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Abstract

This article presents a novel resolution to the problem of spline interpolation versus
least-squares fitting on smooth Riemannian manifolds utilizing the method of gradient
flows of networks. This approach represents a contribution to both geometric control
theory and statistical shape data analysis. Our work encompasses a rigorous proof for
the existence of global solutions in Holder spaces for the gradient flow. The asymptotic
limits of these solutions establish the existence of the spline interpolation versus least-
squares fitting problem on smooth Riemannian manifolds, offering a comprehensive
solution. Notably, the constructive nature of the proof suggests potential numerical
schemes for finding solutions.

1 Introduction

Riemannian splines play an important role in various fields of physical and applied
sciences, with applications spanning from Riemannian cubics for rigid body control [21, 22]
to geometric k-splines for computational anatomy [9, 10]. These splines extend the concept
of polynomial splines from Euclidean spaces to Riemannian manifolds, defined as critical
points of the higher-order energy functional

q €] Dkfl Dkfl
Z/ <W%a W%> da, (1.1)
=1 Y%l-1

when ¢ = 1 and v : [zg, z4] — M. Here, 7, is the tangent vector of the map ~, % is the
(directional) covariant differentiation on M, and (-, ) is the inner product induced from the
metric of M. The spline interpolation problem on a Riemannian manifold entails identifying
critical points of the higher-order energy functional when ¢ > 1 and 7 : [x¢,z4] — M is a
sufficiently smooth map satisfying y(x;) = p; for all j, with {po,--- ,pq} C M representing
an ordered set of points.
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In the spline interpolation problem on a smooth Riemannian manifold, the requirement
that the curves or maps must pass through prescribed points can be adjusted. Instead,
it can be specified that the curves or maps should originate from pg, terminate at pg,
and closely traverse the designated points {p1,...,pgs—1}. This variation is referred to as
the problem of spline interpolation versus least-squares fitting on manifolds and can be
seen as a complementary problem to the spline interpolation issue. It has applications in
geometric mechanics and statistical shape analysis, where it involves finding critical points
or minimizers of the higher-order energy functional (1.1) along with the term

qg—1

5 3 disth (1)), (12)

j=1

which serves as a penalization factor for a small ¢ > 0. The combination of Riemannian
splines and least-squares fitting is valuable for accurately representing data on smooth
curved surfaces.

Building upon pioneering research with spherical smoothing splines in statistical anal-
ysis, there is a growing recognition of the complexities involved in interpreting functions
defined on non-Euclidean spaces for accurate data analysis [13, 14]. Data-fitting prob-
lems in curved spaces have become a rising interest in addressing data-fitting challenges
for statistical data situated on manifolds [23, 12, 4]. This interest has sparked investiga-
tions into fitting data on manifolds using smooth Riemannian splines, which are designed
to capture specific expected shapes without necessarily matching the data on the mani-
folds precisely. This challenge has reverberated across various research domains, including
image processing and statistical shape data analysis. Consequently, researchers have ex-
plored alternative approaches to extend interpolation and approximation methods to the
Riemannian setting. Meanwhile, such problems initially found motivation in mechanical
control theory, e.g., trajectory planning. More recently, these problems have emerged in
the context of quantum computing. Due to the constraints imposed by the laws of quantum
mechanics, these problems are often framed as least-squares fitting challenges [2].

1.1 Previous results

The groundwork for the generalization of splines from Euclidean spaces to Riemannian
manifolds was laid by Gabriel and Kajiya in [8]. Subsequently, Noakes, Heinzinger, and
Paden extended this to cubic splines (k = 2) in [22], while Camarinha, Silva Leite, and
Crouch further expanded the concept to polynomial splines for arbitrary k& > 2 in [3].
In optimal control theory, proving the existence of Riemannian cubics typically involves
working with Euler-Lagrange equations and applying Pontryagin’s maximum principle.
However, existing results on global solutions for Riemannian splines are limited and often
come with specific assumptions. A very brief overview on the existence of classical solutions
for Riemannian spline interpolation and a new method of gradient flow for the existence
of solutions to Riemannian spline interpolation problem was introduced in our recent work

[17].



In contrast to the spline interpolation problem in Riemannian manifolds, it seems that
there remains a scarcity of rigorous proofs concerning the existence of solutions to the
problem of spline interpolation versus least-squares fitting on manifolds. The exploration
of this problem has been undertaken in several studies with slightly varied setups, as
evidenced by works such as [13, 18, 2, 23, 9, 10, 12, 4, 19, 1, 14]. These investigations often
introduce penalization techniques aimed at minimizing the discrepancy between predefined
points and the optimized trajectory. While certain works delve into the necessary or
sufficient conditions for spline existence [18, 19], others concentrate on developing numerical
algorithms and offering practical solutions [2, 23, 19, 1, 14]. The authors in [18] addressed
the problem of solution existence by investigating a limiting process involving smoothing
geometric splines when the manifold M is Euclidean. Numerical algorithms outlined in
[23, 19] rely on gradient steepest descent methods utilizing the Palais metric within the

infinite-dimensional space of admissible curves.

1.2 Contributions and approaches of the current paper

This article presents an innovative approach to the problem, utilizing gradient flows of
networks to establish solution existence. Notably, our method builds upon the framework
introduced in [17] for spline interpolation on Riemannian manifolds, integrating gradient
flows of specific networks connecting designated points. Our approach offers a constructive
strategy for addressing these challenges, furnishing a rigorous proof for the existence of
classical global solutions to the gradient flow. These solutions’ asymptotic limits align
with variational Riemannian polynomial splines or geometric k-splines, incorporating least-
squares fitting considerations. Consequently, our approach provides a rigorous solution to
the problem of higher-order spline interpolation versus least-squares fitting on Riemannian
manifolds, addressing a gap in the existing literature.

It is noteworthy that the constructive nature of our proof implies potential numerical
schemes for finding solutions. Furthermore, our work in this article introduces an additional
challenge: the design of alternative numerical algorithms based on the gradient flow we
have examined, specifically crafted for generating higher-order Riemannian splines.

We delineate the approaches in this article below. When addressing the relaxed spline
interpolation problem on Riemannian manifolds, where curves or maps are meant to closely
traverse prescribed points, this can be accomplished by integrating suitable penalty terms,
as depicted in (1.2), into the energy functional. This modification ensures the continued
applicability of the method of variational splines or gradient flows, as exemplified in [2].
Instead of utilizing distance as the penalization metric, we introduce the Dirichlet integral
for maps connecting knot points and ’interior’ points of splines, as depicted in (2.1). It is
noteworthy that a map connecting two points is critical to the Dirichlet energy if and only
if it is critical to the length functional with a constant speed parametrization. Moreover,
the Dirichlet integral equals the square of the length of minimal curves connecting the two
points (up to a multiple of a fixed constant). Therefore, given that x; is a harmonic map
for all I, the summation of their Dirichlet integrals equates to the penalty term in (1.2).

In our approach, we substitute the length functional with the Dirichlet energy functional
to overcome challenges related to singularity in curve shortening flow. The induced gradient



flow of (2.1) yields a combination of higher-order gradient flow and harmonic map heat flow
of networks on Riemannian manifolds. The existence of global solutions to such gradient
flows is established in Theorem 1, and the asymptotic limits of these solutions furnish
classical solutions to the interpolation problems on smooth Riemannian manifolds. These
solutions are referred to as higher-order Riemannian splines or simply geometric k-splines.
Additionally, we demonstrate C?*~2-smoothness for the geometric k-splines at the inner-
boundary points, surpassing the expectation of C'* at the inner-boundary points when k = 2
as mentioned in [9, p. 419]. Notice that due to the failure of the existence of weak solutions
for Riemannian cubics in the Sobolev space W??2 through energy-minimizing sequences in
[11], we insert the tension energy functional 7 of maps in the total energy functional so
that Riemannian splines are defined as the critical points to the energy functional (see the
formulation of the problem below).

1.3 The structure of this paper

The remainder of this article is structured as follows: In §2, we delve into the study and
establishment of the existence of Riemannian splines for the problem of spline interpolation
versus least-squares fitting on Riemannian manifolds (refer to Theorem 1). In §3, we
formulate the problem of spline interpolation versus least-squares fitting as a gradient
flow problem, expressed as a nonlinear parabolic system. In §4, we address the existence
problem of the linear parabolic system derived from the nonlinear one. Finally, in §5, we
demonstrate the existence of classical solutions to the nonlinear parabolic system, thereby
concluding the proof of the main result in this article. To ensure self-containment, we
present some notations and technical lemmas from the literature in §6.

2 The spline interpolation versus least-squares fitting

Let M be an m-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold, and let T,,M denote the
tangent space of M at p € M equipped with the inner product (-,-),. The Levi-Civita
connection associated with M is denoted by D. Consider smooth vector fields X, Y,
and Z on M, and define the covariant derivative of Y with respect to X as DxY. The
Riemannian curvature tensors, denoted as R(-,+)- : TM x TM x TM — TM, are defined
by the identity R(X,Y)Z = DxDyZ — DyDxZ — Dix,y)Z, where [X,Y] denotes the
Lie bracket of the vector fields X and Y. Thanks to Nash’s embedding theorem, we may
assume that M C R"” is isometrically embedded for some n > m. Let T,M C T,R" be
the m-dimensional tangent space to M at a point p € M. Additionally, we make the
assumption that the Riemannian curvature tensors R and the second fundamental form
II)s of the immersed Riemannian manifold M C R™ are smooth and uniformly bounded
in a C*-norm. Note, v € C™(I) means that %~ are continuous up to the boundary 91,
V¢ e {0,1,---,m}, where I = (x,z4). The induced tangent map 9,y : I C R — T, M
and 0,7y : I} CR — T, M may be denoted as v, and v, 5, respectively.

For a given set of ordered points in M,

P:{pOa"'qu}CMa



let the set of admissible maps be

673 :{(%X)|'Y : [1‘051'(]] - Maxl : [1'[,1,50[] — MaVl = 15' e q = 17$l = laVl € Z7
v € C* 7% ([mo, 24)), 11 € C*F*([mi—1, 1)), VI =1, ,q,7(x0) = po,V(xq) = Pg;
xi € C**([wi—1, 1)), xi(@i—1) = pi xa(@r) = yi(), L€ {1,...,q—1}},

whose images represent networks connecting the ordered points in P. Define the functional
52,0 :©p — [0,00) by

, 1
E71(r 0] = &b+ = - TIX, (2.1)
where
Exl) = &+ Th,
1
= Z 5 [ 1D e (@) da,
— 2 I ,
Z | his(a )|? da, Z | b )% dz,
Dy :=Dg,~, || = +/(+,+)p represents the norm of the fiber of T,M, and A, o € (0,00) are
constants.

Figure 1: The orientation of g and h as ¢ = 3.

Observe from (2.1) and the admissible class of maps ©p, v and x have their own
energy functionals and are only coupled through their (interior) boundary points. Hence,
as (v, x) € Op is a critical point of the functional 52‘ "7, then, by applying the first variation



formulae in Lemma 6.1 and the boundary conditions, we obtain

-1
d -, e ]

— =L (), dx + —D,0yx1, W)dx =0,
de |e= 0 Z I W) ; Iz< >

for any suitable smooth tangent vector field W, induced from the admissible class of maps
©p, on the neighborhood of the image of (v, x) in M.

L2 () = (=) D2 4+ zk:(—l)“k“R (D2 o, DE 2 10) Yiw + A DaYie-
" (2.2)
Thus, if (v, x) is the critical point, then
{Eik (/) = 0 (intrinsic formulation) or £2¥(v;) L T,, M (extrinsic formulation),
D, 0.x; = 0 (intrinsic formulation) or D;0yx; L Ty, M (extrinsic formulation).
(2.3)

From (2.3) or the first variation formulae in Lemma 6.1, we let the gradient flow of 52‘ 7
be

at’}/l = Egk(7l)7 vi S {17 e 7Q}a (2 4)
Oxi = DoOzxu, Vie{l,...,q—1}, '

with the initial-boundary conditions :

initial datum)

(
(7:%)(0,-) = (30(-), x0 () € O, (2.5)
(

Dirichlet boundary conditions)

V(@) = pu, 1€{0,q}, t€[0,T], (2.6)
DEL9 i (t, ) = v (l,x*) € {(1,20),(q,2¢)}, 1 <pu<k-—1,t€0,T], (2.7)
xi(t, zi—1) = pi, le{l,...,q—1}, te€][0,T], (2.8)
(concurrency conditions at the junction points)

vt x) = xi(t, @) = vi+1(t, @) le{l,....,q—1}, t€][0,T], (2.9)
(regularity conditions at the junction points)

A DETLO,~(t) = 0, le{l,...,q—1}, 1<u<2k—2,te[0,T],(2.10)

(balancing conditions at the junction points)

- —1)*
AlDik 28I7(t)+ ( 0,2) azXl(tazl):()a le {15-'-7(171}7 te [OvT]a(211)
where the boundary data {v).} consists of prescribed constants and

Ang‘*laI’y(t) = D“ilam’yprl(t, zl"") - Dgflam(t,:c;). (2.12)

x



From (2.4), and the boundary conditions (2.6)~(2.11), we derive the energy identity,

L& 10 Z/ D2 dt — QZ/ Doal? dt.

As A\, o > 0, we derive from the energy identity that, for any t > ¢,

q

5 allZany () < L€ ({20, ). x(to, ),
p . (2.13)
l; ||Xl,m||%2(jl)(t) < ‘725167 [(v(to, ), x(to, )]-

Definition 1 (The geometric compatibility conditions of order 0 to (2.4)~(2.11) ). Let
2y =1,1€{0,...,q} CZ, and (y0,Xx0) be the initial datum with the smoothness vy €
C?*=2([xo, 24]), You € C**([w1-1,21]), X04 € C**([x1-1,21]). The initial datum (vo, Xo0)
is said to fulfill the geometric compatibility conditions of order 0 to the parabolic system

(2.4)~(2.11) if the followings hold.

L2 (70) (1) = 0, L €{0,q},

L2F (y0,0) (1) = DeBaxo,(z1) = L2F (y0,141) (1), le{l,....q—1},

Yo(@1) = i, 1€{0,q},
XO,Z(-Tl—l):pl; 16{1,...,(]—1}, (2 14)
DE10,70 1 (2*) = vl 1<u<k-1, (I,z*) e {(1,20),(q,2q)}, '
Yo,1(z1) = Xo.1(%1) = 70,141 (1) le{l,...,q—1},

Ay DE10,740 = 0, 1<pu<2k—2,1€{l,...,q—1},

A DZ20,4g + CP50, x4 (2) = 0, le{l,....q—1},

where the boundary datum {vl.} are constants.
The theorem below is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1. Let A\,0 € (0,00), o € (0,1). Assume that M is an m-dimensional smooth
Riemannian manifold immersed in R™, for some n > m, and its second fundamental
form Ilp; and Riemannian curvature tensors R are smooth and uniformly bounded with
respect to a C*®-topology. Suppose that (Yo, Xo0) € Op is an initial datum fulfilling the
compatibility conditions of order 0 in Definition 1. Then, there exists a global solution
(7, x) to (2.4)~(2.11) with the regularity

v € 022:“ 2kt (10, 00) x [w1-1, 1)) ) C™ ((0,00) % [21-1,21]) , vie{l,...,q}
X1 € 0% 2+a ([0,00) X [x1—1,21)) O ((0,00) X [®—1,z1]), vie{l,...,q—1},
~(t, ) € C%_Q([zo,zq]), Vit e [0,00).

Moreover, there exists (Yoo, Xoo) € Op with the reqularity oo € C*~2Y([wg, 24]), obtained

from some convergent subsequences, Yoo(-) = Hm v(¢;,-), Xoou(-) = lim x;(¢;,-), such
tj—o0 tj—00

that Yoo, is a Riemannian spline fulfilling (2.2), and xoo, is a geodesic (map), V1.



The proof of the main theorem relies on Solonnikov’s theory of parabolic partial differ-
ential systems and L2-estimates of curvature, utilizing Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities.

The short-time existence of solutions is achieved by applying Solonnikov’s theory to the
linearized parabolic systems and employing a fixed-point argument in a suitable Banach
space. Considering that the mathematical objects involved are interconnected curves or
networks (represented as a collection of maps) satisfying certain parabolic equations on each
piece of the curve or map, it becomes necessary to reformulate the problem by adjusting
the domain and initial-boundary conditions. This adjustment is crucial for the application
of Solonnikov’s theory to linear parabolic systems.

In comparison with works such as [15, 16], where the verification of sufficient conditions
for applying Solonnikov’s theory is required, the complementary conditions at the bound-
aries in this article are significantly more intricate due to the higher order of the gradient
flow.

To establish the long-time existence of solutions, it is crucial to derive uniform bounds
for a specific sequence of L?-norms of higher-order derivatives, facilitating the application
of a contradiction argument. In the proof of Theorem 1, our objective is to attain that, for
any fixed p € N,

q q—1
_ 1 _
Zu(t) == Y IDET 0n(t ey + 55 2 IDE Ooalt ey (215)
=1 =1

is uniformly bounded for all t. Afterward, we utilize Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
inequalities and Gronwall inequalities to establish a uniform bound for Z, for any u. The
difficulty arises in estimating the boundary terms resulting from integration by parts in
the higher-order energy estimates. Here the key is to apply the boundary conditions to
decrease the order of derivatives, enabling the use of Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
inequalities and subsequently obtaining Gronwall inequalities.

3 The nonlinear parabolic systems for the networks

In order to apply Solonnikov’s theory of linear parabolic systems effectively, we find it
beneficial to rewrite the system (2.4)~(2.11) in an extrinsic formulation.

Suppose I C R is an open interval, v : I — M C R" is a smooth map, and V :
I — T,M C T,R" is a smooth vector field along . Then, the directional covariant
differentiation, denoted as D, or simply as D, associated with the Levi-Civita connection
D, can be expressed as

D,V =0,V —T1,(V,0,7), (3.1)

where IL, (-, ) : T, M x T, M — (T,,M)* is the second fundamental form at v € M C R" =
{(u1, - ,up) € R x--- x R}. When M is isometrically embedded in R™ for some n € N,
we can use (3.1) to convert covariant differentiation D, into partial differentiation 9,. In
fact, from (3.1), we can inductively deduce

Divie = 05y + W0, -, 0uis ), (3.2)



where W, : R™® x -+ x R™ x M — R" fulfills

Willce—it1@mnx...xrrxany < C - [Tarlleeary, (3.3)

and

Masllceary == > IV Iau()llcoary, V=05t~ as o= (o1, ,0m).

0<|o|<e

Consequently, after converting the covariant differentiation using equations (3.1) and
(3.2), equation (2.4) and the boundary conditions can be expressed as partial differential
equations. Thus, we reformulate equations (2.4)—(2.11) in an extrinsic formulation as

follows,

Oy = (—1)F1025y + B2 Ty, 0wy m) in (0,T) x I, 1€ {1,...,q}, (3.4)
Axi = 02xa + Wi(0xx1, x1) in (0,7) x I, Le{l,...,q—1}, (3.5)
(0, z) = v0,1(x), xel, led{l,...,q}, (3.6)
x1(0,2) = xo0,(z), zel,le{l,...,q—1}, (3.7)
~v(t, ;) = pi, 1e€{0,q}, t€]0,T], (3.8)
xi(t, zi—1) = pi, le{l,...,q—1}, t€][0,T], (3.9)
Iyt =*) = by ., tel0,7), pe{l,....k—1}, (l,2%) € {(1,20), (¢, 24)}, (3.10)
vt z) = xi(t, z) = i1 (t, 77) le{l,...,q—1}, t€][0,7],(3.11)
OMypr(t, ) — Oyt ) =0, t€[0,T), pe{l,....2k -2}, L€ {1,...,q— 1},( |

3.12

2k—1 —+ 2k—1 — (71)k+1 +
0y () =0 Tt ) + TaxXlJrl(tvxl ) =0,

tel0,T], le{l,...,q—1},(3.13)
where
W“lnwm:«MHWmA@“wwwm (3.14)
+Z 1HHAHLR 8% Foyp 4 Wag— 1 (9257 F 1y oo ),

My 4+ Wy (04 %y, o)) Dam
A (829 + W0, m)) -

By utilizing the assumption x; = [ for all [ € Z, we define the parametrization as
follows,

at.y) = (60T g+ o), goa) =00 (F)' Ty +ay)), (315)

i
2

Mt y) = xi(t, (1) "ty + To[e))s hoaly) = Xou (1) y + o1])s (3.16)



where t € [0,T], y € [0,1], and [A] denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to
A. This transformation facilitates the application of Solonnikov’s theory and the Banach

fixed-point argument, enabling us to obtain short-time solutions.
e The case when q is even.

The evolution equations of (7, x) in (2.4)~(2.11) are converted into the parabolic system
of (g, h) by applying (3.15) and (3.16), i.e.,

Ohgr = (1) 02k g + G102 gi,. .., Oyg1, 91) lefl,....q}, (3.17)
Ochy :63h1+Wl(8yhl,6yhl) le {1,...,(]—1}, '

with initial-boundary conditions

(initial conditions)

91(0,9) = 90.1(y), le{l,....q},
hi(0,y) = ho.(y), lefl,....q—1},
(boundary conditions)

91(t,0) = po,  gq(t,0) = pg,

hot—y<—1(t,¥*) = P21y —1 le{l,.... 2 —1+y*}, (3.18)
aggl(tao):bﬁ()a Me{la'--ak_l}a lE{l,q}, .
g21—y~ (t’y*) = h2l—y* (ta y*) = ng—y*-‘rl(ta y*)a le {13 ceey % -1 + y*}a

a»ﬁng—y* (ta y*) + (_1)M_16592l—y*+1(tay*) = Oa
we{l,...,2k—2}, lE{l,...,%fler*},
_qyk+1
A R (AT ( 10.)2 Oyhai—y=(t,y*) + 028 gor_ye 41 (t, ) = 0,

where t € [0,T], y € [0,1], y* € {0,1},
G(02 g, .. q) = F ((_1)(1—1)(2k_1)6§k_1gl,...,(—1)(l_1)”87‘jgl,...,gl), (3.19)

and the boundary datum of g;, by 5 = bY ., bl s = (71)(’7*1)%(‘;%7 {},}, are constants
determined by the constant Dirichlet boundary data of ~;, I € {1, ¢}.
Let

= (T1,.... h@g-1) = (g1, h1, 92, ha, ..., gg) € RMPT7Y, (3.20)
where
gV:(glln"'ag:/l)a VZI)"WQ) and hV:(hll/vahg)a l/:1,...7Q71. (321)

The boundary conditions in (3.18) can be formally written as

n(2g—1)

j=1

10



or simply as

B(y*7 ta ay7 at)l—‘t(ta y*) = (I)(ﬁ) y*)7 y* S {07 1})
where the diagonal block matrices B(y*,t,d,,0;) are given by

2 times Idpxn and £—1 times Bo

B(y* = Ovta ayv at) = diag(307 Idnxn; 327 Idnxn; 327 ey Idnxn; BO)

2 times By and 4 —1 times Idpxn

B(y* = Lﬁa ayv at) = diag(B27 Idnxn; 327 Idnxna DR ;Idnxn7 B2)a

with
Idnxn
Oy - Idpxn
BO :BO(y*,t,ay,at) = . R
8’571 : Idnxn
and
Idyxn —Id,xn 0
0 Idpxn —Idyxn
Oy - Idnxn 0 By - Idpsn
2, 02
B2 = Bg(y*,t,ay,at) = ay Idn><n 0 8y Idn><n
a;k—Q . [ann 0 _a;k—Q X Iann

yktL
a;k—l Adysn %ay Idysn a;k—l ~Adpxn

Notice that Bo(y* = 0,t,0y,0:) = Ba(y* = 1,t,0y, 0r).

Bg

Id'l’LXn

By 0 | By

Idpsn Tdnxn

)

Figure 2: The matrix B(y* = 0,¢,0,,0;) when ¢ = 2 or ¢ = 4.

e The case when ¢ is odd.

11

(3.22)

(3.23)




Idpxn
< i Bg i > 0 i By

Figure 3: The matrix B(y* = 1,¢,0,,0;) when ¢ =2 or ¢ = 4.

Similarly, as ¢ is odd, (2.4)~(2.11) can be converted into the parabolic system (3.17)

with the initial-boundary conditions

(initial conditions)

9100,y) = g0.1(y), bed{l,....q},
hi(0,y) = ho,(y), le{l,...,q—1},
(boundary conditions)

91(t,0) =po,  gq(t,1) = py,

hot—y=—1(t,y*) = par—y=—1, led{l,.. -,%} (3.24)
ol g1(t,0) = bfo, olgq(t,1) = bf;l, we{l,.. -1}, '
G21—y (6, y") = har—y+ (8, Y*) = g2u—y-+1(t,y7), le {1,- -,qT}

M gor—y (6, y) + (=110l gor—ye 1 (£, y%) = 0,
k pe{l,..2k—2}, le{l,..., 55,
_qyR
2KV gar_y (t,y*) + : 22 Oyhai—y (t,y") + 055 ga1—y 41 (t,y") = 0,
lefl,.... 5y

where t € [0,T], y € [0,1], y* € {0,1}, and b, = by, bl o = (=)@ Dby {bf' .} are
constants depending on the constant Dirichlet boundary data of ;, I € {1, ¢}.
Similarly, the boundary conditions in (3.24) can be written formally as

B(y*,t,ay,at)rt(t,y*) = (I)(tay*)’ y* € {0’ 1}5

where the diagonal block matrices B(y*, ¢, dy,0;) are given by

—1 . —1 .
4= times B and 45—~ times Idnxn

B(y* = Oata aya at) = diag(BO; BQa Idnxn; BQa Idnxna teey BQa Idnxn)a

-1 .. —1 .
4= times Idpxn and 45~ times By

B(y* = 17ta ay; at) = dlag(ldnxn; B27]dn><n; B25 e 7Idn><n; B2; B0)7

with By and By given in (3.22) and (3.23) respectively.

12



By 0

Tdpxn

O Id'I'LXH

Figure 4: The matrix B(y* = 0,¢,9,,0;) when ¢ = 5.

Idpxn 0

i Bg i

Id'I'LXH

I By

Figure 5: The matrix B(y* = 1,¢,0,,0;) when ¢ = 5.

Definition 2 (The compatibility conditions of order 0 to (3.17)). We say that the initial
datum (go, ho) with the regularity, go, € C*%2([0,1]) and ho; € C%2([0,1]), is said to
fulfill the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the nonlinear parabolic system (3.17) and
(3.18) (or (3.17) and (3.24)), if

n(2¢—1)

O Y Bij(y.t.0,00)T5(t.y")| = 0{Pilt,y") (3.25)

j=1 t=0 t=0

hold for any i € {1,....kn(2¢ — 1)} and p € {0,1} such that after converting 0, into 0,
n(2¢—1)
by (3.17) the order of 9y in 07 Bi;T'; is less than or equal to 2k as T'a(y—_1ypnte = g,
j=1
and less than or equal to 2 as T'ay_1ypqe = ht, where LCov—1)nte; g, and h’, are defined

in (3.20) and (3.21).
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Since the map g and h are obtained from v and x by reversing the parametrization of ~;
and x;, for some [, respectively, and the compatibility conditions in Definition 2 have been
adjusted from the geometric compatibility conditions in Definition 1 accordingly, we simply
conclude that the initial datum (go,ho) converted from (7o, xo) fulfills the compatibility
conditions of order 0 in Definition 2, if (7, xo) fulfills the geometric compatibility conditions
in Definition 1.

4 The induced linear problem

Let

2k -1

7= (€% 250(0, 1) x 0,1])" x (€% #2(0,7) x [0,1])"

be the Banach space associated with the norm

qg—1

q
169:Mllz 3= 2 ol g2t s ooy + 2 o2 ave ooy

(see [20, Theorems 1.8.2 and 1.8.6]). Let (go, ho) be obtained from modifying the orientation

of (70, x0) € Op, as defined in (3.15) and (3.16). For any T' > 0, define X(TgO’hO) C Z by

X(jg;g,ho) ::{(gah) €Z: gl(oﬂ ) = 9071(')5 hl(oﬂ ) = hO,l(')’VZ}'

Let the subset Bg C X(j;o,ho) be

B ={(9,:h) € X{gyng) : l(g: W)l < K}

Note that Bk is a bounded, closed, and convex subset of the Banach space Z.

In the following, we linearize the nonlinear parabolic systems and verify the sufficient
conditions outlined in [24, Theorem 4.9]. This allows us to apply Solonnikov’s theory,
thereby obtaining the existence of solutions to the linear parabolic systems. To verify these
conditions, we rearrange the maps (g,h) € R*24=1D as shown in (3.20). It is important
to note the canonical correspondence between I' and (g, h). Therefore, we treat I' as an
element in the Banach space Z and apply the topology of Z to the space of I', because of
the canonical correspondence.

Note that the initial-boundary conditions, (3.18) and (3.24), are linear equations. We
linearize the parabolic system in (3.17) as follows:

{8tgl+(1)ka§kgl :Gl(askilglavayglvgl) le {157Q}5 (4 1)

athl—aihlzwl(ayﬁl,ﬁl) lE{l,...,q—l},

where (g,h) € ngo,ho)' Hence, the linearized system, (3.17)~(3.18) is (4.1) and (3.18),
while the linearized system, (3.17) and (3.24) is (4.1) and (3.24).

Now we follow the same procedure as the previous section to verify the required suf-
ficient conditions in Solonnikov’s theory. Observe that the left-hand side of the linear
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parabolic system (4.1) can be written as a matrix multiplication L(y,t,d,,9;)I'", where
L(y,t,0y,0) = diag (Egg)?flq_l) is a diagonal n(2q — 1) x n(2¢ — 1) matrix, and

O+ (—1)k92k, t=0Q21—n+j4,5e{l,....,n},1e{1,...,q},
ﬁmy,t,ay,at):{f (UG 6= Q1= 20 gg € (Ll € (La)

&, — 02, (=@ =1+ je{l,..nhle{l,. .. .q—1}.

Thus, we obtain
B R ee Ty T
Let

L(y, 1.1, p) := det Ly, t,i€,p) = (p+ €)™ (p+ €)™Y,
and

L(y,t.i€,p) = L(y. t,i€, p) L™ (y, 1,1, p) = diag(Ler); 3",
where

For = (p+ &2kyna—1(py e2)yla=D = (2 —n+j,je{l,....n}1e{l,...,q},
(p+&2kyna(p 4 ¢2yla=D-1" p— (2 —n+jje{l,....n},le{l,...,q—1}.

e The smoothness of coefficients.

By the assumption on the smoothness of g, h, and Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, the coefficients
in the linear systems (4.1) fulfill

G027 Ygy,..., 1) € C 1[0, T] x [0,1]) € CF([0,T] x [0,1]), Vi€ {1,...,q},
and
Iy, (9, Oyhy) € C5514([0,T] x [0,1]) € C52([0,T] x [0,1]), Vle{1,...,q—1}.
e The parabolicity condition.
From its definition, the roots of the polynomial L(z,t,i&, p) satisfy
p=—¢&%*  with multiplicity ng, £ eR,

or
p=—&% with multiplicity n(q — 1), £ €R.
Hence, the uniform parabolicity holds (see [24, page 8]).
e The complementary conditions of the initial datum.

Following the definition in [24, page 12], the matrix associated with the initial condition
has the form

CO(ya ayv at) = Idn(2q—1)><n(2q—1)-

15



It follows from the definition of Cy and L that the rows of matrix

D(y,p) = Coly,0,p)L(y,0,0,p) = diag(p"??~1D~1)

are linearly independent modulo p™24—1) . Hence, the complementary conditions of the
initial datum (go, ho) are fulfilled.

e The compatibility conditions of the initial datum at the boundaries.

The verification of the compatibility conditions is almost the same as those in §2.
Namely, since the boundary operators for g in either (3.18) or (3.24) are linear and ¢;(0, ) =
31(0,+) = go, hi(0,-) = hy(0,-) = hoy, VI, we may conclude that (go,ho) also fulfills the
the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the linear equation (See [24, page 98]) if go also
fulfills the the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the nonlinear parabolic system in
Definition 2.

e The polynomial M defined in [24, page 11].
AsRep >0, p# 0, we write

p = Iple, with — -7 <0, < =7,
2 2
and let
&y, p) =d,, - €57, pefl,... 2k},
Nk
C’“‘(y*’p):<dp'el%ﬂ—) ) ME {172}5

Op—m

dp :|p|i . eIZ—k_

Observe from its definition that the polynomial L = L(y,t,i¢,p) in variable £ has kng +
n(q — 1) roots with positive real parts and kng + n(g — 1) roots with negative real parts.
The roots with positive real parts are {£,(y*,p) : p = 1,...,k} with multiplicity ng for
each fixed p, and (;(y*, p) with multiplicity n(¢ — 1). The roots with negative real parts
are {£,(y*,p) - p=k+1,...,2k} with multiplicity ng for each fixed p, and (2(y*,p) with
multiplicity n(g — 1). Thus, we obtain

2

2k
L=ITE-w - IT 6 - et m™ .

p=1 v=1
From the definition of polynomial M ™ (y*, &, p), we have

k

ME(y*&p) = [T (€= &ty )" - (€ = Gy, p)" 0.

p=1

e The complementary conditions along the boundaries [0,7] x JI.

To verify the complementary conditions as defined in Solonnikov’s theory (see [24, page
11]), we need to show that the rows of the matrix

A(y*, i€, p) = By*, t,i€, p) L(y", t,i€, p)
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are linearly independent modulo M (y*, &, p), where Re{p} > 0, p # 0. Since no matter
when ¢ is even or odd, the matrices B(y*,t,i£, p) consist of block matrices, it is sufficient
to verify the complementary conditions for each block matrix at the boundaries.

Observe that A = A(y*, t,i€, p) is also a diagonal block matrix, since £ = £(y*,t,i€, p)
is a diagonal matrix, and B = B(y*,t,i&, p) is a diagonal block matrix with three different
types of block matrices, Bo(y*,t,i&,p), Idnxn, and Ba(y*, t,i&,p). Thus, it is sufficient
to verify the complementary conditions at y* = 0 (or at y* = 1) separately on the block
matrices, Ay := By - ﬁllldnxn, A = ﬁn+1n+1ldnxn, and

ﬁllldnxn
Az := By - Lnsintrldnxn
ﬁllldnxn

To verify the linear independence of the rows of matrix Ay modulo M™*(y* = 0,&, p),
we need to show that

wA(y* = 0,t,i€,p) =0 mod M*(y* =0,6,p) = w= (w1,...,Wkn) = 0. (4.2)

The equation (4.2) is equivalent to

k—1
(Zw -ww+j> (p+ €™ =0 mod M¥(y" =0,&,p), Vje{l...,n},

pn=0
which is also equivalent to

k
Wy + igwnJrj + (i§)2w2n+j + -+ (ig)kilw(k—l)n—kj =0 mod H (5 - é,u(y* = Oap))v V]v
p=1

(4.3)
by applying the same argument in [15, Theorem 2.4]. By letting £ = &, in (4.3), we obtain
C-wl=0 (4.4)

where @; = (W), Wntj,Wantjs s Wk—1)nt;) and

1&g (&) -+ (i&)F!
1 i& (&) -+ (i&)F!
o= |1 i& (&)?2 - (i&)!

1&g (&) - (i) !
Notice that the matrix C' is the so-called Vandermonde matrix with the property,

detC= [ @& —ig) #o0.

1<p<v<k

This implies that any solution to (4.4) is trivial, i.e., w; =0, Vj € {1,...,n}. Thus, (4.2)
holds.
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To verify the linear independence of the rows of matrix A; := ﬁn+1 n+1ldpxn, we need
to show that

w-A =0 mod MT(y*=0,{,p) = w=(wi,...,wn)=0. (4.5)
The sufficient conditions in (4.5) is equivalent to
wi(p+ )M (p+ )"V =0 mod MF(y* =0,6p), Vi€{l,...,n}.  (46)

By taking off the common factors from (p + &2%)79(p + £2)"4=D=1 and M*(y* = 0,&,p)
(see [15, Theorem 2.4]), we see that (4.6) is equivalent to

wj =0 mod(§— Gy =0,p).
Thus, we obtain
wj =0, Vje {1,...,n}.

Since £ — (1 (y* = 0,p) is a polynomial of degree 1 in the variable £ and w; is a constant
(polynomial of degree 0 in the variable &), we conclude that (4.5) must hold.
Next, we show that

w-As =0 mod M (y* =0,£,p) = w=(wy,... s W(2k+1)n) = 0, (4.7)
where
Idnxnﬁll *?nJrl n+11dn><n R 0
. 0 £n+1n+11dn><n _EllldnxAn
1€ . £111dnxn 0 16 : Idnxn£11
A2 = (1§>2 : ﬁllldnxn 0 7(1§>2 : ﬁllldnxn
(1)2F=2 - Ly1Tdpxn 0 —(i6)*2 - L11Idnxen
(=D)ktt

(i€)2k_1 . Ellldnxn 12 1€ . En-{-l n—i-lldnxn (i€)2k_1 . ﬁllldnxn

o

From the same argument as above, the sufficient conditions in (4.7) is equivalent to

2k—1 k

wj + ;::1 (1€)" - wiur1yn+j =0 mod ul;[1 (€ =&y =0,p)),
(=) + Wnts) + Cri€wapns = 0 mod (§ = Gi(y* =0,p)),
iyt 2 P s =0 mod [ (€6 = 0.0).
= {w =0,
Vjied{l,...,n}.
By substituting & = &1, -+, &k or £ = (3 in the corresponding equations, we obtain
2k—1

“it 21 (i&)" - Wiug 1yntj = 0,
=
—1)k+Y .
(—wj +wnty) + E TS =0, Vie{l,...,n}

2k—1 7
—Wn+j + 21 (71)#71(1&“)# CWut)ntj = 0,
#:
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By subtraction and addition between the first and the third equations, we obtain

k—1
wj + wWntj +2 Zl(i &) - Wptyntg = 0,
=
k . .
(~wj + wpyy) + FLG +11<1W2kn+j =0, Vre{l,... kb vjief{l,...,n}. (48)

0-2

k
Wj = Wnaj +2 30 (1 &) waunay =0,
p=1

The first equation in (4.8) can be written as

—t
D-w;=0
where
@j = (W) +Wntgs 2% Wantgs 200 Wongghees 280D w0k 1)na)s
and
€2 gb .. g2
A R
T A
D=|1 & & - 3 |,
LG g g
is the so-called Vandermonde matrix with the property,
detD= [J[ (£-¢). (4.9)
1<p<v<k
Since £, # &, as p # v, we derive
det D # 0.

Thus, we conclude that the first equation in (4.8) can be solved and gives

w]+wn+]:0, w(2y+1)n+j:05 Vue{l,,k—l},ge{l,,n}

By letting w; = —wp4; in the second and the third equations of (4.8), the two equations
can be written as
E-&' =0, (4.10)
where
0= (wj, iwontj, Pwingj, oo I wopng)
and
R R
3 p— —
b 1 & .3 3' 2
1 gk 2 . ]zk—3 ]2{@—1
-1 0 0 --- 0 =G
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Below, we should show that det £ # 0, which implies w; = wonyj; = -+ = Wagnyj = 0.
Let F}, be the matrix obtained from E by taking off the first and last column and the u-th
and last row. Then, for fixed p,

2k—5 2k—3
€1 gi)’ U 1 1

é- ;1 53. . 52]6’75 52]6’73
det F# =det H p—l 51;_15 51;_13 = H gv : H (5? - 53) .

3
S VAR 1<v<k 1<r<s<k
: A : : v Tt
2k—5  #2k—3
& 52 e & 2

By expanding the determinant of the matrix E along the last row then along the first
column and using (4.9), we get

k
det E=(-1)*- [ ] ¢ ~detD+%~§1-<Z(1)“1detFu>

1<v<k u=1
1 k
:(—1)k+3 . H & | -det D+ = G- Z(_l)uﬂ H £, - H (63 —Ef)
lsv<k p=1 1<u<k 1<rs<k
VER T, SFEL
=| [[ & | detD-H,
1<v<k
where
k
1 (=prt 1 1
H = 1 k+3 4+ . §1 . . ) .
R ; & M @-2 1 @-¢)
1<v<p u<v<k

From the definition of £, and a simple calculation, we obtain

&g o (g s TN
Hence, we obtain
H (_1)k+3
k
—1)p—1 1 1
+<_122( )iwr ’ (u—v)m it ! (v—p)m_itms
p=1 dpe’ [I 2i(dp)2 sin “Te & IT 2i- (dp)2 sin T“eT
1<v<u<k 1<p<v<k
g k
1
) S 4G K,
p=1
where
(—1)—1 1 1
A = . 3 C = > 0’
SRR N sin C2% ] sin 0
1<v<u<lk pn<v<k
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and

Kpme ® L™ =e® [T [T ™ = e

1<v<k 1<v<k 1<v<k
vFEN VFEN vEL

Thus, we simply obtain that

k
k1 G iur
H =1 <2k1.02 (d, )21 2 Cu-e +1>'

From a direct computation, we derive

C1 . |l
1

i.(GTpi(Qk—lé(kepfﬂ))
2k—1 . 0-2 . (dp)Qk—l 2k—1 . 0-2

Since C,, > 0 is independent of p, we conclude that H can’t be identically null. Since
it is easy to see from the definition of &, that [[,., ., & # 0, we finally conclude that
det E # 0, which implies the required nullity w; :ZUQ;J’_J’ = -+ = Wokn+; = 0. Thus, the
complementary conditions at the boundaries hold.

We are now ready to derive the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let A\,0 € (0,00), a € (0,1), and {z} = © — [z]. Suppose that (go, ho),
9o, hoy t [0,1] — R™, is an initial datum to the linear problem (4.1) with the initial-
boundary conditions (3.18) as q is even or those of (3.24) as q is odd. Assume that (go, ho)
with the regularity, go, € C**([0,1]),VI € {1,...,q}, ho, € C*([0,1)),¥I € {1,...,q —
1} fulfills the compatibility conditions of order O to the linear parabolic problem (4.1) with
the initial-boundary conditions. Then, for any T > 0 and (g, h) € ngo,ho)’ there is a unique
solution (g,h) € X(Tgo,ho) to the linear parabolic problem (4.1) with the initial-boundary
conditions and the induced map v, defined in (3.15), fulfills y(t,-) € C?*=2([z0, x4]), Vt €
[0,T]. Moreover,

q
Ig: Wllxr  <Coln)- (Z 1GHOZ G130 | e 0 21101
=1

(g0,h
q—1 o q
+ Z HWl(ayhl’ hl)HC%’a([O,T]X[O,l]) + Z(lpl—ll + |pl|)
=1 =1
k—1 q q—1
+2 (|bio| + |b§,2{g}|) + D llgollezragony + D ||h07l||c2’a<[o,1]>) :
pn=1 =1 =1

Proof. Since we have now verified all the sufficient conditions in [24, Theorem 4.9], the
theorem is the direct result by applying [24, Theorem 4.9]. O

5 The proof of our main result

5.1 The local solutions

The proof is obtained from applying Theorem 4.1 and Banach fixed point Theorem.
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Theorem 5.1 (The short-time existence). Assume that (go,ho) is the initial datum of
the nonlinear problem (3.17) with the initial-boundary conditions (3.18) as q is even or
(3.24) as q is odd. Suppose that go; € C*<([0,1]) and ho; € C*%([0,1]), VI, fulfill the
compatibility conditions of order 0 in Deﬁnition 2. Then, there exists a positive numberty =

-1
to (.00, 3 lodlosmegoaps £ Ihodlose o Ko [Rarlles sy [Tl an ) 50
that (g, h) € X( ho) is the unique solutzon and fulfills the regularity

g1 € O3S 2k+e (10 0] x [0,1]) N C> ((0, 0] x [0,1]), L€ {1,...,q},
hy € CF2524 ([0, 1] x [0,1]) N C> ((0, %] x [0,1]),  le{l,...,q—1},

where ||Rarl|cr(ary s the C'-norm of the Riemannian curvature tensors of manifold M,
ITas || c2n—1(ary s the C?*=1_norm of the second fundamental form Ily; of M C R™, and

qg—1
Ko =2Ch(n (ZHGI 3% 90,0, -+ 90) |l coepo,1)) +Z||W1(ayh0,l;hO,l)”COv“([O,l])
=1 =1
q k—1 q—1
+ > (pial + Ipd) + (1B ol + [0 2g23]) +Z||goz||c%a ([0,1)) +Z||hoz||c2a(o1])).
=1 p=1 =1

Moreover, the induced map v : [zo,zq) — M C R™ defined by (3.15) fulfills v(t,-) €
C2k72([$0,$q]), Vt € [O,to].

Proof. By applying Theorem 4.1 to the linear system (4.1) with the initial-boundary con-
ditions (3.18) or (3.24), we introduce the operator

.y 7T T
g.X(go,ho)mBKg)X(g[)’ho)ﬁBK
(g, h) = (g, h),

where (g, h) is a solution to (4.1) with the initial-boundary conditions for any sufficiently
small T > 0.

o Self-maps. i.e., 3t2 > 050 that G (XT ) 1 Bic,) © X[, (Biys VT € (0,t2).
We will show the self-map property of G on Bg, by choosing a proper Ky > 0 below.
We use the notation

Rar(7)(+;+) = (Ro)(-, )

to represent the Riemannian curvature tensors of M. By applying the triangle inequalities
in the Holder spaces, (3.3), and the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2~6.3, and Lemma 6.4

with v =g, — go; or v = h; — ho,1, we obtain

| Rae(g1) — RM(go,l)ch&kv“([O,T]x[O,l]) <|[Balleranllg = gO’lHCZ&k'“([O,T]X[OJ])
<C (m,n, Ko, ||RM||CI(M)) ’ Tﬂl’
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||W1(a;gla e 7gl) - Wi(‘%f]o,h cee 7gO,l)||Cﬁ’a([07T]X[011])

< C(man) KO) : ||Wi||cl(Rn><---><R"><M) : Z Hagj;gl - aigo,l||Cﬁ’a([0,T]><[071])
J<i

< C(m7 n, K07 ||HM||CZ’“*1(M))T61

and

”Wl (87;;”; }_Ll) - W (ayho,la gO,l)||C%,ﬂ([01T]><{071])

< C(m,n, Ko) - [[Whllermn x...xrex a) - Z 1099 — 3590,l||c%’a([o,T]x[0,1])
J<1
< C(m,n, Ko, ||| cran) TP

where 81 = min{;‘—k, 1;—;‘}, Bo = min{%, 177”‘}, Vi < 2k — 1. Thus, by applying (3.3),
(3.19), the triangle inequalities in the Holder spaces, the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2~6.4,
and the algebraic identity

a? — b = (a—Db)(a’t +aP b+ abP 2+ bP7Y), peEN, p>2 (5.1)

we obtain

q
Z ”Gl(aikilgla ces ) — Gl(ajkilgo,la e agO,Z)HCﬁ,ﬂ([O’T]X{OJ])
=1
q
<C (Z 90.1llc2k.0j0,1), Ko, ||HM||c%1(M)> > MR (@) = Rar (0.0l oot (0,11 0.1

=1 =1

q
+C <Z 90,1l 2.2 (10,17, Ko, ||RM||Cl(M)> X

=1

X Z Z ||Wz(8;§la e 7gl) - Wi(a;go,lv cee ’gO»l)HC%’“([O,T]x[O,l])
q
+C ()\, > " llgollcze o,y Koy ITarllo2r-1(ary. ||RM||CO(M)> X
=1

q
x Z Z”aﬁl*8;9071”c%v“([o,T]x[o,u)

i<2k—2 =1

q
<C (m,n, A ligoallezra o,y Koo 1 Rarllor . ||HM||c%1(M)> T
=1

Drawing on the inequality established in Theorem 4.1 from the theory of linear parabolic
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systems and utilizing the triangle inequalities within the Holder spaces, we obtain

q
||(9, h)”x(go,ho) <Cop- Z HGl(aik_lgla e agl) - Gl(aik_lgo,l, e agO,l)llCﬁ’a([QT]x[O,l])
=1 qil
+Cp - Z W0y ha, ) — Wi (Oyhoy, hoy) HCZ ([0.TIx[0.1])
q = q
+Cp - Z 1G1(02* g0ty - - - 90.0) | coe(fo,17) + Co - Z [W1(0yho,t; hoi)llcoe (o))
=1 =1

q k—1
+Cy- <Z(Ipz1|+Ipzl)+zl(|bio|+|b“2{ W) +Z||901H02M([0 1}>
=1 H=

<C\T”"
q—1

q
C'O . (Z HGl (aik_lgo,la cee agO,l)HCo,a([OJ]) + Z ||W1 (ayhO,la hO,l)HCo,a([O,l])
=1 =1

q k—1 q q—1
+ > (o=l + o) + D (Bhol + 8oy 1) + D lgodlloza oy + 3 ||ho,z||c2,a<[o,u>),
=1 =1 =1

p=1

for any sufficiently small 7" > 0, where

q—1
G =01 (A m,n Z Hgoz||c2ka(o1]),z lho.tllcza(j0,17)> Ko, [ Barll o (arys [T || o2k 1(M)>
=1 =1

and 8 = min{p, B2} = mln{ S Qk} Now, we may conclude that |[(g, h)]| < K

(90,h0)

by choosing Ky € (0, 00) fulfilling

q—1

K, z _
22 =¢p- <Z 1G1 (02 g0, - - - 90,0) | co.e(jo,1]) + Z W1 (0yho,1; go.1)llcoe(fo,1))
= =1

q k—1 qg—1
£ Upieal + ) + S (B o+ 05 s ) oy
=1

p=1 =1
and by choosing to > 0 fulfilling

CltB < — KO

Thus,
G (X0une) N Bico) € Xy N Bros VT € (0,1],

e Contraction-maps. Below, we prove that G : X(EO ho) 1 B, — X(EO ho) 1 Bk, is a
contraction-map for some T > 0 by proving the existence of ty € (0, t2] such that

I(g.h) = (e, Hllxr < CoT” 1@:7) =@ Dllxr <1@0) =@ Nllxr . (5:2)

(90,h0)
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VTE(O to] V( ) ( f_> (go7h0)mBKoaand (gah):g((gvﬁ))5 (€7f>:g((éaf_>)5and

q—1
Cy = Cy (A m,n ZHgozHc%a(ou) > " llhollcz o,y Ko, | Razllor ary [Tl g2 1(M)>
=1 =1

is a positive constant.
Observe from (3.1), (3.2), (3.18), (3.24), (4.1) that the difference (g, h) — (e, f) fulfills
the linear system

(g —er) + (=D*0K (g1 — er) = Gi(OF i, ..., q1) — Gi(07F ey, ... &)
n (0,7) % (0,1), l €{1,...,q},
O (hy — f1) — 02(hy — f1) = Wi (Oyhu, ) — W1 (9y fu, 1)
n (0,7) % (0,1), le{1,...,q— 1},

(90 — e1)(0,y) =0, Vyelo,1],le{1,...,q},
(ht = f1)(0,y) =0, Vyelo,1],le{l,....,¢— 1},
(91 —e)(t,0) =0, (g4 —¢g)(t,2{}) =0 t € [0,7]

(hoi—y—1 = for—y=—1)(t,y") =0 te{l,....[%5 ] (1-2{3})y*},
(g1 —er)(t,0) =0,  h(gy —eq)(t:2{5}) = te [O,T], pedl,....k—1}

(g21-y — €21—y=) (£, y") = (har—y- — le—y*)(tay*) = (g21-y+1 — €2—y=41) (1, ¥"),
te{l . [+ (1-2{4}h) v
0l (g21—y= — hair—y=) (£, ") + (=1)F 7104 (g21—y=41 — hzz—y*+1)( y") =0,
ty*) €0,T) x {0,1}, 1<pu<2k-2, le{l,...,[F ]+ (1-2{4})v*}
O (gaty = ety ) (t.y") + 00, (haioy — foroy) (837)
+a§k_1(92l—y*+1 - te—y*-ﬁ-l)(ta y*) =0, le {1’ SRR % -1+ y*}a
(5.3)
Given that (g, h) = g((g, i_L)), (e, f) = g((é, f_)), and their initial data g;(0,-) = goi(-),
€(0,-) = gou(-), hi(0,-) = hoy(-), f1(0,-) = ho(-) satisfy the compatibility conditions of
order 0 to (4.1) with the initial-boundary conditions (3.18) or (3.24) (for ¢ odd), the initial
datum of (g,h) — (e, f) is null and adheres to the compatibility conditions of order 0 for
the linear parabolic system (5.3). As a result, we can employ the theory of linear parabolic
systems as outlined in [24, Theorem 4.9] to (5.3), establishing that (g, h) — (e, f) represents
the unique solution to the linear system with the provided estimate,

1(g, ) = (e Pl xr

(90,h0)

q
2k—1~ = 2k—1 _
CO' <ZHG1(6y gl,...,gl)—Gl(ay el""’el)HCﬂ’a([O,T]x[O,l])>
=1

q
Co - <ZHW1(ayhl’hl) W1(0y fi, fi) HC2 ([0,T]x[0,1]) ) :

=1

Thus, by applying the algebraic identity (5.1), the triangle inequality in the Holder spaces,
(3.3), and leveraging the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2~6.3, and Lemma 6.4 with either
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v =g, — € or v=h; — f;, we can establish the following estimates,

HRM(gl) — Ry (él)llcﬁva([oj]x[o,l])
< C (m,n, Ko, |Rullcron) - T - llge — él”c“ﬁ%’“*“([o T]x[0,1])’
W@ g1, ..., 1) — Wi(Dier, . .., e)ll e 22 0.11%(0.17)
< C(mana KO) ’ ”WillCl(R"x---xR"xM) ’ Z ||agj;gl - agj/.élncﬁ’a([quv]x[oﬁl])

J<t
TP e — &
< C((m’naKO’ HHMHC?’V*I(M)) T ||gl elHC%‘%*O‘([O,T]><[O,1])’

and

||W1(ayﬁla Bl) - (ayfla fl)Hc%’a([o,T] x[0,1])

< C ((m,n, Ko, |Mullcran) - T% - | = fi (5.4)

B2 (0,1 x[0,1))”

Thus, by applying (3.14), (3.3), and the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2~6.4, we have

|G g, ... ) — Gi(9)F ey, ’él)HC%'“([O,T]X[O,I])

q
C(KO’ ”HMHCZ’V*l(M) Z | Bar(g1) (él)||cﬁ’a({07T]X[011])

+C(KO,||RM||C1(M) Z ZHW gla---agl)_Wi(agi;él"'"él)Hcﬁ’“([O,T]x[O,l])

i<2k—11=1
q
+C (/\7 Ko, ”HMHCQ’“*l(M)v ||RM||C“(M)) Z Z ||a;gl - alzlél”CZ&k’“([O,T]x[O,l])
i<2k—2 I=1

<€ (m.n A Ko | Ravllenqanys Masllen-scan) - T 16— @l 2 v oy 0

Together with (5.4), we may choose a sufficiently small

qg—1
to = to (a An Z||gOl||Cz’“*(01])aZ||h0l||02“([01)aK07||RM||Cl(M) [Tas || g M))
=1 =1

such that to € (0,t2) and the term CoT? in (5.2) fulfills
CoTP < 1,VT € (0,t].
With the existence of such ¢y > 0, the operator
G+ X{o oy N By = X500y N B

not only represents a self-map but also serves as a strict contraction map for any T' € (0, to].
By applying the Banach fixed-point theorem to the set X (t;(, hoy 1 Bg,, we conclude
that there exists a unique fixed point (g, h) € Xf;o hoy 1 Bg,, which is also a solution to

(3.17) with the initial-boundary conditions (3.18) or (3.24).
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e Smoothing, i.e., g € C* ((0,%0] x [0,1]), VI. The approach mirrors that of the
proof outlined in [15, Theorem 2.2]. It involves constructing smooth cut-off functions with
null initial data, verifying the compatibility conditions of higher-order linear parabolic
partial differential equations (PDEs) as per [24, Theorem 4.9], and employing bootstrapping
techniques to enhance regularity. Essentially, the regularity of ¢ and h can be improved by
demonstrating that

g1 € 6 0%12k+2+a ([%Eato] X [07 1]) ’

hy € ﬁ S e ([22e 10] x [0,1])
(=1

for arbitrary € € (0,9). For more details, the reader is referred to [15, 24].

5.2 The global solutions and the asymptotics

We introduce terminology that specifically addresses polynomials of covariant deriva-
tives of tensors, particularly those associated with the tangent vector ~,. For tangent

vector fields v, v1,...,vr on M, we denote by vy * - - - x v, a term of the type
V1K kU = <Ui1vvi2> e <vik—17vik> ) for k even,
(Viy,Vig) » Wiy, Uiy, ) - Vi, , Tor k odd,
where i1,...,4; is any permutation of 1,...,k, (-,+) = (-,+)4, and g is the Riemannian

metric of M. In a slightly more general context, we permit some of the tangent vector
fields v; to be scalar functions, where the x-product simplifies to multiplication. The
notation P,"(v) represents the summation of finitely many terms DH'v x - - - x DFv o with
w1+ o+ e = a, max{ui,...,upt < ¢, and with universal coefficients, depending on
the derivatives of finite or zero order of Riemannian curvature tensor R and Riemannian
metric g, where D, is the covariant differential operator. The universal coefficients and
the numbers of terms in P;"“(v) are assumed to be bounded from above and below by
constants depending only on a, b, Ky, where Ky is determined by the C'*°-norm of the
Riemannian curvature tensor R. It is easy to verify the following:

Dy (P (v) % Py (v)) = Do Py2 (v) % P2 (v) 4+ P2 (v) % Do P2 (v),

Bt () x B (v) = Pyl e 0 (o), Do P (o) = Bt et (o),

We introduce the notation @Q;“(7z) to streamline the summation of polynomials. Namely,

a 2a+b—2p c

V)= Y. PR =) Y > P (),
u=0 v=1 £=0

[1.v]<[a,b]
£<c
where [u, V] := 2u+v, and a, ¢ € Ny, b € N. For simplicity, we also use the notation P (7,)

and Q¢ (vz), to represent P, (v,) and Q;*“ (7<), respectively. The notations D2, = +; and
DYx; = x; are introduced for simplicity, enabling the use of the covariant differentiation
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notation D, in a manner where D,vy; = 7, and DyXx; = X1, respectively. Similarly, this
extension applies to covariant differentiation with respect to ¢, denoted as Dj.

Below is a technical lemma on converting higher-order covariant derivatives into covari-
ant derivatives w.r.t. space variable x of parametrization of the map ~.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (v, x) € Op fulfills the parabolic system (2.4). Then, for any u € N,
{ € Ny, we obtain

DY Dy =(—1) kD p2hutt=tly, o QI3 ), (5.5)

)

DIDixi =D X0 + Q3T (i) (5.6)

Proof. We prove (5.5) inductively on u. For p = 1 and ¢ = 0, it follows directly from
applying (2.4). Now, consider the case where u =1 and ¢ > 2. We apply (6.1) and (2.4),

resulting in

-1
DiDiy =DiDi ' e = DS ' Dyyia + Y DT (R, ) Dy e
r=1
=
=Dy + Z D[Rt ) Dy e
r=1
=(=D)MDIH e + QT (). (5.7)

Hence, (5.5) holds for i = 1. By applying (5.7) and the definition of P;"“(v; ), along with
an induction argument, we obtain

DiPye () = QM (). (5.8)
Using (5.7) and (5.8), we then have
DfDi’yl :Dt(DfilDﬁq/l) = Dt ((71)(k+1)(#71)D§k(#71)+671’yl,m + ng(u_l)—i_é_g(’)’l,x))
:(71)(/€+1)MD§]€H+€—1,W7I + ngﬂ{i}e*g('}/l’z)-

This completes the proof.
The identity (5.6) is proved inductively on u. As p = 1 and £ = 0, it follows from
applying (2.4). As p=1and £ > 2, we apply (6.1) and (2.4) to have

=
DiDixi =DiDi ' Xiw = D' Dyxie + > D [R(X1ts X0w) Dy X
r=1
-1
=Doxie+ Yy Dy RO xie) Dy e
r=1
=D 10 + Q5 (Xt.a)- (5.9)

Hence, (2.4) holds as = 1. By applying (5.9) and (5.8), we obtain
Dy Dyxi =Dy(D}~ Dyxi) = Dy (Di(“”)”*lxm + Qg(”_1)+e_3(>(z,z))
=D e + Q7 ()

which finishes the proof.
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Proof of Theorem 1. Based on the short-time existence result in Theorem 5.1, we only
need to prove the long-time existence. The proof is by contradiction. Namely, assume on
the contrary that any solution to (2.4)~(2.11) only exists up to tmaz € [to, 00), i.€., either
Yi(tmazs ) O Xi(tmaz, ) fails to be smooth for the first time at ¢ = ¢,,4, some I. Then, we
show that Z,(t), defined in (2.15), remains uniformly bounded up to ¢4, for any p € N.
This gives the contradiction.

From differentiating the first term on the R.H.S. of (2.15) by 9; and from applying
Lemmas 5.2 and 6.6, we obtain

q
i Z IDI™ Onlliay = D+ T+ 3 | QTR () dw, - (5:10)
I,
where
q

L= 1Y [(DEDZ 1y ., DY Oy ) da

ghy O (5.11)
12 = lz:l 22(_1)T+k+1 f <R (Dngkirillyl,za D;72’W,z) Y,z Df_15t71> dx

=1 r= Il

are terms involving the highest-order derivatives. We will apply integration by parts to
these terms so that the Gronwall inequalities can be obtained from using interpolation
inequalities. By letting V = D2?*=2y, , in (6.3) of Lemma 6.6, by applying Lemma 5.2,
together with using integration by parts and (5.5), we obtain

xy

q
I =(=1)*" > " (DEDF 0, DY 0i0) (5.12)

=1

q
7(71)k+1 <Z/ <D#ng72%szD 3t’)’l do — Z 4k,u+2k 4,2kp— 1(%96) dz) .
1=1 71

Ti—1

Similarly, by letting V = D2*=35, , in (6.3) of Lemma 6.6, and by applying Lemma 5.2,
together with using integration by parts and (5.5), we obtain

q
/ (D} D22, Dy DY 0y da

1=1"10
q x
=> (DFD2 32, D DI Oy
=1 Ti—1
q
*Z/ (DY D=3y, . D2DI 10, dz+z Qi tAk—h2ku ) ) da
=171 =1 Y14

q q
=-> / (DI D3 5, DD 0 du+ Y [ Qi TNy ) da,
_ I,

where the boundary terms vanish by applying Lemma 6.7, i.e.,

<D5(A1D§k—3aﬂ)(t), Dme—lam(t,x;» =0, Vi=1,---,q¢—1.
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q q
L= ()Y / (DI D234, D2DI T 0y da+ > [ QiR ) da
=171 =1 714
q x
— -1
+ (=) (DY D22y, DY )
=1

Tr—1

By the same procedure as above, i.e., by applying Lemmas 5.2, 6.7, and integration by
parts to the main terms in I; inductively, we finally derive

q q

== [ (DEDE e DEDE 0} do 3 [ QI ) do
=171 1=174h

]

q
+ (=" (DEDY Py, DI o)
=1

q q
2kp+k—1 2 Akp+2k—4,2kpu+k—1
= Z/ |Dz et ’yl,m| dx + Z Q4 wr wr (Vl,z) dz
I I,
=170 =174

Ti—1

z

q
+ ()N (DED 2y, DY 9y
=1

(5.13)

Ti—1
From the symmetry of the Riemannian curvature tensors, we may re-write I as

q k—1

=Y (—1)rtk / (R (Df_lat%%,z) Dy, DDy ) da
=1 r=2 17

so that we can apply integration by parts, and Lemmas 5.2 and 6.7 inductively to expressed
Iy as

q
L=Y [ @Mttty ) da. (5.14)
1=1 71

By applying (5.6), we obtain
DID2xi =D 'xie + Q3" (Xiw) = Da (Dsz - §“_Q(Xz,z)) + Q3" ()

=D, Di'xi + Q3 (x1.2)-

From differentiating the second term on the R.H.S. of (2.15) by 9; and from applying
integration by parts, and Lemma 5.2, we obtain

1 & _
Iy :=— /(DfDle,m,Df Y0ux) da (5.15)
1=1 71
1 q—1 x 1 q—1
= (D Xi1,2, DI 0exa) - = / (D X1,z Do D10 xi) da
A oy 9050
qg—1

+y [ QP TP () da

x] q—1 g—1

_ 1 99—

= (Dfxia: DI 0| — = / ID*x1a” dz+ > [ QY (i) da.
I

T =1 =171




Observe from the boundary conditions (2.6), (2.8), (2.9), and (2.11) that the boundary
terms in (5.13) and (5.15) vanish. Thus, we obtain

q q—1
L+Iy==Y [ [D2Hhtly 2 do — = Z/ |D*x1.2|? d
- /0

q
) [ Qi d$+z QY (a)dz.  (5.16)
I

From these identities, we derive

qg—1
T2+ +2Z |D§’W+k ! dx+—Z/ | D2y 2 |? dx (5.17)

:Z Qiku+2k—472ku+k—1(%7l) d$+z Qiu—272u—1(xl,m) de.
1 /I

By applying Lemmas 6.8 and 6.5 to the terms on the R.H.S. of (5.17), we find

q a-!
3 faterm o S [ ar e n G
1=1 "1 f

q q—1
<e (Z/} |D§k#+k71’yl,x|2 d1'+—2/ |D2}L 1 |2 dl’)
=174
Ao
+C (b A0, Kot 1, 810t ), (o, )] )

where € > 0 is any arbitrary small number and {Ky, K1, ..., K, ...} is a given sequence
of positive numbers such that ||Ras||cm < Ky, Vm € Ng. From (5.17) and choosing € = 1
n (5.18), we obtain

d

=2+ Z,(t) < C (k: A1, 0, Koppr—1, E0° [(1(to, ), X (o, -)]) . (5.19)

By applying Gronwall inequality to (5.19), we obtain
Zp(t) <C (ka )‘a n, w, K2ku+k—1; 52’0[(7(150’ ')a X(th )]a Zu(t())) . (520)

By applying Lemmas 5.2, 6.8, and 6.5 to (5.20), we obtain

Z ||D2k# 1'Yl z||L2([ ) < c (kv >‘; n, KQku+k7175];\70[(7(t0; '); X(tO; )]7 Z,u(t07 )) 3

Z ||D2'U‘ 1Xl :E||L2([) < C (k )\ n,o, KQk,LkHc 1;6210[(7(1507 ')7X(t07 ')]5zﬂ(t05 )) .

(5.21)

Thus, the required uniform estimates for (2.15) are derived for any pu € N.
The asymptotic behavior of the global solutions is established by using a similar argu-
ment to that found in [15, 16]. For the sake of completeness, we restate the proof below,
albeit concisely. From the uniform bounds in (5.21), we may choose a subsequence of
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v (tj,-), which converges smoothly to 7o (-) as t; — co. Let u(t) := Z1(¢), which is given
in (2.15). From (5.20), we obtain

U(t) < c (kv >‘5 n, KQk:,Uri’k*lv 5];\70[(7@05 ')5 X(t05 )]) )

which implies u € L' ([tg,00)). Together with (5.19), we obtain

/()] < € (kA Katgen, €7 (700, ), x(t0, )

Hence u(t) — 0 as t — oo. Together with the regularity of (v, ), this implies that
(Yoo (*); Xoo () € Op, Yoo fulfills L2%(y45 ;) = 0 on (zy_1,2;), VI € {1,...,q}, and Yoo
fulfills D305 X00; = 0 on (z—1,21), Vi€ {1,...,q —1}.
The proof for showing v, € C*~21([xg,x,]) simply follows from the smoothness of
Yoot € C([z1-1,21)], and the uniformly bounds of ||7e,1l|w2([z,_;.2.), for any p € N.
O

6 Appendix

Lemma 6.1. ([18, (8.5)]) Let 0 =x¢ < 1 < -+ < xqg =1, I; = (x1-1, 21), and Q denote
the set of all C?*=2 paths ~ : [0,q] — M such that vy, := My, is smooth C*°. We define the
tangent space of Q at a path v, T,Q, as the set of all C*=1 vector fields W : [0,q] — TM
such that Wy~ is smooth. If a: (—a,a) x [0,q] = M is a one-parameter variation of
v € Q is defined by

ale, x) = exp,y(eW (x))

and W € T} is the variational vector field associated to o, then

q
Eleilaea] =043 [ (D200
1=1714
k
+ ) (=D)FR (D21 0p, DET20.71) Oan, W> da
pn=2
SN -1 k—¢ k4-0—2 "
+ =) (D "W, Dy 720,
;;( ) < 7l> Iltl
k—1k—j ¢q z;
+ Z(_l)é_1<D§_M_ZR(Wa aﬂc’Yl)Dg_2az’7laD]:n€+é_269571> )
pn=2¢=11=1 Iztl
and
d q q x|
e |E:OT[a(€, z)] =— lz /Il (Dy0ryi, W) dx + lX:(VV, D)
=1 =1 Typ—1
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For readers’ convenience, we recall some notation for parabolic Holder spaces from [24,
page 66]. For any g : [0,7] x [0,1] = R, and p € (0,1), let

o],y = sup lg(t,y) —g(t,y’)I,

! _(t,y),(t,y/)e[o,T}x[o,u ly —y'|°
9ot = sup lg(t,y) — g(t', )|
" (t,y),(#,y)€[0,T]x[0,1] [t —t'|°

Let
O ([0,T] x [0,1]),  for a € (0,1) and ¢ € Ny,

represent the set of functions g : [0,7] x [0,1] — R, which have continuous derivatives
04:0¢ g for all v, u € No, 2v + p < £, and with the finite norm

y4
sup  [OpOrg(t )+ D (040 glay

2kv+p=0 (t,y)€[0,T]x[0,1] 2kv+u==~L

+ > (040} 9] exazbvu .

0<l+o—2kv—p<2k

|\9HC£;—,€“%+@([0,T]X[071]) -

Lemma 6.2. ([6, Remark B.1]) From the definition, it follows that, for m <k and m,k €

No, we have
k+a

O R ([0, ) x [0, 1]) € C#F (0,77 x [0, 1]).

Moreover, if v € C 5 *+([0,T] x [0,1]), then dLv € Ckifa’k_l"'o‘([(),T] x [0,1]) for all
0<I1<Ek so that

05 0ll jemtee o <ol e i

([0,71x[0,1]) ([0,7)x[0,1])’

In particular at each fized x € [0,1], we have O (-, x) € C*P([0,T)) with s = [E=2] and
8= k*f% —s.

Lemma 6.3. ([6, Lemma B.2]) For k € Ng, o, 5 € (0,1) and T > 0, we have
1. ifv,w € CHEE k[0, T] x [0,1]), then
||’Uw||Cka‘1,k+a < C||v||c’“§T“,k+a”wHC’“fT‘l,k+a )
with C' = C(k) > 0;

2. ifv e CT([0,T] x [0,1]), v(t,z) # 0 for all (t,x), then

1 12
[ PO
vilca v 11Co([0,T]x[0,1])

[0l g -

Similar statements are true for functions in C*?(]0,T]) and C*P([0,1]).
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Lemma 6.4. (6, Lemma B.5]) Let T < 1 and v € C-54+2([0,T] x [0,1]) such that
v(0,2) =0, for any x € [0, 1] then

kol e < COMTP ] sz .

for all I,m € Ny such that | +m < 4. Here § = max{lea, 1 € (0,1); more precisely for
1> 1 then B = §. In particular, for each x € [0,1] fized

10500, )] o, mepe < CmM)T? vl Lato o

(fo,71) —

for all I,m € Ng such that | +m < 4.

Lemma 6.5. ([5, Lemma A.1]) Let aq,...,a, be positive numbers and assume 0 < i1 +
o+ i, <2, where i, >0 for all p=1,...,n. Then, for any € > 0, we have
al' a2 .. cain <e(d?+...+dd) +C..

For simplicity, we follow [7] and our previous papers to define the Sobolev norms,

. /p
ol = ZHD ally with 1Dkl = ( [ Diglrar) "

which are not the same as the scale-invariant Sobolev norms in [7].

Lemma 6.6. ([17, Lemma 2.3]) Let v : (to,t1) x (0,1) — M be a smooth map, and
Vi (to,t1) x (0,1) = Ty M be a smooth vector field associated with ~y. Then,

DtDac'y :Dth'% (61)
"
D;DHV =DiD,V + > Di [R(y,7.)Dy~'V], V> 1, (6.2)
v=1
I
DI'D,V =D,D{'V +Y Di" [R(y,7)D;{ V], Vu=>1. (6.3)
v=1

Lemma 6.7. ([17, Lemma 2.5]) Let 7 : (to,t1) X I; = M be a smooth solution to (2.4)
foranyl e {1,---  q}. Then, we have the followings.

(1)

DE Dy (t, 20) = 0, Dngvq(t,xq) =0, Vpe{0,....k—1}, L e N, t € (to,t1).
(6.4)

(i) Asle{l,...,q—1},

Dngat’lerl(t,l'?—) = D;‘Df@tm(t,xl_), V,LL S {0, .. .,2]6 — 2}, le No, te (to,tl).
(6.5)

Proof. The proof mirrors that found in [17, Lemma 2.5] due to the identical boundary

conditions on ;. Consequently, we omit the intricacies of the proof.
O
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Lemma 6.8. ([17, Lemma 2.6]) Let v : [to,t1) X I — M be a smooth map and ¢ € Ny.
Assume that the Riemannian curvature tensor R is smooth and uniformly bounded in C'°-
norm. If A, B € N with B> 2 and A+ %B < 20+ 5, then we have

a.c o B—-A_
> [1Prew] de <Ol el (6.6)
(la.b))<[(A,B)) "1

c<£52,2<b
where a = (A+ 3B —1)/((+2) and C = C(n,{, A, B, Ny,) for some constant m € Ny such
that HRJWHCm S Nm.
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