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A Riemann i B3 M (4930 %3 2% 6 LA 52 )

(— IR X 027 % [0,T) — M, 3 a > 0, v AR B, = X (2", ¢) MR AAE R Y. &
YIRAEUE RS £ R — Ry BRI (B0 £/ = 8f/0k; > 0) — G (B f(kk) = kf(k), VEk € R)
Has 2Rt r(1,...,1) =n.

T A0S T R EE (1.1) 10 AP L R ) 7 e R e —

FIR 1102 RGBT L F >0 B f > 0, WAEAE T > 0 {64335 #2290 (1.1) 72 E
X[H [0,T) b EAME—REIE .

12 WREBENMERRS FOV) GFEFRIE H =k + -+ ks Gauss HIERE 1/n 07
n(K)Y™ = n(ky - k)" nEY* R nEy /By, o By A (IR k- B P2l 2%,

-1
By = <Z) Z Kiy * Ky -
1<ig < <ip<n

BN, By = H/n M E, = K 53508 (Bafk) IR Gauss 1. 2 F=H H o =18, % (1.1)

1973 4, Geroch Bl S0 51 N T 1WF3) #RIR, FRIER T, W 3 4k Riemann 3 (M3, gar) FIEL
FMFE R >0 HU-F 2wk thim X, 220, W Hawking 5T & #7001 2 il 2200 5
#2001 4, Huisken F1 Tlmanen 4 5] N 7 80-F-2 2R3 1 55 /%, FFI00E T E55/RE R Hawking i &
FIERETE, WITTIER T 3 48T PR ) Riemann Penrose 2530, 5¢T Euclid 58] Wi Hh R i
HeIE R T, WSE H Gerhardt B A1 Urbas 67 F 1990 4E 7247 70 IS 58 i, Guan A1 Li 81 K 8L T
Euclid 2] ETE k- 4 T F Quermass FR43 LR B 388 R 00T Bk ik, M A Gerhardt
A Urbas ¢T38 f 22 6 USSR UE B T 242 8811 Alexandrov-Fenchel N5 XS T~ Euclid 25 [A]H k-
TR TR AT, TR [4,8] AT LU H, a9 i AR IR 55 AR ADG I AR EUE W] Riemann Y% H i th
T E U A E A o G EE N . B, el ) V56T 100 dh 2R e Sot S FE 8 FH it 7t & — MR
TR, A SOIGIRPIZ AR — Lo B B R A e, A A B Tz s gt — P K .

A IR Buclid 2518 X HH 25 10] . BRTEAT Kottler ZS 18] AN, 237315 18 AH N 2 6] A 306 i
TSI SRR, BT R IR A B, FRATTE BT 1R e 0 PR st i b gl il R, AR SO R
PR30 i ARG I AR SR, FRATPEAE A SR B A S SR ks 25

2 Euclid ZEF A EZER
2.1 MiEHENEHER

Urbas [ F 1991 4E#F 50 T Euclid 258 R+ o™ i i o ffpf il 2200, — A 6@t  #xov
[, IR FEE k= (ky, ..., 00) TR 5 >0,Vi=1,...,n.

EIE 2.1 79100 i ¥y & Buclid %% 8] 560 PRl T, WIXHER o € (0, 1] Al RE =
TR AR R £

() f RMBEHH fFEEHET, ={keR":5;>0,i=1,...,n} WHPENE;

(ii) f AN R EH @R 2 S f. R R 2T,

f*(xl,...,xn):f(:cl_l,...,xgl)*l; (2.1)
(ili) f. ZMEEH £ £ D L FBERE,
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(iv) f EHRAL B PRI KA, BYEE n = 2,

W= (1.1) B K REERIR S, t € [0,00). MEERE M, @i ¥, ¥ ikELT®E, JEE
FE 2 13E 2 A 4828 e Ja AR B30 6 i U Sl s s r [ K.

FREH 2.1(i1) A1 2.1(ii) H Urbas[™ iIF8; @3 2.1(iv) M1 Li 0 IEBH. @8 2.1 FHE I A 5 %
SR — L NPT (pinching) i, RIS THARE T 2, MR SR/ EMRLME. BT f K
B, AGITTE Sy AE R REIBOE E-RE L k1 < ko <0 <k, WTEERE 2.1 5640, A71E RAKH T4
EHHIT S0 n Al o EEL C > 0 RGBT S FIEME k= (51, ..., 65,) BETHEL K, < Ok,
te[0,7).

EFE 2.1 T ESRM o« € (0,1]. £ a > 1 I, Gerhardt M 7£ 2014 SERFFT 1 (™48 il T f0 308 i 2R
PHIER T e B 2.1(1) 3 Bl R A UsCS

EE 2.2 fRE %) & Euclid 23 H 068 A RS, WXHER o > 1 FER M HAE
WEHE T, R BUE RN, B RR (1.1) B RN AR S, ¢ € 0,T), HF T < oo
BEEI A ¢ — T, B 2, ¥ IKETLITE, H HALIDE YA 4828 5 AR E0E 26 15k s 2 s fir
K.

ff Gerhardt "] Z F, Schniirer 12 A1 Li 8 £ & T f R (1.1) A4 n =2, F =nK'/? H
o € (1,2] BFIesht:. fil, Kroner Fl Scheuer M BET o > 1 B f A T, ERIMBREIEE, (B
TN E AR M o TSI (pinched), B [A]2 < coH2. —MIETE T, MAERTE o > 1 B &
B 2.1(1)-2.1(iv) W HRFTER. B, 7E o > 1 ¥ F = nE/" (k=1,...,n— 1) B, MR
T AR TS 2 S BRI

2.2 ENBHEAEHERR

Tt 2RI LS 2R S G MR AE T, e R TR A AR AF PR, Gerhardt P! Al Urbas 6]
3T 1990 FMALAR T T Euclid 2 1A B T Ml E 3 fl 2298, Buclid S AHR R M X 20
JEILCHERREL v = (X, v) > 0, WAR S NETBITH. XZMTF X AT LR R AL BR T 6 s 2
EIZ, Bl S = {(0,u(0)),0 € S"}, u € C°(S™). X T c R™ &MU IEHE T BIIT B FRIHE, 2R
Bofec~(D). MBI L & SREIMR e, WK SN f- M. BB _E i fhRma
LUl

EI 2.36:61 ¥ TR E MG IEMHE T, FIFRIXFRHE, B f e 0~(T) &AM
¥, HWEET W f >0, (£S5 o b f BUEAE. R Yo & Euclid ZRIH LM H. B¥
H - MBI, WAHER o € (0,1], RF (1.1) BA KN AEERR S, t € [0,00). FEEE
g, fEhm =, kBT E, JF HAES I IE 2 14822 ¥ f5 DhFe Bos o i i s & sy [ Bk,

EFE 2.3 F o = 1 HIEZH Gerhardt B Al Urbas(® 3537 581 o € (0,1) K& H Gerhardt M
SER. PREHER RGN T =Ty = (k e R* : Ej(k) > 0,5 = 1,...,k}, k= 1,...,n. WH
FEITE L 1 E MR L ke Ty, W S BN k- BN, B5E W, Bl 2 & i
T ke Ty @l S N FX SN TR M=E £ e Ty, Bk, e 2.3 7751, Buclid 25+ A
¥ k- BT f=nE" B o e (0,1] B RO T BA K R B ¢ — oo, B
S, ¥k BT IE, H AL E Y AR G DR HOE R WSk B s A A Bk, X MR TE S
Kt Guan Ml Li 8 N HAEIE Euclid 2882 k- MBI Alexandrov-Fenchel %5
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2.3 Euclid Z=[8)F A E R AN A

AN VA AR XA i AR T R I K. ol © = 00 2 R gl
A X Q M5 H Quermass A5 Viy1_p(Q) IR NUTFRIAA £ = 00 ERI#EZRF5

Vigr1-£(Q) = / Ey_1(k)dp, k=1,...,n,
b

HH Voi1(Q) = (n+1)Vol(Q), Vo(Q) = (n+1)Vol(B) = w,,, HH B i N Buclid 238 FF I AALER. 2 Q
MM X, £ Alexandrov-Fenchel A& EFH an F R

Vo k()T (Vi f (@) T
(r®)” <(vm) > osken 22)
HAESIEIY HANY Q & Euclid Bk. 24 k=0 &, EBIA Euclid 25 8] & L 145 AN, 77T
B RIS (RIAS 75 B X 30 A i — 44 1F).
FRIXIE Q € RN k- (9, BRI AR = 00 MEME k(z) € Ty, Vo € 0Q; Q FRNETS k-
N, W k(x) € Ty, Vo € 0Q. Guan A1 Li 8 78 2009 4B FH 40 38 il 290

a - nEk v
WERR T AL (2.2) SHMEREOWIBIETE HES k- XK Q BT,
I 2.4 R (2.2) WHMERGIE MRS k- MIX 3L Q or B SR HACY Q 2 Euclid
B, Hep kb =1,... n.
MERR (UERAREEL) w6, ik Q 2R k- X, HEH 2.3 LL o APIMERY i Z50R (2.3) B
HEEEDEHEME S = 094, t € [0,00), H B, 2R k- M. & X

0 x = B (2.3)

1

Q(Qt) _ Vrﬁ:ll:ll:: (Qt)
WA R R A R
%X — _Fy, (2.4)

BRSBTS, 8 m- PR B, RVUARTC du, W2 KT

. E
gEm =V’ (amsz> + F(nElEm — (7’1, — m)Eerl),

ot oh}
gd = —nk1Fd
ot Ht = —NLy L apt.

RN F = —Ep_1/(nEy) AI1F Vo () AV, (Q) TR BIR R T2

d n+1—k

% n+17k(Qt) = Vn+1fk(Qt)»

d n—=k Ek;flEkFi»l n—=k

—_ = <

dtvnfk(ﬂt) n s, Ek d,U/t X n ank(Qt)a

760



REREE e 48 % 56 M

XH A~ MAEXHE] T Newton-Maclaurin AE By By < EF, Vi € Ty B, Q(Q0) FEA I

(AL 384 P i S . T Q KBS IRIEAE, HIE LRSS Q = r(t)~1Q, JOIB ISR BALIR, T Q(Q0)

TEMAE AR FARFEAAS, R, Q(Qr) RIS T IS IR . LA Q(Q) MIAIAA{E 15 W R A ] 45
Q(2) < Q) = Q(Q) < lim Q(Q) = Q(B). (2.5)

t—o00

REMTFAER (2.2). BT Newton-Maclaurin AR, Ey 1 Eryy < E,% HBA3%5 4 HANY v = k(1,
1),k eR, BRI, (2.5) W5 S HALY Q, (Vt € [0,00)) &4 /BFi Ml H AT 2 Euclid 3.

WH QRIS k- Xk, AR — R k- X Q KIEIL Q. HIESME AR (2.2)
ST Q oz, W RS, AEBAEERE (2.2) SEERT k- NIXIER Q —EREE k-,
MTIT AT —BCEBA TN Q 52 Euclid Bk, BARAST 0] 2 WCHR (8], PA A SCEEE 5.4 FUER. O

M SRR B AR ARy D A 0 25 IR ) LA AN S OB 2 AAE T R I A 10 2R 1 B
Q(t), tLER Q(t) MIMIGHE S5 W PRAEBE I 3 B A, AT 2 I SCHR [15,16] % Buclid =% (] 0 il 2
R L.

3 WHEZEPRIEH R
3.1 X ES 6] o i AR AT 1

X 7 R] 2 5E & I B A AT IR Ky = —1 10 Riemann JifE. 2RO 2 [0 2L A = Fss DL
FRMER: AR . 2 PR R AL (warped) SRR 3 B SR FH X 43 1] H L (4 i 3fe
AT B H ! = R, x S™ B4 Riemann E& g = dr? + sinh® rggn. X250 A (K8 HTH © FRONE
TER, W SCHE R x = g(sinhrd,,v) > 0 ALALROL, XMW RSN T S Al R frek s Bl
R r() WEHR, B S = {(0,7(0)) : 0 S} HEH 2.3 2401, XUl = 8] o 2 7 i i 10t il 22
WA T S E B

EIE 3.1078 BT c R 22— MU IEHE T, FIFRSTRRNEE, BREL f e 0°(1) 22—
B, HWREAE T W f >0, fEL5 or b f BUERNE. Wi S0 ¢ HrHE @ X0 23 ) v 10 P 0 2 %
H - Mg, WXHMEE o € (0,1], R (1.1) BB KN EAERR 2, t € [0,00); B, AIEKIR
RERTHE S™ E A B, BN S, = graphr (¢, -); BEAE IS [ B9850, b s, 9 k£85I, 8, K
FEATE 28 2

Ihi — 61| < Cew&t, Vi€ [0,00). (3.1)
I TE] ¢ — oo I, BREL 7(t,0) = r(t,0) — n~ot JGIEWSEIKIE S LR — G EREL f(0).

X TRt A ) g R T, L S5 OV R T — NS 2.1(v) USSR, WAL f 2 Ty
R E f |or, = 0, I4EEE T e ™A% ™8 HT T, Scheuer ) UEB] TAZFE— ML a0 > 0 115,
WER « € (1,a0), MIFEHIZRR (1.1) A5 ER 3.1 RSt e B EXU 2= (e, A 1IEH 13—
HEP M, B A e BRSBTS c BT N h- ME T, W RAE S EAR R SAL Y 3 i ZR 0
A&k > 1. 5L, Kroner Al Scheuer M 58 T RREL £ 8 Ty LM pR %L, H AU i i i 2 214

1
|4 =TI = = (H = n)? < eo(H —n)?
3 2
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SEFE 3.1 FIIRBR R AL £(0) — MR YA — g 2 H L ST 00 2% 8] Aoy S i Wi Sk, FRAT 1A
TR T

EE 3.2920 4 q€(0,1], F=H, WHEE—NER-F NI S0 c 1, 30 S0 NPIE
Y30 R AEIT 1] £ — oo I, PEEE =2 tg, URBIZEIRTT S £ Joo, 1H Goo ARERTE_EFOFRIEE
HOXEW g NREME 2, FIESERE.

XU ZE R 2 [ FRATTABETS 2 Buclid 28 [/ ARFER . TEMGE MM 4T s =, IS E R
BRI45e.

3.2 Wz EFEY Alexandrov-Fenchel BIAEEF

5 Euclid 75 [BIZEAL, X 23 8] 3 il 2R 0 R A 32 & 1 LT R . Brendle 252U & de Lima
Girao (22 5 A a7 N FH 30035 f R AR AF U0 R BT BT 24 R AR 4 AN &5 5K

EIB 3.302022 i ¥ =90 c H'H (n > 2) AXUHZ A R 6N B2 F s i, 1] v
= coshr |s; A coshr PR 78 Hh I _F 1) pR 2, W)

(i) (ZI3CHR [21])

/ VEld/AZTL/ f+w7%|2|n7_1; (3.2)
) Q

framn((2)7+(2))

ESIEI ALY B iR,

17 de Lima Fl Girao 22 IFH] T A% (3.3) WK T A% (3.2). (HEHANMAERIF AR
TR — Rk UE, BRATRBEHIBADY n [ f 5wy /7|0 0/ Z ks, FIF Minkowski 477
AXFAGNE, Ge 55 23 FATEL (3.3) #7207 00 2 (o) HhoGH PR A ™kl T b5 B 25 200
P2l AR A AN S 2L

ZOCHR (8] M)A K, ZEig . FEREE A EUEH T AT AU A3 1 Alexandrov-Fenchel
ANEE:

EIE 3.4 iR S c HV Y (n > 2) JRUl s ) soGig F R L™k 2- ™ i, )

(i) (ZW3CHk [22))

2 n—2
/&w%an+mm (3.4)
b

Hep [s] i x AR, A USRS 2 HACY B ek,
EIASES (3.4) HISREEAE T, FATTAIL

@®) =121 ([ Bud - 1)

) Ey
X = (3.5)
B I TSN R . R R RN Q(S,) FERSIA] ¢ — oo IS IRIARER. b T-7E X0 2 (8] o iR AT

G MR e, BB R RBCE B Buclid 258 OIRFELF RO SPE, FATA RS2 B 2.4 THIRRER 5

Pl E =puiliii RS

762
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HAFE] Timy o0 Q(Sy). FATHITTEZ Brendle 55 U J % (WE 5.3 /ANTT), M AT X H#TE
Y (3.1) ¥ Q) BIS TR AEWIL I, 85 FIH Beckner 2 BRI Y Sobolev A&, 2]
T limy o0 Q(S4) > wit MRS (3.4). SRFI 5 EFR 3.4 2BA 7735, Hu 26 56X 25 6] th g
AR R ENN T S UER 70 B Willmore YAV

2 n—2
/Efdﬂ} (Wi |55+ |5)), (3.6)
>

HARSEE 2 HACY © ik,

FATERAG N HoAth B, AR AR Alexandrov-Fenchel TEAREER, & KUATE k- &4 N &R T
VAR B R 1) LA AR 2R 2 BN, A, Ge 55 BTG HEINTH K- YIS INSR A T A
i, HRBUEN IR (2.3) T, BBy h- (Y ORERI, BET TR BTG LA R A SR

EIE 3.5 27 ik © < HrH SR Al o M A M i,

(i) X2 2k < n BIIEEEEL K, BT © () Gauss-Bonnet 12 L, = C2F(2k)! Zf;o(—l)iC,iEgk,gi
T 12

n—2k

/Lkdu202k(2k)!wik/”|2| w
b

(il) XL & < n BIEMREL &k, BT © 8 k- Br-Pg s B, R 2 AR

2 2nk)
fraoe((2) (2’
) Wn, Wn
(i) AL 2k + 1 < n FIEEE K, 12 Q A S BRI XE, U Q # Quermass 15> Way11(Q)
i 2

n—2k+2i
n

k
n —2%k i (n+1
Worir () > —r 5~ 2 c (” Wl(fz)) ,

n+lin—2k+2i "\ w,

JEH, FIR=AAEAPESEAG Y HACY S 2Bk

AR (3.7) RAMBEE k BOL. 25, Wang Al Xia 281 N R Quermass £33 il R IRAERH T

ANFER (3.7) RS A [ AT ORI A B ERTE R k- B R A L. H TS TR
PI—AN T, AN (3.7) B B 2T k- Mo, k=13, 0.

4 IKEPHREHRERREENA

2013 4, Makowski F1 Scheuer (29 53 7 BRTH] A 33 ff 23, WEBH 7 40 F e 2

EE 4.1 % % = Xo(S™) c Sv+ ek g dhim, 23 F = f(x) W2

() X a=1, f M f, BIO9MRE, 80 f 9MeRECH. £ EIRHE T, 0 A BUE N,

(i) Xt o # 1, f ONMEECH f 72 IEHE T D ABUENE,
T SR (1.1) AIER RAFAEITE] T < 0o, HAFLE 0 < to < T 1153 By (to <t < T) #W LLE R B IR
B S(xo) (zo € S R u(t, ) FIEE. 2t — T W, B ut,-) BLCYP (0 < B < 1) BHRRHE
©/2, FFHAMI [ HT = 0,t = T.

X o= 1 W1ETE, Gerhards B0 FCHBIR A IMEUE B T 40 F 6 S
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EH 4.2B% % 2y = Xo(S?) c ST ORERI LI, o = 1 Bl g £ M £ BRI
e, MR (1) FIsRCRAAAERTTE] T < oo, HAFLE 0 < to < T 15 Xy (to <t < T) #AI LLRIR I
ANIRIE S(zo) (w0 € SPHY) LpREL u(t,.) FIEHE. 2t — T B, B3 u(t, ) JeIE SR /2, H u(t,)
FEIE 2 B AR A8 ¥ o RIS 1.

ST ZARL, BRI A A0 iR FRE AT LR SRIERH Alexandrov-Fenchel B ANEE . Makowski Al
Scheuer (291 15 5 FH 06~ 35 il 2R A0E B T G A S

EIE 4.3 29 & xSt BRI R R i D)

(i) #n>2 1,
9 2(n—1
(& o)’ (2)
Wn > Wn

) B @ 2-
wn )’
(i) 2 n >3 B, [y Badp > wi [2%5 — |S);
(iii) & k NIEEEHWE 2k +1 < n, id Q 8 S GRIF XL, W Q 1) Quermass B4 War11(Q)
e

k n—2k+2i
n

Wan(@) > 2 S 22 (Tme) T

n+14 n—2k+2i F\ w,

HH, ER=EARERPESIEY Y s 2 NHER.

ARSCHS AE 5 R B T 140 30 BR T 7 T AE ) T 30 R AR S

FEFE 4.4 B B C S OAERT TR T, DR 2k < n BOIEEEE &, BT S Causs-
Bonnet HiZ Ly, = C2*(2k)! S8 €l Eop oy WRARER [ Lpdp > C2F(2k) ™™ || "5, A5 AT
2 ALY 3 gl HER T

KT BRI A B B A AR S 2R, H AT %A SR I 4516, 772 WSOk [32) A s .

5 Kottler 8] FEZF R Alexandrov-Fenchel BIAE R

BT =9 1018 1 2 B8 2 ARt th 30 Im IS Stk S LR . AR b 28l REM R A,
NAT S 00 B8 R A0 2 [] v o A3t e 45 2 SRR 4518 . 1 it SR =2 18] ) D9 R — AN LR AR IR T AE 7
(P73 a). VF 2 A s AR ok | T SCHXHE , BAA RISt B, #iic-rE v
Schwarzschild Z¥ 0] . # 1T XU Anti-de Sitter-Schwarzschild % [B]FNEE — & 5771 J&3358 XU #H ) Kottler
77 [A). X e A] LA B A JUAE T U AR 23 B 5 R A AT TR TR &R

5.1 Kottler Z3|g]

S Kottler 25 [0 ) € SCRIPER, 714 Schwarzschild %5 [A]#1 Anti-de Sitter-Schwarzschild %%
BN Kottler 2= [AI7E SRS FIIMRIRIE . 12 k = 0,41 A, (N, ¢) AWK EAFEEME
IR, Bm e RIEL m >0, MR k=0,,m>—(n—1)"7 (n+ 1)~ , W x = -1, Wi
TE S EREL

V2(p)i=p* +r— pin_ll (5.1)

BIEMR. A2 prm N Viem BCRITIEM, M Kottler 2X[0] (M, gy ) & SCNIRFRIIE (pm,00)x N b &
2

W 2 (5.2)

Irm =2 1)
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(1582540, Kottler 7% ] — AN H B (1) M 5T 2 R AR S T 1%
AVN,mgn,m - ?QVn,m + me% =0 (53)

HEEME R=—nn+1), X VI ALHEE Gr.m ) Levi-Civita Bt%%, Ric N¥ = Gr,m i) Ricei
fZ. AT OM = {ppm} x N FRIGRHT-ZE H A ils)s, BRI 550 A Rl b~ 1 ol i Fr) TR AR AN /s
THF LR TR, Kottler %160 — S EIEMIMTE I SN 200 55 = 1 B, (M, g1,) BI4 Anti-de
Sitter-Schwarzschild 23 [f); %4 k=1 H m — 0 B}, (M, g1,0) BP0 23 () HR L

Anti-de Sitter-Schwarzschild 7= [A] &7 X i1 25 8], T Schwarzschild 2= [B] U] g S i 2 ],
& SO EAA L AR B &

1

__ do? + 0%aen 5.4
9= g +res (5.4)

[ n (n>2) 4L M = [po, 00) x S", HHEE m >0, po ETFE 1 — 2mpy™" = 0 FIIR, gs- /ZFKH
S" _ERIFRAERE . BSR Anti-de Sitter-Schwarzschild 2% [A] 55 Schwarzschild %% [A]7E 76 55 12 kb H A A [A]
RIMETE, 55 T AT & R IR IS T %A G IR R m 7ot gy, HAES B 5 = m 7 1),
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Inverse curvature flow for hypersurfaces in Riemannian
manifold and its application

Haizhong Li, Yong Wei & Tailong Zhou

Abstract This is a survey paper on the inverse curvature flow for hypersurfaces in Riemannian manifold.
We first discuss the long time behavior of the inverse curvature flow in Euclidean space, and its application in
proving the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities for star-shaped hypersurfaces. Then we discuss the related results
in hyperbolic space and in sphere. Finally, we discuss the inverse mean curvature flow in Kottler space. Kottler
space is an important example of warped product space, and is aymptotically locally hyperbolic at the infinity

and

satisfies the static equation. We will consider the convergence result of inverse mean curvature flow in such

space and also discuss its application in proving the Minkowski-type inequality for star-shaped and mean convex
hypersurfaces. Inverse curvature flow is an active research area in recent years. We cannot include all results in

this

short article. For the convenience of the interested readers, we list a few related references on other topics

that we do not mention.
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