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ON RICCI DEFORMATION OF A RIEMANNIAN METRIC
ON MANIFOLD WITH BOUNDARY

YING SHEN

In this paper, we applied Hamilton’s Ricci flow to study the
metric deformation on Riemannian manifolds with boundary.
We proved a short time existence theorem for manifold with
umbilical boundary. We also derived the Simons’ identity for
the boundary under the Ricci flow. And as a corollary, we
show that any three-manifold with totally geodesic boundary
which admits positive Ricci curvature can be deformed to a
space form with totally geodesic boundary.

1. Introduction.

In 1982, R.S. Hamilton [Ham)] introduced an evolution equation method
which is called the Ricci flow, and he proved that every closed three-dimen-
sional Riemannian manifold with strictly positive Ricci curvature admits a
metric of constant positive curvature. His work immediately brought many
mathematicians to the study of Ricci flow and other evolution equations
arising from differential geometry such as mean curvature flow, Yamabe
flow, Yang-Mills flow and curve-shortening.A large number of nice results in
geometry and partial differential equations have been obtained since then.
In this work, we study the deformation of a Riemannian metric on a

compact manifold with boundary via Hamilton’s Ricci flow. From the ana-
lytic point of view, Ricci deformation of a given closed Riemannian manifold
(M, 9):

29 =—2Ric

9(z,0) =9 (z)
is a Cauchy problem. Therefore, it is natural to consider boundary value
problems for the Ricci flow. In this paper, we only restrict ourselves to the
Neuman boundary value problem. The Dirichlet boundary value problem
and the mixed boundary value problem will be studied in the forthcoming
papers.

We remark that the boundary conditions for the Ricci flow are quite sub-

tle. By looking at the evolution equations

0

Egij = _2Rij

(1.1)
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one might try to impose '—’%——12 functions on the boundary and expect to
obtain some geometric theorems from the resulting boundary value problem.
It turns out that this is not possible. Unfortunately, we generally do not even
have the short time solution of the boundary value problem mentioned above
due to the fact that the equality

(1.2) ¢"(Ric(g)) = Ric(¢"(9))

holds for any diffeomorphism ¢ on M. Therefore, one should carefully study
the geometry of the boundary in order to set up a well-posed boundary value
problem.

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional manifold. We adopt the convention that
Latin indices range from 1 to n, while Greek indices range from 1 to n-1.
Now suppose that the boundary M # @. Let h = (h,g) be the second
fundamental form of OM in M. We need the following definition:

Definition. We say that OM is weakly umbilical in M if the identity
(13) haﬂ = )‘gaﬁ

holds on OM, where X is a constant.

In case the constant A = 0, we say that OM is totally geodesic.
Now we are going to state our main result in the paper.

Theorem 1. For any given Riemannian manifold (M,S(}), there is a short
time solution to the following equations:

2 gij(z,t) = —2Ry;(z,1) TEM
gij(,0) =§ij (z) reM
h'aﬁ(x,t) = )‘gaﬁ(l‘7t) T € OM.

Theorem 2. Let (M,g) be a compact three-dimentional Riemannian man-
ifold with totally geodesic boundary and with positive Ricci curvature. Then
(M, g) can be deformed to (M, g) via the Ricci flow such that (M, g.,) has
constant positive curvature and totally geodesic boundary.

Our proof will be presented in the following three sections. Section 2
will be devoted to showing the short time existence for the Ricci flow with
Neuman boundary data. In Section 3, we derive a parabolic version of
Simons’ identity [Sim]. And we will give our proof of the long time existence
and convergence of the Ricci flow in Section 4.

We remark that Theorem 2 can also be proved by doubling the manifold
and then applied Hamilton’s result on closed three manifold.
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2. Short time existence.

Let (M, 5) be a given Riemannian manifold with weakly umbilical boundary
such that on OM: . .

h=2X9,
where § is the fundamental form and ) be a constant. We are going to solve
the following system:

2 gij(z,t) = —2Ry;(z,1) zeM
(24) g:i(2,0) =9 (z) zeEM
hog(z,t) = Agag(z,t) T € OM

As is well-known, this system is not strictly parabolic. Therefore, we use
DeTurck’s trick (see also [Sc] and [Shi]) to relate system (2.4) to a modified
system which is strictly parabolic with boundary and initial data that satisfy
the necessary “complimentary conditions” (see [Lady]).

Before we introduce the new system, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. Let § be any background metric on M with Ricci curvature
Ric , then we have

(2.5) —2Ric+2Ric = T(g) — Lxg.

Where X is the tension field of the identity map from (M, §) to (M,g), the
covariant derivative ‘|’ is taken with respect to g and

(2.6) Tii(g) = gklgij[kl + Qij,

where g;; involves only the lower order terms.

Proof. We use T, and f‘fj to denote the Christoffel symbols of g and g,
respectively. Then we have

(2.7) R;; = Ffj,k - Fllzz‘,j + lerij - Ficz‘r?l
and
(2.8) Rij = ffj,k - f‘ﬁi,,- + f‘ll:lf‘ij - f‘iuf‘fl

where‘ |’ denotes the partial derivative and repeated indices are summed.
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Since
kE _ 1k _ Pk
B, =Ty -1
is a well-defined tensor, we have
(2.9) R;; — Rij = ij]k - Bll:i|j + BII:lej - B],'clBllci
1

1 1
= “Egklgijlkl - ‘2’9kl9kt|i]‘ + Egkl(gliljk + glj|z'k) + Qij,

where @ is the two tensor that consists only of the lower order terms of g
with coefficients involving § and its derivatives.
Define the vector field such that its components are given by

(2.10) Xk = \/E <\/@gik) .
gl \Vigl” ),

Now we can easily finish the rest of the proof.
We would like to mention that the vector field X can also be written as

. 1 . . N
k __ ik ik ab — 0 k
X —g,i—ggkg gabu—g’(l“?j—rij)-

So it is the tension field of the identity map.
Now we are going to solve the following modified system:

(59ii(2,1) = Tyj(z,t) — 2R (2, 1) zeM
9:;(z,0) =§,-j (z) zeM
(2.11) { hap(T,t) = Agap(z, 1) z € OM
Gna(z,t) =0 z € OM
(X" (z,t) =0 x € OM.

Since OM is a hypersurface in M, we can choose a local coordinate chart

around a given point z € M such that {32} form basis for T,0M and 32

is transversal to T,0M. Therefore, it is easy to check that

gm' 8
(gn)% Oz

€np =

is the unit vector that is normal to T,0M in a small neighborhood of z.
Hence the second fundamental form of (OM, g|sn) in (M, g) is

1 gm‘
2 (gm)®

(212) haﬁ = (gialﬁ + 9iBla — gaﬁli)'
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The given boundary condition g,, = 0 implies that ¢g"* = 0 and

1 1
(2.13) hop = —-2-(9"”)29amn-

By definition, we know that
n ij N 1
(2.14) X" =gg™ (gkilj - §gij[k>

iy 1

1 1
= _'2_ aggnngaﬂ[n + i(gnn)zgnn]n-
Hence the condition X™ = 0 is equivalent to
_ —29%gap
Onnjn = W)‘
Therefore, system (2.11) is equivalent to
(215) 4 gaﬁln(xvt) = —ﬁgaﬁ(m’t) z € OM
Gna(z,t) =0 z € OM
Innjn = _(29—043;’?2)\ T € OM.
\ g'l-‘n

Now we see immediately that (2.15) has a short time solution, and so does
(2.11).
Let g(x,t) be a solution of (2.11), then the ordinary differential equations

(2.16) 5ii(@) = X (¢(2),1)
$o = 1d
determines a one-parameter family of diffeomorphism y = ¢;(z) and

¢t:M—)M

for small ¢, where id denotes the identity map on M and the vector field X
has components X* for k = 1,2,- - -, n as defined by Lemma 2.1.
Let g(y,t) = (¢;')*(g(z,t)), then we can easily check that

e Zgt) =67 (o) - Lx@

= (¢;")"(—2Ric(g) + Lxg) — Lx(9)
= —2Ric(g)(y, 1)
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Let h be the second fundamental form of (OM, g|sp) in (M, G), then we
have

(2.18) hag = ((97)"(M)ap = Agag
from the fact that X” = 0 on OM. Therefore, we have proved that (2.4) has
a short time solution. ]

3. A parabolic version of Simons’ identity.

In this section, we set up the Simons-type identity which is of its own in-
terest to study other boundary value problems for the Ricci flow. Since
the metric is changing as time evolves, the orthonormal basis that we use
in the study of submanifolds will not be time independent and hence the
moving frame method should be applied carefully. We are going to derive
our evolution equation for the fundamental form of the boundary by using
a non-orthogonal moving frame.

We remark here that the formula that we establish in this section also
applies to any hypersurface in M.

The evolution we consider is 2 = —2Ric(g) + 2¢(t)g, where c(t) is any
function of ¢. Let {e;,es,- - -,e,} be any moving frame such that, restriced

to OM, the vectors e;, e,, - -+, e,_1 are tangent to M. By choosing the unit

normal .
n

N ge;
€n = 19
(g7")=
we can easily check that
(3.19) hag = (¢"") " *T0g.
Therefore,
(3.20)
0 0 1 L
. — [ (o~ 3 I-\n nn ——Fn
oohas = ( 5(0™)74) Do+ (™) 4T
R™ 1, et . . .
= *—gﬁhaﬁ +5(9™) 2 9ni(Jaisp + Jpisa — Jagii) + c(t)hap
Rnn gm'

= _—Eh’aﬁ - _—'T(Ria;ﬁ + Riﬁ;a - Raﬁ;i) + C(t)haﬁ.
9 (g™)%

If we denote R;, = R(é,,e,), then we have by straight forward compu-
tation:

(3-21) (Ria;ﬁ + Rz’ﬁ;a + Raﬁ;i) = Rim;ﬂ + Rﬁﬁ;a - Raﬁ;ﬁ'

(g7)%
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So

a Rnn

(322) ahag = -

Now for a fixed time ¢, we may assume, without loss of generality, e, = €,

and take {w!,---,w"} as the dual frame of {e;,---,e,}.Then w"™ = 0 on OM,.

If we denote Ry and K,p,6 as curvature tensors of M and M respec-
tively, then we have the following structure equations

hag — (Rﬁa;ﬂ + Rigia — Raﬁ;ﬁ) + c(t)haﬁ'

gnn

dw® = —w} A W?
(3.23) $R w0 = QY = dw! + wi Awh
dgi; = girw} + gjw;
and
dw® = —wg§ A wP
(3.24) 1Kg 5w Ao’ = 0% = dw§ + wS Awj
dgep = gavwg + gypwy

where Q’j and ©% are curvature forms of M and M respectively. We know,
when restricting to OM,

(3.25) 0 =dw" = —w) A w®,
so Cartan’s lemma implies: w? = hopw?, hgo = hap and
Hop = hopw®w?

is just the second fundamental form of oM.
Since De; = wje; and g(e,, en) = 0, we have

(3.26) 0 = D(g(en,€a)) = g(wie;, €a) + glen, whes)
= wggaﬁ + wy,

hence

(3.27) Wl = —whgag

or

(3.28) wy = ——ggw = —gPhsw.

From the structure equations, we also have

1
(3.29) ——Rﬂ,ﬂ;w W’ §K576w7w + wy A wp.



210 YING SHEN

Therefore

(3.30) K5 = Ry — 9% hoshas + 9°"hyhss.
Now exterior differentiate

n Y
Wl = hopw.

We have

(3.31) dw® = —w? AWt + %R’gmwﬁ Aw?

and

(3.32) d(hapw?) = dhog AW’ — hogw? AW
Define

(3.33) hagyw? = Dhog = dhog — hoyw} — hgyw?,

then we have

(3.34) (%R’;m + haﬁ’y) Wwr =0

which implies

(3.35) R%py = hayg = Pagy

or

(3.36) Ruapy = hayg — hapy-

Next, we differentiate
hapyw” = dhag = hayw}y — hpyw7y,
and define
(3.37)  hapysw® = Dhagy = dhagy — hegyw’, — hasyw’ — hogsw?-
Then

(338) hag,y(; - hagty,y = Kg,ﬂ;h,’a + Kgﬂ,’,h”ﬁ.
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Also, by restricting the covariant derivative of R,s,s to M, we have
(3.39) Rnagyis = Rnapys — Rnanyhgs — Ruapnhys + Rlg, hys,
where R,,4,s is defined by
(3.40) Rropysw’ = dRpopy — anvw‘; — Rna,;.yw% — Rnaﬁgwi.

Now we have

(341) Ah’aﬁ = gﬁyéhaﬁyd = g’ya(hoz'yﬁé' - Rnaﬁ'yé)
=g"° (hyvass — Rnaprs)-
By applying equation (3.38) and the Codazzi equation (3.36), we have

(3.42) hyaps = hysap — Rnyasp + Kgﬁyhn'r + Rr}yﬂéhna'

So

(3.43)
Ahaﬁ = Haﬁ - 976 (Rn'yaé;ﬁ + Rnaﬂ'y;&) + 976 (KZﬂéhn'y + KZﬁéhna)a

where the scalar H = g*Ph, is the mean curvature of M.
Using equations (3.30) and (3.42), we then obtain:

(3.44)
Ahog = Hop — 9"° (Ruyasis + Ruapyis) — (HRnagn + 9" hapRayns)

+ 9" (Rl ashng + Rlgshna + 2R05 hys)
+ (B Rag H + hihagh?, = hynh™heg — hnoBL R ) -
We can also derive, by a straightforward computation, that
(3.45) Ragin = Rugia — 9"’ Ruagyis + Rangnin-

So we have

(3.46)
0
'a—tha,e = —Rpnhop — Rong + Rapin — Rupia + Chag

= (_Rnnhaﬂ + Ranﬂn;n - Rna;ﬂ) - gwsRnaﬂ'y;& + Chaﬁ
= Ahaﬁ - Haﬁ + HRnaﬁn — g’st (Rt?yaéhflﬂ + Rr,'yﬁ(;hna
+2R 5, has ) = hhggH + hynh™hag + Rangnin + chag.

afy

211
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We notice that equation (3.46) is derived under the assumption that g,, =
dna at point (z,t) € OM;. Generally, we have:

0
ahaﬁ = Ahog — Hop + HRpopn — g"° (Rt’yaﬁhﬂﬁ + R 55hna

+2R7""B"h"5) + (|APhag — Ky H) + Ranpasn + chag,

where |A| is the norm of the second fundamental form.

Beginning with the Simons-type identity established above, we see that
we can compute Rj,qp.4 in terms of the other quantities on the boundary.
And this implies that:

0
Rini = g“ﬂ—a—thag + H Rij.

Also, by restricting the covariant derivative of R, to OM, we have
Rﬁ,@;a = Rﬁﬁa - Rr‘mhaﬁ + Rnﬂhna-

So by the Bianchi identity, we can see that

9
Ry, = 29" = hap + 29" Raag + 2R}h).

Also, R,p., can be computed from equation (3.45).

4. Long time convergence of the metric.

We assume in this section that the boundary is totally geodesic. Let us first
list the evolution equations for all three curvature quantities which will be
the basis for the a priori estimates we need for proving the convergence of
the metric. We refer the readers to [Ham]| for details.

0
(4.47) =—Riju = ARyjx + 2(Byjr — Bijit + Birji — Buj)

ot
— gpq (Rpjkqui + Ripkquj + Rijleqk + Rijk;uqu) )
where Bijkl = gprgqupiqurksl'

0

(4.48) 5

Rij - AR,;]' + 2RikﬂRM - 2RpiRpj

(4.49) %R = AR+ 2|Ric|%.
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In order to show the long time existence for the Ricci flow, we certainly
need to calculate the related quantities at the boundary. Since we assume
that h = 0 on M, we have from the Simons-type identity that we derived in
the last section,

(4.50) Raanga = 0.
From Codazzi equation, we know that
(4.51) Riopy = 0.

Also, from equation (4.51), we have

(452) Rfmlg%g = 0.
Therefore, we have

Raﬁ”y&;ﬁ =0
and
(453) Rﬁ,@;é = 0,

and by a direct calculation and by using the equation (3.45),
(4.54) Ropis = 0.

Also, we can easily see that

(455) Rﬁh;fl =0

and

(4.56) Ragriin =0
(457) Rﬁﬁ;ﬁ - 0

Therefore, we conclude that the normal derivative of all curvature quan-
tities vanishes on the boundary.

The next lemma, which is similar to the Hopf maximum principle for
functions will be used to prove the long time existence theorem.

In order to state the lemma, we need the following definition:
Definition. Let N,; = p(M,;,g,;) be a polynomial in M;; obtained by
contracting products of M;; with itself using the metric. We say that the
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Ni; satisfy the null-eigenvector condition if N;;v'v? > 0 for any v* which is
a null-eigenvector of M;;.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold such that R;; > —(n —
1)Ag;;. Suppose we have

0

at
for some constant A > 0,where N = P(M,;, g;;) satisfies the null-eigenvector
condition. If M;j., > 0 with respect to outward normal, and u*VM;; = 0
at any point of minimum eigenvalue of M;;, then the condition M,;; > 0 is
preserved under the flow.

Mij = AMij + 'U,kkaij + Nij

Proof. We need to show that M;; > 0 on 0 < ¢ < § where J is small compared
to a constant C which only depends on |M;;|, as we shall see below. The
repeated application of this procedure will yleld the result.

Let MU M;; + €(0 + t)gi;. We claim that M,J >0o0n0<t<4 for any
e > 0. Then letting € — 0 will finish the proof.

If Mij acquires a null eigenvector v* of unit length at some point z, € IM
at time o, i.e.

Mij'ui =0

for V4. We also denote the parallel extension of v* to a neighborhood of z, as
v'. Let f = M;;v*v’, then f(zo,t,) = 0 Then we know that f is well-defined
in a neighborhood of z, and we have

0 o
(4.58) —aé =€+ Af + N;v'v'.
Define g = f — nv, where 7 is a constant to be chosen later,
v = e—-a[r2+(t—to)2] _ e-—aR2

R is the radius of a small disk B which is centered at (z;,t;) and is tangent
to OM at (zo,to), and r = dist(x,z;). Now let B be a small disk centered
at (2o, to) with radius less than LR. We also denot D = BN B, ' = BN B,
and [ = 9B N B.
Then we have on D that
ov

= —2a(t — to —a[T2+(t—t0)2]

(4.59)

(460) A’U = v [_zarvre—'a[r2+(t—-to)2]]
= [—2arAr + 402r?] g0l (= 10)%),
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By comparison theorem, we have

n—1

(4.61) Ar <

(1+ kr).

We also notice that 72 > p? on D and |t — to| < p' for some constant
IR<p<Rand0<p <R
Therefore, we see that

(4.62)

<% - A) v S 2a[—2ar2 + (n _ 1)(1 + k'l") + R]e—a["'2+(t'—t0)2]

< 2a[-2ap® + (n — 1)(1 + kR) + Rje "+l < g

for a large enough.

So 3
(55 - A) g > €+ Nijvivj.

Since Mijvivj = 0 by null-eigenvector condition, and
Nij'Ui’Uj Z —Ced

at (zg,to) for some constant C mentioned before, we have

0
(52 - A) g>0
at (xo,to) if Cé < 1.

So (2 — A)g > 0 in a small neighborhood D’of (o, to).

Also, we know that from the fact that f(zq,t0) =0, f > 0in D — {zq,%},
so f > 1’ on I'. So by choosing > 0 small enough we have ¢ > 0 on I'.
Similarly, by choice of I, we know g = f > 0 except at (z¢,%). Hence the
maximum principle tells us that

g=>0

in D’ and the minimum occurs only at the point (z¢, t;). The Hopf maximum
principle gives

9g
(4.63) a—nlm,to) <0

with respect to the outward normal. So we obtain

of ov
(4.64) ’6-n‘l(a:o,to) S. na_nl(zo,to) <0
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with respect to the outward normal vector to M.
The above inequality immediately implies that

(%Mz) v /Ujl(zo,to) < 0,

which contradicts our assumption. Hence the proof is finished. O

Lemma 4.1 immdiately implies that the condition ag;; < R;; < Bg;; will
be preserved under the Ricci flow.

Actually, if we assume that the evolution equation has a solution on the
interval 0 <t < T, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. If eRg;; < R;; < BRg;; for some constants € and B with
0<e< % < B <1 att =0, then both conditions continue to hold on

0<t<T.

The proof of this lemma is basically the same as in [Ham]. We apply the
Hopf maximum principle with
R

M;; = Bgi; —

2
E_ k
U ———RVR

RQ;; +2SR;;
N, = (%) — 28R,
where S = |Ric|* and tensor Q;; = 6R*R% — 3RR;; + (R* — 25)g;;.

We only need to check that u"VkMij satisfies the requirement in Lemma
4.1. It is easy to see that because the tangential derivative of M;; equals to
zero at its extremun and the normal derivative is zero due to the fact that
R, =0, Ry3., =0 and R,,, =0.

In the following we are going to establish a key estimate which is called
the ‘Pinching estimate’. We need an evolution equation.

2
Lemma 4.3. Let f = E:R%;E—, then we have

2(y—1 2
(465) ﬁl‘ = Af + ——(—’Y—-——lg”qV,,Rqu - |RV,~Rjk - ViRRjk|2

ot R RY+2
(2=y)(y—1) J 2
1
e [(2 By (s - ng> - 2P}
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where P = 8>+ R(C —~T), T = R'RFR% and C = ;Q;; RY.
Hamilton proved that

Lemma 4.4. If R >0 and R;; > eRg;;, then P > ¢2S(S — 1 R?).
We can choose § > 0 such that § < 2¢?, andlet y =26, f = ﬁ:}_ié_’!f_ SO

that we have the following

of

<A kv
ot = f +u kf )
where u* = 357R—_11V’°R. Since we have our boundary estimates on the cur-
vature quantities, we know that the maximum of f cannot be achieved for
t > 0, because that will imply that u*V, f vanish at that extrem point on the
boundary and hence the Hopf maximum principle says that V,f < 0 which
contradicts our computation that V,f = 0. Therefore, we have proved the
following lemma:

Lemma 4.5. We can find constants § > 0 and C < oo depending only on
the initial metric such that on 0 <t < T we have

S — %R2 < CR?*7S.

From Lemma 4.5, we can establish an evolution inequality which is also
derived in [Ham)].

Lemma 4.6. Let F = |VR|?/R—nR?+168(S — 1R?). Then for any n with
0 <n < 3 we can find a constant C(n) depending only on n and the initial
value of the metric at t = 0 such that

OF

5 SOF+C).

It is easy to see from the evolution equation for scalar curvature S that

Lemma 4.7. If R > R,.;, at timet = 0 for constant R, then T < 2R,3n.-,. .

Now Lemma 4.6 immdiately implies mazF; < mazF, + C(n)t and hence
F < C(n) for some constant C(n) depending only on 1 > 0 and the initial
metric. Therefore, we have

(4.66) VR[> < nR®+ C(n)R < nR*+ C(n)
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since 7 is arbitrary. We have proved

Theorem 3. For any n > 0, we have constant C(n) depending only on n
and initial metric, such that on 0 <t < T, the following estimate holds

(4.67) [VR|* <nR®+ C(n).

Similarly, we can also follow Hamilton [Ham)] to show the following

Lemma 4.8. The evolution equation

9% _ _5Ric

at

has a solution on a mazimal time interval 0 < t < T. If T < oo, then
maleRijklP —ooast—>T.

In particular, since R? > S, s0 R,,., — 0o as t — T. By equation (4.67),
we know that for every n > 0 we can find a constant C(n) with

VR < SR + ()

on 0 <t <T. Since lim;_,7 Res — +00, we can find Ty with

mar

C(n) < %ang/ 2

for Ty <t < T. Then |VR| < n?R%2_for t > Ty.

Let z € M such that R(z) = R.., then any geodesic out of x of length
at most s = %Rmaml /2 we have R > (1 — 1) Rmas- By Meyers theorem, we
know if 77 is small enough then all the geodesics of length greater than s

include the entire manifold M and hence
Rmin Z (1 - n)Rmaz-
Therefore we have proved

Lemma 4.9.
lim —Rm” =1
t'l"’T Rmin o

We also quote the following without proof (see [Ham)] for details).

Lemma 4.10. We have

T
/ R,...dt = oo.
0
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T
/ rdt = 0o
0

where 7 = - [}, dw, and V; is the volume of g.

Lemma 4.11.

Now the Lemma 4.5 implies that
1
S/R2 — § < CR—J — 0.

In order to prove the convergence, we need to normalize the Ricci flow
and we study the following normalized evolution equation:
dg

.2
Frie -2 R1c+§rg.

It can be easily seen that this normalized equation have solutionon 0 <t < T
with T = oo and
0 <e < Rnin £ Rpaz <C
eRg;; < Ri; < Rg;;
Romaz
min

S-iR

lim =0

lim
t—o0 R2

Actually, we know that Equation (4.67) also holds for v = 2. We can also
check that there is a constant § > 0

4P

= > 4e®Sf/R? > 4e*f /3R > 6 f
and hence f = :9:7!32";2 satisfies
o <nf+uvf-of

. k
with vk = 228,

The maximum principle enables us to conclude again that
f<ce
and hence

Theorem 4. We can find constants C < oo and 6 > 0 such that

(4.68) S — %Rz < Ce ™,
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Now we

Corollary 1.

1
Rij — §Rgij S Ce'at.

If we let |VR|2 .
F=—"-+1 — —R?
R + 168 (S 3R )

then we have oF ) 4
— < AF +672R (S’ - §R2) — —rF.

ot 3
Estimate (4.68) tells us that
%% < AF +Ce ™" — 6F

for some C' < 00, § > 0, since R < C and r > R,,;, > € > 0. By the Hopf
maximum principle we have F < C(1 + t)e~% and this proves that

Corollary 2. We can find constants C < oo and § > 0 such that

Rmaz - Rmin S Cenét-

The last two corollaries immediately give us

Corollary 3.

1
Rij — 573gij S Ce—ét.

3

Therefore we have obtained the pinching of the Ricci curvature and scalar
curvature. Now the rest of the proof for our long time existence follows
exactly the same as in [Ham)].
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