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VOLUME PRESERVING MEAN CURVATURE FLOW FOR STAR-SHAPED SETS

INWON KIM AND DOHYUN KWON

ABSTRACT. We study the evolution of star-shaped sets in volume preserving mean curvature flow.
Constructed by approximate minimizing movements, our solutions preserve a strong version of star-
shapedness. We also show that the solutions converges to a ball as time goes to infinity. For asymptotic
behavior of the solutions we use the gradient flow structure of the problem, whereas a modified notion of
viscosity solutions is introduced to study the geometric properties of the flow by moving planes method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q¢ be a open and bounded domain in R™ with unit volume, and consider the evolution of sets
(Q4)1>0 moving with the normal velocity V' given by

(11) V=-H+ )\(t) on Ft = aQt, |Qt| = |Qo|

In smooth setting, H is mean curvature on 9€); where H is set to be positive if the domain is convex at
the point, and A : R — R satisfies th VdS = 0 so that the evolution satisfies Q| = |Qo], i.e.
1
(1.2) At) = =——— Hdo = Hdo.
Per(Q) Joq, o9,

There are two main difficulties to study the global behavior of the flow (II)) in general settings. First
the evolution may go through topological changes, and secondly the formula ([2]) does not hold for A in
less than C'™® settings. The first difficulty motivates us to study geometric properties that are preserved
by the flow, and the second requires new ideas to obtain sufficient compactness to establish convergence
to equilibrium.

In variational setting, (II)) can be formulated based on its energy dissipation structure for the perime-
ter energy with volume preserving constraint. Using this structure [MSS16] and showed the
existence of general distribution solution of (II)). For our interest in geometric properties of solutions,
we instead work with a modified version of viscosity solutions, where we consider an implicit choice of A
so that the volume of the evolving set is preserved over time.

Motivated by recent results [MSST6] and [KK18], our strategy is to approximate (I.I]) by the following
flow as § — 0:

(1.3) {gg z S;f +As(t),  As(t) :=75(|]) on Iy,

where s : RT — R for § > 0 is defined by

(1.4) v5(s) := %(1 —5).

Let us mention that the comparison principle does not hold for both () and ([[3]), so the notion
of solutions should be understood as viscosity solutions with a priori given As(¢) (see Definition [[T] and
Definition [Z6]). Compared to the original flow (1), (I3]) holds an advantage that A;(¢) only depends
on ||, thus it can be handled with little information on the regularity of I';, which makes it easier to
handle with viscosity solutions theory. The existence and uniqueness for viscosity solutions of (3] were
proved in [KKI8]. The following is summary of the main results in Theorem [3.1] & [Tl Corollary
and Theorem (.11
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Theorem 1. Let us denote B(xo) to be the ball of unit volume centered at xo. Under the geometric
assumption on the initial data,

(1.5) Qo satisfies p-reflection (See Definition[21) for some p € [0, (cn5)™Y), en = |B1(0)[*/™.

There exists a viscosity solution (2°, \oo) of (LI approzimated by solutions {(Q2, As)}s>o0 of (L3) as
0 > 0 with the following properties:

(a) Along a subsequence 6 and for any finite time T, we have

ngngdH(Qf,ng) — 0,25 = Moo in L2([0,T)).
(b) There exists r > 0 such that for all t,6 > 0 both Q° and Q2 contain the ball B,.(0) and stay
star-shaped with respect to it.

(¢) (°)¢>0 uniformly converges to a ball of volume 1, modulo translation, i.e.,

sup dg(25°,B(z)) — 0 ast — 0.
2o ER™

Let us briefly discuss the main ingredients and challenges in the context of literature.

Geometric properties Due to the low-dimensional nature of the flow, finite-time singularities even
for smooth €y can be expected in general. Tt is well known ( [Hui87]) that convexity is preserved in the
flow (), and the global-time behavior of convex evolution, as well as exponential convergence to the
unit ball, has been studied in the smooth case [Hui87] and for anistropic flow [And01] and [BCCNQ9].
Our goal in this paper is understanding the evolution of star-shaped sets. While it is suspected that
star-shapedness is preserved in the evolution, it remains open to be proved. In [KK18] we instead
considered a stronger version of star-shapeness, i.e. the property p-reflection given in Section[Z2l Roughly
speaking this property amounts to the boundary of the set being Lipschitz with respect to the spherical
coordinate given by B,(0). [KK18] shows, by moving planes argument, that this property is preserved in
the flow with volume-dependent forcing, which includes (I3]). In particular this property implies (b) for
2, as well as an equi-continuity over time, yielding the first part of (a). It should be pointed out that,
as in [KK18|, our geometric arguments should be incorporated with the variational methods, since the
underlying gradient flow structure of (ILT]) and (I3]) provides both existence and asymptotic convergence
results for both problems. For this reason our construction of solutions for (ILT])-(L3) employs constrained
minimizing movements with admissible sets only for star-shaped sets, which differs from the standard
constructions.

Regularity of 0Q¢° and Notions of solutions. To yield the second part of (a), we obtain uniform
L? bound for s, largely following the variational arguments in [MSS16], adapted to our constrained
minimizing movements described above. The main difficulty that is new in this paper is the lack of the
uniform L bound on A,. The bounds for A\s correlates to that of the total curvature faQt HdS. An
L*> bound for A\, along with the geometric property of ; would invoke parabolic regularity theory for
curvature flows to yield smoothness of the flow, which in turn yields sufficient compactness to discuss
the asymptotic behavior of the flow. Indeed this was the case for [KK18], where A\s in (I3) is a priori
bounded by %.

For convex case, Minkowski’s quadratic inequality (See (78) in [BCCN09] and Proposition 4.1 in
[And01]) yields a uniform bound on the total mean curvature of a set in terms of volume and perimeter.
However, for non-convex set, this inequality fails and the total mean curvature can be unbounded (See
Example [AT] and Example [A.2)).

For us there is only L? estimates are available on Ao, which is inherited from As’s (see Section [).
For this reason, we fall short of obtaining regularity of 9€Q° that goes beyond Lipschitz. In particular
this necessitates a notion of viscosity solutions of V.= —H + X for a priori given A\ € L}, _.([0,00))
(Definition [2.7]). Moreover, to assert that the limit (Q22°, A) solves (ILI]), our notion needs to stay stable
under weak convergence of A in L2, Once such notion is established for prescribed ), we can introduce

a notion of viscosity solutions of (L.I)):

Definition 1.1. The pair ((€):>0,A) be a viscosity solution of (L)) if || = |Qo] and ()0 is a
viscosity solution (See Definition [Z8) of V = —H + A(t).
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The extended notion for prescribed A, Definition 2.7, enables us to analyze geometric properties of
(D)0, A) for X € L}, .([0,00)). Notions of viscosity solutions for time-integrable operator are previously
introduced in [Ish85], [Bou08a] and [Bou08b]. These previous notions however do not allow stability under
weak convergence of operators, and thus in this aspect our notion is new. Our notions however coincide
with the previous ones as a consequence of its stability properties, see Remark

Note that gradient and curvature estimates of volume preserving mean curvature and classical mean
curvature were proven in [Ath97] for rotationally symmetric case and [EH89] for entire graphs. We
expect that this arguments with interior estimates from [EH91] and [Eck04] can be applied for our case
with suitable modifications, but we do not pursue this issue here. With higher regularity, uniqueness of
the solution for (II)) may be shown by dilation arguments as in [Gig06] and [BCCNQ9).

Long-time behavior of the evolution As mentioned above, we are short of proving smoothness of
Q2° beyond its Lipschitz graph property, though we expect it to be true. Note that in non-smooth or non-
convex setting, perimeter difference may not converge into zero as Hausdorff distance converges to zero.
This poses a challenge for proving asymptotic convergnce of Q7°. Our proof of perimeter convergence
in the asymptotic limit uses both the uniform L? estimates of mean curvature and star-shapedness
(See Lemma [E.3). [ES98] and [AKSI0] show global well-posedness and exponential convergence if the
initial condition is sufficiently close to a round sphere in Holder norm and Sobolev norm. respectively.
Similar results were proven for sufficiently small traceless second fundamental form of the initial condition
in [Li09]. We mention that most of existing results on asymptotic convergence require regularity of the
interface to be smoother than C1:*.

We finish this section with an outline of the paper. In section 21 we recall level set formulation of
(1) and notions of the corresponding viscosity solutions for a prescribed and continuous A. Then we
extend the notion to A € L} ([0,00)) and establish its well-posedness by comparison principle. Then
we are able to define the notion of solutions for our original flow (LI]) as given in Definition [[1 In
section [3] we introduce the approximation by (L3) constructed by a constrained minimizing movement.
Based on their geometric properties, we establish the first part of Theorem [I (a) for the limiting set
Q. Section [ completes the statement of Theorem [(a) and (b) by establishing a uniform L? bound of
As, using the variational construction of solutions for (I3). This leads to the weak convergence of A5 to
Aoo, While following the outline given by [MSS16], our construction of local variation is more delicate
(Lemma 7] and Lemma [8)), since the perturbed set needs to stay within our geometric constraints.
Finally in section [B] we prove Theorem [I}c), by establishing the perimeter convergence of 2° as ¢t — oo,
using the L? bound on A, obtained in section [l

2. PRELIMINARIES AND A NOTION OF SOLUTION
2.1. Notations. We begin with a list of definitions.
e Q:=R"x[0,00), Qr:=R"x][0,T];
o Dr(xo,to) = Br(mo) X (to — T2,t0], 6pDT = (ET(ZCO) X {to}) U (GBT(xO) X [to — 7‘2,t0]);
o O, p(x) := x+[—h, h|x B*1(0), C:h(z) = x+[0, h]x B»=1(0), B*71(0) :={z e R" 7}, |z| < 1};
Next we recall some geometric properties from [FK14].

Definition 2.1. [FK14l Definition 10] A bounded, open set {2 satisfies p-reflection if

(1) € contains B,(0) and
(2) Q satisfies that for all direction v € S*~! and all s > p.

(2.1) \I/HV(S)(QQH;’_(S)) C QQH;(S)
where Upp, (4) is a reflection function with respect to the hyperplane I, (s) := {x - v = s} defined by
Un, o) (@) =2 —2(x —sv,v)y, If(s):={zeR":z-v>s}and Il (s):={zeR":z-v < s}.

Definition 2.2. A bounded set 2 in R™ is star-shaped with respect to a ball B, if for any point y € B,.,
Q) is star-shaped with respect to y. Let

(2.2) Sy = {Q : star-shaped with respect to B,(0)} and Sy g := S, N{Q: Q C Br(0)}.



2.2. Preliminary notions of viscosity solutions. Foru: L C R? — R we denote its semi-continuous
envelopes uy,u* : L — R by

2.3 « =1 inf * =1 .
(2.3) un(r) :=lim il uly) and u'(x) = lim sup u(y)
yeL yeEL

For a sequence of functions {uy}reny on Q,

1 1

(2.4) lim sup * ug(z,t) := lim sup {uk(y,s) k>4, ly—z <=, |s—t < —,} ,
k—o0 J—0 J J
o o ) 1 1

(2.5) lim inf , ug(x,t) := lim inf S uk(y,s) 1k >j, Jy—x| <=, |s—¢t < =».
k—o00 J—=00 J J

In the level set formation, €2 is given by Q;(u) := {z € R™ : u(x,t) > 0} where u : @ — R solves the
following equation:

(2.6) ug = F(Du, D*u) + \(t)| Dul
where F': (R™\ {0}) x S"*"™ — R is given by
(2.7) F(p,X) ::trace(([—ﬂéé p)X).

lp| Il
with initial data

(2.8) u(z,0) = uo(z) := xa, — Xq¢ for € R™.

Let us recall definitions of viscosity solutions of (Z6) and (L3) with fixed A € C(R{).

Definition 2.3. [CGGII1l Definition 2.1], [Barl3, Definition 6.1]
e A function u : Q — R is a viscosity subsolution of ([Z.6) if u* < oo and for any ¢ € C*1(Q) that
touches u* from above at (zg,ty) we have
(2.9) (w0, to) < F*(Dg(x0,t0), D*d(x0,t0)) + Alto)| Dé(x0, to)|-
where F' is given in ([Z7). Also, u* and F* are given in (23]
e A function u : Q — R is a viscosity supersolution of (28] if u, > —oo and for any ¢ € C*(Q)
that touches u, from below at (zg,ty) we have
¢1(o, t0) > Fu(Dd(x0, to), D*$(x0,t0)) + Alto) [Dé(0, to)].

where F' is given in [2.7). Also, u, and F are given in (2.3).
e A function u : Q — R is a viscosity solution of (2.6)-(2.3) (or Z351)) if u* is a viscosity subsolution
of [8) and u. is a viscosity supersolution of 28], and if u* = (up)” and u. = (ug), at t = 0.

e For any A\ € C(R{), ()0 be a viscosity solution (subsolution or supersolution, respectively)
of

(2.10) V=—H+A¢)

if u:= xq, — X, is a viscosity solution (subsolution or supersolution, respectively) of (2.0)-(2.8]).

We also recall definitions of classical solutions and equivalent definitions of viscosity solutions of (Z.6])
with fixed A € C(RY).

Definition 2.4. Consider a cylinder D, C @ and F given in (7).
e A function ¢ € C*1(D,) is a classical subsolution in D, of ([Z8) if it holds that

(2.11) o0 < F.(Dé, D*6) + \lDg| in D,.
e A function ¢ € C*1(D,) is a classical supersolution in D, of (Z.6) if it holds that
(2.12) 60 > F*(D6,D*6) + Do) in D,.

e We say that ¢ € C*1(D,.) is a classical strict subsolution (supersolution, respectively) on D, of
(239) if the strict inequality of (ZIT) ([ZI2), respectively) holds in D,



Definition 2.5. [CSS05| Definition 7.2]

e A function u: @ — R is a viscosity subsolution of [2.86]) if u* < oo and for D, C @ and for every
classical strict supersolution ¢ € C%*(D,.), u* < ¢ on 8, D, implies u* < ¢ in Q.

e A function u : Q@ — R is a viscosity supersolution of [2.6]) if u. > —oo and D, C @ and for every
classical strict subsolution ¢ € C%1(D,.), u. > ¢ on 9, D, implies u, > ¢ in Q.

Definition 2.6. [KKI8, Definition 2.7] For A € C(R]), ((Q¢)i>0,A) be a viscosity solution of
(2.13) V= H ()
where v : Ry — R if (£;)¢>0 is a viscosity solution of ZI0) with v(|€]) = A(2).

2.3. Viscosity Solutions for L; . forcing. In this section, we develop a notion of viscosity solutions
for (Z6) for a fixed A in L}, ([0,00)). Some notations are in order. For v € C(R{), the sup convolution

loc
u(+;7y) and inf convolution u(-;v) is given by
(2.14) u(z,t;y) == sup  u(y,?),
YEB 1) (x)
(2.15) u(z,t;y) == _inf  u(y,t).
yeBw(t)(I)

Note that u* = (@)* and @y = (0)s.
Definition 2.7. For A € L}, ([0,00)), A(t) := [; A(s)ds and F' given in (),
e A function u: Q — R is a viscosity subsolution of [2.0]) if u* < oo and for any 0 < t; < t2 and
O € CH((t1,t2)) NC([t1,t2]) such that © > A in [t1,ts], a function u = u(+; © — A) given in (ZI4)
is a viscosity subsolution of

(2.16) uy = F(Du, D*u) + ©'| Dul

in (t1,t2) x R™ in the sense of Definition 23]

e A function u: Q — R is a viscosity supersolution of (Z8) if u. > —oc and for any 0 < t; < to
and © € C!((t1,t2)) NC([t1,t2]) such that © < A in [t1,t], a function @ = u(-; —© + A) given in
[ZI3) is a viscosity supersolution of (ZI6]) in (¢1,t2) x R™ in the sense of Definition

e A function u : Q — R is a viscosity solution of (Z0)-(23) (or (ZXH) if u* is a viscosity subsolution
of ([26) and w, is a viscosity supersolution of ([Z.8]), and if u* = (ug)” and u. = (ug), at t = 0.

Note that if A is continuous, then our definition coincides the usual definition. We also define the
corresponding notion of viscosity solutions for sets.

Definition 2.8. For A € L} ([0,00)), let (€¢):>0 be a viscosity solution (subsolution or supersolution,
respectively) of V.= —H + A(t) if u := xq, — xq,c IS a viscosity solution (subsolution or supersolution,
respectively) of (2.0)-(2.8]).

Recall that the definition of solutions for (L], is based on above definition.
Definition [Tl For A € Li, ([0, 00)), the pair ((%)i>0,A) be a viscosity solution of (L)) if || = |Qo]

loc

and ()e>0 is a viscosity solution of V.= —H + A(t).

Remark 2.9. Note that for A € C(R), this definition coincides with Definition 23 First of all, [KK1S|
Lemma 2.5] implies that a viscosity subsolution (supersolution, respectively) in the sense of Definition 23]
is that in the sense of Definition 27} On the other hand, if A € C(R{), then A € C(R{). Thus, we can
choose © = A. As u(+;0) = @(-;0) = w in @, we conclude that a viscosity subsolution (supersolution,
respectively) in the sense of Definition 27 is that in the sense of Definition 23]

In the rest of this section, we develop existence and uniqueness results for (28). We first show the
comparison principle in Theorem 2.0, which yields uniqueness (Corollary 2-TT]). Moreover, we show the
stability of viscosity solutions of V. = —H + A\ () for {\;}ren C L},.([0,00)) when a sequence of time
integrals of A\, converges. This yields existence (Corollary 2.15).



Theorem 2.10. Let u and v be a viscosity subsolution and supersolution of (2.8), respectively, in the
sense of Definition 2.7 If for some r >0 and (xo,t0) € Q we have u* < v, on OpDy(x¢,to), then

(2.17) u* < v, on Dp(x,tp).

Proof. For simplicity, consider (zg,%9) = (0,72) and denote D,. := D,.(0,7?) = B,.(0) x (0,72]. Note that
we may assume the following, by adding a small constant to v:

(2.18) u* < vy on Op Dy (o, to).

1. Let us show that there exists £; > 0 such that
(2.19) u*(;€1) < Ui(5€1) on 9, D,

Suppose that (ZI9) does not hold for all &1 > 0. Then, there exists a sequence {xj}ren C 9, D, such
that

(2.20) u* <:ck; %) > Uy <:ck; %) .

By the semi-continuity of u* and v,, there exists {(y, 2 ) }xen such that

1
(2.21) |z — Y| < X |2k — 2] < 7
and
(2.22) u*(yr) = vs(2k)

By compactness of D, 1, there exists a subsequence {k;}ieny and (y*,2*) such that {(yx,, 2k, ) }&;en
converges to (y*,2*). From ([22]) and the closedness of 0,D,, we conclude that y* = z* € 9,D,. From
@22) and the semi-continuity of u* and v, it holds that

(2.23) u(y*) > lim sup u™(yg,) > Um inf v, (zg,) > v (27) = v (y¥)
; 11— 00

12— 00

This contradicts to (ZIT).
2. Note that C*([0,7?]) is dense in C([0,7?]). There exists © € C1([0,7?]) such that

(2.24) sup |A(t) —O()| < —.

tel0,r?] 2
where £1 > 0 is given in Step 1. Then, u*(-; $ +0(t) —A(t)) and v.(-; § —O(t) +A(t)) are well-defined in
D,.. Note that ©* and v, given above are respectively viscosity subsolution and supersolutions of (Z.16]).

From (Z24) and (2I9), it holds that

(2.25) @ ( Liow- A(t)) < T (e1) < Vilse1) < B ( Lo+ A(t)) .
2 2
on 9, D,. From comparison principle for (ZI6]) in [CGGI1, Theorem 4.1], we conclude that
o (.2 _ (5L
(2.26) @ (4 - +0(t) A)) <7 (4 ol + A®)).
on D,., which implies (Z17). O

Corollary 2.11. For g € C(9,D,), there is at most one viscosity solution v of 20) with u* =u, =g
on 0,D, in the sense of Definition [2_7}

Next we develop stability results for { A\ }ren such that {Ag}ren uniformly converges to Ao, where

(2.27) {Mk eenuitoo} C Line([0,00)) and Ag(t) == /Ot Ai(8)ds for k € NU {4o00}.

Note that this gives stability results for weak convergence of {A;}ren C LP([0,T]) for any p € (1, 00].
This results will be used Corollary 4.2



Theorem 2.12. For {A\g}renuf+oo} and {Ak}trenuitoo) given in [Z27), assume that {Ay}ren locally
uniformly converges to A. Let {ugtren be a sequence of viscosity subsolutions (supersolutions, re-
spectively) of @8) with X = A\ for all k € N. If u := lim sup* ux, < oo ((w := lim inf , up > —o0,

k—o0 k—o0
respectively), then u is a viscosity subsolution (supersolutions) of (Z8) with A = Ao in the sense of

Definition [2.7]

Proof. We only show the subsolution part, since the rest can be shown with parallel arguments. Let
{ur}ren be a sequence of viscosity subsolutions.

1. Choose any 0 < t; < t2 and © € C1((t1,t2)) NC([t1,t2]) such that © > A in [t1,t2]. Let us show
that @(-;© — As) given in (ZI4]) is a viscosity subsolution of (ZI6]). From the equivalent definition of
viscosity solutions in Definition [ZI] it is enough to show that for any D, C Q

(2.28) (0 — Ao) < ¢ in D,
where ¢ € C*!(D,) is a classical strict supersolution of ([ZI6)) given in Definition 2.4 such that
(2.29) u* (0 —Ax) < ¢ on 0D,

First, as u < 400 and u is upper semicontinuous, we get u* < oo. Next, by the upper semicontinuity of
u*, there exists €5 > 0 such that

(2.30) (30 —Ax) <¢p—3e2 ondpD,.
From the upper semicontinuity again, there exists £; > 0 such that
(2.31) (561 +0—Ax) <¢p—2e9 ond,D,.

By uniform convergence of Ay, there exists k1 € N such that for all £ > k1, it holds that
(2.32) Ao — Ay < 5—21
in [t1,t2]. By definition, U, = Ug(-;61 + © — Ag) is a viscosity subsolutions of (ZI6) in (¢1,t2) for all
k> k.
2. Let us show that there exists ks € N such that ks > k7 and
(2.33) Up(;e1+ 0 —Ag) < ¢ —eg on 9,D, for all k > k.

where k; is given in Step 1. Suppose that such ko does not exist. Then, there exists a sequence {k; }ien
converging to infinity and {xy, }ien C 0p D, such that k; > ki and

(2.34) uy, (vr,;61 + 0O — Ag,) > d(xx,) — €2 on 9, D, for all i € N.

By the upper semi-continuity of u*, there exists {yk, }:en such that

(235) |yki —xp | < e+ O - Ak1 and Uzi (ykl) > (b(zkl) — &2
Furthermore, there exists {z, }ien such that

1 *
(2'36) |zk¢ - ykil < k_ and Uk; (zkw) +ez 2> U, (ykz)
From (238) and (236), we get

1

(2.37) |2k, — x| <e1+© — Ay, + o and ug, (z,) > d(xk,; ) — 2e2
As {zk, }ien C 0pD,, (Z32)) and (Z37) imply that
(2.38) {21, Yien C D7 where 7 =7+ 21 + [|© — Ao |0 + 1.

From compactness of D7, there exists a subsequence {k;, }ien and (z*,z*) such that {(zkij » 2k, )}jen
converges to (z*, z*). (Z31) implies that

(2.39) |z —2%| <e1+0 — Ay

and

(2.40) u(z*) > lim supug, (zx, ) > lim sup ¢(xg, ) — 2e9 = Pp(a™) — 2e9
Jj—o0 7 7 j—o00 J

This contradicts to (Z31) and we conclude ([2:33]).



3. From Step 1 and (233)), comparison principle in Theorem [ZI0 implies that

(2.41) Up(e1+0 —Ag) <¢p—e2in D, for all k > ks.

where 1 and €3 are given in (2.31]), and k2 is given in ([2Z33]). The above and [2.32)) imply that

(2.42) ur(y) < ¢(x) — ez forallw € Dy and y € Bey oy (@) for all k > ks.

and we conclude (2.25)). O
Let us construct radial barriers of (2.0]).

Lemma 2.13. For A : R — R given by

t
(2.43) A(t) == / A(s)ds

0
and c €R, define (T :Q - Rand (T : Q — R by
(244) C_ (ZC,t;A,C) = _X{IER”:\:&\<C*A(t)}(‘T) and C+(.’L',t;A,C) = X{IER”’:|I|<C+A(t)}(‘T)'
Then, ¢~ and (T are a wviscosity subsolution and supersolution, respectively, of (2.8) in the sense of
Definition [2.7

Proof. Let us show that ¢~ is a viscosity subsolution of (26]) only. The respective one can be shown by
parallel arguments.

Choose any 0 <t < ty and © € C!((t1,t2)) NC([t1,12]) such that © > A in [t1,t2]. Let us show that

o~

¢~ (;© — A) given in ([2I4) is a viscosity subsolution of (2I6). Note that we have

—

(2.45) (2,60 —A) = —xw, (z) where Ny :={z e R" : |z| < c— O(t)}
in Q.
Suppose that ¢ € C21(Q) touches (~ from above at (o, to). First, consider the case |zo| # ¢ — O (o).

In this case, as N given in (2.45) moves continuously in time, (~ is constant near (xg, tp). Thus, it holds
that

(2.46) ¢1(z0,t0) <0, Do(xo,to) =0, and D*¢(zo,t0) > 0.
The ellipticity of F' given in ([277)) and (Z:46]) implies
(247) ¢t (l‘o, to) < F* (D¢($0, to), D2¢(l‘0, to)) + @l(t0)|D¢(.T0, to)l.

Let us consider the case |xg| = ¢ — O(tp). If either 29 = 0 or ¢ is a local minimum of ¢(-,tp), then
by the parallel arguments above, we get ([2.46) and (2.47). Otherwise, both A} given in ([2.45) and a
sublevel set O, of ¢ defined by

(2.48) Op:={z € R" : §(z,1) < ¢(z0,%0)}

are nonempty near (zg,to). By comparing the normal velocity and mean curvature of the level sets A;
and Oy, we conclude that

¢t / ( DQS ) n—1
2.49 To,to) < O'(tg) and V - | —— | (zg,t9) > ——— > 0.
(2:49) Dg] 7o) = O1t0) Dol ) 002 T
which implies ([2.47). O
Let us recall C, from [CGGI1] for N C R*, k € N and a € R,
(2.50) Ca(N) :={g € C(N) : g — a has compact support in N'}

and consider continuous initial data g € C,(R"™),
(2.51) u(z,0) = up(x) := g(z) for x € R™.
such that {z € R" : g(x) >0} = Qp and {z € R" : g(x) < 0} = ().



From Theorem 210l and Theorem [Z12] combining with radial barriers in Lemma 213 we get existence
and uniqueness of (2.6) with continuous initial data.

Theorem 2.14. For T > 0, there is a unique viscosity solution u in Co(Qr) of RH0)-ZEI) in the sense
of Definition[2.77.

Proof. As C1([0,T]) is dense in C([0, T) , there exists {O }ren C C([0, 7)) such that {O }xen uniformly
converges to A in [0, T]. From the existence of viscosity solutions in [CGG91l Theorem 6.8] of

(2.52) uy = F(Du, D*u) + (0)'|Du| in Q

with initial data (ZXE]]), there exists a sequence of viscosity solutions {u }ren C Co(Qr) of (Z52)-(ZET]).
Here, F' and C, are given in [27) and ([Z350), respectively.

Define u™ := lim sup * uy and v~ := lim inf , ug. As g € Co(R™), Theorem 210 implies ||ug|| - <
k—o0 k— o0
llgll o and thus ||u*|| e < +o00. Furthermore, by comparing {uy }xen with radial barriers || g||z<¢* (-; Oy,

given in Lemma 213 for sufficiently large ¢ > 0, we conclude that the supports of {uy}ren are uniformly
bounded in Qp for all k € N. Thus, u* — a have compactly supports in Q7.

Let us show that

(2.53) ut =u"  in Q7.
First, by definition of lim sup * and lim inf . in (Z4)), it holds that
(2.54) ut >u”  in Q.

On the other hand, from the uniform convergence of {O}reny and Theorem 212, ™ and v~ are a
viscosity subsolution and supersolution of (26])-(2FE]]), respectively. As (u™)* = (u™). = g at t = 0,
Theorem 210 implies

(2.55) ut <u”  in Q.
Therefore, we get (Z53) from ([Z54) and ([2Z55). From Corollary 2Tl we conclude that u™ (= u™) is a
unique viscosity solution in C,(R™) of (2.6)-(251). O

From parallel arguments in [BSS93, Theorem 2.1], we conclude existence of (2.6])-(2.8)).
Corollary 2.15. There exists a unique viscosity solution of (2.0))-28) in the sense of Definition[2.77]

Remark 2.16. As a consequence of Theorem [2.12 and Theorem 2,14, we conclude that our notion in Def-
inition 2.7] coincides with viscosity solutions in [Bou0O8a]. This can be shown by smooth approximations
of the operator and stability of each notions under strong L!-convergence of forcing term.

3. APPROXIMATION OF VOLUME PRESERVING MEAN CURVATURE FLoOwW

In this section, we construct a solution of ([Z.6) by (L3). We show that viscosity solutions (£29)=0
of (3] are equicontinuous in Hausdorff distance, based on the geometric properties of Q2. This yields
uniform convergence of 29 in Hausdorff distance in Theorem [l We will conclude in Section Hl that the
limit of this strong convergence is a viscosity solution of (II]). While much of the results in this section
follows that of [KK18], our focus here to obtain uniform estimates that stay independent of § > 0 as
d—0.

Here is main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a sequence {0;};en such that §; — 0 as i — oo and
(3.1) dir (0, Q%) = 0

for some (Q5°)i>0 C Sy g, locally uniformly in time as i goes to infinity. As a consequence, |Q°] =1
for allt > 0. Here ()0 is a unique solution of (L3) given in Proposition [Z2.

Let us briefly explain the outline of proof. Based on [KKI8], we first show that for a small § (T3]
is well-posed and ¢ is star-shaped with respect to a ball (See Definition 22)) in Proposition In
Proposition .7, based on geometric properties in Lemma 3.5, we show that ¢ is hélder continuous with
respect to time. Then, by the equicontinuity of (Q?)tzo with respect to both time and space, there exists
a converging subsequence.



Proposition 3.2. Let § € (0,60) for dp given in (B3).
(1) There exists r1 = 11() and Ry = R1(Qg) > 0 such that QI € Sri.ry forallt > 0.
(2) There exists a unique viscosity solution ((2)¢>0,\s) of (L3) that is bounded and has smooth
boundaries.

Proof. First, let us show that vs given in (L4 satisfies [KK18, Assumption A] for all § € (0,6d0). As vs
is a decreasing function, it holds that

-1 _

(3.2) v5(120) > 75(|Bs,|) > — for all Q  Bs, and all § € (0, do)
where

(3.3) 5y = P 1B5))

n—1
Note that 1 —|Bs,| > 0 from (L3), and thus we get dp > 0. On the other hand, 75 is Lipschitz continuous
and satisfies

B
(3.4) lim sup 25(1Brl) = —o0 < 0.

R— R
Thus, we conclude that s satisfies [KK18, Assumption A] for all § € (0, o).

From Theorem 1 and 2 in [KKI8] this problem is well-posed and (€2¢);>¢ satisfies p-reflection for all
§ € (0,40). Furthermore, [KKI8, Equation (3.11)] implies that (Q9);>0 C Sy, where r1 = 71(Qp) is given
by
(3.5) r1 = p(B} +2p1)?
for some B; > 0 such that B(i14,), C €. On the other hand due to Lemma [C:2} Qy CC Bg, and
As(t) < 0if sup,eqs 2] > Ri, where

1

(3.6) Ry :=5p 4wy and w, := |B1(0)|.
A barrier argument with Bpg, yields that Q¢ C Bg, for all t > 0 and all § € (0, ). O

The following discrete time scheme is a simplified version of Definition 5.1 in [KKI8].
Definition 3.3.
e The one-step discrete gradient flow with a time step h > 0, T = T(-; h,d) C R", is defined by

(3.7) T(E;h,6) € arg min Js5(F) + 1J2(F, E), J5(Q) :=Per(Q) + i(1 — Q)2
FeSry, ry h 20

where pseudo-distance d is given by

~ 2
(3.8) d(FE) := </ d(z,@E)dz) ,
EAF

Here, ro and Ry are constants such that
(39) ro € (0,7“1) and Ro > R1

for r; and R; given in Proposition [3.2]

e The discrete gradient flow with a time step h > 0 and the initial set Ey, By = Ey(h,0) C R™, can

be defined by for t € Rz{

(3.10) E; = Ey(h,6) := T (Ey; b, 6).

Here, T™ for m € N is the mth functional power.

Now, we show that (99);>0 can be approximated locally uniformly by above discrete flow. In
Lemma [B.3] we get short-time star-shapedness based on Holder continuity of Qf in time. We post-
pone the proof into Appendix [B] as other arguments are parallel to [KKI8, Theorem 6.8].

Proposition 3.4. Let 6 € (0,6y) for 6 given in B3). There exists {h;}ien such that h; — 0 as i — oo
and

(3.11) lim sup dp(Ey(hi,8),90) =0

1—00 te(ty,t2]

for any 0 < t1 < ts.
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Next, we show the Holder continuity in time in Proposition[3.7l Let us recall some results that concern
sets in Sy gr:

Lemma 3.5. [KKI18, Lemma C.1] For E1,Es € Sy r and R > r > 0, the following holds for some
K1 = ’Cl(T, R) > 0:

(3.12) dy(Ey, By)" ' < K d2(By, By, dy(Er, By)" ' < Kid?(Ey, Es).

Lemma 3.6. [KKI18, Lemma 5.3]. For (E;)i>o in Definition[3.3, the following holds for some Ky =
ICQ(’I“(),Ro) and all 0 < t1 < tg:

(3.13) A (Ey,, By) < Ka(ta — t1)(Js(Er, ) — T5(Ev,)).-
Lemma and Lemma imply uniform Holder continuity in time with respect to .

Proposition 3.7. There exists K3 = K3(ro, Ro), which is independent on § > 0 such that for all
0 < t1 < to, it holds that

(3.14) A (€0),,9,) < Ka(ta — t1) 75T Per(Qg) 1.

Proof. Note that Js5(F:) is nonnegative and decreases in time from the construction of E; in Defini-
tion Thus, Lemma [B.6] implies that

(3.15) & (Bty, Er,) < Kalts = 11)(T5(Ery) = T5(Ery ) < Ka(ta — 1) T5(Q0)
for all 0 < 1 < t2 and Ky = K2 (19, Ro) given in Lemma Note that [Qg| = 1 implies

1
(316) j(;(Qo) = PeI‘(Qo) + %(1 - |Qo|)2 == PeI‘(Qo)
for all 6 > 0. From Lemma [38 and (BI6), there exists K3 = K3(ro, Ro) such that for all 0 < t; < to
(3.17) di(Ey,, Ey,) < Ks(ty — t1) 77 Per(Q) 7.

As E; = Ei(h,§) converges to € locally uniformly as h — 0 and M — oo from Proposition 3.2 it
holds that

(3.18) du(Ery, Bry) — dp(99,,9) as h — 0, M — .

ta
Thus, from B.I7) and [BI8), we conclude [B.14) O

Proof of Theorem [3.9] By Proposition and Proposition B2 (€2);>0 are equicontinuity on both
space and time. Therefore, there exists a sequence {d;};cn such that

(3.19) dir (7, Q%) = 0
locally uniformly in time as ¢ goes to infinity for some (2°);>0 C Sy, gr,. By Lemma [C.5] we conclude

that [Q2°| =1 for all ¢ > 0. O

Before we finish this section, we show by example that the constraint S, r on the geometry of Qf is
needed to obtain (BI12).

Example 3.8. Consider {E.}.c(o,1) defined by
(3.20) E. =B, (0) U 10(261, E)

Here, IC(x,r) is an interior cone defined in (CJ]) and e; is a unit vector in the positive z; direction.
Note that r > 0 satisfying that {E.}.c(,1) C S, does not exist. It holds that dy(B1(0), E.) = 1 but
|B1(0)AE.| = 0ase— 0. As E, C By(0) for all € € (0,1), it holds that

(3.21) d*(B1(0), Ex)) < 4]B1(0) AEx|.

Thus, d(B1(0), E)) also converges to zero as € — 0. Therefore, Ky satisfying (B.12)) for {E;}.c(o,1) does
not exist.

On the other hand, Consider {Fy}ren defined by Fy := IC((k + 1)ey, 1), which are not uniformly
bounded. By the direct computation, it holds that

(3.22) dy (Fy, B1(0)) = k and d2(Fy, B1(0)) < nw,k>.

where w,, is a volume of an unit ball in R”™. Thus, we cannot find K such that (3.12)) holds for {F}ien.
11



4. UNIFORM L? ESTIMATES OF THE LAGRANGE MULTIPLIER AND EXISTENCE

In this section we establish uniform L? estimates of As which yields the weak L? limit of )\; in
Theorem £l Combining with the stability of viscosity solutions in Theorem 2.12] we show the existence
of solution of (L)) in Corollary Following the outline given in [MSSI6|, the estimates for our
constrained discrete gradient flow defined in (BI0). Our new challenge lies in constructing local variations
given in Definition which stays in our admissible set Sy, r, (See Lemma .7 and Lemma [£.g]).

Theorem 4.1. Let § € (0,60) for do given in B3) and As be given in (LJ). There exists o1 =
o1(ro, Ro) > 0 such that

(4.1) IXsl172 0,77y < o1 (Per(Qo) +T)

Here, ro and Ry are given in B3). As a consequence, there exists a subsequence {J;;}jen of {0i}ien in
Theorem [31] such that {x\gij }ien weakly converges to Moo in L2([0,T)) satisfying ([ET)).

Before proving the above theorem, let us show the existence of a viscosity solution of (I.IJ).

Corollary 4.2. ((25°)1>0, Aoo) s a viscosity solution (See Definition 1) of (ILI). Here, (2°)i>0 and
Aoo are given in Theorem [3 1 and Theorem [{]], respectively.

Proof. Note that (Q9);>0 given in Proposition B.2is a viscosity solution of V' = —H + \(t) in the sense
of Definition 2.8 (See Remark Z0). The uniform boundedness of {\s}jen in L? given in Theorem E1]im-
plies the equicontinuity of {As}jeny where As(t) := fot As(8)ds. From Arzela-Ascoli Thereom, {As(t)}ken
locally uniformly converges to A (t) := fot Aoo(8)ds along a subsequence. From Theorem 212 Theo-
rem [31] and Lemma [C.6] we conclude that (25°);>0 is a viscosity solution of V = —H + Ao (%).

On the other hand, from Theorem [T} [Q22°] = |Qp] for all ¢ > 0. Thus, we conclude that ((£2£°)¢>0, Aso)
is a viscosity solution of (LII). O

Let us briefly explain the outline of proof. First, in Proposition &5 we show that ||d(-, 0F)| r2ar) is

bounded by d(F, E) given in [B.8)) up to a constant for any sets E, F' € S, r. The proof is based on the
density estimates and Besicovitch’s Covering Theorem.

On the other hand, we recall the discrete scheme E; = Ey(h,d) in (810) and define the correspond-
ing Lagrange multiplier A?(¢) in (@I). In Proposition B9, we show that the A!(¢) is bounded by
%||d(~, OE;_n)||12(oE,) up to a constant. By combining these two propositions with the inequality from
Lemma [3.6] we conclude that L? norm of /\g is uniformly bounded. Here, we construct a local variation
(See Lemma [£.77] and Lemma [A])) in order to find the Euler-Lagrange equation.

Here is density estimates for S, g. We postpone the proof into the Appendix[Clas the proof is classical.

Lemma 4.3. For E € S, p and 0 < r < R, the following holds: there exists e9 = €o(r, R), n; = n:(r, R)
fori=1,2 and 3 such that for all € € [0,&0] and x € OF

(4.2) me” < min{|Bo(z) \ B, |E N B.(2)]}
and

(4.3) 3"t < Per(E; Be(x)) < mae”
where

Per(E; F') := sup {/ divT(z)dx : T € CL(F;R™),sup |T| < 1}
E F

Note that for any F' C R™ and F C R", which has a Lipschitz boundary, it holds that
(4.4) P(E;F)=H""YFNOE)
(See Remark 9.5 and Example 12.6 in [Mag12]).

The density estimates in Lemma [£.3] and Besicovitch’s Covering Theorem in Lemma [£4] imply the
following. A similar inequality was proven for the discrete gradient flow in [MSSI6, Lemma 3.4.1]. We
extend this results for sets in .S, g.
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Lemma 4.4. [EG92, Theorem 1.27] [Magl2, Theorem 5.1] (Besicovitch’s Covering Theorem) There
exists a positive constant & = &(n) with the following property: if F is a family of closed non-degenerate
balls of R™, and the set N of the centers of the balls in F is bounded, then there exists at most countable
Fi,...,Fe subfamilies of disjoint balls in F such that

3
NclJ U B
j=1BEF;
Proposition 4.5. For E,F € S, g and 0 < r < R, the following holds: for some o2 = o2(r, R)
(4.5) / d?(z,0E)do < o2d*(F, E),
aF
Here, d is given in (B).
Proof. 1. For all i € Z, define
(4.6) D;:={x € R": 2" < d(x,0F) < 2"} and &) := min {%, 1}
where ¢ is given in Lemma3 Let us show that there exists ¢; = ¢1(r, R) such that for all z; € D;NIF

(4.7) I <caily, I ::/ dQ(z,(?E)dJ and 7o ::/ d(x,0F)dx
OFNB,i 1, (1) (EAF)NByio1 s, (v:)

As E,F C Bg, it holds that for 2¢ > 2R,

(4.8) D;NOF =)
Thus, it is enough to consider ¢ < log, R + 1. Then, it holds that
(49) 2i_160 S R(So S €0

For any € Bgi-1,(2;) and z; € Dy, it hold that
(4.10) 201 < d(z,0F) < 2"2.
Therefore, Z; and Z, are bounded as follows;

(4.11) 7y < Per(F; Byi-1s,(2;))2%** and Iy > |(EAF) N Byi-1s, ()27 0.

By ([@9) and (@3] in Lemma[43] it holds that
(412) T, < n22(i71)(n71)22i+4 — n22i(n+1)7n+5561—1
On the other hand, as Byi-15,(x;) C E or Bgi-14,(z;) C E°, it holds that
|BQ¢7150 (-Tz) \ F| if 321;150 (mz) C F,
|BQi—150 (-Tz) N F| if BQi—I(sO (mz) C E°

From (£9) and (£2) in Lemma 3] in both cases, we have
2(i71)(n+1) 2i(n+1)7n71

4.14 To > = on.
(4.14) 2 > o o 0

From (@I2) and @I4), (@) holds for ¢; := 262—;"2.

2. Let F := {Bgi-15,(2;) : ¢; € D;}. Then, by Lemma 4] there exists Fi,...,Fe subfamilies of
disjoint balls in F such that each family JF; is at most countable and

(4.13) ((EAF) O Byios, ()] =

13
(4.15) ornD;c ) | B

j=1BeF;

From (@I0) and (7)) in Step 1, it holds that

(4.16) 13;2/6Fm xaEda—<ZZ/a x@Edo<clzZ/ d(z, OF)dx

j=1 BeF; YOFNB j=1BeF;” (EAFNB
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As ([£I0) implies B C D;—1 UD; UD;4q for all B € F and F; is a family of disjoint balls, we conclude
that

3
(4.17) I3 < ¢y Z/ d(xz,0E)dx = 1€ d(x,0F)dx
j=1 (EAF)H(Di,luDiuDHl) (EAF)Q(’DiflLJDiU'DFFl)

3. From | J;c;, D; = R", ([&8) and (@I7), it holds that

/ d?(z,0E)do = d(z,0E)dx = 3¢,6d2(F, E).
OF

Z/ d*(z,0E)do < c¢1¢&
dFND;

icZ /(EAF)Q('D-L'lU'D-;U’D-;+1)

i€z
Thus, ([@3) holds for o3 := 3¢;&. O
Now, let us find the Euler-Lagrange equation as [MSS16l Lemma 3.4.2] and [Magl2, Theorem 17.20].

Consider the discrete flow E; = E¢(h,d) given in (8I0) and define the Lagrange multiplier at each time
step.

(4.18) A3 (8) =5 (B (h, 8)|)

Definition 4.6. [Magl2l Chapter 17.3] We say that {fs}_c,<s<e, iS a local variation in A for an open
set A if for a fixed —e1 < s <eg and 1,62 > 0, f5 : R® — R"™ is a diffeomorphism of R™ such that

(4.19) fo(x) = x for all x € R™,
(4.20) {z eR": fo(x) #s} CC Aforall —eg1 <s<eq.

Let us denote the initial velocity of {fs}—c,<s<e, DY

(4.21) U(z) = 22

()

s=0
Recall the first variation of perimeter and volume from Theorem 17.5 and Proposition 17.8 in [Mag12].
For E € S, g, it holds that

(4.22) Per(f,(E)) = Per(E) + s /6 i divopWdH" ' + O(s?),

(4.23) |fs(BE)| = | E| +s/6E\IJ~ﬁd’H”1 +O(s?).

where divgg is the boundary divergence on OF defined by

(4.24) divop¥(z) = div¥(z) — (7 - VI7)(z)

for x € OFE. On the other hand, the first variation of d is as follows,

(4.25) & (fs(E),F) = d(E,F) +s /aE dsigned(x, OF)U - GdH" 1 + O(s?).

from (3.1) in [MSS16].

In our case, the constraints Sy, r, gives some difficulties when we choose the local variation. The
following two lemmas construct the local variations within the constraint. The first lemma discusses
creating a larger perturbed set by dilation. For a > 0, let us denote aF := {z:a 'z € E}.

Lemma 4.7. Let Ei(h;,d) be given in BIQN), do in B3, and ro, Ry in B9). Then for 0 < § < do
There exists i* = 1*(0) and a constant s1 > 0 such that for all i > i* and s € [0, 1) we have

(4.26) (14 s)E(hi,0) € Syy.R, fort €[0,T].
Proof. From Proposition B2, B, (0) C Qf C Bg,(0) for all t > 0. Let us first show that there exists
i* = i*(8) such that for all ¢ > i*, ¢ € [0,T] we have

Ro+ R
(4.27) B,,(0) C Ey(h;,d) C Bgr,(0), where Ry := % and rg 1= %

By the uniform convergence of E¢(h;) in [0, 7] from Proposition [B4] there exists i* = i*(d) such that
Ro - Rl o —T1 }

(4.28) dH(Et(hi),Qf)Smin{ T 1
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for all i > ¢* and ¢t € [0,7]. This implies (@217). From [@2Z1), we conclude that for all s € [0, s1)

(4.29) (1+ s)E¢(h;,0) € Bg, where s1 := g—z -1
As E; € Sy, ([C) imply that for all z € F;
(4.30) IC(r,z) C Ey.
Since (1 + s)IC(r,x) = IC((1 + s)r, (1 + s)z)), we conclude that for all x € O(1 + s)(E)
(4.31) IC((1+s)r,x) C (1 +s)(E)
As IC(r,x) C IC((1 + s)r,x), [@26]) holds for s € [0, s1). O

Generating a smaller set that stays in S, r, turns out to be more delicate. For this we need pertur-
bations that preserve 0By, (0) and shrinks outside of B, (0). To stay within Sy, r, we must ensure that
the angles of interior cone and exterior cone given in (CI)) and (C2]) do not decrease for the perturbed
set. This is what we prove with a specific choice of the perturbation G below.

Lemma 4.8. Let E;(ho,0), do, 70, Ro and i* be as in the previous lemma. Let us define
V1= XBy (hi0) — XBu(hesye and Gs[Y](x) = (1 + s(jzf* - 15))2).
Then for § € (0,060) there exists so > 0 such that
(4.32) {Gs[¢)] > 0} € Syy.R, for s €]0,82),7 > 1" and t € [0,T).
Proof. We may assume that E; has a C! boundary. Then, there is a C! function ¢ : R™ — R such that
(4.33) (6>0}=E,, {6=0}=0E, {p<0}=F, and Dp#0 on OE,.
First note that as E; € Sy, g, we have B,, C {Gs[¢] > 0} C Bg,. To show that {Gs[¢] > 0} is in S,

from Lemma it is enough to show that

DG,[¢] _
(4.34) DG4[¢](z) #0 and — m(m) -z > 1o for all z € {Gs[¢] = 0}.

For the rest of the proof we assume that x € {G;[¢] = 0}.

Denote Ps(z) := 1+ s(|z|>—r2) so that we can write G;[¢](z) = ¢(Ps(z)x), and thus Ps(z)z € {¢ = 0}
with Dp(Ps(x)x) # 0. Observe that

(4.35) 1§Ps(z)§gfor0§s<52 = m.

Since

(4.36) —DG[d](z) - & = —(|a|*s + Ps(2)) Do(Ps(2)2) - x,

we have

(4.37) |DGs[¢](2)]* = Ps(2)?| DS(Pu(x))|* + ds(|2[*s + Pu(2))(DS(Ps (x)x) - ).
[@338)) yields

(4.38) |DG,[0](z)|> > |Do(Ps(z)x)|* > 0 for all s € [0, s2),

and thus the first condition of ([@34) is satisfied.

Let us now show the second condition of [@34). As {¢ > 0} € S,,.r, and Ps(z)x € {¢ = 0},
Lemma [CT] implies

(4.39) —%(Ps(x)x) (Po(2)2) > 70
From (30)

#E38) and (39) imply that —DG[¢](x) - « is positive. Thus, it is enough to show that
(4.40) T, = (—DG,[¢](z) - x)? — 13| DG, [¢](z)|> > 0 for all s € [0, s9) and = € {Gs[¢] = 0}.

From (£39) and ([@37), it holds that

(4.41) 151DGs[6](@)]* < (Po(w)* + drgs(|af*s + Pu(2))) (D(Pu(2)x) - 2)*.
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From (&30) and (@41 it follows that

(Dqﬁ(Ps(le)x) P > (Ps(sc)2 + 4|:c|25(|z|25 + Ps(sc))) — (PS(:L')4 + 4T38(|$|2S + PS(:L'))) .

Using s(|z|? —73) = Ps(z) — 1 and factorizing the above, we conclude

(4.42)

(4.43) (DQﬁ(P&(I.%l')x) 2)? > (Ps(z) — 1)(_Ps($)3 _ Ps(x)Q + 4Ps(x) + 4|$|28)-
From (&3%), we conclude that Z; > 0 for all s € [0, s2) and = € {Gs[¢] = 0}. O

From Lemma L7 and £, we get the following estimates.

Proposition 4.9. There exists o3 = o3(ro, Ro) and o4 = o4(ro, Ro) such that for all t € [0,T] and
i > i

04

(4.44) A8 ()2 < o5 + d(z,0E;_p,)do

h? Jo.(hn:.5)
Here, i* is given in Lemma[{.7] and E:(h;,0) is given in Proposition [34). Also, ro and Ry are given in
B3).
Proof. For simplicity, let h = h; for ¢ > *.
1. First, show that if f;(E;) € Sy g, for all s € [0, o), then it holds that
1

(4.45) at) / i - Udo < / divop, ¥ + —dsigned(z, 0OE;—p)ii - ¥do.

OF, OF, h
As E; is a minimizer of J5() + %J2(~, E;_p) on Sy Ry, @22, @23), and [@24) imply that
(4.46) s)\g(t)/ fi-Wdo < s/ divog, ¥do + l / dsigned (v, OB 1)t - Wdo + O(s?)

OFE; OF, OF;

for all s € [0, sg). Dividing both sides by s > 0 and sending s to zero, we conclude ([£45).
2. Let us find the upper bound of A?(t). Recall fs(z) := x + sz in Lemmal7l Then, fs(E:) € SR,
for s €[0,s1) and ¥(z) = z. From [@Z5) in Step 1 and ro < 7@ -z < Ry on JF, it holds that
(4.47)
faEt divop, ¥ + +dsignea(z, 0B _p)ii - Vdo  pn — 1 Ro 1

M) < < = dgigned(, OFw_p)d
5() = faEtﬁ.\I/do - 1 + TOPer(Et)h/é,Et gned (¥ t=n)do

3. Let us construct the lower bound. Define g, f : R™ x [0, s3) — R™ by

(4.48) gs(x) = g(x,5) = (L + s(|a]* — 1)z and fu(z) = f(z,5) = (9:) 7 ()

where s9 is given in ([{350) in Lemma L8 As g(f(x,s),s) = x and Dgs|s=o = I, it holds that
Ofs 9gs 2 2

4.4 -2 = -2 = — —

(4.49) s oo 95 g ®) =~ (2 =)z

From the above and ([@Z]]), the initial velocity is

(4.50) U(z) = —(Jz]* — ).

From Lemma @8 fs(E:) € Syy.r, for s € [0,s2). By (@45) and ¥ -7 < 0 on OEy, it holds that
faEt diVaEt‘If + %dsigned(xa aEt_h)ﬁ - Wdo
Jop, - Ydo

(4.51) Ap(t) >

Note that from (@27
(4.52) —Ro(R2 —73) < U -ii < —ro(r3 —r3) and — (n+ 1)(R2 —r2) < divop, ¥ < —(n — 1)(r3 — r2).
From (&35 and [@52), we conclude that

(n—1)(r3 — 1) 1
(4.53) e > Tt /6 9B 1)do
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4. From (£417) and [@53), there exists ¢1 = ¢1(ro, Ro) and ¢z = ¢a(ro, Ro) such that

hiny| < 2
(4.54) [As(t)] < e + hPer(Ey) AEt d(z,0FE:_p)do.

From [@54), (a +b)? < 2(a? + b?) for a,b € R and the Holder’s inequality, it holds that
(455) D) <2 4 —22 / A OEn)do) <26 + A/ d(z, 0B, _»)do
' O =TT R Per (B2 \ S, = VT R2Per(Ey) Jop,
By the isoperimetric inequality and B,, C E;, we have Per(FE;) > c3 for some ¢z = c3(rg), we conclude
that (@44) holds for
2 2
(4.56) 03 :=2¢} and oy = )
cs
Proof of Theorem [4.1]

Let us show that ||)\g||%2([0 77y 18 uniformly bounded for all i = h; for i > i* and all § € (0,do). Here,
{hi}ien is given in Proposition B4 and i* = ¢*(§) is given in Lemma 7]

By Proposition 4.9 and Proposition .3] it holds that

T (%]
0920. ~ 090, ~.
(457) ||)\g||%2([O,T]) S O'gT + % /0 d2(Et, Et_h)dt S O'gT —|— 2h 4 dQ(Ekha E(kfl)h)'
k=1
Note that Lemma implies
(4.58)
NGl &
7 d*(Ekns Ege—1yn) < K2 Z(jJ(E(k—l)h) — J5(Exn)) = K2(T (Q0) — j(E[%]h)) < KoPer(€Qo)
k=1 k=1
Thus, (A57) and (£58) imply that
(459) ||/\g||%2([O,T]) S O'3T + O'20'4IC2P€I‘(Q())

for all h = h; for ¢ > 7*.

By the uniform continuity of Ey(h,d) in Proposition 34l A? given in (ZI8) uniformly converges to As
given in ([L3)) along a subsequence. Thus, we conclude that (1) holds for

(4.60) o1 := max{os, 02042 }.

Here, o3 is given in Proposition 9] o3 and o4 are given in Proposition[£.5 and K5 is given in Lemma [3.61
For 6; € (0,dp) given in Theorem B \s, is uniformly bounded for all ; € N. Thus, by Banach-Alaoglu
Theorem, there exists a subsequence 5Z-j of §; in Theorem [3.1] such that /\% weakly converges to Ao in

L0, 7). 0
For the later purpose in Section 5] let us also construct L? estimates in [to,to + T for all ¢y > 0.

Corollary 4.10. Let § € (0,dq) for dg given in B3) and \s be given in (3.

(4.61) A1 22 (t0,00+77) < 01(Per(Q0) +1T)

where o1 is given in ([L60).

Proof. As J5(922) given in (B.7) decreases in time, J5(£29) is bounded by J5(£2) = Per(£) for all § > 0
and ¢ > 0. From (£57) and (£E5]) in the proof of Theorem A1] we have

(4.62) NS Z 21100 477 < 01(Per(Qo) +T)
where o7 is given in ([L60). As the proof of Theorem .1l we conclude (E.GI) O
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5. LARGE-TIME BEHAVIOR

In this section, we discuss the large-time behavior of (£2£°);>¢ given in Theorem 3.1l Here is the main
theorem in this section.

Theorem 5.1. (£28°)>0 given in Theorem [ uniformly converges to a ball of volume 1, modulo trans-
lation. More precisely

(5.1) inf {dy (Q°, By (%)) : 2 € By, (0)} = 0 as t — oo,
where 71 1s given in Proposition[33, ro 1= (wn)_% and w, is a volume of an unit ball in R™.

Intuitively this convergence is due to the flow’s formal gradient flow structure with respect to the
perimeter energy. Unforunately, due to the lack of uniform regularity for Q9 with respect to § > 0, we
are not able to directly show that Q° is the gradient flow of the perimeter energy in the space of sets
with unit volume. Hence we instead utilize the gradient flow structure for the §-flow, as given in section
4, to show this convergence.

The main estimate in the analysis is Lemma [£.3] where we bound the difference of total perimeter
with respect to their differences in Hausdorff distance, in the class of star-shaped sets with their total
curvature in L2. Based on this estimate, we can proceed to show in (531 that the time integral of
d-energy converges to the time integral of the perimeter energy. This now establishes the link between
the gradient flow structure of §-flow and the limit flow, and the asymptotic convergence follows.

For k € N we consider ((U});>0,1") defined by
(5.2) Uf = Q5% and 07 (t) == Ao (t + k).
Here, (£28°)¢>0 and Ay are given in Theorem [B.1] and Theorem 1] respectively.

Proposition 5.2. There exists a subsequence {k; }ien such that {(UF)i>o}ien locally uniformly converges
to (UP®)i>0 C Sry gy and {n¥ }ien weakly converges to n> in L2([0,T]) for all T > 0. As a consequence,
(U)o is a viscosity solution (See Definition[28) of V = —H + n°°(t). Here, r1 and Ry are given in
Proposition [T2.

Proof. Theorem [B.1] and Proposition B.7 imply that for all 0 < k; < ko
(5:3) dp (UF*,UF2) < Ka(ka — k)75 Per(Q) 75 .

where K3 is given in Proposition Bl Also, as {U}f}ren C Sry.r, from Theorem (Il we have the
equicontinuity in both space and time of {U}}ren.

By the equicontinuity of {UF}ren and the uniform L? estimates in Corollary EI0, there exists a
subsequence {k;}ien such that {(UF")i>0}ien locally uniformly converges to (Uf°)i>0 C Sr,.r, and
{n*i},en weakly converges to > in L%([0,7T7]) for all T > 0.

Note that (UF)¢>o is a viscosity solution of V = —H + n*(¢). From Theorem and Lemma [C.6]
(Uf°)i>0 is a viscosity solution of V.= —H + n>(¢). O

Now, in Lemma [5.3] we estimates the time integral of the perimeter difference for two evolving sets
()i>0 C Sr.r and j € {1,2}.

Lemma 5.3. For j € {1,2}, consider (2));>0 C Sy.r for R > r > 0 such that (9]¢ are smooth.
Suppose that there exists a constant W < 400 such that for T >0 and j € {1,2}

T
(5.4) / H(x,t)*dodt < W
o Jogo!

where H(x,t) is the mean curvature at x € 89{. Then, there exists a constant m = m(r, R, T,W) > 0
such that

- 2
(5.5) / Per(Q;) — Per(Q2)dt | <m sup du(Q;,Q3F).
0 t€[0,T]
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Proof. As {Q }ieg1,23 C Sr.r are smooth for ¢ > 0, there exist two smooth functions ui,us : B ~*(0) x
[0,T] — R such that for j =1,2

(5.6) 0 NCHR(0) = {(u; (¥, 1), y) 1y € BF1(0)}
Furthermore, from 4,2 € S, g again, there exists a constant ¢; = ¢4 (r, R) such that

(5.7) lur — w2l oo (gr-1(0yx[0,77) < €1 s[lépT] dm (94,97) and IVl oo (gn=1(0y x[0,77) < €1 for j =1,2.
1. Let us first show that there exists m; = my(r, R, T, W) for W given in (&.4)
_ . (1,Vuy) )
e < sup dg(Q},0?) where it := ——L_ for j =1,2.
LZ(B I(O)X[O T]) te[O,T] ( t t) J /1 ¥ |VUJ|2
As 717 and 715 are unit vectors, we get the following by the direct computation,
(5.9) |7ty — fia|? = 2(1 — 7y - 7o),
(5.10) < (V1 + V2 4+ 1+ [Vug|2)(1 — 7 - la),

(5.11) = ((V1+|Vur)its — (V1 + [Vuel?)idz) - (7 — fi2) = V(u1 — uz) - (] — 7).

where 7i’; is the last n — 1 components of 7; given by

J
Vu;
5.12 i ;——for]e 1,2
(5.12) J 1+ [Vu,(z)]? {1,2}.

(5-8) 71 — a1

Note that the mean curvature at (u;(z,t),z) € 99! for x € B~1(0) is given by
(5.13) H((uj(z,t),z),t) =V - i(z,1).
From (5.4)), there exists ca = ca(r, R, W) such that for j € {1,2}
(5.14) IV -5 2 (gp=10yx o)) < €2

From integration by parts, we have

(5.15) I := / V(uy — ug) - (7] — 7h)dzdt,
Br—1(0)x[0,T)

5.16 = Uy — ug)(fy — 7h) - vdodt — ur — ug) - (V- (7 — ih))dzdt
(5.16) ( )(7y — 7y 1 — Ty
aBr~(0)x[0,T) Br~1(0)x[0,T]

where v is the outward normal vector on dB?~1(0). By applying the Holder inequality at each terms

and using (5.7)) and (5.I4]), we have
n— 7 n—15p}
(5.17) |Th| < (2Perx (B} I)T + IV - (7] — 7i3) ||L2(B"*1(0)x[0 T])|B 1|2 ) lur — U2||Loo(B" 1(0)x[0,T7])>

(5.18) < (2Per(B? T 4 2¢3| BV Y3 T3 )¢y sup dy (), Q7).
t€[0,T]
From (BI1) and (EI8), we conclude (5.8) with
(5.19) M = 201 (Per(Bffl)T n c2|B;H|%T%)

2. Let us show that there exists me = ma(r, R, T, W) for W given in (&.4)
T
(5.20) (I)* < Mo s[lépT] dg (94, 97) where Ty := / Per(£2y; C:R(O)) — Per(Qy; C’:R(O))dt
te(o, 0

Recall from ([&4]) and Theorem 9.1 in [Magl2], we have

T
(5.21) / Per(Qf; CF(0)dt = /B \/ 1+ |Vu,;|2dedt = / (1,Vuy) - fijdedt
0 n=1(

(0)x[0,T]
where {u;};ecq1,2) and {n;} eq1,2) are given in (B.6) and (B.8), respectively. By adding and subtracting
the same term in Z, we have the identity

(5.22) I =Ts+14
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where

(5.23) T, = / (1, Vur) - 71y — la)dadt
B ~H(0)x[0,T]
and
(5.24) I, ;:/ ((1,vu1)—(1,VU2))-ﬁ2dmt:/ V(ur — ) - Aydadt
B ~H(0)x[0,T] B ~1(0)x[0,T]

Here, {n;}jc(1,2y and {n}};c(1,2y are given in (E.8) and (Z.I2), respectively.
By applying (5.7) and (5.8)) and the Holder inequality, we get

(5.25) T3 < (14| Br T, sup dg(Qf, Q7).
te[0,T]
where ¢; and 7 are given in (B.7) and (519). On the other hand, by the similar arguments in (5.16)
(5.26) I, <y sup dg(Qf,Q7)
te[0,T]
where 7, is given in (EI9). As ()0 C Sy for j € {1,2}, we have
(5.27) sup dy(Qf,02) < 2R.
te[0,T]
Thus, (526 and (B.27) imply that
(5.28) 77 < 2miRdu(Q;,907).
From (522) combining with (5:25) and (5:28]), we have

(5.29) I3 <2T5 +I3) < 2((1+ &) BTy +2m5R) sup du(Qr,QF)

t€[0,T]

Thus, we conclude (5.20) for
(5.30) my :=2my ((1+ ¢})|Br ' |Tmy + 2miR).
Here, ¢; and Ty are given in (B.7) and (G.19).
3. As every sets in S, r can be covered by a finite number of cylinders C:: (0) after some rotations,
(E20) implies (@.3). O
From the estimates in Lemma and our approximation from (€2{);>¢ in Theorem B.I] we conclude
that the limit flow (U2°);>¢ is stationary.

Proposition 5.4. (U):>0 given in Proposition[52 is stationary.

Proof. 1. Let us show that there exists £ : RT — R* such that
T
(5.31) (k) := }11%55(@ where £ (k) ;:/ T5(Q2,,)dt.
- 0

It is enough to show that {£°(k)}s=o is a Cauchy sequence as § — 0 for all k € Rf. As Q2 is smooth for
t > 0 from Proposition B2 and Q9 is a gradient flow of J5, we have

to+T
(5.32) / / V3dodt = J5(0,) — T5 (0, 1) < Per().
t o9

where V is the normal velocity at € 992. As H = A —V, Corollary &I0 and (5:32)) implies the uniform
bound on ||H||L2(t0,tg+T;L2(BQf))'

As J5(922) = Per(22) + 26)s(t)?, Lemma 5.3 and Corollary ET0] imply that for §; > d> > 0

T
(5.33) [E% (k) — E%(k)| < /0 Per(Q1,) — Per(Q)2 )dt| + 201 (| s, |22 ksry) + 202026 |1 22 (i 1 »

(5.34) <c < sup dH(Qfl,Q?)% +0 + 52)
t€[0,T)

where a constant c is given by
(5.35) ¢ := max {m% , 201 (Per(Qo) + T)} .
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Here, o1 and m are given in (£60) and (&3]), respectively. From Theorem Bl we conclude (53T]).

2. Lemma [3.6] and the smoothness of Q9 for ¢t > 0 from Proposition 3.2 imply that for s,k € R
T ~
(5.36) | O )t < SKa(E7() — £+ 5)
0
where K3 is given in Lemma [3.6 Taking d into zero, (5.31)) and Theorem Bl imply that for s, k € Ry
T o~
(5.37) / d* (UL, ,, UF)dt < sK2(E (k) — E=(k + s))
0

where UF is given in (5.2).

Note that as (k) is monotone decreasing for all § > 0, £<(k) is also monotone decreasing in k.
Taking k into oo, we get for s € Ry

T
5.38 (U UX)dt < sKy(inf £°(k) — inf £°(k)) = 0
(5.39) | P U < Kot £ 0) — int £ ()
and we conclude. O
Proof of Theorem [5.1]

1. Let n*° and U° be as given in Proposition We denote U by U since we know that it is
stationary from the last proposition. We will show that n°° is independent of time as well. Let us argue
by contradiction, and suppose 7°°(t1) # 1n°°(t2) for two Lebesgue points ¢; < t2 in Rj. We may assume
that n°°(t1) < n*°(t2). As t; and ty are Lebesgue points of 7°°, there exists d; > 0 such that for any
d € (0,61), we have

Yt +0) = Y(t1) _ 0> () + 0> (t2) _ Y(t2 +0) — T(ta) [
5 < 5 < 5 where T (t) .—/0 n>°(s)ds.

Therefore, for § € (0,d1), we have
(539) T(tl + (S) < @1(t1 + (5) and T(ﬁg + (S) > @2(152 + (S)

where

0i(t) == %(n%l) o))t — ) + Y (t3) for i € {1,2}.

From Proposition 5.2, u(x) := xp=(x) — x(u=)c(z) is a viscosity solution of V' = —H + n>(t). Let
us define v; : R™ x [0,01] — R by

(5.40) vi(x,t) == a(z; (=Y 4+ O1)(t + t1)) and va(z,t) := U(z; (T — O2)(t + t2))

Observe that v7 = vo = u at ¢t = 0 by definition of T and ©;. Moreover by (539) v; and vy are each a
viscosity subsolution and supersolution of V.= —H + $(n°(t1) + n°°(t2)). Hence Theorem implies
that vy > vy in [0,61]). (&39) and vi(-,8) > va(+,0) can only both hold if U is the whole R™, which is
not the case here, so we reach a contradiction.

2. As (U??)i>0 and 0™ are stationary from Proposition 5.4 and Step 1, we conclude that U® is a
viscosity solution of the elliptic problem,

(5.41) H=n>

As (U?®)i>0 C Sry r, from Proposition B2, (U°):>¢ can be locally represented by graphs. Then, the
regularity of (5.4I)) in [GTI15, Corollary 10.7] implies that Ug® is smooth. As (U®)i>0 C Spy Ry, We
conclude that U® = B,_(z) in R} for some x € B,,(0) where ro given in Theorem [l Therefore,
every sequence of (29°)¢>0 has a subsequence converging to B,_ (z) for some z € B, (0), we conclude

GID). 0
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APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES OF UNBOUNDED TOTAL MEAN CURVATURE

In this section, we present examples of unbounded total mean curvature for R? in Example [A.1] and
R"™ n > 3 in Example [A:2] Here is an example of a nonconvex domain in R? such that the total mean
curvature is unbounded although perimeter and volume are bounded.

Example A.1. Let {O;};en be a sequence of mutually disjoint balls in R? with radius r; := %2 such
that O; CC Bjg for all i € N. Define a domain 2 by
(Al) Q.= BIO - U Ol
i=1
Gauss-Bonnet Theorem implies |, 90, H = —2m for all i € N. Thus, total mean curvature is unbounded

although perimeter and volume are positive and bounded as follows,

= 1 1
A2 Q=w, [10>°=> =], Per(Q)=nw, 10— =
. = (155 o= (10- 35

Based on Example [AIl we can construct a simply connected and star-shaped set, whose total mean
curvature is unbounded for n > 3 (See example [A.2] and Lemma [A_3]).

Example A.2. Let ¢ : R®™ — R* be a smooth function such that ¢ is concave,

(A.3) 0<¢p<1linBP' ¢=0in (B! 1) and |D¢| <1in R".

Denote

(A4) D:={0,0(«)) x2':2’ € B}"'} cR", 9~ D:=B}"and 07D := {(¢(z'),2'): 2’ € B!}
Here, B! is a ball of radius 1 and center 0 in R*~.

As Example[AT] choose {x;}ien € R"™! such that Bf;l(xi) are a sequence of disjoint balls such that

1
(A.5) r; = —— and z; € Bjy*

Qn—2

Define a domain 2 C R" by
(A.6) 0= UQy where 2 :=[—40,40]" and Qg := U(rﬂ) + (40, 2;)).
i=1
where e is a unit vector of the first axis. From Lemma[A3] Q is star-shaped with respect to some ball.

The boundary is divided by two parts,

(A.7) 09 =T1UTs where I'y := (8(21 \ (U r;0D~ + (40, $1)>> and Iy := LJ(?“Z-G’DJr + (40, 2;)).

i=1 i=1

Note that I'; has bounded total mean curvature, but total mean curvature of I'y is unbounded as follows.
From ([A.f]) and the change of variables, it holds that

(A.8) Hdo = / Hdo, = < Hda) 2
T ; r; 0Dt +x; oD+ ;
Then, (A7) implies that
— 1
A9 Hdo = ( Hda) -,
(4.9) Ty oD+ ; ¢

while volume and perimeter are bounded as follows.

(A.10) Q] = <80” +|D| Zr?) ., Per() = (80"1n =Y wp Tt 4107 D Zry—1> :
i=1

i=1 i=1
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Lemma A.3. There exists r > 0 such that Q given in Example[A.3 is star-shaped with respect to B,.

Proof. As Q given in (Af) is star-shaped, it is enough to consider a point in Q5. Note that I'y given in
(A7) is smooth. From Lemma [C1] it is enough to show that

(A.11) TTy >T

for some r > 0 and all z € I's. Denote z = (z%,2') € R". For z € r,0D" + (40,z;), there exists
y; € B! such that

(A-12) = (ri(yi), rayi) + (40, ;)
and thus
(A.13) A _(L=Dg(yi)

1+ [De(y:)]2
From (A3)) and (A, it holds that
4 Do(u; s .
(A14) 0 _ | ¢(yl)|(|rzyz| + |$z|) > 10

.>
I Do T+ Do) P

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.4]

In this section, we prove Proposition 3.4l First, in Lemma [B.3] we show short-time star-shapedness
based on the Holder continuity in Lemma [BIl The remaining arguments are parallel to Theorem 6.5
in [KK18]. For simplicity, we fix ro and Ry given in (8.9) and § € (0,d0) for o given in B.3). Also, let
Q; be a viscosity solution of V' = —H + v5(|Z;|) where E; is an energy solution given in Definition [B.4l

First, let us recall several properties of solutions from [KK18].
Lemma B.1. [KKI18 Corollary 2.10] Assume that Qo € Sy r. Then, there exists
My = Mu(r, R, |75 (IZe )l o< o,77))
such that we have

(B.1) sup d(z,000) < Mylt|? fort € [0,T).
TEON:

Theorem B.2. [KKI8, Theorem 3.6] Let I = [0,to) be the maximal interval satisfying B, C Q. Then,
Qy satisfies p-reflection in I.

Lemma [B.I] and Theorem [B.2 imply the following lemma.

Lemma B.3. (Short-time star-shapedness) Forr > 1o > 0 and 0 < R < Ry, suppose that E(l_hg)p C Qo
and Qo € Sy g for r = p(B? + 28). Then, for all t € [0,t1], it holds that for some 7 > ro and R < Ry

(B.2) Mes; g
where
2

B3) 0=t R (=)o) = 5 <min { LT Rjﬁ})
Here, My is given in Lemma [B.l
Proof. From Lemma [B1] it holds that in [0, #1]
(B.4) B(HW*MM% c C BR+M1t§
Theorem [B.2] implies that Q; satisfies p-reflection for all ¢ € [0, ¢4]

By (B3), it holds that
(B.5) R+ Mlt% < Ry and ro > (((1 +B)p — /\/11151%)2 - pQ)%
From (CJ9), we conclude. U

Recall definition of energy solutions and comparison principle from [KK18].
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Definition B.4. [KKIS8| Definition 5.2] Let (Z)i>0 be a energy solution if there exists a sequence
hp — 0 such that

d (Ee, Ey(hi)) = 0
Here, E; = Ei(h) is given in (3I0).

Lemma B.5. [KKI8, Proposition 6.1] Suppose that Q € Sy g in [0,T] for some r > 1y and R < Ry.

(B.6) If Qo CC Zp, then Qp CC Zy in [0,T). Also, if 29 CC Qo, then 2y CC Q in [0,T).
Proof of Proposition 3.4

Let ;7 and ;%™ be viscosity solutions of V' = —H +v5(|Z;|) starting from 2y~ := (1 — &) and
Q%" 1= (1 + £)Qo, respectively. Note that
(B.?) §(1+B1)p C Qo S STth

where 1 (= p(82+26,)2) and S are given in from (3:6) and R, from Proposition B2 From (B7), there
exist g > 0, 8 € (0,51) and R € (R, Ro) such that

(B.8) B14p), C Q= € 8, for all € € [0,&0], and r := p(B* + 28)% > rg
Here, rg and Ry is given in (39)).

Let us show that Z; = Q; in [0,#1] for t; = ¢;(r, R, K1) given in (B3) and K; :=  max{1, |Br,|}. As
[75(|Z¢])| < K1, we can apply Lemma [B.3] combining with (B.8)) and conclude that for some 7 > rq and
R < Ry

(B.9) Q5 €8, 5 in [0,4].
By Lemma [B5] we conclude that
(B.10) N =l

Note that ;=" and ;% converges to 2; as € — 0 from the uniqueness in [KKI8, Theorem 4.3]. We
conclude that Z; = Q; in [0,¢;]. As the proof of Theorem 6.5 in [KKIS|, we can iterate this step to
conclude. O

APPENDIX C. GEOMETRIC PROPERTIES

In this section, we consider geometric properties of p-reflection and S,.. First, let us recall a local
property of S, from [KKI§].

Lemma C.1. [KKI8, Lemma 8.2] For a continuously differentiable and bounded function ¢ : R™ — R,
let us denote the positive set of ¢ by Q(¢). Let us assume that Q(¢) contains B.(0) and Do # 0 on
O0(¢). Then the set Q(¢p) is in S, if and only if

TTy=1x- < |gz| (z)> > r for all x € 00(9),

where Tl denotes the outward normal of 0Q(¢p) at x.
Here are several properties of p-reflection and S, from [FK14].
Lemma C.2. [FK1j] Suppose that Q2 satisfies p-reflection. Then, we have

S — inf < 4p.
Ieﬂ;ﬂlxl Jnf laf < 4p

Lemma C.3. [FKIj, Lemma 3, 9, 10] For a bounded domain Q2 containing B,(0), the following are
equivalent:

(i) Qe S,.

(i) For all x € 09, there is an interior cone to §):
(C.1) 10(z,7) = ((z +O(~2,0,)) N Cla, g - 91)) UB,(0) C Q
where

0, := arcsinﬁ € [0, g} and C(z,0) := {y | {(x,y) > cosb|z||y|}.
x

(i1i) There exists € > 0 such that for all x € O, there is an exterior cone to §):
(C.2) EC(z,r) = (x 4+ C(x,0,)) N Be(x) C Q° where 6, = arcsin ﬁ
x
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Lemma 3] can be shown by Lemma [C.3]

Proof of Lemma [4.3]
From Lemma [C.3] it holds that for all x € OF,
(C.3) IC(z,r) C E and EC(x,7) C E€

where IC' is an interior cone given in (CJl), and EC is an exterior cone given in (C2). Note that as
|z| < R, the angle of both the interior cone and exterior cone, 6, is bounded from below as follows,

(C4) 6, = arcsin é > arcsin%
Thus, for 1 (r, R) := |IC(Re1,r) N B:(Rey)|, it holds that for € € (0,r)
(C.5) me" < |IC(z,r) N B:(x)| < |EN B(z)]

Here, e; is a unit vector in the positive 1 direction. Similarly, it holds that
(C.6) |B:(z) \ E| > |B:(z) N EC(x,r)| > me™.
Here, w,, is a volume of a unit ball in R".

As E € S, g, there exists ¢g = ¢(r, R) < r such that for all € € (0,&9)
(C.7) Be(z) NOE = (U, f(U))

up to rotation for some Lipschitz function f = f,.: U C B" !}(z) — R. Note that as E € S, g, the
Lipschitz constant of f is uniformly bounded by some constant £ = L(r, R).

From Theorem 9.1 in [Magl2],
(C.8) H1(B.(x) N OF) = / VITIVIRdz < [UIVI+ £ < nuwne™ /15 22
U

Thus, (£3) holds with na(r, R) := nw,v/1+ L2. On the other hand, from the isoperimetric inequality
in [Magl2] Proposition 12.37] and ([£2), we get the lower bound of (£3J). O

Lemma C.4. [FK1j, Lemma 10, 24]
(1) Suppose that ) satisfies p-reflection. Moreover, Q € S, with

—(; 2 2\1/2
(C.9) r=(inf [af? = )2,

(2) Suppose that Q is in Sy g. If there exists p > 0 such that B,(0) C Q and p* > 5(R? — r?), then
Q satisfies p-reflection.

For E, FF C R™, define the Hausdorff distance by
(C.10) dy(E,F):= max{sup d(x, F), sup d(:z:,E)}
zel rel

Lemma C.5. [FK1J, Lemma 23] Consider sets Q1 and Qo in Sy g for R > r > 0. Then the following
holds:

du (0,002) Srr du(Q1,Q2),  [AQ| Sk du(Q1,Q2),
Lastly, let us show the following property of characteristic functions.

Lemma C.6. Let {(QF)i>0}ren be a sequence of sets in S, g for 0 <r < R. Suppose that QF converges
locally uniformly to Q3°. For a sequence of functions {ug}renu{4+oo} defined by

(C.11) ug = Xop — X(ape for k € NU{+oo}

it holds that

(C.12) ub, = lim sup * ug and (oo ) = lim inf , uy
k—o0 k—o0

Here, lim sup* and lim inf , are given in (2.4]).
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Proof. Let us show the first equation in ([CI2) only. The second one can be shown by the parallel
arguments.

By uniform convergence in finite interval, for any j € N, there exists k1 > 0 such that for all k£ > &y

(C.13)

1
dp (QF, Q%) < 5

Thus, for any z € Q° and k > ki, there exists y € QF such that |z — y| < % Thus, we conclude that

(C.14)

1 1
i sup uno.t) =l sup {uns) k25 y—ol <5 oo < 3o
J J

k—o00 J—0o0

and u} (z) = lim sup * ug(z) for x € Q5°.

k—o0

Note that we have for any sets {21,Q2 € S, r

(C.15) di(Q9,095) < di (991, 09Qs)

Combining this with Lemma [C5 we conclude that (QF)¢ converges locally uniformly to (Q2¢°)¢. By

parallel arguments, for any = € (2°)¢, we conclude that lim sup * uy(z,t) = —1. As lim sup * uy, is
k—o0 k— o0

upper semicontinuous, we conclude (CI12).
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