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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 Hölder 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
∑

l=1

∫ xl

xl−1

〈
Dk−1

dxk−1
γx,

Dk−1

dxk−1
γx

〉

dx, (1.1)

when q = 1 and γ : [x0, xq] → M . Here, γx is the tangent vector of the map γ, D
dx is the

(directional) covariant differentiation on M , and 〈·, ·〉 is the inner product induced from the

metric ofM . The spline interpolation problem on a Riemannian manifold entails identifying

critical points of the higher-order energy functional when q > 1 and γ : [x0, xq] → M is a

sufficiently smooth map satisfying γ(xj) = pj for all j, with {p0, · · · , pq} ⊂ 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 p0, terminate at pq,

and closely traverse the designated points {p1, . . . , pq−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

1

σ2

q−1
∑

j=1

dist2M (pj , γ(xj)), (1.2)

which serves as a penalization factor for a small σ > 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].
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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 χl is a harmonic map

for all l, 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
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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 C2k−2-smoothness for the geometric k-splines at the inner-

boundary points, surpassing the expectation of C1 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 2,2 through energy-minimizing sequences in

[11], we insert the tension energy functional T 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 TpM denote the

tangent space of M at p ∈ M equipped with the inner product 〈·, ·〉p. 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 × TM × TM → TM , are defined

by the identity R(X,Y )Z = DXDY Z − DY DXZ − D[X,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 ⊂ R
n is isometrically embedded for some n > m. Let TpM ⊂ TpR

n 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

ΠM of the immersed Riemannian manifold M ⊂ R
n are smooth and uniformly bounded

in a C∞-norm. Note, γ ∈ Cm(Ī) means that ∂ℓ
xγ are continuous up to the boundary ∂I,

∀ ℓ ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m}, where I = (x0, xq). The induced tangent map ∂xγ : I ⊂ R → TγM

and ∂xγl : Il ⊂ R → TγM may be denoted as γx and γl,x, respectively.

For a given set of ordered points in M ,

P = {p0, · · · , pq} ⊂ M,
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let the set of admissible maps be

ΘP =
{
(γ, χ)|γ : [x0, xq] → M,χl : [xl−1, xl] → M, ∀ l = 1, · · · , q − 1, xl = l, ∀ l ∈ Z;

γ ∈ C2k−2([x0, xq]), γl ∈ C2k,α([xl−1, xl]), ∀ l = 1, · · · , q, γ(x0) = p0, γ(xq) = pq;

χl ∈ C2,α([xl−1, xl]), χl(xl−1) = pl, χl(xl) = γl(xl), l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}
}
,

whose images represent networks connecting the ordered points in P . Define the functional

Eλ,σ
k : ΘP → [0,∞) by

Eλ,σ
k [(γ, χ)] = Eλ

k [γ] +
1

σ2
· T [χ], (2.1)

where

Eλ
k [γ] = Ek[γ] + λ · T [γ],

Ek[γ] =

q
∑

l=1

1

2

∫

Il

|Dk−1
x γl,x(x)|

2 dx,

T [γ] =

q
∑

l=1

1

2

∫

Il

|γl,x(x)|
2 dx, T [χ] =

q−1
∑

l=1

1

2

∫

Il

|χl,x(x)|
2 dx,

Dx := D∂xγ , | · | =
√
〈·, ·〉p represents the norm of the fiber of TpM , and λ, σ ∈ (0,∞) are

constants.

r

r

r

r

r

r

p0 = g1(t, 0)

g1(t, 1)

g2(t, 0)

p3 = g3(t, 1)

p1 = h1(t, 0)

p2 = h2(t, 1)

g1

g2

g3

h1

h2

M

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

Observe from (2.1) and the admissible class of maps ΘP , γ and χ have their own

energy functionals and are only coupled through their (interior) boundary points. Hence,

as (γ, χ) ∈ ΘP is a critical point of the functional Eλ,σ
k , then, by applying the first variation
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formulae in Lemma 6.1 and the boundary conditions, we obtain

d

dε |ε=0
Eλ,σ
k [γ] =

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈−L2k
x (γl),W 〉 dx+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈−Dx∂xχl,W 〉 dx = 0,

for any suitable smooth tangent vector field W , induced from the admissible class of maps

ΘP , on the neighborhood of the image of (γ, χ) in M .

L2k
x (γl) := (−1)k+1D2k−1

x γl,x +

k∑

µ=2

(−1)µ+k+1R
(
D2k−µ−1

x γl,x, D
µ−2
x γl,x

)
γl,x + λ ·Dxγl,x.

(2.2)

Thus, if (γ, χ) is the critical point, then

{

L2k
x (γl) = 0 (intrinsic formulation) or L2k

x (γl) ⊥ Tγl
M (extrinsic formulation),

Dx∂xχl = 0 (intrinsic formulation) or Dx∂xχl ⊥ Tχl
M (extrinsic formulation).

(2.3)

From (2.3) or the first variation formulae in Lemma 6.1, we let the gradient flow of Eλ,σ
k

be
{

∂tγl = L2k
x (γl), ∀ l ∈ {1, · · · , q},

∂tχl = Dx∂xχl, ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},
(2.4)

with the initial-boundary conditions :

(initial datum)

(γ, χ)(0, ·) = (γ0(·), χ0(·)) ∈ ΘP , (2.5)

(Dirichlet boundary conditions)

γ(t, xl) = pl, l ∈ {0, q}, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.6)

Dµ−1
x ∂xγl(t, x

∗) = vµx∗ (l, x∗) ∈ {(1, x0), (q, xq)}, 1 ≤ µ ≤ k − 1, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.7)

χl(t, xl−1) = pl, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.8)

(concurrency conditions at the junction points)

γl(t, xl) = χl(t, xl) = γl+1(t, xl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.9)

(regularity conditions at the junction points)

∆lD
µ−1
x ∂xγ(t) = 0, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, 1 ≤ µ ≤ 2k − 2, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.10)

(balancing conditions at the junction points)

∆lD
2k−2
x ∂xγ(t) +

(−1)k

σ2
∂xχl(t, xl) = 0, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, t ∈ [0, T ],(2.11)

where the boundary data {vµx∗} consists of prescribed constants and

∆lD
µ−1
x ∂xγ(t) := Dµ−1

x ∂xγl+1(t, x
+
l )−Dµ−1

x ∂xγl(t, x
−
l ). (2.12)

6



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

d

dt
Eλ,σ
k [(γ, χ)] = −

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|∂tγl|
2 dt−

1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|∂tχl|
2 dt.

As λ, σ > 0, we derive from the energy identity that, for any t ≥ t0,







q∑

l=1

‖γl,x‖
2
L2(Il)

(t) ≤ 1
λE

λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)],

q−1∑

l=1

‖χl,x‖
2
L2(Il)

(t) ≤ σ2Eλ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)].

(2.13)

Definition 1 (The geometric compatibility conditions of order 0 to (2.4)∼(2.11) ). Let

xl = l, l ∈ {0, . . . , q} ⊂ Z, and (γ0, χ0) be the initial datum with the smoothness γ0 ∈

C2k−2([x0, xq]), γ0,l ∈ C2k,α([xl−1, xl]), χ0,l ∈ C2,α([xl−1, xl]). The initial datum (γ0, χ0)

is said to fulfill the geometric compatibility conditions of order 0 to the parabolic system

(2.4)∼(2.11) if the followings hold.







L2k
x (γ0)(xl) = 0, l ∈ {0, q},

L2k
x (γ0,l)(xl) = Dx∂xχ0,l(xl) = L2k

x (γ0,l+1)(xl), l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

γ0(xl) = pl, l ∈ {0, q},

χ0,l(xl−1) = pl, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

Dµ−1
x ∂xγ0,l(x

∗) = vµx∗ 1 ≤ µ ≤ k − 1, (l, x∗) ∈ {(1, x0), (q, xq)},

γ0,l(xl) = χ0,l(xl) = γ0,l+1(xl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

∆lD
µ−1
x ∂xγ0 = 0, 1 ≤ µ ≤ 2k − 2, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

∆lD
2k−2
x ∂xγ0 +

(−1)k

σ2 ∂xχ0,l(xl) = 0, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(2.14)

where the boundary datum {vµx∗} are constants.

The theorem below is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1. Let λ, σ ∈ (0,∞), α ∈ (0, 1). Assume that M is an m-dimensional smooth

Riemannian manifold immersed in R
n, for some n > m, and its second fundamental

form ΠM and Riemannian curvature tensors R are smooth and uniformly bounded with

respect to a C∞-topology. Suppose that (γ0, χ0) ∈ ΘP is an initial datum fulfilling the

compatibility conditions of order 0 in Definition 1. Then, there exists a global solution

(γ, χ) to (2.4)∼(2.11) with the regularity







γl ∈ C
2k+α
2k ,2k+α ([0,∞)× [xl−1, xl])

⋂
C∞ ((0,∞)× [xl−1, xl]) , ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

χl ∈ C
2+α
2 ,2+α ([0,∞)× [xl−1, xl])

⋂
C∞ ((0,∞)× [xl−1, xl]) , ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

γ(t, ·) ∈ C2k−2([x0, xq]), ∀ t ∈ [0,∞).

Moreover, there exists (γ∞, χ∞) ∈ ΘP with the regularity γ∞ ∈ C2k−2,1([x0, xq]), obtained

from some convergent subsequences, γ∞(·) = lim
tj→∞

γ(tj, ·), χ∞,l(·) = lim
tj→∞

χl(tj , ·), such

that γ∞,l is a Riemannian spline fulfilling (2.2), and χ∞,l is a geodesic (map), ∀ l.
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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 L2-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 µ ∈ N,

Zµ(t) :=

q
∑

l=1

‖Dµ−1
t ∂tγl(t, ·)‖

2
L2(Il)

+
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

‖Dµ−1
t ∂tχl(t, ·)‖

2
L2(Il)

(2.15)

is uniformly bounded for all t. Afterward, we utilize Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation

inequalities and Gronwall inequalities to establish a uniform bound for Zµ for any µ. 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 ⊂ R is an open interval, γ : I → M ⊂ R
n is a smooth map, and V :

I → TγM ⊂ TγR
n is a smooth vector field along γ. Then, the directional covariant

differentiation, denoted as Dγx
or simply as Dx, associated with the Levi-Civita connection

D, can be expressed as

DxV = ∂xV −Πγ(V, ∂xγ), (3.1)

where Πγ(·, ·) : TγM ×TγM → (TγM)⊥ is the second fundamental form at γ ∈ M ⊂ R
n =

{(u1, · · · , un) ∈ R × · · · × R}. When M is isometrically embedded in R
n for some n ∈ N,

we can use (3.1) to convert covariant differentiation Dx into partial differentiation ∂x. In

fact, from (3.1), we can inductively deduce

Di
xγl,x = ∂i+1

x γl +Wi(∂
i
xγl, . . . , ∂xγl, γl), (3.2)

8



where Wi : R
n × · · · × R

n ×M → R
n fulfills

‖Wi‖Cℓ−i+1(Rn×···×Rn×M) ≤ C · ‖ΠM‖Cℓ(M), (3.3)

and

‖ΠM‖Cℓ(M) :=
∑

0≤|σ|≤ℓ

‖∇σΠM (γl)‖C0(M), ∇σ := ∂σ1
u1

· · · ∂σn
un

as σ = (σ1, · · · , σn).

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,

∂tγl = (−1)k+1∂2k
x γl + Fl(∂

2k−1
x γl, . . . , ∂xγl, γl) in (0, T )× Il, l ∈ {1, . . . , q}, (3.4)

∂tχl = ∂2
xχl +W1(∂xχl, χl) in (0, T )× Il, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, (3.5)

γl(0, x) = γ0,l(x), x ∈ Il, l ∈ {1, . . . , q}, (3.6)

χl(0, x) = χ0,l(x), x ∈ Il, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, (3.7)

γ(t, xl) = pl, l ∈ {0, q}, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.8)

χl(t, xl−1) = pl, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.9)

∂µ
xγl(t, x

∗) = bµl,x∗ , t ∈ [0, T ], µ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, (l, x∗) ∈ {(1, x0), (q, xq)}, (3.10)

γl(t, xl) = χl(t, xl) = γl+1(t, xl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, t ∈ [0, T ],(3.11)

∂µ
xγl+1(t, x

+
l )− ∂µ

xγl(t, x
−
l ) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ], µ ∈ {1, . . . , 2k − 2}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(3.12)

∂2k−1
x γl+1(t, x

+
l )− ∂2k−1

x γl(t, x
−
l ) +

(−1)k+1

σ2
∂xχl+1(t, x

+
l ) = 0,

t ∈ [0, T ], l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},(3.13)

where

Fl(∂
2k−1
x γl, . . . , γl) = (−1)k+1W2k−1(∂

2k−1
x γl, . . . , γl) (3.14)

+

k∑

µ=2

(−1)µ+k+1R
(
∂2k−µ
x γl +W2k−µ−1(∂

2k−µ−1
x γl, . . . , γl),

∂µ−1
x γl +Wµ−2(∂

µ−2
x γl, . . . , γl)

)
∂xγl

+ λ ·
(
∂2
xγl +W1(∂xγl, γl)

)
.

By utilizing the assumption xl = l for all l ∈ Z, we define the parametrization as

follows,

gl(t, y) = γl

(

t, (−1)l−1y + x2[ l
2 ]

)

, g0,l(y) = γ0,l

(

(−1)l−1y + x2[ l
2 ]

)

, (3.15)

hl(t, y) = χl(t, (−1)l−1y + x2[ l
2 ]
), h0,l(y) = χ0,l((−1)l−1y + x2[ l

2 ]
), (3.16)

9



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.

• The case when q is even.

The evolution equations of (γ, χ) in (2.4)∼(2.11) are converted into the parabolic system

of (g, h) by applying (3.15) and (3.16), i.e.,

{

∂tgl = (−1)k+1 · ∂2k
y gl +Gl(∂

2k−1
y gl, . . . , ∂ygl, gl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

∂thl = ∂2
yhl +W1(∂yhl, ∂yhl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(3.17)

with initial-boundary conditions







(initial conditions)

gl(0, y) = g0,l(y), l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

hl(0, y) = h0,l(y), l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(boundary conditions)

g1(t, 0) = p0, gq(t, 0) = pq,

h2l−y∗−1(t, y
∗) = p2l−y∗−1 l ∈ {1, . . . , q

2 − 1 + y∗},

∂µ
y gl(t, 0) = bµl,0, µ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, l ∈ {1, q},

g2l−y∗(t, y∗) = h2l−y∗(t, y∗) = g2l−y∗+1(t, y
∗), l ∈ {1, . . . , q

2 − 1 + y∗},

∂µ
y g2l−y∗(t, y∗) + (−1)µ−1∂µ

y g2l−y∗+1(t, y
∗) = 0,

µ ∈ {1, . . . , 2k − 2}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q
2 − 1 + y∗},

∂2k−1
y g2l−y∗(t, y∗) + (−1)k+1

σ2 ∂yh2l−y∗(t, y∗) + ∂2k−1
y g2l−y∗+1(t, y

∗) = 0,

l ∈ {1, . . . , q
2 − 1 + y∗},

(3.18)

where t ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ [0, 1], y∗ ∈ {0, 1},

Gl(∂
2k−1
y gl, . . . , gl) := Fl

(

(−1)(l−1)(2k−1)∂2k−1
y gl, . . . , (−1)(l−1)µ∂µ

y gl, . . . , gl

)

, (3.19)

and the boundary datum of gl, b
µ
1,0 = bµ1,x0

, bµq,0 = (−1)(q−1)µbµq,xq
, {bµl,x∗}, are constants

determined by the constant Dirichlet boundary data of γl, l ∈ {1, q}.

Let

Γ = (Γ1, . . . ,Γn(2q−1)) := (g1, h1, g2, h2, . . . , gq) ∈ R
n(2q−1), (3.20)

where

gν = (g1ν , . . . , g
n
ν ), ν = 1, . . . , q, and hν = (h1

ν , · · · , h
n
ν ), ν = 1, . . . , q − 1. (3.21)

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

n(2q−1)
∑

j=1

Bij (y, t, ∂y, ∂t) Γj(t, y
∗) = Φi(t, y

∗), i ∈ {1, . . . , kn(2q − 1)}, y∗ ∈ {0, 1},
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or simply as

B(y∗, t, ∂y, ∂t)Γ
t(t, y∗) = Φ(t, y∗), y∗ ∈ {0, 1},

where the diagonal block matrices B(y∗, t, ∂y, ∂t) are given by







B(y∗ = 0, t, ∂y, ∂t) = diag(B0,

q
2 times Idn×n and q

2−1 times B2
︷ ︸︸ ︷

Idn×n, B2, Idn×n, B2, . . . , Idn×n, B0),

B(y∗ = 1, t, ∂y, ∂t) = diag(

q
2 times B2 and q

2−1 times Idn×n

︷ ︸︸ ︷

B2, Idn×n, B2, Idn×n, . . . , Idn×n, B2),

with

B0 =B0(y
∗, t, ∂y, ∂t) =








Idn×n

∂y · Idn×n

...
∂k−1
y · Idn×n








, (3.22)

and

B2 = B2(y
∗, t, ∂y, ∂t) =














Idn×n −Idn×n 0
0 Idn×n −Idn×n

∂y · Idn×n 0 ∂y · Idn×n

∂2
y · Idn×n 0 −∂2

y · Idn×n

...
...

...
∂2k−2
y · Idn×n 0 −∂2k−2

y · Idn×n

∂2k−1
y · Idn×n

(−1)k+1

σ2 ∂y · Idn×n ∂2k−1
y · Idn×n














. (3.23)

Notice that B2(y
∗ = 0, t, ∂y, ∂t) = B2(y

∗ = 1, t, ∂y, ∂t).

B0 0

Idn×n

0 B0





















B0 0

Idn×n

B2

Idn×n

0 B0



































Figure 2: The matrix B(y∗ = 0, t, ∂y, ∂t) when q = 2 or q = 4.

• The case when q is odd.
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B2

( )

B2 0

Idn×n

0 B2





















Figure 3: The matrix B(y∗ = 1, t, ∂y, ∂t) when q = 2 or q = 4.

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

with the initial-boundary conditions







(initial conditions)

gl(0, y) = g0,l(y), l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

hl(0, y) = h0,l(y), l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(boundary conditions)

g1(t, 0) = p0, gq(t, 1) = pq,

h2l−y∗−1(t, y
∗) = p2l−y∗−1, l ∈ {1, . . . , q−1

2 },

∂µ
y g1(t, 0) = bµ1,0, ∂µ

y gq(t, 1) = bµq,1, µ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1},

g2l−y∗(t, y∗) = h2l−y∗(t, y∗) = g2l−y∗+1(t, y
∗), l ∈ {1, . . . , q−1

2 },

∂µ
y g2l−y∗(t, y∗) + (−1)µ−1∂µ

y g2l−y∗+1(t, y
∗) = 0,

µ ∈ {1, . . . , 2k − 2}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q−1
2 },

∂2k−1
y g2l−y∗(t, y∗) + (−1)k+1

σ2 ∂yh2l−y∗(t, y∗) + ∂2k−1
y g2l−y∗+1(t, y

∗) = 0,

l ∈ {1, . . . , q−1
2 }.

(3.24)

where t ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ [0, 1], y∗ ∈ {0, 1}, and bµ1,0 = bµ1,x0
,bµq,0 = (−1)(q−1)µbµq,xq

, {bµl,x∗} are

constants depending on the constant Dirichlet boundary data of γl, l ∈ {1, q}.

Similarly, the boundary conditions in (3.24) can be written formally as

B(y∗, t, ∂y, ∂t)Γ
t(t, y∗) = Φ(t, y∗), y∗ ∈ {0, 1},

where the diagonal block matrices B(y∗, t, ∂y, ∂t) are given by







B(y∗ = 0, t, ∂y, ∂t) = diag(B0,

q−1
2 times B2 and q−1

2 times Idn×n

︷ ︸︸ ︷

B2, Idn×n, B2, Idn×n, . . . , B2, Idn×n),

B(y∗ = 1, t, ∂y, ∂t) = diag(

q−1
2 times Idn×n and q−1

2 times B2
︷ ︸︸ ︷

Idn×n, B2, Idn×n, B2, . . . , Idn×n, B2, B0),

with B0 and B2 given in (3.22) and (3.23) respectively.

12



B0 0

B2

Idn×n

B2

0 Idn×n



































Figure 4: The matrix B(y∗ = 0, t, ∂y, ∂t) when q = 5.

Idn×n 0

B2

Idn×n

B2

0 B0



































Figure 5: The matrix B(y∗ = 1, t, ∂y, ∂t) when q = 5.

Definition 2 (The compatibility conditions of order 0 to (3.17)). We say that the initial

datum (g0, h0) with the regularity, g0,l ∈ C2k,α([0, 1]) and h0,l ∈ C2,α([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

∂p
t

n(2q−1)
∑

j=1

Bij (y, t, ∂y, ∂t) Γj(t, y
∗)

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

= ∂p
t Φi(t, y

∗)

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

(3.25)

hold for any i ∈ {1, . . . , kn(2q − 1)} and p ∈ {0, 1} such that after converting ∂t into ∂y

by (3.17) the order of ∂y in ∂p
t

n(2q−1)∑

j=1

BijΓj is less than or equal to 2k as Γ2(ν−1)n+ℓ = gℓν ,

and less than or equal to 2 as Γ(2ν−1)n+ℓ = hℓ
ν , where Γ(2ν−1)n+ℓ, g

ℓ
ν , and hℓ

ν are defined

in (3.20) and (3.21).
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Since the map g and h are obtained from γ and χ by reversing the parametrization of γl

and χl, for some l, 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 (g0, h0) converted from (γ0, χ0) fulfills the compatibility

conditions of order 0 in Definition 2, if (γ0, χ0) fulfills the geometric compatibility conditions

in Definition 1.

4 The induced linear problem

Let

Z :=
(

C
2k+α
2k ,2k+α[0, T ]× [0, 1]

)q

×
(

C
2+α
2 ,2+α[0, T ]× [0, 1]

)q−1

be the Banach space associated with the norm

‖(g, h)‖Z :=

q
∑

l=1

‖gl‖
C

2k+α
2k

,2k+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
+

q−1
∑

l=1

‖hl‖
C

2+α
2

,2+α([0,T ]×[0,1])

(see [20, Theorems 1.8.2 and 1.8.6]). Let (g0, h0) be obtained frommodifying the orientation

of (γ0, χ0) ∈ ΘP , as defined in (3.15) and (3.16). For any T > 0, define XT
(g0,h0)

⊂ Z by

XT
(g0,h0)

:=
{
(g, h) ∈ Z : gl(0, ·) = g0,l(·), hl(0, ·) = h0,l(·), ∀ l

}
.

Let the subset BK ⊂ XT
(g0,h0)

be

BK = {(g, h) ∈ XT
(g0,h0)

: ‖(g, h)‖Z ≤ 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
n(2q−1) as shown in (3.20). It is important

to note the canonical correspondence between Γ and (g, h). Therefore, we treat Γ as an

element in the Banach space Z and apply the topology of Z to the space of Γ, 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:

{

∂tgl + (−1)k · ∂2k
y gl = Gl(∂

2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ∂y ḡl, ḡl) l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

∂thl − ∂2
yhl = W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l) l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(4.1)

where (ḡ, h̄) ∈ XT
(g0,h0)

. 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

14



parabolic system (4.1) can be written as a matrix multiplication L(y, t, ∂y, ∂t)Γ
t, where

L(y, t, ∂y, ∂t) = diag (Lℓℓ)
n(2q−1)
ℓ=1 is a diagonal n(2q − 1)× n(2q − 1) matrix, and

Lℓℓ(y, t, ∂y, ∂t) =

{

∂t + (−1)k∂2k
y , ℓ = (2l− 2)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

∂t − ∂2
y , ℓ = (2l − 1)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}.

Thus, we obtain

Lℓℓ(y, t, iξ, p) =

{

p+ ξ2k, ℓ = (2l − 2)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

p+ ξ2, ℓ = (2l − 1)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}.

Let

L(y, t, iξ, p) := detL(y, t, iξ, p) =
(
p+ ξ2k

)nq (
p+ ξ2

)n(q−1)
,

and

L̂(y, t, iξ, p) := L(y, t, iξ, p)L−1(y, t, iξ, p) = diag(L̂ℓℓ)
n(2q−1)
ℓ=1 ,

where

L̂ℓℓ =

{

(p+ ξ2k)nq−1(p+ ξ2)n(q−1), ℓ = (2l − 2)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

(p+ ξ2k)nq(p+ ξ2)n(q−1)−1, ℓ = (2l − 1)n+ j, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}.

• The smoothness of coefficients.

By the assumption on the smoothness of ḡ, h̄, and Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, the coefficients

in the linear systems (4.1) fulfill

Gl(∂
2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl) ∈ C

1+α
2k ,1+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]) ⊂ C

α
2k ,α([0, T ]× [0, 1]), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

and

Πh̄l
(∂yh̄l, ∂yh̄l) ∈ C

1+α
2 ,1+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]) ⊂ C

α
2 ,α([0, T ]× [0, 1]), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}.

• The parabolicity condition.

From its definition, the roots of the polynomial L(x, t, iξ, p) satisfy

p = −ξ2k with multiplicity nq, ξ ∈ R,

or

p = −ξ2 with multiplicity n(q − 1), ξ ∈ R.

Hence, the uniform parabolicity holds (see [24, page 8]).

• The complementary conditions of the initial datum.

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

has the form

C0(y, ∂y, ∂t) = Idn(2q−1)×n(2q−1).
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It follows from the definition of C0 and L̂ that the rows of matrix

D(y, p) = C0(y, 0, p)L̂(y, 0, 0, p) = diag(pn(2q−1)−1)

are linearly independent modulo pn(2q−1). Hence, the complementary conditions of the

initial datum (g0, h0) are fulfilled.

• 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 gl(0, ·) =

ḡl(0, ·) = g0,l, hl(0, ·) = h̄l(0, ·) = h0,l, ∀ l, we may conclude that (g0, h0) also fulfills the

the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the linear equation (See [24, page 98]) if g0 also

fulfills the the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the nonlinear parabolic system in

Definition 2.

• The polynomial M+ defined in [24, page 11].

As Re p ≥ 0, p 6= 0, we write

p = |p|eiθp , with −
1

2
π ≤ θp ≤

1

2
π,

and let

ξµ(y
∗, p) =dp · e

iµ
k
π, µ ∈ {1, . . . , 2k},

ζµ(y
∗, p) =

(

dp · e
iµ
k
π
)k

, µ ∈ {1, 2},

dp =|p|
1
2k · ei

θp−π

2k .

Observe from its definition that the polynomial L = L(y, t, iξ, p) in variable ξ has knq +

n(q − 1) roots with positive real parts and knq + n(q − 1) roots with negative real parts.

The roots with positive real parts are {ξµ(y
∗, p) : µ = 1, . . . , k} with multiplicity nq for

each fixed µ, and ζ1(y
∗, p) with multiplicity n(q − 1). The roots with negative real parts

are {ξµ(y
∗, p) : µ = k + 1, . . . , 2k} with multiplicity nq for each fixed µ, and ζ2(y

∗, p) with

multiplicity n(q − 1). Thus, we obtain

L =

2k∏

µ=1

(ξ − ξµ(y
∗, p))

nq
·

2∏

ν=1

(ξ − ζν(y
∗, p))

n(q−1)
.

From the definition of polynomial M+(y∗, ξ, p), we have

M+(y∗, ξ, p) =
k∏

µ=1

(ξ − ξµ(y
∗, p))nq · (ξ − ζ1(y

∗, p))n(q−1) .

• The complementary conditions along the boundaries [0, T ]× ∂I.

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∗, t, iξ, p) = B(y∗, t, iξ, p)L̂(y∗, t, iξ, p)
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are linearly independent modulo M+(y∗, ξ, p), where Re{p} ≥ 0, p 6= 0. Since no matter

when q is even or odd, the matrices B(y∗, t, iξ, 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, iξ, p) is also a diagonal block matrix, since L̂ = L̂(y∗, t, iξ, p)

is a diagonal matrix, and B = B(y∗, t, iξ, p) is a diagonal block matrix with three different

types of block matrices, B0(y
∗, t, iξ, p), Idn×n, and B2(y

∗, t, iξ, p). Thus, it is sufficient

to verify the complementary conditions at y∗ = 0 (or at y∗ = 1) separately on the block

matrices, A0 := B0 · L̂11Idn×n, A1 := L̂n+1n+1Idn×n, and

A2 := B2 ·





L̂11Idn×n

L̂n+1n+1Idn×n

L̂11Idn×n



 .

To verify the linear independence of the rows of matrix A0 modulo M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p),

we need to show that

ωA0(y
∗ = 0, t, iξ, p) = 0 mod M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p) =⇒ ω = (ω1, . . . , ωkn) = 0. (4.2)

The equation (4.2) is equivalent to

(
k−1∑

µ=0

(iξ)µ · ωµn+j

)

(p+ ξ2k)nq−1 = 0 mod M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p), ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

which is also equivalent to

ωj + iξωn+j + (iξ)2ω2n+j + · · ·+ (iξ)k−1ω(k−1)n+j = 0 mod

k∏

µ=1

(ξ − ξµ(y
∗ = 0, p)) , ∀ j,

(4.3)

by applying the same argument in [15, Theorem 2.4]. By letting ξ = ξµ in (4.3), we obtain

C · ω̄t
j = 0 (4.4)

where ω̄j = (ωj , ωn+j , ω2n+j, · · · , ω(k−1)n+j) and

C =










1 iξ1 (iξ1)
2 · · · (iξ1)

k−1

1 iξ2 (iξ2)
2 · · · (iξ2)

k−1

1 iξ3 (iξ3)
2 · · · (iξ3)

k−1

...
...

...
. . .

...
1 iξk (iξk)

2 · · · (iξk)
k−1










.

Notice that the matrix C is the so-called Vandermonde matrix with the property,

detC =
∏

1≤µ<ν≤k

(iξν − iξµ) 6= 0.

This implies that any solution to (4.4) is trivial, i.e., ω̄j = 0, ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Thus, (4.2)

holds.
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To verify the linear independence of the rows of matrix A1 := L̂n+1n+1Idn×n, we need

to show that

ω · A1 = 0 mod M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p) =⇒ ω = (ω1, . . . , ωn) = 0. (4.5)

The sufficient conditions in (4.5) is equivalent to

ωj(p+ ξ2k)nq(p+ ξ2)n(q−1)−1 = 0 mod M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p), ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (4.6)

By taking off the common factors from (p + ξ2k)nq(p + ξ2)n(q−1)−1 and M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p)

(see [15, Theorem 2.4]), we see that (4.6) is equivalent to

ωj = 0 mod (ξ − ζ1(y
∗ = 0, p)) .

Thus, we obtain

ωj = 0, ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Since ξ − ζ1(y
∗ = 0, p) is a polynomial of degree 1 in the variable ξ and ωj is a constant

(polynomial of degree 0 in the variable ξ), we conclude that (4.5) must hold.

Next, we show that

ω · A2 = 0 mod M+(y∗ = 0, ξ, p) =⇒ ω = (ω1, . . . , ω(2k+1)n) = 0, (4.7)

where

A2 =















Idn×nL̂11 −L̂n+1n+1Idn×n 0

0 L̂n+1n+1Idn×n −L̂11Idn×n

iξ · L̂11Idn×n 0 iξ · Idn×nL̂11

(iξ)2 · L̂11Idn×n 0 −(iξ)2 · L̂11Idn×n

...
...

...

(iξ)2k−2 · L̂11Idn×n 0 −(iξ)2k−2 · L̂11Idn×n

(iξ)2k−1 · L̂11Idn×n
(−1)k+1

σ2 iξ · L̂n+1n+1Idn×n (iξ)2k−1 · L̂11Idn×n















.

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





ωj +
2k−1∑

µ=1
(iξ)µ · ω(µ+1)n+j = 0 mod

k∏

µ=1
(ξ − ξµ(y

∗ = 0, p)) ,

(−ωj + ωn+j) +
(−1)k+1

σ2 iξω2kn+j = 0 mod (ξ − ζ1(y
∗ = 0, p)) ,

−ωn+j +
2k−1∑

µ=1
(−1)µ−1(iξ)µ · ω(µ+1)n+j = 0 mod

k∏

µ=1
(ξ − ξµ(y

∗ = 0, p)) ,

⇒

{

ω = 0,

∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

By substituting ξ = ξ1, · · · , ξk or ξ = ζ1 in the corresponding equations, we obtain






ωj +
2k−1∑

µ=1
(iξr)

µ · ω(µ+1)n+j = 0,

(−ωj + ωn+j) +
(−1)k+1iζ1

σ2 ω2kn+j = 0,

−ωn+j +
2k−1∑

µ=1
(−1)µ−1(iξr)

µ · ω(µ+1)n+j = 0,

∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
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By subtraction and addition between the first and the third equations, we obtain







ωj + ωn+j + 2
k−1∑

µ=1
(i · ξr)

2µ · ω(2µ+1)n+j = 0,

(−ωj + ωn+j) +
(−1)k+1iζ1

σ2 ω2kn+j = 0,

ωj − ωn+j + 2
k∑

µ=1
(i · ξr)

2µ−1 · ω2µn+j = 0,

∀ r ∈ {1, . . . , k}, ∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (4.8)

The first equation in (4.8) can be written as

D · ω̄t
j = 0

where

ω̄j = (ωj + ωn+j , 2i2 · ω3n+j , 2i4 · ω5n+j , . . . , 2i2(k−1) · ω(2k−1)n+j),

and

D =










1 ξ21 ξ41 · · · ξ2k−2
1

1 ξ22 ξ42 · · · ξ2k−2
2

1 ξ23 ξ43 · · · ξ2k−2
3

...
...

...
. . .

...

1 ξ2k ξ4k · · · ξ2k−2
k










,

is the so-called Vandermonde matrix with the property,

detD =
∏

1≤µ<ν≤k

(
ξ2ν − ξ2µ

)
. (4.9)

Since ξµ 6= ξν , as µ 6= ν, we derive

detD 6= 0.

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

ωj + ωn+j = 0, ω(2µ+1)n+j = 0, ∀µ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

By letting ωj = −ωn+j in the second and the third equations of (4.8), the two equations

can be written as

E · ω̃t = 0, (4.10)

where

ω̃ =
(
ωj , iω2n+j , i3ω4n+j , . . . , i2k−1ω2kn+j

)
,

and

E =












1 ξ1 ξ31 · · · ξ2k−3
1 ξ2k−1

1

1 ξ2 ξ32 · · · ξ2k−3
2 ξ2k−1

2

1 ξ3 ξ33 · · · ξ2k−3
3 ξ2k−1

3
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

1 ξk ξ3k · · · ξ2k−3
k ξ2k−1

k

−1 0 0 · · · 0 1
σ2 ζ1












.
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Below, we should show that detE 6= 0, which implies ωj = ω2n+j = · · · = ω2kn+j = 0.

Let Fµ be the matrix obtained from E by taking off the first and last column and the µ-th

and last row. Then, for fixed µ,

detFµ =det














ξ1 ξ31 · · · ξ2k−5
1 ξ2k−3

1
...

...
. . .

...
...

ξµ−1 ξ3µ−1 · · · ξ2k−5
µ−1 ξ2k−3

µ−1

ξµ+1 ξ3µ+1 · · · ξ2k−5
µ+1 ξ2k−3

µ+1
...

...
. . .

...
...

ξk ξ3k · · · ξ2k−5
k ξ2k−3

k














=
∏

1≤ν≤k

ν 6=µ

ξν ·
∏

1≤r<s≤k

r,s6=µ

(
ξ2s − ξ2r

)
.

By expanding the determinant of the matrix E along the last row then along the first

column and using (4.9), we get

detE =(−1)k+3 ·




∏

1≤ν≤k

ξν



 · detD +
1

σ2
· ζ1 ·

(
k∑

µ=1

(−1)µ−1 detFµ

)

=(−1)k+3 ·




∏

1≤ν≤k

ξν



 · detD +
1

σ2
· ζ1 ·

k∑

µ=1

(−1)µ−1
∏

1≤ν≤k

ν 6=µ

ξν ·
∏

1≤r<s≤k

r,s6=µ

(
ξ2s − ξ2r

)

=




∏

1≤ν≤k

ξν



 · detD ·H ,

where

H := (−1)k+3 +
1

σ2
· ζ1 ·

k∑

µ=1

(−1)µ−1

ξµ
·

1
∏

1≤ν<µ

(ξ2µ − ξ2ν)
·

1
∏

µ<ν≤k

(ξ2ν − ξ2µ)
.

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

ξ2r − ξ2s = 2i · (dp)
2 · sin

(r − s)π

k
· e

i(r+s)π
k .

Hence, we obtain

H =(−1)k+3

+
ζ1
σ2

k∑

µ=1

(−1)µ−1

dpe
iµπ
k

·
1

∏

1≤ν<µ≤k

2i(dp)2 sin
(µ−ν)π

k e
i(ν+µ)π

k

·
1

∏

1≤µ<ν≤k

2i · (dp)2 sin
(ν−µ)π

k e
i(ν+µ)π

k

=(−1)k+3 +
ζ1
σ2

·

k∑

µ=1

Aµ · Cµ ·Kµ,

where

Aµ :=
(−1)µ−1

dp · [2i · (dp)2]k−1
, Cµ :=

1
∏

1≤ν<µ≤k

sin (µ−ν)·π
k

1
∏

µ<ν≤k

sin (ν−µ)·π
k

> 0,
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and

Kµ := e−
iµπ
k ·

∏

1≤ν≤k

ν 6=µ

e−
i(ν+µ)π

k = e−
iµπ
k ·

∏

1≤ν≤k

ν 6=µ

e−
iνπ
k ·

∏

1≤ν≤k

ν 6=µ

e−
iµπ
k = (−i)k+1 · (−1)µ · e

iµπ
k .

Thus, we simply obtain that

H = (−1)k+1 ·

(

ζ1
2k−1 · σ2 · (dp)2k−1

k∑

µ=1

Cµ · e
iµπ
k + 1

)

.

From a direct computation, we derive

ζ1
2k−1 · σ2 · (dp)2k−1

= i ·
|p|

1
2k− 1

2

2k−1 · σ2
· ei·(

θp
2 −

(2k−1)(θp−π)

2k ).

Since Cµ > 0 is independent of p, we conclude that H can’t be identically null. Since

it is easy to see from the definition of ξν that
∏

1≤ν≤k ξν 6= 0, we finally conclude that

detE 6= 0, which implies the required nullity ωj = ω2n+j = · · · = ω2kn+j = 0. Thus, the

complementary conditions at the boundaries hold.

We are now ready to derive the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let λ, σ ∈ (0,∞), α ∈ (0, 1), and {x} = x − [x]. Suppose that (g0, h0),

g0,l, h0,l : [0, 1] → R
n, 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 (g0, h0)

with the regularity, g0,l ∈ C2k,α([0, 1]), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q}, h0,l ∈ C2,α([0, 1]), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q −

1} fulfills the compatibility conditions of order 0 to the linear parabolic problem (4.1) with

the initial-boundary conditions. Then, for any T > 0 and (ḡ, h̄) ∈ XT
(g0,h0)

, there is a unique

solution (g, h) ∈ XT
(g0,h0)

to the linear parabolic problem (4.1) with the initial-boundary

conditions and the induced map γ, defined in (3.15), fulfills γ(t, ·) ∈ C2k−2([x0, xq]), ∀ t ∈

[0, T ]. Moreover,

‖(g, h)‖XT
(g0,h0)

≤C0(n) ·

( q
∑

l=1

∥
∥Gl(∂

2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)

∥
∥
C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+

q−1
∑

l=1

∥
∥W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l)

∥
∥
C

α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])
+

q
∑

l=1

(|pl−1|+ |pl|)

+
k−1∑

µ=1

(

|bµ1,0|+ |bµ
q,2{ q

2 }
|
)

+

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1])

)

.

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].

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 (g0, h0) 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 g0,l ∈ C2k,α ([0, 1]) and h0,l ∈ C2,α([0, 1]), ∀ l, fulfill the

compatibility conditions of order 0 in Definition 2. Then, there exists a positive number t0 =

t0

(

m,n, α, λ, σ,
q∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),
q−1∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)

so

that (g, h) ∈ Xt0
(g0,h0)

is the unique solution and fulfills the regularity

{

gl ∈ C
2k+α
2k ,2k+α ([0, t0]× [0, 1])

⋂
C∞ ((0, t0]× [0, 1]) , l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

hl ∈ C
2+α
2 ,2+α ([0, t0]× [0, 1])

⋂
C∞ ((0, t0]× [0, 1]) , l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

where ‖RM‖C1(M) is the C1-norm of the Riemannian curvature tensors of manifold M ,

‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M) is the C2k−1-norm of the second fundamental form ΠM of M ⊂ R
n, and

K0 = 2C0(n) ·

( q
∑

l=1

‖Gl(∂
2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C0,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖W1(∂yh0,l, h0,l)‖C0,α([0,1])

+

q
∑

l=1

(|pl−1|+ |pl|) +

k−1∑

µ=1

(|bµ1,0|+ |bµq,2{ q
2 }
|) +

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1])

)

.

Moreover, the induced map γ : [x0, xq] → M ⊂ R
n defined by (3.15) fulfills γ(t, ·) ∈

C2k−2([x0, xq]), ∀ t ∈ [0, t0].

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

G : XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK → XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK

(ḡ, h̄) 7→ (g, h),

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

small T > 0.

• Self-maps. i.e., ∃ t2 > 0 so that G
(

XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0

)

⊂ XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 , ∀T ∈ (0, t2).

We will show the self-map property of G on BK0 by choosing a proper K0 > 0 below.

We use the notation

RM (γ)(·, ·)· = (R ◦ γ)(·, ·)·

to represent the Riemannian curvature tensors of M . By applying the triangle inequalities

in the Hölder spaces, (3.3), and the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2∼6.3, and Lemma 6.4

with v = ḡl − g0,l or v = h̄l − h0,l, we obtain

‖RM (ḡl)−RM (g0,l)‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])
≤‖RM‖C1(M)‖ḡl − g0,l‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤C
(
m,n,K0, ‖RM‖C1(M)

)
· T β1,
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‖Wi(∂
i
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Wi(∂

i
yg0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C(m,n,K0) · ‖Wi‖C1(Rn×···×Rn×M) ·
∑

j≤i

‖∂j
y ḡl − ∂j

yg0,l‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C(m,n,K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M))T
β1

and

‖W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l)−W1(∂yh0,l, g0,l)‖C
α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C(m,n,K0) · ‖W1‖C1(Rn×···×Rn×M) ·
∑

j≤1

‖∂j
y ḡl − ∂j

yg0,l‖C
α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C(m,n,K0, ‖ΠM‖C1(M))T
β2

where β1 = min
{

α
2k ,

1−α
2k

}
, β2 = min

{
α
2 ,

1−α
2

}
, ∀ i ≤ 2k − 1. Thus, by applying (3.3),

(3.19), the triangle inequalities in the Hölder spaces, the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2∼6.4,

and the algebraic identity

ap − bp = (a− b)(ap−1 + ap−2b+ · · ·+ abp−2 + bp−1), p ∈ N, p ≥ 2, (5.1)

we obtain

q
∑

l=1

‖Gl(∂
2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Gl(∂

2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C

(
q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)
q
∑

l=1

‖RM (ḡl)−RM (g0,l)‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C

(
q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M)

)

×

×
∑

i≤2k−1

q
∑

l=1

‖Wi(∂
i
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Wi(∂

i
yg0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C

(

λ,

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M), ‖RM‖C0(M)

)

×

×
∑

i≤2k−2

q
∑

l=1

‖∂i
y ḡl − ∂i

yg0,l‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤C

(

m,n, λ,

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)

T β1.

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 Hölder spaces, we obtain

‖(g, h)‖XT
(g0,h0)

≤ C0 ·

q
∑

l=1

‖Gl(∂
2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Gl(∂

2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C0 ·

q−1
∑

l=1

∥
∥W1(∂y h̄l, h̄l)−W1(∂yh0,l, h0,l)

∥
∥
C

α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C0 ·

q
∑

l=1

‖Gl(∂
2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C0,α([0,1]) + C0 ·

q
∑

l=1

‖W1(∂yh0,l, h0,l)‖C0,α([0,1])

+ C0 ·

( q
∑

l=1

(|pl−1|+ |pl|) +

k−1∑

µ=1

(|bµ1,0|+ |bµq,2{ q
2 }
|) +

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1])

)

≤C1T
β

+ C0 ·

( q
∑

l=1

∥
∥Gl(∂

2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)

∥
∥
C0,α([0,1])

+

q−1
∑

l=1

‖W1(∂yh0,l, h0,l)‖C0,α([0,1])

+

q
∑

l=1

(|pl−1|+ |pl|) +

k−1∑

µ=1

(

|bµ1,0|+ |bµq,2{ q
2 }
|
)

+

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1])

)

,

for any sufficiently small T > 0, where

C1 = C1

(

λ,m, n,

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)

,

and β = min{β1, β2} = min
{

1−α
2k , α

2k

}
. Now, we may conclude that ‖(g, h)‖

X
t2
(g0,h0)

≤ K0

by choosing K0 ∈ (0,∞) fulfilling

K0

2
=C0 ·

( q
∑

l=1

‖Gl(∂
2k−1
y g0,l, . . . , g0,l)‖C0,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖W1(∂yh0,l, g0,l)‖C0,α([0,1])

+

q
∑

l=1

(|pl−1|+ |pl|) +
k−1∑

µ=1

(|bµ1,0|+ |bµ
q,2{ q

2}
|) +

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]) +

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1])

)

and by choosing t2 > 0 fulfilling

C1t
β
2 ≤

K0

2
.

Thus,

G
(

XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0

)

⊂ XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 , ∀T ∈ (0, t2].

• Contraction-maps. Below, we prove that G : XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 → XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 is a

contraction-map for some T > 0 by proving the existence of t0 ∈ (0, t2] such that

‖(g, h)− (e, f)‖XT
(g0,h0)

≤ C2 T
β
∥
∥(ḡ, h̄)− (ē, f̄)

∥
∥
XT

g0

<
∥
∥(ḡ, h̄)− (ē, f̄)

∥
∥
XT

g0

, (5.2)
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∀T ∈ (0, t0], ∀ (ḡ, h̄), (ē, f̄) ∈ XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 , and (g, h) = G
(
(ḡ, h̄)

)
, (e, f) = G

(
(ē, f̄)

)
, and

C2 = C2

(

λ,m, n,

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)

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







∂t(gl − el) + (−1)k∂2k
y (gl − el) = Gl(∂

2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Gl(∂

2k−1
y ēl, . . . , ēl)

in (0, T )× (0, 1), l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

∂t(hl − fl)− ∂2
y(hl − fl) = W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l)−W1(∂y f̄l, f̄l)

in (0, T )× (0, 1), l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(gl − el)(0, y) = 0, ∀ y ∈ [0, 1], l ∈ {1, . . . , q},

(hl − fl)(0, y) = 0, ∀ y ∈ [0, 1], l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

(g1 − e1)(t, 0) = 0, (gq − eq)
(
t, 2
{
q
2

})
= 0 t ∈ [0, T ]

(h2l−y∗−1 − f2l−y∗−1)(t, y
∗) = 0 l ∈ {1, . . . ,

[
q−1
2

]
+
(
1− 2

{
q
2

})
y∗},

∂µ
y (g1 − e1)(t, 0) = 0, ∂µ

y (gq − eq)
(
t, 2
{
q
2

})
= 0 t ∈ [0, T ], µ ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}

(g2l−y∗ − e2l−y∗)(t, y∗) = (h2l−y∗ − f2l−y∗)(t, y∗) = (g2l−y∗+1 − e2l−y∗+1)(t, y
∗),

l ∈ {1, . . . ,
[
q−1
2

]
+
(
1− 2

{
q
2

})
y∗}

∂µ
y (g2l−y∗ − h2l−y∗) (t, y∗) + (−1)µ−1∂µ

y (g2l−y∗+1 − h2l−y∗+1) (t, y
∗) = 0,

(t, y∗) ∈ [0, T ]× {0, 1}, 1 ≤ µ ≤ 2k − 2, l ∈ {1, . . . ,
[
q−1
2

]
+
(
1− 2

{
q
2

})
y∗}

∂2k−1
y (g2l−y∗ − e2l−y∗)(t, y∗) + (−1)k+1

σ2 ∂y(h2l−y∗ − f2l−y∗)(t, y∗)

+∂2k−1
y (g2l−y∗+1 − e2l−y∗+1)(t, y

∗) = 0, l ∈ {1, . . . , q
2 − 1 + y∗},

(5.3)

Given that (g, h) = G
(
(ḡ, h̄)

)
, (e, f) = G

(
(ē, f̄)

)
, and their initial data ḡl(0, ·) = g0,l(·),

ēl(0, ·) = g0,l(·), h̄l(0, ·) = h0,l(·), f̄l(0, ·) = h0,l(·) satisfy the compatibility conditions of

order 0 to (4.1) with the initial-boundary conditions (3.18) or (3.24) (for q 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,

‖(g, h)− (e, f)‖XT
(g0 ,h0)

≤ C0 ·

(
q
∑

l=1

∥
∥Gl(∂

2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Gl(∂

2k−1
y ēl, . . . , ēl)

∥
∥
C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

)

+ C0 ·

(
q
∑

l=1

∥
∥W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l)−W1(∂y f̄l, f̄l)

∥
∥
C

α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

)

.

Thus, by applying the algebraic identity (5.1), the triangle inequality in the Hölder spaces,

(3.3), and leveraging the technical lemmas, Lemmas 6.2∼6.3, and Lemma 6.4 with either
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v = ḡl − ēl or v = h̄l − f̄l, we can establish the following estimates,

‖RM (ḡl)−RM (ēl)‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C
(
m,n,K0, ‖RM‖C1(M)

)
· T β1 · ‖ḡl − ēl‖

C
2k+α
2k

,2k+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
,

‖Wi(∂
i
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Wi(∂

i
y ēl, . . . , ēl)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C(m,n,K0) · ‖Wi‖C1(Rn×···×Rn×M) ·
∑

j≤i

‖∂j
yḡl − ∂j

y ēl‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C
(
(m,n,K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)
· T β1 · ‖ḡl − ēl‖

C
2k+α
2k

,2k+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
,

and

‖W1(∂yh̄l, h̄l)−W1(∂y f̄l, f̄l)‖C
α
2

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C
(
(m,n,K0, ‖ΠM‖C1(M)

)
· T β2 · ‖h̄l − f̄l‖

C
2+α
2

,2+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
. (5.4)

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

∥
∥Gl(∂

2k−1
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Gl(∂

2k−1
y ēl, . . . , ēl)

∥
∥
C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C
(
K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)
q
∑

l=1

‖RM (ḡl)−RM (ēl)‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C
(
K0, ‖RM‖C1(M)

) ∑

i≤2k−1

q
∑

l=1

‖Wi(∂
i
y ḡl, . . . , ḡl)−Wi(∂

i
y ēl, . . . , ēl)‖C

α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

+ C
(
λ,K0, ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M), ‖RM‖C0(M)

) ∑

i≤2k−2

q
∑

l=1

‖∂i
yḡl − ∂i

y ēl‖C
α
2k

,α([0,T ]×[0,1])

≤ C
(
m,n, λ,K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)
· T β1 · ‖ḡl − ēl‖

C
2k+α
2k

,2k+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
.

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

t0 = t0

(

α, λ, n,

q
∑

l=1

‖g0,l‖C2k,α([0,1]),

q−1
∑

l=1

‖h0,l‖C2,α([0,1]),K0, ‖RM‖C1(M), ‖ΠM‖C2k−1(M)

)

such that t0 ∈ (0, t2) and the term C2T
β in (5.2) fulfills

C2T
β < 1, ∀T ∈ (0, t0].

With the existence of such t0 > 0, the operator

G : XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0 → XT
(g0,h0)

∩BK0

not only represents a self-map but also serves as a strict contraction map for any T ∈ (0, t0].

By applying the Banach fixed-point theorem to the set Xt0
(g0,h0)

∩ BK0 , we conclude

that there exists a unique fixed point (g, h) ∈ Xt0
(g0,h0)

∩ BK0 , which is also a solution to

(3.17) with the initial-boundary conditions (3.18) or (3.24).
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• Smoothing, i.e., gl ∈ C∞ ((0, t0]× [0, 1]), ∀ l. 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 g and h can be improved by

demonstrating that






gl ∈
∞⋂

ℓ=1

C
2k+ℓ+α

2k ,2k+ℓ+α
([

2ℓ−1
2ℓ ε, t0

]
× [0, 1]

)
,

hl ∈
∞⋂

ℓ=1

C
2+ℓ+α

2 ,2+ℓ+α
([

2ℓ−1
2ℓ ε, t0

]
× [0, 1]

)
,

for arbitrary ε ∈ (0, t0). 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 γx. For tangent

vector fields v, v1, . . . , vk on M , we denote by v1 ∗ · · · ∗ vk a term of the type

v1 ∗ · · · ∗ vk =

{
〈vi1 , vi2〉 · · · 〈vik−1

, vik〉 , for k even,
〈vi1 , vi2〉 · · · 〈vik−2

, vik−1
〉 · vik , for k odd,

where i1, . . . , ik is any permutation of 1, . . . , k, 〈·, ·〉 = 〈·, ·〉g, and g is the Riemannian

metric of M . In a slightly more general context, we permit some of the tangent vector

fields vi to be scalar functions, where the ∗-product simplifies to multiplication. The

notation P a,c
b (v) represents the summation of finitely many terms Dµ1

x v ∗ · · · ∗Dµb
x v with

µ1 + · · · + µb = a, max{µ1, . . . , µb} ≤ c, and with universal coefficients, depending on

the derivatives of finite or zero order of Riemannian curvature tensor R and Riemannian

metric g, where Dx is the covariant differential operator. The universal coefficients and

the numbers of terms in P a,c
b (v) are assumed to be bounded from above and below by

constants depending only on a, b, K0, where K0 is determined by the C∞-norm of the

Riemannian curvature tensor R. It is easy to verify the following:







Dx

(
P a1,c1
b1

(v) ∗ P a2,c2
b2

(v)
)
= DxP

a1,c1
b1

(v) ∗ P a2,c2
b2

(v) + P a1,c1
b1

(v) ∗DxP
a2,c2
b2

(v) ,

P a1,c1
b1

(v) ∗ P a2,c2
b2

(v) = P
a1+a2,max{c1,c2}
b1+b2

(v) , DxP
a2,c2
b2

(v) = P a2+1,c2+1
b2

(v) .

We introduce the notation Qa,c
b (γx) to streamline the summation of polynomials. Namely,

Qa,c
b (γx) :=

∑

[[µ,ν]]≤[[a,b]]
ξ≤c

Pµ,ξ
ν (γx) =

a∑

µ=0

2a+b−2µ
∑

ν=1

c∑

ξ=0

Pµ,ξ
ν (γx),

where [[µ, ν]] := 2µ+ν, and a, c ∈ N0, b ∈ N. For simplicity, we also use the notation P a
b (γx)

and Qa
b (γx), to represent P

a,a
b (γx) and Qa,a

b (γx), respectively. The notationsD
0
xγl = γl and

D0
xχl = χl are introduced for simplicity, enabling the use of the covariant differentiation
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notation Dx in a manner where Dxγl = γl,x and Dxχl = χl,x, respectively. Similarly, this

extension applies to covariant differentiation with respect to t, denoted as Dt.

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 γ.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (γ, χ) ∈ ΘP fulfills the parabolic system (2.4). Then, for any µ ∈ N,

ℓ ∈ N0, we obtain

Dµ
t D

ℓ
xγl =(−1)(k+1)µD2kµ+ℓ−1

x γl,x +Q2kµ+ℓ−3
3 (γl,x), (5.5)

Dµ
t D

ℓ
xχl =D2µ+ℓ−1

x χl,x +Q2µ+ℓ−3
3 (χl,x). (5.6)

Proof. We prove (5.5) inductively on µ. For µ = 1 and ℓ = 0, it follows directly from

applying (2.4). Now, consider the case where µ = 1 and ℓ ≥ 2. We apply (6.1) and (2.4),

resulting in

DtD
ℓ
xγl =DtD

ℓ−1
x γl,x = Dℓ−1

x Dtγl,x +

ℓ−1∑

r=1

Dℓ−1−r
x

[
R(γl,t, γl,x)D

r−1
x γl,x

]

=Dℓ
xγl,t +

ℓ−1∑

r=1

Dℓ−1−r
x

[
R(γl,t, γl,x)D

r−1
x γl,x

]

=(−1)k+1D2k+ℓ−1
x γl,x +Q2k+ℓ−3

3 (γl,x). (5.7)

Hence, (5.5) holds for µ = 1. By applying (5.7) and the definition of P a,c
b (γl,x), along with

an induction argument, we obtain

DtP
a,c
b (γl,x) = Qa+2k,c+2k

b (γl,x). (5.8)

Using (5.7) and (5.8), we then have

Dµ
t D

ℓ
xγl =Dt(D

µ−1
t Dℓ

xγl) = Dt

(

(−1)(k+1)(µ−1)D2k(µ−1)+ℓ−1
x γl,x +Q

2k(µ−1)+ℓ−3
3 (γl,x)

)

=(−1)(k+1)µD2kµ+ℓ−1
x γl,x +Q2kµ+ℓ−3

3 (γl,x).

This completes the proof.

The identity (5.6) is proved inductively on µ. As µ = 1 and ℓ = 0, it follows from

applying (2.4). As µ = 1 and ℓ ≥ 2, we apply (6.1) and (2.4) to have

DtD
ℓ
xχl =DtD

ℓ−1
x χl,x = Dℓ−1

x Dtχl,x +

ℓ−1∑

r=1

Dℓ−1−r
x

[
R(χl,t, χl,x)D

r−1
x χl,x

]

=Dℓ
xχl,t +

ℓ−1∑

r=1

Dℓ−1−r
x

[
R(χl,t, χl,x)D

r−1
x χl,x

]

=Dℓ+1
x χl,x +Qℓ−1

3 (χl,x). (5.9)

Hence, (2.4) holds as µ = 1. By applying (5.9) and (5.8), we obtain

Dµ
t D

ℓ
xχl =Dt(D

µ−1
t Dℓ

xχl) = Dt

(

D2(µ−1)+ℓ−1
x χl,x +Q

2(µ−1)+ℓ−3
3 (χl,x)

)

=D2µ+ℓ−1
x χl,x +Q2µ+ℓ−3

3 (χl,x)

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 tmax ∈ [t0,∞), i.e., either

γl(tmax, ·) or χl(tmax, ·) fails to be smooth for the first time at t = tmax some l. Then, we

show that Zµ(t), defined in (2.15), remains uniformly bounded up to tmax for any µ ∈ N.

This gives the contradiction.

From differentiating the first term on the R.H.S. of (2.15) by ∂t and from applying

Lemmas 5.2 and 6.6, we obtain

d

dt

1

2

q
∑

l=1

‖Dµ−1
t ∂tγl‖

2
L2(Ii)

= I1 + I2 +

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx, (5.10)

where







I1 = (−1)k+1
q∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−1
x γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx,

I2 =
q∑

l=1

k−1∑

r=2
(−1)r+k+1

∫

Il

〈
R
(
Dµ

t D
2k−r−1
x γl,x, D

r−2
x γl,x

)
γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx,

(5.11)

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 = D2k−2
x γl,x in (6.3) of Lemma 6.6, by applying Lemma 5.2,

together with using integration by parts and (5.5), we obtain

I1 =(−1)k+1

q
∑

l=1

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

(5.12)

−(−1)k+1

(
q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, DxD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ−1
4 (γl,x) dx

)

.

Similarly, by letting V = D2k−3
x γl,x 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
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, DxD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx

=

q
∑

l=1

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−3
x γl,x, DxD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−3
x γl,x, D

2
xD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ
4 (γl,x) dx

=−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−3
x γl,x, D

2
xD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ
4 (γl,x) dx,

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

〈
Dµ

t (∆lD
2k−3
x ∂xγ)(t), DxD

µ−1
t ∂tγl(t, x

−
l )
〉
= 0, ∀ l = 1, · · · , q − 1.
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Hence,

I1 = (−1)k+1

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−3
x γl,x, D

2
xD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ
4 (γl,x) dx

+ (−1)k+1

q
∑

l=1

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−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 I1 inductively, we finally derive

I1 =−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈
Dµ

t D
k−1
x γl,x, D

k
xD

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
dx+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx

+ (−1)k+1

q
∑

l=1

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

=−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2kµ+k−1
x γl,x|

2 dx+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx

+ (−1)k+1

q
∑

l=1

〈
Dµ

t D
2k−2
x γl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tγl

〉
∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

. (5.13)

From the symmetry of the Riemannian curvature tensors, we may re-write I2 as

I2 =

q
∑

l=1

k−1∑

r=2

(−1)r+k+1

∫

Il

〈
R
(

Dµ−1
t ∂tγl, γl,x

)

Dr−2
x γl,x, D

µ
t D

2k−r−1
x γl,x

〉
dx

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

I2 as

I2 =

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx. (5.14)

By applying (5.6), we obtain

Dµ
t D

2
xχl =D2µ+1

x χl,x +Q2µ−1
3 (χl,x) = Dx

(

Dµ
t χl −Q2µ−2

3 (χl,x)
)

+Q2µ−1
3 (χl,x)

=DxD
µ
t χl +Q2µ−1

3 (χl,x).

From differentiating the second term on the R.H.S. of (2.15) by ∂t and from applying

integration by parts, and Lemma 5.2, we obtain

I3 :=
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈Dµ
t Dxχl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tχl〉 dx (5.15)

=
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

〈Dµ
t χl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tχl〉

∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

−
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈Dµ
t χl,x, DxD

µ−1
t ∂tχl〉 dx

+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4µ−2,2µ−1
4 (χl,x)dx

=
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

〈Dµ
t χl,x, D

µ−1
t ∂tχl〉

∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

−
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2µχl,x|
2 dx+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4µ−2,2µ−1
4 (χl,x)dx.

30



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

I1 + I3 =−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2kµ+k−1
x γl,x|

2 dx−
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2µχl,x|
2 dx

+

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ−1
4 (γl,x) dx+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4µ−2,2µ−1
4 (χl,x)dx. (5.16)

From these identities, we derive

d

dt
Zµ(t)+Zµ(t) + 2

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2kµ+k−1
x γl,x|

2 dx+
2

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2µ
x χl,x|

2 dx (5.17)

=

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4µ−2,2µ−1
4 (χl,x) dx.

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

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4kµ+2k−4,2kµ+k−1
4 (γl,x) dx+

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

Q4µ−2,2µ−1
4 (χl,x) dx (5.18)

≤ε

(
q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2kµ+k−1
x γl,x|

2 dx+
1

σ2

q−1
∑

l=1

∫

Il

|D2µ−1
x χl,x|

2 dx

)

+ C
(

k, λ, n, σ,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)]

)

,

where ε > 0 is any arbitrary small number and {K0,K1, . . . ,Km, . . .} is a given sequence

of positive numbers such that ‖RM‖Cm ≤ Km, ∀m ∈ N0. From (5.17) and choosing ε = 1

in (5.18), we obtain

d

dt
Zµ(t) + Zµ(t) ≤ C

(

k, λ, n, σ,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)]

)

. (5.19)

By applying Gronwall inequality to (5.19), we obtain

Zµ(t) ≤ C
(

k, λ, n, µ,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)],Zµ(t0)

)

. (5.20)

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







q∑

l=1

‖D2kµ−1
x γl,x‖

2
L2(Il)

≤ C
(

k, λ, n,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)],Zµ(t0, ·)

)

,

q−1∑

l=1

‖D2µ−1
x χl,x‖

2
L2(Il)

≤ C
(

k, λ, n, σ,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)],Zµ(t0, ·)

)

.

(5.21)

Thus, the required uniform estimates for (2.15) are derived for any µ ∈ 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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γ (tj , ·), which converges smoothly to γ∞(·) as tj → ∞. Let u(t) := Z1(t), which is given

in (2.15). From (5.20), we obtain

u(t) ≤ C
(

k, λ, n,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)]

)

,

which implies u ∈ L1 ([t0,∞)). Together with (5.19), we obtain

|u′(t)| ≤ C
(

k, λ, n,K2kµ+k−1, E
λ,σ
k [(γ(t0, ·), χ(t0, ·)]

)

Hence u(t) → 0 as t → ∞. Together with the regularity of (γ, χ), this implies that

(γ∞(·), χ∞(·)) ∈ ΘP , γ∞ fulfills L2k
x (γ∞,l) = 0 on (xl−1, xl), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q}, and χ∞

fulfills Dx∂xχ∞,l = 0 on (xl−1, xl), ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}.

The proof for showing γ∞ ∈ C2k−2,1([x0, xq]) simply follows from the smoothness of

γ∞,l ∈ C∞([xl−1, xl)], and the uniformly bounds of ‖γ∞,l‖Wµ,2([xl−1,xl]), for any µ ∈ N.

6 Appendix

Lemma 6.1. ([18, (3.5)]) Let 0 = x0 < x1 < · · · < xq = 1, Il = (xl−1, xl), and Ω denote

the set of all C2k−2 paths γ : [0, q] → M such that γl := γ|Īl
is smooth C∞. We define the

tangent space of Ω at a path γ, TγΩ, as the set of all Ck−1 vector fields W : [0, q] → TM

such that W|[xl−1,xl]
is smooth. If α : (−a, a)× [0, q] → M is a one-parameter variation of

γ ∈ Ω is defined by

α(ε, x) = expγ(εW (x))

and W ∈ TγΩ is the variational vector field associated to α, then

d

dε

∣
∣
ε=0

Ek[α(ε, x)] =(−1)k
q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈

D2k−1
x ∂xγl

+

k∑

µ=2

(−1)µR
(
D2k−µ−1

x ∂xγl, D
µ−2
x ∂xγl

)
∂xγl,W

〉

dx

+

k∑

ℓ=1

q
∑

l=1

(−1)ℓ−1

〈

Dk−ℓ
x W,Dk+ℓ−2

x ∂xγl

〉∣
∣
∣
∣

x−
l

x+
l−1

+
k−1∑

µ=2

k−j
∑

ℓ=1

q
∑

l=1

(−1)ℓ−1

〈

Dk−µ−ℓ
x R(W,∂xγl)D

µ−2
x ∂xγl, D

k+ℓ−2
x ∂xγl

〉∣
∣
∣
∣

x−
l

x+
l−1

,

and

d

dε

∣
∣
ε=0

T [α(ε, x)] =−

q
∑

l=1

∫

Il

〈Dx∂xγl,W 〉 dx+

q
∑

l=1

〈W,∂xγl〉

∣
∣
∣
∣

xl

xl−1

.
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For readers’ convenience, we recall some notation for parabolic Hölder spaces from [24,

page 66]. For any g : [0, T ]× [0, 1] → R, and ρ ∈ (0, 1), let

[g]ρ,y = sup
(t,y),(t,y′)∈[0,T ]×[0,1]

|g(t, y)− g(t, y′)|

|y − y′|ρ
,

[g]ρ,t = sup
(t,y),(t′,y)∈[0,T ]×[0,1]

|g(t, y)− g(t′, y)|

|t− t′|ρ
.

Let

C
ℓ+α
2k ,ℓ+α ([0, T ]× [0, 1]) , for α ∈ (0, 1) and ℓ ∈ N0,

represent the set of functions g : [0, T ] × [0, 1] → R, which have continuous derivatives

∂µ
y ∂

ν
t g for all ν, µ ∈ N0, 2ν + µ ≤ ℓ, and with the finite norm

‖g‖
C

ℓ+α
2k

,ℓ+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
=

ℓ∑

2kν+µ=0

sup
(t,y)∈[0,T ]×[0,1]

|∂µ
y ∂

ν
t g(t, y)|+

∑

2kν+µ=ℓ

[∂µ
y ∂

ν
t g]α,y

+
∑

0<ℓ+α−2kν−µ<2k

[∂µ
x∂

ν
t g] ℓ+α−2kν−µ

2k ,t.

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

N0, we have

C
k+α

4 ,k+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]) ⊂ C
m+α

4 ,m+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]).

Moreover, if v ∈ C
k+α

4 ,k+α([0, T ] × [0, 1]), then ∂l
xv ∈ C

k−l+α
4 ,k−l+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]) for all

0 ≤ l ≤ k so that

‖∂l
xv‖C

k−l+α
4

,k−l+α([0,T ]×[0,1])
≤ ‖v‖

C
k+α

4
,k+α([0,T ]×[0,1])

.

In particular at each fixed x ∈ [0, 1], we have ∂l
xv(·, x) ∈ Cs,β([0, T ]) with s = [k−l+α

4 ] and

β = k−l+α
4 − s.

Lemma 6.3. ([6, Lemma B.2]) For k ∈ N0, α, β ∈ (0, 1) and T > 0, we have

1. if v, w ∈ C
k+α

4 ,k+α([0, T ]× [0, 1]), then

‖vw‖
C

k+α
4

,k+α
≤ C‖v‖

C
k+α

4
,k+α

‖w‖
C

k+α
4

,k+α
,

with C = C(k) > 0;

2. if v ∈ C
α
4 ,α([0, T ]× [0, 1]), v(t, x) 6= 0 for all (t, x), then

∥
∥
∥
1

v

∥
∥
∥
C

α
4

,α
≤
∥
∥
∥
1

v

∥
∥
∥

2

C0([0,T ]×[0,1])
‖v‖

C
α
4

,α .

Similar statements are true for functions in Ck,β([0, T ]) and Ck,β([0, 1]).

33



Lemma 6.4. ([6, Lemma B.5]) Let T < 1 and v ∈ C
4+α
4 ,4+α([0, T ] × [0, 1]) such that

v(0, x) = 0, for any x ∈ [0, 1] then

‖∂l
xv‖C

m+α
4

,m+α ≤ C(m)T β‖v‖
C

4+α
4

,4+α

for all l,m ∈ N0 such that l +m < 4. Here β = max{ 1−α
4 , α

4 } ∈ (0, 1); more precisely for

l ≥ 1 then β = α
4 . In particular, for each x ∈ [0, 1] fixed

‖∂l
xv(·, x)‖C0,m+α

4 ([0,T ])
≤ C(m)T β‖v‖

C
4+α
4

,4+α

for all l,m ∈ N0 such that l +m < 4.

Lemma 6.5. ([5, Lemma A.1]) Let a1, . . . , an be positive numbers and assume 0 < i1 +

· · ·+ in < 2, where iµ > 0 for all µ = 1, . . . , n. Then, for any ε > 0, we have

ai11 · ai22 · . . . · ainn ≤ ε(a21 + . . .+ a2n) + Cε.

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

‖g‖k,p :=

k∑

ℓ=0

‖Dℓ
xg‖p with ‖Dℓ

xg‖p :=
( ∫

I

|Dℓ
xg|

pdx
)1/p

,

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

Lemma 6.6. ([17, Lemma 2.3]) Let γ : (t0, t1) × (0, 1) → M be a smooth map, and

V : (t0, t1)× (0, 1) → TγM be a smooth vector field associated with γ. Then,

DtDxγ =DxDtγ, (6.1)

DtD
µ
xV =Dµ

xDtV +

µ
∑

ν=1

Dµ−ν
x

[
R(γt, γx)D

ν−1
x V

]
, ∀µ ≥ 1, (6.2)

Dµ
t DxV =DxD

µ
t V +

µ
∑

ν=1

Dµ−ν
t

[
R(γt, γx)D

ν−1
t V

]
, ∀µ ≥ 1. (6.3)

Lemma 6.7. ([17, Lemma 2.5]) Let γl : (t0, t1) × Il → M be a smooth solution to (2.4)

for any l ∈ {1, · · · , q}. Then, we have the followings.

(i)

Dµ
xD

ℓ
tγ1(t, x0) = 0, Dµ

xD
ℓ
tγq(t, xq) = 0, ∀µ ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}, ℓ ∈ N, t ∈ (t0, t1).

(6.4)

(ii) As l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1},

Dµ
xD

ℓ
t∂tγl+1(t, x

+
l ) = Dµ

xD
ℓ
t∂tγl(t, x

−
l ), ∀µ ∈ {0, . . . , 2k − 2}, ℓ ∈ N0, t ∈ (t0, t1).

(6.5)

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

conditions on γl. Consequently, we omit the intricacies of the proof.
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Lemma 6.8. ([17, Lemma 2.6]) Let γ : [t0, t1) × I → M be a smooth map and ℓ ∈ N0.

Assume that the Riemannian curvature tensor R is smooth and uniformly bounded in C∞-

norm. If A,B ∈ N with B ≥ 2 and A+ 1
2B < 2ℓ+ 5, then we have

∑

[[a,b]]≤[[A,B]]
c≤ℓ+2,2≤b

∫

I

∣
∣P a,c

b (γx)
∣
∣ dx ≤ C · ‖γx‖

α
ℓ+2,2 ‖γx‖

B− A
ℓ+2

L2(I) (6.6)

where α = (A+ 1
2B−1)/(ℓ+2) and C = C(n, ℓ, A,B,Nm) for some constant m ∈ N0 such

that ‖RM‖Cm ≤ Nm.
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