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THE GLOBAL SOLUTION OF THE MINIMAL SURFACE FLOW AND TRANSLATING
SURFACES

LI MA, YUXIN PAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study evolved surfaces over convex planar domains which are evolving
by the minimal surface flow
Du

V1 + [Dul?
Here, we specify the angle of contact of the evolved surface to the boundary cylinder. The interesting
question is to find translating solitons of the form u(x,f) = wt + w(x) where w € R. Under an angle
condition, we can prove the a priori estimate holds true for the translating solitons (i.e., translator),
which makes the solitons exist. We can prove for suitable condition on H(x, p) that there is the global
solution of the minimal surface flow. Then we show, provided the soliton exists, that the global solutions
converge to some translator.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by recent works from mean curvature flow and minimal surface flow (see Ecker [5]
and Altschuler-Wu [1]), we consider the minimal surface flow on a bounded planar domain with
prescribed contact angle on the boundary. Throughout this paper, we let Q C R? be a compact planar
convex domain with smooth boundary dQ and we denote by k > 0 the curvature of the boundary 0Q.
The inward pointing normal and counterclockwise tangent vector to Q2 will be denoted by N and T.
The upward normal for a graph u : Q — R'isy = (=Du, 1)/ /1 + |Du|?. The angle of contact between
the graph and the boundary, a : 0Q — (0, 7), is given by {y, N) = cosa or Dyu = —cosa +/1 + |Dul>.
Given a smooth function H : Q x R2 — R and T > 0. We consider the following initial-boundary
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value problem
D
U, = div(—u
V1 + |[Dul?
Dyu = —cosa /1 + |Duf? onTr

u(x,0) = up(x) on Q

) — H(x,Du) on Qr
(L.1)

where uy € C*(Q) is the initial data satisfying Dyug = —cosa /1 + |Dul?> on Q. We denote by
Or=Qx[0,T); Tr=0Qx[0,T); Q =Qx{t}.

The motivation for such a research came from the interest of the Capillary Surfaces. To our best
knowledge, Lichnewsky and Temam [24] [14] had first studied generalized solutions of the evolu-
tionary minimal surface equation (I.I) (which we call the minimal surface flow). Then C.Gerhardt
[6] and K.Ecker [S] had studied the evolutionary minimal surface equation and obtained very inter-
esting gradient estimates for classical solutions. To our surprise, there is not much works about the
problem (ILI)). We refer to the related references in [3]] [6, [7]. We want to show that there is a priori
estimate for the problem so that we may get a global solution to the flow problem. To study
the behavior of the global flow, we need to study the translating solutions (i.e., translator) in the form
u(x, 1) = w(x) + Ct to the problem (ILI)) so that we have corresponding elliptic problem as below

D
div(—”] _H(x,Du)=C, onQ

V1 + [Dul?
Dyu = —cosa /1 + |Dul? on 0Q.

Note that adding an extra constant to the solution u of the problem (1.2), it is still a solution to the
problem (I.2). Again, by assuming for any (x, p) € Q x R?,

(1.3) k—|Dra|—|C+Hx,p)=60>0;, ko=2k>0; l|af<ay<m,

(1.2)

we have a priori estimate for the problem so that we may get a smooth solution to the elliptic
problem via the continuity method. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume p - H,(x, p) > 0 and for some constant ¢y > 0, |C + H(x, p)| < ¢y for any
(x, p) € Q x R% We further assume that 3k, ay, 5y € R* such that

(1.4) k—|Dral—cy=>00>0; ky=2k>0; |a<ay<m,
Then for any smooth solution u to (L2), dc; = c¢i(ao, 6o, ko, tg) so that |Dul> < ¢; on Q, and thus
u(x) € C*(Q).

Using the apriori estimate above we can get the existence of the solution to the problem as
in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [7] and by now it is standard and we may omit the detail. One may
see [21] for the one dimensional case. We remark that our continuity method is based on the solution
constructed in [[1]. We may take 0 € Q. Namely we consider the problem

div(L) = (1 - §)——L 4 §(H(x,Du) + O),

v1 + |Dul? v1 + [Dul?

with the boundary condition

Dyu = —cosa 1+ |Dul?>, on 0Q,
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with s € [0,1]. When s = 0, there is a unique solution constructed by Altschular-Wu [[1]] with the
normalization condition that #(0) = 0. Then once we have the uniform gradient estimate, we have
the uniform estimate of the solution #. Note that in our case we can not directly invoke the uniform
estimate of the solution u from the work of Concus-Finn[4]] ( see also [23])).

We want to study the asymptotic behavior of the global solution of the problem and we can
show the profile of the flow is some translating soliton from the problem (I.2). As we shall see soon,
we do obtain some new results for the problem (L1J).

As we mentioned above, the problem similar to (I.I)) has been studied by famous researchers such
as C.Gerhardt and K.Ecker. In [5] Ecker studied the following parabolic equation

. Du :
U, = le(\/ﬁ]—H()@ u) inQx (O, T)
u(x,0) = up(x) in Q x {0}

and proved that |Du| < ¢ - d~? provided the function H is monotone increasing in u. One may also
refer to the works of Concus-Finn [4]], etc, for the related elliptic problem and one may consult
Lieberman’s book [[16] for more references. We remark that our existence result for the problem
may be different from existence results obtained in [[16]] (see also [22]) and the advantage of our result
may be that our assumption is more geometric.

The closely related problem to the problem (I.I)) is the mean curvature flow, which has less non-
linear than the problem (L.I)) in some sense. When n > 2, ¢(x) = 0, Huisken [10] studied the mean
curvature flow

Du
u; = 1 + |Dul*div [—) in Q x [0, 00)
- ’ I+ 1Dup?
Dyu = (x) on 0Q X [0, c0)
u(x,0) = up(x) on Q,

and he proved that the solutions asymptotically converge to constant functions. For n = 2, Altschuler
and Wu [1]] studied the equation (I.3)) with ¢(x) = —cosa +/1 + |Du|? and proved that the solutions of
mean curvature flow converges to a surface which moves at a constant speed under some prescribed
conditions. For n > 2, Guan [9] studied the more generalized mean curvature type evolution equation
with the prescribed contact angle problem as below

Du
u, = \1 + |Dul*div [—) + ¢(x,u, Du) in Q x (0, )
’ VI + 1Dup?

(=y,N) = ¢(x) on 9Q % (0, 00)
u(x,0) = up(x) on L.

He proved that the solution asymptotically approaches the solution to the corresponding station-
ary equation as ¢t — oo when the exterior force term @(x,u, Du) = —ku+/1 + |Dul*> for k > 0 or
¢(x,u, Du) = n/u for u > 0. As a consequence of the latter case, he obtained some existence results
for minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space H"*! with a prescribed contact angle condition. Recently, Ma
[19] studied properties of the potential function of a translating soliton. Some interesting conclusions
about the existence and the regularity of solution have been obtained, see, e.g.[18 26, 6, 7,13 15} 2].

It should be interesting to investigate the nonparametric problem (I.I)) with the nontrivial term
H(x, Du) and for this flow we can prove the following result.
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that the initial quantity |u,(x,0)| is bounded on Q. Then we have a local in
time solution to with the initial data uy. Assume that there exists some uniform constant ¢; > 0
such that lu,(x, 0)| + |H(x, p)| < ¢ on Q x R? and we further assume that Ik, ay, 59 € R* such that

(1.6) k—|Dral—c1 =260>0;, ky=2k>0;, |o|<ay<nm
and p - H.(x, p) > 0 on Q x R?, then the solution is a global one and Ac, = c»(ao, 60, ko, o) so that
|Dul?® < ¢, on Qe and thus u(x,t) € C°(Qu).

As we shall see that the understanding of the elliptic version of

a’(Dw)D;D;w = C + H(x, Du), on Q

1
V1 + |[Dw]?
Dyw = —cosa /1 + |Dw|? on 0Q.

is important for us to study the asymptotic behavior of the global solution. Here C is a constant

determined uniquely by Jog e ads_lgfl‘ll e Dwdx. Actually, to study the asymptotic behavior of the global

solutions, we need results from the corresponding elliptic problem.
In short, sometimes we denote by H = H(x, p). We have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let Q be a bounded convex domain in the plane and H = H(x) is a smooth function
on Q such that the problem (1.2)) has a solution. Let u(x,t) be the global solution with the initial
data uy to the problem (I1)) and let a € (0, ) for the initial data u for the problem (I1). Then the
global solution u(x,t) converges ast — oo to a surface u., with mean curvature H(x) (unique up to
translation) which moves at a constant speed C (uniquely determined by the boundary data).

In similar way, we may have the result below.

Theorem 1.4. Assume H = H(x) as above. Let « be the angle function such that elliptic version of
the problem (1) such that it has a solution with the domain Q being a bounded convex domain in

the plane. If f cosa — f H(x) =0, then C = 0, hence u., is a surface with mean curvature H(x).
oQ Q

Similar results about higher dimensional minimal surface flow with prescribed contact angle has
been obtained in [20]].

This paper is organized as follows. Section [2]is concentrated on some notations and the elliptic
problem on bounded convex domains. The key time derivative and gradient estimate to solutions of
(@.1) is given in section[3l In section 4], we prove Theorem[I.2]and Theorem[1.3].

2. BOUNDARY GEOMETRY AND BOUNDARY CONDITION

In this section we review the boundary geometry and boundary value analysis from [1]. For
convenience, we recall some notations from [1]. We let

v = 1+ |Duf?,

Dl‘l/leM

ij
a T T
Y1+ |Duf?

0
and u, = a—b; Recall that the mean curvature of H of graph of u is

Du U; 1 ..
H = div| ——— | = 0;| — | = —d"u;;,
{ Vv |Du|2) { Vi+ |Du|2) v Y
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and the curvature norm |A| of graph of u is given by
1
AP = —ad .

For vectors V, W we make the formula as in [[1]] that

.1) DyDyu = V'W/D}u + (DyW, Du).

On the boundary 0Q2, we define

DTMDNM _NT

1+ |Dul>
\Drul? 1+ |Dyul?

1+|Du?  1+|DuP?’

aTN = a”TiNj = -

b

aTT = aijTiTj =1-

and
\Dyul* 1+ \Drul®

1+ [Dul> 1+ |Dul*”
We also recall some calculation rules based on the matrix (a;;), which are very useful formulae on
the boundary so that we can make the uniform gradient estimates only by boundary data.

a"™ =d'N\N;=1-

0 0
On 0Q2, we make smooth extensions of N and T to a tubular neighborhood of 9. Let { EP 89} be
r

d 9 d |? d 9
the local frames on the tubular neighborhood of dQ that { —, —) =0, |[—| =1, and =
or’ 00 or or’ 90 50

{N, T}. The following lemma is from the work [[1] (see 2.1. Lemma there). We present the full proof
for completeness.

2

o' —

Lemma 2.1. Define a function ¢ such that

0 0
= 1 so that we have {N,T} =< —,¢™' — . Th
so that we have { } {(91” ) (99} en

we have the following two assertions:
1. for any h € C*(Q), the interchange of derivatives is given by DyDrh = DrDyh + kD7 h;
2. DTT = kN, DTN = —kT,' DNT = DNN =0.

Proof. At 9Q, the Frenet formula tells us DT = kN and DrN = —kT. Since |[¢7'2|* = 1, we get
0o 0
¢2 < > Thus, as in [1]],

08’ 96
o, 9,0 0
o’ = 350
00 0
209, = <(9_% 69>
oo, = ¢ %(9_ O —>
= ¢*DrN,T)
= —k¢*, = ¢, = —ko.

For any h € C*, we have

] oh
DyDrh = — ¢ '—
NET 6r(¢ 09)



6 LIMA, YUXIN PAN

,00h _, O Oh

= 5%t war

— ]«p—l% + ¢—1£%

- 0 86 or

= kDrh+ D7Dyh,
which is the first assertion and it can be written as

[DN,DT]h = kDTh
We now prove the second assertion and we only need to prove that Dy7 = 0 and DyN = 0. Using
@.1), we have
DyDrh = N'T'D};h + (DyT, Dhy = T'N’D};h + (DrN, Dh) + kDrh.
Re-arranging the order of differentiation we have
N'T'D}h = T'N'D}h.
Hence,
(DNT, Dh) = (DrN, Dh) + kDrh.

Since DyN = —kT, we have (DyT, Dh) = 0. For arbitrariness of 4, we have DyT = 0. By (N,N) =1
and (N, T) = 0, we have

Dy(N,N) = 2(DyN,N) =0,
Dy(N,T) = 0.
Note that
Dn(N,T) =(DyN,T) + (DyT,N) = (DyN, T).
Thus, (DyN,T) = 0 and DyN = (DyN,N) + (DyN,T) = 0. O

By the boundary condition for the problem we have

2.2) Dyu = —cosa1 + |Dul?,

which implies that

(2.3) IDyul*> = cos* a(l + |Dul®),
and
(2.4) \Drul> = sin’ (1 + |Dul*) - 1.
Differentiating conditions (2.2))-(2.4) in the time and tangential direction respectively. We have
DuD
(2.5) Dyu, = —cos a&,
V1 + |Dul?
(2.6) DrDyu = sin a(Dra)v — cos a(Drv),
2.7) DyDru = sina(Dra)v — cos a(Drv) + kDru,

sin @ cos a(Dra)v? + sin® avDrv
DTM )
The formulae above will play an important role for our gradient estimate of the solution u.

(28) DTDTM =
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3. ELLIPTIC PROBLEM

We now consider the Elliptic problem (1.2). We let @ € (0,7) and let Q be a convex domain in
the plane. In the argument below, we keep to use a to indicate the argument works well for general
angles.

Problem BVP 3.1. Recall the elliptic version of is

aij(Dw)DiDjw =C+H(x,Dw) onQ

1
(3.1) V1 +|Dwf?
Dyw = —cosa /1 + |Dw|? on 0Q.

where C is a constant determined uniquely by below.

D
Since the left-hand side of the first equation in can be represented as div (—W) By

vV1+ |Dwl?

applying divergence theorem, we have

Dw
C + H(x, Dw)dx = fdiv(—)dx,
js; Q V1 + |Dw|?

and
. |, div( vﬂw)dx — |, H(x, Dw)dx
fQ dx
(3.2) Jio <R - (“Nods = [, H(x, Dwdx
) €
fﬁg cos ads — fg H(x, Dw)dx
) )
Theorem 3.2. Under the assumption (3.3) and the assumption
(3.3) p-H(x,p)20, [Hx,p)l<c,

we have, for the solution u to the problem BVP 3.1} some uniform constant ¢; = ci(ayg, 69, ko) > 0
such that

supv < .
Q

Proof. We plan to show that the maximum must occur on dQ and then we use the boundary condition
to get the uniform gradient estimate. Note that

1 ..
0=0; (;a” (uk)j) — (H,, + H,(x, Du)Duy,).

Multiplying both sides by %uk we derive

1 1 .. 1
0 — Uy (—a”ukj) — —uy(H,, + H,(x, Du)Duy)
v o \v ;v

2

1

1(1 .. I 1
— | =a“wanyj | — =auur; — —wi(H,,) — H,(x, Du)Dv
VARY 1% v
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1, . 1
= = (d'v;) - AP = —u(H,,) — H,(x, Du)Dv,
v ! 1%

which is the elliptic equation for v. Since all of the coefficients are bounded in €, the weak maximum

principle implies that supv = supv.
Q a0
We may assume that the maximum of v occurs at the boundary point & € I'. There are two

possibilities that one is |Dyul*(€,7) < 1 or |Drul*(¢,7) > 1.
If ID7ul*(€,7) < 1, then from sin® a(1 + [Dul?) = 1 + |Dyul* we see that

|Dul*(&,7) < ~1,

sin® @

and the desired bound is established.
Thus, we may assume that |D7u|*(€,7) > 1. At the point & we have

DylDuf*(£,7) <0,
Dr|IDu*(¢,7) = 0 = Dyv(¢, 1),

Hence, by (2.6)-(2.8) we have at &,

(34) DTDNM = sin CY(DTQ’)V,
3.5 DyD7u = sina(Dra)v + kDru,
and
(3.6) DDyt = sin @ cos a(DTa/)vz'
DTM
We now use an idea from [[1]]:
(3.7) (Dyu)(DyDyu)(&,7) + (Dru)(DyDru)(é,7) <0

and derive some relation which contains only first derivatives.
Using the fact that £ is a maximum point, 2.2)-2.4) and (3.4)-(3.7) yield at ¢:
1% (C + H(X, DM)) = aTTDTDTu + aTNDTDNu + aNTDNDTu + aNNDNDNu
a""(D;T, Du) — a"™(DrN, Duy — a""(DyT, Duy — a""(DyN, Du)
(cos asina (DTa/)) (v2 N |DTu|2) N 2k cos a|Drul?
1%

Dru
+ sin’@DyDyu + k cos a%.
That is,
sif®@DyDyu = — (COS asina (DTQ)) (v2 + |DTM|2)
Dru

2kcos a|Druf*  kcosa (1 + |DNM|2)
v v

+v(C + H(x, Du)) .
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Using (3.6) and substituting the expression above for DyDyu into (3.7) we obtain
V2 + |Druf?
Dru )
+ 2k|D7ul* cos® @ + k cos® a(1 + [Dyul*) — cos av*(C + H(x, Du))

+ sin’ @ (sin @ (Dra) v + kD7u) Dru < 0.

cos® a sina(Dyra)v (
(3.8)

We may invoke following algebraic identities from [1]:

(3.9) 2k|Drul? cos® @ + k cos® a1 + |Dyul*) + ksin® a|Drul?* = k(0 = 1),
2 qsina(D ina(D
(3.10) cos” asina( T“)v(v2 +Drul?) + sin® a(Dra)(Druyy = MV(V2 -1),
DTl/l DTl/l
and
D 2 2
G.11) 2= Prul cos @

sinfa sina
By these we may simplify (3.8]) to give
2

D
(3.12) k0?2 = 1) + 2 (Dra)V? < (cos @) VA(C + H(x, Du)) - —=2_ (Dra)v.
sin @ sin aDru
From (2.3) we see that
DTI/l
- <.
sin &
Thus, using |[D7u| > 1 and v > 1, we may estimate as
D
(3.13) (k= |Dyal - IC + Hx, Dyl v < 27 4
sin @

By assumption (3.3), k — |Dra| — |C + H(x, Du)| > k — |Dra| — ¢q > §,. Hence,

vsd(_)l(k+ silli ),
a

which is the desired result. m|

Using the gradient estimate above and the continuity method as outlined in the introduction we
get a smooth solution to BVP

We now make a remark. One possible method for solving BVP is to solve the following
perturbation problem for £ > 0 small and letting £ — O to find the solution as suggested in [1]. One
may solve the problem

Problem BVP 3.3.
1

(3.14) V1 + [Dw,?
Dyw, = —cosa /1 + |Dw,|? on 0S).

We conjecture that the following result is true.

a’(Dw.)D;D Wwe — H(x,Dw,) = ew, on

Conjecture 3.4. Assume Q convex and a € (0, ). Let u be the solution to the problem BVP[3. 1l Then,
up to a constant, the smooth solution u is the suitable limit from the solution sequence of the problem

B3lase— 0.
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The reason is below. By [23] /6], we know that solutions to the BVP[3.3lexist for &€ > 0 and by [[11]]
these solutions are convex ones. If we can show that dc,, independent of &, such that |sw,|> < ¢y, then
we may replace u; with ew, in the gradient estimate of Theorem [3.2]and conclude that a limit solution
exists for e — 0. In [17], since & — 0 implies |D(ew,)]* — 0, we know ew, — C, which gives us a
solution to (3.1)).

We borrow the idea from [[1]] and we let ¢ be a smooth function on Q satisfying Dy < —cosa +/1 + |Dy/|?
on 0Q and let A be a constant such that A < —cosa V1 + A% on Q. Then a function ¢ defined to
be = Ad near the boundary and extended to be a smooth function on all of 2 would satisfy our
requirements. In any case, for some such choice of ¢, let & € Qbea point where ¥ — w, has its
minimum.

If £ € 0Q, then Dyy(¢) = Drw(€) and Dyy(€) > Dyw(€). Now, for a fixed constant a, the
monotonicity in g of the function S S gives

i d Dive (&) = —cosa@),

—— ()2 ——
\1 + |Dy? v1+ |Dw.|?
which is a contradiction.

Thus ¢ € Q and DyY(&) = Dw.(€) and D>y (&) > D*w.(€). Therefore, there exists a constant
¢ = c(¥) such that

—cosa(é) >

c= ;aij(Dkb)DiDﬂﬁ@)—H(x, Dy) >

1
A1+ |DyP V1 +Dw,?
Hence, ey(x) — ew(x) > (&) — ew (&) > ey(é) — ¢, i.e.,
(3.15) ewy(x) < eyY(x) — ey(é) + c.

Thus, we have proved the upper bound of ew,. Similarly, we can prove the lower bound of ew,.
Assume that AB such that B > — cos a(x) V1 + B? on Q. Then, we can find a ¢ of the form ¢ = Bd

with y satisfying Dyy > —cos @ +/1 + |[Dy/?. For some such choice of i, let & € Q be a point where
¥ — w, has its maximum.
If £ € 0Q, then Dy (€) = Drw(€) and Dy(€) < Dyw(€). We then have

aij(Dws)DiDst(f)_H(x’ Dw,) = Sws(é:)-

—cosa(é) <

Dyy Dyw,
——— () £ ————= (&) = —cosa(f),
\1 + |Dy? \1+ |Dw,|?
which is a contradiction.

Thus ¢ € Q and DyY(¢) = Dw.(¢) and D>y (&) < D*w.(€). Therefore, there exists a constant
¢’ = c’(Y) such that

’

C

IA

a(DY)DiD (€)~H(x, D) < S — (Dwe)DiDjws(&)—H(x, Dw;) = ew ().

1
\1+ [Dyf? V1 + |Dw,]?
Hence, ey(x) — ew (x) < () — ew(€) implies
(3.16) ewg(x) = e(x) — ey(é) + .

By (3.13) and (3.16), we can prove |ew,| < ¢, where ¢, = max{|c|, |c’|}.
We now prove the uniqueness of the solution of BVP[3.3l Assume that there exist two solutions w;
and w, solving (3.I) with C; and C, on the right hand side and C; < C,. Without loss of generality,
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via a translation by a constant, we may assume that w; > w,. For w = w; — w,, we have
Dw, Dw,
\/1 + |DW1|2 \/1 + |DW2|2

Note that H(x, Dwy) — H(x, Dw,) = fol H,(x,Vw, + (1 — )Vw)))dtVw, and for F(X) = ﬁ, we
+

L(w) :div( J—H(x,le)—div[ )+H(x,Dw2):C1—C2 < 0.

have
1
F(Vw)) — F(Vuy) = f (dF(t(Vwy + (1 = )Vw))dtVw.
0

Thus, w satisfies a linear elliptic differential inequality L(w) < 0 and it follows from the maximum
principle that the minimum of w must occur at & € Q. Then |Dyw;[2(€) = |Drwy[*(€) = a* for some
a € R*. Since both solutions satisfy the same boundary conditions,

Dyw; B Dyws
V1 +a® + |Dyw]? V1 +a*+ |Dyw,?

©).

q
Nrary:
Dyw,. But Dyw = 0 yields a contradiction to the Hopf boundary point lemma. Thus, C; > C;.
By reversing the roles of w; and w, we may obtain the opposite inequality. Thus, C; = C,. Then
we may use the strong maximum principle to know that w; = w, up to a constant.

For the contact angle a € (0, ), letting w = w, and v = /1 + |Dw|?, we may compute that

Again, we may use the strict monotonicity in ¢ of the function to conclude Dyw; =

D
ewwy + wiH,, (x, Dw,) + wiH ,(x, Dwo) Dwy = wy [div [—W ] ,
k

vV1+ |Dwl?

and

1 ,- ‘
S\DWI’ + wiH, (v, Dw,) + = H,(x, Dw)DIDwl® = w, [{L]

V1 + |Dwf?

1 1
= —A " WiWij| — —A " WiiWyj
1% i 1%

k

(aijvj)i —APv.

Hence, we know by the maximum principle that v attains its maximum at the boundary. It seems to
us that it is difficult to get that as in [17],dc > 0 such that £|Dw,| < ¢ on Q. If this is true, one may
get the limit of the solution sequence and the existence of the solution of BVP[3.1l

4. TIME DERIVATIVE ESTIMATE AND GRADIENT ESTIMATES

In this section we study the uniform estimate for the problem We remark that the local
solution to the problem can be obtained as in [5]. By using the maximum principle, we can get
the following result.

Lemma 4.1. For the solution u to the problem (1.1 on Qr, we have supu; = sup u, i(rzlf u, = igrzlf u,.
Or Qo r 0
That is, for co = maxg|u,(0)| such that V(x,t) € Qr, lu/*(x,t) < cg.
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Proof. We first show that the maximum must occur on the parabolic boundary I'7 | Q. Recall that
the equation is

Du

V1 + |Duf?

Then, taking the t-derivative for both sides, we have

U, = div[ ] — H(x, Du).

9 » i
" H,(x,Du)Du, = 0; [M—J ]
L t

ot V1 + |Duf?
ty A1+ 1DuP = w; (N1 +1DuP)

1 + |Dul?

9 1 5 Uil ( )
A\ T T Dup |

1 ..
0; (;au (ut)j)-

= 9

1 ..
Since the coefficients —a'/ satisfy the uniform ellipticity condition in Q7. We can apply the weak

v

maximum principle of the second order parabolic equation to obtain sup u, = sup u,. Next we explore
Or I'ruQy

the possibility that maximum occurs at (¢, 7) € I'7. Since max lu,|> = Iutlz((f, 7) >0, (Dru)(é,7) =0,

we have from (2.9) that

DyuDyu; + DyuDru,

(Dyu(€,7) = —cosa i+ Db .1
DNI/[DNMt
= —cosa———(&,7)

\1 + |Dul?
cos® a(Dyu,)(E, 7).

That is, sin® a(Dyu,)(&,7) = 0. Since a € (0,7), we have sin’@ # 0 and then (Dyu,)(&, 1) = O.
However, Dyu, = 0 yields a contradiction to the Hopf boundary point lemma. Thus the maximum
occurs at (¢, 7) € €. Similarly, we can apply the weak minimum principle to obtain that the minimum
occurs on Q. Then we have Y(x, 1) € Qr, lu* (x, 1) < c%, where ¢y = max|uy|. O

Theorem 4.2. Under the assumptions (1L6), we have some uniform constant ¢, = c»(ay, o, ko, ttg) > 0
such that

supv < c;.

Or
Proof. Again, we first show that the maximum must occur on I'7 | €. By the evolution equation for
u;, we have

D
1% 1%
k

v v1 +|Dul?
Uy

v+ X(H, + H,Duy) = =% [[—” H
\%
ik

v |\ 1+ DuP
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)

1 (1 ij )
= —Up|—a ukj
v o\v ;
R 1
= ; ;Cl Ul j i— —ZCl Uil j
1, ..
= —(dv:) = 1A 2.
V (a vf)i Al
Since all of the coefficients are bounded in Q7, the weak maximum principle implies that supv =

Or
sup v. Next we assume that the maximum of v occurs at (¢,7) € I'y. There are two possibilities.
I'ruQy

Note that, if [D7u|*(€, T) < 1, then from sin® (1 + |Dul?) = 1 + |Drul* we see that

\Dul*(£,7) < -1,

sin®

and the bound is established.
Thus, we may assume that |D7u|*(£,7) > 1 and we may argue as in the elliptic case. At (£, 7).

Dy|Duf(€,7) < 0,
Dr|Du*(é,7) = 0 = Drv(£, ),
Hence, by 2.3)-2.7) we have at (¢, 1),
“4.1) DrDyu = sina(Dra)v,

“4.2) DyDru = sina(Dra)v + kDru,

sin @ cos a(Dra)v?
DTM '

Now our goal is to derive from the following expression some inequality which contains only first
derivatives:

(4.4) (Dyu)(DyDyu)(§, T) + (Dru)(DyDru)(&,7) < 0.
To accomplish this we use the evolution equations for u,. Using the fact that (£, 7) is a maximum
point, 2.2)-2.4) and (5.1)-(4.4)) yield at (&, 7):
v, = a''DyDru+ a"™DrDyu + "' DyDru + ™Y DyDyu
a""(DrT, Duy — a"~(DrN, Duy — a""(DyT, Du) — a"“(DyN, Du) — Hv

cosasina (Dra) (v2 LD M|2) N 2k cos a|Drul?
Dru g v

(43) DTDTM =

1 + |Dyul?
|Dyul — Hv
1%

sin”> @Dy Dyu + kcos a

That is,

cos @ sin & (DTa)) (v2 N |DTM|2)

sinzozDNDNu = vu; —
DTM
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dkcosa|Dpuft  keosa(1+IDyuP)

- - + Hv.
% Y
Using and substituting the expression above for DyDyu into we obtain
2 2
. V- + |Dru
— cos av’u, + cos” a sina(Dra)v (#)
DTM

4.5) + 2k|Drul* cos® a + kcos® a(1 + |Dyul*)

+ sin’ & (sin @ (D7) v + kD7u) Dru — Hv? cosa < 0.

We now use (3.9)-(3.11) to simplify (4.3) and we have

D 2
4.6) kO - 1) + ,Tu (Dra) v — HV* cos @ < (cos @) viu, — ,Coi (Dra)v.
sin @ sinaDru
From we see that
DTI/l
- <.
sin &
Thus, using [D7u| > 1 and v > 1, we may estimate (4.6)) as
D
4.7) (k= Dl — lul - [H) v < 21 1 ¢

By assumption (L6), k — |[Dra| - |u,| = |H| > k — |Dral| — ¢; > 6. Hence,

vsd(_)l(k+ siﬁ ),
a

which is the desired result. m]

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE FLOW (L.1))

In this section we assume that H = H(x, p) = H(x) on Q x R? is a smooth function such that the
elliptic problem (I.2)) admits a solution. From now on, we assume that « is the angle function such
that elliptic version of (I.I)) has a solution with Q being a bounded convex domain in the plane. This
assumption is not strong since we may refer to [16] for many existence results. In fact, in many cases
we know that the translating soliton exists [[16] and we have the result below.

Corollary 5.1. Let « € (0,7) and let QQ be a bounded convex domain in the plane. For a solution
u = u(x,t) of (LI, Acz > 0 a uniform constant such that

lu(x,t) — Ct| < ¢35

Proof. For a solution & = ii(x) of BVP [3.1l it is obvious that u(x,7) = it + Ct solves the parabolic
problem. That is, u(x, t) is a solution that just translates upwards with speed C. This result follows
by sandwiching the parabolic solution between two translating elliptic solutions and applying a max-
imum principle similar to the one used in Theorem [3.4 O

Up to now, we have proved the existence of global solutions to with @ = 0. The goal of this
section is study the asymptotic behavior of the global solution. Our result is below.

Theorem 5.2. Let u; and u, be any two solutions of (1) and let u = u; — u,. Then u becomes a
constant function as t — oo. In particular, since w = Ct + w solves (I1) when w solves BVP[3.3] all
limit solutions of (I.1)) are W up to translation.
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Proof. Recall for F(X) = —%—, we have
Vi+xp

1
F(Vu)) — F(Vuy) = f (dF(t(Vuy + (1 — t)Vu,))Vudt.
0
Then u satisfies a linear parabolic equation

(5.1 %u =div(A(x,1)Vu) on QOr

0= E'ijDil/th on FT
where

1
A(x, 1) = f AdF(t(Vuy + (1 = 1)Vuy))dt
0

and &/ are determined similarly. Note that A(x,?) and & are positive definite matrices. The strong
maximum principle implies that osc(¢) = max u(x, t) —min u(x,t) > 0 is a strictly decreasing function
in time unless u is constant. Now, if lim u(-, ) were not a constant function, then a limit of u,(x,t) =

t—00

u(x,t —t,) as t, — oo would yield a solution on Q X (—co, +0c0) which would not be constant but on
which osc(t) would be constant. This, however, would contradict the strong maximum principle. O

It follows that, in the case where the average cosine of the contact angle is zero, solutions converge
to minimal surfaces. We now give an explicit derivation of this fact.

Remark 5.3. If C = 0 for the elliptic problem BVP[3.1} lim u, — 0. That is, the solutions converge to

t—oo

the corresponding surface of mean curvature H(x).

Proof. We prove this remark below. We have

d Diu,D;
—fvdx:fde:—fufdx+f utcosozds—futH(x),
dt Jg Q Vv Q o0 Q

d 2

— vdx — ucosads+ | uHx)|=- | wu;dx.

dt\Jq o0 Q Q

Since C = f cosads = 0 and u is uniformly bounded, Theorem [5.2] and Corollary [5.1limply c; €
Q

R* such that .
fo fg; urdxdt < cs.

One may then apply standard estimates to conclude that lim u, — 0. That is to say, the limit is the

t—00

surface of mean curvature H(x). O

which implies
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