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A SHARP QUANTITATIVE ALEXANDROV INEQUALITY AND

APPLICATIONS TO VOLUME PRESERVING

GEOMETRIC FLOWS IN 3D

VESA JULIN, MASSIMILIANO MORINI, FRANCESCA ORONZIO, AND EMANUELE SPADARO

Abstract. We study the asymptotic behavior of the volume preserving mean curvature and

the Mullins-Sekerka flat flow in three dimensional space. Motivated by this we establish a 3D

sharp quantitative version of the Alexandrov inequality for C2-regular sets with a perimeter

bound.

1. Introduction

In this paper we continue our study on the long-time behavior of globally well-defined weak

solutions of two physically relevant volume preserving geometric flows in three dimensions:

the volume preserving mean curvature and the Mullins-Sekerka flat flow. Our starting point

is the work [24], which implies the qualitative convergence of the volume preserving mean

curvature flat flow in R
3 to a union of disjoint balls, up to translation of the components.

In our previous work [23] on the two-dimensional case, we observe that the full quantitative

convergence is related to a sharp quantitative version of the Alexandrov theorem, which is a

purely geometric inequality. In [23] we prove a sharp quantitative Alexandrov theorem and

show that it not only implies the full convergence of both the area preserving mean curvature

and the Mullins-Sekerka flat flow, but also gives the exponential rate of convergence, in the

planar case. Our main results in this paper are the three dimensional counterpart of both

this inequality and its consequences for the asymptotics of the aforementioned geometric flat

flows.

1.1. Quantitative Alexandrov inequality. We denote by HE the mean curvature of the

hypersurface ∂E (with the sign convention that HE ≥ 0 if E is convex, see the next section

for details), P (E) for the perimeter and set

H̄E :=
1

P (E)

∫

∂E
HE dH2.

Here is our first main results.

Theorem 1.1. For every δ0 > 0 there exists C = C(δ0) > 0 such that for every C2-regular

set E ⊂ R
3 with

|E| = |B1| and P (E) ≤ 4π
3
√

2 − δ0 (1.1)
1
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it holds

P (E) − P (B1) ≤ C
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥2
L2(∂E)

. (1.2)

Moreover, there exists δ1 > 0 such that, if in addition ∂E ∈ C∞ and ‖HE − H̄E‖L2(∂E) ≤ δ1,

then ∂E is diffeomorphic to the standard sphere S
2.

Let us make some comments on the result. The inequality (1.2) is a  Lojasiewicz–Simon

inequality for the perimeter functional with optimal exponent 2: indeed, (1.2) bounds the

perimeter with the sharp power of the L2-norm of its first variation, which is the mean-

curvature. We also call (1.2) a quantitative Alexandrov inequality because when the right

hand side is zero, i.e., when ∂E has constant mean curvature, then P (E) ≤ P (B1), which by

the isoperimetric inequality means that E is the ball. This is the famous Alexandrov theorem

and (1.2) is a sharp quantitative version of it, in the sense that the exponent two on the right

hand side is optimal. Indeed, (1.2) is false for any exponent higher than two, see [23, Remark

2.2].

There has been an increasing interest on generalizations and quantifications of the Alexan-

drov theorem in recent years. We refer to [8] for an overview of this challenging problem,

and mention the works [13, 14, 15] on the characterization of critical sets of the isoperimetric

problem and [9, 10, 29] on quantification of the Alexandrov theorem. The main issue in the

problem in Theorem 1.1 is that we do not have any a priori estimates, such as curvature

bounds, for the set E other than the perimeter bound in (1.1), which prevents the bubbling

phenomenon. Moreover, we measure the distance of the mean curvature to a constant with

respect to L2-norm, which in three dimension is not enough to apply Allard regularity theo-

rem to deduce a priori regularity estimates for the set E. This makes the problem much more

challenging than the two dimensional case. However, the inequality (1.2) is suitable for the

study of the geometric equations, which was our main motivation to consider the problem in

the first place.

We note that the right hand side (1.2) in R
3 is special, since it is scaling invariant. The

novelty of the paper is that we prove the inequality (1.2) by means of results from conformal ge-

ometry, by transforming the problem into a minimization problem involving Canham-Helfrich

energy functional. Indeed, using the estimates from [24] we are able to restate the problem

using parametizations by weak immersions from S
2 to R

3 which allow us to use the results

[45, 46, 53] to obtain the existence and regularity of the minimizer of an auxiliary problem

(see Proposition 4.1). We then derive uniform regularity estimates which enable us to prove

(1.2).

The closest result to Theorem 1.1 in the literature is the quantitative Willmore inequal-

ity due to Röger-Schäztle [55], which roughly states that for E as in Theorem 1.1 and ∂E

diffeomorphic to the sphere it holds

P (E) − P (B1) ≤ C(‖HE‖2L2(∂E) − 16π). (1.3)
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However, the inequality (1.2) is stronger than (1.3) (in the sense that (1.2) implies (1.3)) and

(1.3) is not enough for the applications to geometric flows. Moreover, the proof of (1.3) is

completely different to (1.2), as it relies on the quantitative result on nearly umbilical sets

due to De Lellis–Müller [11].

1.2. Application I: volume preserving MCF. As we already mentioned, our main mo-

tivation to prove Theorem 1.1 is to study the asymptotic behavior of volume preserving

geometric flows. We begin with the volume preserving mean curvature flow and recall that a

smooth flow of sets (Et)t∈[0,T ) ⊂ R
3, for some T > 0, is a solution to the volume preserving

mean curvature flow if it satisfies

Vt = −HEt + H̄Et on ∂Et ⊂ R
3, (1.4)

where Vt denotes the outer normal velocity. Such a geometric flow has been proposed in the

physical literature as a model for coarsening phenomena. We refer to [7, 48, 61, 62] for an

introduction to the physical background. For us the most important feature is that (1.4)

can be seen as a gradient flow of the perimeter with respect to a suitable (formal) L2-type

Riemannian structure and it preserves the volume.

In general smooth solutions of (1.4) may develop singularities in finite time and therefore

we need a suitable notion of weak solution which is defined for all times. The main difference

between (1.4) and the mean curvature flows is that (1.4) is non-local and does not satisfy

the comparison principle, and therefore it is not clear how to define a level set solution to it.

A well established choice for a weak solution of (1.4) is the minimizing movement approach

proposed for the mean curvature flow independently by Almgren, Taylor and Wang [3] and by

Luckhaus and Sturzenhecker [39], and adapted to the volume constrained case in [49]. Here

we use the definition from [22] as it simplifies the analysis. We recall that the minimizing

movement method is based on the gradient flow structure of the flow. To be more precise, one

uses implicit time-discretization and recursive minimization of a suitable incremental problem

to construct a discrete-in-time approximation of a solution to the equation (1.4) and defines

any of its cluster points, as the time step converges to zero, as a flat flow solution of (1.4). For

the precise definition see Section 5. By the results in [3, 39, 49] the flat flow, starting from any

bounded set of finite perimeter, always exists and is Hölder continuous in the L1-topology.

Moreover by the result in [25] it coincides with the unique smooth solution as long as the latter

exists. For other possible notions of weak solutions we refer to [26] for a viscosity solution

for star-shaped sets, and the gradient flow calibration in [34]. We also mention the recent

works on the phase-field approximation to (1.4) via the Allen-Cahn equation, which converges

to a Brakke-type solution of (1.4) [59, 60], to a distributional solution if the convergence is

assumed to be strong in BV by [35], and the consistency is proven in [28].

Since the flat flow is defined globally in time we may study its asymptotics. Apart from

our previous work [23] that we already mentioned, the long-time convergence results in the

literature are confined to the case when the classical solution is defined for all times, e.g.,
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when the initial set is convex [19], or when the initial set is close to the ball [16] or to a

general local minimum in the case of a flat torus [50, 12]. The starting point of our analysis

is the result by first author and Niinikoski [24] on the qualitative asymptotic convergence of

(1.4), which is stated as follows:

Given any volume preserving flat flow {E(t)}t≥0 in R
3 starting from a bounded set of finite

perimeter E(0) ⊂ R
3 with volume |E(0)| = v, there exist N ∈ N and time-dependent points

x1(t), . . . , xN (t) ∈ R
3, |xi(t) − xj(t)| ≥ 2r ∀ i 6= j, (1.5)

such that setting r =
(

3v
4πN

)1/3
and F (t) =

⋃N
i=1Br(xi(t)) we have that

sup
x∈E(t)∆F (t)

dist(x, ∂F (t)) → 0 as t→ ∞. (1.6)

We remark that it is possible that the flow converges to a union of tangent balls [17], but

it is expected that this happens only in special cases, and that generically the limiting set

is a unique ball. Based on this, we show that if in the above theorem, the set F (t) is just

one ball, or if the balls have positive distance to each other, then we may upgrade the above

convergence result to a full quantitative exponential convergence to a union of (independent

of time) balls. In both cases, the crucial estimate is given by Theorem 1.1. We prove the

following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let {E(t)}t≥0, N ∈ N and the points x1(t), . . . , xN (t) in R
3 be as (1.5) above

and assume in addition that there exists δ1 > 0 and T0 such that

|xi(t) − xj(t)| ≥ 2r + δ1 for all t ≥ T0 (1.7)

for i 6= j. Then the sets E(t) converge exponentially fast to F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi), for some

x1, . . . , xN ∈ R
3 with |xi − xj | > 2r, i 6= j. To be more precise, we have

sup
x∈E(t)∆F

dist(x, ∂F ) + |P (E(t)) −N4πr2| ≤ Ce−
t
C

for a constant C > 1.

In particular, if the set F (t) in (1.6) is just one ball, then by Theorem 1.2 we have the

full convergence of the flow. For example, if the initial set satisfies the condition (1.1), i.e.,

|E(0)| = |B1| and P (E(0)) ≤ 4π 3
√

2 − δ0, or if there is T > 0 such that E(t) satisfies the

condition (1.1) for all t ≥ T , then the flow converges exponentially fast to a ball. We recall

that we do not need any assumptions on the regularity, other than E(0) being set of finite

perimeter, or topological assumptions on the initial set.

1.3. Application II: Mullins-Sekerka. The second geometric evolution equation that we

consider, is the two-phase Mullins-Sekerka. We will define the flow in the three dimensional

flat torus of side length R, and assume R large, instead of considering a bounded domain to

avoid boundary effects. Note also that the two-phase flow is not well defined in the whole

space R
3. We choose the side length to be large with respect to the volume of the set, to rule
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out other possible limit sets than union of balls. We note that the isoperimetric problem for

a general volume in the flat torus is a well-known open problem. The Mullins-Sekerka is then

given by the dynamics 



Vt = [∂νuE(t)] on ∂E(t)

∆uE(t) = 0 in T
3
R \ ∂E(t)

uE(t) = HE(t) on ∂E(t),

(1.8)

where [∂νuE(t)] denotes the jump of the normal.

Similar to (1.4), also the Mullins-Sekerka is a non-local, volume preserving mean curvature

flow. It can also be seen as a gradient flow of the surface area but this time with respect to

a suitable H− 1
2 -Riemannian structure. It can be seen as a quasistatic variant of the Stefan

problem [38] and as a singular limit of the Cahn-Hilliard equation, see [2, 51]. For a more

comprehensive introduction we refer to [23] and the reference therein.

There is no result similar to (1.6) for the Mullins-Sekerka in the literature. Therefore we

need first to prove similar qualitative convergence for (1.8), and after that we may prove

the exponential convergence similar to Theorem 1.2. Here is our result for the asymptotical

behavior of (1.8).

Theorem 1.3. Fix v,M > 0. Then there exists R0 ≥ 1, depending on v and M , with the

following property: Let {E(t)}t≥0 be a flat flow for (1.8) in T
3
R, R ≥ R0, starting from a

set of finite perimeter E(0) ⊂ T
3
R with volume |E(0)| = v and P (E(0)) ≤ M . There exist

N ∈ N and time-dependent points x1(t), . . . , xN (t) in T
3
R such that setting r =

(
3v

4πN

)1/3
and

F (t) =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi(t)) it holds |xi(t) − xj(t)| ≥ 2r, i 6= j,

|E(t)∆F (t)| → 0 as t→ ∞.

Assume in addition that there exists δ1 > 0 and T0 such that

|xi(t) − xj(t)| ≥ 2r + δ1 for all t ≥ T0

for i 6= j. Then, the sets E(t) converge exponentially fast to a (independent of time) union

of balls

F =

N⋃

i=1

Br(xi), where |xi − xj | > 2r i 6= j.

Precisely, there exists a constant C > 1 such that

|E(t)∆F | + |P (E(t)) −N4πr2| ≤ Ce−
t
C .

As in the two-dimensional case, in addition to Theorem 1.1 we need also the density

estimates due to Schäztle [57] in order to prove a quantitative Alexandrov theorem in terms

of the potential uE(t), see Proposition 6.3. We remark that we expect the convergence in

Theorem 1.3 to hold also with respect to the Hausdorff distance, as is the case in Theorem 1.2.
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2. Notation and Preliminaries

We begin with the notation related to the Euclidian space. We denote the open ball with

radius r centered at x by Br(x) and by Br if it is centered at the origin. For X ∈ C1(U ;Rn),

U ⊂ R
n open, we denote its differential by DX and the divergence by divX = Tr(DX).

Similarly for a real valued function u ∈ C2(U) we denote the gradient by Du, the Hessian by

D2u and the Laplacian by ∆u. We point out that we will use the symbol ∇ for the covariant

derivative on a manifold, which we will introduce shortly. However, with a slight abuse of

notation we will still use the symbols ∆ and ′′div′′ for the Laplace-Beltrami operator and the

divergence on a manifold respectively. The use will be clear from the context.

Given a set E ⊂ R
n, we define the distance function dist(·, E) : Rn → [0,+∞), as usual

dist(x,E) = infy∈E |x− y|, and the signed distance function dE : Rn → R as

dE(x) = dist(x,E) − dist(x,Rn \E) . (2.1)

Then clearly it holds dist(·, ∂E) = |dE |. For any Lebesgue measurable set E ⊂ R
n we denote

by |E| its Lebesgue measure and define the perimeter of E in an open set U ⊂ R
n as

P (E,U) = sup
{∫

E
divX dx : X ∈ C1

0 (U,Rn) with ‖X‖L∞ ≤ 1
}
. (2.2)

We write P (E) = P (E,Rn) and if P (E) < +∞, we say that E is a set of finite perimeter.

In this case, the reduced boundary of E is denoted by ∂∗E, and the unit outer normal

to E by νE . Then, P (E,U) = Hn−1(∂∗E ∩ U) for any open set U . For a given vector field

X ∈ C1(Rn;Rn) we define its tangential differential on ∂E by ∇TX = DX−(DXνE)⊗νE and

tangential divergence as divTX = Tr(∇TX). If E is C2-regular, i.e., ∂E is C2-hypersurface,

we define the mean curvature HE as the sum of the principal curvatures and denote the second

fundamental form by AE . We use the orientation such that HE is nonnegative for convex

sets. The divergence theorem extends to vector fields X ∈ C1(Rn,Rn) as
∫

∂E
divTX dHn−1 =

∫

∂E
HE(X · νE) dHn−1,

where · is the inner product in R
n. Recall that H̄E denotes the integral average of the mean

curvature, i.e. (
∫
∂E HE dHn−1)/P (E). This notation is related to sets in R

n. We will also

need notation related to more general Riemann manifolds and introduce the notation related

to this.

2.1. Smooth immersions. Let Σ be a 2-dimensional, connected (unless otherwise specified),

smooth manifold and consider a smooth immersion ~f : Σ → R
3. In this work, we will call

~f(Σ) immersed surface and “smooth” always means of class C∞. In such a setting, Σ is

naturally endowed with a Riemannian metric, which is g = ~f∗gR3 , given in local coordinates

as gij = ∂xi
~f · ∂xj

~f . The metric g can then be extended to tensors via the formula

g(T, S) = gi1s1 . . . gikskg
j1z1 . . . gjlzlT i1...ik

j1...jl
Ss1...sk
z1...zl

,
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where (gij) is the inverse matrix (gij). We note that in the above and throughout the paper

we adopt the Einstein summation convention. The norm of a tensor T is then defined as

|T | =
√
g(T, T ) and it satisfies the following useful properties

|g(S, T )| ≤ |S| |T | |S + T | ≤ |S| + |T | |T ∗ S| ≤ C|T | |S|. (2.3)

Here T ∗ S is a tensor formed by a linear combination of new tensors, each obtained by

contracting some indices of the tensors T and S with the metric and/or its inverse, and the

constant C depends only on the algebraic “structure” of T ∗ S.

One may define uniquely the area (or canonical) measure σ on Σ by imposing in any chart

(U,ϕ) that σ(B) =
∫
ϕ(B)

√
det gij ◦ϕ−1 dx. The measure σ is then a complete, regular Radon

measure.

We denote by ∇ the Levi-Civita connection of (Σ, g). We may extend ∇ uniquely to every

bundle of tensors (by defining it in a natural way on C∞(Σ) and by imposing the Leibniz rule

and the commutativity with any contraction). In local coordinates it is given by

(
∇XT

)i1...ir
j1...js

= Xk

[
∂xkT i1...ir

j1...js
−

s∑

p=1

Γl
kjpT

i1...ir
j1...jp−1l jp+1...js

+

r∑

q=1

Γ
iq
klT

i1...iq−1l iq+1...ir
j1...js

]
,

where Christoffel symbols Γk
ij are expressed in terms of the coefficients of the metric g as

Γk
ij =

gkl

2
(∂xiglj + ∂xjgil − ∂xlgij) .

We will write ∇mT for the m-th iterated covariant derivative of T and the formula for the

interchange of covariant derivatives, which involves the Riemann tensor, is

∇2T i1...ir
abj1...js

−∇2T i1...ir
baj1...js

=

s∑

p=1

Rabjpmg
mlT i1...ir

j1...jp−1l jp+1...js
+

r∑

q=1

Rabmlg
miqT

i1...iq−1l iq+1...ir
j1...js

,

(2.4)

where we recall

Rijkl =
(
∂xjΓm

ik − ∂xiΓm
jk + Γs

ikΓm
js − Γs

jkΓm
is

)
gml.

Finally, the (rough) Laplacian ∆T of a tensor T is defined as gij∇2Tij.

Let ~f : Σ → R
3 be a smooth immersion of a generic connected smooth 2-manifold Σ. Since

d~fp : TpΣ → R
3 is an injective linear map, we identify TpΣ with the linear subspace d~fp(TpΣ)

of R3, for all p ∈ Σ, and by virtue of this identification, at every point p ∈ Σ we can define up

to a sign a unit normal vector ν(p). Let us observe that if Σ is closed and ~f is also injective,

then the unit normal vector ν(p) can be chosen so that it depends globally in a C∞-way on

the point p. Indeed, if Σ is closed and ~f is also injective, then ~f is an embedding and ~f(Σ)

admits a unique smooth structure making it into an embedded surface of R3 with the property

that ~f is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Hence, ~ι : ~f(Σ) → R
3 is a smooth embedding,

the cited smooth structure on ~f(Σ) is determined by the smooth atlas formed by the charts

(~f(U), ϕ◦ ~f −1
), where (U,ϕ) is any chart of Σ, and in this case, the tangent spaces T~f(p)

~f(Σ)



8 VESA JULIN, MASSIMILIANO MORINI, FRANCESCA ORONZIO, AND EMANUELE SPADARO

and TpΣ are identified with the same linear subspace of R3. Then, by the theorem of Jordan-

Brouwer [5, Proposition 12.2], R3 \ ~f(Σ) has two connected components and one of them is

a compact smooth 3-dimensional submanifold of R3 with boundary ~f(Σ). Accordingly, there

exists ν̄ : ~f(Σ) → R
3 global unit normal smooth vector field pointing outward, as well as

N̄ : ~f(Σ) → R
3 global unit normal smooth vector field pointing inward, N̄ = −ν̄. Thus,

ν = ν̄ ◦ ~f and N = N̄ ◦ ~f will be the outward-pointing and inward-pointing global unit normal

smooth vector field of Σ, respectively. Therefore, Σ is orientable. In fact, the theorem of

Jordan-Brouwer and relative consequences are in general true for every closed, connected,

embedded smooth surface Σ̄ of R
3. The surface Σ̄ is orientable, since an orientation of Σ̄,

which will be considered from now on, is determined by the charts (Ū, ϕ̄ = (x1, x2)) of Σ̄ for

which

N̄p =
∂x1 × ∂x2

|∂x1 × ∂x2 |(p) =
∂x1ψ̄ × ∂x2ψ̄

[
|∂x1ψ̄|2 |∂x2ψ̄|2 − (∂x1ψ̄ · ∂x2ψ̄)2

]1/2 (ϕ̄(p)) (2.5)

for every p ∈ Ū , where ψ̄ = ϕ̄−1 and N̄ : Σ̄ → R
3 is global unit normal smooth vector field

pointing inward, by noting that the Jacobian determinant of the transition maps between of

two charts of Σ̄, which satisfy the identity (2.5), is positive. In the case Σ̄ = ~f(Σ), then we

obtain the existence of an atlas A = {
(
Ui, ϕi = (x1, x2)

)
}i∈I of Σ such that both

Np = N̄~f(p)
=

∂x1(~f ◦ ϕ−1
i ) × ∂x2(~f ◦ ϕ−1

i )

|∂x1(~f ◦ ϕ−1
i ) × ∂x2(~f ◦ ϕ−1

i )|
(ϕi(p)) =

∂x1 ~f × ∂x2 ~f

|∂x1
~f × ∂x2

~f |
(p), (2.6)

for all p ∈ Ui and every i ∈ I, and the Jacobian determinants of all its transition maps are

positive, hence Σ is orientable and its orientation is that one given by the atlas A.

Let ~f : Σ → R
3 be a smooth immersion of a connected, 2-dimensional, smooth manifold Σ.

As in the case of sets, we may define the second fundamental form and the mean curvature

also in this case. However, we prefer to keep the notation from differential geometry as it

is standard in this context. For a choice of the smooth unit normal vector field ν around a

point p ∈ Σ, the (scalar) second fundamental form at p is the symmetric bilinear form on TpΣ

defined as

Ap(v,w) = ∇vν · w = N · ∇vw, (2.7)

for all v,w ∈ TpΣ, where N = −ν and ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of (R3, gR3). Then

we have the (scalar) mean curvature at p, Hp, which is the trace of Ap with respect gp (that

is Hp = Ap(e1, e1) + Ap(e2, e2), for any orthonormal basis {e1, e2} of TpΣ), the vector mean

curvature at p, ~Hp = HpN = −Hpν, the traceless part
◦

Ap of Ap, given by
◦

Ap = Ap−(Hp/2)gp,

and the Weingarten operator at p, which is the linear map Wp : TpΣ → TpΣ defined through

gp(Wp(v), w) = Ap(v,w) for all v,w ∈ TpΣ. The eigenvalues k1 ≤ k2 of Wp are the principal

curvatures at p, and we have the following identities: |A|2 = k21 + k22; |
◦

A|2 = (k2 − k1)2/2;

H = k1 + k2; KG = k1k2. Here, KG is the Gaussian curvature, which is equal to the half of

the scalar curvature of (Σ, g). Notice that locally, we may always choose ν to be smooth.
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The Riemann tensor, the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature can be expressed via the

second fundamental form as follows

Rijkl = AikAjl − AilAjk

Ricij = gklRikjl = HAij − Ailg
lkAkj

Sc = gijRicij = H2 − |A|2.

A consequence of this link between the Riemann tensor and the second fundamental form

and of the formula for the interchange of the covariant derivatives (2.4) is the useful equality

∇∆H = ∆∇H + A ∗ A ∗ ∇H. (2.8)

The symmetry properties of the covariant derivative of A, given by the Codazzi equations

∇Aijk = ∇Ajik = ∇Akij, imply ∇H = divA = 2 div
◦

A, which in turn yield the inequalities

|H|2 ≤ 2 |A|2, |∇H|2 ≤ 2 |∇A|2 ≤ 12 |∇
◦

A|2, |∇2H|2 ≤ 2 |∇2A|2 ≤ 12 |∇2
◦

A|2
(2.9)

and the well-known Simons’ identity

∆Aij = ∇2Hij + HAilg
lsAsj − |A|2Aij . (2.10)

The Willmore energy of a smooth immersion ~f : Σ → R
3, for a generic connected, closed,

smooth 2-manifold Σ, is given by

W(~f) =
1

4

∫

Σ
H2 dσ . (2.11)

The most important property of this functional is its invariance under conformal diffeomor-

phisms of R3, recalling that a smooth immersion f : (M,g) → (N,h) between two Riemannian

manifolds (M,g) and (N,h) is said to be conformal if f∗h = e2λg for some λ ∈ C∞(M).

More precisely, W(Φ ◦ ~f) = W(~f), where Φ is any combination of a translation of R
3

given by x 7→ x + x0 for a fixed x0 ∈ R
3, a dilation of R

3 defined as x 7→ αx for some

α > 0, and a spherical inversion R
3 with center p /∈ ~f(Σ) and radius r > 0 described as

x 7→ r2(x− p)/|x − p|2. In the case that Φ is a spherical inversion with center p ∈ ~f(Σ), we

have W(Φ◦ ~f) = W(~f)−4π ♯~f−1(p), where ♯(·) is the cardinality of (·), [4]. As a consequence,

we get the Li–Yau inequality [37], that is W(~f) ≥ 4π ♯~f−1(p) for all p ∈ ~f(Σ). In particular

if ~f is not an embedding, then W(~f) ≥ 8π.

The infimum of W(~f) among all smooth immersions ~f : Σ → R3, where Σ is a connected,

closed, smooth 2-manifold, belongs to [4π, 8π) if all 2-manifolds Σ are orientable. More

precisely, for each nonnegative integer g, setting

βg := inf
{
W(~f) ; ~f : Σ → R

3 is a smooth immersion with Σ a 2-dimensional,

connected, closed, orientable, smooth manifold of genus g
}
,
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it turns out 4π ≤ βg < 8π and each infimum βg is attained by a smooth embedding ~F : Σ →
R
3, [63, 36, 58, 4]. The equality βg = 4π holds if and only if g = 0 and ~F is a round sphere,

that is, Σ is topologically a sphere and ~F embeds Σ as a round 2-sphere of R
3. Similarly,

βg ≥ 2π2 for any g ≥ 1 and the equality holds if and only if g = 1 and (π−1 ◦ ~F )(Σ) is the

Clifford torus S
1
1√
2

× S
1
1√
2

, up to conformal diffeomorphisms of S3, [41], where S
n
r denotes the

sphere of radius r and center the origin of Rn+1 and π is a generic stereographic projection

of S3. For completeness, we mention that there exists the limit of the βg’s for g → +∞ and

it holds that limg→+∞ βg = 8π, [31].

2.2. Embedded surfaces and Riemann surfaces. Given a closed connected embedded

smooth surface Σ ⊂ R
3, the inclusion ~ι : Σ → R

3 is a smooth immersion. Thus, the above

is applicable, recovering in this way the classic theory of the embedded surfaces of R
3. In

particular, Σ is a Riemannian surface where the metric g is the (natural) one induced by

the Euclidian metric, it is orientable with orientation fixed through (2.5), and the second

fundamental form A, the mean curvature H, the traceless part
◦

A of A can be globally defined

in a smooth way on it. In the case that the surface is the boundary of a set E, i.e. Σ = ∂E,

we use the notation HE , AE , etc., while if we are interested only on the surface, we write

HΣ,AΣ etc..

Since Σ is a closed connected orientable smooth 2-manifold, it is diffeomorphic either to a

sphere or to a connected sum of tori, [6, 42]. If it is diffeomorphic to a sphere, we say that

it has genus 0, while if it is diffeomorphic to the connected sum of n tori, we say that it has

genus n. It follows then from Gauss-Bonnet theorem (see for instance [52]) that
∫

Σ
KG

Σ dH2 = 2πχ(Σ) = 4π
(
1 − genus(Σ)

)
. (2.12)

Another important property for the surface Σ is the existence of an atlas {
(
Uj , (uj , vj)

)
}j∈J ,

compatible with the fixed orientation, such that all local coordinates (uj , vj) are isothermal

for the Riemannian metric g, i.e.

g = e2λj (duj ⊗ duj + dvj ⊗ dvj),

with λj ∈ C∞(Uj). Moreover, the family {(Uj , uj+ivj)}j∈J defines a one-dimensional complex

structure on Σ, since all its transition maps and their inverses are holomorphic, and the

Riemann surface S so obtained, that is the one-dimensional complex manifold determined

by this complex structure, is said to be induced by the Riemmanian oriented surface (Σ, g).

If S and S′ are Riemann surfaces induced by the Riemmanian oriented surfaces (Σ, g) and

(Σ′, g′) respectively, then f : (Σ, g) → (Σ′, g′) is a smooth orientation-preserving conformal

diffeomorphism if and only if f : S → S′ is biholomorhic, that is f is holomorphic with

its inverse. This is still true if (Σ, g), as well as (Σ′, g′), is a generic 2-dimensional oriented

Riemannian smooth manifold, therefore, conformal Riemannian metrics determine the same

complex structure in 2-dimensional oriented smooth manifolds, where we recall that two
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Riemannian metrics h, h′ on a same smooth manifold M are conformal if there exists λ ∈
C∞(M) such that h′ = e2λh. More precisely, in the case of 2-dimensional oriented smooth

manifolds, the concepts of structure complex and of conformal structure (that is a conformal

equivalence class of Riemannian metrics) are equivalent.

Above we introduced the notion of Riemann surface and that one of Riemann surface in-

duced by a 2-dimensional Riemmanian oriented smooth manifold because we want to apply a

known corollary of the Uniformization Theorem, which provides a classification up to biholo-

morphic maps of all connected Riemann surfaces, to the Riemann surfaces induced by closed

connected embedded smooth surfaces of R
3 with genus 0. This corollary states that every

closed connected Riemann surface of genus zero is biholomorphic equivalent to the Riemann

sphere, that is S2 ⊆ R
3 endowed with the complex structure induced by the Riemmanian ori-

ented surface (S2, gS2 = ~ι ∗gR3) whose orientation is given once again through (2.5). Here, the

expression “biholomorphic equivalent” means that there exists a biholomorphic map between

the considered Riemann surfaces. We refer the reader to [20, 21] for a detailed treatment of

these topics.

Arguing as in the proof [33, Proposition 3.1] and using both the above cited corollary and

[57, Theorem 5.1], we obtain the following useful result.

Proposition 2.1. For every δ1 ∈ (0, 8π), there exists a positive constant C = C(δ1) with the

following property. Let Σ ⊂ R
3 be a closed connected embedded smooth surface of genus 0

with H2(Σ) = 4π and

‖
◦

AΣ‖2L2(Σ) < 8π − δ1.

The Riemmanian surface Σ is oriented with orientation given through (2.5). Then there is

a smooth conformal orientation-preserving diffeomorphism f : S2 → Σ with pull-back metric

g = f∗gΣ = e2ugS2 having

‖u‖L∞(S2) ≤ C.

In the following we will also need the Michael-Simon inequality, [44], that states the exis-

tence of constant C > 0 such that

‖w‖L2(Σ) ≤ C

∫

Σ
|∇w| + |HΣw| dH2, (2.13)

for every w ∈ C1(Σ) and for all closed connected embedded smooth surfaces Σ of R3.

2.3. Weak immersions of the sphere S
2, convergence results and spheres min-

imising the Canham-Helfrich energy. Let us consider the Riemmanian oriented surface

(S2, gS2) with orientation given through (2.5). The default metric on the sphere S
2 will always

be the canonical one gS2 , therefore, if not mentioned otherwise, the quantities considered on

the sphere S
2 are all refereed to the standard metric gS2 .

A map ~f ∈W 2,2(S2,R3) ∩W 1,∞(S2,R3) is called a weak immersion if the following condi-

tions are satisfied.
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(i) There exists C ≥ 1 such that

C−1gS2(p)(v, v) ≤ g(p)(v, v) ≤ CgS2(p)(v, v),

for every v ∈ TpS
2 and almost every p ∈ S

2, where g is the L∞-metric on S
2 associated

with ~f given almost everywhere by g(∂xi , ∂xj ) = ∂xi
~f · ∂xj

~f in local coordinates.

Similarly to the smooth case, the metric g induces a Radon measure σg on S
2, called

area measure.

(ii) The Gauss map N , or N~f
, defined almost everywhere in any positive local chart of S2

through the formula (2.6), belongs to W 1,2(S2,R3). Observe that N ∈W 1,2(S2,R3) if
∫

S2

|dN |2g dσg < +∞,

where |dN |2g = gikgjl(∂xiN · ∂xj
~f) (∂xkN · ∂xl

~f) in local coordinates.

We denote by E the class of the weak immersions ~f : S2 → R
3 of S2 into R

3.

A map ~f ∈W 1,∞(S2,R3) is (weakly) conformal if g defined as before can be written almost

everywhere as e2ugS2 for some u ∈ L∞(S2) called conformal factor. In this case, the equalities

∂x1
~f · ∂x2

~f = 0 and |∂x1
~f | = |∂x2

~f | hold almost everywhere for every conformal local chart

of S
2. Finally, we recall that for every weak immersion ~f : S2 → R

3, there always exists a

bilipschitz homeomorphism φ of S2 such that ~f ◦ φ belongs to W 2,2(S2,R3) ∩W 1,∞(S2,R3),
~f ◦ φ is weakly conformal and N~f

◦ φ = N~f ◦φ
, [18, 53].

Given a weak immersion ~f : S2 → R
3, one may define the second fundamental form A,

the (scalar) mean curvature H, the vector mean curvature ~H and the Gaussian curvature KG

almost everywhere in the same way as with smooth immersions.

Proposition 2.2. ([53, pp. 81-83]) Let ~f1, ~f2, · · · ∈ E be a sequence of conformal weak

immersions of the 2-sphere S
2 into R

3. We assume that there exist a radius R and constant

C > 1 such that

~fk(S2) ⊂ BR(0) ‖uk‖L∞(S2) ≤ C

∫

S2

H2
k dσk ≤ C

for all k ∈ N, where the uk’s, the σk’s and the Hk’s are the conformal factors, the area mea-

sures and the mean curvatures corresponding to the ~fk’s, respectively.

Then, by possibly passing to a sub-sequence, there exists a map ~f∞ ∈W 2,2(S2,R3)∩W 1,∞(S2,R3)

such that it is weakly conformal and

log(|∇~fk|) ∗
⇀ log(|∇~f∞|) in L∞(S2) (2.14)

~fk ⇀ ~f∞ in W 2,2(S2,R3). (2.15)

We are interested in functionals involving the mean curvature, the area and the (algebraic)

volume. Therefore we need to study their behavior under the convergence given by (2.14)

and (2.15).
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Proposition 2.3. ([53, Lemma 5.2] and [46, Lemma 3.1]) Let ~f1, ~f2, · · · ∈ E be a sequence

of conformal weak immersions of the 2-sphere S
2 into R

3, σ1, σ2, . . . the corresponding area

measures on S
2, and N1, N2, . . . the corresponding Gauss maps. We assume that

sup
k∈N

∫

S2

|dNk|2gkdσgk < +∞

and there exists a weakly conformal map ~f∞ ∈ W 2,2(S2,R3) ∩W 1,∞(S2,R3) such that (2.14)

and (2.15). Then, ~f∞ ∈ E, i.e., it is weak immersion and, by possibly passing to a sub-

sequence, it holds

lim
k→+∞

∫

S2

dσk =

∫

S2

dσ∞ (2.16)

lim
k→+∞

∫

S2

Nk · ~fk dσk =

∫

S2

N∞ · ~f∞ dσ∞ (2.17)

lim
k→+∞

∫

S2

Hk dσk =

∫

S2

H∞ dσ∞ (2.18)

∫

S2

H2
∞ dσ∞ ≤ lim inf

k→+∞

∫

S2

H2
k dσk, (2.19)

∫

S2

|dN∞|2g∞ dσ∞ ≤ lim inf
k→+∞

∫

S2

|dNk|2gk dσk.. (2.20)

Another ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a compactness result for weak immersions

of the 2-sphere. In order to state it, we need to introduce some definitions. For any weak

immersion ~f ∈ E , we define Canham-Helfrich energy as

Hc0(~f) =
1

4

∫

S2

(H − c0)
2 dσg, (2.21)

where c0 is a given real constant. Observe that if c0 = 0, the Canham–Helfrich energy of ~f

coincides with Willmore energy W(~f), which is defined by the formula (2.11), exactly as with

smooth immersions. Finally, we define by

A(~f) =

∫

S2

dσg and V(~f) = −1

3

∫

S2

N · ~f dσg (2.22)

the area and the (algebraic) volume of ~f . In the case that ~f is a smooth embedding and N is

the inner unit normal, V(~f) coincides with the enclosed volume, by the divergence theorem

(see [56] for instance). The previously mentioned compactness result is the following.

Theorem 2.4. [46] Let c0 ∈ R and let A0, V0 be positive real numbers which satisfy the

isoperimetric inequality 36πV 2
0 ≤ A3

0. Consider the problem

inf
~f∈EA0,V0

Hc0(~f) (⋆)
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where EA0,V0 = {~f ∈ E : A(~f) = A0 and V(~f) = V0}. If there exists a minimizing sequence

{~fk}k∈N of the problem (⋆) having

sup
k∈N

W(~fk) < 8π, (2.23)

then the infimum is attained by a smooth embedding ~f : S2 → R
3.

One may obtain Theorem 2.4 from [46, Theorem 1.7] since the assumption (2.23) on the

low Willmore energy prevents the bubbling phenomenon and the presence of branch points.

However, for the reader’s convenience we give here a more direct argument, but using the

results from [45, 46, 53], that leads to Theorem 2.4.

Proof. First of all, note that without loss of generality, we may assume that each ~fk is also

weakly conformal (otherwise, one may replace ~fk with ~fk ◦ φk for an appropriate bilipschitz

homeomorphism φk of S2, see above). Then, for every k ∈ N, we have by the Gauss–Bonnet

theorem for conformal weak immersion that∫

S2

|dNk|2gk dσk ≤ 4W(~fk) ≤ 32π. (2.24)

We note that the Gauss–Bonnet theorem for conformal weak immersions is a consequence

of the extension of Liouville’s equation to the conformal weak immersions, [53, pp. 96].

Moreover, arguing as in [58, Lemma 1.1] we have the following inequalities

√
A0/(8π) ≤

√
A(~fk)/W(~fk) ≤ diam(~fk(S2)) ≤ C

√
A(~fk)W(~fk) ≤ C

√
8πA0 , (2.25)

for some constant C > 0 independent of k. Indeed for every ~f ∈ E , the push forward measure

µ = ~f∗(σg) defines a 2-dimensional integral varifold in R
3, given by the pair (~f(S2), ♯(~f−1(x))),

with square integrable generalized mean curvature Hµ, defined almost everywhere as

Hµ(x) =
1

♯(~f−1(x))

∑

y∈~f−1(x)

H~f
(y) if ♯(~f−1(x)) > 0

and 0 otherwise. Another consequence of this fact is

W(~f) ≥ 4π lim
ρ→0+

µ(Bρ(x))

πρ2
(2.26)

for every x ∈ ~f(S2), which in turn yields W(~f) ≥ 4π. We will refer to the above limit as

density of ~f at x. (See [30, Section 2.2] for this last part.)

Applying then [45, Lemma 4.1] with a diagonal argument, we obtain, by possibly passing

to a sub-sequence, that for every k there exists a smooth conformal orientation-preserving

diffeomorphism φk of S2 such that, for the reparametrized immersion ~Fk = ~fk ◦ φk ∈ E and

for the new conformal factor λk = 1
2 log

(
1
2 |∇~Fk|2

)
the following holds: there exists a finite

set of points {a1, . . . , aN} ⊂ S
2 such that for any compact subset K of S

2 \ {a1, . . . , aN}
there exists a constant CK depending on the compact K and on the bounds of the areas

and energies of the ~fk’s such that ‖λk‖L∞(K) ≤ CK . Moreover, since the diameters of the
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images of our immersions are bounded uniformly, see (2.25), then by possibly translating the

sets we may assume that the ~Fk(S2)’s are contained in the ball BR(0). Then, in any compact

subset of S2\{a1, . . . , aN} the assumptions of Proposition 2.2 are satisfied, therefore using the

argument from [53, pp. 81-83] together with a standard diagonal argument we deduce that

there exists a map ~F∞ : S2 \{a1, . . . , aN} → R
3 such that ~F∞ ∈W 2,2

loc (S2 \{a1, . . . , aN},R3)∩
W 1,∞

loc (S2 \ {a1, . . . , aN},R3), ~F∞ is weakly conformal,

log(|∇~Fk|) ∗
⇀ log(|∇~F∞|) in L∞

loc(S
2 \ {a1, . . . , aN})

~Fk ⇀ ~F∞ in W 2,2
loc (S2 \ {a1, . . . , aN},R3).

Moreover, the equalities and inequalities of Proposition 2.3, i.e. (2.16)–(2.20), are true re-

placing S
2 with S

2 \∪N
j=1Bε(aj), for any ε > 0. Joining all this information with the fact that

the ~Fk’s have the same area and are contained in the same ball, one may also deduce that
~F∞ extends to a (weakly conformal) map in W 1,2(S2,R3), as well as N∞ and e2λ∞H2

∞ extend

to a map in W 1,2(S2,R3) and in L2(S2) respectively, and that

~Fk
∗
⇀ ~F∞ in L∞(S2) and ~Fk ⇀ ~F∞ in W 1,2(S2,R3),

see [53, pp. 89-90]. From [53, Lemma 6.2] and [27, Section 4.2.3] it follows then that ~F∞

belongs to W 1,∞(S2,R3), which in turn implies that ~F∞ ∈W 2,2(S2,R3), and that for each aj

there exists a positive integer nj such that the singularity can be removed if nj = 1, and the

density of ~F∞ at ~F∞(ai) is always bigger or equal to nj. Therefore, being

4πnj ≤ W(~F∞) ≤ lim inf
k→+∞

W(~Fk) < 8π,

one obtains that ~F∞ ∈ E .

It remains to show that

Hc0(~F∞) ≤ inf
~f∈EA0,V0

Hc0(~f) A(~F∞) = A0 V(~F∞) = V0 (2.27)

in order to deduce that ~F∞ is a minimizer of the problem (⋆). In particular, ~F∞ then satisfies

Euler-Lagrange equation associated with the Canham-Helfrich energy in a weak sense and,

as a consequence, it is smooth by following the proof of [46, Theorem 4.3].

Notice that in order to have (2.27), it is enough to show

lim
ε→0+

lim inf
k→+∞

A
(
~Fk |Bε(aj )

)
→ 0,

for each aj . Again this is a consequence of the fact that supk∈NW(~Fk) < 8π. Indeed, we argue

by contradiction and assume there exists j0 ∈ {1, . . . , N} for which lim
ε→0+

lim inf
k→+∞

A
(
~Fk |Bε(aj0 )

)
>

0. Then by [27, Lemma 4.4] lim
ε→0+

lim inf
k→+∞

W
(
~Fk |Bε(aj0 )

)
≥ 4π. However, this is impossible as

8π > lim
ε→0+

lim inf
k→+∞

(
W
(
~Fk |∪N

j=1Bε(aj )

)
+ W

(
~Fk |S2\∪N

j=1Bε(aj)

))
≥ 4π + W(~F∞) ≥ 8π .
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Finally, since ~F∞ is a smooth conformal map, it is, in particular, a smooth immersion. The

fact that ~F∞ is injective, hence a smooth embedding, follows from (2.26) since the density of
~F∞ at x, for any x ∈ ~F∞(S2), coincides with ♯(~F−1

∞ (x)), and W(~F∞) < 8π. �

3. Consequences of the non-sharp quantitative Alexandrov theorem [24]

Let us begin by restating [24, Theorem 1.2] in a slightly different way.

Theorem 3.1. Let E ⊂ R
3 be C2-regular set such that P (E) ≤ C0 and |E| = |B1|. There are

constants q ∈ (0, 1], C > 1 and τ > 0, depending only on C0, such that if ‖HE−H̄E

∥∥
L2(∂E)

≤ τ

then C−1 ≤ H̄E ≤ C and there are points x1, . . . , xN with |xi − xj| ≥ 2ρ for i 6= j, where

ρ = 2H̄
−1

, such that for F = ∪N
i=1Bρ(xi) it holds

sup
x∈E∆F

|dF | +
∣∣P (E) − 4πN

1
3

∣∣ ≤ C
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥q
L2(∂E)

.

Indeed, Theorem 3.1 follows from [24, Theorem 1.2], since the volume constraint |E| = |B1|
implies

|N − ρ−3| ≤ C(C0)‖HE − H̄E‖qL2(∂E)
. (3.1)

Theorem 3.1 implies the following non-sharp version of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 3.2. There exists τ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for every C2-regular set E ⊂ R
3 which

satisfies (1.1) and
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥
L2(∂E)

≤ τ0 it holds

|H̄E − 2| + sup
x∈E∆B1(x0)

∣∣|x− x0| − 1
∣∣+
∣∣P (E) − P (B1)

∣∣ ≤ C
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥q
L2(∂E)

, (3.2)

where q ∈ (0, 1] and C > 0 are constants depending only on δ0 and x0 ∈ R
3.

Proof. Theorem 3.1 and the condition (1.1) yield

4πN
1
3 ≤ P (E) + Cτ q0 ≤ 4π

3
√

2 + Cτ q0 − δ0,

for a number N ∈ N. When τ0 is small enough the above implies N < 2 and thus N = 1.

The inequality (3.1) implies the rest of the statement. �

In turn, Corollary 3.2 allows us to establish the following powerful result, which contains

information on the topology of the sets.

Corollary 3.3. There exists τ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that, for every C∞-regular set E ⊂ R
3 which

satisfies (1.1) and
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥
L2(∂E)

≤ τ0, the boundary ∂E of E is a closed connected

embedded smooth surface of R3 with genus 0, which admits a smooth conformal orientation-

preserving diffeomorphism f : S
2 → ∂E and the conformal factor u ∈ C∞(S2), defined by

f∗g∂E = e2ugS2 , satisfies

‖u‖L∞(S2) ≤ C, (3.3)

where C is a positive constant depending only on δ0. Here, the fixed orientation of ∂E is that

one given through (2.5).
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Observe that E is connected as a consequence of the connectedness of ∂E.

Proof. By Corollary 3.2, we have for ρ = 2H−1
E that

∫

∂E
H2

E dH2 − 16π =

∫

∂E
H2

E dH2 − H̄
2
E P (E) + H̄

2
E

(
P (E) − P (B1)

)
+ 4π H̄

2
E

(
1 − ρ2

)

≤ C
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥q
L2(∂E)

≤ C τ q0 , (3.4)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on δ0. Choosing then τ0 > 0 small enough, the

boundary ∂E of E is connected and of genus zero due to the properties of the Willmore

functional discussed at the end of Subsection 2.1. Now we use Gauss-Bonnet theorem (2.12),

the fact that the genus of ∂E is zero and the estimate (3.4) in order to write
∫

∂E
|
◦

AE |2 dH2 =
1

2

∫

∂E
H2

E dH2 − 2

∫

∂E
KG

E dH2 =
1

2

∫

∂E
H2

E dH2 − 4πχ(∂E)

≤ C
∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥q
L2(∂E)

≤ Cτ q0 , (3.5)

where C > 0 is always a constant depending only on δ0. Recall that
◦

AE denotes the traceless

part of the second fundamental form and KG
E the Gaussian curvature of ∂E, defined in Subsec-

tion 2.1. Therefore, by decreasing τ0 > 0 if necessary, we may assume that ‖
◦

AE‖2L2(∂E) < 2π.

This allows us to apply Proposition 2.1 to the set F = αE such that P (F ) = 4π, as the

dilatation invariance yields
∫
∂F |

◦

AF |2 dH2 =
∫
∂E |

◦

AE |2 dH2 . Hence, there exist a universal

constant C̄ > 0 and a smooth conformal orientation-preserving diffeomorphism f : S2 → ∂E

such that

‖u+ log α‖L∞(S2) ≤ C̄, (3.6)

where f∗g∂E = e2ugS2 . We obtain the estimate (3.3) from the conditions in (1.1). �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We will prove Theorem 1.1 with a variational argument by converting the inequality into

a minimization problem. The core of the paper is to prove the following result, which then

implies Theorem 1.1 by a rather straightforward argument.

Proposition 4.1. There exists ε̄ = ε̄(δ0) ∈ (0, 1) such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε̄) the functional

Jε(E) =

∫

∂E
|HE − H̄E |2 dH2 − εP (E) (⋆ ⋆)

is minimized by the unit ball B1 in the class of C2-regular sets E ⊂ R
3 which satisfy (1.1),

i.e., |E| = |B1| and P (E) ≤ 4π 3
√

2 − δ0.

Proof. Let us divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1: There exists ε̄ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε̄), the functional Jε admits a smooth

minimizer F = F (ε) in the class of the considered sets. We begin by choosing a minimizing

sequence (En)n of C2-regular sets which satisfy (1.1) and converges to the infimum value of

Jε. By an approximation argument, we may assume that the minimizing sequence (En)n
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is smooth, i.e., ∂En are C∞-surfaces. We may also assume small oscillation of the mean

curvature: ∥∥HEn − H̄En

∥∥2
L2(∂En)

≤ 8πε̄. (4.1)

Indeed, we may always assume the minimizing sequence to have smaller energy than the ball,

i.e., Jε(En) ≤ Jε(B1). Therefore, by the perimeter bound in (1.1), it holds
∫

∂En

|HEn − H̄En |2 dH2 ≤ ε (P (En) − P (B1)) ≤ 4π
3
√

2ε ≤ 8πε̄.

As important consequences of (4.1) when ε̄ is small enough, we have by Corollary 3.2 and its

consequences (3.4)-(3.5) that

B1−Cε̄q/2(xn) ⊂ En ⊂ B1+Cε̄q/2(xn) (4.2)

|H̄En − 2| ≤Cε̄
q
2 (4.3)

0 ≤ P (En) − P (B1) ≤Cε̄
q
2 (4.4)

∫

∂En

H2
En
dH2 − 16π ≤Cε̄

q
2 (4.5)

∫

∂En

|
◦

AEn |2 dH2 ≤Cε̄
q
2 . (4.6)

Since the problem is translation invariant, we may assume that each xn is the origin. Further-

more, again for ε̄ small enough, Corollary 3.3 guarantees the existence of a uniform constant

C and a smooth conformal orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ~fn : S2 → ∂En ⊂ R
3 such

that

‖un‖L∞(S2) ≤ C, (4.7)

where un ∈ C∞(S2) is given by ~f∗ng∂En = e2ungS2 . We recall that as usual, the fixed orientation

of ∂En is that one given through (2.5).

At this point, we observe that by the above results we may write the energy Jε(En) using

the parametric approach constructed in Subsection 2.5 and have

Jε(En) =

∫

S2

(H ~fn
− H̄~fn

)2 dσg~fn
− εA(~fn) =: Jε(~fn) (4.8)

and V(~fn) = |B1|, where A(·) and V(·) are the area and the (algebraic) volume, defined

in (2.22). These equalities follow from the fact that given any positive chart (U,ϕ) of S2, then

(~fn(U), ϕ ◦ ~f−1
n ) is a positive chart of ∂En. Indeed, in such local charts, one can check

∂∂En

xi |q = ∂xi
~fn|~f−1

n (q)
g∂En
ij (q) = g

~fn
ij (~f−1

n (q))
√

det(g∂En
ij )(q) =

√
det(g

~fn
ij )(~f−1

n (q))

N∂En(q) = N
~fn(~f−1

n (q)) A∂En
ij (q) = A

~fn
ij (~f−1

n (q)) H∂En(q) = H~fn
(~f−1

n (q)).

Joining all, one gets the equality (4.8), while the identity V(~fn) = |B1| follows by also applying

the divergence theorem.

Therefore the sequence of the smooth conformal immersions ~fn of the 2-sphere S
2 into R

3

satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 2.2 and by (2.24) also the assumptions of Proposition
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2.3. Thus, by possibly passing to a converging sub-sequence, we deduce that at the limit

there exists a conformal weak immersion ~f∞ ∈ E of the 2-sphere S
2 into R

3 such that the

equalities and inequalities (2.16)–(2.20) are true.

Using the notation from Section 2.3, we then have

inf
E⊂R3

satisfies (1.1)

Jε(E) = lim
n→+∞

Jε(En) = lim
n→+∞

Jε(~fn) ≥ Jε(~f∞) =

∫

S2

(H∞ − H̄∞)2 dσ∞ − εA(~f∞)

and V(~f∞) = |B1|. The map ~f∞ ∈ E is then the bridge between the two variational problems

by virtue of the following crucial chain of inequalities,

inf
E⊂R3

satisfies (1.1)

Jε(E) ≥ Jε(~f∞) ≥ 4

(
inf

~h∈EA∞,V∞

HH̄∞
(~h)

)
− εA∞, (4.9)

where A∞ = A(~f∞), V∞ = V(~f∞) and EA∞,V∞ = {~f ∈ E : A(~f) = A∞ and V(~f) = V∞}.

Here, HH̄∞
(~h) is the Canham-Helfrich energy of the weak immersion ~h ∈ E , defined in (2.21)

with c0 = H̄∞. Therefore, next we show that the assumptions of Proposition 2.4 are satisfied.

We begin by observing that joining the limit information (2.16)–(2.19) with the inequalities

(4.1), (4.3), (4.4) we know that the estimates

0 ≤ A∞− 4π ≤ Cε̄
q
2 and |H̄∞ − 2| ≤ Cε̄

q
2 (4.10)

hold with the same uniform constant C > 0 of (4.3)-(4.4), and
∫

S2

(H∞ − H̄∞)2 dσ∞ ≤ 8πε̄. (4.11)

The first consequence of (4.10) is that the positive constants A∞, V∞ satisfy the isoperimetric

inequality 36πV 2
∞ ≤ A3

∞, as V∞ = |B1|. Let ~h1,~h2, · · · ∈ E be a minimizing sequence for the

problem inf~h∈EA∞,V∞
HH̄∞

(~h), σ̃1, σ̃2, . . . the corresponding area measures, and H̃1, H̃2, . . . the

associated mean curvatures. By Minkowski inequality

‖H̃n‖L2(S2, σ̃n) ≤ ‖H̃n − H̄∞‖L2(S2, σ̃n) + ‖H̄∞‖L2(S2, σ̃n) = ‖H̃n − H̄∞‖L2(S2, σ̃n) + H̄∞

√
A∞.

Since ~f∞ ∈ EA∞,V∞ , we may assume that HH̄∞
(~hn) ≤ HH̄∞

(~f∞) for all n ∈ N. Therefore by

(4.10) and (4.11) it holds

‖H̃n‖L2(S2, σ̃n) ≤ ‖H̃∞ − H̄∞‖L2(S2, σ∞) + H̄∞

√
A∞ ≤

√
8πε̄+ (2 + Cε̄

q
2 )

√
4π + Cε̄

q
2 .

As a consequence, for ε̄ > 0 sufficiently small, the minimizing sequence of the ~hn’s satisfies

the condition (2.23) (recall that W(~hn) = ‖H̃n‖2L2(S2, σ̃n)
/4). Thus, applying Theorem 2.4, the

infimum of the problem inf~h∈EA∞,V∞
HH̄∞

(~h) is attained by a smooth embedding ~h : S2 → R
3.

Therefore, as explained in Subsection 2.1, ~h(S2) is the C∞-boundary of a smooth bounded

set F ⊂ R
3, and it also holds P (F ) = A∞, |F | = |B1| and

HH̄∞
(~h) =

1

4

∫

∂F
(HF − H̄∞)2 dH2.
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The conclusion then follows by observing that

inf
E⊂R3

satisfies (1.1)

Jε(E) ≥ 4

(
inf

~h∈EA∞,V∞

HH̄∞
(~h)

)
− εA∞

≥
∫

∂F
(HF − H̄∞)2 dH2 − εP (F )

≥
∫

∂F
(HF − H̄F )2 dH2 − εP (F )

≥ inf
E⊂R3

satisfies (1.1)

Jε(E).

Hence, F is a smooth minimizer of the functional Jε in the class of C2-regular sets E ⊂ R
3

which satisfy (1.1).

Step 2: For each ε ∈ (0, ε̄), possibly choosing a smaller ε̄ > 0, every smooth minimizer

F = F (ε) of the functional Jε is the unit ball, i.e. up to a translation it holds F = B1.

Since F is a smooth minimizer of the functional Jε it satisfies the associated Euler-Lagrange

equation

−∆HF = |AF |2(HF − H̄F ) − 1

2
(HF − H̄F )2 HF +

ε

2
HF + λ on ∂F (4.12)

in the classical sense, where λ is the Lagrange multiplier due to the volume constraint. The

derivation of (4.12) is standard and thus we omit it. Next we prove uniform regularity

estimates for F using the priori bounds and the Euler-Lagrange equation (4.12). In the

following C will denote a constant which is independent of ε ∈ (0, ε̄) and may vary from a

line to line.

We begin by noticing that F also satisfies (for same reason of the En’s) the estimates (4.1)

and (4.2)-(4.6). In order to estimate the Lagrange multiplier λ, we integrate (4.12) over ∂F ,

use
∫
∂F ∆HF dH2 = 0 and the Young’s inequality. From the estimates on the perimeter and

on the integral average of the mean curvature it follows then that

|λ|P (F ) ≤ C

∫

∂F
(1 + |AF |3) dH2 ≤ C

∫

∂F
(1 + |AF |4) dH2,

which yields

|λ| ≤ C
(
1 + ‖AF ‖4L4(∂F )

)
, (4.13)

as P (F ) ≥ 4π. We continue by multiplying the Euler-Lagrange equation (4.12) by HF and

integrating by parts. After estimating the right hand side similarly to before, we then obtain

‖∇HF ‖2L2(∂F ) ≤ C(1 + ‖AF ‖4L4(∂F )) + |λ|P (F ) H̄F ≤ C(1 + ‖AF ‖4L4(∂F )), (4.14)

where the last inequality follows from (4.3) and (4.13). We then recall the Simon’s identity

(2.10). We muplity (2.10) by AF and integrate by parts,

‖∇AF ‖2L2(∂F ) ≤ ‖∇HF ‖2L2(∂F ) +C‖AF ‖4L4(∂F ).
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Hence, we have by the two above

‖∇AF ‖2L2(∂F ) ≤ C(1 + ‖AF ‖4L4(∂F )) ≤ C
(
1 +

∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥4
L4(∂F )

)
. (4.15)

Notice that in these last two passages we used classical properties on the norm of tensors,

see (2.3). We proceed by using the Michael-Simon inequality (2.13) with the function u =

|AF − 1
2 H̄F g|2. We then have by Cauchy-Schwarz and by (4.15) that

∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥2
4
≤ C

∫

∂F
|∇AF |

∣∣AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∣∣ + |HF |
∣∣AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∣∣2 dH2

≤ C

∫

∂F
|∇AF |

∣∣AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∣∣+ |HF − H̄F |
∣∣AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∣∣2 + H̄F

∣∣AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∣∣2 dH2

≤ C
(
‖∇AF ‖2

∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥
2

+ ‖HF − H̄F ‖2
∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥2
4

+
∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥2
2

)

≤ C

[(∥∥∥AF − H̄F

2
g
∥∥∥
2
+ ‖HF − H̄F‖2

)∥∥∥AF − H̄F

2
g
∥∥∥
2

4
+

(
1+
∥∥∥AF − H̄F

2
g
∥∥∥
2

)∥∥∥AF − H̄F

2
g
∥∥∥
2

]
.

Since the estimates (4.1) and (4.6) imply

‖HF − H̄F‖L2(∂F )+
∥∥AF − 1

2
H̄F g

∥∥
L2(∂F )

≤ C
(
‖HF − H̄F ‖L2(∂F )+

∥∥ ◦

AF

∥∥
L2(∂F )

)
≤ Cε̄

q
2 ,

when ε̄ > 0 is chosen small enough, we may absorb the term with L4-norm on the right hand

side with the that one on left hand side and as a consequence, we get

‖AF − 1

2
H̄F g‖2L4(∂F ) ≤ Cε̄

q
2 . (4.16)

Therefore using (2.9), (4.3), and (4.16) the above implies

‖HF ‖4L4(∂F ) ≤ C‖AF ‖4L4(∂F ) ≤ C
(
‖AF − 1

2
H̄F g‖4L4(∂F ) + H̄

4
FP (F )

)
≤ C. (4.17)

The inequality (4.17) and the perimeter bound imply that we may use the interpolation

inequalities from [40, Section 6] on ∂F . First, by [40, Proposition 6.2], we have

max
∂F

|HF − H̄F | ≤ C
(
‖∇HF ‖L4(∂F ) + ‖HF − H̄F ‖L4(∂F )

)
. (4.18)

To estimate the right hand side we apply [40, Proposition 6.5] and obtain

‖∇HF ‖L4(∂F ) ≤ C‖HF − H̄F ‖
3
4

W 2,2(∂F )
‖HF − H̄F‖

1
4

L2(∂F )
, (4.19)

‖HF − H̄F ‖L4(∂F ) ≤ C‖HF − H̄F ‖
1
2

W 1,2(∂F )
‖HF − H̄F‖

1
2

L2(∂F )
. (4.20)

Note that the constants in (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) are uniform, in particular, independent

of ε. Using (4.13), (4.14) and (4.17) we have

|λ| ≤ C (4.21)

‖∇HF ‖2L2(∂F ) ≤ C. (4.22)

Therefore, in order to prove

‖HF − H̄F ‖W 2,2(∂F ) ≤ C, (4.23)
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we need a uniformly bound for ‖∇2HF ‖L2(∂F ).

To this aim, we proceed in the spirit of [32, Lemma 2.5]. We multiply (2.8) by ∇HF and

integrate by parts to have
∫

∂F
|∇2HF |2 d dH2 =

∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 +

∫

∂F
AF ∗ AF ∗ ∇HF ∗ ∇HF dH2.

Then, by (2.3), arguing as in (4.15) and using (4.16) we have
∫

∂F
|∇2HF |2 d dH2 ≤

∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 + C

∫

∂F
|AF |2 |∇HF |2 dH2

≤
∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 + C

(
1 + ‖AF − 1

2
H̄F g‖2L4(∂F ) ‖∇HF ‖2L4(∂F )

)

≤
∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 + C

(
1 + ε̄

q
2 ‖∇HF ‖2L4(∂F )

)
.

(4.24)

We use again the Euler-Lagrange equation (4.12) together with the inequalities (4.3), (4.21)

and (2.9) and apply the Young’s inequality and obtain

(∆HF )2 ≤ C
(
1 + |AF |6

)
on ∂F.

This and (4.4) yield ∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 ≤ C

(
1 +

∫

∂F
|AF |6 dH2

)
. (4.25)

We apply [40, Proposition 6.1] with p = 1 to the function |AF |3 and use Hölder’s inequality

to have
(∫

∂F
|AF |6 dH2

) 1
2

≤ C
(∫

∂F
|AF |2 |∇AF | dH2 +

∫

∂F
|AF |3 dH2

)

≤ C
(
‖AF ‖2L4(∂F ) ‖∇AF ‖L2(∂F ) + ‖AF ‖

3
4

L4(∂F )

)

Therefore, the inequality

‖∇AF ‖L2(∂F ) ≤ C, (4.26)

which is a consequence of (4.15) with (4.16), along with (4.17) implies ‖AF ‖6L6(∂F ) ≤ C.

Hence, we obtain ∫

∂F
(∆HF )2 dH2 ≤ C. (4.27)

We apply [40, Proposition 6.1] to the function
√

|∇HF |4 + δ2, send δ → 0 and by the

Young’s inequality with (4.22) we have

‖∇HF ‖2L4(∂F ) ≤ C
(
‖∇2HF ‖2L2(∂F ) + ‖∇HF ‖2L2(∂F )

)
≤ C

(
1 + ‖∇2HF ‖2L2(∂F )

)
,

which together with (4.24) and (4.27) yields

‖∇2HF ‖L2(∂F ) ≤ C
(
1 + ε̄

q
2 ‖∇2HF ‖L2(∂F )

)
.

Therefore, when ε̄ is small enough we obtain ‖∇2HF ‖L2(∂F ) ≤ C. In conclusion, the estimate

(4.23) holds.
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We use (4.1), (4.19), (4.20) and (4.23) to obtain

‖∇HF ‖L4(∂F ) ≤ Cε̄
1
8 and ‖HF − H̄F‖L4(∂F ) ≤ Cε̄

1
4 .

By (4.18) this implies

max
∂F

|HF − H̄F | ≤ Cε̄
1
8 . (4.28)

Let us write (4.28) in a slightly different way. We define

H0
F =

2P (F )

3|F |
and notice that by (4.3), (4.4) and |F | = |B1| it holds

H̄F − Cε̄
q
2 ≤ 2 ≤ H0

F ≤ H̄F + Cε̄
q
2 .

Therefore we have by (4.28) that
∣∣HF − H0

F

∣∣ ≤ Cε̄
q
2 . (4.29)

This in turn implies

δcmc(F ) :=
∥∥∥

HF

H0
F

− 1
∥∥∥
C0(∂F )

≤ Cε̄
q
2 . (4.30)

Notice that the quantity δcmc(·) is scaling invariant, while H0
F is not. Therefore, scaling F

such that H0
αF = 2 and possibly choosing a smaller ε̄ > 0, the assumptions of [29, Theorem 1.8]

are satisfied by F̃ = αF , where α = P (F )/P (B1). Accordingly, by the proof of [29, Theorem

1.8] and the arguments in [47], there exists w̃ ∈ C1,1(S2) such that, up to translation, it holds

bar(F̃ ) = 0 and ∂F̃ = {(1 + w̃(x))x : x ∈ S
2} with ‖w̃‖C1(S2) ≤ C δcmc(F ). Thus,

∂F = {(1 + w(x))x : x ∈ S
2} with w(x) =

1

α

[(
1 − α

)
+ w̃

]
,

and

‖w‖C1(S2) ≤ |1 − α| + ‖w̃‖C1(S2) ≤ Cε̄ q̃ ,

for some q̃ ∈ (0, 1), by using (4.4) and its consequence α−1 ≤ 1. We may now use the

quantitative Alexandrov theorem from [47] for nearly spherical sets, by possibly decreasing

ε̄ > 0, which implies

P (F ) − P (B1) ≤ C‖w‖2W 1,2(S2) ≤ C‖HF − H̄F ‖2L2(∂F ).

Thus, we have obtained P (F )−P (B1) ≤ C1‖HF − H̄F ‖2L2(∂F ) for a uniform constant C1 > 0.

Therefore, when ε̄ < 1/C1, it holds

Jε(F ) = ‖HF − H̄F‖2L2(∂F ) − εP (F ) ≥ −εP (B1) = Jε(B1)

and the equality is true only when F is the ball. By the minimality of F we have equality in

the above and thus F is the ball. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1, which follows easily from Proposition 4.1 as we

will see below.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ε̄ > 0 be from Proposition 4.1 and fix ε ∈ (0, ε̄). For every C2-

regular E ⊂ R
3 satisfying the conditions (1.1), by Proposition 4.1, we know that Jε(E) ≥

Jε(B1), which implies

P (E) − P (B1) ≤ ε−1 ‖HE − H̄E‖2L2(∂E) .

The rest of the statement of Theorem 1.1 follows from Corollary 3.3. �

Remark 4.2. By a simple scaling argument we have the statement of Theorem 1.1 for sets

with generic volume |E| = v. Indeed, fix v > 0 and denote the radius ρ with |Bρ| = v. By

Theorem 1.1 for every δ0 > 0 there exists C(δ0) > 0 such that for every C2-regular set E ⊂ R
3

with |E| = |Bρ| and P (E) ≤ (4π 3
√

2 − δ0)ρ2 it holds

∣∣P (E) − 4πρ2
∣∣ ≤ Cρ2

∥∥HE − H̄E

∥∥2
L2(∂E)

. (4.31)

5. Application to volume preserving curvature flow

We begin this section by proving the following consequence of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that there are balls Br(x1), . . . , Br(xN ) which are quantitatively

disjoint in the sense that |xi − xj | ≥ 2r+ δ1 with i 6= j for some δ1 > 0 such that their union

F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi) has the measure |F | = |B1|. Then there is ε0 = ε0(δ1,M) > 0 such that for

all C2-regular sets E ⊂ R
3 with |E| = |B1|, P (E) ≤M and |E∆F | ≤ ε0 it holds

P (E) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ C‖HE − H̄E‖2L2(∂E),

for a constant C that depends on M and δ1 > 0.

Proof. We note that we may assume that ‖HE − H̄E‖L2(∂E) ≤ ε1, for small ε1 > 0, since

otherwise the claim is trivially true for C ≥ M/ε1. Then by Theorem 3.1 and (3.1) there

exists a union of disjoint equisize balls, denote it by F̃ , such that |F̃ | = |B1| and

sup
x∈E∆F̃

|dF̃ | +
∣∣P (E) − P (F̃ )

∣∣ ≤ Cεq1.

By the assumption |E∆F | ≤ ε0, where F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi) with |xi − xj | ≥ 2r + δ1 for i 6= j,

the sets F and F̃ must both have N many balls with the same radius r and we have

sup
x∈E∆F

|dF | +
∣∣P (E) − 4πN

1
3

∣∣ ≤ Cε0, (5.1)

when ε1 is chosen small. Note that r = N− 1
3 and N is bounded by the perimeter bound on

E. From the above we deduce that there are disjoint sets E1, . . . , EN such that E =
⋃N

i=1Ei

and Br−Cε0(xi) ⊂ Ei ⊂ Br+Cε0(xi). Let us choose for every i radius ri such that |Ei| = |Bri |.
Then r − Cε0 ≤ ri ≤ r + Cε0 and by the isoperimetric inequality

P (Ei) ≥ 4πr2i ≥ 4π(r − Cε0)2 ≥ 4πN− 2
3 − Cε0.
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On the other hand by (5.1) it holds

P (E) =
N∑

i=1

P (Ei) ≤ 4πN
1
3 + Cεq1.

Therefore it holds |P (Ei) − 4πr2i | ≤ Cε0 for all i = 1, . . . , N and (4.31) implies

P (Ei) − 4πr2i ≤ C‖HEi − H̄Ei‖2L2(∂Ei)
≤ C‖HEi − H̄E‖2L2(∂Ei)

.

Summing over i yields

P (E) − 4π

N∑

i=1

r2i ≤ C

N∑

i=1

‖HEi − H̄E‖2L2(∂E) = C‖HE − H̄E‖2L2(∂E).

Recall that the radii ri are such that
∑N

i=1 |Bri | = |B1|, i.e.,
∑N

i=1 r
3
i = 1. Therefore it holds

4π

N∑

i=1

r2i ≤ 4π

(
N∑

i=1

r3i

) 2
3
(

N∑

i=1

1

) 1
3

= 4πN
1
3

which implies the claim. �

In this section we will show how the sharp quantitative Alexandrov theorem, i.e., Theorem

1.1, implies the convergence of the flat flow for the volume preserving mean curvature flow

(1.4). We begin by recalling the definition of the flat flow. This was first given in [49],

following the associated scheme proposed in [3, 39], but here we use the variant given in

[22] since it simplifies the forthcoming analysis. We refer to [49, 47, 22] for a more detailed

introduction.

We fix the time step h > 0, and given a bounded set of finite perimeter E with |E| = v ∈
(0,+∞), we consider the minimization problem

min
{
P (F ) +

1

h

∫

F
dE dx : |F | = v

}
(5.2)

and note that the minimizer exists but might not be unique. Here dE denotes the signed

distance function as defined in (2.1). We define the dissipation of a set F with respect to a

set E as

D(F,E) :=

∫

F∆E
dist(x, ∂E) dx (5.3)

and observe that we may write the minimization problem (5.2) as

min
{
P (F ) +

1

h
D(F,E) : |F | = v

}
. (5.4)

We note that by a simple scaling argument we may reduce to the case v = |B1| by changing

the value of h.

Let E(0) ⊂ R
3 then be a bounded set of finite perimeter with |E(0)| = |B1| and which coin-

cides with its Lebesgue representative. We construct the discrete-in-time evolution {E(h)
k }k∈N

by recursion in such a way that E(0) = E and assuming that E
(h)
k is defined we set E

(h)
k+1 to

be a minimizer of (5.2) with E = E
(h)
k . Notice that by standard regularity theory ∂E

(h)
k is
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C2,α-regular (for all α ∈ (0, 1)) and therefore in (5.4) we use this exact representative in order

to compute dist(·, ∂E(h)
k ). We define the approximate volume preserving flat flow {E(h)(t)}t≥0

by setting

E(h)(t) = E
(h)
k for t ∈ [kh, (k + 1)h).

Let us then recall some basic a priori estimates for the approximative flat flow {E(h)(t)}t≥0.

Using the minimality of E
(h)
k+1 and comparing its energy (5.2) against the previous set E

(h)
k ,

we obtain the following important estimate for all k = 0, 1, . . .

P (E
(h)
k+1) +

1

h
D(E

(h)
k+1, E

(h)
k ) ≤ P (E

(h)
k ). (5.5)

In view that ∂E
(h)
k+1 is C2,α-regular (for all α ∈ (0, 1)), it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

d
E

(h)
k

h
= −H

E
(h)
k+1

+ λ
(h)
k+1 on ∂E

(h)
k+1, (5.6)

in the classical sense, where λ
(h)
k+1 is the Lagrange multiplier due to the volume penalization.

It follows from the argument in the proof of [49, Lemma 3.6] or [22, Lemma 4.2], that
∫

∂E
(h)
k+1

d2
E

(h)
k

dH2 ≤ CD(E
(h)
k+1, E

(h)
k ) (5.7)

for some universal constant C > 0. By summing (5.5) from k = 0 to k → ∞, and using (5.6)

and (5.7), we obtain the dissipation inequality
∫ ∞

h

∫

∂E(h)(t)
(HE(h)(t) − H̄E(h)(t))

2 dH2dt ≤ CP (E(0)). (5.8)

Note also that (5.5) implies that t 7→ P (E(h)(t)) is non-increasing. We now recall the definition

of flat flow.

Definition 5.2. A flat flow solution of (1.4) is any family of sets {E(t)}t≥0 which is a cluster

point of {E(h)(t)}t≥0, i.e.,

E(hn)(t) → E(t) as hn → 0 in L1 for almost every t > 0.

By [22, Theorem 1] there exists a flat flow starting from E(0).

We are interested in the long time behavior of the flow. To this aim we recall the following

elementary algebraic lemma from [23].

Lemma 5.3. Let K ∈ N and {ak}k∈{1,...,K} be a sequence of non-negative numbers. Assume

that there exists C > 1 such that
K∑

k=i

ak ≤ Cai

for every i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}. Then,

K∑

k=i+1

ak ≤
(

1 − 1

C

)i
S
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for every i ∈ {1, . . . ,K − 1}, where S :=
∑K

k=1 ak.

The following lemma is a particular case of the well-known fact that C2-sets are Λ-

minimizers of the perimeter (see e.g. [1, Lemma 4.1]).

Lemma 5.4. Let N ∈ N and Br(x1), . . . , Br(xN ) be disjoint balls in R
n, with |xi−xj| ≥ 2r+δ1

for i 6= j, and denote F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi). Then there exists a constant Λ > 0, which depends

on r, n,N and δ1, such that for every set of finite perimeter E ⊂ R
n it holds

P (F ) ≤ P (E) + Λ|E∆F |.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let {Ehn(t)}t≥0 an approximate flat flow converging to {E(t)}t≥0

and let N , r > 0, and xi(t), i = 1, . . . , N , be as in the statement. By rescaling we may assume

that |E(0)| = |B1|. Set

fn(t) = P (E(hn)(t)).

By (5.5) the fn’s are monotone non-increasing functions which are bounded by P (E(0)).

Therefore, by Helly’s Selection Theorem, up to passing to a further sub-sequence (not re-

labeled), we may assume that the functions fn’s converge pointwise to some non-increasing

function f∞ : [0,+∞) → R. Note that it follows from (1.6) and Lemma 5.4 that

lim
t→∞

f∞(t) ≥ 4πN
1
3 .

We need to distinguish two cases.

Case 1. We first assume that

f∞(t) > 4πN
1
3 for all t ∈ [0,+∞). (5.9)

We obsere that by using the argument in [24], i.e., using the estimates (4.23) and (4.25)

in the proof of [24, Theorem 1.1], we have that for every ε > 0 there exists Tε > 1 with the

following property: for every T > Tε there exists h0 = h0(ε, T ) > 0 such that for 0 < hn ≤ h0

and t ∈ (Tε, T ) there exist points x
(hn)
1 (t), . . . , x

(hn)
N (t) satisfying

(a) |x(hn)
i (t) − x

(hn)
j (t)| ≥ 2r and x

(hn)
i (t) → xi(t) as hn → 0,

(b) sup
E(hn)(t)∆F (hn)(t)

dist(·, ∂F (hn)(t)) ≤ ε, where we have set F (hn)(t) :=

N⋃

i=1

Br

(
x
(hn)
i (t)

)
.

Recall now that |E(hn)(·)∆E(·)| → 0 uniformly in (Tε, T ), as E(hn)(·) and E(·) are Hölder

continuous [49, 24, 22], and recall that (1.6) holds. Hence by choosing Tε larger and h0

smaller, we may also ensure (by triangular inequality) that F (hn)(t) is uniformly (Cε)-close

to F (t) in (Tε, T ) with respect to the L1-distance, and thus with respect to the Hausdorff

distance up to change the constant C, which is always independent both of n and T . Hence,

by choosing ε sufficiently small and recalling (1.7), we may assume that in fact

|x(hn)
i (t) − x

(hn)
j (t)| ≥ 2r +

δ1
2

for 0 < hn ≤ h0 and t ∈ (Tε, T ).
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We may thus use Lemma 5.1 to deduce that

P (E(hn)(t)) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ C‖HE(hn)(t) − H̄E(hn)(t)‖2L2(∂E(hn)(t))

, (5.10)

for a constant that depends on P (E(0)) and δ1.

We proceed by proving that the E(t) converges in L1-sense. The argument is now similar

to that of [23, Theorem 1.2] but some modifications are needed. In what follows C will denote

a positive constant independent both of n and T , which may change from line to line and

also within the same display.

Let T > Tε be as above. Then, by (5.9) and the definition of f∞ it follows that

P (E(hn)(t)) > 4πN
1
3 for all t ∈ [0, T ]

and for 0 < hn ≤ h0 (by taking h0 > 0 smaller if needed). In turn (for the same n’s), by

iterated use of (5.5) and then by (5.10) we deduce for all t ∈ (Tε + hn, T − hn)

1

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

D(E
(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ P (E(hn)(t)) − P (E(hn)(T )) < P (E(hn)(t)) − 4πN

1
3

≤ C̃‖HE(hn)(t) − H̄E(hn)(t)‖2L2 ,

where ⌊a⌋ denotes the integer part of a > 0.

We proceed by using the Euler-Lagrange equation (5.6) and the estimate (5.7) to get

‖HE(hn)(t) − H̄E(hn)(t)

∥∥2
L2 ≤ ‖HE(hn)(t) − λ

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋

∥∥2
L2

=
1

h2n
‖dE(hn)(t−hn)

∥∥2
L2(∂E(hn)(t))

≤ C

h2n
D(E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋
, E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋−1
).

(5.11)

The two previous displays yield

1

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋−1

D(E
(hh)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ C + hn

h2n
D(E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋
, E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋−1
) ≤ C ′

h2n
D(E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋
, E

(hn)

⌊ t
hn

⌋−1
)

with C ′ > 0 independent of T and n. Denoting ak = 1
hn

D(E
(hh)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) and recalling that

1

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ Tε
hn

]

D(E
(hh)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ P (E(hn)(Tε)) ≤ P (E(0))

we may use Lemma 5.3 to deduce

1

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

D(E
(hh)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ P (E(0))

(
1 − hn

C ′

)⌊ t
hn

⌋−⌊ Tε
hn

⌋

≤ Ce−t/C′
(5.12)

for all t ∈ (Tε + hn, T − hn) and 0 < hn ≤ h0.
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By [49, Proposition 3.4] it holds

|E(hn)
k+1 ∆E

(hn)
k | ≤ ClP (E

(hn)
k+1 ) +

C

l
D(E

(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k )

for all l ≤ 1
C

√
hn. Therefore, by the inequality above, by P (E

(hn)
k+1 ) ≤ P (E(0)) and by (5.12)

for every t, s, with Tε + hn ≤ t < s ≤ t+ 1 ≤ T − hn, we have that

|E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤
⌊ s
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

|E(hn)
k+1 ∆E

(hn)
k |

≤ CP (E(0))l
s − t

hn
+
C

l

⌊ s
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

D(E
(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k )

≤ Cl

hn
+
C hn
l
e−t/C′

,

(5.13)

for all l ≤ 1
C

√
hn and 0 < hn ≤ h0. In particular, choosing l = hne

−t/2C′
, we have

|E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤ Ce−t/2C′
.

Passing to the limit as hn → 0, we get

|E(t)∆E(s)| ≤ Ce−t/2C′
for all Tε ≤ t < s ≤ t+ 1 ≤ T. (5.14)

Since T > Tε is arbitrary, we conclude that E(t) converges exponentially fast to a set of finite

perimeter F in L1, which by our assumptions is necessarily of the form

F =

N⋃

i=1

Br(xi), with |xi − xj | ≥ 2r + δ1 for i 6= j. (5.15)

Let us also observe that for t ∈ (Tε + hn, T − hn) and 0 < hn ≤ h0 we have

∫ T−hn

t+hn

‖HE(hn)(s) − H̄E(hn)(s)

∥∥2
L2(∂E(hn)(s))

ds ≤
⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

hn‖H
E

(hn)
k+1

− H̄
E

(hn)
k+1

∥∥2
L2(∂E

(hn)
k+1 )

≤ C

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

D(E
(hh)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ Ce−t/C′

(5.16)

where in the second inequality we argued as in (5.11), while in the last we used (5.12).

For the same t > Tε + 1 and 0 < hn ≤ h0 we deduce from (5.16) and from the mean value

theorem that there exists tn ∈ [t− e−t/2C′
, t] such that

‖HE(hn)(tn)
− H̄E(hn)(tn)

∥∥2
L2(∂E(hn)(tn))

≤ Ce−t/2C′
.
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By Theorem 3.1 and (3.1) we deduce that E(hn)(tn) is close to a set F (hn)(tn) :=
⋃N

i=1Br(x
(hn)
i (tn)),

for suitable x
(hn)
i (tn) ∈ R

3, not only in L1-sense but also

sup
x∈E(hn)(tn)∆F (hn)(tn)

dist(·, ∂F (hn)(tn)) + P (E(hn)(tn)) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ Ce−qt/4C′

. (5.17)

Since tn ≤ t we have P (E(hn)(tn)) ≥ P (E(hn)(t)) and thus (5.17) holds a fortiori with

P (E(hn)(tn)) replaced by P (E(hn)(t)). Therefore sending hn → 0, we deduce by the lower

semicontinuity of the perimeter that

P (E(t)) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ Ce−qt/4C′

. (5.18)

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.4 we have

4πrN
1
3 = P (F ) ≤ P (E(t)) + Λ|E(t)∆F | (5.19)

with F given by (5.15). Recalling that |E(t)∆F | → 0 exponentially fast, (5.18) and (5.19)

yield the exponential convergence of P (E(t)) to N4πr2 as t→ +∞.

We now turn to the Hausdorff convergence. Notice that inequality (5.17) is true for t,

possibly with a worse exponential rate, by applying [24, Lemma 4.3], and observe that passing

to the limit in (5.17) (up to a t-dependent further sub-sequence, if needed) yields

sup
E(t)∆F (t)

dist(·, ∂F (t)) ≤ Ce−qt/2C′
, (5.20)

where F (t) :=
⋃N

i=1Br(xi(t)) for suitable xi(t) ∈ R
3. Recalling that |E(t)∆F | → 0 expo-

nentially fast as t → +∞, we deduce that also F (t) converges to F exponentially fast (with

respect to the L1-distance and hence the Hausdorff distance) and thus (5.20) holds also with

F (t) replaced by F , possibly with a worse exponential rate.

Case 2. Assume that here exists t̄ > 0 such that f∞(t) = 4πN
1
3 for every t ≥ t̄. In this case

we will show that for large times E(t) coincides with F . The argument is identical to that of

[23, Theorem 1.2-Case 2] but reproduce it for the reader’s convenience.

By monotonicity of the functions fn’s, we have that for every T > t̄, {fn} converges

uniformly to f∞ ≡ 4πN
1
3 in [t̄, T ]. In particular, using that

1

hn
D(E

(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ fn(khn) − fn((k + 1)hn),

we deduce for every t ∈ [t̄, T − hn]

⌊ T
hn

⌋−1∑

k=⌊ t
hn

⌋

h−1
n D(E

(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ) ≤ fn

(
⌊ t
hn

⌋hn
)
− fn

(
⌊ T
hn

⌋hn
)

=: bn → 0 as hn → 0.
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Arguing as in (5.13), for every t̄ ≤ t < s ≤ T − hn, we get

|E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤ Cl
s− t

hn
P (E(0)) +

C

l

⌊ s
hn

⌋−1∑

k=[ t
hn

]

D(E
(hn)
k+1 , E

(hn)
k ),

for all l ≤ 1
C

√
hn. Choosing ℓ =

√
bnhn, we conclude that

|E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤ C
√
bn(s− t)P (E(0)) +C

√
bn → 0,

that is E(t) = E(s) for every t̄ < t < s < T . By the arbitrariness of T > t̄ and recalling that

by assumption E(t) converges to a disjoint union of balls up to translations, we necessarily

have E(t) = F for all t ≥ t̄, with F as in (5.15). �

6. The asymptotics of the 3D Mullins-Sekerka flow

Let us first construct a flat flow solution for the Mullins-Sekerka flow (1.8) in the three-

dimensional flat torus T3
R = R

3/(RZ3) with R ≥ 1. The construction in the case of a bounded

domain is due to Luckhaus and Sturzenhecker [39], while the two dimensional flat torus T2 is

considered in [23]. The construction in T
3
R is essentially the same as in the two-dimensional

case but we repeat it for the reader’s convenience. First, the perimeter of E in the flat torus

T
3
R is defined as

PT3
R

(E) := sup
{∫

E
divX dx : X ∈ C1(T3

R,R
3), ‖X‖L∞ ≤ 1

}
.

Here X ∈ C1(T3
R,R

2) means that the Z
3
R-periodic extension of X to R

3 is continuously

differentiable. For a given set of finite perimeter E ⊂ T
3
R, with |E| = v, we consider the

minimization problem

min
{
PT3

R
(F ) +

h

2

∫

T3
R

|DUF,E|2 dx : with |F | = |E| = v
}
, (6.1)

where the function UF,E ∈ H1(T3
R) is the solution of

−∆UF,E =
1

h
(χF − χE) (6.2)

with zero average. We note first that by a simple scaling argument we may reduce to the case

v = |B1| by changing the values of R and h. As proven in [39, 54] there exists a minimizer for

(6.1), but it might not be unique. Concerning the regularity of the minimizers, we may argue

as in [23] to deduce that the minimizing set F is C3,α-regular and satisfies the associated

Euler-Lagrange equation

UF,E = −HF + λ on ∂F

in the classical sense, where λ is the Lagrange multiplier due to the volume constraint.

We denote

D(F,E) :=

∫

T3
R

|DUF,E|2 dx, (6.3)
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where UF,E is defined in (6.2). We define the H−1-norm of a function f on the torus T
3
R by

duality as

‖f‖H−1(T3
R) := sup

{∫

T3
R

ϕf dx : ‖Dϕ‖L2(T3
R) ≤ 1

}
.

Then, by (6.2) and by integration by parts we have

‖χF − χE‖2H−1(T3
R) ≤ h2 ‖DUF,E‖2L2(T3

R) = h2 D(F,E). (6.4)

We fix the time step h > 0, the initial set E(0) ⊂ T
3
R and let E

(h)
1 be a minimizer of (6.1)

with E(0) = E. We construct the discrete-in-time evolution (E
(h)
k )k∈N as before by induction

such that, assuming that E
(h)
k is defined, we set E

(h)
k+1 to be a minimizer of (6.1) with E = E

(h)
k

and denote the associated potential for short by U
(h)
k+1, which is the solution of

−∆U
(h)
k+1 =

1

h

(
χ
E

(h)
k+1

− χ
E

(h)
k

)
(6.5)

with zero average. The Euler-Lagrange equation now reads as

U
(h)
k+1 = −H

E
(h)
k+1

+ λ
(h)
k+1 on ∂E

(h)
k+1. (6.6)

Using the minimality of E
(h)
k+1 and comparing its energy against the previous set E

(h)
k , we

obtain

PT3
R

(E
(h)
k+1) +

h

2
D(E

(h)
k+1, E

(h)
k ) ≤ PT3

R
(E

(h)
k ), (6.7)

where D(E
(h)
k+1, E

(h)
k ) is defined in (6.3).

As before we define the approximative flat flow {E(h)(t)}t≥0 by setting

E(h)(t) = E
(h)
k and U (h)(t) = U

(h)
k for t ∈ [kh, (k + 1)h)

and we call a flat flow solution of (1.8) any cluster point {E(t)}t≥0 of {E(h)(t)}t≥0 as h→ 0,

i.e.,

E(hn)(t) → E(t) in L1 for almost every t > 0 and for some hn → 0.

Arguing exactly as in [54, Proposition 3.1] we may conclude that there exists a flat flow

solution of (1.8) starting from E(0) such that PT3
R

(E(t)) ≤ PT3
R

(E(0)), |E(t)| = |E(0)| for

every t ≥ 0 and {E(t)}t≥0 satisfies the equation (1.8) in a weak sense. Moreover the estimate

(6.7) implies the dissipation inequality, which states that for all T2 > T1 it holds

1

2

∫ T2+h

T1+h
‖DU (h)(t)‖2L2(T3

R) dt ≤ PT3
R

(E
(h)
T1

) − PT3
R

(E
(h)
T2

). (6.8)

Also the limit U (h)(t) → U(t), up to a sub-sequence, exists for almost every t.

We state the following continuity result for the flat flow. The proof can be traced from

[39], but we sketch it for the reader’s convenience.
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Lemma 6.1. Let {E(h)(t)}t≥0 be an approximative flat flow solution of (1.8) starting from

a set of finite perimeter E(0) ⊂ T
3
R with volume |E(0)| = v and perimeter PT3

R
(E(0)) ≤ M .

Then for all t > s ≥ 2h with h ≤ t− s ≤ 1 it holds

|E(h)(t)∆E(h)(s)| ≤ C(t− s)
1
4 ,

where the constant depends on v and M .

Proof. Let us fix s, t as in the assumptions and let U (h)(s) and U (h)(t) be the potentials

associated with the sets E(h)(s) and E(h)(t). We use (6.4) and (6.8) for the approximative

flat flow to deduce

‖χE(h)(t) − χE(h)(s)‖H−1(T3
R) ≤

∫ t+h

s−h

1

h
‖χE(h)(τ+h) − χE(h)(τ)‖H−1(T3

R) dτ

≤ 2

(∫ t+h

s−h

1

h2
‖χE(h)(τ+h) − χE(h)(τ)‖2H−1(T3

R) dτ

) 1
2 √

t− s

≤ 2

(∫ ∞

h
‖DU (h)(t)‖2L2(T3

R) dτ

) 1
2 √

t− s

≤ 2
√

2PT3
R

(E(0))
√
t− s.

By [39, Lemma 3.1] the following interpolation inequality holds for ϕ ∈ BV (T3
R) and all

ρ ∈ (0, ρ0)

‖ϕ‖L1(T3
R) ≤ ρ(‖Dϕ‖L1(T3

R) + c) +
C

ρ
‖ϕ‖H−1(T3

R). (6.9)

We use (6.9) with ϕ = χE(h)(t) − χE(h)(s) and have by the above and by PT3
R

(E(h)(t̄)) ≤
PT3

R
(E(0)) for all t̄ > 0

|E(h)(t)∆E(h)(s)| ≤ ρ(PT3
R

(E(0)) + c) +
C

ρ
‖χE(h)(t) − χE(h)(s)‖H−1(T3

R)

≤ ρ(PT3
R

(E(0)) + c) +
C

ρ

√
2PT3

R
(E(0))

√
t− s.

The claim follows by choosing ρ = ρ0(t− s)
1
4 . �

To proceed, we need the following density estimate which is similar to [23, Proposition

4.1] and [57, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 6.2. Let E ⊂ T
3
R, with R ≥ 1, be a set of class C3, with |E| = v and PT3

R
(E) ≤M ,

and let uE ∈ C1(T3
R) be a function with zero average such that ‖DuE‖L2(T3

R) ≤M and

HE = −uE + λ on ∂E for some λ ∈ R. (6.10)

Then for all ρ ∈ (0, 1) it holds

1

C
≤ H2(∂E ∩Bρ(x))

ρ2
≤ C, (6.11)

where the constant C > 1 depends only on v and M .
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Proof. We note that by (6.10) for every X ∈ C1(T3
R;R3) it holds

∫

∂E
divTX dH2 =

∫

E
div
(
(−uE + λ)X

)
dx. (6.12)

Therefore the statement follows from [57, Lemma 2.1] once we bound the Lagrange multiplier

λ ∈ R. The challenge is that we need to bound λ such that the bound is independent of R.

To this aim we obtain by [24, Proposition 2.3], or [47, Lemma 2.1], that there is a radius

r ∈ (0, 1) depending on v,M , and points x1, x2 ∈ T
3
R such that |x1 − x2| > 4r and

|E ∩Br(x1)| ≥ 1

2
|Br| and |E ∩Br(x2)| ≤ δ|Br|, (6.13)

where δ > 0 is a small number which choice will be clear later. Let ηε be the standard

convolution kernel and choose f1 = χB3r/2(x1) ∗ ηε and f2 = 27χB r
2
(x2) ∗ ηε for ε = r

4 , and let

ζ ∈ C∞(T3
R) be the solution of

∆ζ = f1 − f2 (6.14)

in T
3
R with zero average.

Let us show that

‖Dζ‖L2(T3
R) ≤ C, (6.15)

for a constant C, which is independent of R. To this aim we multiply (6.14) by ζ, integrate

by parts and recall the homogeneous Poincaré inequality in three-dimension

‖u‖L6(T3
R) ≤ C‖Du‖L2(T3

R),

which holds for all u with zero average for a uniform constant C, and deduce

‖Dζ‖2L2(T3
R) = −

∫

T3
R

∆ζ ζ dx = −
∫

T3
R

(f1 − f2) ζ dx

≤ ‖f1 − f2‖
L

6
5 (T3

R)
‖ζ‖L6(T3

R) ≤ C‖Dζ‖L2(T3
R),

where the constant depends on v and M . Hence we have (6.15).

Let us fix x ∈ T
3
R. By standard estimates for the Poisson equation it holds for α ∈ (0, 1)

‖D2ζ‖Cα(B1(x)) ≤ C(‖Dζ‖L2(B2(x)) + ‖f1 − f2‖Cα(B2(x))),

where the constant depends only on α. Since x is arbitrary, the bound (6.15) implies

‖D2ζ‖L∞(T3
R) ≤ C. (6.16)

We proceed by multiplying the equation (6.10) by Dζ · νE, where νE is the outer unit

normal of E, use the divergence theorem and have

∣∣
∫

∂E
(−uE+λ)(Dζ·νE) dH2

∣∣ =
∣∣
∫

∂E
HE(Dζ·νE) dH2

∣∣ =
∣∣
∫

∂E
divTDζ dH2

∣∣ ≤ C‖D2ζ‖L∞PT3
R

(E).

On the other hand it holds

|λ|
∣∣
∫

∂E
(Dζ · νE) dH2

∣∣ = |λ|
∣∣
∫

E
∆ζ dx

∣∣ = |λ|
∣∣
∫

E
f1 − f2 dx

∣∣.
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It follows from the choice of the points x1 and x2 in (6.13) that
∫
E f1 − f2 dx ≥ c0 > 0, for c0

depending on v and M , when δ is small enough. Therefore we need yet to show

∣∣
∫

∂E
uE(Dζ · νE) dH2

∣∣ ≤ C (6.17)

in order to have the uniform bound |λ| ≤ C.

We use the divergence theorem (for E and T
3
R \E ) and have

∣∣
∫

∂E
uE(Dζ · νE) dH2

∣∣ ≤ 1

2

∫

T3
R

|uE||∆ζ| + |DuE||Dζ| dx.

By the assumption ‖DuE‖L2(T3
R) ≤M and by (6.15) we have

∫

T3
R

|DuE ||Dζ| dx ≤ ‖DuE‖L2(T3
R)‖Dζ‖L2(T3

R) ≤ C.

On the other hand, by the equation (6.14) and by the homogeneous Poincaré inequality it

holds ∫

T3
R

|uE ||∆ζ| dx ≤ ‖uE‖L6(T3
R)‖f1 − f2‖

L
6
5 (T3

R)
≤ C‖DuE‖L2(T3

R) ≤ C.

Hence we have (6.17) and the claim follows. �

Since we have the density estimates we may use the trace theorem due to Meyers-Ziemer

[43]. Indeed it follows from [43, Theorem 4.7] that if E is as in the statement of Lemma 6.2,

and hence satisfies (6.11), then for every ϕ ∈ C1(T3
R) it holds

∣∣
∫

∂E
ϕdH2

∣∣ ≤ C ′‖ϕ‖W 1,1(T3
R) , (6.18)

with C ′ depending on M and R. The following proposition then follows from Theorem 3.1

and Lemma 5.1.

Proposition 6.3. Let E ⊂ T
3
R be C3-regular set such that |E| = |B1|, PT3

R
(E) ≤ M and let

uE ∈ C1(T3
R) be a function with zero average which satisfies

HE = −uE + λ on ∂E for some λ ∈ R.

Then there exist q ∈ (0, 1) and R0 = R0(M) ≥ 1 such that when R ≥ R0, there are disjoint

balls Br(x1), . . . , Br(xN ) with r = N− 1
3 such that for F =

⋃N
i=1Br(xi) it holds

|E∆F | + |P (E) − 4πN
1
3 | ≤ C‖DuE‖qL2(T3

R)
,

where C > 1 depends on M and R.

If in addition the balls Br(x1), . . . , Br(xN ) are quantitatively disjoint in the sense that

|xi − xj | ≥ 2r + δ1 with i 6= j for some δ1 > 0, then there is ε = ε(δ1,M) > 0 such that if

|E∆F | ≤ ε, where F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi), then the estimate improves as

P (E) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ C‖DuE‖2L2(T3

R),

for a constant C that depends on M,R and δ1 > 0.
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Proof. In order to prove the first inequality we may assume that ‖DuE‖L2(T3
R) ≤ ε1, where

ε1 > 0 is a small number which choice will be clear later, since otherwise the claim is trivially

true when we choose F = B1 and the constant C large enough. Let us begin by proving that

every component of the boundary ∂E are quantitatively bounded. To be more precise if Σ′

is a component of ∂E then we claim that it holds

diam(Σ′) ≤ C (6.19)

for a constant that is independent of R. Indeed, this follows from the density estimate (6.11)

by the following well-known argument. We can choose points x1, . . . , xk0 ∈ Σ′ such that
1
2 ≤ |xi − xj| for i 6= j and k0 ≥ diam(Σ′). Then by the perimeter bound and (6.11) it holds

M ≥ H2(Σ′) ≥
k0∑

i=1

H2(Σ′ ∩B 1
4
(xi)) ≥

k0
16C

≥ diam(Σ′)

16C

and (6.19) follows. Thanks to the diameter bound (6.19) we may use the results from the

previous sections when we choose R0 large enough, i.e., R0 ≥ 2C ≥ 2diam(Σ′).

We use (6.18) for ϕ = u2E and obtain

‖uE‖2L2(∂E) ≤ ‖u2E‖W 1,1(T3
R) ≤ C ′‖DuE‖2L2(T3

R),

where the last inequality follows from Poincaré inequality. The assumption HE = −uE + λ

on ∂E yields

‖HE − H̄E‖2L2(∂E) ≤ ‖HE − λ‖2L2(∂E) = ‖uE‖2L2(∂E) ≤ C ′‖DuE‖2L2(T3
R). (6.20)

Since ‖DuE‖L2(T3
R) ≤ ε1, then it holds ‖HE − H̄E‖L2(∂E) ≤ τ , where τ > 0 is from Theorem

3.1, when ε1 is small enough. Then Theorem 3.1 with (3.1) implies

sup
x∈E∆F

|dF | + |PT3
R

(E) − 4πN
1
3 | ≤ C‖HE − H̄E‖qL2(∂E)

≤ C ′‖DuE‖qL2(T3
R)
, (6.21)

where F is as in the statement. Hence we have the first claim.

In order to prove the second claim we again notice that we may assume ‖DuE‖L2(T3
R) ≤ ε1.

The claim then follows from (6.19), (6.20) and from Proposition 5.1. �

We are now ready the prove Theorem 1.3. Since the argument for the first statement is

similar to [24, Theorem 1.1] (see also [17]), while the second stamen follows from a similar

argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we only give the outline of the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let {E(hn)(t)}t≥0 be an approximative flat flow converging to {E(t)}t≥0.

As we discussed above, we may assume that |E(0)| = |B1|.
Let us consider the first claim. We begin by using the dissipation inequality (6.8) for

Tl = l2 − h, where l = 1, 2, . . . and obtain by the mean value theorem a sequence of times

T h
l ∈ [l2, (l + 1)2] such that

‖DU (h)(T h
l )‖2L2(T3

R) ≤
1

l

∫ (l+1)2

l2
‖DU (h)(t)‖2L2(T3

R) dt ≤
PT3

R
(E0)

l
.
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Denote the associated sets by Eh
l = E(h)(T h

l ). Then by Proposition 6.3 we find an index l0,

which is independent of h, such that for every l ≥ l0 there is Nh
l ∈ N such that for the union

of disjoint balls with radius rl,h = (Nh
l )−

1
3 , F h

l =
⋃Nh

l
i=1Brl,h(xli), it holds

|Eh
l ∆F h

l | + |P (Eh
l ) − 4π(Nh

l )
1
3 | ≤ C l−

q
2 . (6.22)

Since the perimeter is decreasing P (E(h)(T h
l+1)) ≤ P (E(h)(T h

l )), also the number of the balls

Nh
l is decreasing for l ≥ l0. Therefore, by passing to the converging sub-sequence (hn), we

obtain that the limit sequence {Nl}l≥l0 , where Nhn
l → Nl, is also monotone and thus it has a

limit N = liml→∞Nl and there is l1 ≥ l0 such that Nl = N for all l ≥ l1. But since Nhn
l → Nl

and Nhn
l are also monotone, we deduce that for every L > l1 it holds

Nhn
l = N for all l1 ≤ l ≤ L (6.23)

when hn is small, depending on L.

We obtain from (6.22) and (6.23) that

|P (Ehn
l ) − 4πN

1
3 | ≤ C l−

q
2 for all l1 ≤ l ≤ L

when hn is small. But again since t 7→ P (E(hn)(t)) is monotone, we deduce that for every

ε > 0 there is Tε > 1, independent of hn, such that for all t ∈ (Tε − 1, T ) where T > 2Tε is

arbitrary it holds

|P (E(hn)(t)) − 4πN
1
3 | ≤ ε, (6.24)

when hn ≤ h0(ε, T ). Using this together with the dissipation inequality (6.8) we deduce

1

2

∫ T

Tε

‖DU (hn)(t)‖2L2(T3
R) dt ≤ 2ε.

Let us denote Ihn
ε = {t ∈ (Tε, T ) : ‖DU (hn)(t)‖2

L2(T3
R)

≥ √
ε}. Then by the above it holds

|Ihn
ε | ≤ 4

√
ε. Moreover by Proposition 6.3 we obtain that for all t ∈ (Tε, T ) \ Ihn

ε there is a

union of N -many disjoint balls with radius r = N− 1
3 , F (hn)(t) =

⋃N
i=1Br(x

hn
i (t)) such that

|E(hn)(t)∆F (hn)(t)| ≤ Cε
q
4 .

We use the Hölder continuity |E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤ C|t− s| 14 , for s+h ≤ t ≤ 1 from Lemma

6.1 and the fact that the above holds for all t ∈ (Tε, T ) \ Ihn
ε with |Ihn

ε | ≤ 4
√
ε to deduce that

for all t ∈ (Tε, T ) it holds

|E(hn)(t)∆F (hn)(t)| ≤ Cε
q
8 , (6.25)

where F (hn)(t) =
⋃N

i=1Br(x
hn
i (t)) for r = N− 1

3 . The convergence |E(t)∆F (t)| → 0 as t→ ∞
follows by passing (6.25) to the limit hn → 0 and recalling that T is arbitrary.

We proceed to prove the second claim. We assume still that {Ehn(t)}t≥0 is an approximate

flat flow converging to {E(t)}t≥0 and let N , r > 0, and xi(t), i = 1, . . . , N , be as in the

statement. As in the proof of Theorem 1.2 we set

fn(t) = P (E(hn)(t))
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and observe that the fn’s are bounded monotone non-increasing functions. Therefore the

functions fn’s converge pointwise to some non-increasing function f∞ : [0,+∞) → R. It

follows from (6.24) that limt→∞ f∞(t) = 4πN
1
3 . Again we distinguish two cases.

Case 1. Assume first f∞(t) > 4πN
1
3 for all t ∈ [0,+∞).

We recall that it follows from (6.25) that for any ε > 0 there is Tε > 1 such that for all

t ∈ (Tε, T ) it holds

|E(hn)(t)∆F (hn)(t)| ≤ Cε
q
8 ,

when hn is small. Here F (hn)(t) =
⋃N

i=1Br(x
hn
i (t)) for r = N− 1

3 and |xhn
i (t) − xhn

j (t)| > 2r.

We use that fact that |E(hn)(·)∆E(·)| → 0 uniformly in [Tε, T ] to obtain

|E(t)∆F̃ (t)| ≤ Cε
q
8 for all t ∈ (Tε, T ),

where F̃ (t) =
⋃N

i=1Br(x̃i(t)). The assumption |E(t)∆F (t)| → 0 as t → ∞ for F (t) =⋃N
i=1Br(xi(t)) with |xi(t) − xj(t)| ≥ 2r + δ1 implies that, by possibly enlarging Tε, we have

|E(hn)(t)∆F (t)| ≤ Cε
q
8 for all t ∈ (Tε, T ) (6.26)

when hn is small. We may thus use the second inequality in Proposition 6.3 to deduce

P (E(hn)(t)) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ C‖DU (hn)(t)‖2L2(T3

R)

for all t ∈ (Tε, T ). We then use the assumption f∞(t) > 4πN
1
3 for all for all t ∈ [0,+∞) to

deduce that it holds

0 ≤ P (E(hn)(t)) − 4πN
1
3 ≤ C‖DU (hn)(t)‖2L2(T3

R) (6.27)

for all t ∈ (Tε, T ), when hn is small.

We proceed by choosing k ≥ ⌊ Tε
hn

⌋+1 and kT = ⌊ T
hn

⌋−1. We use (6.7) iteratively and then

(6.27) to obtain

hn
2

kT−1∑

i=k

D(E
(hn)
i+1 , E

(hn)
i ) ≤ PT3

R
(E

(hn)
k ) − PT3

R
(E

(hn)
kT

) ≤ PT3
R

(E
(hn)
k ) − 4πN

1
3

≤ C‖DU
(hn)
k ‖2L2(T3

R) = CD(E
(hn)
k , E

(hn)
k−1 ),

where the equality follows from the definition (6.3) of the dissipation D(·, ·). We now argue

precisely as in the proof of [23, Theorem 1.3] (which in turn is similar to the argument in the

proof of Theorem 1.2) and deduce that for every t ∈ (Tε + hn, T − hn) it holds

hn

⌊ T
hn

⌋∑

i=⌊ t
hn

⌋

D(E
(hn)
i+1 , E

(hn)
i ) ≤ Ce−

t
C′
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for a constants C,C ′, depending on M, δ1 and R. Then, by (6.4) and by the above inequality

we have that for Tε + hn < s < t < s+ 1 < T − hn it holds

‖χE(hn)(t) − χE(hn)(s)‖H−1(T3
R) ≤

⌊ t
hn

⌋∑

i=⌊ s
hn

⌋+1

‖χ
E

(hn)
i

− χ
E

(hn)
i−1

‖H−1(T3
R)

≤
√
t− s√
hn

( ⌊ t
hn

⌋∑

i=⌊ s
hn

⌋+1

‖χ
E

(hn)
i

− χ
E

(hn)
i−1

‖2H−1(T3
R)

) 1
2

≤ 1√
hn

( ⌊ t
hn

⌋∑

i=⌊ s
hn

⌋+1

h2nD(E
(hn)
i , E

(hn)
i−1 )

) 1
2

≤ C e−
s

2C′ ,

when hn is small. Using (6.9) with ϕ = χE(hn)(t) − χE(hn)(s) and ρ = e−
s

4C′ , we obtain by the

above that

|E(hn)(t)∆E(hn)(s)| ≤ C e−
s

4C′ ,

by possible increasing C. Passing hn → 0 yields |E(t)∆E(s)| ≤ C e
− s

4C0 for Tε < s < t <

s + 1 < T . Since T was arbitrary we deduce that E(t) converges exponentially fast to a set

F which by (6.26) is of the form F =
⋃N

i=1Br(xi) with |xi − xj | ≥ 2r + δ1, i.e.,

|E(t)∆F | ≤ C e−
t

4C′ ,

for C, which depends on E(0) and δ1. The convergence of the perimeters

|P (E(t)) − 4πN
1
3 | ≤ Ce−

t
C

follows from the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Case 2. There exists t̄ > 0 such f∞(t) = 4πN
1
3 for all t ∈ [t̄,+∞). In this case we argue

exactly as in Theorem 1.2 to infer that E(t) = F for every t ≥ t̄. �
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Email address: vesa.julin@jyu.fi

Dipartimento di Scienze Matematiche Fisiche e Informatiche, Università di Parma, Italy
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