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Abstract

We prove a priori estimates for the gradient and curvature of spacelike hypersurfaces moving by
mean curvature in a Lorentzian manifold. These estimates are obtained under much weaker con-
ditions than have been previously assumed. We also use mean curvature flow in the construction
of maximal slices in asymptotically flat spacetimes. An essential tool is a maximum principle
for sub-solutions of a parabolic operator on complete Riemannian manifolds with time-dependent
metric.
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Introduction

Spacelike hypersurfaces of prescribed mean curvature have been an important
tool in the study of the structure of Lorentzian manifolds; see, for example, {15]
or [1] for a list of references. General existence and regularity results for such
surfaces in cosmological spacetimes were first obtained by Gerhardt [9]. In [1],
Bartnik proved the existence of entire spacelike maximal hypersurfaces, that
is, hypersurfaces with zero mean curvature, in asymptotically flat spacetimes.
These papers deal directly with the nonlinear elliptic differential equations de-
scribing the respective hypersurfaces. The existence proofs are non-constructive
in that they use topological fixed point theorems.
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In [8], an approach via a parabolic equation was taken. An initial hypersur-
face M,, given by a spacelike embedding x, : M" — ¥ of an n-dimensional
manifold M" into the spacetime ¥, is deformed by the evolution equation

d
(1) ax(p,S) =[(H — 22)v](p,s) peM, se(0,s)

subject to the initial condition x(-, 0) = xo, where x; = x(-,s) : M" - ¥
denotes a one-parameter family of smooth spacelike embeddings, with images
x;(M") = M,, mean curvature H (-, s) and future directed unit normal field
v(-,s) and where S € C*(¥%) is a given function. Note that stationary
solutions of (1) are spacelike hypersurfaces with mean curvature equal to /#
everywhere. Mean curvature flow problems have previously been studied in
Riemannian manifolds; see [11] and [12].

In [8], existence and asymptotic convergence results for solutions of (1) in
cosmological spacetimes ¥ were proved. Although the parabolic approach has
the advantage of providing a method of constructing hypersurfaces of prescribed
mean curvature, a major technical difficulty arises due to the fact that the mean
curvature of M, is not a priori controlled by any structure conditions on ¢
as in the stationary case. Obtaining such control, however, is an essential
step in showing that the equation is uniformly parabolic. In [8], this problem
was handled by imposing a monotonicity condition on the forcing term 5.
Moreover the timelike convergence condition

Ric(X,X) >0

for all timelike vector fields X was assumed to hold in ¥'.

In this paper we overcome some of these technical difficulties by estimating
the gradient function and the mean curvature of the hypersurfaces M, simultan-
eously, given that the height function on M, is controlled; see Proposition 2.2.
As in [8], a height bound follows by means of the strong maximum principle if
we assume the existence of future and past barrier surfaces for M,. This implies
the existence of a solution of (1) for all s € (0, oc) and asymptotic convergence
of a subsequence of (M;) to a stationary solution without monotonicity condi-
tions on .#; see Theorem 2.1. The assumption on the Ricci curvature on % has
been weakened to the condition

) Ric(X, X) > k g(X, X), « >0,

for all timelike vector fields X, where g denotes the metric tensor on #'. Note,
in particular, that in case ¥ satisfies Einstein’s equations, the weak energy
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condition (see [10, 4.3]) implies (2) with « depending on the cosmological
constant and a bound for the scalar curvature of ¥ .

An interesting feature of the a priori estimate implied by Proposition 2.2 is
that it is interior in time, that is, it does not depend on the initial values of the
estimated quantities. This suggests an approximation argument in order to solve
(1) for initial data which are spacelike in a weaker sense. For the corresponding
elliptic equation we refer to the interior gradient estimate in [2, Theorem 3.7]
and its consequences.

In [1], the existence of spacelike hypersurfaces with prescribed mean
curvature ¢ was proven under very general structure conditions on ¢ (for ex-
ample dependence of ¢ on the normal field to the hypersurface) and by merely
assuming global bounds on the geometry of #'. So far we have not succeeded in
adapting the parabolic problem to this more general setting. This may be related
to a possible lack of global stability of the stationary solution with respect to the
corresponding variational functional (area in the case S = 0; see [2, Section
6] for a general definition) in the absence of some of the restrictions we have
imposed.

In Section 3, we establish convergence of a solution of (1) to an entire maximal
hypersurface in an asymptotically flat spacetime, using a maximum principle for
subsolutions of parabolic equations on a complete non-compact manifold with a
parameter-dependent metric, proved in [8] (see also [14] for an earlier version in
the case of a fixed metric), as well as a barrier argument based on the existence
of maximal surfaces proved by Bartnik in [1]. For results on non-compact mean
curvature flow in Euclidean space we refer to [6] and [7]. In [16], some of the
interior estimation techniques of [7] have been adapted to mean curvature flow
in Minkowski space.

I would like to thank Robert Bartnik and Piotr Chrusciel for helpful comments
and Gerhard Huisken for many useful discussions concerning the last section of
this paper.

1. Evolution equations and maximum priciples

As in [8], we consider (n + 1)-dimensional smooth spacetimes ¥ with a
Lorentzian metric g = (g,4) of signature (—, +, +, ..., +). The metric pairing
will be denoted by (-, -), the canonical connection by V and the curvature tensor
by Rm = (E,ﬂy;). Greek indices run from 0 to n. As in [1] we shall assume
the existence of a global time function t € C*(¥’) with nonzero, past-directed
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timelike vector field Vz. The reference slices ., = {x € ¥ : t(x) =t} have a
future-directed unit normal vector

T =—yVt
where the lapse function € C(¥') is defined by
¥ = —(Vt, Vit).

We denote an adapted orthonormal frame for ., by ey, e,, ..., e, wheree, = T.
For a smooth spacelike hypersurface M, embedded into ¥ by a map

x: M, -V

we let v denote the future-directed timelike unit normal and choose locally an
adapted orthonormal frame ty, 7;,..., T, in % such that when restricted to
M = x(M") we have 1, = v. We denote the induced metric and the curvature
tensor on M by g = (g;;) and Rm = (R;;y) respectively, where Latin indices
range from 1 to n. The second fundamental form A = (h,;) on M is defined by

hij = (V,‘.v, Tj) = —(anj, V).
Summing over repeated indices we define
H=h;, |A= hijhij,

the first quantity being the mean curvature of M.
Furthermore, we consider the height function of M given by

u=t|M

and the gradient function
v=—uT)

which measures the angle between M and the reference slicing . . Note, in
particular, that (z,, eg) < v forall 0 < o, B < n. Therefore, the restriction of
any k-tensor B € T*(¥') to M can be estimated by

3 I Birw < v* | B

where || - || denotes the tensor norm in 7% (%#'). The norm in the space of m-times
continuously differentiable tensorfields in a subset K C ¥ will be denoted by
[l - lmx- Letus recall the following evolution equations derived in [8] from
equation (1).

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700031918 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700031918

[5] On mean curvature flow 45

PROPOSITION 1.1. The metric, the normal and the volume element satisfy

d
—8ij = 2(H — #)h;;,

() Is
. d
(ii) —v = V(H — ),
ds
(i) 4 = HH - #)p,.
ds

The height, gradient and mean curvature satisfy

(iv) (i —_ A) u= —.)fl/j_lv - divﬁt,
ds
) (% - A) v = —v(|A]* + Ric(v, v)) — T (Hr) + (V. T)

—(H — #)(V,T,v),
(vi) (dfs— - A) (H — ) = —(H — H)(|A]* + Ric(v, v) + (VH#, v)),

where T (Hy) denotes the variation of H with respect to a deformation of ¥
generated by T see [1]. The second fundamental form satisfies the estimates

d
(vii) (d—— - A) A < =2|VAP? — |A*+ C
A

with C = C(n, v, | VRm ||, | o ||, | V' ||) and
d m 4|2 m+14 12
(viii) d——A [VPA|© < =2|V™TA|

S

+e(m,n) Y IVAIV/AIVFA|IV"A|

i+j+k=m

+C (1 +Z|V’A|> |V Al

j=0

for any m > 1, where

m+1 . m .y _
c=C (n,m, v ) N VRm Y NV, Vo u) :

j=0 j=0

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700031918 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700031918

46 Klaus Ecker [6]

PROOF. The last inequality is derived similarly as in [12, Lemma 7.2] taking
(3) into account. Note that the different signs arising in the Lorentzian setting
are irrelevant for the estimate.

THEOREM 1.2. [7] Let (M;);ci0.5) be a family of geodesically complete non-
compact spacelike hypersurfaces solving (1). Suppose the uniform volume
growth condition

vol’ (B} (po)) < exp(ko(1 + p*))

holds for some point py € M" and a uniform constant ky > 0 for all s € [0, s0]
where B (po) denotes a geodesic ball of radius p with respect to the induced
metric g(s) = (gi;(s)). Let f be a function on M" x [0, so] which is smooth for
s € (0, so) and continuous for s € [0, so]. Assume that f satisfies

) (%—A)fsa-Vf+bf

Jor a function b and a vector field a with supy., ., bl < oo and
SUPynx[0.0) 18] < 00,

(ii) f(p,0) <0 forallp e M"

(iii) o fyn eXp(—als(p, PO))IVF*(p, )dpsds < 00

Jor some o > 0 and geodesic distance I from p, € M", as well as
. d

@iv) Mns)ggsol s 8ijl < o0.

Then we have f < 0on M" x [0, s].

REMARK 1.3. The proof in [7] shows that we merely need to assume that f is
a Lipschitz continuous function which satisfies inequality (i) in the weak sense.

COROLLARY 1.4. Suppose the conditions on (M,)c(o.5,) in Theorem 1.2 hold
and let f be a function on M" x [0, so] satisfying condition (iii) and the inequality

(i—A)fga-w—62f2+c2
ds

Jor some positive numbers & and C and vector field a with sup,. o ) 1al < oc.
Then f satisfies the estimates

() f<CJ/s+1/@%) onM" x(0,s]
(i) f <C/s+sup,, f onM" x[0,s].

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700031918 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700031918

[71 On mean curvature flow 47

REMARK 1.5. For a compact manifold M”", this was proved in [8, Lemma
4.5]. In the non-compact case, however, we cannot use the maximum point
argument employed there.

PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.4. For g = s (f — C/8) we verify the inequality
d
<£ - A) g<a-Vg—26Cg+8s'g (1/62 - g).

Let g5 = max(g — 1/8%, 0). Using the relations Vg; = Vg a.e., (g — 1/8%)gs =
g: as well as Young’s inequality to control the term a - Vg we obtain that g;
satisfies the inequality

(i - A) @<s sup lalg?
ds 2 M7 x[0,s0]

in the distributional sense. Since |Vg;| also satisfies condition (iii) of the
theorem, inequality (i) follows in view of Remark 1.3. To prove (ii), we argue
similarly that 2 where fi = max(f —k, 0) for k = C/8 + sup,,, f satisfies the
same inequality as g;.

2. Mean curvature flow in cosmological spacetimes

In this section we assume that ¥ is a cosmological spacetime, that is, it is
connected, globally hyperbolic and admits a compact Cauchy surface which, in
particular, implies the existence of a global time function as defined in Section 1.

Following [1] and [8], we call two compact spacelike C2-hypersurfaces M+
and M~ barrier surfaces for M, with respect to 5 if

M* c It (M)
and

Hy+(x) < 5 (x) forallx e M*
Hy (x) > H#(x) forallx e M~

where 1*(M,) denotes the future and past of M,, respectively.

THEOREM 2.1. Let ¥ be a cosmological spacetime satisfying condition (2).
Assume furthermore that for a spacelike hypersurface My two barrier surfaces
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M and M~ with respect to H# € C®(¥') exist. Then (1) admits a smooth
solution (M) for s € (0, 00) with initial surface M,. Moreover, every sequence
(sx) = 00 has a subsequence (sy) — 00 for which (M,,,) converges uniformly
to a smooth spacelike hypersurface M, satisfying

Hle = %[Mm.

REMARK 2.2. (i) For conditions which ensure asymptotic convergence to a
unique limiting hypersurface and for a discussion of the rate of convergence we
refer to [8].

(ii) The estimates on the quantities v and |V"A|>, m > 0 on M, fors > 0
depend only on n, infy+ t, sup,,_ 1, k, | € |l % || ¢ |lo.» and bounds on the
geometry of ¥.

(iii) Note that in contrast to [8], we do not impose any monotonicity condition
on J¢.

(iv) Condition (2) is only used in order to estimate

—(H — ) (Ric(v, v) + (VA ,v)) < cv(H — H#)?

in the evolution equation for (H — J#)%. Note that the method in Propsition 2.3
could also handle an expression of the form cv?~¢(H — J#)? for any € > 0.
The weaker conditions in [1, Theorem 3.1], however, lead to a term of order
vi(H — ).

The main step in the proof of the theorem is the following a priori estimate.

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let (M,) be a smooth solution of (1) which is contained in
the region K = {x € ¥, |t(x)| < to}. Suppose condition (2) is satisfied. Then
the function

f - ekuv2 +M(H _ %)2

satisfies the inequality

(i—A)fSa.Vf—82f2+C2
ds

with smooth vector field
1 -2 —Au ; -2 _—Au 2 A
a=—|14+— (v eV —2uvCe V(H—.)f))+~Vu
4n 2n
where A, u, 8 and C dependonn, to,k, | ¥ |1k, | 2 |l1.x and || Rm |jo .
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PROOF. From Proposition 1.1(iv) and (3) we infer as in [1] and [8] that

d Alu < cov?
ds ="

where ¢, depends on || ¥ ||, x and || € |lo.x. This gives

d
4) (2— - A) M < corev? — A2e™|Vul?.
Y

Proposition 1.1(v) implies as in [1] and [8] that
d
(d— - A) v < —v|AP + (v + v?|Al),
s

where ¢ depends on n, || ¥ ||, x and || S ||« and || Rm || ¢.
Estimating

1
|A)2v? > (1 + 27{) |Vu|2 — H*v? — c(n)v*

as in [1] and using Young’s inequality for the term v?|A| yields
d 2 1 2 4 2,2
— —A)v <41+ — | IVu|"+cv’ +2Hv".
ds 4n
From H? < 2(H — )% 4+ 25¢? and the fact that v > 1 we thus obtain

d 1
(5) — AV < =414+ — ) |V + v +4(H — )
ds 4n
where c; depends on n, || ¥ |1« and || # ||,.x and || Ric [l x-
Proposition 1.1(vi), assumption (2), the inequalities |A|* > H?/n and H* >
1(H — o#)* — % as well as (3) applied to the term (V.5#, v) imply

(Ed; - A) (H-2#) < —%(H—jf)“+cv(H—,}f)2+%.%”2—2|V(H—f)Iz

with ¢ depending on k and || VJ# ||, x where we again used v > 1.
Using the inequality v(H — #)? < -(H — 5¢)* +c(n)v” and v > 1 yields

(6) (i - A) (H — 5#)* < —L(H — F) = 2|V(H — ) |* + ¢ 0?
ds 2n
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where ¢; depends on n, || 2 ||; x and .
Define
f =ekuv2+M(H _f)Z

where A and u will be chosen later. We then compute from (4), (5) and (6)

—d 1
— A ) f < core™v? — A% |Vul*v? — 4(1 + )| Vo)®
ds an

+deM (H — H)*v? + c1eMv® — 2Ve* . Vi?
—3-(H = )" + cypv” = 2ulV(H — 2P,
Observe the identities
—2Ve* Vv? = —2AVu.Vf + 207" |Vu|*v? + 2auVu . V(H — #)?
and

—4e™|Vy|? = b.Vf — A2e™|Vu|*v? — u?v%e ™| V(H — H#)*?
—2AuVu.V(H — #)?,

where
b=v2e™Vf —2uvle™V(H — )’ — 2AVu.

This implies

d
(d— — A)fs a.Vf + (cor + c)e™v* + cuv? + 4e* (H — 5)*0?
R

1
B H - )~ 2u|V(H = )P — — A2 | Vu
2n 4n
i 1
—(1 4+ v 2e ™|\ V(H — )| — —AuVu.V(H — 3#)?
4n 2n
where

1 A
a=—(14+—)(vie™Vf - 2uv%e™V(H — #)) + —Vu.
4n 2n

In view of

1 1
|- —=AuVu.V(H — V| < | 1 + — | p*v~%e™|V(H — )
2n 4n

A2eM 2| Vul?
+4n(1+4n) e Vil
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and by discarding the term —2u|V(H — ¢)|* we obtain
d 1 2,4 2.2 4
—=—A)f = an— A “|Vu|v* — (H—jf)
ds 1+4 2n
+(coA + cl)e“‘v4 + couv? + 4e™(H — 56)°.

We observe that

1
4 (H — Y < —e™(H — ) + 16nhe™v”

and

1
vt < Avte™ + 4czu2A

we use the identity |Vu|? = ¥ ~2(v? — 1) (see [1]), the fact that v > 1 and we
assume A > 1 to arrive at

—le—ku

I

d
(d— - A) f<aVf-— X(xw 2 _ cy)etv?
s
1
-—(u — 52V (H — ) + cu™h e
2A
A'Z -2 Au 2
+1 + 4n v
where ¢; and ¢4 depend on ¢y, ¢1, ¢, and n. Upon estimating
1

)\'2 2 l.uv < A.eAuU4+Ce
T an” "V =

withc = c(n, A, || ¥ |lo.x) wechoose A > 1 suchthat A(Ay—2—c3) > 2(14+4n).
We furthermore set u = A~ sup, €**. Thus

i—A f§a.Vf—e“‘v4——li(H—~-%’)4+C2,
ds 4n

where C depends on A, u and all the previous constants.
From the inequality f? < 2max{e*, 4nu}(e*v* + (u/4n)(H — 3)*), we
finally conclude that

(i—A)fsa.Vf—32f2+c2
ds

where § and C depend on all the above quantities.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. We essentially follow the proof in [8, Theorem
4.1]. The only difference arises due to the stronger assumptions on Ric and
J# in [8] which were imposed in order to first obtain bounds on |H| and then
estimate v in terms of | /| and |u|. Here we obtain a priori bounds on v and | H|
simultaneously by combining Proposition 2.2 with Corollary 1.4 for compact
M?", see Remark 1.5. The height estimate

sup |t| < ty = max{inf ¢, sup ¢}
M M+ M-
follows from the strong maximum principle as in the proof [8, Theorem 4.2].
Note, in particular, that by Corollary 1.4(i) the estimates on v and |H| do not
depend on the initial values of these quantities.
Estimates on |A|? and |V A|? are now derived from Proposition 1.1(vii) and
(viii) and Corollary 1.4 in exactly the same manner as in [8, Proposition 4.7].
To obtain a bound on |V"A|?>, m > 1 which is independent of the initial
values, we use Proposition 1.1(vii) and (viii) to verify inductively as in [7, Proof
of Theorem 4.1] that the function

f=¢"IV"AR(A + ™|V AP),

with ¢(s) = s/(s + 1) which vanishes for s = 0, satisfies an inequality of the
form

ds

Note that similarly as in the maximum point argument given in [8, Lemma 4.5],
the right hand side of the inequality becomes negative where the maximum of
f reaches a value greater than C/$§ for the first positive time.

(i - A) f <=9 ' f* - CH.

3. Mean curvature flow in asymptotically flat spacetimes

In this section we adopt the definitions and assumptions of [1, Section 5]: let
¥ be a 4-dimensional spacetime with non-negative radius function r € C*(¥)
and time function t € C*(¥) satisfying the conditions of Section 1.

Following [1], we call % asymptotically flat if there is a constant Ry > 1
such that the exterior region ¥x = {x € ¥ : r(x) > Ry} has coordinates (y', 1)

such that
3 12
r= (Z(y‘)z) :
1
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ds’ = —(y? — 0)dr® + 20:dy'dt + 3,,dy'dy’ = g,edy*dy”,
where ¢ is the shift vector and there are constants C; and C, such that

erEaﬂ _naﬂ|+r2 Z
a.p

a,By

agaﬁ

By < C; and r’|Hg| < C4

with C3R;, ' < 1072, where N« 15 the Minkowski metric and Hg denotes the
mean curvature of the slices .%; .

The interior region of ¥ isdefinedby ¥, = {x € ¥, r(x) < Ro}. ¥ satisfies
the uniform interior condition if there is a constant Cs such that for all z € ¥
with r(z) = R,,

sup (t(x) —t(z)) <Cs ift(z) >0

xe¥—I1+(z)

sup (t(x)—t(2))<Cs ift(z) <0.
xe¥-1-(2)

In the following we will additionally assume that there are coordinates (y, t)
covering a region of ¥ large enough to admit entire maximal hypersurfaces
asymptotic to the slices % fort € (—2Cs — 1, 2Cg + 1) where C; is the height
bound obtained in [1, Theorem 5.3]. For a statement of the conditions required
to ensure this we refer to [1, Section 5].

THEOREM 3.1. Suppose ¥ satisfies the above assumptions and condition (2).
Then the initial value problem (1) with My = Sy and ¢ = 0 has a smooth
solution for all s € [0, 00). In case the timelike convergence condition

Ric(X, X) >0

for all timelike vector fields X is satisfied, every sequence (s;) — 00 has a
subsequence (sy) — 00 for which (M,,) converges uniformly on compact
subsets to a smooth entire maximal hypersurface in the region{x € ¥ : |t(x)| <
2Cs + 1},

REMARK 3.2. (i) Note that Theorem 3.1 relies on the existence of maximal
hypersurfaces which are used as barriers for the mean curvature evolution.
For weaker asymptotic flatness conditions which still ensure the existence of
maximal slices we refer to [3].

(ii) The long-time asymptotic behaviour of the hypersurfaces M, at spatial
infinity has not yet been studied.
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LEMMA 3.3. Let (M;);c(0.5), So < 00 be a solution of (1) in an asymptotically
flat spacetime ¥ with My = Sy and suppose

sup v<dqy<ooand sup |A|l<a <o0.
M3 x[0,s0] M3 x[0,s0]

Then (M;);eio.5,) Satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.2. In particular,

/ / exp(—I(p, po))duds < oo
1] M3

for fixed py € M which implies that any function f with sup,,;
satisfies condition (iii) of Theorem 1.2.

xo.501 | VS| < 00

PROOF. We will only consider the case where # = 0. From |Vr| < |Vrjv
we see that
sup |Vri<a; <o
M7 x[0,5])

where a; = a(at, || Vr |lo.¥). Integrating along a geodesic with respect to g(s)
from p, to p therefore yields

@) r(x;(p)) < r(x;(po)) + 2ls(p, po).
We furthermore note that by (1) we have for any p € M* and s € [0, s0],
(®) Ir(xs(p)) — r(xo(p)I < a3so,

where a3 depends on e, ; and || Vr ||o y. Combining (8) for py with (7), we

see that geodesic balls in M, are contained in the compact sets M, N{x € ¥ :

r(x) < R}. This implies geodesic completeness of the M; for s € [0, so].
From (7), (8) and Proposition 1.1(iii) we infer

/ exp(—L(p, po))du; < as / exp(—a; 'r)
M3 Sh

where a4 depends on ¢, a3, o3, So and r(xo(po)). Asymptotic flatness therefore
implies

/ / exp(—I(p, po))du,ds < o0
0 M3

for fixed p, € M.
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In view of Proposition 1.1(i), we also have

d
—&ij| < U5 <00,

sup s

M3 x[0,50]

with a5 depending on ¢, which establishes condition (iv) of Theorem 1.2. The
Gauss equations imply

Ric;; = ﬁ,-j — Hhjj + hyhy +ﬁi0j0

where Ric denotes the Ricci tensor on M,. Using (3) and the finiteness assump-
tion on v and | A| therefore yields

Ricy, = ag > —00

uniformly in s where «¢ depends on a,, ¢7; and || Rm llo,»= The volume growth
condition now follows from a standard argument (see for example [4]).

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. We assume for simplicity that M, = .%, satisfies

sup |[V"A]* < o0
Mo

foralim > 0. Notealsothatv = 1 on.%# althoughauniformboundonvats =0
would suffice for the argument. We solve the initial value problem on a small
time interval [0, so] by working in the class of hypersurfaces with uniformly
bounded quantities v and [V A|? for all m > 0 (note that uniform C?*-bounds
would be sufficient to ensure short-time existence). For any solution (M,) of (1)
in this class, it is shown by direct computation from (1) that the supremum of
all geometric quantities including the height u on M, depends continuously on
5. Using standard arguments, one may therefore reduce the short-time existence
problem for (1) to a problem for a uniformly parabolic equation with uniformly
bounded coefficients, see for example [13].

Having thus obtained a smooth solution (M;) on some interval [0, so] which

satisfies

C)) sup (|lu|+v) < o0
M’x[O,so]

and

10) sup |V"A|* < oo forallm >0,

/l'f3 X[O,.Yo]
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we are, in view of the previous lemma, in a position to employ the maximum
principle to obtain a priori estimates on these quantities for all s > 0. We begin
with a height bound: from (1) we compute for s € (0, 5o),

(i — A) r=—divVr < Bi,
ds

where 8, depends on sup,s, o ,; v and || v'r lo,»= Combining this with Propos-
ition 1.1(vi) gives in view of the inequality |A|*> > H?/n,

(% — A) H*(1+1r?) < —(%H“ +2|VH|* = B H* ) (1 +r?)
+2BH*r — 2H?*|Vr|* — 2VrA.VH?,
where 8, depends on || Ric ||o». We then estimate
[2Vr2.VH?| < 2|VH|*(1 +r?) + 8|Vr|*H?

and use the inequality [Vr| < |Vr|v to obtain for f = H*(1 + r?)

(%—A)f <Bf,

where B; depends on supys, o, v and | Ric [lo» By (9) and (10) we
also have supy;, (0, I1Vf| < 0o. Furthermore, we observe the inequality
sup, (1 +r?)H? < B, which follows from asymptotic flatness. By Lemma 3.3,
we may therefore apply Theorem 1.2 to the function e=# f — B, to arrive at

(11) sup (14 r2)H? < BieP™
M3 x[0,s0]

On the other hand, we compute from (1),
d —
Iauz(l +r)| <2y~ lul||H|(1 4 r) + &?|Vr||H|v
such that in view of (9), (10), (11) and the fact that u = 0 on ., we obtain

sup wi(l+r) <oo
MJX[O,X()]

This implies that for fixed s € [0, so]

(12) u(xs(p),s) —» 0 as r(x;(p)) > oc.
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The assumptions of the theorem allow us to apply [1, Theorem 5.4] to obtain
two entire maximal hypersurfaces M* and M~ which are asymptotic to the
reference slices ¢, 1 and %_c,+1) respectively where Cy is the height bound
obtained in [1, Theorem 5.3]. This height estimate when applied to M+ and M~
also yields that

inf t > 1 and supt < —1.
M+ M-

Therefore we infer from (12) that, unless

inf £ > fy, > supt
M+ M-

for all s € [0, so], there must be a first parameter s; € (0, so] for which Mj,
touches either M+ or M~. By the strong maximum principle for parabolic
equations, this is impossible in view of the fact that M+ and M~ are stationary
solutions of (1). This establishes the estimate
sup |u| <ty = max{inf ¢, supt}.
M3x[0,s0) M+ M-

Condition (2) now enables us to invoke Proposition 2.3. Note, in particular,
that for f = e*v? + wH?, the inequality sup,s, (o ,,;(1a + |V f]) < oo holds in
view of (9) and (10). Taking Lemma 3.3 into account we may therefore apply
Corollary 1.4 to infer

1
sup(v + |H|) < c(1 + —) for s € (0, so]
M, ﬁ

or
sup(v + |H|) < c(1 +sup(v + |H])) for s € [0, 5]
M, “

where c dependson o, k, || ¥ lixand || Rm llox in K = {x € ¥ : |t(x)| < t}.
To obtain bounds on |V"A|*> for m > 0 we proceed as in the proof of
Theorem 2.2, this time, however, using (9), (10), Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 1.4.
In particular, for m > 1, we define as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 the function
f =™ V" A2(A + ¢™| V™1 A|?) which vanishes at s = 0. The inequality

d —1027 £2 C2
(a—A)fs—fp S = )
then implies that f; = max(f — C/8, 0) satisfies

d 2
(5-2) 5=
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in the distributional sense so that we can apply Theorem 1.2.

Since our estimates are independent of s, we conclude the existence of the
solution (M) for all s € [0, o0). Note again that the a priori estimates on all
geometric quantities of M, depend only on the height bound 7, the time function
t and bounds on the geometry of ¥ in K = {x € ¥ : |t (x)| < tp}.

If we additionally assume the timelike convergence condition, we obtain from
Proposition 1.1(vi) and the inequality |A|> > H?/n that

(i - A) H? < —EH“,
ds ~ n

which yields

sup H? < r
M, — 2s

for s € (0, 00), in view of Corollary 1.4(i).

This decay estimate and the uniform bounds for all geometric quantities
on M, imply that for every sequence (s;) — oo we can select a subsequence
(si) — oo such that (M,,,) converges uniformly on compact subsets to a smooth

Y

entire maximal hypersurface in the region {x € ¥ : [t (x)]| < 1,}.
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