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A NORMALIZED RICCI FLOW ON SURFACES WITH BOUNDARY TOWARDS
THE COMPLETE HYPERBOLIC METRIC

ABsTrRACT. Let (M, go) be a 2-D compact surface with boundary M and its interior M. We
show that for a large class of initial and boundary data, the initial-boundary value problem of the
normalized Ricci flow (LI0) — (L12), with prescribed geodesic curvature  on M, has a unique
solution for all # > 0, and it converges to the complete hyperbolic metric locally uniformly in M.
Here the natural condition that ¢ > 0 causes the main difficulty in the a priori estimates in the
corresponding initial-boundary problem - of the parabolic equations, for which an
auxiliary Cauchy-Dirichlet problem is introduced. We also provide examples of the boundary
data y which fits well with the natural asymptotic behavior of the geodesic curvature, but the
solution to (LIQ) — fails to converge to the complete hyperbolic metric.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be the interior of a compact surface M with boundary M, and g be a Riemannian
metric on M. We denote by K the Gauss curvature of g and k be the geodesic curvature of M.
For a closed surface 2, R. Hamilton [[14][[15] introduced the Ricci flow

1.1 0, K

(1.1) 78 = "HK - K,

with K the mean value of K on (X2, g). It has been proved by Hamilton [15]] and Chow [8]]
that for the initial value problem of the Ricci flow on a closed surface starting from every
initial metric, there exists a unique solution defined for all # > 0, and moreover, it converges
exponentially to a metric of constant Gauss curvature as t — oo. Ricci flow on surfaces with
boundary has been studied by many authors, see [27][6][11], and for some generalized curvature
flows, see [[7][33]. In [6], based on the variational method, Brendle considered the boundary
problem of (I.T) on M with the boundary condition

(1.2) k=0,

and showed that for every initial metric, there exists a unique solution to the boundary value
problem (L.I) — (I.2) defined for all + > 0; moreover, the flow converges exponentially to a
metric with constant Gauss curvature in M and vanishing geodesic curvature on M. He also
considered another boundary value problem

0 -
Eg =-2(k—k)g, onoM,
K=0, in M,
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with k the mean value of k, and obtain the same convergence result of the flow to a metric with
constant geodesic curvature and vanishing Gauss curvature. In [11], the authors considered the
initial-boundary value problem

0
(1.3) 2.8 = —2Kg, in M x[0,T)
(1.4) k=y(,t), ondM x[0,7),
(1.5) gl _, = 8. inM,

with the prescribed geodesic curvature function ¥ on dM X (0, T). They showed that when the
initial data satisfies K,; > 0 in M and with constant geodesic curvature k,, > 0, and ¢ > 0 is con-
stant in space and non-increasing in ¢ with L//|t:0 = ky,, then the normalized flow corresponding to

(I.3) - (L.3) converges to a metric of constant curvature in M with totally geodesic boundary. On
the other hand, they showed that when g is radially symmetric on the two-ball, with k,; < 0 on
the boundary with ¢ = k,,, then the solution to the normalized flow corresponding to (L.3)—(L.5)
exists for all time. For high dimensional compact manifold with boundary, the research on the
boundary value problem of the Ricci flow is referred to [32, 10, 31} 12} [13], 9, 21, [19], and it is
far from complete.

Let M be a bounded domain in R” with interior M and smooth boundary dM with n > 3. In
[29]], Loewner and Nirenberg considered the following boundary value problem (now called the
Loewner-Nirenberg problem)

4 - 1 n+

(1.6) =D py = nn = D3, in M,
(n—2)

(1.7) u(p) — +oo, as p — dM.

Using the maximum principle, they showed the monotonicity of the solutions {u}; to a sequence
of Dirichlet boundary value problem of (1.6) with boundary data u = k, and that u; converges
locally uniformly to the unique solution of the Loewner-Nirenberg problem (L.6) — (I.7). The
geometric meaning of the Loewner-Nirenberg problem is that, for any compact domain M in the
Euclidean space, there exists a unique conformal metric & = u%g which is complete in M, with
scalar curvature —n(n — 1). Later Aviles and McOwen [2, 3] generalized this result to compact
Riemannian manifolds with boundary (for uniqueness of the solution, see [[1][24]]). For the
regularity and expansion of the solution near M, one refers to [30, (1}, 4, 20, [17]. For n = 2, on
a compact surface (M, g) with its interior M and boundary M, the Loewner-Nirenberg problem
reduces to

(1.8) — A+ K, = —e*,
(1.9) u(p) — +oo, as p — dM.

This problem refers to the uniformization theorem, and it was first settled by Bieberbach [3],
see [23] when dM has less regularity. One can run the approach of Loewner and Nirenberg to
solve the problem directly, and we call the solution the Loewner-Nirenberg solution, denoted
as u;y. Using the same argument on the regularity of u;y near M as the Loewner-Nirenberg
problem in higher dimensions, we have e“" — r~' = O(r) as r — 0, where r is the distance

function to M in (M, g), see [18]].
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For the Loewner-Nirenberg problem on a compact manifolds with boundary of dimension
n > 3, paralleling to [29, 2| 3], we [25] performed the Cauchy-Direchlet problems of two geo-
metric flow approaches and obtain the convergence of the flow to the solution of the Loewner-
Nirenberg problem when the boundary data ¢ — +oco in a certain speed as t — oo.

In this paper, on a compact surface (M, g,) with boundary M, we study a normalized Ricci
flow approach to (L8) — (I.9) with prescribed geodesic curvature on M

0 —
(1.10) 78" -2(K, + 1)g, in M X [0, c0)
(1.11) kg = y(-,1), ondM X [0, c0),
(1.12) g|t=0 = g0, inM,

with g = e*gp and K, the Gauss curvature of the metric g and k, the geodesic curvature of M
in (M, g). Recall that under the conformal change g = e*'g,, we have

(1.13) — Agu + K,y = K™,

(1.14)

U+ kg, = kge"
8 8~

ango ’

where k,, and k, are the geodesic curvatures of JM with respect to gy and g, and ng, is the

outer unit normal vector field of M in (M, go)- Therefore, with a background metric gy, the
initial-boundary value problem (L10) — (L.I2)) can be rewritten as

(1.15) u = e (Mgt — Ky)) — 1, in M X [0, 00)
d
(1.16) St kg, = we", ondM x [0, o),
80
(1.17) u|_, = uo, inM.

We wonder for what kind of initial data u, and boundary data ¢ the flow — (LI7) con-
verges to the Loewner-Nirenberg metric locally uniformly in M. Notice that we are able to use
comparison theorem and solutions of Loewner-Nirenberg problem on geodesic balls to obtain
a uniform upper bound of the solution to the flow (I.13) — on each compact subset of M;
while in general there is no uniform lower bound estimates of u.

There are two main difficulties for this problem: one is to figure out the suitable region of the
boundary data i, for which one will find that we need to take the values of ¢ in a certain positive
interval to fit the behavior of the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem (L8) — (1.9) for
t large; but then the other big challenge is the a priori estimates near M, provided that now
the term ¢ in (L16) is positive for 7 large, and there is few result on a priori estimates on the
boundary in this case of second order parabolic equations. Geometrically, that causes difficulties
in the estimates on the derivatives of the curvatures when performing Hamilton’s approach in
[L1]], which forced them to assume that g, is radial symmetric for a long time existence result.
In fact, we provide a counter example, which says that even if ¢ converges asymptotically to
the right data as t+ — +oo, the flow could diverge and go further and further away from the

Loewner-Nirenberg metric.
3



To handle the initial boundary problem, we introduce an auxiliary problem: the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem of the normalized Ricci flow:

(1.18) U = € (Agyut — Ky,) — 1, in M X [0, 00)
(1.19) u=¢(,1n, ondM x [0, c0),
(1.20) ul_, = uo, inM,

which is a generalization of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the Yamabe flow in [25]. We
establish a comparison theorem (see Theorem [4.1)) for solutions to (I.I0) — (I.12), and use
solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem with different Dirichlet boundary data ¢ to control
the upper and lower bounds of the solution u to — (LID) to get long time existence and
convergence of u.

To obtain a solution u € C**!*5(M x [0,T]) to (LI8) — (L.20), we need the following
compatibility condition:

(1.21) up(x) = ¢(x,0), for x € OM,
0
(1.22) a—(f(x, 0) = e (Auuo(x) — K,,) — 1, for x € OM.

We have the following existence result for the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem, see Section

Theorem 1.1. Ler (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM. Assume
that uy € C***(M) and ¢ € C**'"*5(M x [0,T]) for all T > 0, and also the compatibility
condition (L21)) — (I.22) holds. Moreover, we assume that ¢,(x,t) > 0 on OM X [T, ) for
some T > 0, and ¢(x,t) > log(&(t)) for (x,t) € OM X [T}, +00) with some constant T; > 0
where & is a low-speed increasing function satisfying (3.8)). Then there exists a unique solution
u € C2* 43 (M x [0, T)) for all T > 0 to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary value problem (L.18) —
(L.20) for all t > 0, and u converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution upy
in C? sense in M.

In the following theorem (Theorem [6.1)) we show that when the Dirichlet boundary data ¢
increases slowly, then the geodesic curvature k, on M converges to 1 as t — oo and hence, k,
is uniformly bounded.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary dM. Under
the condition of Theorem[I. 1| we assume that there exists Tz > 0 such that ¢ depends only on t,
ie., ¢ = ¢(t) fort > Tz, and ¢'(t) = 0 ast — oo. Then the solution u(x,t) obtained in Theorem
[L.1} which converges locally uniformly in C? to uy in M, satisfies that the geodesic curvature
on oM

_,, Ou
k62ug =e (a_ng + kg) -1

uniformly on M as t — oo.

Notice that there is a big class of functions ¢(¢) such that ¢’(t) > 0 and ¢(¢) > log(é(r)) for
some low-speed increasing function £(¢) when ¢t > T for some 7 > 0, and ¢’'(f) — 0 as t — oo.
For instance, log(t + 1), (t + 1)* for 0 < a < 1, log(t + 1), log(log(t + 100)) and so on. We

show in Theorem [6.2] the same asymptotic behavior of the geodesic curvature for more general
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boundary data ¢. We also obtain that when ¢ increases fast to infinity as # — oo, the geodesic
curvature goes to infinity in a certain speed, see Theorem [6.9]

Then we use the comparison theorem and the a priori estimates on the asymptotic behavior
of the geodesic curvatures of M for the Dirichlet boundary data ¢ of different growth ratios to
obtain a priori estimates of the solution to the problem (I.10) — (I.12), and obtain a sufficient
condition on the choice of a large class of ¢ for the long time existence and convergence of the
flow. The following is the main theorem of the paper.

Theorem 1.3. Ler (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM. Assume
that ug, € C***(M) and po1 € CPro1+3 (M %[0, TY) forall T > O satisfy the condition in Theorem
[[.1l Let u; be the solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (I18)) — (I.2Q) with the initial and
boundary data uy, and ¢o. We assume that uy € C>**(M) and € C'**3*5(M x [0, T]) for all
T > 0, and also the compatibility condition holds on M x {0}:

0
(1.23) a—nguo + kg = (-, 0)e™.

Suppose ug and  satisfy the following:

(124) Uy = Ug Oon M,
(1.25) kpug < ¥ < (1)} =2, on OM X [0, ).

where y(t) € C3([0, o)) is some positive function satisfying
y >3y+1

fort € [0, 00). Then there exists a unique solution u € C***'*3(Mx[0, T)) to the initial boundary
value problem (IL13) — (LI7) for all T > 0, and moreover, u converges locally uniformly in C?
to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution uyy on M.

Remark 1.1. For any given boundary data y € Ccl3+5 (M x [0, T)) for all T > 0, and any
function iy € C>*(M) such that iy > uyo on M, let & = infy;(itg — uyp). Then for any € € (0, )
and 6 > 0 small, one can always find a function uy € C>*(M) such that luy — iy| < € on M,

uy = iy at any point x € M with the distance r(x) to M satisfying r(x) > 6, and moreover, ¥
and uy satisfy the compatibility condition (L23). In particular, uy satisfies (L23) and (1L.24).

The control on the geodesic curvature of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the normalized
Ricci flow is an important part of this paper, see Section [6l We now give an insight into the
condition on the prescribed geodesic curvature ¥ on M for the initial boundary value prob-
lem (L.I3) — (I.17), in order that the solution u converges to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution
ury. Since the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the normalized Ricci flow is parallel to that of the
Loewner-Nirenberg problem, we consider the following example: let B,(0) be the unit disk on
R2. For any integer m > 1, the boundary value problem

(1.26) Au,, = e*, in B;(0),
(1.27) Uy,

oB0) ~ M
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has a unique solution u,, = log(—%—) with a?, = 1+2¢ 2"—=2¢" V1 + ¢=2", for x € B;(0) C R2.

=2, P m

Therefore, the geodesic curvature

k, = e 1-a x> 2d% x|
gm -

U + kg)) =
Mg, 0 2a, 1-ad2lx]?

+ kgo]||x|:1 -1

as m — +oo, which is exactly the limit of the geodesic curvature of the geodesic circles on the
hyperbolic plane as the geodesic radius goes to infinity. In general, for the Loewner-Nirenberg
problem on a compact manifold (M, g) of dimension n with boundary, the mean curvature of
OM of the sequence of solutions with Dirichlet boundary data u,, oy = Im converges to n as
m — +oo, while a direct computation shows that the mean curvature of the 4level set of each
geodesic defining function x of the asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (M, u}, g) converges to
n—1as x — 0, where u;y is the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem. So it seems
reasonable to assume that y — 1 as + — +oco. But on the other hand, we give two counter
examples which show that even if y — 1 as t — oo, the solution to — (L.I7) could diverge
and hence does not converge to u;y locally in M, see Section[3] and the example at the end of
Sectiond]as a corollary of the comparison theorem-Theorem 4.1l

We notice that in this paper, for a two dimensional compact surface (M, g) with boundary
OM, the boundary M may have many connected components.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [3] we give an example of the initial boundary
value problem (L.13]) — to which the solution u diverges, although the boundary geodesic
curvature ¢ is always close to 1. In Section ] we provide an interior upper bound estimate, and
give a comparison theorem of the problem (L.13) — which plays an important role in the
global a priori estimates of u and the convergence of u, and we also give another example of
the problem — (L.I7) with the boundary geodesic curvature y — 1 as t — co and use the
comparison theorem to show that the solution u diverges. In Section[5] we prove that when the
boundary data ¢ — oo as t — oo in a speed not too slow, the solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet
problem (L.18) — (L.20) converges locally uniformly in M to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution
ury as t — oo. Then in Scetion [6] we provide a careful analysis on the asymptotic behavior of
the geodesic curvature on M for the solution of (L.I8) — (I.20) as t — oo, for the cases when
¢ — oo in different speeds as r — oo. Finally, in Section[7] we prove the main theorem: Indeed,
we use the solutions to the auxiliary Cauchy-Dirichlet problem with certain low speed and high
speed increasing boundary data to control the upper bound and lower bound of the solution « to
— (LI7), by the comparison theorem. In Section [8, we point out the similarity of initial
boundary value problem of the related curvature flows in higher dimensions with prescribed
mean curvature on the boundary to the normalized 2-D Ricci flow with prescribed geodesic
curvature on the boundary; we also pose some open problems.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The compatibility condition for a C?>**!*3 solution to the initial boundary value problem

(LIS) - (LI7) is that

2.1 kgy = ¥ (-, 0),
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on dM. With this compatibility condition, the short time existence of the solution to (I.I0) —
(I.12) is standard. Indeed, this is a quasilinear parabolic equation with Robin boundary condi-
tion, and at ¢ = 0, and the equation is strictly parabolic. Then by the Inverse Function Theorem
and standard methods from the parabolic equation [22]][28]], there exists € > 0 such that there
exists a unique solution u € C***'*5(M x [0, €]) to (LI3) — (LI7). Let T > 0 be the largest
existence time of the solution such that u € C>**'*3(M x [0, 1]) forany 0 < 7 < T.

3. EXAMPLES OF DIVERGENCE OF THE FLOW

Now we take (M, go) be the unit disk B; on R? such that g0 = e*g with gg the Euclidean

metric, and B; be the interior. Hence taking the Euclidean metric as the background metric, the
system — (I.I7) can be written as

(3.1 v, = e >Av -1, in B, X [0, o)
0

(3.2) 8_V = e’ — 1, ondB; X [0, ),
r

(3.3) v|_, = o, inB,

where v = u + uy and r = |x| the Euclidean distance function to the origin. The compatibility
condition becomes

0
(3.4) ¥(-,0) = e‘”“(guo +1),

at r = 1. Let [0, T') be the largest existence time interval of the solution v to the initial boundary
value problem (B.I) — (3.3). Let &(r) = supv(x,t) for T > ¢ > 0. Then, & = £(¢) is locally
xeB|

t+71)— &

Lipschitz in [0, T'), see [16]. Denote (%)Jr(t) = lim sup M
™0 T
ciple, forany 0 < #; < T, sup v can only be achieved at points in B, x {0} |JdB; % (0, 1,]. If
B x[0.1]
v(x,) = sup v for some (x,1) € dB; X [0, t;], then %(x, f) > 0, and hence by (3.2)), we have
B x[0.11]

3.5 v(x,t) > —log(Y(x,1)).

Now for any small constant &y € (0, 1), we choose the boundary data yy < 1+&, on dB; %[0, +0),
and then choose uy on B; so that

. By the maximum prin-

sup uy < sup ug < —log(1l + &),
0B, B_l

and the following holds

0
(3.6) (., 0) = e_”(’(g”o +1),

at r = 1. (Just define u near the interior maximum point and near the boundary first, and
then extend u, smoothly on B;.) With these initial and boundary data, considering (3.3), by

continuity, we have that £(r) is achieved only by some interior points of B, for > 0 small.
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Let #; > 0 be the smallest time when v achieves its maximum in B, by a boundary point. For
t € [0, 1;), we define the set
S(1) = {x € By|v(x, ) = supv(x, D}
By
Then S (¢) is a compact subset of B; for ¢ € [0, 7). By (3.1), at each x € S(¢), we have v,(x,1) >
—1. Therefore, by Lemma 3.5 in [16],

d¢
(70 =-1,

and &(¢) is non-increasing for ¢ € (0, #;). Let x € 0B, satisfy that v(x, ;) = sup v. Therefore,
Bix{t)

v(x,t1) < supuy < —log(1l + &).
B

But by (3.2), we have

3.7) v(x,ty) = —log(W(x,ty)) > —log(1 + &),

which yields a contradiction. Therefore, for the initial data u, and boundary data ¢ we just
choose, it is always true that for any 7 € (0, T), £() is only achieved at some interior points x of
B and hence S (¢) is a compact subset of B;. Then by (3.1)), for x € S(z),

(3.8) vi(x, 1) < —1.

By Lemma 3.5 in [16]], we have that (%)Jr(t) < -1, for t € [0,T), a.e. Therefore, for our
choice of ¥ and uy, even here ¥ could be chosen to be sufficiently close to 1 for all time, the
solution to the initial boundary value problem (3.1)) — (3.3) diverges and never converges to the
Loewner-Nirenberg solution (which is corresponding to a hyperbolic manifold).

4. INTERIOR UPPER BOUND ESTIMATES AND A COMPARISON THEOREM FOR - (@19

For a a compact surface (M, g) with L its interior M and boundary dM, for any ¢ € C>*(OM),
there exists a unique solution u € C>*(M) to the following Dirichlet boundary value problem of
the linear elliptic equation

4.1) A =K, in M,
4.2) u=¢, on on OM.
Then the conformal metric & = e¢**g has zero Gauss curvature K, = 0. Since the inital boundary

problem (I.13) — is conformally invariant, we will always choose a conformal metric A
such that K;, = 0 as the background metric of the flow, and hence (I.13) — (I.17) becomes

(4.3) u, = e *Au—1,in M x [0, 00)
0
4.4) —u+ky, =ye", ondM x [0, c0),
Gnh
4.5) ul  =uy, inM,

t=0
for some given initial data u,, with the compatibility condition
0
(4.6) ——uo + k, = Y(-, 0)e”,
Onh
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on M. We now discuss the uniform upper bounds on u in any compact subset of M. We
will prove the long time existence of the solution in Section [7] after the comparison theorem
(Theorem [A.1)) and the estimates of geodesic curvature of solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet
problem of the normalized Ricci flow in Section[6l For any x € M, let r be the distance of x
to OM in (M, h). Let U = B,(%) be the closed s-geodesic ball of x and U be its interior, with

r Tinj(%)

s = min{5, =5~} where r;,;(X) is the injectivity radius at X in (M, h). Let u;y be the Loewner-

2> 2
Nirenberg solution to the equation
4.7 Apy = e
in U, with the boundary condition
(48) pllglU v(p) = +00.
Let [0, T') be the largest existence interval of the solution u to (@.3)—(.3). Let £(¢) = sup(u(x, 1)—

xeU
ury(x)) for 0 <t < T. We define the set

S(1) = {x € Ulu(x, 1) — upn(x) = €0)),

for t > 0. Then S (¢) is a compact subset in U and &(¢) is Lipschitz on [0, #;] forany 0 < #; < T.
For any x € S(¢), by (4.3), we have

a —ZU —zlU —zlU
(4.9) E(u —upn)(x, 1) = (€7 — e ™) Apupy + e Ap(u — ury)] )
(4.10) = [0 — 1+ e Ay = ur)l|
(4.11) <[ -1,
(4.12) = %0 1,

for t > 0. By the maximum principle of the equation satisfied by u — u,y, if £(¢;) < O for some

t+71)—-&@U
t; > 0, then &(r) < O for all £ > #;. Denote (%)Jr(t) = lim sup M

™\,0
(6],

. By Lemma 3.5 in

(4.13) (%Mt) < sup{%(u —urn)(x, 0| x € S (1)) < 0 1,

for t > 0. Therefore, &(¢) is uniformly bounded from the above on the interval [0, T)). Moreover,
if T = +oo, then limsup,_,, £(f) < 0. Therefore, we have a uniform upper bound of u on each
compact subset K of M for t € [0,T). The a priori estimates near the boundary are difficult
when the boundary data ¢ > 0.

Now we prove a comparison theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Fori = 1,2, let u; be the unique solution to the boundary value problem

(4.14) u, = e A —1, inM x [0, T),
0
(4.15) —u+k, =yie", onoM x[0,T),
811;,
(4.16) Ul _, = Uoi, inM,

9



with ug, < ug on M and U1 <Y on M x [0,T). Then we have

(4.17) u; < up
for (x,1) € M x [0, T).

Proof. Let v = u; — u,. For any t; € (0, T), we will show that u; < u, on M x [0,1,]. By @.14),
we have

e (u;), + € = Apuz, in M % [0, 1]

for i = 1, 2. By taking difference between these two equations, we have
0
(€M = )(Z 4+ 1)+ e = A, in M X [0,11],

and hence,

(4.18) v, = e A — fv, in M x [0, 1],

2V— . . . iy . .
where f = (aai[1 +1) % Q is a continuous function on M X [0, #;]. Similarly, by (£.13), we
have

ov

(4.19) e (" = ey + e (Y1 — )
np

= fv+e2 W — ),

in OM x [0, t;], where f = W1 i continuous on M X [0, ;] and it is positive when ¢ > 0.

up—uz

Let r be the distance function to the boundary dM on (M, h). There exits a small constant

1—10 > € > 0 such that r is smooth in the e-neighborhood U, of M, and the exponential map
F: OMx[0,e] » U, is a diffeomorphism, with F(p,r) = Exp,(—rn) where n is the unit

outer norm of M at p. We define the function 7(x) € C2%(M) such that T > % on M, and
7(x) = 1 —r(x) for 0 < r(x) < e. Now let & = e™“vn(x), with a > 0 a large constant to be chosen,
and 7(x) = e for some constant N > 0 to be defined. By #.I8)), we have

(4.20)

& = e e Ay + (=f — a)é
= e M2 AE —2e7 e - Vi — e e YA + (—f — a)é
= e N\yE = 2722V - V(e Tt + 2e7 e (Vi - Vim)é — e A é + (= f — a)é
= e AE+ X Vi + [ - f - alé,

where X = —2¢72257'V,n is a continuous vector field on M x [0, #,] depending on N, and
[ = 2e 2yl |th|i — e~ 2257 Ay is a continuous function on M x [0, 7] depending on N. Then
for a fixed large number N > 0, we choose a > 0 sufficiently large so that

(—f—-a<0

10



on M x [0, 1,]. For the choice of N > 0, by (@.19), we have

4.21) g—li = e "nfv+ee i —gn) — ey

(4.22) = (f = N)E + ey = o),

9n
or

on OM x [0, t;], where f is a continuous positive function on dM X [0, ;] depending on ;. We
now choose N > 0 large so that f — N < 0ondM x[0,t]. Recall that £(x,0) < 0O for x € M,
and ¥; — ¥, < 0on dM X [0, #]. Using the maximum principle on & in the domain M % [0, 1],
we have that £ < 0 on M x [0, 1] for any t; € (0,7), and hence, u; < u, on M x[0,7).

O

Remark 4.1. Using the same proof of Theorem we have the comparison theorem still holds
when u, is a subsolution to (.14) satisfying

u < e Au—1,inMx[0,T),

0
—u+k, <ye’, onoM x[0,T),
Gnh

u|t:0 < upy, inM,
and u, is a supersolution to (4.14)) satisfying

u > e Ayu— 1, inM x [0, T),

iu + ky, = Yne", onoM x [0,T),

Gnh

I/l|t_0 > Uy, in M,

with ug, < ug on M and W1 < ¥ on OM X [0, 00).

This comparison theorem will be important for the discussion of choice of the initial data u
and the boundary data i, and the long time existence and the convergence of the corresponding
solutions.

As a consequence of Theorem (4.1, we now show that the solution to the following boundary
value problem will not converge to the Loewner-Nirenberg metric. Let (M, k) be the Euclidean
unit disk (B;, g¢) € R? and r the distance to the origin. We consider the initial boundary value
problem (4.3)) — (4.3) and let u be the unique solution, where u is a radial symmetric solution
to the equation

(4.23) Aug = €2

or
with some constant b € (0,1). Then we have ¥(0) > 1. We then choose ¥ = ¥(t) so that
Y'(t) < 0fort > 0and lim y(¢) = 1. Recall that u, is the unique solution to the initial value
t—+00

11

in By, and ¢ = y(¢) satisfies 22 = ye* — 1 on 8B, X {0}. For instance, just take ug = log(%)



problem

u, = e Apu—1, in By X [0, 00)

0
—u+ k, = ¥ (0)e", ondB; X [0, ),
811;,

Ul _, = Uo, InBy,

Since y(#) < ¥(0) for t > 0, by Theorem 4.1l we have that u(x,7) < uy(x) for any (x,7) €
By X [0,00). Hence, the solution u will not converge to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution as
t — oo on any compact subset of Bj.

5. CONVERGENCE OF THE CAUCHY-DIRICHLET PROBLEM OF THE NORMALIZED RIccl FLow

For a a compact surface (M, h) with its interior M and boundary M, without loss of gener-
ality, we take & to be the background conformal metric such that the Gauss curvature K, = 0.

Then (L.I8) — (L20) can be written as

(5.1) u, = e XA — 1, in M x [0, o)
(5.2) u= ¢, 1), ondM x [0, ),
(5.3) u|_y = uo. in M,
with the compatibility condition
(5.4) up(x) = ¢(x,0), for x € OM,
0
(5.5) a—‘f(x, 0) = e W A,up(x) — 1, for x € IM.
In order that u € C**2*3 (H X [0, €]) for some € > 0, we need the additional condition
(92
(5.6) 6—5(% 0) = e [2Aup(e > Ayug — 1) + Ay(e™>" Ayutg)](x),
for x € M. Notice that when u is a solution to equation
(5.7) Apu = &,

on M, then by (5.3) and (5.6), we have ¢,(x, 0) = ¢,(x,0) = O for x € M. The strategy in this
section is parallel to those in [25] and [26].

Definition 5.1. We call a function &(t) € C'([0, +00)) a low-speed increasing function if, &(t) > 0
fort > 0, lim&(t) = oo, and there exist two constant T > 0 and v > 0 such that fort > T, we
t—00

have
(5.8) &M<t
We first show the long time existence of the solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (3.1) —

G.3).

Theorem 5.2. Let (M, h) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary M such that
K, = 0. Assume that uy € C>*(M) and ¢ € C**'*3(OM x [0, T]) for all T > 0 such that the
compatibility condition (3.4) — (3.3) holds. Then there exists a unique solution u to the Cauchy-

Dirichlet problem 1) — (3.3) for all time t > 0, and u € C**'*3(M x [0,T]) for all T > 0.
12



Moreover, if uy € C**(M) and ¢ € C4+‘£+%(M x [0, T]) for T > 0, and also the compatibility
condition (5.0) holds, then u € C*****3(M x [0, T]) for all T > 0.

Proof. The short time existence of the solution is classical. Indeed, at ¢+ = 0, it is a strictly
parabolic equation with Dirichlet boundary value problem. By the compatibility condition,
using the inverse function theorem and standard methods from the parabolic equation [22],
there exists € > 0 such that there exists a unique solution u € C***'*3(M x [0, €]). By the
standard methods of the parabolic equation, to obtain the long time existence, we only need to
show the upper bound and lower bound estimates on u on M x [0, T'] for any T > 0.

By the maximum principle, u(x, ) < max{sup;; to, SUPgyx0.7) ¢} for (x, 1) € M x [0, T] for
any 7 > 0.

For the lower bound estimates, let [0, T') be the largest existence time interval of the solution
u. Let §(t) = inf3;u(-, ). Then £(¢) is Lipschitz in [0,#] for any #; € (0,T). Therefore, the
derivative &’(¢) exists for almost every ¢ and &(7) — £(0) = fot &' (s)ds for t € (0,T). We define
(%), (1) = lim sup 2L D ~€0)

™0 T

. Denote the set

S(1) = {x € M|u(x,1) = inf u(-, )},
M

for ¢t > 0. Then S (¢) is compact. By Lemma 3.5 in [[16]],

(5.9 (%)Jr(t) > inf{%u(x, t)| xeS®} = min{iar}wf %(-, 1), —1},
for t > 0 and hence, £(¢) is uniformly bounded from below in [0, T) if T < +o0. Therefore, we
obtain the uniform upper and lower bounds on « for any finite time intervals. By the standard
theory of parabolic equations, the C2**!'*% (M x [0, #,]) norm of u is uniformly controlled for any
t; > 0 and hence, the solution u exists for all 7 > 0. Also, under the compatibility condition (5.6)),
by the standard regularity argument of parabolic equations, we obtain the required regularity in
the theorem. This completes the proof of the theorem.

O

Now we give a comparison lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let (Mz, h) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM. Assume
the Gauss curvature K, = 0. Let u be a sub-solution to (5.1)), i.e., u, < e > Ayu—1, in M x [0, T),
and v be a sup-solution to 1)), i.e., v; > e Ay — 1, inM x [0,T). Suppose that u < v on
OM x [0,T)|JM x [0, T). Then we have u < v on M x [0, T).

Proof. Let ¢ = u — v. By the condition in the lemma, we have

(5.10) & < € NE + f(x, 1€,

in M x [0, T), where f(x,1) = =2(1 + v;) when & = 0; while f(x,1) = (1 +v,)é '(e7* — 1) when
& # 0. It is easy to check that f € C(M x [0, T)). Since £ < 0 on dM x [0,T)|JM x [0,T), by
the classical maximum principle of the parabolic inequality (5.10), we have & < 0 on M x [0, T)
and hence, u < von M X [0, T'). This proves the lemma.

O

For the convergence of the flow, we first consider a simple case.
13



Theorem 5.4. Let (M, h) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM such that
K, = 0. Assume that uy € C**(M) and ¢ € CHe2™3(M x [0,T]) for all T > 0, and also the
compatibility condition (3.4) — (3.6) holds. Moreover, let uy be a subsolution to (3.7) such that

(5.11) e[ =2Apuo(e 2 Apug — 1) + Ap(e™ 2 Apug)](x) = 0,

at the points x € OM where it holds that e Ayug — 1 = 0. If ¢, > 0 on OIM x [0, +c0), and
d(x, 1) > log(&(?)) for (x,t) € AM X [T}, +00) with some constant Ty > 0, where & is a low-
speed increasing function satisfying (5.8)), then we have that there exists a unique solution u €
CHeX3(M %[0, T)) for all T > 0 to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary value problem (5.1) — (5.3)
for all t > 0, and moreover, u converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution

upy in C* sense in M.

We remark that the condition (3.11) is to guarantee the compatibility condition (3.6) and
¢; > 0 on OM x [0,T]) hold. When uy is a solution to (5.7) in a neighborhood of dM, then
(5.11) holds automatically; while when uq is a strict subsolution to (5.7)), then the condition
(5.11)) is not needed anymore. For instance, if ug is a subsolution to (3.7), then uy — C is a
strictly subsolution for any constant C > 0.

Proof. The long time existence of the solution u is proved in Theorem So we only need to
show the convergence. .
We first use the maximum principle to show that #, > 0 on M X [0, 00). Let v = u,. By

1) — (3.3), we have that

(5.12) Ve = e A =200 +v), in M x [0, c0),
(5.13) v=¢,>0, on M X [0, co0),
(5.14) v(x, 1) = e 209, u0(x) = 1 > 0, for x € M.

By the maximum principle, v can never be negative in M x [0, o). Therefore, u, > 0 in M x
[0, o0).

For each smooth compact domain D € M with its interior D°, let u;yp be the Loewner-
Nirenberg solution to (5.7) on D. By comparison, we have uy < uzyp in D. Now ¢ = u — uzn p.
We have

v, = e Ay + (e — 1), in D° x [0, 00),
v = —oo, on dD X [0, 00),
v(x,0) <0 for x € D°.

Then, by the maximum principle, we have v < 0 in D° X [0, c0). Therefore, on each compact
subset in M, u is uniformly bounded from above and moreover u is increasing in ¢ for any
x € M. By the standard interior estimates of the parabolic equation, we have that on each
compact subset K in M, ||ul|c++(K) is uniformly bounded from above, independent of ¢ > 0.
Therefore, u(x,t) — uw(x) locally uniformly in M in C* sense. Similarly, by comparison,
u(x, 1) < upy(x) for x € M, where u; y is the Loewner-Nirenberg solution to (3.7) on M. For the
lower bound estimates of u near dM, we need the following lemma, which is a modification of

Lemma 4.4 in [26]].
14



Lemma S.5. Let the condition of Theorem holds. Let r(x) be the distance of x € M to OM
in (M, h). Then for any € > 0, there exists 6; > 0 small and T, > T, such that

(5.15) u(x,t) > —log(r(x) + €(t)) + w(x) — &,
fort > T, and any x € M such that r(x) < &,, where € = £(t)™', and w is of C* in the 6,-
neighborhood of OM in (M, h) such that w(x) < 0 withw = 0 on OM.

Proof. For ¢ € OM and ¢, > 0, we denote Exp,(s) the point on the geodesic starting from
g in the direction of the inner normal vector with distance s to ¢ in (M, h). Define the map
F : OM % [0,5,] — M such that F(q,r) =Exp,(r). Then for 6; > 0 sufficiently small, F'is a
diffeomorphism to the image Us, = {Equ(r)|(q, r) € 0M x [0,6,]}. Then on Uy, the metric has
the orthogonal decomposition

h=dr*+h, =dr* + f(r, s)ds*,
with A, the restrictionof hon X, = {pe M |r(p) = r}. Now we define the function
u(x, 1) = —log(r(x) + €()) + w(x) — ¢,
for (x, 1) € Us, X [T, +00), where
1 1
w(x) = A(m - 5),
with constants A > 0, p > 1 large and ¢ > 0 small to be defined. Recall that

€
TR &M<,

fort > T. Let #(x, t) = r(x) + (). Then we have
—€()  T1e(t)?

U = = < =
— Hx ) T F(x 1)

26-2w(x) 282
e—2w(x) 5, ¢ -
PO, [ su+ S

(5.16)

< 1e(?),

L 0o
or 6r

+Ap(p + D(r(x) +6) "7 ~ f )
19f

e A — 1 -1

1f~(

— 628—2\4/()6) ;;(x, t)2[

1 -1
F(x, 1)? 1)

A
L) + )7 -

2e-2w(n) Ap(p + DF(x, t)2 B l _ Gf~
e G+ o 2 T
1 0f

f_ 5, (X +0) P 0] -

A 1)? r(x)+0
pr(x) (p+1—(() )5, f
(r(x) + 6)r*+? 2f

Now we fix 6 > 0 small. Therefore, for 6; > 0 sufficiently small, 7, > max{T, T} sufficiently
large and p > 0 large, we have that

_8f~(

2e—-2w(x) [

Nl -

=e€

- _ &
e MAhZ_ 1 2628 2w(x)[1 _ E] -1 >e>u,
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and hence, u is a subsolution of the equation (3.1)) for (x,#) € Us, X [T,, o). By the boundary
condition, we have u > u on OM X [T,,0). Notice that dUs, = M |JZs,. Since u(x,t) is
increasing in ¢, we have that u(x, r) > uy(x). On the other hand, there exists A; > 0 such that for
each A > Ay and p > 1, we have that

—log(6)) + A[(6; +0) P —-o"] < iznf Uo,

Q|
and hence we have on X5, X [0, c0),
us<u.

On Us, X {T>}, since u(-,T,), u(-,T») € CI(U(;I) and u < u on M X {T5,}, there exist A, > 0 and
p2 > 0 such that for A > A, and p > p,, we have that on Us, X {T},

u<u.
Now we apply LemmalS.10ion Uy, X [T, o) and obtain that
uzu,

on Us, X [T, ), for some A > 1 and p > 1 large. This completes the proof of Lemma (3.5
O

By Lemma[5.3] we have that
(5.17) Us(x) > —log(r(x)) + w(x) — &,

in a neighborhood of M relating to £ and hence, u., is the Loewner-Nirenberg solution to (53.7).
O

Now we consider the convergence of the flow for more general initial and boundary data.

Theorem 5.6. Let (M,h) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM such
that K, = 0. Assume that uy € C***(M) and ¢ € C**"*3(M x [0,T]) for all T > 0, and
also the compatibility condition (3.4) — (3.3) holds. Moreover, we assume that ¢,(x,t) > 0 on
OM X [T, ) for some T > 0, and ¢(x,t) > log(&(t)) for (x,t) € OM X [T}, +00) with some
constant Ty > 0 where & is a low-speed increasing function satisfying (5.8)). Then there exists a
unique solution u € C**'*3(M x [0, T) for all T > 0 to the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary value
problem (5.1)) — (3.3) for all t > 0, and u converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg
solution uyy in C* sense in M.

Proof. The long time existence of the solution u is proved in Theorem[5.2l So we only need to
show the convergence.
Let8 = Mil[lofT] u. Let vy be the solution to (3.7) with the boundary condition v0| oy =B~ L.
x[0,

Then by the maximum principle, vy < 8 — 1 on M. We then pick up a function ¢y(x,?) €
CHo25(M x [0, 1,]) for all ; > 0 such that vy and ¢, satisfy the compatibility condition (5.4) —
(.6, ¢y < ¢ on OM x [0,2T], ¢y = ¢ on M X [2T, o), and %(x, ) > 0 for ¢ > 0. This can be
done by a gluing construction: Let n = n(¢) € C*([0, o)) such that n(¢t) =0 fort < T, n(¢t) = 1
for t > 2T, and 1'(¢¥) > O for all + > 0, and we define ¢o(x, 1) = ¢(x, )n() + B(1 — n(t)) for
(x,1) € OM % [0, 00).
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By Theorem [5.4] there exists a unique solution v € C****3(M x [0,]) for all r > 0 to the
following Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

v =e A =1, in M X [0, )
V= ¢0(" t)’ on oM x [03 OO),
”L:o = vy, INM,

and v(x, 1) converges locally uniformly in C* in M to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution u;y to
(7)) in M, as t — oo. Since v < uon M x {0} | OM X [0, o), by Lemmal[3.3] we have that

(5.18) u(x,t) > v(x, 1)

for (x,) € M x [0, 00).
For the upper bound estimates of u, we will use the same argument above Theorem [4.11
Indeed, let u; y be the Loewner-Nirenberg solution to (3.7)) in M. Let &(¢) = sup(u(x, 1) — upn(x))

xeM
for t > 0. Replacing U by M, by the discussion above Theorem 4.1l we have that lim sup £(r) <

t—o0

0 and hence,

lim sup u(x, t) < uyn(x),
t—00
for any x € M. Combining the upper bound estimates, the above lower bound estimates and the
convergence of v, we have that u(x,t) — u;y(x) locally uniformly on M as t — oco. Then by
the standard interior estimates of the parabolic equations, we have that u(x, 1) — u;y(x) locally
uniformly in C? sense in M as t — oo.
O

As a corollary, we now prove Theorem L1

Proof of Theorem|[[ Il By the discussion at the beginning of this section, there exists a confor-
mal metric & = ¢* g such that K, = 0 on M. Let v = u — u;. Then v is a solution to (5.1) — (5.3)
with new initial data vy = uy — u; on M and boundary data ¢ = ¢ — u;. Then, by Theorem [5.6]
we completes the proof of the Theorem. O

Remark 5.1. The condition ¢, > 0 for t > 0 for the boundary data ¢ is too restrictive in
Theorem 1.1 in 23], considering the compatible condition (2.1) there. Similar as Theorem
here, it can be relaxed to ¢, > 0 for t > t; with some constant t, > 0, with minor changes in the
proof. So now Theorem 1.1 in [25]] is refined to the following statement:

Theorem 5.7. Let (M",g) be a smooth compact manifold with boundary such that R, > 0.
Assume two positive functions uy € C>**(M) and ¢ € Ci;f(aM X [0, +00)) satisfy the compatible

condition (2.1) on OM x {0}. Moreover, assume ¢, > 0 for t > t; with some constant t; > 0,

¢ satisfies (2.4) ast — oo and lim 161}}C ¢ = oo. Then there exists a unique solution u to the
—o0

Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (1.3) —(1.5), converging in CIZOC(M °) to a solution u., to the Loewner-
Nirenberg problem (1.1) — (1.2) as t — +oco. Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

2-n

1 n
i (piegm(p))z—fn)% —C<u<Cx™,
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near the boundary OM, where x is the distance function to the boundary.

In comparison to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [25]], here for Theorem[3.7, we choose the small

constant € < % inf ¢ instead. That is the only change in the proof.
" OMX[0,t]

For the same reason, the condition ¢, > 0 for # > 0 in Lemma 2.9 in [25] is relaxed to ¢, > 0
for t > t; with some constant #; > 0, and hence Lemma 2.9 is refined to the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Assume (M, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary of C** and
R, = —n(n —1). For any uy € C**(M) such that uy > 1 and a positive function ¢ €

C2+a’1+%(M, [0, +00)) satisfying the compatible condition (2.1) with ug, ¢ > 1 fort > 0, ¢, > 0

loc

for t > t; with some constant t; > 0 and satisfying (2.4) as t — oo and lim ianzvf ¢ = oo, there
t—00 ¢
2+a,1+%

o (M x [0, +00)) to (2.13), and u converges to u, in
(M°) as t — +oo, where u., is the solution to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem (1.1) — (1.2).

exists a unique positive solution u € C
C2

loc

Notice that for any positive initial data uy € C*>*(M), such a function ¢ satisfying the con-
ditions in Lemma [5.8] always exists. No changes are needed in the proof of Lemma 2.9 and
Theorem 1.2 in [25]].

6. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE GEODESIC CURVATURE OF OM UNDER THE CAUCHY-DIRICHLET
PROBLEM OF THE NORMALIZED Ricci FLow

Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary dM. As discussed in the
proof of Lemma there exists d; € (0, 1) small such that the exponential map F : dM X
[0,6,] — M, which maps any g € dM to the point Exp,(—sn) on the geodesic starting from
q along the direction of the inner normal vector —n at ¢, is a diffeomorphism to the image
Us, ={x e M|r(x) < 01} with r(x) the distance from x to dM. Here g € OM realizes the distance
s of Exp,(—sn) to M. Thus g has the orthogonal decomposition on Uy,

g=dr* +g, =dr* + f(r, s)ds?,

with f > 0 smooth in Uy, .

We consider the asymptotic behavior of the geodesic curvature on the boundary along the
Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (L18) — (I.20) of the normalized Ricci flow, as t — +oco. Under
the assumption of Theorem [L.Tl we have proved there exists a unique solution u for all time
t > 0 and u converges to u;y locally uniformly in C? sense in M. We always assume that the
condition in Theorem [L. 1] holds in this section. We will show that when the Dirichlet boundary
data ¢ grows slowly to infinity, then the geodesic curvature k., — 1 uniformly on M as t —
+00; while when ¢ grows sufficiently fast to infinity, then the geodesic curvature k., — +oo
uniformly in a certain speed on M as t — +co.

We now assume that the boundary data ¢ depends only on ¢ when ¢ > T3 for some 75 > 0
large and ¢'(r) — 0 ast — +oo. We first define a test function &(x, t) on Us, X [T3, 0) with
T5 > 0 to be fixed such that

(6.1) E(x, 1) = —log(ar(x) + &(1)) £ w(x),
where r(x) is the distance function to M, € = ¢ *? and a > 0 is a constant to be determined,
and
(6.2) w(x) = A((r(x) +6) 7 = 67P)
18



with two large constants A > 1 and p > 1 and a small constant 6 > O to be determined. Hence,
w(x) < 0 on Us, with w(x) = 0 on M. Therefore, we have the following computation:

o8 g &0y
or ar(x) +e(t)  ar(x) + &)’
25 _10f 0¢
Agé(x, 1) = —f aror
a2 Gf

Ap(p+ D(r+ 672 + f‘ F Ap(r(x) +6) " .

(ar(x) + &(1))? 8 61’ ar(x) + &(1)

Therefore,
XN E-K) -1
2 2
= [ + Ap(p + 1)(ar(x) + &(1)) —f_l f( — alar() + 6(1) * Ap(ar(x) + &(t)) )

(r + o)r*2
— K, (ar(x) + &())*] - 1,

For any a € (1,2) close to 1, we define u = —log(ar(x) + &(t)) + w(x) on Uy, X [T3, c0). Now fix
0 > 0 small. We then choose p > 1 large so that

(r(x) + o)+

p+1>2(8 +6)sup|f
vy 0

and
p(p+1) > 2(6; + 6)* sup|K,l,
M
and hence,
—2u 2 -1 af
(6.3) e (Agu— Ky) — 1 > a* — 1 — a(ar(x) + &(t)) sup |f a_|’
Us, r

on Us, X [T3,00). Since ¢(t) — oo as t — oo, there exists T, > T3 such that
0
&(t) = e < (a* - D[4asup| f—l—f|]-1
Ual (91"
and ¢(t) > O fort > T,. Let 5, € (0,9;) satisfy that 6, < i(l —a?). Denote Us, = {x €

Us, |r(x) < 0,}. Then, we take T, large so that ¢'() < “24_1 for t € [T4, ), and hence we have
that

Et < e_ZE(AgE - Kg) - 1,

on Us, X [Ty, o). Moreover, by the locally uniform convergence of u, we also require 7 to be
large so that

—uy(x) > u(x, 1) > 2MNL(?C)

10 10
and hence u is uniformly bounded from the above and below, on X5, X [T4, 00) with 25, = {x €
M| r(x) = 6,}. Notice that
—log(ad, + 1) < —log(ad, + e *?) < —log(ad,).
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Now we choose A > 1 and p > 1 large so that
usu

on X5, X [T}, 00). Since u(-, T4) and u(-, T4) are continuous on Us,, there exists A; > 1 and p; > 1
such that for A > A; and p > p;, we have that

IA

usu

on Us, X {T,}. Then, we apply Lemmal[5.3lon Us, X [T, o) to have that
<

on Us, X [T4, 00). Recall that u = u on M X [T4, ), and hence,

oy Ou iy U
keZL‘g =e ¢(t)[6_ng + kg] <e ¢(t)[6_ng + kg]
= oo +k,] = a+ [k, +Aps P e™?
e [_arr=0 el =a+[kg+Ap le™,

on OM X [T4, o), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on M. Similarly, for any b € (0, 1)
close to 1, we define

(6.4) u(x,t) = —log(b r(x) + &(t)) — w(x),
and then there exists T} > T3, ¢; € (0,61), and A’ > 1 and p" > 1 large which depend on b so
that

u>u

on Uy X [T}, 0); moreover, we have
8 4

. OU s OU el -
keug = € M[a_ng +ky]>e M[a_ng + ko] = b+ [k, — Aps P '1e??,
on OM X [T}, c0). Now leta — 1 and b — 1, and hence we have that if ¢'(f) - 0 ast — +oo,
then

e OU
kezug =e ¢(t)[a_ng + kg] i 1,

uniformly on dM as t — oo. This completes the proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary dM. Under
the condition of Theorem[[ 1) we assume that there exists Ty > 0 such that ¢ depends only on t,
ie., ¢ = ¢(t) fort > Tz, and ¢'(t) = 0 ast — oo. Then the solution u(x,t) obtained in Theorem
[I.1) which converges locally uniformly in C? to uyy, satisfies that the geodesic curvature on OM

_,, Ou
kKZug =e 8_ng + kg) -1,

uniformly on M as t — oo.

One can use the same test functions to estimate the upper and lower bound of on dM when

the boundary data ¢ is a certain small perturbation of the function ¢(#) in spatlal “directions for

t > T3. Indeed, we have the following generalization:
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Theorem 6.2. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary dM. Under
the condition of Theorem [ 1) we assume that there exists Ty > 0 and a constant C; > 0 such
that

(6.5) e (IV?¢l + Vo +|Vel) < C,

for t > Ts, and supy, g—‘f — 0 ast — oo. Then the solution u(x,t) obtained in Theorem [}
which converges locally uniformly in C? to uyy, satisfies that the geodesic curvature on OM

_,, Ou
kKZMg =e 5_;1g + kg) - 1,

uniformly on OM as t — oo.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem We only show the differences.

We extend ¢(x, t) on OM X [0, 00) to Us, X[0, o) using the exponential map from the boundary
in the following way: Recall that the map F : M x [0,8,] — M defined at the beginning of
the section such that F(gq,r) =Exp,(-rn) is a diffeomorphism to Us,, and for each x € Us,,
there exists a unique g = ¢g(x) € OM that realizes the distance r(x) from x to M. Indeed,
x = F(q(x), r(x)). Then let ¢(x, 1) = ¢(q(x),t) for (x,1) € Us, X [0, o). In particular, g—‘f =0on
Us, X [T3, ).

We define a test function &(x, ¢) on Us, X [T3, 00) with T3 > 0 to be fixed such that

(6.6) &(x, 1) = —log(ar(x) + &(x, 1)) =+ w(x),

where r(x) is the distance function to M, £ = ¢~ **" and a > 0 is a constant to be determined,
and
(6.7) w(x) = A((r(x) +6)" = 677),
with two large constants A > 1 and p > 1 and a small constant 6 > O to be determined.
Then we have that
% _ e(x, )g(x, 1)
ot ar(x)+ s(x 1’
625 4,0 f 8§
gf(x 1= f +f fsv__f fvfs

a2 2 — f
Rl Ap(p + D)(r+06)"" f —[

2(¢s)2 + &€ (¢xs - (¢v)2) _ fs 8¢s
(ar + g(x,0))2f  (ar+e(x,0)f 2(ar+e(x,0))f

_ _ —p-1
a0 1 e T AP+

Therefore,
X (NE-K) - 1
2 2
- g 1 AP DG 40O B0y 7 AL + 2O

(r + o)r+2
— Ky(ar(x) + e(0)* + f'eX (@) + f e (@55 — (9)))ar + &(x, 1))
-2 7 fregs(ar + elx,0)] - 1,
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Let C = supy, (1 + 2CH7USD. Forany a € (1,2) close to 1, we define
u = —log(ar(x) + &(x, 1)) + w(x),

on Us, X [T3,00). Now fix 6 > 0 small. We then choose p > 1 large so that

p+1 >2(61+5)sup|f

ar
and

p(p+1) > 2(6; + 6)* sup|K,l,

M
and hence, using the fact w(x) < 0 on Uy,, we have
(6.8)
B~ K =12 @~ 1~ aar) + o(x.1) sup| /- —| Ce™ + ane (gl + 16, + ).

Recall that infyy, ¢(-, 1) — +oo as t — oo, and

e (Ipss| + s> + 185)) < C1(1 + SJ‘p(f )

for some constant C; for ¢t > T5. For this a € (1, 2), we choose 6, € (0, d;) so that
a? -1

8CCia(l + supy, (f + fI£D)

and 6, < $(1 —a™?). Also, since infzy ¢ — +oo as t — +oo, let Ty > T be large so that

62<

CCi(1 +sup(f + f1fihe? < < <a - 1),

Us,
and ¢(x, ) > 0, and moreover,

laf|]—l

g(x, 1) = e < (a* = 1)[8a sup |f_ —
Us, or

fort > T4. Denote Us, = {x € Uy, |r(x) < 0,}. Then, we also take T, large so that ¢,(x, 1) < “
for t € [T4, ), and hence we have that

Et < e_ZE(AgE - Kg) - 1,
on Uy, X [Ty, o). Then using the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we can choose

A > 1and p > 1 large, depending on a > 1, such that u < u on X5, X [T4, ) |J Us, X {T4} and
u = uon oM X [Ty, co) for T4 large. Then, we apply Lemma-on Us, X [T4, ) to have

u<u,

on Us, X [T4, o), and hence,

ou ou
keZL‘g =e [a—ng +k ] ¢[6_ng + kg]
Oou
= =
el or'r=0
22
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on OM X [T}y, ), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on 0M in (H, g). Similarly, for any
b € (0,1) close to 1, define u(x, 1) = —log(b r(x) + &(x, 1)) — w(x), and then there exists T, > T3,
0, €(0,01),and A’ > 1 and p’ > 1 large which depend on b so that

u>u,
on U(;/2 X [T}, o0); moreover, we have
. Ou . ou 14—
kg = € ¢[6—ng +ky]>e ¢[6—ng + ko] = b+ [k, —Aps P 'e?,
on M X [T}, o). Now leta — 1 and b — 1, and hence we have that
_, Ou
kezug =e ¢[a_ng + kg] - 1,

uniformly on M as t — oo.
O

We now show that if ¢ depends only on ¢ for ¢t > 0 large and ¢’(f) — +o0 as t — +oo, then
the solution u to Theorem [[. ] satisfies that k., — +00 as t — oo,

Theorem 6.3. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary M. Under
the condition of Theorem|[[ 1} we assume that there exists Ty > 0 such that ¢ depends only on
t,i.e, ¢ = @) fort > Tz, and ¢’(t) — +oco ast — oco. Then the solution u(x,t) obtained in
Theorem [ 1) which converges locally uniformly in C* to u;y on M, satisfies that the geodesic
curvature on OM

_, Ou
koug = €7 (7— + ky) — +00,

on,

uniformly on OM as t — oo.

Proof. Notice that for the Loewner-Nirenberg problem (L8] — (I1.9), paralleling to the approach
of Loewner and Nirenberg for higher dimension cases, one solves the sequence of Dirichlet
boundary value problems for N € N:

—Aquy + K, = —e® in M,
uy =N, on oM.

Let uy be the unique solution to this Dirichlet problem, and using maximum principle we have
that uy — uzy with u;y locally uniformly in C? sense in M. Using the argument in Theorem[6.1],
with € replaced by e in the test functions u and %, we have the geodesic curvature k,y ¢ 1
as N — +oo. Therefore, since the problem (I.18) — (1.20) is conformally invariant, we choose
the background metric g in the flow so that the geodesic curvature k, = —% f % € (%, % .

In the neighborhood Us, X [T3, +00) of the boundary, for any constant b > 1, we modify the
test function (6.4)), and define

u(x, 1) = —log(br(x) + £(t)) — w(x) + ¢*Vr(x),

where r(x) is the distance of x to M in (M, 2), &) = e and w(x) = A[(r +8) 7 —-67"] <0
in Us,, with any 6 > 0 small fixed, A > 1 and p > 1 to be determined. Then we have the
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computation

ou _ &O s €D 50 a7
o e ¢ T S e Ten T TP
_ ®u 1, ,ofdu
Agu(x,t) = Fr + 5f 5
2
i _Arp + 1) —f_ f + Ap(r(x) +6) 7" + 7],

- (br(x) + (1)) (r +6)r+? or br(x) + &(1)

and hence,

Ap(br + g)*

(r(x) + o)r+!

Ap(p + 1)(br + &)?
(r + o)r+2

e [Ai— K] -1 = n2rerl 51 —( b(br + €) + O (br + &)?)

+b* -

— K (br + &)1 - 1.
We require that
-1 af 2
p+ 1> +8)sup|f~ ==+ (61 +6)* sup Ky,
Us (91” i
1
and hence,

e A - K] - 1< eZH’E‘”[ f‘ —( b(br + &) + e*O(br + &)%) + b*] —

Recall that k, = —3 f -l af 10, ) on M, and by continuity, we choose 9, € (0, d;) small so
that 1 f1% € (-=2,-1yin U52 {x € Us,|r(x) < 52} and hence,
e AT~ K, — 1< 22— (b +e)f = o S0 L

Since ¢’(t) — +o0 as t — oo, we choose Ty > T; large so that ¢’ (t) > 0 and
b

1= (1) < —,

et)y=e >

for t > T,. Also, let 6, < 1. Therefore,
A — K] — 1 < 2% 727" — 1 <2p? - 1,
for (x,7) € Us, X [Ty, +0). On the other hand, for 0 < r < b~'e™%®, we have

au e ()

ot = br(x) +&(t) ~ _¢()

~

while for b~ 1e™?® < r < 65,

=2 g2 b9 )

Recall that ¢’(f) — +o0 as t — oo. Hence, we require 7, > T be large so that

i
a—btl>e_2”[Au—K]
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for (x, 1) € Us, X [T4, o). Moreover, we require T4 be large so that u is sufficiently close to u.y
onZXs ={x¢€ U52|r(x) = 0} for t > T4. Then as in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we choose A > 1
and p > 1 large so that u > u on X;, X [Ty, 00) |J Us, X {T4}. Then, we apply Lemma [5.3] on
Us, X [T4, ) to have that

u>u,

on Us, X [T4, 00). Since u = u on 0M X [T4, c0), we have

s OU s OU
keug = e M[a_ng +kgl>e M[a_ng + kel
o
— 2%
el or

otk =b—1+[k;—Aps "],

on OM X [Ty, o), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on M on (M, g). Therefore, let
b — +o0, we have that

k€2u

;= +00,

uniformly on dM as t — oo.
]

Now we are ready to estimate the geodesic curvature on the boundary when the Dirichlet
boundary data grows even faster.

Theorem 6.4. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary dM. Under
the condition of Theorem we assume that there exists T; > 0 such that ¢ depends only on t,
i.e., ¢ = ¢(t), and

(6.9) ¢'(1) 2 3¢(1) + 1,

fort > T;. Then the solution u(x, t) obtained in Theorem[L 1] which converges locally uniformly
in C? to ury on M, satisfies that the geodesic curvature on M has the lower bound estimate

0
kg = € (e + k) = ¢ — 1 + [k, — Apo 1 1e™,
on,
on OM X [Ty4, o) for some 6 > 0 small, A > 1 and p > 1 large, where n, is the outer normal
vector fields on OM on (M, g).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem[6.3] since the form of the flow is conformally invariant, we
assume the background metric g to have the geodesic curvature k, = —1 f~'% € (3, 12). Then
we choose the test function u on Uy, X [T3, 00) such that

u(x, 1) = —log(b(H)r(x) + £(t)) — w(x) + ¢*Or(x),

where r(x) is the distance of x to M in (M, g), b(t) = (ﬁ(t), e(t)=e?and w(x) = A[(r +6)7 -
077] < 0in Uy,, with any ¢ > O small fixed, A > 1 and p > 1 to be determined. Then we have
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the computation

G B0 + 0 5079 + 08O

#(1) ’_ &(1) ’
o e ¢ T T e e
_ . &u 1,,0fdu
Agu(x, t) = ﬁ + Ef EE
_ b2 Ap(p + 1) 1 f - —p—1 0
T r) 1202 (r+ o) _f o 1 e T APUD +0) e
and hence,
—2u - w=2re - Ap(br + 8)2 t
e A~ K]~ 1= e ‘2 > —( blbr+ &)+ e " (br + €)%
Ap(p + 1)(br + 8)2

+b* —

ot Kelbr+ el - 1.

We require that
L 0f 2
p+ 1> +8)sup|f~' == + (61 +6)* sup Ky,
Us, or i

and hence,
AT~ K]~ 1 < e 2,e¢[ f‘ _( b(br + &) + "V (br + £)*) + b*] - 1.

Then the same as in the proof of Theorem [6.3] since ¢(f) — +oo as ¢t — oo, we can choose
0 € (0,0;) small and T4 > T3 so that ¢’(¢) > 0 and

e TG — K] =1 <262e™72 1 <20 — 1 =245 — 1,
for (x,7) € Us, X [Ty, +0). On the other hand, for 0 < r < b(¢)"'e™*?”, we have
i 54T + e
ot~ br(x) + &)
¢ 4 ¢’ S ¢’ N ¢’

> — -
= 3¢ 1+bre* = 3¢ 2

= (— - %W
while for b~'e™®? < r < 65,
-2
ou_—363¢
— > (1) 4
ot~ br+¢e(r) er0g
> % + 2Or(x)¢’ > 32 73

Since ¢(f) — +oo, by (6.9), we can choose T, > T3 sufficiently large so that for (x,7) €
Us, X [Ty, +0), we have that

i > e (A — K,) - 1.
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Moreover, we require T4 be large so that u is sufficiently close to uyy on Zs, = {x € U52|r(x) =
0.} for t > T4, and hence, u in uniformly bounded in X, X [T}, +00). On the other hand, we have
that

—log(b()5, + (1)) + "5, > —10g(2¢3 (£)5,) + €*V6, > 0

for t > T, for T4 > T3 sufficiently large. Therefore, as in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we choose
A > land p > 1 large so that u > u on X5, X [Ty, ) |J Us, X {T4}. Then, we apply Lemma[5.3]
on Us, X [T4, 00) to have that

u>u,

on Us, X [T4, 00). Since u = u on 0M X [T, c0), we have

o, OU . Ol
keug = e M[_ang +k > e M[_ang + k]
— 9@ du k1=»b 1 k —A 5—1)—1 —¢()
=e [_arr=0+ ¢l =0@)— 1+ [k, —Ap le

= ¢% — 1+ [k, _Ap(;—p—l]e—aﬁ(t),

on OM X [Ty, o0), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on M on (M, 2).

7. CONVERGENCE OF THE SOLUTION TO THE BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM - (1D

Theorem 7.1. Let (M, g) be a compact _surface with its interior M and boundary OM. Assume
that uy € C**(M) and ¢ € C“a’%*%(M X [0,T]) for all T > 0, and also the compatibility
condition holds on OM x {0}:

0
a—nguo + kg = lp(-,O)e”O.

Suppose there exist two groups of Cauchy-Dirichlet data (ugy, o) and (up, ¢oy) satisfying
the condition of Theorem [ 1l such that the corresponding solutions u; and u, to the Cauchy-

Dirichlet problem (I18) — (1.20) satisfy that
Ug S Ug < Uyg On M,
keZMIg S l// S k62uzg on aM X [0, OO).

Then there exists a unique solution u € C***1*+5(M x [0,T)) to the initial boundary value
problem (1.13) - for all T > 0, and moreover, u converges locally uniformly in C? to the
Loewner-Nirenberg solution u;y on M.

Proof. The problem — (LI7) is a quasilinear parabolic equation with Robin boundary
condition, and at ¢ = 0, and the equation is strictly parabolic. With the compatibility condition
in the theorem, by the Inverse Function Theorem and standard methods from the parabolic
equation [22][28]], there exists € > 0 such that there exists a unique solution u € C2+"’1+%(M X
[0, €]) to — (LI7). Let Ty > 0 be the largest exists time of u. Then by Theorem 4.14] we
have

(7.1) up < u <,
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for (x,7) € M x [0,T] for any T < T, when the solution exists and hence, by standard reg-
ularity theory of second order parabolic equations, we have that there exists C = C(Ty) > 0
independent of T such that

”u”CZ-HY'H%(MX[O,T]) S C

Therefore, u exists for all # > 0, and u € C***'*3(M x [0, T]) for all T > 0, and hence
holds for all T > 0. By Theorem [I.1 u; and u, converge to u; y locally uniformly in C? sense in
M and hence, u converges to u;y locally uniformly in M. Then by standard interior estimates of
second order parabolic equations, u converges to u;y locally uniformly in C? sense in M. This
completes the proof of the theorem. O

Now we have the following long time existence and convergence result.

Theorem 7.2. Let (M, g) be a compact surface with its interior M and boundary OM. Assume
that uy, € C**(M) and ¢y, € C**"*3(M x [0,T]) for all T > O satisfy the condition in
Theorem[L. 1l Moreover, we assume that ug; < uzy on M. Let u; be the solution to the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem (L.18)— (I.2Q) with the initial and boundary data uy, and ¢o,. We assume that
up € C***(M) and yr € Cl+3+5 (M x [0, T)) forall T > 0, and also the compatibility condition
holds on OM x {0}:

d u
8_ngu0 + kg = l,l/(,O)e 0,

Suppose ug and Y satisfy the following:
U Uy < Uy ON M,
kpuy < ¥ <y(0)F =2, on OM X [0, ).

where y(t) € C3([0,0)) is a positive function satisfying y' > 3y + 1 for t € [0,00). Then
there exists a unique solution u € C***'*3(M x [0, T)) to the initial boundary value problem
—(LID) for all T > 0, and moreover, u converges locally uniformly in C? to the Loewner-
Nirenberg solution u;y on M.

Remark 7.1. If in addition, ¢o, satisfies the slow growth condition in Theorem|6.1] or Theorem
6.2 for t large, then ku , is uniformly bounded for all t > 0 and k., — 1 uniformly on OM as

t — oo,

Proof. By Theorem [LL1] there exists a unique solution u; to — (ILI7) with the initial and
boundary data uy; and ¢, for all + > 0 and u; — u;y locally uniformly in C? sense in M.
For a given positive function y(#), we can always find a pair of Cauchy-Dirichlet data (ug;, ¢o,)
satisfying the condition in Theorem [I.1l and we also require that there exists 7, > 0 such that
for t > Ty, we have that ¢g, = @p(t) = y(t + t,) for some #; > 0 on M and hence

G (1) = 3pa(t) + 1.

Then by Theorem [LL1] there exists a unique solution u, to (L18) — (L.20) with the initial and
boundary data ug, and ¢y, for all + > 0 and u; — uyy locally uniformly in C? sense in M.

Moreover, since ug is continuous on M and uy < u;y on M, by the proof of Theorem [L.1] and
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Theorem [5.6] there exists 7> > T such that us(x, ) > ug(x) for x € M when ¢t > T,. On the
other hand, by Theorem[6.4] there exists T, > T, such that

O }
ke2”2g =e 2(6_ng + kg) > ¢02 -2,
on OM X [T4, o), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on M on (M, g). Now let v(x,t) =
ur(x,t + Ty) for (x,1) € M X [0, 00). Then we have

up(x) < v(x,0),
for x € M, and

(1) < Y(OF =2 < Goalt + Ta)T =2 < Koo,

for (x,t) € OM X [0, +o0). Therefore, by Theorem [Z.1] and Theorem 4.1l we have there there
exists a unique solution u(x, ¢) to the initial boundary value problem (I.13]) — forallz >0
and

u(x, 1) < ulx,t) <vix,t)

for (x,7) € M X [0, +c0). Then as discussed in the proof of Theorem we have that u(x, 1)
converges locally uniformly to u;y(x) in C? sense in M. This completes the proof of Theorem

2

O

Remark 7.2. The upper bound condition of the initial data in Theorem[/.2]
Uy < Uiy

is to guarantee the existence of a solution ugy, to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (L.18) — (I.20)
as an upper bound of u, when applying the comparison theorem. Notice that for a solution
uy to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (L18) — (I.2Q) which converges to u;y locally, u, will be
sufficiently close to u;y on any compact subset of M for t large.

Now we are ready prove Theorem [I.3] which drops the upper bound condition on u, in
Theorem [7.2

Proof of Theorem|[L.3l The only difference of the proof here from that of Theorem [7.2]is the
upper bound estimates of u. Let vo(x) € C**(M) be a solution to the equation (I.8). We choose
bor € CH*25(OM, [0, T’]) for all T’ > 0 so that ¢, and ug, satisfy the C***2*% compatibility

o . 2
condition (53.4) and %(x, 0) = 66?202 (x,0) = 0 for x € M. Moreover, we choose ¢y, so that

% > 0 on OM X% [0,00) and ¢py = ¢dpa(t) = y(t + t;) for t > T, for some t; > 0 and 7, > 0
large. Indeed, we can first define ¢, for r > T and for ¢ > 0 small, and then extend it. Then by
Theorem [I.1] there exists a unique solution u, to (LI8) — (I.20) with the initial and boundary
data ug, and ¢, for all t > 0 and u; — u;y locally uniformly in C? sense in M. Moreover, by the
proof of Theorem 5.4} % > 0 on M x [0, +00) and hence, u,(x, 1) > vo(x) for (x, £) € M x [0, o0).
Let v(x, 1) = uy(x,t + T4) be the same as in the proof of Theorem [7.2] on M x [0, o) such that
for T, > T sufficiently large,

0
kg = €0 4 k) > (Gt + Ta) ' =2,
on,
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on OM X [0, o0), where n, is the outer normal vector fields on M on (M, g). Let D = sup,,(up —
vo) + 1. Recall that ¢g, = ¢dn(t) = y(¢ + t;) with some #; > O for t+ > T4, and hence for any
t; > 1, > T4, we have

Poa(t3) = € oo ().
Let Ts > Llog(D) and ¢(x, t) = v(x,t + Ts) + D. Then since
Agv— K, = v+ 1) >e? >0,

on M x [0, 00), we have
@(x,1) = e (Agy — K) — 1 = 2P (Ap(x, 1) — Kp) = 1 > e (Ap(x,1) — K,) — 1,
on M X [0, 00). Moreover, we have
@(x, 0) = uo(x),

for x € M, and

0
koo (x, ) = e‘“x’”(a—‘”(x, 1) + kg)
ng

0
_ e_De—v(x,HTs)(_v(_x, t+Ts5)+ kg)
on,

> e P[(Goa(x, t + Ts + Ty))s — 2]

> (Poo(x, 1 + T4))% -2
> k(2. 1)

for (x,1) € OM X [0, +o0). Therefore, by Theorem Theorem [4.1] and Remark 4.1, we have
there there exists a unique solution u(x, f) to the initial boundary value problem (I.13) — (I.17)
forall r > 0, and

ur(x,t) <ulx,t) < p(x,t)

for (x,1) € M x [0, +00). Indeed, based on the upper and lower bounds control on u, by the
standard regularity theory of the parabolic equations, the solution u € C2**'*3(M x [0,T"])
exists for all time 7’ > 0. Moreover, on each compact subset U C M, since u; — uyy uniformly,
we have that htr_r)l Jrigf(u(x, t) — urn(x)) = 0 for x € U. On the other hand, by the same discussion

as in the proof of Theorem[I.1] and Theorem we have

lim sup(u(x, t) — u;n(x)) <0
t—+00
for any x € M. Therefore, u(x,t) — u;y(x) locally uniformly in M. Thus, by the standard
interior estimates of the parabolic equations, we have u(x, 1) — u;y(x) locally uniformly in C?
sense in M. This completes the proof of Theorem [I.3

O
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8. DISCUSSIONS ON CONFORMAL FLOWS WITH PRESCRIBED MEAN CURVATURE ON THE BOUNDARY IN HIGH
DIMENSIONS AND SOME OPEN PROBLEMS

Let (M, g) be a compact Rimennian manifolds of dimension n with boundary M and the
interior M. The Loewner-Nirenberg problem is to find a complete conformal metric 4 of g in
M such that the scalar curvature R, = —n(n — 1). Identically, one wants to solve the boundary
value problem

4‘ - 1 n+
(8.1) - Eqn_ > )Agu + Ryu = —n(n — l)unT%, in M,
(8.2) u(p) — +oo, as p — dM.

We introduce the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of two types of curvature flows g, = u(:, 12 g for
t > 0 in [25] to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem, paralleling to the approach of Loewner and
Nirenberg [29]] and Aviles and McOwen [2]. One is the direct flow

(8.3) U = 4(:__ 21)Au — Ry —n(n— D3, in M x [0, +oo),
(8.4) u(p,0) = uo(p), p €M,
(8.5) u(q,1) = ¢(q,1), q € OM,

with ¢(-,#) — +oo uniformly as + — +oo; the other is the Yamabe flow which is conformally
invariant

4 - 2 n+2
(8.6) = (n— D (Agu — hmgu +n(n — Dui3))
(8.7) u(p,0) = up(p), p €M,
(3.8) u(g,t) = ¢(q,1), q € oM,

with @(-, t) = +oo uniformly as t — +oc0. More generally, one can consider the Cauchy-Dirichlet
problem of the conformally invariant flow

n-2
4n—-1)
for some function F : [0,00) — [0, 00) with F(0) = 0. In [25], we introduce the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem of another conformally invariant flow to the Loewner-Nirenberg problem of

Uy = F(u 77 (Mgt — (Ryut + n(n — Dui?))),

the o-Ricci equation for 1 < k < n — the o-Ricci flow g, = €2 g:

(8.9) 2ku, = log(oi(V?u)) — 10g(By.n) — 2ku, in M X [0, +00),
(8.10) u|_y = uo,

(8.11) u=¢, ondM x[0,+c0),

where By, = (n — ¥ (Z), and o(V?u) is the k-th elementary symmetric function of the eigen-
values of the matrix
(8.12) —Ric(g;) = V?u = —Ric(g) + (n = 2)Vou + Agu g + (n - 2) (ldul}g — du ® du).

In particular, when k = 1, the steady-state solution of (8.9) corresponds to the conformal metric

with scalar curvature —n(n — 1). We show that when the Dirichlet boundary data ¢(-, ) — +oo
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not too slowly as t — oo with suitable initial data u,, the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem of the flow
(8.9) converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution u;y in M.

It is natural to consider the initial-boundary value problem of these flows with the Dirichlet
boundary condition replaced by the prescribed mean curvature on the boundary OM:

(8.13) Hyg|,,, = W, 0)

on dM X [0, c0), which can be seen as generalization of the prescribed geodesic curvature prob-
lem of the 2-D normalized Ricci flow. We wonder for what initial and boundary data (u, )
does the flow converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution u;y, as ¢t — oo.

The asymptotic behavior of the mean curvature H,, on M along the Cauchy-Dirichlet prob-
lem of the flows can be discussed very similarly as the 2-D normalized Ricci flow in this paper:
when the Dirichlet data ¢ increases slowly to infinity, the mean curvature of M satisfies that
H, — n—1,ast — oo; while when ¢ increases sufficiently fast as t — oo, the mean curvature
of OM satisfies that H, — oo. Also, a similar comparison theorem as Theorem 4.1] can be
obtained by a careful choice of the class of initial boundary data (u, ¥) and hence, the long
time existence and the uniformly local convergence to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution of the
solution to the initial boundary value problem of the corresponding flows can be obtained in a
parallel approach as the 2-D normalized Ricci flow here.

On a compact 2-D surface M with boundary M and its interior M, for the normalized Ricci
flows on M which converges locally uniformly to the Loewner-Nirenberg metric (the
complete hyperbolic metric) in M, there exists a 1-1 correspondence of the Dirichlet boundary
data ¢ = u|(9M and the geodesic curvature ¥ on dM for ¢ € [0, c0). So it is natural to use the
auxiliary Cauchy-Dirichlet problem to describe the solution to — (LI7). The question
is: Is there a more intrinsic way to prescribe the boundary data v in (I.13) — in order
that the solution u converges to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution? Especially, what is the clearer
description of the set of the boundary data  with ¢y — 1 as t — oo, in order that the solution u
converges to the Loewner-Nirenberg solution?
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