Chen and Yin [1] which guarantees the
existence of a positive constant δ = δ(C0, D0, η, n) such that the injectivity radius
of each (Σ, x̃∗sjg) satisfies

inj(Σ, x̃∗sjg) > δ > 0.

Moreover, from (3.11), (3.12), Gauss equation and its iterated derivatives, we obtain

positive constants C̃p which also does not depend on sj such that

|∇̂pR̂m(x̃∗sjg)| 6 C̃p

for every integer p > 0. Hence, by Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence
{(Σ, x̃∗sjk g, pjk)} which converges to some complete pointed Riemannian manifold

(Σ∞, h∞, p∞), i.e., there exist an exhaustion {Ujk}∞k=1 of Σ∞ with p∞ ∈ Ujk and
diffeomorphisms Ψjk : Ujk → Vjk := Ψjk(Ujk) ⊂ Σ with Ψjk(p∞) = pjk such that
Ψ∗
jk
(x̃∗sjk

g) converges in C∞ to h∞ uniformly on compact sets in Σ∞.

Secondly, we will prove the existence of an immersion map x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g).
For this, let Θ : (M, g) → (Rd, gst) be a Nash isometric embedding in some
higher dimensional Euclidean space such that, for every integer j > 0, the norm
|∇j

gA(Θ)| 6 Dj , for some constants Dj > 0, where A(Θ) is the second fundamental
form of Θ.

At this point of the proof we are assuming that the sequence {x̃sjk (pjk)} and

the norms |∇j
gA(Θ)| are uniformly bounded in M , which are actually true in the

compact case. Note though, that we will need to prove or assume these facts for the
noncompact case.

Since we are working in the context of bounded geometry and each norm
|∇j

gA(Θ)| is uniformly bounded, by setting

xsjk := Θ ◦ x̃sjk ◦Ψjk : Ujk → (Rd, gst),

we can prove that |∇pxsjk | 6 Cp for some positive constants Cp which does not
depend on sjk , for every integer p > 0. The proof this fact is by induction and
follows the same steps as done in [14, Appendix C, pg. 42].

Then, by a standard argument as the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, there exists a
smooth map x∞ : Σ∞ → (Rd, gst) such that the sequence of immersions xsjk :

Ujk → (Rd, gst) converges to x∞ : Σ∞ → (Rd, gst) up to subsequence. By definition
of C∞ convergence, we get h∞ = x∗∞gst on Σ∞. This implies that x∞ : Σ∞ → Rd

is an isometric immersion map and x∞ := Θ−1 ◦ x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g) is the required
immersion of the theorem with x∗∞g = (Θ−1 ◦ x∞)∗Θ∗gst = h∞.

Next, we will prove that Σ∞ is a f∞−hypersurface of (M, g), where f∞ =
f ◦ x∞. To simplify the notation we can take an exhaustion {Uk}∞k=1 of Σ∞ with
p∞ ∈ Uk and diffeomorphisms Ψk : Uk → Vk := Ψk(Uk) ⊂ Σ with Ψk(p∞) = pk
such that Ψ∗

k(x̃
∗
sk
g) converges in C∞ to x∗∞g uniformly on compact sets in Σ∞.

Furthermore, the sequence of maps x̃sk ◦ Ψk : Uk → (M, g) converges in C∞ to
x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g) uniformly on compact sets in Σ∞. So, for any compact set
K ⊂ Σ∞ there exists k0 such thatK ⊂ Uk, for all k > k0, and x̃sk◦Ψk : Uk → (M, g)
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converges to x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g) in C∞ uniformly on K. Thus,
∫

K

[H(x̃sk ◦Ψk) + ek (f ◦ (x̃sk ◦Ψk))]2 e−f◦(x̃sk
◦Ψk)dA(x̃sk

◦Ψk)∗g

→
∫

K

(H(x∞) + e∞f∞)
2
e−f∞dAx∗

∞
g

as k → ∞, and
∫

K

[H(x̃sk ◦Ψk) + ekf(x̃sk ◦Ψk)]2 e−f◦(x̃sk
◦Ψk)dA(x̃sk

◦Ψk)∗g

=

∫

Ψk(K)

[H(x̃sk) + ek(f ◦ x̃sk)]
2
e−f◦x̃skdAx̃∗

sk
g

6

∫

Σ

[H(x̃sk) + ek(f ◦ x̃sk)]2 e−f◦x̃skdAx̃∗

sk
g.

Hence, it is enough to prove the following:
∫

Σ

[H(x̃sk) + ek(f ◦ x̃sk)]2e−f◦x̃skdAx̃∗

sk
g → 0 (3.13)

as k → ∞. We will argue by contradiction. Assume that there exist a constant
δ > 0 and a subsequence {ℓ} ⊂ {k} with ℓ→ ∞ such that

∫

Σ

[H(x̃sℓ) + eℓ(f ◦ x̃sℓ)]2e−f◦x̃sℓdAx̃∗

sℓ
g > δ.

Then ∫

Σ

[H(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)]2e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
>
δ

2
,

for s ∈ [sℓ, sℓ +
δ

2C′
], where we used Lemma 3 and C′ is the constant appeared in

that lemma. Hence,
∫ ∞

− log T

∫

Σ

[H(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)]2e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
ds = ∞.

On the other hand, by monotonicity formula in Lemma 1

d

ds

∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
= −

∫

Σ

[H(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)]2e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
6 0.

Thus, the weighted volume ∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg

is monotone decreasing and nonnegative. Therefore, it converges to some value

α := lim
s→∞

∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
<∞,

and then we obtain the following contradiction:
∫ ∞

− log T

∫

Σ

[H(x̃s) + es(f ◦ x̃s)]2e−f◦x̃sdAx̃∗

sg
= −α+

∫

Σ

e−f◦x̃adAx̃∗

ag
<∞,

where a := − logT , which proves (3.13). With this, the proof of the theorem is
complete. �
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4. The noncompact case

In this section, we address the case of complete noncompact Riemannian man-
ifolds (M, g) with some additional uniformity conditions. We begin with a brief
discussion on the reduced distance along the extended Ricci flow, which is a partic-
ular case defined by Müller for the context of Ricci Harmonic flow (see [10, Sect. 8]),
initially defined by Perelman into the Ricci flow setting (see [11, Sect. 7]).

Let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution of the extended Ricci flow in
M × [0, T ). For any smooth curve γ : [t1, t2] → M with 0 6 t1 < t2 < T , consider
the L-length of γ by

L(γ) :=
∫ t2

t1

√
t2 − t

(
Sg + |γ̇|2

)
dt,

where |γ̇| is the norm of γ̇(t) measured by g and Sg = Rg − αn|∇w|2g . For a fixed

point (q2, t2) in the space-time M × [0, T ), Müller defined the reduced distance

ℓq2,t2 :M × [0, t2) → R

based at (q2, t2) by

ℓq2,t2(q1, t1) :=
1

2
√
t2 − t1

inf
γ
L(γ),

where the infimum is taken over all smooth curve γ : [t1, t2] → M with γ(t1) = q1
and γ(t2) = q2.

In what follows, we assume that there exists a Nash isometric embedding Θ :
(M, g) → (Rd, gst) in some higher dimensional Euclidean space such that, for every
integer j > 0, the second fundamental form A(Θ) of Θ satisfies

|∇j
gA(Θ)| 6 Dj (4.1)

for some constants Dj > 0. We observe that, under this assumption, (M, g)
must have bounded geometry by Gauss equation (and its iterated derivatives) and
Thm. 2.1 of [1].

Theorem 3. Assume that (M, g) is an n(> 3)−dimensional complete noncom-
pact Riemannian manifold, and let (g(t), w(t)) be a shrinking self-similar solution
to the extended Ricci flow satisfying (3.1) and (4.1) on M with potential function f
and initial value (g, w). Given an (n−1)−dimensional compact smooth manifold Σ
without boundary, and let F be the MCF of Σ in a gradient shrinking extended Ricci
soliton background which develops a singularity of type-I. Consider the normalized

MCF F̃ in (M, g). In addition, assume that there exists a point q0 ∈ Σ such that the
reduced distance ℓxt(q0),t converges pointwise to f (as t→ T ) on M × [0, T ). Then,
for any sequence s1 < s2 < · · · < sj < · · · → ∞ there exists a subsequence sjk such
that the family of immersion maps x̃sjk : Σ → (M, g) from pointed manifold

(
Σ, q0

)

converges to an immersion map x∞ : Σ∞ → (M, g) from an (n − 1)−dimensional
complete pointed Riemannian manifold (Σ∞, x

∗
∞g, q∞) in the C∞ Cheeger–Gromov

sense. Furthermore, (Σ∞, x
∗
∞g) is an f∞−minimal hypersurface of (M, g), where

f∞ = f ◦ x∞.

Proof. As we had already mentioned in the proof of the main theorem, it
is enough to show that {x̃sj (q0)}∞j=1 is a bounded sequence in (M, g), since the
remainder of the proof is the same as in the compact case.
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We start by taking t1, t2 with 0 6 t1 < t2 < T , and {xt(q0)}t∈[t1,t2] as a curve
joining xt1(q0) and xt2(q0). Thus,

ℓxt2
(q0),t2(xt1(q0), t1) 6

1

2
√
t2 − t1

∫ t2

t1

√
t2 − t

(
Sg +

∣∣∣∣
∂xt
∂t

∣∣∣∣
2
)
dt

=
1

2
√
t2 − t1

∫ t2

t1

√
t2 − t

(
Sg +H2

g

)
dt.

Since F develops a singularity of type-I, we have (T − t)H2
g is bounded. Moreover,

bounded geometry assumption and the fact that (T − t)Sg = Sg imply Sg +H2
g 6

C
T−t for some positive constant C which does not depend on t. Hence,

ℓxt2
(q0),t2(xt1(q0), t1)

6
C

2
√
t2 − t1

∫ t2

t1

√
t2 − t

T − t
dt 6

C

2
√
t2 − t1

∫ t2

t1

1√
T − t

dt 6 C

√
T − t1√
t2 − t1

.

By assumption ℓxt(q0),t converges pointwise to f (as t → T ) on M × [0, T ) and
by taking the limit as t2 → T , we have f(xt1(q0), t1) 6 C. As f(xt(q0), t) =
f(xt(q0)) = f(x̃s(q0)), one has f(x̃s(q0)) 6 C for all s ∈ [− logT,∞). Thm. 5.1 in
Wang [15] ensures that there exist positive constants C1 and C2 such that

1

4
(r − C1)

2 6 f 6
1

4
(r + C2)

2

on M , where r(q) = dg(q0, q) is the distance function from any fixed point q0 ∈M .
Then

dg(q0, x̃s(q0)) 6 2
√
C + C1,

which means that {x̃sj (q0)}∞j=1 is bounded in (M, g) and the proof is complete. �

5. Concluding remarks

We conclude this note by appending an example of f−minimal hypersurface of
an Euclidean spherical cap, which corrects a mistake in Example 4 of [4].

Example 1. Consider Snǫ = {x = (x1, . . . , xn+1) ∈ Sn;xn+1 > ǫ} the Eu-
clidean spherical cap with boundary ∂Snǫ , 0 < ǫ < 1. Let us consider the function

f(x) = ǫ(n−1)
ǫ2−1 hv(x) on Snǫ , where hv(x) = 〈x, v〉 is the height function on Sn ⊂ Rn+1

with respect to v = en+1 ∈ Rn+1. So, ∂Snǫ = h−1
v {ǫ}, and then |∇hv| is a constant

c when restrict to ∂Snǫ , and e0 = ∇hv

c is the inward unit vector field along ∂Snǫ .
Moreover, it is known that Hessg0 hv = −hvg0 on Snǫ , where g0 is the round metric,
and the second fundamental form of ∂Snǫ is given by

A = −∇e0 = −1

c
Hessg0 hv =

hv
c
g0 =

ǫ

c
g0

that implies H =
ǫ(n− 1)

c
. Now, note that we can write ∇f = ∇f +

〈
∇f, ~x

〉
~x.

Since

f(x) =
ǫ(n− 1)

ǫ2 − 1
〈x, en+1〉 =

ǫ(n− 1)

ǫ2 − 1
xn+1,

we have

∇f =
ǫ(n− 1)

ǫ2 − 1
en+1 and ∇f =

ǫ(n− 1)

ǫ2 − 1

(
−xn+1x1, . . . ,−xn+1xn, 1− x2n+1

)
.
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Hence, along ∂Snǫ

e0(f) =
1

c
∇f〈~x, en+1〉 =

1

c
〈∇f, en+1〉 =

ǫ(n− 1)

c(ǫ2 − 1)
(1− ǫ2) = − ǫ(n− 1)

c
.

Thus, the boundary ∂Snǫ is a f−minimal hypersurface of Snǫ .
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