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ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING

FLOWS

BEN ANDREWS, YITAO LEI, YONG WEI, AND CHANGWEI XIONG

ABSTRACT. In the first part of this paper, we develop the theory of anisotropic curvature mea-
sures for convex bodies in the Euclidean space. It is proved that any convex body whose bound-
ary anisotropic curvature measure equals a linear combination of other lower order anisotropic
curvature measures with nonnegative coefficients is a scaled Wulff shape. This generalizes the
classical results by Schneider [Comment. Math. Helv. 54 (1979), 42-60] and by Kohlmann
[Arch. Math. (Basel) 70 (1998), 250-256] to the anisotropic setting. The main ingredients
in the proof are the generalized anisotropic Minkowski formulas and an inequality of Heintze—
Karcher type for convex bodies.

In the second part, we consider the volume preserving flow of smooth closed convex hyper-
surfaces in the Euclidean space with speed given by a positive power « of the kth anisotropic
mean curvature plus a global term chosen to preserve the enclosed volume of the evolving hy-
persurfaces. We prove that if the initial hypersurface is strictly convex, then the solution of the
flow exists for all time and converges to the Wulff shape in the Hausdorff sense. The character-
ization theorem for Wulff shapes via the anisotropic curvature measures will be used crucially
in the proof of the convergence result. Moreover, in the cases k = 1, n or a > k, we can further
improve the Hausdorff convergence to the smooth and exponential convergence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The curvature measures for sets of positive reach (i.e., those sets admitting a locally unique
metric projection; see, e.g., [23, Def. 1.1]) in the Euclidean space have been extensively studied
since they were introduced by Federer [13] in 1959. Schneider [31] in 1978 developed the theory
of curvature measures for convex bodies, an important subclass of sets with positive reach. Here
by convex body we mean compact subset of R**! with nonempty interior. Given a convex body
K in R"*! ¢ > 0 and any Borel set 8 € B(R"*!), the local e-parallel set of K is defined by

ALK, B) :={z e R"™: 0<d(K,z) <e, p(K,z) € B}

which is the set of all points z € R™™! such that the distance 0 < d(K,z) < ¢ and the nearest
point p(K,z) to  on K belongs to 8. The volume of A.(K, /) is a polynomial of degree n + 1
in the parameter ¢ (see [33, §4.2]):

AR 8) =y e (M e ) (1)
k=0

for B € B(R"*!) and € > 0. The equation (1.1) can be viewed as a localized version of the
classical Steiner formula. The coefficients Cy(K,-),...,Cn(K,-) of (1.1) are called the curvature

measures of the convex body K, which are Borel measures on R"T!. A special one is C, which
is the boundary area measure given by C,(K, ) = H"(fNOK) for 3 € B(R"*1).

The curvature measures, as a measure theoretical replacement of the mean curvatures Ej
(1 < k < n) in the smooth differential geometry, have many applications in the non-smooth
case. In 1979, Schneider [32] applied the curvature measures to characterize the Euclidean ball,
and proved the following generalization of the classical Alexandrov Theorem in the differential
geometry.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 8.5.7 in [33]). Let m € {0,...,n — 1}. If K is a convex body in R"+1
and its curvature measure Cp (K, -) satisfies

C(K,B) = ¢ Ch(K,P) (1.2)
for any Borel set 3 € B(R") and a constant ¢ > 0, then K is a ball.

The classification result in Theorem 1.1 was generalized later by Kohlmann [25] to the case
where a linear combination of curvature measures with nonnegative coefficients equals the bound-
ary area measure. If K is a smooth convex body, then the curvature measures can be given as
the following integrals

Co(K, B) :/ By s(NdH", k=0,....n (1.3)
BNOK

for any Borel set 8 € B(R"!), where E,,_j () is the (n—k)th mean curvature of the hypersurface

OK and is defined as the normalized (n— k)th elementary symmetric polynomial of the principal

curvatures A = (A1,..., A,) of OK. The equation (1.2) for a smooth convex body K is equivalent

to that E,_n,(\) is a constant on the boundary 0K, which implies that K is a Euclidean ball

by the classical Alexandrov theorem.

The curvature measures are useful in the study of the geometry of hypersurfaces. Recently, the
first and the third authors [6] developed a new application of the curvature measures in the study
of volume preserving curvature flows. The classification result in Theorem 1.1 was used crucially
in [6] to establish the Hausdorff convergence of a class of volume preserving curvature flows in
the Euclidean space by positive powers of higher order mean curvatures. The main objective
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of this paper is to establish the theory of curvature measures in the anisotropic geometry, and
then to develop their applications in the study of volume preserving anisotropic curvature flows.

1.1. Anisotropic curvature measures. In this paper, we first develop the analogues of the
curvature measures by incorporating some explicit anisotropy, which we call the anisotropic
curvature measures. The concept of anisotropy originates from crystallography and dates back
to Wulff [42]. Let v € C°°(S™) be a smooth positive function such that the square of its positively
I-homogeneous extension on R™*!\ {0} is uniformly convex. Consider the anisotropic surface
energy functional

£(K) = /a A (1.4)

among sets of finite perimeter, where 0* K denotes the reduced boundary of K and v denotes
the outward unit normal vector field. The isoperimetric problem for this energy functional is
uniquely solved by a scaled translated Wulff shape W, which is the set

W = ﬂ {ZEGRR—H:JJ'VS’}/(V)}

vesn

determined by the function v, see [10,16,35]. A sharp quantitative version of the anisotropic
isoperimetric problem was established by Figalli, Maggi and Pratelli [15], corresponding to the
stability for the Wulff shape of a given surface energy (1.4). The function v € C*°(S") is called
the support function of the Wulff shape W. The assumption on v ensures that W is a smooth
uniformly convex body in R™*! and its boundary ¥ = OW is also called the Wulff shape
determined by the support function . See §2.1 for details.

The anisotropy is considered in the relative (or Minkowski) differential geometry as well,
where the Wulff shape plays the similar role as the unit sphere plays in the Euclidean geometrys;
see [9] and references therein. In fact, the Wulff shape allows us to define the anisotropic normal
of any smooth orientable hypersurface M™ in R**! by a map vy : M — X, which takes each
point x € M to the point in ¥ with the same oriented tangent hyperplane. The anisotropic
Weingarten map W, is the derivative of the anisotropic normal v,, which is a linear map from
Ty M to itself at each point. The eigenvalues k = (k1,...,ky) of W, are called the anisotropic
principal curvatures. We define the kth anisotropic mean curvature of M as the normalized kth
elementary symmetric function Ej, of the anisotropic principal curvatures x:

-1
Ek:Ek(/i):<Z> S kiR k=10 (1.5)

1<i1 << <n

It was proved in [22] that any smooth embedded closed hypersurface in R"*! with constant kth
anisotropic mean curvature for some 1 < k < n is a scaled Wulff shape. Note that when the
Waulff shape is the unit sphere, the kth anisotropic mean curvature defined in (1.5) is just the
kth mean curvature of the hypersurface in the Euclidean space, and the result in [22] reduces
to the classical Alexandrov theorem.

To introduce the anisotropic curvature measures, we need a notion of local “c-parallel set” of
a convex body in the anisotropic setting. This will be defined via the following relative distance
function. Given a Wulff shape W, we define a (non-symmetric) distance function in R"*! relative
to W, by setting dw (z,y) = inf{r > 0: y € x +rW}. Then the relative distance of a point
y € R™! from a set K is defined as

dw (K,y) = inf{dw(z,y) : x € K}.
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If K is a convex body, then the infimum in the above definition is attained at a single point
which we denote by fx(y) € K. For any open set 3 in R**! and £ > 0, we define the local
e-parallel set of K as follows

A(K,B) ={x e R": 0 <dw(K,z) <e, frx(x) < p}.
The anisotropic curvature measures can be formally defined as the coefficients of the polynomial

HHA(K, ) = o <” N 1) 3,(K: B), (1.6)
r=0

which is called the Steiner formula for the volume of the anisotropic local parallel set of K.
Strictly speaking, as A.(K, () and ®,(K;3) depend on the Wulff shape W and it would be
better to use the notation A, y (K, 8) and @,y (K; ), but we will omit the subscript W for the
simplicity of the notation. We will discuss in §3 the derivation of the formula (1.6), and prove
that ®,(K;3) indeed defines a measure on R"! and has the weak continuity property with
respect to the Hausdorff distance. As a key ingredient, we introduce the generalized anisotropic
principal curvatures of a convex body K living on the anisotropic normal bundle of K. In
84, using the anisotropic curvature measures we prove a generalized version of the Minkowski
formulas, which hold for any convex body in the Euclidean space. Moreover, the anisotropic
curvature measures allow us to derive in §5 a representation formula for the volume of a convex
body involving the anisotropic interior reach, which leads to an inequality of Heintze—Karcher
type. Combining the anisotropic Minkowski formulas and the inequality of Heintze—Karcher
type, we are able to prove the following theorem on the anisotropic curvature measures, which
is the content of §6.

Theorem 1.2. Let W be a Wulff shape in R" ! with the support function v € C(S"). For
a conver body K and some constants Ao, ..., A\p—1 > 0, assume that the anisotropic curvature
measures of K satisfy

n—1
r=0
Then K is a scaled Wulff shape.

Theorem 1.2 is the anisotropic analogue of the results proved by Schneider [32] and Kohlmann
[25]. In particular, any convex body with anisotropic curvature measures satisfying

for some k = 1,...,n and some constant ¢ > 0 must be a scaled Wulff shape. When the Wulff
shape W is the unit Euclidean ball, Theorem 1.2 with anisotropic curvature measures satisfying
(1.8) reduces to Theorem 1.1 by Schneider [32]. When the convex body K is smooth, Equation
(1.8) implies that the kth anisotropic mean curvature of K is a constant. Then in this case
the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 reduces to the result proved by He, Li, Ma, and Ge [22] for
hypersurfaces with constant kth anisotropic mean curvature.

1.2. Volume preserving anisotropic curvature flows. In the second part of this paper, we
will apply Theorem 1.2 to study the anisotropic analogue of the volume preserving curvature
flow. Let W be a Wulff shape in R™*! with the support function v € C*°(S"), and let X :
M"™ — R™"! be a smooth embedding such that My = Xo(M) is a strictly convex hypersurface
in R"*! enclosing a smooth convex body Ky. We consider the smooth family of embeddings



ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING FLOWS 5

X : M™% [0,T) — R*"! satisfying
0 o
o X (@) = (6() = B (m))ws (a0,
X(-,0) = Xo(),

where o > 0, Ej(r) is the kth anisotropic mean curvature defined in (1.5) and v,(z,t) is the
anisotropic normal of the evolving hypersurface My = X (M, t). The global term ¢(t) in the flow
(1.9) is chosen as

(1.9)

1 o
0 =~z /. By (k) s (1.10)

to preserve the volume of the closure K; of the domain enclosed by M;, where dyu, = v(v)du
is the anisotropic area form on M; and |M|, is the anisotropic area of M; (i.e., the anisotropic
perimeter defined in (1.4) for smooth convex bodies).

We will prove the following convergence result for the flow (1.9).

Theorem 1.3. Let W be a Wulff shape in R with the smooth support function v € C>(S™),
and Xo : M™ — R be a smooth embedding such that My = Xo(M) is a closed strictly convex
hypersurface in R*1 enclosing a convex body K.

(1) For any k € {1,...,n} and a > 0, the volume preserving flow (1.9) has a smooth
strictly convex solution M, for all time t € [0,00), and M; converges as t — oo to a
scaled Wulff shape My, = 7Y in the Hausdorff sense, where T is the radius such that
Vol(Ky) = 71 Vol(W).

(2) For (i) k=1 and o > 0, or (ii)) k =n and o > 0, or (i1i) « > k =1,...,n, we can
improve the Hausdorff convergence in (1) to the smooth and exponential convergence.

Anisotropic analogue of mean curvature flow has been studied as models of crystal growth [36]
and other phenomena involving the motion of interfaces [7,8]. The graphical anisotropic mean
curvature flow has been studied by the first author and Clutterbuck [5, 11], but the conver-
gence result of the anisotropic mean curvature flow for smooth, closed and convex hypersurfaces
(anisotropic analogue of Huisken’s result [18] in 1984) has not yet been proved. The difficulty lies
in the increased complexity of the evolution equations of geometric quantities due to the pres-
ence of the anisotropy and thus it is hard to obtain a priori curvature pinching ratio estimates.
In 2001, the first author [2] considered the anisotropic analogue of Huisken’s volume-preserving
mean curvature flow [19] (corresponding to the case K = 1 and o = 1 of the flow (1.9)), and
proved that the solutions converge to the Wulff shape corresponding to the anisotropy. Though
the curvature pinching is still not available, the convergence result was proved by exploring the
monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio. Our Theorem 1.3 is a generalization of the main result
in [2] to the flow by arbitrary positive powers of higher order anisotropic mean curvatures.

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we exploit the isoperimetric bounds on the evolving domains.
For a smooth convex body K in R"*!, the mixed volume relative to W is defined as

Vot (K, W) = (n+ DVol(K),  Vo(K, W) = (n + 1)Vol (W),

Vn+l—k(K7 W) = Ek—ldiu’y) k=1,...,n,
0K

where Ej_1 is the (k — 1)st anisotropic mean curvature of 0K relative to the Wulff shape W.
We consider the following isoperimetric ratio
VZ ( K, W)n-l-l

To(K =
Z( 7W) Vn+1(K,W)Z V’O(K’W)n—l—l—f’

1<0<n, (1.11)
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for the convex body K. We will prove that Z,,1_ (K¢, W) is monotone non-increasing in time
along the flow (1.9), and thus is bounded from above by its initial value. On the other hand,
the Alexandrov—Fenchel inequality (2.16) implies

T(K,W)>1, 1<(<n,

with the equality if and only if K is homothetic to W. These can be used to control the geometry
of the evolving hypersurface M;, including the n-dimensional anisotropic area, the anisotropic
inner radius and outer radius.

To study the long-time behavior of the flow (1.9), we employ the anisotropic Gauss map
parametrization which we will review in §8 and we rewrite the flow as a scalar parabolic equation
of the “anisotropic support function s” on the Wulff shape ¥. This allows us to use the inner
radius bound and Tso’s technique [38] to give an upper bound on the kth anisotropic mean
curvature and the two-sided positive bounds on the global term ¢(f). We can also obtain
the convexity estimate for the evolving hypersurfaces by estimating an upper bound on the
anisotropic principal radii 7 = (q,...,7,), which are eigenvalues of the matrix

_ 1 B
Tij[s] = ViVjs + gijs — §Qijkvk3.

Here @51, comes from the anisotropy which creates lots of extra terms in the evolution equation
of 7;;. Thus the maximum principle for tensors may not be applied directly to the evolution of
7i; to deduce its upper bound. To overcome this problem, we notice that the evolution equation
of s has some terms which could be used to control the bad terms in the evolution of 7;;, and
we can combine them together to get a time dependent upper bound on the largest anisotropic
principal radius. Then a standard contradiction argument can be used to conclude the long-time
existence of the flow.

From the monotonicity of Z, 1, (K, W) and the long-time existence of the flow, we show
that the anisotropic curvature measures of the limit convex body satisfy the equation (1.8)
and thus the limit convex body is a scaled Wulff shape by our Theorem 1.2. This proves the
Hausdorff convergence of K; to a scaled Wulff shape. Then we can apply the argument in [6, §7]
(a variation of Smoczyk’s method [34]) to conclude a uniform lower bound on the kth anisotropic
mean curvature. This allows us to obtain uniform regularity estimates for the flow (1.9) in the
cases k=1, a > 0 and k = n, a > 0. The smooth convergence of the flow then follows in these
cases.

To deal with the case o > k= 1,...,n, we need to further explore the Hausdorff convergence
of the solution. We first improve the CY and C" estimates and show that the anisotropic support
function is close to a constant (with respect to some moving center) and its gradient is almost
zero. Since a > k, by the Haussdorff convergence and Holder inequality we also show that the
global term ¢(t) satisfies the property

o p—
hﬂggf o(t) > 7,

where 7 is the anisotropic radius of the limit Wulff shape. To derive the C? estimate, we again
employ the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization. As we already have the C! estimate, the
C? estimate is equivalent to the bounds on the anisotropic principal curvatures. Equivalently, it
suffices to estimate the upper bound on the anisotropic principal radii of curvature 7, ..., 7,. For
this purpose, we apply the maximum principle to the evolution equation of an auxiliary function
involving 7;;[s|, the anisotropic support function s and its gradient, and use the improved Cco, ot
estimates of s and the above-mentioned property of ¢(¢). This is the most technical part in the
proof, where an observation on smooth symmetric functions due to Guan, Shi, and Sui [17] will
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be used. Finally, we show that the smooth convergence is in the exponential rate by studying
the linearization of the flow around the Wulff shape.

Remark 1.1. We remark that the smooth convergence in Theorem 1.3 holds for all @ > 0
and all k = 1,--- ,n in the isotropic case (i.e., in the case that the Wulff shape W is the unit
Euclidean ball), see Theorem 1.1 in [6]. It’s a natural question whether this is still true in the
general anisotropic setting for 0 < a <k, k=2,--- ,n— 1.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In §2 we review some basic facts on the Wulff shape, the
anisotropic geometry, the mixed volumes and the Alexandrov—Fenchel inequalities. §§3—6 com-
prise the first part of the paper. In §3 we introduce the anisotropic curvature measures and study
their basic properties. In §4 we prove the generalized anisotropic Minkowski integral formulas.
Next in §5 we discuss the volume representation of convex bodies in terms of the anisotropic in-
terior reach. Finally in §6 we first use the volume representation in §5 to establish an inequality
of Heintze—Karcher type, and then combine this inequality with the Minkowski formulas in §4
to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. After §6 we come to the second part of the paper, which
consists of §§7-11. In §7 we review the variation equations along a general anisotropic curva-
ture flow and study basic properties of our volume preserving anisotropic curvature flow. In
§8 we introduce the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of convex hypersurfaces and derive
evolution equations for various geometric quantities under this parametrization. Next in §9 we
show the long-time existence of our anisotropic curvature flow by investigating the upper bound
for the anisotropic principal radii of curvature of the evolving hypersurfaces. Then in §10 we
use the characterization of Wulff shapes via anisotropic curvature measures in Theorem 1.2 to
obtain the Hausdorff convergence of the flow. This could be used to improve the estimate on
the global term ¢(t). By the Hausdorff convergence and a variant of Smoczyk’s method [34], in
§10 we also prove a uniform positive lower bound on the kth anisotropic mean curvature. In the
last section §11 we show the smooth and exponential convergence of the flow for some special
cases as mentioned above, and so finish the proof of Theorem 1.3. Throughout the paper the
Finstein convention on the summation for indices is used unless otherwise indicated.

Acknowledgments. The research of the first two authors was supported by Laureate Fel-
lowship FL150100126 of the Australian Research Council. The third author was supported
by National Key Research and Development Project SQ2020YFA070080 and Research grant
KY0010000052 from University of Science and Technology of China. The fourth author was
supported by the funding (no. 1082204112549) from Sichuan University.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON ANISOTROPIC GEOMETRY

In this section, we briefly review the anisotropic geometry and mixed volumes in convex
geometry. We refer the readers to [2,33,43] for more details.

2.1. The Wulff shape. Let v be a smooth positive function on the sphere S™ such that the
matrix

A (z) = VEVEy(z) +v(z)gsn, x€S" (2.1)

is positive definite, where VS denotes the covariant derivative on S”. Then there exists a unique
smooth strictly convex hypersurface ¥ given by

2 = {6(@)|6(2) = 1(2)z + V(2), = €5"}
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whose support function is given by . Denote the closure of the enclosed domain of ¥ by W. We
call W (and ¥) the Wulff shape determined by the function v € C°°(S™). When 7 is a constant,
the Wulff shape is just a round sphere.

The smooth function v on S™ can be extended homogeneously to a 1-homogeneous function
on R™"*! by
(@) =laly(z/lz]), e R\ {0}
and setting (0) = 0. Then it is easy to show that ¢(z) = Dvy(z) for x € S, where D denotes
the gradient on R™*!'. The homogeneous extension 7 defines a Minkowski norm on R"*! that
is, 7 is a norm on R™*! and D?(4?2) is uniformly positive definite in R"*!\ {0}. We can define
a dual Minkowski norm 7° on R"*! by

0(5) — su (z,z) 5 n+1
v (z) == m;ﬁ% @) e R". (2.2)

Then the Wulff shape W can be written as
W={zeR":7%%2) <1},
and ¥ = OW = {z e R"T1 :70(2) = 1}.

2.2. Anisotropic geometry. Let M be a smooth orientable hypersurface in the Euclidean
space R™*! with a unit normal vector field v, and ¥ be the Wulff shape defined in §2.1. We
define the anisotropic normal of M as the map v, : M — X given by

vy(z) = d(v(z)) = y(w(@)v(x) + Viy(r(z) € ©
for any point € M. It follows from the 1-homogeneity of v that v, (z) = Dvy(v(x)). The
anisotropic Weingarten map is a linear map

ny = dl/,Y : TmM — T,,W(m)E.

Note that W, = A, oW, where W = dv = (hf ) is the Weingarten map of the hypersurface M.
Recall that the eigenvalues of W are the principal curvatures A = (A1, ..., \,). The eigenvalues of
W, are called the anisotropic principal curvatures of M, and we denote them by k = (K1, ..., Kn).

If we write W, = (ﬁg ) in local coordinates, then

(@) = (Ay (@) (). (2:3)
In particular, it follows from (2.3) that E, (k) = det(A,(v))En(N).

For any smooth orientable hypersurface M in R"*!, we define the anisotropic area functional
as

My = [ 2w

where v is a fixed unit normal vector field of M and du is the area form of the induced metric
on M from the Euclidean space R"T!. We set dp = y(v)dp and call it the anisotropic area
form of M.

There is another formulation of the anisotropic principal curvatures, which was introduced
by the first author in [2] and reformulated by Xia in [43]. The idea is to define a new metric on
R"™*! using the second derivatives of the dual function 4° of the homogeneous extension of 7.
This new metric on R"*! is defined as

1 n+1 82 0\2 o
G V) = L S L0 iy (2.4)

2 £ 021027
i,j=1
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for z € R*1\ {0} and U,V € T,R™"!. The third derivatives of 4° can be used to define

_1 5 P00
T2 4 182i82j82k

Z7.77 =

Q:)(U,V,Y) Uiviyk (2.5)

for z € R*1\ {0} and U, V,Y € T,R""!. The 1-homogeneity of 7° implies that

G(2)(z,2) =1, G(2)(z,V)=0, for z€XandV €T,3,
Q(2)(z,U,V) =0, for ze€¥and U,V € R""

For a smooth hypersurface M in R™"!| the anisotropic normal v, lies in ¥. Then
G(vy)(vy,vy) =1, G(vy)(vy,U) =0, forUeTM,
Q) (v, U, V) =0,  for U,V € R,

Thus v, is perpendicular to TM with respect to the metric G(v.). This induces a Riemannian
metric g on M from (R"*!,G) by

g(x) = G(Vv(m))‘TxM, x € M. (2.6)
The second fundamental form of (M, §) C (R"*1 G) is defined by
hij = =G(vy) (v, 0:0;X), (2.7)

where X is the position vector of the hypersurface M in R+, Then the anisotropic Weingarten
map has the expression W, = (h!) = (3, *h;i.). The anisotropic Weingarten formula says
that

8iVF = ilfakX (28)
We can state the anisotropic analogue of the Gauss equation and Codazzi equation:
Rijee = hirhjo — hichjr, + ViAj — ViAjg
+ gpmAjkpAméi - gpmAjépAmkiy (29)
@kﬁi]——i—flﬁflgki = Vjhi + hi A,

where V and R are the Levi-Civita connection and Riemannian curvature tensor of g respectively,
and A is a 3-tensor

1 /. . .
Aije = =5 (thjkz + 15 Qi — hiQijZ) ;

with Q;jr = Q(v1)(0;X,0;X,0,X). Note that by definition (2.5), @ is totally symmetric in all
three indices. Hence the tensor A;;j is symmetric for the first two indices.

When the hypersurface M is the Wulff shape ¥, the anisotropic normal v, is just the position
vector and the anisotropic principal curvatures are all equal to 1. Then A;j, = —Q;jx/2 which is
symmetric in all indices. We use the notations g, V and R to denote the induced metric on the
Wulff shape ¥ from (R™*+!, ), and its Levi-Civita connection and curvature tensor, respectively.
Then V,Q;;i, is totally symmetric in four indices (Prop. 2.2 in [44]). The Gauss equation (2.9)
is simplified as

o o 1_ 1
Rijre = Girgje — GieGjk + ngquZqujk - ngqukaqu- (2.10)
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2.3. Mixed volumes and Alexandrov—Fenchel inequalities. Let W be the Wulff shape
defined in §2.1, which is a smooth strictly convex body in R™*! with boundary ¥ = OW and
with the support function given by a smooth function v € C°°(S™). Associated with W, the
anisotropic distance in R"*! is defined by

dw (z,y) =1°(y —x),  z,yeR™, (2.11)
where 7° is the dual norm defined in (2.2). Equivalently, we have
dw(z,y) =inf{r>0:ycax+rW}.
This distance is not symmetric (unless W is centrosymmetric), but satisfies the triangle inequal-
it
’ dw (z,z) < dw(z,y) + dw(y, 2)
with the equality if and only if z,y, z are collinear in that order.
Let K be a convex body in R**!. For any y € R*™! we define the anisotropic distance of y
to K by
dw(K,y) = inf {dw(z,y) : x € K}. (2.12)
For any € > 0, we define the e-parallel set of K by
K¢ :={z e R"" | dy(K,z) < ¢}
which is also equal to the Minkowski sum of the two convex bodies K and W
Ke=K+eW={z+ey|zeKyecW}.
The mixed volumes of a convex body K relative to W are defined as the coefficients of the

volume of the above e-parallel set of K, which is a polynomial of e:

€ 1 & n+1—k n+ 1
Vol(K8) = —— Y ¢ Vi (K, W). (2.13)
n+1 Pt k

Here the left-hand side of (2.13) is the volume of K¢ with respect to the Euclidean metric, i.e.,
the (n + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure (or (n + 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure) of K¢.
The formula (2.13) is called the Steiner formula for the convex body K. In particular,

Vi1 (K, W) =(n + 1) Vol(K),
Vo(K, W) =(n+ 1)Vol(W).
If 0K is smooth, we can express the mixed volumes in terms of the anisotropic curvature integrals

Vn+1_k(K, W) = Ek_ld,uy, k= 1,...,n, (2.14)
0K

where Ej,_ is the (k — 1)st anisotropic mean curvature of 0K relative to W and du., = v(v)du
denotes the anisotropic area form.

Moreover, the mixed volumes satisfy the following Alexandrov—Fenchel inequalities:

Theorem 2.1 (see [33, §7]). For any convex body K in R"*1, there holds

—i k—j j—i
VI J(K,W) > Vid (K WOV (K, W) (2.15)
forall0 <i<j<k<mn+1. In particular, for k =n+1, (2.15) reduces to
Vil (W) = Vi (B W) V(K W) (2.16)

for 0 < i < j < n+1. Furthermore, the equality of (2.16) holds if and only if K is a scaled
translate of W.
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We note that the inequality (2.16) implies that the isoperimetric ratio Z,(K, W) defined in
(1.11) satisfies

T(K,W)>1, 1</{<n, (2.17)
with the equality holding if and only if K is homothetic to W.

3. ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES

In this section, we introduce the anisotropic curvature measures for convex bodies in R"t!.
For that purpose, we first define the generalized anisotropic principal curvatures on the unit
anisotropic normal bundle of a convex body K. Then we calculate the volume of the local -
parallel set of K, and express it as a polynomial of degree n + 1 in €. The anisotropic curvature
measures will be defined as the coefficients of the expression. At the end of this section, we will
prove that such defined anisotropic curvature measures are weakly continuous with respect to
the Hausdorff distance.

3.1. Generalized anisotropic principal curvatures. Let W be a Wulff shape in R"*! with
the support function v € C*°(S™). Associated with W, the anisotropic distance function dyy (-, -)
in R"*! is defined by (2.11). Let K be a convex body in R**!. For any y € R"*! the anisotropic
distance of y to K is defined by

dw (K,y) = inf{dw(z,y) : z € K}.

Since K is convex, for any p € R"*! there exists a unique p* € K so that dy (K, p) = dw (p*,p).
If p € R"1\ K, the nearest point p* lies on the boundary of K.

Definition 3.1. For any p € R"*!, we call fx(p) := p* the anisotropic metric projection of p
on K with respect to W. For any p € R""!\ K, we denote by

p— fx(p)
VP — fx(p))

the vector pointing from the nearest point fx(p) to p with unit 4°-norm. Then vg(p) lies on
the boundary ¥ of the Wulff shape W.

vk (p) =

Definition 3.2. Define Fi : R"*1\ K — TR"*! by

Fi(p) = (fx(p),vx(p)) € R"™ x X, (3.1)
We call the image F (R"*!\ K) =: Nk the unit anisotropic normal bundle of K.

We have the following analytic properties for the maps fx and F.
Lemma 3.3. The function fx is Lipschitz continuous, and so is Fi.
Proof. Take any two points p,q € R"T! with p # ¢. There are three cases to be considered.
Case 1: p € K and g € K. In this case we have
[fx(p) = fr(@)l =lp—al <lp—ql

Case 2: p€ K and ¢ € K¢ = R\ K. So fx(p) = p € K and by the definition of fx we
have

dw (fx(q),q) < dw(p,q).
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FIGURE 1. Lipschitz continuity of fx

Since v is a smooth positive function on S™, the anisotropic distance function dy in R**! is
equivalent to the Euclidean distance, i.e., there exists a positive constant C' depending only on
~ such that

1
5\95 =yl <dwl(z,y) < Clz —y|
for any two points x,y € R"*1. Therefore, we have

|fx(p) — fr(@)] = |fx(a) — fx ()]
< Cdw(fr(q), fr(p))
< C(dw(fkr(9),q) +dw(q, fx(p)))
< C(dw(p,q) + dw(q,p))
< 2C%p —ql.

Case 3: p € K¢ and ¢ € K°. In this case we adapt the idea in the proof of [33, Theorem 1.2.1]
and consider the line segment from fx(p) to fx(q), which is given by

p(t) = f(p) + te,
where e = (fx(q) — fx(p))/|fx(¢) — fx(p)| is the unit vector pointing from fx(p) to fx(¢q) and
0<t<|fx(q) — fx(p)|- Since K is convex, p(t) lies in K for all 0 <t < |fx(q) — fx(p)|- The

definitions of fx and dw imply that 4°(p — fx(p)) <7°(p — p(t)) for 0 <t < |fx(q) — fx(p)|-
It follows that

0 G| 0" p0) = <D0 - o),
Similarly, we have
0> (30 = p(6)) = ~(D1"(a = fc(a). )
t=|fx(9)—fx (p)l

For a fixed unit vector e € S”, let us consider the set

Cle) = {¢ € R™\ {0} : (D7"(€), ) > O}.
Since DAY(t€) = DAY(€) for any t > 0, we know that C(e) is a cone and so it is determined by
its subset C'(e) N OW. Then it is easy to see that C(e) N OW consists of all the points £ € OW
such that the isotropic normal v(£) (= D~%(€)) of OW at ¢ satisfies (v(€),e) > 0. It follows that
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the cone C(e) is determined only by e. (Note that generally C(e) is not a half-space.) Moreover,
e lies in the interior of C(e) since (D4°(e),e) =~°(e) > 0.

Back to our setting, we see that ¢ lies in the set fx(q)+C/(e) with vertex fx(q), while p lies in
the closure of the set fx(p)+C(e)¢. Since the boundary Bd(q,e) of fx(q)+C/(e) is the translation
of the boundary Bd(p,e) of fx(p)+ C(e)¢ along the line segment p(t), 0 <t < |fx(q) — fx(p)|,
there exists a constant ¢y = cg(e) such that

|fx(p) = [K(q)| = cole)dist(Bd(p, ), Bd(g; €)).
Noting that dist(Bd(p, e), Bd(q,e)) < |p — q|, we derive

|fx(p) = [r(@)] < cole)lp — al-
Finally since e € S", the Lipschitz constant of fx in this case can be taken as max.egn co(e).

In summary, fx is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant max{1,2C? max.esn co(e)}.
O

We can equip the unit anisotropic normal bundle N of a convex body K in R™*! with a
new metric G((p,v(p)))(,-) for (p,v(p)) € Nk, using the formulation in [2,43].

Definition 3.4. Let (p,v(p)) € TR™™!\ {0} be any element such that p € R"*! and v(p) €
T,R™*1\{0}. Then any element in T{, ) (TR""1\{0}) is a pair of vectors (u, w). We introduce

a metric G on TR"*1\ {0} such that

G((p,v(p)) (u, w), (u, w)) = G(v(p))(u, u) + G(v(p))(w, w), (3.2)
where G(v(p))(-,-) is the metric defined in (2.4). Note that N € TR"*1\ {0}. Then Ny will
be equipped with the metric induced from G.

Remark 3.1. In the isotropic case (i.e., 7°(v)? = ]v[%@_j), the metric G on TR™\ {0} is
well-known and called Sasaki metric.

Let K be a convex body in R™*!. For ¢ > 0, let
K ={z cR"™ . dy(K,z) <&}

be the anisotropic parallel body of K with anisotropic distance . Then OK¢ is a C'"! hypersur-
face. In particular, it is C? a.e., and the anisotropic principal curvatures x;(p) of K¢ are well
defined for almost every point p € 0K*¢. For p € K¢, we have

p= fx(p) +evk(p), wvor:(p)=vK(p),

where vgg=(p) denotes the anisotropic normal of K¢ at p. Since fx is locally Lipschitz, the
analytical properties of N can be derived as in [40]. The restriction of the map Fx on the
boundary of K¢

FK‘@KE :0K® — NK
is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism. This follows from the fact that the inverse of Fi |9k is given
by (Filore) (z,v) = o+ ev € OK®. Tt follows that N is a Lipschitz submanifold of TR™*!
of dimension n.

Since the anisotropic normal vector of a point of the boundary K is in general not unique, we
adapt the idea in [23,40,46] in the isotropic case to define the generalized anisotropic principal
curvatures associated with K living on the anisotropic normal bundle N rather than on 0K.
Since fx and Fy are Lipschitz maps, they are differentiable almost everywhere on R*+1\ K,
by Rademacher’s theorem. Let Zx C R"!\ K be the set of points where fr and Fy are
differentiable. Note that if y € Pk, then the whole ray {fx(y) + pvk(y) : p > 0} belongs to
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Pk . Tt follows that there exists a set Nx C Nx with H"(Nx \ Nx) = 0 such that vg(-) is
differentiable at x+ puv for all (z,v) € Nk and all p > 0. We fix a point (x,v) € N and consider
the point p = = + ev € K. The anisotropic principal curvatures of 0K¢ are well defined at
the point p € K¢ for any ¢ > 0. Consider the line segment o : [0,¢] — fx(p)p connecting
0(0) = fx(p) = x and o(e) = p, which can be written as o(t) = p — (¢ — t)v. Since

vakt(0(t)) = vok=(o(e)), Vte(0,¢e),

a differentiation gives
d'UaKt‘o_(t)((]. + (t —e)ri(p)) &) = ki(p)es, i=1,....n, (3.3)

where {e;,i = 1,...,n} denotes an orthonormal basis of the anisotropic Weingarten map at
p € OK*® with respect to the induced metric from G. The equation (3.3) means that the parallel
displacement of e; along o(t) yields an orthonormal basis of the anisotropic Weingarten map of
OK" at o(t) for t € (0,¢), and the corresponding eigenvalues at o(t) are related to r;(p) by

_ Ki(p)
ki(o(t)) = T =) (3.4)

If k;(p) # 1/e, the equation is equivalent to
ki(e®) )
1 —tri(o(t)) 11— enri(p)
Since both sides of (3.5) do not depend on ¢, we can define their value as ;(z,v) for (z,v) € Nk,
which we call the generalized anisotropic principal curvatures of K.

(3.5)

Definition 3.5. Let K be a convex body in R We define the generalized anisotropic
principal curvatures of K at (z,v) € N C N by

Ki(p) o
Ri(2,v) = f:g@wﬁ&@#va

+00, if k;(p) =1/e,
where p = z + ev € OK®. Note that the right-hand side of (3.6) does not depend on .

(3.6)

Remark 3.2. Alternatively, we have
ki(z,v) := lim k;(o(t)) € RU{+o0},

t—0+
where o(t) = z +tv € OK®. If K is C? then k;(z,v) coincide with the ordinary anisotropic
principal curvatures of 0K. In the following, without loss of generality, we will write

ki(v) = ki(x,v)
and write v € N instead of (z,v) € N for the simplicity of the notation. If the base point of
v needs to be emphasized, we use the notation x = II(v) € 0K to denote the base point of v.

Relabel k;(v) such that k1 (v) > -+ > Ky (v). For integer r = 0,1,...,n, define
Ny ={veNk|ri(v) ==k (v) = 400 and K, 41(v), ..., kn(v) < 400 }.

The following proposition can be derived using the equations (3.3) and (3.4) as in Theorem
2.4 of [23]. We omit the proof here.

Proposition 3.6. Let v € N and « = II(v) € OK be the base point of v. The following three
statements are equivalent:

(1) ve Nk,
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(2) For any ¢ > 0, 1/ is an anisotropic principal curvature of the hypersurface OK® at
p = x + ev with multiplicity r.
(3) For any ¢ >0 and p = x + v, we have rank((fx)«|p) =n — 1.

Using Proposition 3.6, we have the following characterization for the set N; K,0-
Proposition 3.7. Define the following two sets
OK = {z € OK : OK s twice differentiable at x},

and
K = {z € OK : the unit anisotropic normal is unique at x}.

Then 0K C M(Nx ) C 9K and -1 (0K)NNk C Nico. It follows that E)\IEHH(ULI Nir) = 0.

Proof. First, for any x € 0K the unit anisotropic normal v(z) at x is unique and the anisotropic
principal curvatures k;(x) of 0K at z are finite. So k;(v(z)) are all finite. Therefore 0K C
TNk ).

Second, take any v € ./\7K70. By Proposition 3.6, for any £ > 0 and p = II(v) + ev, we have
rank((fx)«|p) = n. So there exist n linearly independent tangent vectors for 0K at fx(p) =

II(v). Tt follows that at II(v) the unit anisotropic normal is unique. So (N ) C OK. The
other statements follow immediately. O

3.2. Volumes of anisotropic parallel sets.

Let 3 C R™! be a bounded Borel set. Then the preimage of 3 under the projection fx is

fEHB) = (BN K)U fi (BN OK).
For € > 0, define

Be = f'(B)NOK®, and f.:= Fr(B:) € Nk.

Since OK°® is regular, i.e., the support hyperplane is unique at any point of 0K¢, there exists a
unique isotropic normal vector v at any point of JK°. Then the anisotropic normal vector on
O0K?¢ is given by v = Dv(v). We can equivalently express the isotropic normal vector v in terms
of the anisotropic normal vector v by

, — D)
D)5,
On 0K*, we use the induced metric § = G(v)(-,-) from G and let dp, = (v)dp be the anisotropic

area form on K¢, where du the isotropic area form on K¢ with respect to the metric induced
from the Euclidean metric.

(3.7)

Let v(p) denote the unit outward anisotropic normal of K¢ at p. We have

Fr(p) = (fx(p),vk(p)) = (p — ev(p),v(p)) € Nk.

For any (z,v) € N, we calculate the differential of the map Fy at the point p = z +ev € OKE.
Let {e;}!" | be an orthonormal eigenbasis of the anisotropic Weingarten map on T,,(0K*¢) with
respect to the new metric G(v)(-,-). We get

(Fi )« (ei) =(ei — evi(es), vi(ei))
=((1 —eri(p))ei, ri(p)ei) ,
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where k;(p) are the corresponding anisotropic principal curvatures of 9K at p which exist as
we assumed that (z,v) € Ni. By definition (3.6) of k;(v), we have

 Ki(v)
i) = 1+ eri(v)
The equation (3.8) is true algebraically even when k;(v) = 400 for some i. Then
er; (V) ki(v)
Fr)«(ei) = |1— i i - :
(Fic)«(e:) << 1+€/€i(v)>e 1—1—6/1,-(1))6) (3.9)
Therefore, the Jacobi determinant of the map Fi|sk- is given by

(L 2 ()2
Jn(Filoxe) = El 1 temi(v)

(3.8)

(3.10)

for v € Nx. On N we use the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure H" induced from the metric G
on TR™!. This is comparable to the Euclidean Hausdorff measure H", as the metric G(v)(-, )
is comparable to the Euclidean metric. Therefore, we also have H" (N \ Nx) = 0.

As introduced in Section 1, we define the local e-parallel set A.(K, ) of a convex body K by
A(K,B) = {z e R"™| 0 < dw(K,z) < e, fx(z)€ B} (3.11)

This is equal to the set f'(3)N(K®\ K). In the following, we compute the (n 4 1)-dimensional
Lebesgue measure LT (A. (K, B)). Since K is the set of the points in R"*!\ K having distance
¢ to the boundary 0K, we can write

OK® = {x ¢ R"™\ K| u(z) := dw (0K, z) = €}.

We have shown in Lemma 3.3 that the projection map fx from R"*'\ K to OK is Lipschitz, so
the function w is a Lipschitz function. By Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions,
we have

L AK, B)) =L (f1(B) N (K7 \ K))

&€
1
= ——du(p)dt.
/o /ul(t)ﬂle(ﬁ) D7)

At any point p € u~1(t) = OK' for 0 < t < ¢, we have for |7| small,
u(lp+To(p)) =t + .
Differentiating this equation with respect to 7 gives that

1= Du(p) - o(p) = Du(p) - (Y()v + Vo1, ) = [Duly(v), ¥ peu(0),

where v is the isotropic unit normal vector which exists and is unique as K" has only regular
points. Hence |[Du| = 1/v(v). Consequently,

L A(K, B)) =L (f1(B) N (K°\ K))

= /06 </t ’Y(V)d,u(l))> dt
-/ ( [ () )t

€ ~
:/ /  (Jn(Frloxe)) HdH™ | dt
0 FK(Bt)ﬂNK



ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING FLOWS 17

FIGURE 2. Local e-parallel set A (K, f3)

n

e 1 i .
:/ / I1 +t“ B 2d7—l”v dt, (3.12)
0 L(BNOK) NN ; (1+ /‘i /

1

where in the third equality we used the fact that Zx has full measure, and in the fourth
equality we applied the generalized formula for the change of variables for Lipschitz maps (see,
e.g., [14, Thm. 3.2.5] and [14, Sec. 3.2.46]).

3.3. Anisotropic curvature measures.

The formula (3.12) allows us to define the anisotropic curvature measures of a convex body
K in R™"!. Let

n

P(o) =T+ s2(0) Y2

i=1
and E,(v) be the normalized rth elementary symmetric function of ;(v). The product [, (1+
tk;(v)) can be expanded as

ﬁu + thi(v)) = zn: (’;) By (0)t"".

i=1 r=0
Therefore by (3.12),

L (ALK, B)) = (”

n En—l—l—r _
> (1) () Bur (o)™
r)n+1—7r Ju-18n0r)n N

_ 1 En-i—l—r <TL + 1) / TZJ(U)En—r (v)d?—l"v
n+1 : r -1 (BNOK)NNk

Remark 3.3. As in [23], the product 1(v)E,_,(v) needs to be understood algebraically. In
other words, if k;(v) = +oo for some 1 < ¢ < n, we replace all such ;(v) in ¥(v)E,_,(v) by a
finite ¢ > 0 and then take ¢ — +o0.

If we denote

®,.(K;f8) = / YW Epy(v)dH ™, 0<7r <n, (3.13)
II-1(BNOK)NNk
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we arrive at the following local Steiner type formula

) = g e (M e, 314)
r=0

By setting
Pry1 (K 8) = (n+ )L THE N B),
the formula (3.14) is equivalent to

1 n+1

R K = S et (U ), (3.15)
r=0

Since the (n+1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure coincides with the (n+1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure in the Euclidean space R™*!, the formula (1.6) is equivalent to (3.14).

Definition 3.8. Let W be a Wulff shape in R"*! with the support function v € C°°(S"). We
call ,.(K;-) (0 <r < n+1) the anisotropic curvature measures of the convex body K (with
respect to the Wulff shape W).

Remark 3.4. (i) Comparing (3.15) with (2.13) we can see that
(KR = Vo (K, W).

That is, the anisotropic curvature measures of a convex body is the localized version of
the mixed volumes introduced in §2.3.

(i) When 0K is C2, then Nx = {(p,v(p)) : p € 0K}, xi(v) = ki(p) and the Jacobi
determinant of the map (with the definition naturally extended to 0K)

Fg : 0K = Ng,  Fg(p) = (p,v(p))
is 1(v)~!. Thus )
Y(v)dH" v = dpy(p) = v(v)du(p)
and
BK5) = [ Eusp(v) dulo) (3.16)
OKNp
This implies the same formula as in (i),

O (K;R"™ = [ E, y(v)du = V,(K,W)
0K

by (2.14) and means that the anisotropic curvature measures provide the local informa-
tion of the mixed volumes of a convex body.

In particular, for a general convex body K in R"*! we have the following geometric interpre-
tation of the anisotropic curvature measures in the extreme cases r = 0 and r = n.

Proposition 3.9. Let W be a Wulff shape in R"* with the support function v € C*(S") and
K be a convex body in R™T1. Then for any Borel set 3 in R" 1,

v ) = | iy, (3.17)

m(II=1(BNOK)NNk)
BuKiB) = [ A0)dutp) (3.18)
OKNB
where  : N — X = OW is the projection of N to the vector part given by w(x,v) = v and
OK is given in Proposition 3.7.
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Proof. For r = 0, we consider the projection map 7 : N — X = 0W. The equations (3.9) and
(3.10) imply that the Jacobi determinant of the map = is given by

20 = Il
By (3.13),

Bo(K; ) = / $(0) En(0)dF ™

I-1(BNOK) NNk

- Ki(v) v
= | | dH" v
/Hl(ﬁﬂaK) Ui iy (L 7 (0)1/?

ONK =1

/ _ dpsy,
m(II-1(BNOK)NNK)

where in the last equality we used the transformation for change of variables. Since 7—1"(]\/’ K\
Nk) = 0, we obtain the formula (3.17).
For r = n, by the definition of ¥ (v),
®,(K:9) = | Y)Y

I-1(BNOK)NNk

Y(v)dH v

/Hl(ﬁﬂaK)ﬂNK@

=/ _ W)du(p),
BNII(NE 0)

where the last equality is due to the transformation from N, K,0to H(/\Nf K,0)- Since H(/\7 K,0) C oK
(Proposition 3.7), the transformation is admissible. Alternatively, we may first transform the

integral over N, K,0 onto OK® and then let ¢ — 0+. Finally, by Proposition 3.7, we have 0K C

II(Nx ). Since the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of 9K \ K is equal to zero (see [33, §2]),
we obtain the formula (3.18). O

Remark 3.5. As a consequence of Proposition 3.9, we also call ®,,(K; -) the boundary anisotropic
curvature measure of a convex body. Moreover, for any convex body K in R*™! we have

BB = [ dy = oW, (3.19)
ow

®, (K;R™) =/~ dy = [0K|,. (3.20)
0K

3.4. Weak continuity of the anisotropic curvature measures.

As in the classical setting of curvature measures for convex bodies in the Euclidean space,
the anisotropic curvature measures introduced here are also weakly continuous in the Hausdorff
topology.

For any two convex bodies K, L in R"*! the anisotropic Hausdorff distance between them is
defined as

dit (K, L) :igg{r:K—l—rWCL and L +rW C K}.
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Note that the anisotropic and isotropic distance functions in R”*! have the relation
1

for some positive constant C' depending only on the Wulff shape W. So the anisotropic Hausdorff
distance d?){, and the isotropic Hausdorff distance d’* for sets are equivalent.

Theorem 3.10. Let W be a Wulff shape in R™ with the support function v € C*(S"), and
{Kj};";l be a sequence of convex bodies in R" such that K; — K as j — oo in the Hausdorff
topology. Then for every r = 0,...,n, the anisotropic curvature measure ®,(Kj;-) converges
weakly in the sense of measure to the anisotropic curvature measure ®,.(K;-).

According to the Steiner type formula (3.14), Theorem 3.10 is a direct consequence of the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Let W be a Wulff shape in R" ! with the support function v € C*(S"), and let
K and K;, i > 1 be convex bodies in R" 1. Suppose that

lim dit (K, K) = 0.
Define pi5.(8) :== L fH(B)NKF) for Borel set B, and similarly 1%, (B) = £"+1(f[}i1(5)ﬂKf).
Then
1, — i
as t© — 00.

Proof. The sets fl}l(ﬁ) N K¢ and f[}ll(ﬁ) N K{ are measurable since fx and fg, are continuous.
Then it suffices to prove:

(1) for an open set B in R" 1, 15 (8) < liminf; o p5 (8), and
2) lim. 5 Rn-i-l — € Rn-i-l '
(2) lim; o0 ,UKZ-( ) :uK( ).

To prove (1), let p € K¢, the interior of K¢, with fx(p) € 8. First we claim lim;_ 0 fr,(p) =
fr(p). Otherwise assume that a subsequence (still denoted by fx,(p)) converges to a point p*
which is not fx(p). Note that

dw (fr;(p):p) = dw (Ki,p) < dw(K;, K) + dw (K, p),
which implies
p € (dw (K, K) + dw (K, p))W + fk,(p).
Letting ¢ — oo yields p € dw(K,p)W + p*. On the other hand, since fk,(p) € K; and
dw (K;, K) — 0, we know p* € K. So dw (K,p) is attained at two distinct points fx(p) and p*,
which is a contradiction. Since lim;_, fk,;(p) = fx(p) and B is open, we have fx,(p) € g for
any fixed ¢ € BN 0K and any fixed p € fl}l(q) N K¢ and any large 7. So we have proved the
claim. It follows that B .. . B .
' (B) MK C Jim m(] Fien (B) N K,
Therefore,
g (8) < liminf ug, (),

1—00
which completes the proof of (1).
To prove (2), note that

M;—d%(Kz‘,K)

for i large enough. So (2) follows immediately. O

(Rn—i-l) § Iu%i(Rn—H) S N?d%(KivK)(Rn+l)
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4. MINKOWSKI INTEGRAL FORMULAS

The Minkowski integral formulas are important tools in the study of the differential geometry.
For smooth closed hypersurfaces, the following anisotropic Minkowski integral formulas are
proved in [21] by He and Li.

Theorem 4.1 ( [21]). Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S™). For any
smooth closed orientable hypersurface M in R™ T with a unit isotropic normal v and any integer
1 <r <n, we have

/M<Er_1<p> — S()E(p)1(v)dup) = 0, (4.1)

where E,. denotes the anisotropic rth mean curvature of M with respect to the Wulff shape W,
and S(p) = G(v)(v,p) is the anisotropic support function on M with v = D~(v) denoting the
unit anisotropic normal of M.

In this section, we generalize Theorem 4.1 to nonsmooth setting by adapting the idea in
Kohlmann’s work [24] for the isotropic case.

Theorem 4.2. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S™). For any convex
body K in R™! and 1 < r < n, we have

y V() (Er_1(v) — S(v)E,(v))dH" v = 0, (4.2)

where S(v) is the anisotropic support function defined on N by
S(v) := G(v)(v, I(v))

for any v € Nk, and E,.(v) is the generalized rth mean curvature of the convex body K.

Note that our formulas live on the unit anisotropic normal bundle N rather than on the
boundary 0K itself. Though the generalized principal curvatures x;(v) are defined only at those
points in N, we can still write our formulas in the form (4.2) as we have H"(Nx \ Nx) = 0
and the integrand on this part can be assigned any finite value. Restricted to the smooth case,
S(v) = G(v)(v(p),p) = S(p) for p € OK is just the anisotropic support function defined on the
boundary 0K that is used in Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For the proof we use the fact that any convex body K in R"*! can be
approximated by a sequence of smooth convex bodies {K;}°; with respect to the Hausdorff
distance (cf. [9,33]). Then by (4.1) we have

| (Bralo) = S)E ) ()du(p) =0 (4.3)

for small € > 0, where K{ = {z : dw(K;,z) < €} is the anisotropic parallel body of K; with
the anisotropic distance e. Choose K; such that d}f,(K;, K) < €/i. Then

Lemma 4.3. We have -
dit (K5, K°) < -

Proof. Since K and K; are symmetric in the statement, it suffices to prove that for any p € K¢
we can find ¢ € K¥Y such that dy(q,p) < e/i. To this end, first we can find p’ € K with
dw (p',p) < e. Then we can choose ¢’ € K; such that dy (¢',p’) < €/i. Therefore by the triangle
inequality we get dy(¢/,p) < e(1 +i™1).
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Now consider two cases: (1) If dy (¢, p) < dw(¢',p’), then we choose ¢ = ¢’ (€ K; C Kf). So
we have

dw(q,p) = dw(d',p) < dw(d.p) < %
(2) If dw (¢, p) > dw (¢, p'), we can choose ¢ on the segment ¢p such that dy (¢, q) = dw (¢, p)—
dw(q,p') (< dw(p',p) <e). Then we have
dw(g.p) = dw(q',p) — dw(q',q) = dw(qp) < -
Since dw (¢, q) < e, we have g € Kf. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that
K09 ¢ K& ¢ K0+,
For any p € 0K*, we consider the half-line fx(p)p starting from fx(p). Since K¥ is convex,

there exists a unique point p;(p) € OK; on the half-line fr(p)p. Denote by vg:(p;) the unit
outward anisotropic normal of OK; at p;. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.4. In TR™!, we have for fixed p € OK¢,
(pi(p), vk (pi(p))) — (PsvK=(p)), asi— oco.

Proof. First, since Ke0=9) ¢ K: C Ka(H%), we have

o1~ 1) < dw (i), (o) < (14 ).
Letting i — oo yields dw (fx (p), pi(p)) — €. So pi(p) = p as i — oc.

Second, to show the convergence of the unit anisotropic normals, we consider the translated
scaled Wulff shape

1
W1k (p) =e(l - ;)W + fr(p),
and the cone C; generated by it with vertex p;(p)

Ci = {tpi(p)q t>0, qe€ Wa(l—%)(fK(p))} :

As i — oo, the Wulff shape Wa(l_%)(fK(p)) converges to W.(fx(p)) which is contained in K¢
and is tangential to 0K¢. Noting that p;(p) — p, we conclude that C; converges to T, one of
the half-spaces bounded by T, K.

On the other hand, since W_(;_ 1 y(fK (p)) is contained in the convex body K7, the cone Cj
is contained in Tj, one of the half-spaces determined by T}, ,)0K;. Taking i — oo, we can
see that T; converges to a half-space and the limit half-space is 7. Then we conclude that
vk (pi(p)) — vKe(p), as i — oo. So we finish the proof.

O

Letting ¢ — oo in (4.3) and using the convergence result in Lemma 4.4, we can prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For sufficiently small € > 0, we have

/| (S<va<p>>Er<p>—Er_l<p>>v<w<e>du<p>=o, (4.4)
TI(Nke)

where vie denotes the unit anisotropic normal of K¢ which exists uniquely for any point of
OKE®, and vie is the corresponding isotropic normal determined by the identity (3.7).
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Proof. For any point p € 0K°®, let p; = p;(p) € OK; as before. Since 0K is smooth, the
anisotropic support function satisfies S(p;) = S(vk:(p;)). Let

A = / S (e () B (02 (vice (p1))dpa(p), (4.5)
8Ki5

where Ve (pi) is the unit isotropic normal of OK{ at the point p; which is determined by the
anisotropic normal vk:(p;) via the identity (3.7). Then by the equation (4.3) and the fact
S(pi) = S(vxce (), we have

A = / e (i) (v (01) (). (4.6)
aKf

We compute the limit lim; ;o A\; using both expressions of A;. First, by (4.6) and using the
anisotropic curvature measure and its weak continuity with respect to the anisotropic Hausdorff
distance, we have

lim \; = lim d®, . 1(K$;p;)

1—00 1—00 aKf v
= d®,_r11(K%;p)

oK®

i Y(vge) B (vice )dH vEce. (4.7)

Since OK¢ has only regular points and the anisotropic principal curvatures k;(p) are well defined
on II(Nge), we can rewrite (4.7) as

1—00

lim \; = / B vke)dulp). (48)
(N )

On the other hand, since S(vks(p;)) is a bounded function, by (4.5) and the weak continuity of
anisotropic curvature measures, we obtain

lim \; = lim S(vcs (pi)d®p—r (K55 pi)

1—>00 1—>00 OKE
%

= /. Y(vke)S(vics (p) By (vics)dH vice

_ / Sk 0) Er(0)y(vice)dp(p),
TI(Nke)

where we used Lemma 4.4 to show the convergence of S(vk:(pi)) to S(vke=(p)) as i — oo. This
completes the proof of the lemma. O

Put v = vge(p). Then the map F : 0K¢ — Nk maps any point p € K< to (p—ev,v) € Nk.

For any point (p,v) € Nie, we also have (pN— ev,v) € Nk. Now we can transform the integral
(4.4) on II(Ng=) C OK*® to the integral on N or N as follows:

0 :/H(NKE) (S(va (»)Er(p) — Er_l(p)>7(VKE)dM(p)
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Comparing the coefficients of €™ and letting ¢ — 0, we arrive at the equation (4.2) and finish
the proof of Theorem 4.2. O

5. VOLUME REPRESENTATION INVOLVING ANISOTROPIC INTERIOR REACH

In this section, we derive a representation for the volume of a convex body involving the
anisotropic interior reach. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S").
Given a convex body K in R™! the anisotropic inner radius r(K) of K is the radius of the
largest Wulff shape contained in K i.e.,

r(K) = sup{\ > 0: AW +2 C K for some z € R"*'},
The anisotropic interior reach of K at the boundary point p € 0K is defined by
r(K,p) =sup{\>0:p € \W + 2 C K for some z € R""'}.
The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Proposition 5.1. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S™). For any
convez body K in R™, we have the following representation for the volume of K :

Vol(r) = 5 S0 (M) [t ), (51)
=0

where r(K,p) is the anisotropic interior reach of K, and d®;(K;p) is the anisotropic curvature
measure element.

The proof of (5.1) uses inner parallel bodies and is inspired by the argument in Sangwine-
Yager’s [30] for the isotropic case. For 0 < A\ < r(K), the inner parallel body with respect to W
at a distance A from 9K is defined by

K y={x: \W+z CK}.

Then K_) is also a convex body. The outer parallel body at the distance A > 0 is defined as
K, = K 4+ AW. Since the set of boundary points with positive anisotropic interior reach is a
subset of the set of boundary points with unique anisotropic normals, we have the following
lemma which can be verified straightforwardly.

Lemma 5.2. Let K be a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius r(K) in R, If
peIK_, 0 < \<r(K), withr(K_x,p) =¢ >0, then for all t > —e, we have p + tv(p) €
OK_ 1t and

(K _xit,p +tv(p)) = €+,

where v(p) denotes the unique unit anisotropic normal at the point p.

In fact, for p € OK_) with r(K_),p) = € > 0, the unique outward unit anisotropic normal
v(p) is well-defined. So eW + (p—ev(p)) C K_y, and for all t > —e, (t+&)W + (p—ev(p)) is the
largest interior Wulff shape contained in K_); and touching at the boundary point p + tv(p).

For any convex body K with a positive anisotropic inner radius, let Z(K) = {p € 90K :
r(K,p) = 0}. We now define the interior skeleton of K by

SEK)= |J Z(E_,.
0<A<r(K)

The following lemma shows that the interior skeleton is of zero measure.
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Lemma 5.3. If K is a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius r(K) in R"*1 then
LY (K)) = 0.

Proof. We first observe that ®,,(K; 2°(K)) = 0. In fact, recall that 0K consists of the boundary
points which have a unique anisotropic normal. From the definition of 2°(K) and the fact that

the set of boundary points with positive anisotropic interior reach is a subset of 3?, we have
OK N Z(K) = (. This together with (3.18) implies that

&, (K #(K)) = /a%% +(v)dpu(p) = 0.

Given a positive integer m, let 0 =rg < r; < -+ < rpp_1 < ry = r(K) be a partition of the
interval [0,7(K)]. For j =1,...,m —1, let
53' == 8K_7«j \ g(K_Tj) and Aj == Arj—rj,l(K—rjaﬁj),

where the notation A.(K, ) denotes the local e-parallel set of a convex body K defined as in
(3.11). Then any point p in A; lies on the boundary of some inner parallel body, which implies
K\ .“(K)> U;n:_ll A;. Therefore, using the local Steiner’s formula (3.14), we have

m—1 m—1
LYNEN\ LK) 2 Y L7 Ay) = Y L Ay (K, B5))

j=1 j=1

m—1 n
1 nil_ifn+1

j=1 1=0

m—1

> (rj — TJ—l)(pn(K—Tg’BJ)
j=1
m—1

Taking the supremum of the right-hand side over all partitions of the interval [0, 7] yields
r(K)
LK S (K)) = / D (K 3; 0K ). (5.2)
0

On the other hand, we can apply Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions and
the formula (3.18) to show that the right-hand side of (5.2) is equal to £"1(K). In fact, since
OK_) is the set of points in K having the anisotropic distance A to the boundary 0K, we can
write

0K_) ={z € K| u(x) :=dw(z,0K) = A},
i.e., OK_) is the level set u=1(\) of u. We claim that u : K — R is a Lipschitz function. Note that
the projection map from z € K to the nearest points on the boundary 0K is different from the
map fx in §3.1 (e.g., it may be multi-valued). So we cannot use the property for fx. To prove
the claim, let z,y € K satisfy 0 < u(z) < u(y) < r(K). Choose a point yp € {y +u(y)W}NIK.
Then there exists a point y; on the segment yyo such that u(y1) = u(z) and we can derive

lu(y) —u(x)| = dw (y,v0) — dw (y1,%0) = dw (y,y1) = dw (0K _y), y1)

So we obtain the claim.
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In view of the claim, by Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions, we have

£ (K / / — dud, 5.3
o D 53)

Arguing as in §3.2, we see that
[Duly(v) =1
at any point € u~(\), where v is the isotropic unit normal vector. Then applying (3.18) to

(5.3) we conclude that
LYK / / v)dpd\

_ / By (K _x; OK_)dA. (5.4)
0

This combined with (5.2) completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.4. Let K be a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius v(K) in R**1. If
0<A<A+e<r(K) and

B={p€dK_):0<r(K_yp) <ce},
then
K s+ AW B+ AW = Bi(K; B+ AW),  i=0,...,n.

Proof. The idea is to show that the set A;(K_)+ AW, 8+ AW) coincides with A;(K, 5+ AW) for
all ¢ > 0 and to use the local Steiner’s formula (3.14). This follows from the following observation

(B+IW)NIK = (B+AW)NI(K_x+AW)={p+ Iv(p): pe B}, (5.5)
where v(p) denotes the unit outward anisotropic normal. The proof of (5.5) uses the result in
Lemma 5.2 repeatedly and is similar to that for Lemma 3 of [30]. We omit it here. O

Lemma 5.5. Let K be a convex body and 5 C OK \ Z(K). Then fort >0 and 0 <i <mn,
i

(K B8) =) (;) ()" (K +tW; B+ tW). (5.6)

J=0
Proof. First we note that

1 < 1
LA (K +tW, B+ tW)) = o D s <"j ><I>T(K +tW; B+ tW), (5.7)

where Ag(K + tW, 8+ tW) is defined by (3.11). On the other hand, since
A(K,B) U As(K +tW, B+ tW) = At (K, B)

for s,t > 0, we have
LY ASE + W, B+ tW) = L7 (A (K, B)) — L (A(K, B))

n

> (M Yt 8) - £ (A, )

Tt P
1 Z": n+1 "il:_l n+1—i "G (K B) — LT (AWK, B)). (5.8)
= ntl pa 1 = ] ) ) t 5 . .
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Comparing the coefficients of s"*1=" on the right-hand side of the equations (5.7) and (5.8), we

have
<” + 1) O, (K +1W; B+ tW) =3 <” + 1) (” 1= Z'>1t"—i<1>,~(f<'; 3)
T

P ) n+1—r

7))

It follows that
r r »
O (K +tW;B+tW) = <Z>t DK ).
i=0
This is a linear system of equations, and can be solved to get ®;(K; ) as in (5.6). The verification
that (5.6) is the solution to this system relies on the fact

SO () -Sr s ()
_Ztr oy ( ) = 69)

=]

where {a;}7_ is any sequence. O

Let K and § in Lemma 5.5 be the K_) and 8 in Lemma 5.4. As an immediate consequence
of Lemma 5.5 we can derive the following formula

ZA”H—Z'(”“) (K_x: B) ZA”*“ )= <n+1><1>(K,\+)\WB+)\W)
— 1

1

= Z AL ()i (" ;L 1> D;(K; B+ A\W), (5.10)

where in the first equality we used the exchange of the summations as in (5.9).

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Given any positive integer m, let 0 < ry < -+ < r,,, = r(K) be a
partition of the interval [0,7(K)]. For j =1,...,m — 1, let
ﬁj = {p p GaK—ij 0< T(K—Typ) < Ti+1 — T‘j},
Aj = Arj (K—Tj ) Bj)
Note that A; N K consists of all points « with r; < (K, z) < rji1.

On the other hand, any y € K\ (.//(K)UOK ) must lie on the boundary of some parallel body
K_,, and the set (AW + y) N OK consists of only one point z. Thus for sufficiently large m, we
can choose some partition of the interval [0, r(K)], such that for some 1 < j <m — 1,

A<r;<r(K,z) <rj.
It follows that y € A;. Thus LK \ ((K)U9K)) is the supremum of the sum of £L71(4;)
over all partitions of the interval [0,7(K)]. Since the interior skeleton is of zero measure by
Lemma 5.3, this also gives the volume of K. As a consequence, we obtain

Vol(K) = LYK\ (S (K) UJK)) = sup £ J4y)

0<ri < <rm=r(K) j
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= sup Z £"+1(Aj)

0<r1 < <rm=r(K) J

_ 1 sup ZZ nA1— T<n+1>q)r(K—rj;Bj)

n+10<r1< <rm=r(K j =0

_ ! ap S iy (" e, )
K) 5 i=0

n+1 0<r1<--<rm=r(

n

_ 1 Z(_l)n—i <TL ‘|‘ 1) sup Z(rj)n+1_iq>i(K§ 5]' + er)

n+1 i—0 ¢ 0<r1<-<rm=r(K) r

1 < n+1 .
— —1)nt K, p)" T =1dd,(K;
0 (1) [ o,

where we used (5.10) in the fourth equality. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. O

6. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE WULFF SHAPE

In this section, we will characterize the Wulff shape using an equation involving linear combi-
nations of curvature measures with positive coefficients. We first prove an inequality of Heintze—
Karcher type.

6.1. An inequality of Heintze—Karcher type.

Proposition 6.1. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S™). For any
convez body K in R, we have

~y(v

Qdu(p), (6.1)

(n + 1)Vol(K) S/E)K =

where Vol(K) = L"TY(K) denotes the volume of K and Ey = Ei(k) is the anisotropic mean
curvature of OK defined for almost every point of 0K. Moreover, the equality holds in (6.1) if
and only if the anisotropic principal curvatures satisfy k1(p) = --- = kp(p) = r(K,p)™' >0
almost everywhere.

Remark 6.1. On the right-hand side of the inequality (6.1), the integrand v(v)/E; is well

defined on 0K, the set of twice differentiable points; while on 9K \ 0K which has zero n-
dimensional Hausdorff measure, v(v)/E; can be assigned any finite value. The inequality (6.1)
for a smooth K was first proved in [22] (see also [12,28,45] for alternative proofs).

Proof. Recall that the set Z(K) = {p € 0K : r(K,p) = 0} consists of the points on 0K with
zero anisotropic interior reach. So by the representation (5.1) for the volume of K, we have

n

vol(r) = - S0 (M) [ e i)
=0

n

1 n—i(m+ 1) / nt+1—i
= -1 . r(K,p d®;(K;p).
n+1 ZZ:;( ) ( i K\ Z(K) (K. P) (H:p)

On the other hand, since on 0K \ Z(K) the anisotropic unit normal is unique, we obtain that

d®;(K;p) = () Eni(v)dH"v = Ey_i(v(p))y(v)du(p)
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holds on (OK\ Z (K))NII(Nx). In addition, by Lemma 5.2, for any € > 0 and p € (9K \ 2 (K))N
II(Nk), the parallel body K¢ has an interior touching Wulff shape with radius r(K,p) + € at
p + ev(p), which implies

1
r(K,p)+e< ————,1=1,...,n.
(K.p) ki(p +ev(p))

Sending & — 0+, by the definition of the anisotropic principal curvatures on Nx we get

1
r(K,p) < @) i=

Hence r(K,p) < 1/E1(v(p)). From the inequality above we also know that all x;(v(p)) are finite
for p € (0K \ Z°(K)) NII(Nk). In addition, by the arithmetic-geometric means inequality,

1,...,n. (6.2)

[[0 - ri)) < (1 > - m(v)t)) = (1—Ei(v)t)", 0<t<r(K,p). (6.3)

. n
=1

i=1
Combining these facts together and noting that H"(Z(K)) = 0, we get

r(Kp) 2 In
v = [ e () B
(K.p

T ). n
- /8K\3Z(K) /0 [10 — wiw@)t)y(v)dtdpu(p)

i=0
)

1/E1(v(p)
< /8 o /0 (1= By (v(p))t)"y(v)dtdu(p)

1 (V)
= / (o) du(p)

n+1 Jox\ @) Ei1(v(p

1 v(v)
s /aK Br (op)) 1 P)

This proves the inequality (6.1). The equality case follows from the two inequalities (6.2) and
(6.3) becoming equalities. O

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Now we prove Theorem 1.2, which is recalled here.

Theorem 6.2. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C*°(S™). For a convex
body K in R"!, assume that the anisotropic curvature measures satisfy

n—1
Bu(K5) =D MK ) (6.4)
r=0
for some constants Mg, ..., A\n—1 > 0. Then K is a scaled Wulff shape.
Proof. First we apply the scaling property of the anisotropic curvature measures to get
n—1

O (k) = a0y (K;) = Y A" T, (aK; )
r=0
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for a > 0. Since z;:& Ar # 0, we can assume

n—1
da=1 (6.5)
r=0

Recall the definition (3.13) of the anisotropic curvature measure
®, (k) = [ () By (0)dH (6.6)
I-1(BNOK)NN

for 0 < r < n and a Borel set 4 in R"1. At any point v € N, K0, we can write the anisotropic
principal curvature k;(v) as k;(p) with p = II(v) € JK, and v is the unique anisotropic unit
normal of K at the point p. Since the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of 0K\ OK is zero and
by Proposition 3.7 the set OK is contained in H(/\~/' K.,0), we have the following decomposition

. (K; ) :/ i w(v)En_r(v)d’}:l"U—F/ (W) B (v)dH™
Hfl(ﬁﬂaK)ﬂNK,o Hfl(ﬁﬂaK)ﬂ(]\/—K\NK’o)
= / _ Ear(p)y(v)du(p) + / () B (v)dH™
BNII(Nk o) =1 (BNIK)N(NK \NK 0)

[ B on@du) + | ) B (0)dA (6.7
BNOK -1 (BNOK)N(NK \Nk,0)

for 0 < r <n. Let us define the singular part

a,(K;B) = Y(v)Ep_y(v)dH v.

/Hl(ﬁmaK)m(N’K\N'K,o)
Similarly, we define

by (K B) == Y(0)S (V) En_y (v)dH v.

/1'[1(508K)O(A7K\J\7K,o)

Then the Minkowski formula (4.2) can be written as

/ e 1 (0 () dpp) + anr41 (K RP) / S()Er(0)1()dp(p) + bn_r (K R™)  (6.5)

for any integer 1 < r < n, where a,_,4+1 and b,_, are singular parts of the formula. We write
the regular parts as integrations over 0K, but we need to keep in mind that the integrands are
only defined in the smooth part of OK and that we have set the integrands to be any finite value
on 0K \ 0K.

Lemma 6.3. For a convex body K, an integer r € {0,...,n— 1} and a constant X\ > 0, assume
that

D,.(K;-) < Ay (K; ).
Then a,(K;R" 1) =0 and we can choose the origin such that b,(K;R""1) = 0.

Proof. For the first assertion, to get a contradiction, let us assume
ar (K; RV = /~  (v)Bper(v)dH v > 0.
Ni\Nk 0

Then there exists a subset B C Nx \ N0 with #*(B) > 0 such that #(v)E,_,(v) > 0 on B.
Then we get

0</B¢(U)En_r(v)d7-lnv
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< / () By (0)dHM
o-4I1(B))NNk
— ®,(K;11(B)) < A, (K TI(B)).

By (3.18), the last term is given by
KB = [ a@w)du(r).
(B)NOK

However, the set II(B) N 0K = by Proposition 3.7. So ¢, (K;1I(B)) = 0, which is a contra-
diction. Therefore we have a,(K;R"!) = 0.

For the second assertion, by translating the origin, we may assume that there exist 0 < r; < ry
such that

mW C K C roW.
It follows that r; < S(v) < 7o for Vv € Nk. So by the definitions of a, and b, we have

0 =71 ap(K;R™) < b, (K;R™™) < g a,(K;R™) = 0,
which implies b,.(K;R" 1) = 0. O

For A\, > 0, by Lemma 6.3 we have a,(K;R"*!) = 0. It follows from (6.4) that

1= ZAn—rET(p)7 (69)
r=1

almost everywhere on K. Then

1<) A Ef(p)
r=1

which implies Eq(p) > 1 > 0 a.e. on 0K in view of (6.5).

Similarly, by Lemma 6.3 the singular part b,_,(K; R"*!) in the Minkowski formula (6.8) also
vanishes for \,_, > 0 after choosing a suitable origin. Meanwhile, using the generalized diver-
gence formula [14, Thm. 4.5.6] and the relationship between the anisotropic support function
S(p) and the isotropic support function (p,v), we get

= v = (p.v) v = v
e 0Vol(8) = [ i) = | LEwpanto) = | ser)du)

Then by (6.9) and the Minkowski formula (6.8) we derive

(n + 1)Vol(K ZAn r | SP)Ep)y(v)du(p)
- Z)\n r (/ Er 1 d:u( ) + an—r+1(K;Rn+l)>
>Z)\nr/ B, () () du(p).

On the other hand, by the Heintze—Karcher type inequality (6.1),

7(v)
(n+1)Vol(K) < ) du(p)
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[ ) (N
- 2 (; An_rmp)) Au(p)

n

< 2231 - /8 B (01 0)du),

where we used the inequality F,(p) < E,_1(p)E1(p). So the equality must hold, and k1(p) =
- = kin(p) = r(K,p)~! = 1 almost everywhere on K. This implies that the anisotropic area
of the boundary 0K satisfies

orcl, = [ ) / B, ()1 () d(p)

— CPO(K Rn+1) Rn+l)
< Oy(K; R = ]E?W\V,

where in the third equality we used the decomposition (6.7) and in the last equality we used the
fact (3.19). Since the anisotropic reach of K is 1 almost everywhere, K contains a Wulff shape
of radius 1 and we have

Vol(K') > Vol(W).
Combining the above two inequalities gives rise to
0K, \"*! _ (Vol(K)\"
oW |, ~\Vol(W) /)~

which together with the equality case of the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (2.17) (with
¢ =n) implies that K is a scaled Wulff shape. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.2. O

7. VOLUME PRESERVING ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE FLOW

In the second part of this paper, we will study the volume preserving flow by powers of the
kth anisotropic mean curvature.

7.1. Variation equations.

We first review some variation equations for geometric quantities on the hypersurface M in
R, Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function v € C°°(S"), and let X(-,t) : M —
R+t € [0,T), be a smooth family of embeddings satisfying

0
ot
for some time-dependent smooth function 7, where v, denotes the anisotropic unit normal of

M; = X(M,t). The closure of the enclosed domain of M; is denoted by K;. The following
equations were calculated in [2].

X =y, (7.1)

Lemma 7.1 ( [2]). Under the variation (7.1), we have the following evolution equations for the
anisotropic area element dji, anisotropic unit normal v, the induced anisotropic metric g;; and

the anisotropic Weingarten tensor ilf; of the evolving hypersurface My = X (M, t):
0
Eduw = nH,du., (7.2)

Eriche -V, (7.3)
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0 . N

5% = 2nhi; — Qi ok, (7.4)
o - . .

Ehé = —V'Vin — AP Opm — nhlh, (7.5)

where the upper indices are lifted using the metric g, the function H, = nEy is the anisotropic
mean curvature of My, and the tensors A and Q are defined in §2.2. In addition, the volume of
the enclosed K; satisfies

d

CVol(K,) = / ndi (7.6)
t M,

In [29] Reilly derived the following variational formula for the mixed volumes.

Lemma 7.2 ( [29]). Under the variation (7.1), the mized volume Vy 11— (K¢, W) relative to the
Wulff shape W evolves by
d

GanoaKaW) = e 1=8) [ 0B, (7.7)
My

where k =1,...,n.

Since the global term ¢(t) in the flow equation (1.9) is defined as in (1.10), it is easy to check
using (7.6) that the volume of the evolving domain remains constant along the flow (1.9):

d .
ENOI(Ky) = /Mt(¢(t) — BV, =0,

7.2. Monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio.

We next show that the flow (1.9) decreases the (n + 1 — k)th mixed volume V,, 11 (K¢, W).
This will imply that the isoperimetric ratio
Vi1 (K, W)™+

T (K, W) =
+1 k( t W) Vn+1(Kt,W)n+1_k‘/b(Kt,W)k

is monotone non-increasing in time.

Proposition 7.3. Let My = X(M,t) = 0K; be a smooth strictly convex solution of the flow
(1.9) on [0,T) with the global term ¢(t) given by (1.10). Then V11— (K, W) is non-increasing
in t, and thus the isoperimetric ratio Z,,1—_k(Ky, W) is monotone non-increasing in t.

Proof. By the definition (1.10) of ¢(t), the volume of the enclosed K; remains to be a constant.
Since K; is smooth and convex, we can write the mixed volume V,, 11—, (K;, W) as in (2.14). By

1 k oyl
i /., Brdi /M B dp, — / EF
t t

= — /M (Ek — Ek) E,?/kd,u«,

__ /M (B~ Be) (B~ B/ iy

<0, (7.8)
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where Ej, denotes the average integral of Ej. This says that Vit1—k (K, W) is non-increasing
in time. Since V41 (K¢, W) = (n + 1)Vol(Ky) and Vo(Ky, W) = (n + 1)Vol(W) are constants,
we conclude that the isoperimetric ratio Z, 41— (K¢, W) is non-increasing in t. O

The monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio together with the isoperimetric inequality (2.17)
implies that
1< Tk (K, W) < Tk (Ko, W)

along the flow (1.9). This can be used to control the anisotropic area and shape of the evolving
hypersurfaces M;. Let K be a convex body in R"*! with boundary M = OK. The anisotropic
outer radius of K (or M) relative to W is defined as

R(K):=1inf{p > 0: K C pW + p for some point p € R ™1},
The anisotropic inner radius of K relative to W is defined as
r(K) :=sup{p >0: pW +p C K for some point p € R""'}.

We denote by r(t) and R(t) the anisotropic inner radius and outer radius of the evolving set K
under the flow (1.9), respectively. As a consequence of Proposition 7.3, we have the following
estimate on r(t) and R(t).

Proposition 7.4. Let M; be a smooth convex solution of the flow (1.9) on [0,T) with the
global term ¢(t) given by (1.10). Then there exist constants ci,ca, R1, Ry depending only on
n, k,~y, Vol(Ky) and V41-k(Ko, W) such that

0<c <My <e (7.9)
and
0< Ry <r(t)<R(t) <Ry (7.10)
for allt € [0,T).
Proof. First, the isoperimetric inequality (2.17) and the preserving of the enclosed volume imply
that
|Mt|zyz+1 — Vn(Kt, W)n—i—l
> Vi1 (K, W)"Vo (K, W)
= (n + 1)""Vol(Kq)" Vol (W),
which gives the lower bound of |M;|,. For the upper bound of [M;|,: if £ = 1 in the flow equation

(1.9), the monotonicity of V;, 11— (Ky, W) gives the upper bound |M;|, < |Mp|y; if k=2,...,n,
the Alexandrov—Fenchel inequality (2.16) implies that

Vit x (Ko, W) = Vil y (K, W)

> Vit R (K, WV (K W)

= |Mt|2+1_k(n + D Ivol(W)k—1,
which gives the upper bound of |M;|,. This proves the inequality (7.9).

In Proposition 5.1 of [2], the first author proved that for any convex body K with boundary
M = 0K, there holds
Vol(K) [ M5
——~ < r(K)<R(K) < 7 .
my, = "B S RS e o Vol (k)
Then the estimate (7.10) follows from the estimate (7.9) and the inequality (7.11). O

(7.11)



ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING FLOWS 35
8. ANISOTROPIC (GAUSS MAP PARAMETRIZATION

In this section, we rewrite the flow (1.9) as a scalar parabolic equation on the Wulff shape
>, = OW of the anisotropic support function of the evolving hypersurface, and derive some
evolution equations in this parametrization.

8.1. Anisotropic Gauss map parametrization.

We first review the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of a smooth strictly convex hy-
persurface. Given a smooth strictly convex hypersurface M in R**!, we assume that the origin
lies inside M. The Gauss map is defined as v : M — S™ which maps the point x € M to the
outward unit normal v € S” at this point. The Gauss map of a strictly convex hypersurface is
a nondegenerate diffeomorphism between M and S™. Since the Wulff shape W is also strictly
convex, we can define a map from S" to ¥ = 0W which maps v to v, = Dvy(v). Then the
anisotropic Gauss map is defined as v, : M — ¥ satisfying v,(x) = Dvy(v(x)) for any point
reM.

The anisotropic Gauss map is a nondegenerate diffeomorphism and can be used to reparametrize
a strictly convex hypersurface M (see [43]):

X:E¥ = MCR"™, X(2)=X(;'(2), z€3.
The anisotropic support function of M is then defined as a function on ¥ by

s(z) = sup G(2)(z,y) = G(2)(2, X(2)) (8.1)
yeM
for z € ¥, where G is the metric on R"*! defined in (2.4). Let g and V denote the induced
metric and its Levi-Civita connection on ¥ from (R"*!, @) respectively. Taking the first covariant
derivative of s on X, we have
Vis(z) = G(2)(0;z, X (2)) (8.2)
in a local orthonormal basis {e;},i = 1,...,n of T.X = Tx(;)M. Taking the second covariant
derivatives of s, Xia [43] obtained that the anisotropic principal radii of M are given by the
eigenvalues 7 = (7q,...,7,) of

_ - 1 _
Tij = Tij[s] = ViVjs + gijs — 5 @ik Vis. (8.3)
The anisotropic principal curvatures K = (k1,...,ky) are related to the anisotropic principal
radii 7 = (71,...,7,) by
1
Ki = —, 1=1,...,n.
T

Moreover, any smooth function s on ¥ satisfying (7;;) > 0 is an anisotropic support function of
a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface M in R**1.

Lemma 8.1. We have the following Codazzi and Simons type equations for 7;;:
_ 1 _ 1
ViTre + §kap7jp = VyTje + §Qj£p7—kp (8.4)
and
_ - 1 = 1 - _ _
ViVt =V V15 + §Qijpvp7kz - §Qkfpvp7—ij + GijTke — GkjTit
_ _ 1
+GieThj — GreTij + (QjrqQipg — QupqQqis) Tpe

1 1
+ 4 (ijqupq - Qﬁquqij) Tkp + 1 (QquQipq - Qkquqif) Tpj
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1 1 1-
+ Z (Qquijq - Qkququ) Tip + §vaijk7—ép + §Vinj€Tkp

1 1-
- §Vijkmp - §Vink€ij- (8.5)

The proof of (8.4) is by taking covariant derivatives of (8.3), and using the Gauss equation
(2.10) and the Ricci identity. See the proof of Lemma 5.2 in [43]. Taking the covariant derivative
of (8.4) and using the Gauss equation (2.10) and the Ricci identity, we can obtain (8.5) after
rearranging the terms. See the calculation in Lemma A.1 of [41].

8.2. Properties of symmetric functions.

To derive the evolution equation of the anisotropic support function along the flow (1.9), we
require some properties on smooth symmetric functions which we recall here. The readers can
refer to [4] for more details.

For a smooth symmetric function F/(A) = f(k(A)), where A = (A;;) € Sym(n) is a symmetric
matrix and k(A) = (K1,...,ky) give the eigenvalues of A, we denote by F(A) and F7F(A)
the first and second derivatives of F' with respect to the components of its argument. We also
denote by fi(x) and f¥ (k) the first and second derivatives of f with respect to &, respectively.
At any diagonal A with distinct eigenvalues k = k(A), the first derivative of I satisfies

FI(A) = [{(r)dy

and the second derivative of F in the direction B € Sym(n) is given in terms of f and f by (see,
e.g., [4]):

0, i>j

2
B2 (8.6)

i — Kj

This formula makes sense as a limit in the case of any repeated values of k;.

We say that f is concave if its Hessian is non-positive definite. From the equation (8.6), we
know that F' is concave at A if and only if f is concave at xk and

(f’f—f")(/-ek—w) <0, VEk#L

Moreover, if f is concave, homogeneous of degree one and is normalized such that f(1,...,1) =1,
then Y7, f' > 1.
We say that f is inverse-concave, if the dual function

f*($17 M 73371) = f(x1_17 R 7331’71)_1

is concave. Note that the dual function f, is only defined on the positive definite cone I'
Iy ={z=(z1,...,2,) €ER": 2; >0, i=1,...,n}.

The functions

B/ and (Ep/E)Y* 0, k>

are important examples of concave and inverse-concave symmetric functions.
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8.3. Evolution equations.

The anisotropic support function introduced in §8.1 allows the degenerate parabolic system
of Equation (1.9) to be written as a parabolic scalar equation (see, e.g., [39,44]). Let F' = E,i/k

and define its dual function F} by

N
Fo(x1,...,m) =F(xt, . 2, = <E§i7;(€(;:)>

for z € I'y. Then Fj is concave in its arguments.

Lemma 8.2. The solution of the flow (1.9) is given, up to a time-dependent diffeomorphism,
by solving the scalar parabolic equation on the Wulff shape ¥

0 _

prihe (ri;) + o(t) = —Ful7ij) ™" + o(1) (8.7)
for the anisotropic support function s, where F,(7;;) can be viewed as the function F, = F\(T)
evaluated at the eigenvalues T = (T1,--- ,Tn) of Tij.

In fact, suppose that X (-,¢) : M — R"*! is a family of smooth embeddings satisfying (1.9) and
each M, is strictly convex for ¢ € [0,T'). We can reparametrize M; using the anisotropic Gauss
map. Define X(-,t) : ¥ — R*! by

X(2,t) = X (051 (2,8),1)
for each t > 0. Then

a ox oyl 9
—X(z,t) =0——2 — X (2, 1)t
ot (Z, ) ox’ ot + ot (V'y (Z7 )7 )7
where 2, i = 1,...,n, denote the local coordinates on M. By the definition of the anisotropic

support function, it follows from the above equation that

o 0
57505 1) =G(2)(2, 5, X (2.1))

=G () (2, X (2 1),1)
a/k
=o(t) - B;/" (x), (8.8)
where we used the fact that X /02" is tangential to M;. Since x = (k1, ..., ky) are the reciprocal

of the eigenvalues of 7;;, the last term of (8.8) can be expressed as F_“(7;;) and we obtain the
equation (8.7). The converse is also true: any smooth solution s(z,t) to (8.7) defines a smooth
solution M; to (1.9) whose anisotropic support functions are given by s(z,t).

Applying the implicit function theorem to (8.7), we have the existence of a smooth solution
of (1.9) for a short time for any smooth, strictly convex initial hypersurface. In the rest of this
section, we derive the evolution equations of s, |Vs|? and 7;;[s] along the flow (8.7).

Lemma 8.3. The evolution equation (8.7) for the anisotropic support function s has the fol-
lowing equivalent form:

0 . - - 1 _ .
o0 (VT8 = 5Qu¥ys) = 0(0) + (14 )W + 504 (39)

Proof. Since ¥ is homogeneous of degree —a with respect to 7;;, we have

) . o 1 _
—aV¥ = \I/MTM = \I/ké <VszS + GkeS — nggpva> .
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This implies that
%S—\Pké <Vngs — %ngpvp8> = U+ ¢(t) + aVl + sT*g,,.
0

Lemma 8.4. Under the flow (8.7), the squared norm |Vs|* of the gradient of the anisotropic
support function s evolves according to

o _ . o 1 L
SV = 0 (VT ~ Q¥ V)
= \i’M <_2Tik7'i£ — 282gkf + 4STM — 2TiingpSp + QSngpSp>

. 1 _
+ \I’ké (231633 - 5(2Qz€QOkp - Qimeme)SiSp - ViQk£p3p3i> . (810)

Proof. The evolution of |Vs|? can be computed as follows:
%WSP = 25;Vi(0y8) = 25;V; (¥ + ¢(t)) = 25,V 171
= 25, Wk (Vivkvzs + VisGre — %Qképvivps — %Vilepr)-
By the Ricci identity and (2.10), we get

?k?g’?SP =25;1Si¢ + 23ﬁ;ﬁN,~s
=2si8i0 + 28;(ViVEVes + RiiopVps)

- - - _ 1
=28ir8i0 + 28iViViEVis + 2|Vs[*Gre — 25180 + §(QizQOkp — QipmQmke)SiSp-

Combining the above two equations yields
9 _ . o 1 _
Eyvsﬁ — whkt (vkw\vsﬁ — §ngpvpyvsy2>

) 1 _
= \I’ké <_23ik3iz + 25580 — §(Q25QOkp - Qimeme)SiSp - ViQk£p3p3i> .

Rewriting s;, si¢ using (8.3) gives the equation (8.10). O
Lemma 8.5. Under the flow (8.7), the speed function ¥ evolves according to

P . _ 1 _ —

5 = <vmw — §Qupvp\1v> + (U + (1) U g (8.11)
The tensor 1;; = T;;[s] evolves by

0

. _ 1 _ . L
ETM =kt (VngTij — nggpvaij> + \Ifké’pqviTkngqu
+ (1= @)W + 6(t))gi; — W grem
1.
+ §\I’M (ijq@ipq - Qkquqij) Tpt
1. Kkl
+ 5\11 (QquQipq - Qkquin) Tpj
+ \i’kéﬁinjkTpg — \i’kéﬁinkngj. (812)
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Proof. (i) The evolution of ¥ follows from the equation (8.7) and the definition (8.3) of 7:

0 _ 10
a\:[/ —\I/ 8tTkZ
. - = 0 _ 0 1 - 0
— ke <VngES + gkeas — §ngpvpas>

. o 1 = I
=kt <Vsz\I’ — EQkvap‘Ij> + (¥ + ‘Js(t))\llkégkf‘

(ii) Again by (8.3) and (8.7), we get
0 - = 0 _ 0 1 - 0
aﬂ'j —viVjaS + Gij as — §QWV,,§S
_ 1 _
=ViV;¥ +gi;(¥ + 6(t)) — 5 Qijp V¥
P . _ _ 1 _
=UMN, V110 + RPN 710V 700 + Gij (0 + 6(1)) — 5QiipVp¥.- (8.13)

Applying the Simons’ type equation (8.5), we can rewrite the first term on the right-hand side
of (8.13) as

o L 1 _ 1. _ )
\I’MVZ'VJ'TM :\I'kkavmj + §Qijpvp\1’ — §\Ifk£ngprTij — a\Ifgij — \Ifkggkgnj

1. 1.
+ E‘PM (ijq@ipq - Qkquqij) Tpe + §‘I'M (QquQipq - Qkquqié) Tpj
+ \i’kgﬁinjkTpg — \i,kéﬁinszpj. (814)
The equation (8.12) follows by substituting (8.14) into (8.13). O

9. LONG-TIME EXISTENCE

In this section, we prove that the flow (1.9) exists for all positive time ¢ € [0,00). Let M; be
a strictly convex solution to the flow (1.9) on some time interval [0,7"). We first observe that in
light of the estimate (7.10) on the anisotropic inner radius and outer radius of M, for each time
we can find an origin p; such that the anisotropic support function s(z,t) of M; with respect to
py satisfies
Ry < s(2,1) < Ry, (9.1)
where Ry, Ry are positive constants depending only on n,k,~, Vol(Ky) and V11 (Ko, W).
The CY estimate (9.1) of s together with the strict convexity of M; also implies a bound on the
gradient of the anisotropic support function s

|Vs|?(z,t) < C(Ry — Ry) (9.2)

for all z € . The C! estimate (9.2) in terms of the C” estimate does not depend on the flow
and holds for any strictly convex hypersurface.

Lemma 9.1. Assume that M is a strictly convex hypersurface in R™1 with the anisotropic
support function s(z) with respect to some point o satisfying

Ry <s(z) <Ry, VzeX (9.3)
for some positive constants R1, Ry. Then the gradient of s satisfies
|Vs%(z) < C(Ry — Ry) (9.4)

for all z € 3.
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Proof. This estimate (9.4) follows from the estimate (9.3) and the equations (8.1) and (8.2) for
strictly convex hypersurfaces directly. Alternatively, we consider the function (cf. [44, Proposi-
tion 4.3])

|Vs|?
w(z) = —=————
( ) Ro+0—5
on X, where § > 0 is an arbitrary constant. Suppose that the maximum of w(z) is achieved at
zg € 2. Then at the point zy, there holds

B = o 255kSki |Vs|*
O_ZZ.:V’SVZ”_RQM—S (Ra+ 06— 5)?
_ 2siskThi 25|Vs]® | QripSiskSp V|t
_R2+5—8 Ro+d6d—s Ro+d—s (R2+5—8)2
|79|2 = 12 =
> —(2 60— .
e (IVs]* = (25 + C|Vs|)(Rz + s)) (9.5)

where C' is a constant depending on @, the notation s;, sg; denotes the covariant derivatives of s
on ¥ with respect to the metric g, and we used (8.3) in the third equality. It follows from (9.5)
that .
W(ZO) = % <2s+ C|?s|.

If 25 > C|Vs| at zg, then

w(zp) < 4s < 4R,.
If 2s < C|Vs| at zp, then

Vs

Ro+0—5 <26,

and
w(zo) < (20)%(Ry 4 6 — s(20)) < 4C%*(Ry + 6 — Ry).
Hence, there exists a constant C' = C(Q, Ry, Rz2) such that w(z) < C for all z € X. This implies
that
IVs|? = (Ry + 6 — 5(2))w(z) < C(Ry + 6 — Ry)

for all z € 3. Since § > 0 is arbitrary, the estimate (9.4) follows. O

The estimate (9.1) depends on the origin p; we choose. The following lemma shows the
existence of a ball with a fixed center enclosed by our flow hypersurfaces on a suitable fixed time
interval.

Lemma 9.2. For any time ty € [0,T), let py be the center such that the estimate (9.1) holds on
My,. Then there exists some positive T depending only on n, k,~y, o, Vol(Ky) and V11— (Ko, W)
such that the anisotropic support function s(z,t) of M; with respect to the center py satisfies

s(z,t) > Ry1/2, V t € [to,min{T, to + 7}). (9.6)

Proof. Let s(t) = miny s(+,t) = s(z¢,t). At the point z;, we have

Tij[s (21, 1)) 2 5(8)7i;-
Then the evolution equation (8.7) of s(z,t) implies that

G s(1) > sty +0(t) > ~s(1)
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By the initial condition s(tp) > R, we solve the above inequality as follows

s(t) > (R — (a+ 1)(t — to) ™% > Ry /2,

provided that ¢t —tp < (14+a)~}(1—27*"1)R¢*™ =: 7. The conclusion (9.6) follows immediately.
O

We now estimate the upper bound on the speed of the flow.

Proposition 9.3. Let M; be a smooth convex solution of the flow (1.9) on [0,T) with the global
term ¢(t) given by (1.10). Then

< ~Tia .
max B, < C<1+t = ) (9.7)
for any t € [0,T), where C depends on n,k,~,ca, Vol(Ky) and V11— (Ko, W).

Proof. The proof is by applying the technique of Tso [38]. For any given time tg € [0,7), the
estimate (9.6) implies that the anisotropic support function s(z,t) with respect to the center pg
satisfies s(z,t) > Ry /2 in the time interval ¢ € [to, min{T, ¢y + 7}). Then the following function
Z

F_Oé
s(z,t) — TR’

is well defined for all time ¢ € [to, min{T, top + 7}). The estimate (9.6) together with (7.10) also
implies that the anisotropic support function s(z,t) with respect to the center py is bounded

Z(Z)t): ZEZ,

from above by 2Rs. Since E;:/ - F7% to prove (9.7) it suffices to estimate the upper bound
of Z. Combining (8.9) and (8.11), we obtain
0

. _ 1 _
az—w (vsz - 5@,@%2)

_ 1 0 —« rkl [ & © —« 1 — —«
e (atF* b (vka* 5 Quep V. >>

Z 0 wle 1 — szkZV[S
— — Uk [V, Vs — = \Y% 20
s IR <8t < kVes — 5 Quep p3>> s— 1R,
Z 1
—Z\PkZVk Vgs + .
s — —R1 - ZRl
Z ke~
- (¢(t) +(1+ ) + sF gkg)

ViZVes  RiZ g Ukge + Z
=2yt gkt + (1 + Z2 — ot — s
s TR, A Tmy " et (T2 =)=y

(F = ¢(t) U™ g

(9.8)

The second term on the right-hand side of (9.8) can be estimated as follows:

R Z sl — alZ —a—1 kl~
—— ¥ = _F 'R
(s——Rl) Gke 4(3—%R1) * x Gkt
T4(s—1iR) 7
aRl
4

1

Z2+ ( ZRl)l/a
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R1 1
2o <Z z**,

where we used the fact FFlgy = 7, fi > 1 due to the concavity of F,. Let Z(t) = sup Z(-,t).
Since ¢(t) > 0, Equation (9.8) implies that (in the form given in [20, Lemma 3.5])
d

~ L 1+1/a _ L _
e (T) 7%+ (1+a) 2%

o - ()" (821

which is a positive constant depending only on o and Ry. Whenever Z (t) > Zo, we have

Let

d - -
—7<-(1 Z2.
7S (1+ )

It follows that

i smn () () e e () —m))ﬁ

<C (1 +(t— to)—ﬁ>
for all ¢t € (tg, min{T,to+ 7}), where C' depends only on n, k,~, a, Vol(Ky) and Vj,11_ (Ko, W).

The upper bound of E,?/k = F_“ follows from the bound on Z and the fact s(z,t) < 2Rs.
Proposition 9.3 follows since tg is arbitrary. O

Proposition 9.3 implies the following estimate on the global term ¢(¢).

Corollary 9.4. Let M; be a smooth conver solution of the flow (1.9) on [0,T) with the global
term ¢(t) given by (1.10). Then for any p > 0 we have

1
0<C < —/ Egdu»y <y (9.9)
’Mt"}/ Mt

on [0,T), where the constants Cy,Co depend only on n,k,~,a,p, Vol(Ky) and V11— (Ko, W).
In particular,

Cy < o(t) < Oy (9.10)
on [0,T).

Proof. The upper bound in (9.9) follows from the upper bound on E}. For the lower bound in
(9.9), if 0 < p < 1, by the Alexandrov—Fenchel inequality (2.16) and the upper bound on Ej,

n+1 nok Al 1—p p
(n 4+ 1)"" Vol (Ky) »+1 Vol(W) n+1 < Eydp,y < sup B, Eldpy .
My My

My
Since the enclosed K has fixed volume, the lower bound in (9.9) follows from the above inequality
and the upper bound on |M;|, in (7.9). If p > 1, the lower bound follows similarly by using the
following inequality

n—k k41 1/p 1-1

n+1 il il D P

(n+ 1) Vol(K;) »+1 Vol(W)n+1 < Erpdp, < </ Ekd,u,y> | M|y 7.

Mt Mt

O

Let [0,7") be the maximal interval such that the smooth solution M, of the flow (1.9) exists.
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Proposition 9.5. If My is strictly convex, then the solution M; of the flow (1.9) is strictly
convez for all t € [0,T). If T < oo, there exists a constant C depending on Mo,y and T such
that the anisotropic principal curvatures of My satisfy k; > C >0 ont € [0,T).

Proof. To prove this estimate, we use the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of the flow
(1.9) as described in §8. The flow (1.9) is equivalent to the scalar parabolic equation (8.7) on
¥ of the anisotropic support function s(z,t¢). Since the eigenvalues of (7;;) are equal to the
reciprocal of the anisotropic principal curvatures s, in order to estimate the lower bound of k,
it suffices to estimate the upper bound of the eigenvalues of 7;;.

For any given time to € [0,7"), we choose the origin as py such that the estimate (9.1) holds.
Then Lemma 9.2 implies that the anisotropic support function s(z,t) of M; with respect to the
origin pg satisfies

R1/2 < s(z,t) < 2Ra, vVt e [to,min{T,to+ 7}) (9.11)

for some fixed constant 7 depending only on n, k, «,y, My. Suppose e; is the direction where
the maximum eigenvalue of (7;;) occurs. By the evolution equation (8.12) of 7;;, we have

o ) _ 1 _ . _ _
i < P <VkVéTn - §kapvp711> + UREPIT 1 V1 7y

+ (1= @)W+ (t) + Cr¥™gppmy, (9.12)

where C; = C1(Q,VQ) is a constant depending only on Q,VQ. Applying Theorem 9.3 and
Corollary 9.4, we have (1 — a)¥ + ¢(t) < C for some uniform constant C' > 0. However,
\i/kégkg = aF*_O‘_lFfégM, which has no control from above. Therefore, the parabolic maximum
principle for tensors can not be applied directly to (9.12) to deduce the upper bound of 7.

To overcome this problem, we define
¢ =sup{m;£'¢ : [¢| =1}
and consider
¢(2,t)
(s(z,t) — Bt)a’
where the power a > 0 will be determined later. The function w is well defined on the time

interval [to, min{T,tp + 7}). We consider the spatial maximum point (z1,¢1) where w(z1,¢1) =
maxy w(-, t1) for each ¢ € [to, min{T, ¢y + 7}). By rotation of the local orthonormal frame, we

w(z,t) = (9.13)

assume that { = e; and (7;;) = diag(7i,...,7,) is diagonal at (z1,¢;). Then we have { = 7; at
(21,t1). Combining (8.9) and (9.12) gives
%w _ ke <Vngw — %ngpva> — @\jjkﬁﬁkw@é(s _ %)a
—(s 1%)[1 <%7'11 — gkt <vkvf7'll - %Qk@p?]ﬂjl))
- f“’% <%s e <Vngs _ %Qupvps» + (Z(ii_&l)éw\i’uvkngs

4

1 .. _ _ .
< (s Bye <‘I/M’pqvlTkévlqu + (1 =)V + ¢(t) + Cl‘lfkgékﬂn)
1
aw . ala — 1 . _ _
T (<b(t) +(1+a)¥+ sqz“gu) + ﬁw“vksws
4 T4
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S@\i’kz’pqvlﬂcévlﬂnq + %W\PIMV]QSV@S
4 1
tw) o ((h - 58&) tG _1&)a((1 — )V + (1))
4

We estimate gradient terms in (9.14). Since ¥ is concave, we have 1) < 0 and (% — /*)(, —
7¢) < 0. Using the equation (8.6) we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (9.14)

o B ke
\I/M’qu1kavlqu = qkaVlTkangg +2 E 4 L4 (V17k6)2
ke kT

=2 @ = ) (Vimk)®

k>1

IN

Codazzi equation (8.4) implies that

2

_ _ 1 1 =
(V17k1)2 = (Van + 5@11;07%;; - §lep7—1p> > (Vk711)2 - 0(71)2-

N —

Since Vyw = 0 at (21,t1), we have

?lel a?ks

= . 9.15
T11 s — % ( )
Then the gradient terms on the right-hand side of (9.14) satisfy
1 =kl pge = ala—1) .o o
@\P quIkavlqu + @w\ﬁ VkSVgs
=w L{I'/M’pqvﬂkz?ﬂ' +a_—1 ! Z’lbk(?kﬁl)z
11 e (m)? 4
. . 1 = a—1 1 o=
—2¢.ik 1 2 2 k 2
< w2 A = i) (§Tem) = O ) + S S
k>1 k
= w <q,z}171—12 D (Virn)? +20 ) (9F - q,z}l)>
k k>1
1o Vs ik
§w<1/)a (8_%)2+022k:¢> (9.16)
at (Zl,tl).
Substituting (9.16) into (9.14), we have
0 " as 1o |Vs]?
cw<wy PO+ Oy — +wya” ——f—
Tl ( 5 %) (s— )2
1 aw
+m((l—a)\ll+¢(t)) — . Ry (¢(t) +(1+C¥)\I/) (917)
1 1

at (z1,t1). Since s(z,t) satisfies the estimate (9.11) on the time interval [to, min{T, ¢y + 7}), by
choosing a suitable constant ¢ > 0 depending on Ry, Ry and C7, Cy we can ensure that the first



ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING FLOWS 45

term on the right-hand side of (9.17) is negative. This kills the bad term }_, Y*. The second
term on the right-hand side of (9.17) is bounded, since |Vs| is bounded by (9.2) and

. .. k
i < Yo V' ozEZ‘/

Riva — R - Riva —
G-y -Br (-B
Then at the spatial maximum point (z1,t1), the function w satisfies

%w < Cs + Cyw, (9.18)

where C3, Cy are constants depending on a, Ry, Ra, the bound on ¢(¢) in Corollary 9.4 and the

Wil =

upper bound on —¥ = E;:/ *in Proposition 9.3. Applying the parabolic maximum principle to
(9.18), we see that the function w in the time interval [tg, min{T, to+7}) is bounded by a constant
depending on its value at the time to and on the parameter 7. Since 0 < R;/2 < s(z,t) < 2Ry
for all ¢t € [tg, min{T,ty + 7}), this also implies that the largest anisotropic principal radius 7
is bounded by a constant depending on its value at the time ¢y and on the parameter 7. If
the maximal existence time T is finite, after a finite number of iterations, we conclude that the
largest anisotropic principal radius 71 is bounded from above by a positive constant C' depending
on the maximal existence time 7T'. This completes the proof of Proposition 9.5. O

Now we can prove the long time existence of the flow (1.9), i.e., the maximum existence time
T = o0.

Theorem 9.6. Let W be a Wulff shape in R with the smooth support function v € C>(S™),
and Xo : M™ — R be a smooth embedding such that Mo = Xo(M) is a closed strictly convex
hypersurface in R™! enclosing a convex body Ky. Then for any k € {1,...,n} and o > 0,
the volume preserving flow (1.9) with the global term ¢(t) given by (1.10) has a smooth strictly
convex solution My for all time t € [0, 00).

Proof. Suppose that the maximal existence time T is finite. By Proposition 9.3 and Proposition
9.5, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on My, and T such that the anisotropic principal
curvatures satisfy

1
0<5§mi§0, i=1,---,n

on M; for t € [0,T). This together with C° and C! estimates implies the C? estimate of the
evolving hypersurface M;. To derive the higher regularity estimate, we note that the flow (1.9) is
equivalent to the equation (8.7) for the anisotropic support function s(z,t). Since Fj is concave
and a > 0, the right-hand side of (8.7) is concave with respect to the spatial second derivatives
of s(z,t). As the global term ¢(t) is bounded, Theorem 1.1 of [37] can be applied to derive the
C?# estimate of s for some 8 € (0,1). The higher order regularity estimate of M; follows from
the standard parabolic Schauder theory [26]. Thus M; converges to a hypersurface Mp smoothly
as t — T. The short time existence theorem yields that the flow (1.9) can be extended past T’
for a short time interval, contradicting the maximality of 7. O

10. HAUSDORFF CONVERGENCE

We showed in the previous section that the smooth solution M; of the flow (1.9) exists for
all time ¢ € [0,00). In this section, using Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 3.10 for the anisotropic
curvature measures and applying the argument as in [6, §6], we show that the solution M,
converges to a scaled Wulff shape as t — oo in the Hausdorff sense. As applications, we further



46 B. ANDREWS, Y. LEI, Y. WEI, AND C. XIONG

improve the estimate on the global term ¢(¢) and obtain the uniform positive lower bound on
the kth anisotropic mean curvature Ej.

10.1. Hausdorff convergence to the Wulff shape.

Let
= 1 Vn—k (Kt > W)

b | M|y S, Endyiy VoK, W)
denote the average integral of Ej. By Proposition 7.3, the mixed volume Vj,1q_j (K, W) is
monotone non-increasing in time. Since V1 (K¢, W) is bounded from below, by the long-
time existence of the flow, the equation (7.8) implies that

o
k o /k =
/ / (E;:/ — E;:/ > (Ek — Ek) dufy < Vn+1_k(K(), W) < 00.
0 JM
Therefore there exists a sequence of times t; — oo such that

/M (E,j/k - E,‘j”“) (Ex — By) dpy — 0, (10.1)
t

i

If 0 < a < k, we have

(" - BY") (B~ Ex) :%/0 (1= ) By + sB) " ds - (Bx — By)?

o a/k—1 B
>— (Sllp Ek) (Ep — Ep)?
k \

>C(Ey, — Ey)?

by the upper bound on E} that proved in Proposition 9.3. On the other hand, for @ > k we
have

— — 1 I ajR— n
(5 = B (B B = [ (- 9 Ber o) s (5 B

a [! k=1 7. ma/k-1 0 \2
>E/ (1 8)*/*1ds BV (B, — By)
0

>C(Ey, — Ey)?
by Corollary 9.4. Therefore, (10.1) implies that

/ (Bp — Ek)2 dpy — 0, asi— o0 (10.2)
My,

for a sequence of times t; — oo.

Proposition 10.1. Let M; be the smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with the global term ¢(t)
given by (1.10). Denote the closure of the enclosed domain of My by K;. Then Ky converges

to a scaled Wulff shape W in the Hausdorff sense as t — oo, where 7 is the radius such that
Vol(Kjy) = 7"+ Vol(W).

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 6.3 in [6]. We include it here for completeness. By
the estimate (7.10) on the anisotropic outer radius of K;, the Blaschke selection theorem (see
Theorem 1.8.7 of [33]) implies that there exists a subsequence of times ¢; and a convex body K
such that K;, converges to K in the Hausdorff sense as t; — 00. As each K}, has the anisotropic
inner radius r(Ky,) > Ry, the limit convex body K has a positive anisotropic inner radius.
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sequence t; is the same sequence such that
(10.2) holds.

We will show that the limit convex body K satisfies ®,_1(K;.) = ¢®,(K;.) where ¢ =
Vi (K, W) /Vyy (K, W). The weak continuity of the anisotropic curvature measure ®,, proved in
Theorem 3.10 is equivalent to the statement that [ fd®,,(K;) converges to [ fd®,,(K) whenever
f is a bounded continuous function on R"*! and Kj is a sequence of convex sets converging to K
in the Hausdorff distance. In particular we get that [ fd®,_j(Ky,) converges to [ deIDn_k(K),
and [ fd®,(Ky,) converges to [ fd®,(K), as i — oo. Since Kj, is smooth and uniformly convex,
by (3.16) we obtain for any bounded continuous f,

fExy(v)dH™ — fey(v)dn”
My, My,

< supl| / By — chy(v)dH”
My,

‘/qu)n—k(Kti) —C/qu)n(Kti)

<sup|f| | |Ex = Exly(v)dH"
My,

Fsup VoK, W) 0058~ — (K, W)

Voo k(K W) Voo n(K, W) ‘

The left-hand side converges to ‘ J fd®, 1K) —c i fd®, (K )‘ by the weak continuity of the

anisotropic curvature measures, while the first term on the right-hand side converges to zero
by (10.2), and the second also does by the continuity of the mixed volumes with respect to the
Hausdorff distance. It follows that

[ fivnai) = [ rav, (&)

A~

for all bounded continuous functions f, and therefore that ®,_(K;.) = ¢®,(K;.) as claimed.
By Theorem 1.2, the convex body K is a scaled Wulff shape.

By Proposition 7.3, Z,, 41, (K, W) is non-increasing in time. Since Z,, 411 (K, W) — 1 as
i — oo for some subsequence of times t; — oo, we conclude that Z,, 11, (Ky, W) — 1 as t — oc.
It follows from the stability estimate (7.124) in [33] that the whole family of K; converges to a
scaled Wulff shape #W as t — oo, where 7 is the radius such that Vol(Kp) = #"+1Vol(W). This
completes the proof of Proposition 10.1. O

10.2. Improved estimate on the global term ¢(t).

The Hausdorff convergence of the solution has the following consequence on the global term
¢(t) in the flow equation (1.9).

Corollary 10.2. If a > k in the flow equation (1.9), the global term ¢(t) given by (1.10) satisfies
. —
htrggolf o(t) > 7, (10.3)

where T is the radius such that Vol(Ko) = 7" Vol(W). In general, for any o > 0, the global
term ¢(t) satisfies
t+d
J

as t — oo for any fized constant d > 0.

é(s) — Tia ds — 0 (10.4)
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Proof. If a > k, then by the Hélder inequality we get
a/k N
oty = 1 [ gt s (BT <w> *
|Mtly S, k v = | M| Vo (K, W)

Since K; converges to a scaled Wulff shape 7W in the Hausdorff sense as ¢ — oo, the continuity
of the mixed volumes implies the estimate (10.3).

To show (10.4) for a general a > 0, as at the beginning of this section we note that
_ 2 1 _ _ _ _
(E,‘:/k - Eg/’“) :% / (1= 8) By, + sEy) ™" ds - (Ey, — By (E,f/’“ - E,‘:/k) .
0

If a >k,

1 B a/k—1
@ / ((1 —s)E + sEk)a/k_l ds Sg (Sup Ek> )
k Jo k\ M,

fo<a<k,

! 1
g/ ((1 —5)Ep + SEk)a/k_l ds éE]?z/k—lg/ (1— S)a/k_lds.
k Jo k)
In both cases, we obtain
_ 2 B B
(Ez‘/k B Elj/k) <C(B - B (E:/k B E;:/k) | 0s)

where C' = C(n, k,a,v, Kg) comes from the bounds on Ej, Ej;, in Proposition 9.3 and Corol-
lary 9.4. Since V;,11_k(K3, W) is non-increasing and converges to the value V1 (FW, W), for
any small € > 0, there exists a large time Ny such that for all times t; > to > Ny,

Vn-i-l—k(Ktzv W) - Vn-i-l—k(Ktww) Se.
In particular, for any fixed constant d > 0 the estimates (7.8) and (10.5) imply that

t+d _ 2
/ / (B = BR) dpsds <C= (10.6)
t M

for all t > Ny, where C' depends on n, k, «, v, Ko. Applying the Holder inequality

o 1 a/k ~o/k
~T /Mt (Ek E, )du7

< 1 / <Ea/k Ea/k>2d 12
- |Mt|“f My k k 'umy

and the uniform bounds on |M;|,, we have

/t+d
t

By Proposition 10.1, K; converges to a scaled Wulff shape 7IW as ¢ — co. The continuity of the
mixed volume V;,_ (-, W) with respect to the Hausdorff distance implies that

= Vn—k(Kta W) Vn—k(va’ W) ——k

S o L B AT A ) R
Then we conclude from (10.7) that for any fixed constant d > 0 and any small ¢ > 0, there
exists a large Ny such that

t+d
/

o(t) — E,

‘ ~o/k

é(s) — E2*|ds <CeV/. (10.7)

P(s) — 7 *|ds <Ce'/? (10.8)
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for all t > Ny, where C' is a uniform constant depending only on n, k, o,y and Kj. O

10.3. Lower bound on E;.

In this subsection, we prove a uniform positive lower bound on the kth anisotropic mean
curvature Fy. The key is the Hausdorff convergence of K; to a scaled Wulff shape 7#W as
t — 0o. We also use the uniform two-sided positive bounds on the global term ¢(t).

Proposition 10.3. Let My, t € [0,00), be a smooth solution of the flow (1.9). Then there exists
a positive constant C = C(n, k,«,~, Kg) such that Ey, > C on M for all t > 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to control Ej, from below for sufficiently large times. By Proposition 10.1, K}
converges to a scaled Wulff shape W as t — oo in the Hausdorff sense. Then for any small
€ > 0, there exists a sufficiently large time Ny > 0 such that for all ¢ > Ny, the anisotropic outer
radius R(t) and anisotropic inner radius r(t) of K; relative to W satisfy

1—eF < rt)< R(t) < (1+e¢)r. (10.9)
In the following, we only consider times t > Nj.
Let t1 > Ny and set .
o () = t o(s)ds.
We use the anisotropic Gauss map parametrizati(l)n described in §8. Choose the origin to be the
center of the inner Wulff shape such that r(¢;)W C Ky,. Then
s(z,t1) > s(z1,t1) =r(t1) > (1 — )T,

where z; is the minimum point of s(z,¢;). Define a function f(z,t) on ¥ = oW by

f(zt) = =(1+a)(t —t1)¥(z,1) = (1 + @)y, () + s(z, 1)
for t > t;. Combining (8.7) and (8.11) gives the evolution equation of f(z,t)

£ (e t) = W VT (1) = S, )@y VS — ()

+ (S(z, t)— (L+a)(t—t)(¥ + ¢(t))> T* G (10.10)

We now show that the last term on the right-hand side of (10.10) is nonnegative for a short time

after time ¢;. By Theorem 9.3, ¥ = —E;:/ " is bounded below by a uniform negative constant
—c4. On the other hand, by Corollary 9.4 the function ¢(t) is bounded from above and below
by positive constants:

0< ¢— < @(t) < ¢+7
where ¢_, ¢4 depend only on n, k,v,« and Ky. Then integrating the evolution equation (8.7)
of s(z,t) gives that

s(z,t) > s(zyt1) + (- —cp)(t —t1) > (1 —e)F + (p— — e )(t — t1).
Let t5 > t1 be the time such that
(1 —e)F
cr— -+ (1 +a)ps’
which is positive and independent of the time ¢;. Then for any ¢ € [t, t2], we have
s(z,t) = (1 +a)(t — t1)(V(z,t) + &(1))
>1—e)Ff+ (p—- —cp)(t—t1) — 1+ a)(t —t1)p+ > 0. (10.12)

ty—t =

(10.11)
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Since gy, > 0, combining (10.10) with (10.12) gives that
% (z,t) > U (2, )V Vi f (2, 1) — %\i/“(z,t)QMp?pf — ad(t)
for all time t € [t1,t2]. The maximum principle implies that

f(Z,t) Z%itnf(z’ﬁtl) - 0Py (t) = 3(217t1) - 0Py (t)

1
for all time t € [t1, t2], which implies that

o1 (t) — s(z,t) + s(z1,t1)

—(1+a)¥(z,t) > —

(10.13)

for all ¢t € (t1,t2] with t2 defined in (10.11).

To estimate the lower bound of —¥, it remains to estimate the right-hand side of (10.13).
Recall that the origin is chosen such that r(¢;)W C K;,. Then by [2, Lem. 7.2], we have

s(z,t1) < R(t1) + C(R(t1) —r(t1)) < (1+ (1 +2C)e)F, VzeX, (10.14)
where C' is a constant only depending on +.

From the flow equation (8.7), we deduce that the spatial maximum 35(¢) = maxy s(-, t) of the
anisotropic support function s satisfies

Cs(t) = ~Fulrg) " +0(0) < 6, (10.15)

which implies that
S5(t) < 5(t1) + o4 (t —t1) < 25(t1), Vi€ [t1,ts],

where t3 is given by t3 —t; = qﬁj_lg(tl). By the definition of 7;;, at the maximum point of s(-,t),
we have 7;; < g;;s. Therefore,

o (6) = 5(0) + s21,0) =F (i)™
(0

s(8)-
2—o¢§(t1)—o¢7 Vte [tl,tg],

AV,

which implies that
o, (1) —5(t) + s(z1,t1) > —5(t1) + s(z1,t1) +27%5(t1) " (t — t1)
> 2717 95(4) Tt — 1), (10.16)

provided that

t> t1+ 21+a’f'i(§(t1) — S(Zl,tl)) =:14.
By (10.9) and (10.14), we know that

5(t1) — s(z1,t1) < 2(1 4 C)er
can be arbitrarily small by assuming Ny is sufficiently large. Then the waiting time ¢4 — t; can
be made small such that ¢4 < min{ts,t3} by choosing Ny sufficiently large. Combining (10.13)
and (10.16) yields that
Pty (t) — s(z,t) + s(zl’tl)
t—1

> o715t~

> 27171 4 (1 4 20)e) %@

—(14+ a)¥(z,t)

v

\%
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for all time t € [t4, min{ta,?3}]. This gives the uniform positive lower bound on Ej. O

11. SMOOTH CONVERGENCE

In this section, we prove the smooth convergence of the flow (1.9) and complete the proof of
Theorem 1.3. We will consider the three cases (i) k = 1, a > 0; (ii) £ = n, o > 0 and (iii)
a>k=1,...,n separately.

11.1. Smooth convergence for £ =1, o > 0.

For k = 1, from Proposition 9.3 we see that nE; = Y "' ; k; < C for some constant C' > 0.
Since M; is convex for each t > 0 by Proposition 9.5, we get that the anisotropic principal
curvatures are bounded

O<r; <C, i=1,---,n
along the flow (1.9). This is equivalent to the C? estimate of M;. In the following lemma, we
derive the higher regularity of M.

Lemma 11.1. Let My be a smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with k =1, a > 0. Then for any
integer £ > 2, there exists a constant Cy depending only on n,a, £,y such that
|@ZW’*{| <Cy

for allt > 0, where W, is the anisotropic Weingarten map of M;.

Proof. As in [2, §8], we write the evolving hypersurface locally as a graph z(y',...,y",t) =
yle; +u(yt, ..., y" t)eo, where {e;}" is the standard basis for R**1. The tangent space of the
graph is spanned by 9; = e; +u;eq, where u; = Ou/0y*, i = 1,...,n. The isotropic normal vector
field is

v =1+ |Du|?>)"Y2(Du, -1).
Let v be the 1-homogenous extension of the support function of the Wulff shape 3. Then
v € C®(R™1\ {0}). Define a function 4 on R" by

’?(plv"'vpn) :7(p17---7pn,_1)- (111)
Then 4(Du) = /1 + [Dul?vy(v). Let w = (Du, —1) € R*"1. By the 1-homogeneity of v,
n

4(Du) =Y D'y| Dju—D%| => D4
i=1 =1

0
puPiv—D ’y|w.
Then the anisotropic unit normal v, = Dv(v) can be expressed as

n
Uy = Z Diﬂwei + Doﬂweo
i=1

n n
= " D'|puei + (Z DyuD%|p, — @(Du)> €. (11.2)
i=1 i=1
Differentiate (11.2) with respect to y*:
Opvy =u; D'DFA| ) ef + (umDiﬂDu + upug D' DF4| py — uez’DiﬂDu) €o

=uyD'D*| . (er, + upep)
=uu D' D*4| ) Opa.
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By the anisotropic Weingarten formula (2.8), we obtain

h§ = uuD'DM4| . (11.3)

Moreover, by (2.7) and (11.2), the anisotropic second fundamental form h is given by
hij = = G)(vy, 0id;7)

= — G(vy)(vy, uijeo)

— .. _ Vy DZ’AY Du 9.
= —u;;G(vy) (V-y, (D) + (D) a,x)
Ugj
Y(Du)’

Then the metric § satisfies
§" = 4(Du) D' D3| py.
The equation (11.3) also implies that the normalized anisotropic mean curvature is given by
1 .n 1 o
Ey(k) = Egljhij = EuileD]’ﬂDu-

Now we derive the evolution of the function u along the flow (1.9). Write the position vector
field of the evolving hypersurface near a point (zg,tg) as

X(p,t) = y'(p,t)e; +uly(p.t), t)eo,

where y(p, t) gives a time-dependent diffeomorphism of R™ such that the graphical representation
is preserved along the flow. Then

0

o ) o
X1 = St + (o000 + Dy .0 o

Taking the expression (11.2) of v, into account, from the flow equation (1.9) we have

59 (p:1) = (6(t) = EY) DY pu,
EU(y(p, t),t) + Dm%yi@at) = (¢(t) — EY) (DsuD'4|py — 4(Du)) .

Combining the above two equations, we see that the flow (1.9) is equivalent to the following
scalar parabolic equation

o= A(Du) (BF - (1))

) 1o o
= 4(Du) (ﬁD DJ’y]Duuij> — Y(Du)p(t) (11.4)
of the function u locally on R".

The bound on the anisotropic principal curvatures and the convexity of M; implies that
|Du| + |D?u| < C for some uniform constant on a uniform space-time neighbourhood of any
(0,t0) chosen such that u(yo,t0) = 0 and Dul = 0 (see, e.g., the argument in [2, §9]).
Since F is linear in D?u, by the uniform bound

0<1/C<E <C

on F; and the bound on |Dul, the equation (11.4) is uniformly parabolic. Since o > 0 and Ej is
linear with respect to D?u, we can apply Theorem 6 of [3] to derive the uniform C?# estimate of

yo,to)
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u for some S € (0,1) in a uniform space-time neighbourhood of (yg,tp). The parabolic Schauder
theory [26] then implies the C*# estimate of u for all £ > 2. This completes the proof of the
lemma. (]

By the Hausdorff convergence of M; to a scaled Wulff shape W, we conclude that M; converges
smoothly to a scaled Wulff shape M., = 73 up to a translation.

11.2. Smooth convergence for £k =n, a > 0.
As mentioned in §2.2, in the case k = n, we have E,(k) = det(A4,(v))En(N), where A =

(A1, ..., Ay) denote the isotropic principal curvatures of M;. Since the anisotropic normal vector
field is given by v, = y(v)v + Vo, the flow (1.9) is equivalent to

0

=X = (¢(t) - det(A,y(y))a/"En()\)a/”> () (11.5)

up to a tangential diffeomorphism. If we define the isotropic support function h(z,t) : S* - R
of Mt = 8Kt by
h(z,t) :=sup{(x, z) : x € K},
we can recover M; via an embedding X (z,t): S" — R+
X(z,t) = h(z,t)z + Vih(z, t)aijv;s-z,
where we set gs» = (0;). Denote by t = (v;;) the matrix
v = V?V?h + hdij,

whose eigenvalues are the principal radii of curvature v; = 1/\;, i = 1,...,n of M;. Then it
is well known that we can rewrite (11.5) as a scalar parabolic PDE of the isotropic support
function h(z,t) on the unit sphere:

%W’” = (6(t) — det(Ay(2))*/" En() /" ) 5(2)

=0(t)7(2) = p(2) En ()", (11.6)
where we set p(z) = det(A,(2))*"y(z) for simplicity of the notation. Now the equation (11.6)
differs from [1, Equ. (13)] only by the term ¢(t)v(2).

Since the matrix A,(z) is uniformly positive definite, the two-sided positive bound on E,, (k)
is equivalent to

0<C < En(t) < (9 (11.7)

for some positive constants C; and Co. Then we can apply the argument in Theorem 10 of [1] to
conclude that the principal radii t; are uniformly bounded from above. In fact, noting that the
term ¢(t)y(z) in (11.6) only contributes some lower order terms in the evolution of v;;, which
are uniformly controlled, we can apply the calculation in Theorem 10 of [1] to obtain that

(6%
p( VE, (v) W BNV, — —P(2)En(e)” WD BN (v)onery
+ CEn (1) "o + ¢(t) Ay (2)i5,

where C' depends on v and «. The second term here is crucial. By the generalized Newton’s
inequality, we have

8
ot

n—2 —2 1

EM () ope =nEy_1(t) > nE,(t)»—1 B (¢ ) > CEp(t)" 1 thax.
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Now work at a space-time point where a maximum eigenvalue of v;; is attained. We have

0 « —(A4e) 7t —a/n
< = = p(2) En (1)1 ik 4+ € (Ba(0)7" + 9(1))

for a constant C' depending only on a and . Given the bound (11.7) on E,,(tr) and Corollary 9.4
on ¢(t), the parabolic maximum principle implies that

1
Tmax < C<1+t"—_1>

for some positive constant C' depending only on C7,Cy and n, a, k, 7, Vol(Ky) and V;,11_x(Kp).

The upper bound on t; together with E,(t) > C also implies the uniform positive lower bound
of t;. Therefore the equation (11.6) is uniformly parabolic. The estimate on v; also implies the
C? estimate of the isotropic support function h(z,t). Since (11.6) is concave with respect to
the second spatial derivatives of h, we apply Theorem 1.1 of [37] to derive the C?# estimate of
h(z,t). By the parabolic Schauder theory [26], we conclude that the C*# norm of A is uniformly
bounded for any ¢ > 2. This is equivalent to the uniform C*# regularity estimate of the evolving
hypersurfaces M;. This together with the Hausdorff convergence proved in Proposition 10.1
implies that M; converges to a translated scaled Wulff shape in the C*° topology as t — oc.

11.3. Smooth convergence for a > k=1,... n.

We first prove the improved C° and C! estimates.

Lemma 11.2. Let My, t € [0,00) be a smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with k =1,...,n and
a > 0. For any small € > 0, there exists a large time Ny and a fixed constant d > 0 such that
for all tg > Ny, if the origin o is chosen with |s(z,tg) — 7| < eF, then

|s(z,t) = 7| < Cer, VzeX (11.8)

for allt € [tg,to + d|, where s(z,t) is the anisotropic support function and C depends on d, 7 but
not on ty. This combined with the C' estimate (9.2) implies that

Vs(z,t)|*> < Cer (11.9)
for all t € [tg, to + d].

Proof. By Proposition 10.1 and Corollary 10.2, for any given 0 < & < 1/4 there exists Ny such
that for all time ¢ > Ny, the anisotropic Hausdorff distance of M; to a scaled Wulff shape 7 is

less than e, and
t+d 1
JCCEE

for any fixed constant d > 0. For each ¢ty > Ny, we choose the origin o such that the anisotropic
support function of My, with respect to o satisfies

3
dr < —
;,'»Oé

|s(z,t0) — 7| < eF.
Since s(z,t) satisfies the parabolic equation

0
578 = —Fulrig) ™ + 0(0),

by adjusting d if necessary, the uniform bounds on F, and ¢(t) imply that

7 (11.10)
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for all time t € [tg,to + d], where d is independent of ¢y. Let s(t) = min,ex s(z,t). We have
20 == s(0)7" + 9(t). (11.11)
We claim that s(t) — 7 > —CerF on [tg,to + d] for a suitable d. Without loss of generality, we

assume s(t) < 7. Integrating (11.11) implies that
t

s(t) — s(to) > / (6(z) — s(x)~*)da

to

> [ (@ = o)) do

:/t fa;x)a (s(2)® = %) da — er™(t — to). (11.12)

Note that

1
)"~ =a [ (=27 as(0)" de (s(0) -
0
>Cr 7 (s(t) — 7),
where we used (11.10). We have
s(t) —7 = s(t) — s(to) + s(to) — 7

> Cre! /tt (s(x) = 7) da — 7~ (t — to) + s(to) — 7

0

> ool / (s(2) — P di — et — to) — eF, (11.13)

to

where we used the fact that the origin o is chosen such that s(tg) — 7 > —e7. Then the integral
form of Gronwall’s inequality implies that

s(t) =7 > —e (P (t —to) +7) <1 +OF ot — to)eCF’a’l(t—th))
> —(Cer,
where C' depends only on 7 and t — tg. So we obtain the claim.

A similar argument gives the upper bound on 5(¢) = maxy, s(-,t):

5(t) —7 < Cer.
So we have the improved C° estimate (11.8). The improved C! estimate (11.9) follows from
(11.8) and (9.2). O
In the following, we focus on the case « > k = 1,...,n and show that the anisotropic principal

curvatures x; of M; have a uniform positive lower bound.

Lemma 11.3. Along the flow (1.9) with « > k= 1,...,n, the anisotropic principal curvatures
ki of the solution M; have a uniform positive lower bound for t > 0.

Proof. We have proved in Proposition 9.5 that k; are positive on any finite time interval. How-
ever, the lower bound on k; may degenerate as the time approaches the infinity. To prove that
k; has a uniform positive lower bound for all time, it suffices to show this for sufficiently large
time.
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Recall that in the case o > k = 1,...,n, the global term ¢(t) satisfies (10.3). We employ the
anisotropic Gauss map parametrization in §8. We assume that Ny > 0 is sufficiently large such
that the anisotropic Hausdorff distance of M; to 7 is less than ¢, and

B(t) > (1— )i (11.14)

for all time t € [Ny, 00). By choosing Ny sufficiently large, the constant € in (11.14) can be any
small positive constant. For each fixed ty > Ny, we choose the origin o such that the anisotropic
support function of My, with respect to o satisfies

|s(z,t0) — 7| < Te, Vze3.
By Lemma 11.2, there exists a constant d > 0 and C' = C(d,7) independent of t; such that
(11.8) and (11.9) hold for all ¢ € [to, to + d].

In the following, we only focus on the time ¢ > Ny. To estimate the lower bound on
the anisotropic principal curvatures k;, we can equivalently estimate the upper bound on the
anisotropic principal radii of curvature 7;, which are eigenvalues of (7;;) defined in (8.3). We
define

¢ =sup{m;&'¢ : |¢| =1}
and for any ty > Ny we consider the function
w(z,t) =log ((z,t) — p1s(z,t) + pa|Vs|?(2, 1) (11.15)

on the interval [tg,to + d], where uq, o > 0 are positive constants to be determined later. We
consider a point (z1,t;) where a new maximum of the function w is achieved. By rotation of

the local orthonormal frame, we assume that { = e; and (7;;) = diag(7y,...,7,) is diagonal at
(21,t1). First, at (z1,t1) we have ( = 791 and
0 10

—w=——=T11 — 28—1— 2|vs|2
ot gt T Mgt T2y, ’

_ 1 _ o
Vw :Evfﬁl — 11 Ves + uaVe|Vs|?,
o 1 . _ o o 1 - _
ViViw =—VpVori1 — 11V Vs + p2 ViV Vs|* — —5 Vi1 Ve,
i1 (111)

Combining these equations with (8.9), (8.10) and (8.12) gives

P . _ 1 _
5%~ Pkt (Vngw - §ngpva>
1 /0 . - = 1 _
= <§Tﬂ —p <VszTn - éleprTu))

o . R 1 =
o (g 0 (9T~ 5010 )

o2 _ ikt (o o 52 _ L V,|Vs|?
+ 1o E’VS’ — UM Vi V| Vs —§Qk£pvp’V3’

+ \i'“?km%m

(111)?
1

SE (i’ké’pqvlkavlqu + (1 — Oé)\I’ + ¢(t) + C\PMQMTH)

= (6(0) + (1 + @)W + 505y, ) + —FHTyry Vomy

1
(T11)?
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+ p2W <_27'z'k7'i€ — 258°Grp + 45Tre — 27T QirpSp + 28lep8p>

. 1 _
+ o BH <23k3£ - 5(2QiZQOkp — QipmQmke)Sisp — ViQkZpSpSi>

1 - _ _ 1
§—\I’M’pqvl7'kgvl7' + —
T PO (1yq)2

~ <¢(t> A+ +sYy 113’“) 22y M
k k

) v %gb(t) — apaCW + C(1+ pge) 34,
k

T Ve

T11

57

(11.16)

where in the last inequality we used the C°, C! estimates of s and the homogeneity of ¥

Urer = — ¥

—Q\i/MTiingpSp SCZl/Jka = —CaV.
k

The constants C' in the last line of (11.16) depend on ~ and the initial hypersurface My. We
next apply the maximum principle to (11.16) to obtain a uniform upper bound on 71;. Note

that 711 = 7 is the largest eigenvalue of (7;;) at the point (z1,1).

We first estimate the gradient terms in (11.16). By (8.6) and the fact that ¥ = —F_ ¢ is

concave, we have

ok — 4t

{Pkf,pqﬁlTM@lqu = &kzﬁlTkkﬁlTM +2 Z _ (?177“5)2
ke kT
1 . S
< -2y T—l(lbk — 1) (Vim)®.

Codazzi equation (8.4) implies that

(?kT11)2 — C(Tll)z.

N —

_ _ 1 1 2
(ViTi)? = <Vk7'11 + §Qllp7kp - §Qk1p7—lp> >
Substituting (11.18) into (11.17), and noting that
1 - _ o
— Vi1 = 11 Vs — uaVi|Vs]?
T11
holds at (z1,t1), we have

1oy, 1 o
— PRIV 7 Vi T + 3 Z ¢ (Vimn)?

T11 (Tn) k
o i k01 l v 2 2 1 1k e 2
< 2; 7_121 (1/} ¢ ) <2(Vk7'11) C(Tll) ) + —(T11)2 Zk:l/J (Vlel)
=PIy (Virn)? +20 ) (9 =)
k k>1

< ¢1 Z (m?ks - ugvk’?SP)z +2C Z(l/)k - 1/11)
k

k>1

(11.17)

(11.18)



58 B. ANDREWS, Y. LEI, Y. WEL, AND C. XIONG
at (21,t1). By the definition (8.3) of 7;; and the improved C?, C! estimates of s in Lemma 11.2,
we have

(111 Vs — M2vk|v«9|2)2 = (111 Vs — 2#2?1@?@8?@8)2

_ _ 1 _ 2
= <M1Vk8 — 202V ¢5(The — SGre + §Qképvps)>

<Ce(pi+p3(ri+1), k=1,...,n

for some constant C depending only on My and «. In summary, the gradient terms on the
right-hand side of (11.16) satisfies

1. o 1 . _
—\I/M’pqvlTkevlqu + —Q\I/kéVanVlel
T11 (T11)
<Ce! (i + 3+ 1) +C Y i (11.19)
%

at (z1,t1).

Since the left hand side of (11.16) is nonnegative at (z1,%1), rearranging the terms in (11.16)
and applying (11.19), we have

" (qs(t) +(1+a)l+s Zwk) +2pp Y PP
k k

<Cep' (1f + p3 (77 + 1)) + Cluge + 1) 4"
k

+(1- a)i\If + i<;5(t) — auCW (11.20)
Ti1 Ti1
at (z1,t1). Note that
V=-F° g =aF 07
where Fy(7i;) = f«(7). Rewriting the terms in (11.20) and multiplying by F®™! both sides give
that

1 (qb(t)Ff"‘l — (14 a)F + as) 4+ pias <Z fr— 1) + 2#2@2]2“7’,?

k k
<Ceaf! (pF + p3(rf + 1)) + Clpae + 1oy fF
k
1 1 a+1
+ (@ — 1)—F, + — () FF' + apsCF, (11.21)
T11 T11

at (z1,t1). Using the estimate (11.14) and Lemma 11.2, the first term on the left side of (11.21)
satisfies

1 (p(t)Fot — (1 + )F, + as)
a+l1 F,
F

>,u1r<1—6 —(1+a)

F,
(1+ a)? + a) — eF CFOtt — Ceapn

+ oz) + ap(s —7)

>,u1r

> — per O‘Ff‘H — CeapT, (11.22)
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where C' is the constant in Lemma 11.2 depending only on d and 7. Substituting (11.22) into
(11.21), we have the following estimate

s 3 fit e (41
k k

<Ceafipsri + Ceafl (uf + u3) + Cluze + oy _ fF
k
+ C(p2 + 1)+ Cuie + Ceap v (11.23)

holding at (z1,t1), where the constants C' are uniform and independent of the time ty and the
length d of the time interval.
Now, we apply an observation in [17] and [44] which relies on the property that f, is increasing

En
En_k

1
and concave in I'y and vanishes on dI'y. Precisely, for f, = ( ) , we have the following

property.

Proposition 11.4 (Lemma 2.2 in [17]). Let K C I'y be a compact set and ¢ > 0 a constant.
Then there exists a constant 6 > 0 depending only on K and o such that fort € 'y and p € K
satisfying |v- — v,| > 0, we have

S P () 2 0 (z Frr) + 1) ,
k k

where v, denotes the unit normal vector of the level set {x € Ty : fi(x) = fu(7)} at the point
T, d.€., vy = Df(T)/|Df(T)].

Let p=2717(1,...,1) € I'y and K = {u} in Proposition 11.4. Then there exists a constant
0 = 7/8 > 0 such that v, — 2o(1,...,1) € I'y. We have two cases. First, if the anisotropic
principal radii of curvature 7 at the point (21,t1) satisfy |v, — v, > o, Proposition 11.4 implies

that
S ) -1= 27_9 <Z fEer) + 1> : (11.24)
k k

Substituting (11.24) into (11.23), we have

. 20 .
ssa S it 4 s (41
k k

<Ceaflusri + Ceaf! (15 + p3) + Cuae + 1)y fF
k
+ C(p2 + 1) + Cuie + Ceap v (11.25)

at (z1,t1). Based on the above inequality, we can assume that ¢ is chosen with
1
Ce+ Cear < 5@9.

Note that € can be chosen to depend only on M,y and 6. Now we first choose o = (e, a, 7y, Mp)
small enough such that

1,2 2 ck__2
Csaf* HaTy < 218 Z f* Tk
k
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and then choose p; = py(a,y, My) large enough such that
C(uga—i-l)aka—FC(ug—i-l) <1,u1as% ka—i-l
k * — 2 f k * *

Then (11.25) becomes

poaflrd <Ceafl (13 + u3) .

which gives a uniform upper bound on 7 at the point (z1,1;):
1 1/2
< [ —C (U2 + 1 > .
<,u2 ( ! 2)

Second, if the anisotropic principal radii of curvature 7 at the point (z1,¢1) satisfy [v; —v,| < o,

it follows from v, — 2o(1,...,1) € I'y that v; — o(1,...,1) € Iy and fi > C", fF for some
constant C' and all i = 1,...,n. Then

C<F =Y ffn< ffHn<cfin. (11.26)
k k

We can still choose g = pa(e, a, 7y, Mp) small enough such that

Ceafluiri < ppa)  fir. (11.27)
k

The function f, is concave, we always have >, fF > 1. Substituting (11.26) and (11.27) into
(11.23) and discarding the second term on the left-hand side of (11.23), we have

ool <Ceafl (13 + p3) + Cluoe + af!
+ C(u2 + 1) + Cure + Ceaypi 7
<Ceaf! (i + p3) + C(u2z + 1)orf!

+ C<(uz + 1) + pge + Csaun’) flr (11.28)

at (z1,t1). Multiplying by 1/]"*1 both sides of (11.28) we have
poari <Cea (pi + p3) + C(use + Do

+ C<(N2 +1)+ pe+ Caa,ulr> T,

which gives a uniform upper bound on 71 at (21, ;).

Therefore, we can choose a small constant o and a large constant p; in the definition (11.15)
of w(z,t) such that in both the above two cases, the largest anisotropic principal radius of
curvature 7; has a uniform upper bound at (z1,¢1). This in turn implies that w(z1,t;) < C
for some uniform positive constant C depending only on the initial data My and v, a,n. By
the definition of w(z,t) and the C°, C'! estimates, we conclude that 7| is bounded from above
uniformly on the time interval [ty, g + d]. Note that the constants 1, o are chosen uniformly
and depend only on My, «, . Since ty > Ny is arbitrary and d > 0 is a fixed constant, repeating
the above argument completes the proof of Proposition 11.3. O
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Combining Proposition 9.3 and Proposition 11.3, we obtain the uniform curvature estimate
of the solution M; to the flow (1.9). In fact, since

-1
n k-1
< > © Kn—k+1 > <l€> Rnky

the uniform upper bound on Ej(x) and the uniform positive lower bound on the anisotropic
principal curvature x; imply that

1
0<6§/€Z§C, izl,...,n

for some constant C' depending only on ~, a and My. Since the dual function Fj is concave,
we apply Theorem 1 of [37] to the equation (8.7) of s and derive the C?# estimate of s(z, 1)
for some B € (0,1). Then the parabolic Schauder theory [26] implies that the C*® norm of
s(z,t) is bounded for any ¢ > 2. This means that the solution M; of the flow (1.9) has uniform
regularity estimates for all time ¢ € [0,00). Taking into account the Hausdorff convergence of
My, we conclude that M, converges smoothly to a scaled Wulff shape as t — oo.

11.4. Exponential convergence.

The stronger convergence results can be obtained by studying the linearization of the flow
around the Wulff shape (cf. [2, §12]). The goal is to prove that the linearization of the flow about
the Wulff shape X is strictly stable. Without loss of generality, we assume that the hypersurfaces
near ¥ can be written as graphs of smooth functions over X

M, ={r(z,t)z:z € &},

where 7(z,t) = 1+ en(z,t). By adding a smooth reparametrization to preserve this graphical
representation, the flow (1.9) is equivalent to the following parabolic equation for the function
r:

ot 01
where G is the metric at z on R"*! described in (2.4) and G¥ stands for the inverse of the matrix
(Gij)ij=1 = (G(9i2,0;2))}—1- Note that on ¥ we have G(vy,2) = G(2,2) = 1, G(v,,0;2) =

G(z,0;z) =0and ¢(t)— FE :/k( ) = 0. Differentiating (11.29) with respect to € and letting e = 0,
we have

o (6(t) — E;" (1)) (G(w, z) — —G”G(uy,az) or > (11.29)

0 0

a/k
—N == t)— F . 11.30
5= 5|00~ B (w) (1130
On ¥ we have il{ = 5? . The variation equations (7.2) and (7.5) imply that
9 a/k X afk—1 i =i i ipii
—| B0 = ZE T OB D (= m - A O — it B )
e=0
:% (—An — Ayi'VPy —nn) (11.31)
and
d 1 0 a/k a/k 0
— <;5t:—/<— E duy + E, (1) w|  du
de e=0 () ‘2”\/ D) de e=0 g ( ) ! ( )86 e=0 !

| Myl

1 / a/k 0
— | B D)du, =
‘2’% by k 786 e=0

a 1 /
=——— | nndu., 11.32
n |y Jy ! ( )
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where [ =
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1,...,1) and we used [,(An + A,"VPn)dp, = 0 by virtue of Lemma 2.8 in [43].

(1,
Substituting (11.31) and (11.32) into (11.30) we get

0 a [ - _ 1
“n = — | An+ A,;'VP - =: L,
5" n( N+ Api'VPn +nn |E|W/Zm7du»y> Ln

which is the linearized equation of the flow (1.9) about X. As in Proposition 12.1 of [2], the opera-
tor £ maps the space W*2(S)N{f : [i, fdu, = 0} to the space L*(Z)N{f : [y, fdu, = 0}. More-
over, L is non-positive and self-adjoint with respect to the inner product (f1, f2) = fz fifadpy,
and has kernel consisting precisely of the generators of translations. In other words, the lin-
earization of the flow (1.9) about the Wulff shape is strictly stable modulo the action of the
translation group. Then Theorem 9.1.2 of [27] applies to conclude that initial hypersurfaces
sufficiently close to the Wulff shape converge modulo translations to the Wulff shape, exponen-
tially fast in the C*° topology. Since the smooth convergence of M; is already established, we
conclude that the whole family of the solution M; of the flow (1.9) converge modulo translations
to a scaled Wulff shape M., = 7Y exponentially fast in C'*° topology. In particular, the speed
of the flow satisfies

6(t) — By/" (k)] < Ce™®

for some constants C' and 4, and for all ¢ > 0. Then we have for any t5 > t; > 0,

t2

X (1) — X (1)) g/ max
t1 M

0X
—|dt
ot ‘
to

< max |p(t) — E,(:/k(/{ﬂdt
t1 M

S % (e—6t1 _ e—5t2 )

By the Cauchy criterion, X (-,t) converges to a limit embedding Xoo(-) of My as t — 0.
Hence, M; converges exponentially and smoothly to a scaled Wulff shape My, = 7% without any
correction by translations. This completes the proof of the convergence stated in Theorem 1.3.
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