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Abstract

We show that self-similar solutions for the mean curvature flow, surface diffusion
and Willmore flow of entire graphs are stable upon perturbations of initial data with
small Lipschitz norm. Roughly speaking, the perturbed solutions are asymptotically
self-similar as time tends to infinity. Our results are built upon the global analytic
solutions constructed by Koch and Lamm [25], the compactness arguments adapted by
Asai and Giga [2], and the spatial equi-decay properties on certain weighted function
spaces. The proof for all of the above flows are achieved in a unified framework by
utilizing the estimates of the linearized operator.

1 Introduction

We analyze in this paper the long-time asymptotics of various geometric flows, in particular
the stability of self-similar solutions. From the point of view of calculus of variations, many
geometric flows can be seen as the negative gradient flows of some geometric functionals with
respect to certain underlying metric. Heuristically, the gradient descent nature of the flows
evolves general initial data toward a critical point of the corresponding functional. These
evolutions are often modeled by nonlinear parabolic partial differential equations. The long
time asymptotics of the solution is one of the key questions to be investigated. For instance,
in the celebrated work [30] of Leon Simon, the asymptotics of a large class of such geometric
evolution equations are studied by infinite dimensional version of the Lojasiewicz inequalities
combined with the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction. It is also worth pointing out that in [13]
Eells and Sampson used the long-time limit of heat flows to construct harmonic mappings
between Riemannian manifolds under certain curvature assumptions.

The geometric flows studied in this paper is of curvature driven type which arises from en-
ergy minimization of the surface area functional. This naturally leads to evolutions involving
mean curvature which is the first variation of the surface area. These motions appear often
in the modeling of materials science such as phase transitions and grain growth [I], 28]. It is
also used in describing the bending of membranes in red blood cells [20, 29]. The underlying
equations are related to mean curvature flows (MCF), surface diffusion (SD) and Willmore
flows (WF') which are the three equations analyzed in this paper.
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One mathematical point to note is that the equations to be analyzed include fourth order
flows which are much harder to handle than their second order counterparts due to the lack
of maximum or comparison principle. On the other hand, these flows enjoy certain invariant
property leading to the existence of self-similar solutions. The main goal of the current
paper is to analyze the stability of these solutions. More precisely, under fairly general
initial conditions, we will show that the solutions to these equations converge to some self-
similar form. In order to take advantage of a general unified approach, we restrict ourselves
to entire graph solutions relying very much on linearized analysis.

One can also interpret this phenomena of self-similarity using the renormalization group
method as in [4]. The key idea is that after rescaling or zooming out in the spatial variable,
suppose the initial data converges to a scale invariant function which is determined by the
behavior of the data at infinity, then the solution will converge to a scale invariant solution, or
so-called self-similar solution. In other words, the long-time asymptotics are determined by
the rescaling limit of the initial data. Hence we expect that if the initial data is perturbed
without changing the scaling limit, then the corresponding solution will more and more
looked like the self-similar solution corresponding to the unperturbed scale invariant initial
data. There is also a huge literature where such a phenomena is proved for semilinear heat
equations - see for example [6] (19, 23], 27], just to name a few. Another technique extensively
used in the case of MCF is the monotonicity formula. It has been used in this case to
characterize the form of self-similar solutions and the convergence to them [22] [T1]. This is
also the pre-cursor to the more recent entropy method to characterize self-similar shrinkers

[10].

In this paper, we will investigate the stability of self-similar solutions corresponding to
MCF, SD and WF'. Note that global-in-time existence of classical solutions to these geometric
flows with general initial data does not hold due to the possibility of finite time blow-ups.
On the other hand, in the case of graph setting, it is possible to have long time solutions. For
MCF, this is comprehensively analyzed in [I1],[12]. In a very interesting paper [25], Koch and
Lamm has constructed a unique global-in-time solution to these geometric flows under small
Lipschitz norm assumption on the initial data. This is in contrast to those existence results
of classical solutions making use of maximal regularity property of elliptic operators where
the initial data are required to be C* or C?“ (depending on the order of the equation) —
see [10], 07, BI] for examples of such results. The main technique of [25], originated from
Koch-Tataru [26] for incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, is a fixed point argument on
some scale invariant function spaces. Even though it can only handle the case of graphs,
all the above geometric flows in general dimensions can be tackled in a unified framework.
In addition, the approach does not rely on maximum principle which only works for second
order scalar PDEs. Thus, it is applicable for PDE systems and higher order equations.

Another relevant work is Asai-Giga [2] which establishes a stability result for self-similar
solutions to a one dimensional surface diffusion with bounded initial data. It uses a compact-
ness argument in some Holder spaces. An earlier work [3] proves a similar result but it seems
the technique is only applicable to the one dimensional curve case. From an application
point of view, these two works touch upon the celebrated model called thermal grooving first
described by Mullins [28]. Combining the techniques of [25] and [2], we are able to show a
local-in-space stability result (Theorem [21]) and also a global-in-space result (Theorem 2.3]).
The latter is achieved in the setting of some weighted function spaces. Qualitatively, we



have extended the result of [2] [3] to higher dimensions with unbounded initial data.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we introduce the geometric flows, the
definition of self-similar solutions, and the statement of our main results. Then we outline
the strategy of proof. Section [ is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1] which asserts the
local-in-space convergence of the perturbed solution. Next in Section @ we prove our global-
in-space convergence result (Theorem 2.3]) under a spatial decaying assumption on the initial
perturbation. We make a remark in Section [l on the generalization to polyharmonic flows.
The proofs of technical lemmas like Lemma 4.4l and Lemma [4.7] are put in the Appendix.

Before getting into the technical details, we introduce one notation to be used throughout
this paper. We write for any two positive quantities that A < B if there is a universal
constant C' such that A < CB. The value of the constant is not relevant in the argument
and can change from one line to the other.

2 Geometric flows

Let X be a closed hypersurface in R**!. The area functional of 3 is given by

A(R) = /2 1dy,, (2.1)

where g is the induced metric from the immersion and dp,, is the corresponding area element.
The aim of this paper is to investigate the (L*- and H~'-) negative gradient flows of (2.]).
More precisely, we consider a time dependent hypersurface ; given by immersions f :
¥ x Ry — R™*! which evolves according to

Mean curvature flow(MCF)
8tf =H = —VLzA, (22)

Surface diffusion(SD)
8tf = —AgH =: —VHflA, (23)

where H represents the mean curvature vector and A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator with
respect to the induced metric g. Note that MCF and SD can be recasted as the negative
gradient flows to A with respect to the L? and H~'-metric. See [34, [5] for more details about
the derivation.

We will also consider the following Willmore functional for two dimensional surfaces
(n =2) in R3:

1
Wi = [ P, (2.4
>
The negative L*-gradient flow of (2.4)) is then given as follows:

Willmore flow(WF)
1
fit = =AgH = SH + 2HK = =V 2 W, (2.5)



where I is the Gauss curvature of ¥. We refer the reader to [24] for detail of the derivation.

As mentioned earlier, in this paper, we consider the case that ¥; given by an entire graph,
i.e. there exists a function u : R" x Ry — R such that ¥; = {(z,u(z,t))|z € R",t € R, }.
For concreteness, we write down the graph equations for (2.2)), (23) and Z1):

ou
el 2
MCF o = VI+IVul d1v< |V |2> (2.6)
ou Vu® Vu Vu
R 2 _ YHe Ve S
SD 5 div |14 |Vu| <I T |Vu|2) Vdiv ( = |Vu|2>] , (2.7)
ou (1 Vu® Vu 1,5

In the above, we have used the following notations and representation

=+/1+|Vu]? and H =div (%) :

To simplify the above equations, we borrow the contraction operator x from [25] for all
possible contractions between derivatives of u, for example, we use V2ux Vux Vu to indicate
any expression of the form V;;uVuViu with 1 <4, j,k,1 <n. They are all treated equally
in terms of analysis. Moreover, we use P,(Vu) to denote some k-th power contraction of
Vu, i.e.,

P.(Vu) =Vux---*xVu = H;?:lviju, for some 1 <i; < n.
k-times
As derived in [25], we can rewrite the equation (22), (Z3]) and (23]) using the above con-

vention as follows:

MCF
Ou — Au = w2 V?u % Po(Vu), (2.9)
SD
Opu+ A%u = YV, fi[u] + Vi £3[u], (2.10)
WF
O+ A%u = folu] + Vifilu] + Vi f3[ul, (2.11)
where
4
folu] = VuxViux Viux Z w2k Py_o(Vu), (2.12)
k=1
4
filu] = Vux*Vux* Z w2k Py (Vu), (2.13)
k=1
2
folu] = Vux Z w2 Py (V). (2.14)
k=1



Under the assumption that |Vu| < 1, the following crude bounds for the nonlinear terms
play crucial roles in our analysis:

[folull S IVl [Ailu]] S IVl and | fofu]] S [VZul. (2.15)
Abstractly, we can write (2.9), (ZI0), and (2II) in the following form

Ou+ Au= Nlu], (z,t) € R" x (0,00),
u(z,0) = up(x), zeR"

where A = —A or A% and N[u] is the nonlinear term in the right hand sides of (2.9)), (2.10),
or 2I1). We say u(x,t) is a mild solution to ([2.I6) if it satisfies the following integral
equation

(2.16)

t
u(z,t) = e Mug(z) —I—/ e AN (z, 8)ds,  (2,t) € R™ x (0, 00). (2.17)
0
where e~4? is the semigroup generated by —A. If the Lipschitz norm of ug is small, the
global well-posedness of mild solution to (2.16) is obtained by Koch-Lamm [25].
One of the most important features of these equations is their scale invariant property.
More precisely, for any positive constant A, if we define ¥y := A\~!'%, then

HzA = >\Hg, ]CEA = )\2]Cg, and AEA = >\2A2.

In terms of equation, let u be a mild solution to (2Z.I6). If we similarly define uy(x,t) :=
A tu(Az, A°t), where a = 2 if A= —A and a = 4 if A = A?%. Then u, solves the same PDE
but with rescaled initial data, i.e.,

Owuy + Auy = Nluy), (z,t) € R" x (0,00),
ur(z,0) = A ug(Az), z €R™

Note that with y = Az, then V,uy = Vyu, Viuy = AViu and so forth. The powers
of V2u in the nonlinear terms f; are such that f;(uy) = N*7'f;(u) for i = 0,1,2. Hence
Vifi(uy) = N*Vifi(u). They indeed give the corresponding scale invariance with o = 4 for
SD and WF. For MCF, we only have the term fs(u) ~ V?u, corresponding to o = 2.

The above naturally leads to the notion of self-similar solutions v which satisfy vy (z,t) =
v(z,t). Setting ¢ = 0, then the initial data necessarily has the property that v(z,0) =
A to(Az,0). Conversely, let v be the solution of ([2.I6]) with self-similar initial data vo(z) =

||y (ﬁ) for some function ¢ : S""!' — R so that vy is indeed self-similar, vo(x) =

(2.18)

A tyg(Ax). Since vy, solves the same equation and initial data, by the uniqueness of solution,
it holds that vy(x,t) = v(x,t). Upon introducing ¥(y) = v(y, 1), we then have

v(z,t) =v,_1(z,t) = t%v(zt_é, 1) =: téllf(a:t_i). (2.19)

The function W is called a self-similar profile and it satisfies the following equation:

1 1
AV(y) + —W(y) = —y - VE(y) = N(U(y)).
The main objective of this paper is to study the stability of self-similar solutions under
bounded (and small) perturbation of self-similar initial data. Our main results are given as
follows:



Theorem 2.1. There exists an € > 0 such that if u(x,t) is a global mild solution to (2.16))
with perturbed self-similar initial data of uo(x) = vo(x) + p(x) such that ||p||e~@mn) < 00 and
Vo ooy, [[VD|leomny < €, then for any compact subset K of R™, it holds that

=0, VkeN"'. (2.20)

li Ht—é taz,t) — U ‘
im u(tamx,t) (x) )

t—00

The next example demonstrates the validity of Theorem 2.1

Example 2.2. Consider a shifting perturbation on initial self-similar data vy(z) by a € R™,
i.e., up(x) = vo(z — a). In this case, p(x) = ug(x) — vo(x) = vo(x — a) — vo(x), which satisfies
the condition of Theorem (2.1I). In fact,

[Vvol| oo ®ny + [ VDI Loo ()
<[ Vool oo ny + |V (vo(- — @) — vo(+)) [ o mr)
SBHVUQHOO(Rn) < 36,

and

||p($)||L°°(Rn) = ||vo(z — a) — Uo(m)HLm(Rn)
< || Vvol| Loyl a] < oo.

From the uniqueness of the mild solution to (2.I6]), we have
w(a,t) = v(z — a,t) = 50 ((m - a)t—é) ,
then we can show

lim Ht—%u(téx,t) . \If(z)‘

t—o00

= lim H\If (x — at_%> - \If(x)’

Ck(K) t—o0

=0, VkeNT,

O (K)

since ¥ is smooth.

We also have the following result on the global convergence under perturbation with
spatial decay.

Theorem 2.3 (Global stability with spatial decay). There exists an € > 0 such that if
u(z,t) is a global mild solution to (2.16]) with perturbed self-similar initial data of ug(x) =
vo(x) + p(x) such that ||p|| e @ny < 00 and ||Vvol|pee@ny + |(1 4 2°) V|| oo mn) < €, then we
have

— 0. (2.21)

li Ht—% tax,t) — ‘
im u(tex,t) (x) -

t—o00

Remark 2.4. Tt seems possible to also prove higher order global-in-space convergence results.
The main technical step is to generalize Lemma .4 and Lemma[L7to higher order estimates.
The work [25] uses analytic Banach fixed point theorem to obtain higher order regularity.
For the reason of conciseness and space, we omit this step in this paper.
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The following result (global well-posedness for initial data with small Lipschitz norm)
for (2.16) and the technique to prove it provide a starting point for our investigation. (The
definition of the function space X, will be given in Section [])

Theorem 2.5 (Koch-Lamm [25], Theorem 3.1 & 5.1). There ezists ¢ > 0, C > 0 such
that for every uy with ||Vugl|le < € there exists an analytic solution uw € X of (216) with
u(,0) = uo which satisfies ||ullx_ < C[|[Vug|reny. The solution is unique in the ball
BX=(0) := {u € Xo||lullx. < Ce}. Moreover, there exist R > 0, ¢ > 0 such that for every
k € Ny and multi-index v € Nij, we have the estimate

sup sup | (ta V) (td,)FVu(z, )| < c|| Vo || oo my R (1] + k)1 (2.22)

zE€RM >0
Furthermore, u depends analytically on ug.

Note that even though the estimate resembles those coming from linear parabolic equa-
tions and is consistent with the scale invariant property, it is highly nontrivial to establish
for nonlinear equations. The fact that the estimates are expressed in terms of the Lipschitz
norm of the initial data is particularly useful as self-similar initial data is necessarily only
Lipschitz. Furthermore, note the following gradient bound for the solution (y = 0,k = 0):

[Vu(t) || Lo mny < C||Vuol|poowny (2.23)

implies that the smallness of the Lipschitz norm is preserved in time. This fact is crucial if
we want to work in the graph setting because for surface diffusion, it has been shown by [15]
that in general the graph property might not be preserved.

For the rest of this section, we outline the strategy of the proof of Theorem Il Such
an approach is also described in [I8, Chapter 1] by M.-H. Giga, Y. Giga and J. Saal. First,
note that upon setting A = ta, then uy(z,1) = u(z,1) = t~au(zta,t). Hence [Z20) is
equivalent to

Tim [lus(z,1) = va, Dllougey = Jm s, 1) = o(a, Dllcugey =0, ¥k €NF. (2.24)

Thus all we need is to estimate at time ¢ = 1 the difference between the two solutions wu
and vy = v. Now let @, := u) — v. Then it satisfies

Dy (z,t) = e Ypy(z) + /Ot e "IN 4 @, — N[v])(z, s)ds, (2.25)

where we have used the fact that the difference between the initial data is given by wuy(z,0) —
v(z,0) = 3p(A\z) = pa(2).
Next, the following estimate from Theorem is applicable to both u) and v:

VOV, 1)) < Ct ) [ Vug| o ey - (2.26)

Putting (2:26) and (2Z25]) together, we can apply Arzela—Ascoli compactness theorem to
show that there is a subsequence {®,, }, \y = 00 and @, € C*(R" x (0,1]) such that the
following statements hold.



1. (Convergence) For any compact subset K of R,

lim || @y, (2,1) — Poc(z, Dl ey = 0, VE €N. (2.27)

)\k—>00
2. (Regularity) For any ¢ € (0, 1],
(N
IV OV Do (-, )| ooy < O L) ([0 ooy + 19Dl o eny). (2.28)

3. (Integral equation) ®..(x,t) solves the following integral equation:
t
O (z,t) = / e AN 4+ Do) — N[o])(z,8)ds,  (z,t) € R" x (0,1].  (2.29)
0

As the last step, we conclude the proof of (Z24]) by showing that every solution ®,, of (Z29])
satisfying the property ||[V®q||zo@n) < 1 and the regularity estimate ([Z28)) must be equal
to 0.

We would like to emphasize that the above strategy is very simple and robust. See again
[18] for a general exposition of this strategy. Despite the fact that the results are restricted
to the graph setting, it is applicable to all the geometric evolutions under consideration here.
Another advantage is that maximum or comparison principle is not used in the current
approach. See for example the results for MCF [32] [9] [7] that do rely on such a principle.

As a last remark before presenting the proof, note that WF has one more term, fo[u],
than SD. Thus in the current work, we will only consider MCF and WF for simplicity.

3 Stability Result - Local Version

In this section, we will prove Theorem 2.1l As outlined above, we will first establish uni-
form estimates and compactness of ®,. In all of the following result, we are working
in the regime of small Lipschitz norm. More precisely, there exist an ¢ < 1 such that
Vo] oo rn), | Vo[ poe rry < 1.

3.1 MCF
In this case, we have A = —A, o = 2. Thus equation (2.25]) for &, becomes

Dy(z,t) = epy(2) +/0 e =2 (Nfuy] — N[v]) (z, s)ds. (3.1)

The nonlinear term N[u] can be estimated as:
IN[u]| = (1 + |Vul*) " 'Vu* Vux Viu < |Vul|?|V2u| < [V (3.2)

We also recall the heat kernel and its associated semigroup:

h(z,t) == (4;)% exp (—ﬁ) . and  eAf(z) = /n hzx —y,t)f(y)dy. (3.3)



3.1.1 Uniform estimates and Compactness for &),

We first note several useful facts. By the L!'-bound of the heat kernel, we get

sup sup HeAtP/\(f)HLoo(Rn) < sup ||pA(93)||Loo(Rn) < 0. (3.4)
A>1 >0 A>1

Furthermore, the Lipschitz norm is invariant under the rescaling:
VDAl oo @ny = VDl Lo gy - (3.5)
From the regularity estimate ([2.26), we have

il
sup Hafvﬁ/vuk(a t)HLoo(Rn) ,St 2 ksup ||V(UO + p)\)HLOO(]R”)
A>1 A>1

_bl_
St (Vo ooy + VDl oo ) (3.6)
and similarly for vy = v,
_
sup 185V 0rCy D) | oy S 2 IV 00 oo ny. (3.7)
Now we estimate

sup [| (-, )| Lo ) (3.8)

A>1

/0 e_(t_s)A(N[u,\] — N[v])(-, s)ds

<sup [|e? pa(+) || Lo @n) + sup
A>1

/o PG =yt = )Nl + NI, 5)dyds

t
// h(-—y,t—s)s_%dyds
0 n

Ssup [[epa() [l o) + sup
A>1

A>1 Lo (Rm)

Ssup [|pallzoe ey + ([[ Vol Los@ny + ([ V|| oo )
A>1 Lee(Rm)

fJS;iIl) [PAll e @ny + ([[Vvol| Lo @y + [Vl Lo @ny)
<0o0.
In the above, we have used the estimate
INTuaCy )l ny S NVUAC 8) 1 ey | V20 8) | oo rny S 572 (3.9)
By the higher order regularity estimate ([B8.6]) and (3.7)), we have for any & € N, v € N,
sup VI OEV @A, 1)l Loy S sup VY0V un (-, )] oo emy + IV 0 VU (e, )| oo eny

0!

bl _g

SUIVwvol Lo @ny + [ VDl oo ®ny)t

With the above uniform estimates for ®,, we can apply the Arzela—Ascoli theorem to
extract a subsequence {®,, } and @, (z,t) € C°(R™ x (0,1]) such that for any § > 0,
compact subset K C R", and k£ € N, we have

lim sup [|®y, — Poo|criry = 0. (3.10)

A0 §<t<1

Then (2.27) and (228) follow.



3.1.2 Equation for ¢
Here we verify (2.29) by passing the limit A\, — oo in ([B.1]). First note that
1
. A . .
AlggostlzlgHe PAC) o) < . {|pa]|zoeqan) = lm p]oeeny = 0. (3.11)

Second, from (BI0), we know that for any 6 > 0 and any compact subset K C R",

lim sup [|[Nv+ ®y ] — Nv+ Do]||criy = 0. (3.12)

A —00 §<t<1

Now note that

/t 92 (N[®) + v] — N[®y + v])(z, 5)ds

S/Ot/n h(t —s,x —y) [|N[<I>,\ + ]| + |N[Pwo +v]\] (y, s) dyds.

By the formula of the heat kernel (83]) and the estimate for the nonlinear term (3.9]), the
integrand can be estimated as:

[NIES

h(t —s,x —y) [|N[(I>,\ + ]| + |N[®oo + v]@ (y,5) S (t—s)"2 exp (_llx(t_—yl)) 5

which is integrable:

(NI

dyds < t2.

[ e rten (H5)

Hence ([2:29)) follows by the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem.

3.2 WF
In this case, we have A = A% o = 4, and
Nlu] = folu] + V; filu] + V3, 15 [u].

First we introduce the heat kernel of biharmonic operator b(z,t):

b(z,t) =t"ig <t£l) ,  where g¢g(§) = (2%)_%/ eERIF g e R

Furthermore, it satisfies the following decaying estimates (see [I4, Chapter 9, Theorem 7],
[25]) which play a very important role in this paper:

b(z,t)] < t iexp (—Cmg), (3.13)

5
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IV*b(z, 1) < ”f“exp< T

=13 ) VEk > 1, (3.14)
The integral equation for mild solutions u(z,t) to (ZII]) now reads
se.t)= [ o=yt + [ [ e pi-opldds 315
[ ot =t = ) iy, )i

t
w [ it =t = 9l ohduds

Given the uniform bound for ||Vu| pe®n) < 1, we note here the estimates for the nonlinear
structures:

Ll S IVPul S5, Al S VP S5, [Alu] S V2l S5 (3.16)

Note also that in order to take advantage of the kernel decay, we perform integration by
parts to eliminate the derivatives on f; and f,. With this, we use the following L!'-bound
for b,

IV*0(, )| ey SE75 for k=0,1,2. (3.17)

3.2.1 Uniform estimates and convergence for ¢,

Using the estimates for b, we first establish L> bound for ®,. For e~A%p . we have

supsupHe‘AQtpAH = sup sup / b( - Y, ) ( )dy
A>1 >0 Lo A>1 >0 n Lo
< sup sup [|pa] oo (|60 )] 1
A>1 >0
S sup [|pal[ g < oo (3.18)
A>1

From the regularity estimates (2.20) we have

bl
SUPHWVYVUA )| St i kSAull) IV (vo + pa)l| e
>

_hl_
<gach (HVU(]HLOO(R") +sup HVpAHLw(Rn))
>

il
St ([lvoll oo my + VDl oo ) (3.19)
and similarly for vy = v,

sup [|0FV Vs (4 B)][ o S T | oo - (3.20)

A>1

For the L.-estimate for ®,, we combine [B.13), (314)), (B.19) and [2.I3) to give

sup || ®a(-, )| oo (mny < SU He‘A% H
s 940y <500 [0

11



wsup | [ [ b=yt = ) hlio] = fle)o: s

A>1 Lee (R™)

+ sup / / Vb= ot = ) (film] = L]y s)dyds

A>1 Lee(R™)

wsup | [ [ 0=yt = ) ] = ey

A>1 Lee(R™)

<sup
A>1

+ sup /0 G =yt = s)l ([ foluall + [ folv][)(y, s)dyds

A>1

A2
0

L>°(R"™)

A>1

R
t
+ sup / [Vib(- =y, t = $)[(| filuall + | fi[v])(y, s)dyds
0 R™ Loo(Rn)
t

wsup | [ [ 1906 =t = U ol ) )

A>1 Lee(R™)

Now we make use of the structure for the nonlinear terms (3.16) together with the kernel

and regularity estimates (3.17), (3.19) and (3.20), we have

/0 oG =yt =)l foluall + olvI v, 5)dyds

Lo (R")

t t
S / |b(y,t—s)|s_% dy ds 5/ s1 ds < ti; (3.21)
0 Jre 0

t
< / Vb(y,t— s)|s % dyds
0 R”

|19 =t = 10l + LD . )y

Lo (R™)

t 1
< / (t — s)_%s_% ds = t1 / (1-— s)_is_% ds < ¢1 (3.22)
0 0
[ [ 106 = oot = 910 ol + 50005
0 Jr Lo (R™)
t
< / |V2b(y, t — s)|s_% dy ds
0 Jrn
t 1
< / (t — s)_%s_i ds = ti / (1— s)_%s_% ds <t (3.23)
0 0

Hence we have

1
Sup [PAC, Ol oo (rny S Sup Iall e + 5 (IVvoll e ) + VP Lo ) < 0.

12



For higher order regularity estimates, by ([3.19), we have

bl
SUp V7O VA )l aoeqery < CF (Vo laoeqary + [ VPllin). (3:24)
>

As in the MCF case, we apply the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to extract a subsequence {®y, }
and @ (z,t) € C°(R" x (0,1]) such that for any 6 > 0 and any compact subset K of R,

lim  sup [y, (1) = Poo(, )]l cn(iy =0, Yk €NT, (3.25)

A —00 6<t<1

and @, satisfies the regularity estimate (225).

3.2.2 Equation for ¢,

Here we check that ®., satisfies (2.29). The strategy is similar to the MCF case.
Recall that @, satisfies the following identity:

Baant) =S e+ [ [ b=yt = )l + ] = fole) 0. 5)dyds
— [ Vible =yt = A+ = Koo )iy
s [ Vbl =yt = )@+ o) - £lel)dyds. (3.26)
0 R’!L
First, by the L'-bounded of b(-,t), similar to (B.I1)), we have

. —A2 . . 1
Jim (e Al en) S Jim fIpallpoe ey S Jim S {Ipl oo n) = 0. (3.27)

Second, similar to the previous computations, in particular, the derivations of (B.21),
B22), B23), the integrals of the nonlinear terms are all bounded by integrands that are
integrable with bounds independent of A. Hence, (2.29)) follows from the Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem. We emphasize here again the crucial use of the estimates (3.10) for
the nonlinear terms and the L'-bounds (3.I7) for the derivatives of the bi-harmonic heat
kernel.

3.3 Proofof o =0

In this section, we will show that the integral equation (2.29) only admits the zero solution
among the class of functions with small Lipschitz norm. This follows from a fixed point type
argument.

Motivated by the translation and scaling invariance of the equation, the following func-
tions space was introduced in [25]. Let 7" > 0.

1. For MCF with a = 2,
XT = {f(.flf,t) : R % (OuT) — R’ HfHXT ‘= sup ||vf(7t>HL°°(R”)
0<t<T

+ sup sup R%H HV2fHL"+4(BR(m)

< 00. 3.28
z€R™ O<R2<T x(F2/2,R2)) OO} ( )

13



2. For WF with a =4,

Xy = {f(:c,t) “R™ x (0,T) — R) 1£llx, = su2 IVFC )o@

+ sup sup Ri+o HV2

)< oo.} (3.29)
z€R™ 0<R4<T

fHLn+6(BR(x)x(R4/2,R4

Note that the above norms are scale invariant:

I3 lxz = W fllxser  and 1 Ax][xe = [fllxe-

We then have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.1 (Koch-Lamm [25] Lemma 3.10 and 5.2). For any 0 < T < oo and 0 < § < 1
there exists C(5) > 0 s.t. for every g1, g2 € By 7 (0) := {g € X¢||lg|lx, < 9}, we have

T T
/ e”T=IAN[g1](x, s)ds — / e” TN go](x, 5)ds
0 0

Xr
< CO)lgrllx, + llgallx,) lgr — g2l x,. - (3-30)

The above is established through the following linearized estimate:

T
/ 6_(T_S)Ag ds
0

for some appropriate spatial-temporal function space Y7 [25, Lemma 3.11, 5.3]. We will in
fact present the proof of the above result in the setting of weighted function spaces, X? and
V) — see Lemmas 4] and BT

We apply the above lemma with T'= 1, g; = ®,, + v and g» = v. Suppose we can show
that ||g1]x;, [|g2]|x, < 1, then we would have

< llgllve
Xr

oy, = | [ TN 401 = Nl s

< | Poollx, »
Xr
which implies ||®||ly, = 0. Hence V&, = 0 leading to N[Pw + v] = N[v] as N(-) only
involves the derivatives of ®.,. From (2.29), we conclude that ¢, = 0.

Hence we are led to compute the Xp-norm of ¢g; and g, under the regularity estimates
given by ([222) and 22]).

For MCF, we have,

1@ool . + [Vl x,

1
2 _1ip nHd
S(HVUQHLOO(Rn) + ||Vp||Loo(Rn)) (1 + sup Rn+a (/ (t 2) +4dtdy> )
Br(z)x(R?/2,R?)

0<R2<T

0<R2<T R2/2

1
R? n+4
2 n _nt4
g(HVUOHLoo(Rn) + ||Vp||Loo(Rn)) 1+ sup Rn+a (R / t~ 2 dt)

14



2 n p—n— o
S(HVUOHLOO(Rn) + ||Vp||Loo(Rn)) (1 + sup R"+4 (R R 2) ”+4)

0<R2<T
SUIVvo|| oo ey + [V Lo @n))-

For WF', we have,

1Pooll . + NIl x,

1
2 1 n+8
S(HVUOHLOO(Rn) + ||Vp||Loo(Rn)) (1 + sup R”“" (/ (t 4) +6dtdy) )
Br(z)x(R*/2,R*%)

0<RA<T

1
R4 n+6
2 n _ n+6
g(HVUOHLoo(Rn) + ||Vp||Loo(Rn)) 1+ sup Rn+6 (R / t~ 4 dt)

0<RA<LT R%/2

2 n p—n—2\ nts
S./(HVUOHLOO(Rn) —|— ||vp||Loo(Rn)> <1 + Sup Rn+6 (R R 2) n+6)

0<RA<T
SUIVwol| Lo @ny + [ VDl Loo ®ny)-

The above show that in order to obtain the desired result, we just need to take the
Lipschitz norms of vy and p to be sufficiently small which is indeed assumed to be the case
under the current setting.

4 Equi-decay and Global Uniform Convergence

Here we will tackle Theorem 2.3l In essence, if the gradient of initial perturbation is assumed
to have some spatial decay, then we can obtain a global-in-space convergence result. The
idea is to establish the equi-decay property of {®,},~1 via a contraction property of the
nonlinear operators in some weighted spaces. For convenience, we recall here the weighted
Lipschitz seminorm used in Theorem

[pls = (1 + [2]”) Vp(@)|| o= gr)- (4.1)

4.1 MCF

For the mean curvature flow case, we introduce the following function space which is the
spatially weighted version of X:

Definition 4.1. For every 0 < T < oo, we define the function space Xﬁ by

X8 = ol = o, i+ ePvult )

+osup sup (1+\:C|B)R%H]|V2u]|Ln+4(QR(x))<oo}, (4.2)
z€R™ O<R2<T

where
Qr(x) := Br(z) x (R?/2, R?).

15



Then we have the following linear estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Fork>0and 0 <t <T,

|

For the analysis of the nonlinear part, we introduce the weighted function spaces Yf as
follows.

tgvketAp(:c)’

Sl (43)

Definition 4.3. For every 0 < T < oo, we define the function space YTB by

= 9| llgll, = sup sup (14 [ )E (ll s @nier

Now we define .
Sg(x,t) = / / hz —y,t—s)g(y, s)dyds.. (4.4)
0 n
The following is the key technical estimate concerning S.

Lemma 4.4. For0 <t <T < o0,

sup [[(1+1al®)Sg(a, 1) | ey + 1Sll s gl
o<t<T

With the above, then we have the following result for the nonlinear functional.

Lemma 4.5. For every 0 < T < o0,
2
INTul = Nelllye S (e, + ol ) a =l s (4.5)

In particular, there exist € >0 and ¢ < 1 such that for all [vo] + [p]s < €,

/0 eI (N[u] — N[v))(z, s)ds

<gqgl|llu—wv . 4.6
L Salol (4.6)

We will give the proofs of Lemmas and here but that for Lemma [£4] in the
Appendix due to its length and technical nature.

Proof of Lemma[{.3 It suffices to show that there exists a C' > 0 depending only on 7', n,
$ and k such that if [p|s < 1, then HetAp(x)HXg < C. From the definition of || - ||X5, We
T

need to estimate two terms.
First, consider

|3 VEV e p(x))|
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1 k _la—y[?
1 k k _\$*9‘2
S GT o Y T V0

k lo—y|2

e \ ()l dy

(47rlt)3 </{y|y al< Vel } /{yy 2> lol | (

= 1+1I,

IN

1

_le—y[?
e a4 —
)‘ L+ |yl?

)a

where Py, is some polynomial of degree k. For I, |y — z| < %m implies that |y| > @ for

0 <t <T. Hence,

1 1 28 26
< = <
T+ylP = 1+ |x/218 284z — 1+ |x|8
so that
1 1 T — |z —y/?
IS / 7 | Pk ( ) e 1 dy
Lot (27 Jfypyal< o) (478)2 Vi
1 1
< Pr(2)e P dz < ,
~ 1+ 2 Rn‘ (=)l ~1+2)f
while for II, when |y — 2| > %m, we have
_lz—yl? _la=yl® _Je—yl? y\2 2 Ja—yl?
e i = e st e < e e St
so that
IIH<e” 32T/ L e_‘%&?‘ Pk<x_y)‘dy
{y—oi> 2o}y (47)2 2Vt
< 32T |’P ( )| Tzd < _% < 1
e e z<e
wn ~ ~ 1+ [z]P
Combining I and II, we have
k 1
BVEVetp()| S — .
Second, we estimate
2 k
sup sup (14 |z|) R+t |[t2VEVZe2p(a ‘ .
zeR™ 0<R2<T( | | ) ( ) Lnt4(Qr(z))
Note that
E n+4
t2VFV2e 2 p(x
‘ p() LnT(Qr(z))
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R2 . 1 e ? n+4
= / / tEVkV2/ —e 1 p(z) dz} dy dt
R2/2 JBRr(z) L (4mt)>
R2 r i 1 \y—z\z n+4
= / / t / Ve T3 Vp(2) dz} dy dt
R2/2 JBRr(z) L (4rt)>
2 - n+4
1 k1 Jy—z? y—z 1
t -2 e @ P dz dy dt
4m-/WW W(ﬂ)HMﬁ] !
[ 1 ly—zI? y—z 1 it
t — e P dz dy dt
me- /Mﬂﬁ k“<VG)1+Mﬁ] !
r n—+4

R? 3
/R2/2 /BR(:U) 1+ |yl

R? 1
1
30 gy / .y
/1%2/2 Br(x) (L+[y|f)mt

—(n 1
( +2)\BR($)\W

[SIEy

(S

AN AN
:EJ\:U :g\:g

[SIES

AN

dy dt

N

A
=

—2
< T
(L fa]f)r
which leads to that (£]]) < 1.
The above two parts combined give [[£2 Ve p(z)|| s < C. O
T

Proof of Lemma[4.3 Recall the form (2.9) for the nonlinear term N(u). First note that

|Vul + [Vo) [V (u = v)|

2y—-1 vl2)~! (
[(L+ |[Vu) ™ = (1+ Vo)) < 0t a1t o)

Then we have
[N[u] = N[v]]
= |1+ |Vul) " 'Vux Vux Vu— (1 + [Vof) "' Vv * Vo x Vo)
S (IVul + VoD IVl + V20DV (= )] + (V] + [ Vo)) V2 (u = v)].
Then estimate (3] follows from
VRl - Nolllyg

B _2
= sup sup (14 [z|”)R*+||Nu] — N[v]|| rtaQp(a))
T€R™ O<R2<T

Sup (||VUHLOO(R71) + HVUHLOO(Rn)) X
o<t<T

A

L7L+4<QR(m>>) X

2 2 2
sup  sup Rt (V2| prrague) + V20

zER™ O<R2<T

sup sup (1 + |x\6)|V(u — )|
0<t<T z€R"

2 2
-+ sup (Hvu||L°°(R") + ||V’U||Loo([[gn)) sup (1 + |I‘ﬁ) sup R"+4 ]|V2(u — U)HLTL+4(QR(CU))
0<t<T xeR™ 0<R2<T
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S (el + ol — vl s
For (A.4]), using Lemma [£.4] we have that
ISWVT] = NoDllyz S Ve~ Nlolllyz

2 2
S (lully, + vl ) e = vll s

S (PP + [ol®) lu = vl s S € llu—vllxs -

Note that we have used unweighted version Theorem to estimate the || - ||x, norms by
the initial data. Hence, (£0) holds if we take ¢ to be sufficiently small. O

4.2 WPF case

The strategy here is similar to the MCF case. We again introduce the following weighted
function space:

x5 = {ullullyy =

2
sup sup (1 + |2]°)|Vu(z,t)| + sup sup (1 + |z|?)Rno HVzuHLn%(QR@)) < 00}7
0<t<T xzcR" zER™ O<RA<T

where Qr(z) := Br(z) x (R*/2, R*).
Lemma 4.6. For k >0,

Anticipating the forms of the nonlinear terms in (2I1), we introduce the following
weighted function spaces Ybﬁ T YIB o+ and YQB 7, Where

t4vke-t“p<x>HX§ S [plp- (4.9)

— PYRw n
lgollyz, = sup 0<Slg‘1p<T(1 + |2 R75 || o[, npe @)

= 1 8)Rits .
lorllyg, = sup sup (14 [ol" )R llgil o g

gllys = sup sup (1+[2") BT [|gal| s e -
I 2||y27T meRn0<R4<T( |z|”) 192[] 6 (@)

Now consider the following operator:

t t
Sg(x,t) = / e_(t_s)Ng ds = / / b(x —y,t — s)g(y, s)dyds. (4.10)
0 0o Jre

The key estimate is the following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. For every 0 <t < T < o0,

2 2
Z(sup (1 + [2°)V'Sa- >||Loo<w>+HVnglHX§)sanzn%. (4.11)
=0

=g \0<t<T
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Lemma 4.8. For every 0 < T < o0,

> _NAlul = filDllys, < (lullg, + 10l,) le = vllg (4.12)

(Recall the forms (2Z12)-@2I4) for the fi’s.) In particular, there exist € > 0 and ¢ < 1 such
that for all [vo] + [p] < ¢,

2
=0

/t 6_(t—s)A2 (Vlfl(u) N Vlfl(l))) ds
0

<qgl|lu—w . 4.13
L Salvlg (4.13)

Proof of Lemma [{-0. It suffices to show that there exists a C' > 0 depending only on T, n,
and k such that if [p|z < 1, then He‘tAzp(x) Hxﬁ < C. Again, we need to estimate two terms.
T

First, by the estimate ([BI4]) for the biharmonic kernel b, for any k& € N, , there exists
¢ > 0 such that

HVE( — 5. 1)| [Vup(y) dy

t§kae‘tA2p(9:)) = / tgvivxb(t,x—y)p(y)dy‘ < /

n

4
1"
n —Ck‘(m—y)fz‘g 1

Y "
{y:y—wst“llml} {y:y—xz L |m|} L+ Jyl?
2T 4 274
— T40
where similar to the MCF case, we have
1 . STk 1
I's + / L el gy g 2
14 [x]? {y:y—x<“ﬂ|x|} 14 [a]?
274
I < 6—0|x|%/ 1 P 1 Gt d dy < 1
{y:y—wzt—zm} 1+ )
274
so that .
3 2
sup sup (1 + |z|?) [t1VFVe 2 p(:)s)’ <1 (4.14)

0<t<T zcR2

Second, we compute

tEVkVQe_tAzp(:z)‘

R4 _ x b1 n+6
_ tiV*h(y — 2, 1) Vp(2) dz} dy dt
L t6(Qr(x)) R*/2 J Br(z) -

R4 g % n+6
/ / i teale—ad L dy dt
1 B
R4/2 J BR(x) + |2]

R4 r t_% n+6
/ / T dz dy dt
R4/2 J Bg(x) _1 + [y

AN

AN




AN

R* 1
n+6
t 1 dt/ ——dy
/R4/2 Br() (1+ [y[?)"*6

1
R?—
~ (1 + |z|?)m+0
which implies that
t%vkv2e—tA2p

sup sup (1+ |z|?)Rnie <1 (4.15)

z€ER™ 0<RA<T L"+5(Qr(x))
Combining (I4) and (EI3) then gives Lemma [0l O
Proof of Lemma[{.§ It is similar to that of Lemma We will just highlight some key

computations, though mostly at the symbolic level.
Recall the form of fo: fo(u) = (V?u)*P(Vu) where P is some polynomial. Then

folw) = fov) = ((V*u)’ = (Vv)*) P(Vu) + (V*0)* (P(Vu) — P(Vv))
~ P(Vu) (V2u)? + (Vo)) (V2 (u — ) + (V2P (Vu) (V(u — v))

so that

1fo) = fol®)l mg0

IP(Ve) [ ey [| (VP0)* + (V0)?) V(1 = )| s

( L3 (Qr(2))
(V20 g0 V) |V (1 = 0)

A

/
(QR(m))HP (
||73(VU)||L°°(R") <||V2u||%"+6(QR(gc)) + ||v2v||%"+6(QR(x))> ||V2(U - U)||Ln+6(QR(x))
+||V2U||?in+6(QR(x)) ||7D,(V’U) ||L00(Rn) ||V(u - U) ||L00(Rn)

A

and hence
1folu) = fo()llys, S (lulliy + llvl%,) lw = vllyp-
Similarly, for fi(u) = (V2u)?P(Vu) and fo(u) = (V2u)P(Vu), we have
) = £l g,

S PV @y ([IV2ull Lrtsry + IVl Lrr6@ren) IV (1 — v)
V2l Lo (o) I P (V) | oo @) |V (1 — 0)]| poo ey

L+5(Qr(x))

and

fo(w) = fo()lnts@pen S IP(VU)|| oo @n)[[V2 (1 = 0) || +(@pa)
V2| Lo P (VO) | oo ) [V (1 = 0)[| oo )

so that
1£10) = A@lya 1alw) = F0)llyg, S Ul + 101) o= vl

and hence completing the proof of (LI2).

Again, we postpone the proof of Lemma [4.7] to the Appendix due to its technicality.
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4.3 Conclusion of the Proof of Theorem

For simplicity, we just write down the steps for WF as it involves more terms. Recall the
equation for ®,:

By = e X pr+ Y (Nifv + @] = M[v]) (4.16)
=0

where

Nilg) = / eIV fi(g) ds.

0

First, taking the Xﬁ norm of both sides of the equation, by Lemma .7 and (£I3)) of Lemma
1.8, we get

2
A2
121z < [l pa|| , + D IIN® + 0] = Ml [l
T =0

2
A2
< e m|,, + Do 1@s+0) = Ailbllye,
T =0 ’

— A2t
< {le72 " pa X§+ql|®xl|xé§.

Hence, upon choosing [v], [p] < € small enough, we will have ¢ < 1 which implies a uniform
bound for ®, in X?. More precisely,

[l < "]

L Slols (417)

Second, from Lemmas B.7] and again, we have that

2

Z sup |[(1+ |z|”)(N[®x + v] = Ni[v]) || ooy

=0 o<t<T
2

< S IA®s+0) — fi)llys, S [alp S ool
=0

When A > 1, we have [p,]s < [p]g. Hence

2
Sup DA+ [P YN[@A + 0] = Ni[o]) (@, T)[ oo my S [Pls- (4.18)
=0
With the above, we can prove the global C'-convergence. Upon setting 7' = 1 in (LI),
we have the {CD)\(-, 1) — e 2 py() = 37 Ni(®y +v) — M(U)},\ satisfies the equi-decay
>1
property, i.e.

lim sup sup |®y(z,1) — €_A2P>\(1'> 1)‘ =0.
R=00 x>0 |z|<R
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From ([B.24) (with v = k& = 0) and ([B.I8) (with the latter applied to Vp,) we have

oo, <70 [T <o

Loo(Rn) Lo (Rn)

Finally, recall (3:27). Hence by Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, we can conclude that ®y, — @
in C°(R™) for a subsequence A\; — 0o. The proof of ®,, = 0 is the same as in Section B3] for
the spatially un-weighted case.

For the convergence of V®,, by L1717, we have that V®, is equi-decay, i.e

lim sup sup ‘V@A(:p,l)‘ =0.
R=00 x>0 |z|<R

From ([B:24) (with v =1,k = 0), we further have,

sup
A>0

‘Vz%(-, 1)“ < o0.
Loo(R™)
Hence, we deduce that V®,, — V&, = 0 uniformly in R".
The overall C''-convergence of uy = ®, + v to v is thus established.

5 Generalization to Polyharmonic Flows

As a future perspective and direction, we use this section to illustrate the robustness of the
current approach and outline an abstract framework for the stability of self-similar solutions
to possible higher order polyharmonic flows. Suppose the polyharmonic flow, in the graphical
setting, takes the following form

{ Opu+ Au= N[u], onR" x (0,00), (5.1)

u(z,0) = up(x), in R",

where A = (—A)™, m > 2, and N[u] is the nonlinear term — see [2I] for an example of the
form of N. Furthermore, we assume that (5.1) is invariant under the rescaling

1
uy = Xu()m:, A1), (5.2)
Then for the self-similar initial data vo(z) = A~ 'vg(Az) with small Lipschitz norm, we expect
the existence of a self-similar solution v(z,t) to (&.1), i.e.,
v(@,t) =v_u (z,t) = t7ro(at "3, 1) = 177 U (xt"2m),
One could follow Koch-Lamm’s method to find a unique analytic solution to (5.1I) with
initial data of small Lipschitz norm in the following scale invariant function space:

m—2

Xy = {f(:):,t) CR” x (0,T) — R)||f||XT =" sup 2| VEV f (@, 1) | e
=0 o<t<T
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(m—1)p—n—2m
+ sup  sup R Hme||Lp(BR(m)X(R2m/2’R2m)) < oo} for some p > n + 2m.
TER™ 0<R2M<T
(5.3)

We anticipate that a similar procedure as in this paper can show the stability of the self-
similar solution v under bounded (and small) perturbation, more specifically, for ug = vo(x)+
p(x) with ||p|| ey < 00 and ||[Vp||e@mn) < €, it holds that

=0, VkeNT. (5.4)

li Ht—ﬁ tomg,t) — U ‘
im u(tzmx,t) (x) ek @

t—o00

Moreover, by putting the difference u — v in the following weighted space:

m—2

XP = {f(@ ) R 0.1) S R|lflg = 3 sup 19511 +1af") V4V F ) loeer
k=0

(m—1)p—n—2m m
+sup sup (L+[af)R v |V fHLp(BR(mx(R?m/zmm))<00}- (5:5)
TERM O<R2ZM T

we gain the equi-decay property which leads to the global convergence

—0 (5.6)

li Ht—% tzma,t) — U ‘
im |[t"zmu(tzmx,t) (x) -

t—00

provided the perturbation is small in the weighted space, i.e., ||[(1 4 [2]?)Vp|| 1o gn) < €.

A  Proof of Lemma (4.4

Before the proof, we first recall some LP-estimates concerning the heat kernel (B3] h(z,t):
for 0 < t < o0,

(n+2)—pn n+ 2
||h||LP(]R”><(O7t)) Stow, forl<p< T (A.1)
(n+2)—(n+1)p n-+ 2
VAl o @r oy ST 2, forl<p< nal’ (A2)
t
‘ / V2h(z —y,t = 5)g(y, s)dyds S 9o @nsgsy,  for 1 <p<oo, (A.3)
0 JR" LP(R™XR+)

where the last is from the theory of singular integral [33]. The following pointwise esimate
will also be used: for all (z,5) € R" x (0,t) \ B 4(0) x (0, %), it holds that

\h(z,8)| + Vt|Vh(z, s)| + t|V?h(z,5)| < Ct™2 exp (—c%) (A.4)

which follows from the scaling property of the heat kernel.
Proof of Lemma[]]. It suffices to show that if ||g||YTa <1, then

sup [|(1+ |2]%)Sg(, )]l =) + 1S9l x5 S 1.
0<t<T
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For this purpose, we need to estimate |Sg(z,t)|, [VSg(z,t)|, and ||[V2Sg| 1nraQp). We
recall the notation Qgr(z) = Bg(z) x (R;,Rz) and further let Q’x(z) := Bg(z) x (0, R;)
Without loss of generality, we fix T' = 1.

Estimate for Sg. We decompose

|Sg(z,t)] = h(z —y,t —s)g(y,s)dyds

n

< / +/ |h(z —y,t —s)g(y, s)|dyds
Q@) IR (0,0\Q (@)

= ]1 + ]2.

For I, by Holder inequality and the heat kernel estimate (Al with p = "—*4 < 22 we
have,

I <

W, opl9lzmsi@uaen SRl 2es o oo 900 s

< taien ||g||Ln+4(Qﬁ(x)) = 2t ||g||m+4<c2ﬁ(:c>>
ot
~ 14 |z)f

For I,, we estimate it as follows:

I = / |h(z —y,t —s)g(y, s)|dyds
nx (0.\Q ()

(A.5)

|z—y|

0 2™
S X [ [ et gt s
2 B27%\/Z(z)

mlt
m=0 ,co~ % /izn

n _clz—yl
> X [ et sl

m=0 o= Jizn " 2= T Vi

S - n _C\I*y\
S DOND SRS DD D N LI
m=0 2627%\52” m=0 262712&\52" sz%\/{(z)
lo—al< Y3l Jo—al>¥ae!
= Iy + Ip.

To estimate Iy, we compute,

- _ela=zl n
mEd X [ gy lyds

m=0 _co-% /izn 27%\5@)
\z—m|<—‘/£2m

= n _elz=al
S EET gl s)ldyds | | S e
Q

—0 | ze2Fvizn Q. _(2) m
m= 272Vt Z€27 2 \tI"
|z—x\<—\/£2m
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where we have used the estimate | ) a

|z] o—m oM mn

—C% § : — 2 — 2 = mn

(& Vi = (& cl2l2 (& cl2|2 an ~ 22
R™

>

(2)b(2)] <sup, |a(z)] D>, |b(2)]. Note that

2€27 2 /T 2€27 2 \II" ez
|z m|§\/52‘z‘
while
ow [ % g(y, 5)|dyds
ze2 2 Vizn Q1 (2)
\z—m|§@
<t72  sup | lgllzr+a@ w2
22”2 iz (Q27%\/f 2 2V
\z—x|§@
2
_ 1 _m@2=(n+2)(n+3)) _m n+d
<7327 2wt sup (2 2Vt ) lgllznta@ _m
z€27%\/¥/zn \/_
|z—x\§7\/z2‘z‘
L m@=(n+2)(nt3)
| mE=(n+2)(n+3)) 1 (22 20D
§t§2 2(n+4) sup 75 S 3
22 T L L4z 1+ |a]
\z—x|§@
Hence

mR=(n4)(n43)) _mp t2 m t2
I 2 m¥h) 22 = — 7T < T
21—1+|V3Z 1+|x\ﬁmzz ~ 1+ |z

For Iy, we estimate it as

c n _clz—yl
My Y e 8¢ 3 |g(y, s)|dyds
m=0co~ % Vizn 2% 4
|z—a|> 42l
c > n _2‘17 |
Semilkly M FEeE i gy, 5)|dyds
m=0_cr-% vizn’ %o % i¥)

_E\zfac\
E e 2 Vi

2 Vi 2€27 % \azn
|5z > Y22l

Then similar to the computation for Iy, we arrive at

00
122 5 €_§‘w‘t% Z sup
z€2

,%\/zZn

m=0

1
L Jom <o
ENEE ~
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Combining (A.5), (A.M), and (A7), we obtain

sup |[(1+ |x|B)Sg(:E,t)||Loo(Rn) < +3 < 1. (A.8)
0<t<T

We re-state the estimate I5 here for future usage:

I = / \h(x —y,t —s)g(y, s)|dyds
R7 x (0,)\Q 7()

=

n _c‘x* | t
</ e W gty o)ldyds S 1 (A9
R X (0,0\Q 3 (x) 1+ ||
Estimate for VSy.
t
VSt =| [ [ Vit~ u.t - )gly. )y
o Jre
< / +/ [Vh(z —y,t = s)g(y, s)|dyds
Q (@) " x(0,\Q, 7(x)
= Jl + J2.
For J;, by Holder inequality, using the heat kernel estimate (A.2)) with p = ﬁl < Z—ﬁ, we
can derive
B I9H 255y Dl < IV 25 g 191
2 1
< t”*‘* N < A.10
S Vi gl Q@) ~ 1 BE ( )

For .J,, we can exactly follow the derivation of ([A.9). The only change is the appearance of
1 . . . .
t~2 due to the point-wise estimate of Vh in (A.4).

Jo = / |Vh(z —y,t - s)g(y, s)|dyds
RO (0.0\Q g3 ()
n _elzoyl 1
< e S gy, )ldyds S 1 (A1)
X (0,0\Q ;) 1+ [z]

Combining ([A.10) and (AI1)), we have
sup sup (1 + |z|?) [VSg(z,t)] < 1. (A.12)

0<t<1z€R"
Estimate for V2Sg. For this, we need to show

1

<L Al
S TE P (4.13)

0<S;21§)<1Rn+4 HV SQHL”“(QR( )

For this purpose, we compute

Rt HV259(2>t)HLn+4(QR(x>)
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t
_Rpit / V2h(z —y,t — 5)g(y. s)dyds
0o JRn» Ln+4(Qr(w))
_pi / +/ VEh(z —y.t = s)g(y, s)dyds
7% (0,t)\Bag (z) % (R2/4,R?) Bag(z)x(R?/4,R?) Lt 4(Qr(z))
_pis / V2h(z =y, t — s)g(y, s)dyds
R (0,t)\Bzr (z) % (R?/4,R?) Lnt(Qr(2))
| Rt / V2h(z —y,t — s)g(y, s)dyds
Bap(z)x(R?/4,R?) L+ 4(QRr(z))
Z:Kl + KQ.
For K, we have
K = RS / VEh(z — y.t = s)g(y, s)dyds
Rn % (0,t)\Bag (z)x (B2 /4,R?) Lnt4(QRr(z))
1
2 t72 1
< g |2 o A.14
~ 1+ |2|° 1+ [z|? A
Lnt4(QR(x))

where we have used again the estimate (AJ) for I, but with % replaced by V2h. The ¢~2
. . . . 2
factor is due to the pointwise estimate for V?h from (Ad). Note also &= <t < R?.
For Kg,

K2 = 17'2”L7L4

/ V2h(z —y,t = s)g(y, s)dyds
Bar(@)x (B2 /4,12) L+ (Qn(w))
P

~ Rn+a HXBQR(:U)X(R2/4,R2)9(Z7 t) HLn+4(RnXR+)

1

_2
< Revillg S T+ [z

L+ (Byp (2) % (R2/4,R2)) (A.15)

where the second inequality is due to (A3).

Hence (A.I3) holds upon combining (A.14)) and (AT5]). O

B Proof of Lemma 4.7

The strategy here is very similar to Lemma [£.4l The main difference is the usage of the
estimates of the biharmonic kernel b and also the fact that we need to deal with g, for
1=0,1,2. For 0 <k <3 andt >0, we have from ([B.I4]) that,

K (n+4)—p(ntk) n+4
HV bHLp(Rnx(Qt) <Ct —® , l<p<—= Nk (B.1)
while for k = 4, the following comes from the theory of singular integrals [33],
t
|[ [ 5=t siaty. 9 anas ol (B2)
0 Jrr LP(R" xR+)
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Furthermore, from the scaling property of the kernel, the following pointwise estimates hold,

)Fb(z, s)‘ <t exp (—c%) , V(y,s) € R" x (0,1) \ Q4;(0). (B.3)

k=0
where we recall the notation, Qg(x) = Bgr(z) X (%4, RY and Q(x) = Bgr(x) x (0, %4)
Proof of Lemma[{.7]. The proof follows a similar paradigm as in the previous section. It

suffices to show that there exists a C' > 0 such that if lezo I gl||YlaT < 1, then

2
Z sup H(l + |LL" )Vngl(LL’ t)HLoo R™) + HV SngXB < C.
o 0<t<T
Without loss of generality, we fix T' = 1. Note also Q 4;(7) := B y;(z)x(t/2,t) and Q’%(x) =

B () x (0,t/2). Now we estimate the relevant quantities.
Estimate for Sg, (0 <[ < 2). We compute,

t
V' Sgi(x, t)| = V'o(z —y,t — s)g(y, s)dyds
Rn
< / / IV'o(z —y,t — s)aiy, s)|dyds
'y Erx (0.0\Q g;()
- ]1 + ]2.

For Iy, by the Holder inequality, using the kernel estimate (Bl with p = n’gil < Z—fj,
we arrive at

< n < n
I HV bHLn+3+l(Q' () HngLg—f?(Q%x HV bHLn+3+l(RnX(0t)) ”ngLTf?(Q%(x))
ntd—(ntlp _1(6-21 16-21 ti
<tTt‘Z(n+6) t1n+¥e < . B.4
< (#15% g B SEter (5.1)

For I, we make use of (B.3)) and compute

I < / Vi -t — 8)gu(y, 5)| dyds
B X (0.0\Q ()
o il —clz=yl
<> / e T gy, s)|dyds
Q 77L4 (Z)

m=0 ,co—"F Yizn " ¥ T {1

oo e}
7L+l —
SI DD SIS DD DI I AR K O[T
m=0 ,co-% 4gn  m=0 o8 4y Qf%_ %(m)
|—a] < izl |z—af > Yz




= ]21 —|— [22.

Again, similar to the previous section, we have

ntl —clz—yl
Iy :Z Z / t Il@ T lg1(y, s)|dyds
m=0co-% yizn’ Yot )
|z—z|< A‘l/gm
l > |z—z|
n+ _
<t 1 Z Z e "W sup / l9:(y, s)|dyds
m=0 | _co—F yzn ze2™ 1 i/ZZ” Qz,% %(z)
|o—a|< Vel o<kl
. o0
<y 2 sup 11| gl e
n;) ze2 1 i L (sz% % ) b Z(ng% 4ﬁ(z))
|z—z|< \/;‘ z|
m(1+l) 1
<ti Z b (55)
1+|:)3|5N1+|93|5 :
while for Is,
- 1 lz—yl
Iy = Z / e ] l9,(y, s)|dyds
m=0 e~ % vz @1 4502)
|z—z|> Y= ‘ﬂ ‘
= |z—z|
n+l _
oty Y T s [ Jatslads
m=0 | .e2~ % {izn ze2” % vizr JQ, - 47
le—af> 2! Jo—af> 3l

2
=3
O
SN~—
N——

e AN
KN sup 1 qgil|l n+e
> ( W, o),

2627% %/ZZ” 2

1

m(1+l) 1 tZ
<t4e ilzl E su < ) B.6
ZEQ,%p%Zn 1+]2f ~ 1+ |28 (B.6)

Combining (B4, (IEH) and (B.G) leads to

2

2 2
1
sup, sup (1-+[af") Y2 195w 0] S D ol 3 ol
=0 1=0

0<t<1 zeR"™ =0

Estimate for VSg, (0 <[ < 2). The same computation leads to

2

2
sup sup (1+[z|”) > |V'VSg(z, )] S 1gelly-e. -
1=0 ’

0<t<1 zeR"™ =0
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This is essentially the same as going from (A.8) to (A.12)). Hence we just outline the key
computation.

t

}VVngl(x, t)} =

VYV (z —y,t — 8)qi(y, s)dyds

IA

/ +/’ YV — gt — $)auly, s)|dyds
150 TR 0.0\Q g(0)

= Jl + JQ.

For Ji, by the Holder inequality, using the kernel estimate (B.Il) with p = n’gil < nTzrjfv
[l =0,1,2 so that we can derive

TVl

Ln+3+z(Q/ ’|ngLg+?(Q%(m < Hvl-i—le

<V |l < 1
LV Qupe) ¥ 1+ [2]P

Ln+3+l (R7 % (0,t)) HngLg_t?(Q%(m)

For J5, the computation is similar. The extra factor 1 coming from V'*1b is absorbed by

the ¢t1 in (B4), (B3), and (B0).

Estimate for V2Sg; (0 <[ < 2). For this, we need to show

1
R || V2 S gy (2, 1) < 1=0,1,2. B.7
Oj;}) ) HV g Z HLn+6 QR(I)) ~ 1 ‘l‘ |g’;|6’ ) ( )

We first compute,

IV S g1l Lo6(@ney)

= / +/ V(2 —y,t — 8)qi(y, s)dyds
Rnx(07t)\B2R(z) X(R4/47R4) BZR(I) X(R4/47R4)

Ln+5(Qr(x))
< / V(2 — gt — s)au(y. s)|dyds
"% (0,t)\Bag(x) X (R*/4,R*) Lnt+6(QR(x))
+ / V(2 =y, t — s)gi(y, s)dyds
Bygr(e) %X (R1/4,R) L*6(QRr(x))
Z:Kl + KQ.

For K, using the same arguments as the K in the previous section, we get the pointwise
bound

1
-
/ |V2+lb(2’—y,t—S)g(y,S”ddeS - 8
R X (0,)\ Bag(a) ¥ (R /4,R%) 1+ 2]
so that
1 1 ) 1
2 2 T
Rn+6 Rn+6 Rn 4\ nre B 8
1+ 2|8 ~ 1+|x\ﬁ( ) 1+ |z|P (B8)
L™+6(Qr(x))




where we have used the fact that R; <t < R*.
For K, we can focus on the L"*5-estimate for V2S¢, with g, supported in Qor(z). First
we recall the Young inequality:

1 = gHLm(Ranﬂ <C ||f||Lp(Ran+) HgHLq(Ranﬂ 3

where 0 < p,¢,m < 0o, and p~t + ¢! = 1 +m~!. Applying the inequality with m = n + 6,

D= Z—ig < Zi‘é’ q= n+6 , respectively m =n +6, p = Zig < Zi§> q= n+6 . we get
2 —
Hv Sgo‘ L"+6(Rn><(01 ||go L_S_(R7L><R+ ||g0||L_3_(B R( )X(R4/4,R4)) )
3 —
and [ VS, | Lo (o,1)) > 1911l =g S RN xR+) = llgall = 5O ()< (B4R
Hence

1

R%% HV2SQO Rﬁ va25.ngLn+6(RnX(07l)) S W (Bg)

HLn+6(Rnx(o,1)) ’

For the L"™® norm of V4Sg,, by the singular integral estimate (B.2)) with p = n+ 6, we have
that

Rt (B.10)

/ V(2 —y,t — 8)g2(y, 8)dyds
Bon(x)x(R4/4,RY)

L+5(Qr(x))
1

1+ |z|?

Combining (B.8), (B9), and (B.I1I)) gives (B.7), completing the proof. O
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