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CONVEXITY ESTIMATES FOR HYPERSURFACES MOVING BY
CONCAVE CURVATURE FUNCTIONS

STEPHEN LYNCH

ABSTRACT. We study fully nonlinear geometric flows that deform strictly k-convex
hypersurfaces in Euclidean space with pointwise normal speed given by a con-
cave function of the principal curvatures. Specifically, the speeds we consider are
obtained by performing a nonlinear interpolation between the mean and the k-
harmonic mean of the principal curvatures. Our main result is a convexity estimate
showing that, on compact solutions, regions of high curvature are approximately
convex. In contrast to the mean curvature flow, the fully nonlinear flows considered
here preserve k-convexity in a Riemannian background, and we show that the con-
vexity estimate carries over to this setting as long as the ambient curvature satisfies
a natural pinching condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider evolution processes that deform smooth hypersurfaces in Euclidean
space (or more generally a Riemannian manifold) with pointwise velocity determined
by their extrinsic curvature. A fundamental example is the mean curvature flow,
which arises as the L2-gradient flow of the area functional, and deforms hypersur-
faces with pointwise velocity equal to the mean curvature vector. In particular, a
one-parameter family of smooth immersions F : M x [0,7) — R"* of a compact
orientable n-manifold M solves mean curvature flow if

O F(x,t) = —H(z,t)v(z,t)

on M x [0,T), where v is the outward-pointing unit normal and H is the sum of the
principal curvatures. In coordinates, the mean curvature flow equation reduces to
a weakly parabolic quasilinear system of PDE for the immersion F', and there is a
unique short-time solution of the flow starting from any smooth initial immersion of
M.

Compact solutions of mean curvature flow in a Euclidean background form finite-
time singularities, and there is an ongoing program aimed at understanding the struc-
ture of singularities for different classes of solutions. Of particular interest are solu-
tions that are (strictly) k-convex, meaning that the sum of the smallest k principal
curvatures is everywhere (positive) nonnegative. A tensor maximum principle argu-
ment applied to the second fundamental form shows that each of these conditions
is preserved by the flow. At the endpoints, we have that convexity (kK = 1) and
mean-convexity (k= n) are preserved.

Huisken showed that convex solutions contract to round points [Hui84], and Huisken
Sinestrari constructed a flow with surgeries (in which almost-singular regions are ex-
cised and ‘healed’) for two-convex solutions of dimension n > 3 [HS09] (see [BH10]

and [HK17] for extensions to n = 2). This led to a topological classification of
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compact two-convex hypersurfaces in R"™! for each n > 3. In [HS09], the control
required to perform surgery is obtained using a package of a priori curvature pinch-
ing and gradient estimates, including the convexity estimate established earlier by
Huisken-Sinestrari [HS99a], [HS99b], and by White [Whi03|] using other methods.
This estimate says that mean-convex solutions only form convex singularities (that
is, the second fundamental form becomes nonnegative at points where the curvature
is blowing up), and plays a similar role in mean-convex mean curvature flow as the
Hamilton-Ivey estimate in three-dimensional Ricci flow [Ive93], [Ham93].

In the present work we establish a priori convexity estimates for a new family of
fully nonlinear hypersurface flows generalising the mean curvature flow. For each
dimension n > 2 and integer 1 < k < n we define a family of speed functions ~; ,,
with domain the k-positive cone in R", as follows:

-1
P L—p
= € 10, 1}.

11 <o <tp

Each of these functions is concave, one-homogeneous and increasing in its arguments.
We will be interested in families of strictly k-convex immersions that solve

(1) O F (x,t) = =G p(z, t)v(z,t),

where Gy, ,(x,t) = Y ,(A(x,t)). Here the components of A are the principal curva-
tures, which we always label so that A\ < --- < \,. At the coordinate level, equation
(@ is a fully nonlinear, weakly parabolic system for F.

For each fixed & < n — 1 the family ~;, constitutes a nonlinear interpolation
between the mean when p = 0 and the A-harmonic mean when p = 1. In fact, v,
can be expressed as a weighted harmonic mean of these two functions:

Yep(2) = (P (2) 7+ (L= p)mo(2) ™) 7
In case k = n, v, is simply the mean. For the present work, a crucial property
is that v, vanishes at the boundary of the k-positive cone for every p > 0. As a
consequence, maximum principle arguments show that any solution of (Il starting
from a compact strictly k-convex hypersurface remains (uniformly) k-convex.
In case p is small and positive, the flow (II) has certain favourable properties that

allow us to prove the following convexity estimate (the p = 0 case is precisely the
estimate in [HS99b]). We write M, for the hypersurface F(M, ).

Theorem 1.1. Fizn >4 and 3 < k <n—1. Then there is a constant py = po(n, k)
in (0, 1] with the following property. Suppose p € (0, po] and let

F:Mx[0,T)—R"!

be a compact smooth solution of the flow (). Then for each € > 0 there is a positive
constant C. = C.(n, k, p, My) such that

)\1 Z _5Gk,p - Ce
holds on M x [0,T).

We leave out the case k = 2, since a convexity estimate was established for the
two-harmonic mean curvature flow in [BH17], and the same arguments imply a con-
vexity estimate for (II) whenever k& = 2 and p € (0,1]. In this special situation, a
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convexity estimate can be deduced from a cylindrical estimate, which states that the
quantity H/G», becomes optimal at a singularity of the flow. An analogous cylin-
drical estimate was established in [LL] for a large class of flows by concave speeds,
but for solutions which are only k-convex, this estimate only implies that the second
fundamental form becomes (k — 1)-nonnegative at a singularity. When k > 3, it is not
possible to prove a convexity estimate for (Il) only by comparing the mean curvature
with the speed.

The arguments used to establish convexity estimates for the mean curvature flow in
[HS99b], and for other flows by convex one-homogeneous speeds in [ALM14], are also
not applicable in our setting. The problem is that a certain gradient term appearing
in the evolution of the second fundamental form (see Section [2.2) has the right sign
for controlling A\; from below when the speed is convex, but is unfavourable in this
regard when the speed is concave. The presence of this term, which makes even the
study of convex solutions moving by concave speeds subtle (see [And07], and also
the discussion of this work in Remark [5.3]), gives rise to even more serious difficulties
when we move to the k-convex setting. It is by introducing the parameter p that we
are able to overcome these difficulties and prove Theorem [Tl

Other important results prior to our own include convexity estimates for flows by
certain non-homogeneous concave speeds [AS10], and for surfaces moving by a very
large class of one-homogeneous speeds [ALMI5].

1.1. Curved ambient spaces. One motivation for studying the k-harmonic mean
curvature flow, and more generally (), is that these flows preserve k-convexity even
when the solution is immersed in a (compact) Riemannian background space. This
is in stark contrast to the mean curvature flow, which in a general ambient space will
preserve mean-convexity, but not k-convexity for any £ < n—1. Andrews first studied
the harmonic mean curvature flow in Riemannian background spaces in [And94b],
and showed that when the background sectional curvatures are nonnegative, the flow
contracts any compact strictly convex initial hypersurface to a round point.

Flows in a Riemannian background are also the focus in the above mentioned work
[BH17] by Brendle-Huisken, which considers the two-harmonic mean curvature flow
in backgrounds satisfying a natural curvature pinching assumption. Combining their
cylindrical /convexity estimate with a non-collapsing estimate for emebedded solutions
due to Andrews-Langford-McCoy [ALMI13], Brendle-Huisken established curvature
gradient estimates and were able to implement the surgery procedure developed in
[HS09]. This led to a far-reaching generalisation of the topological classification of
two-convex embeddings in [HS09]. In a separate paper, the convexity estimate in
Theorem [LI]will be used to prove curvature gradient estimates for embedded solutions
of ().

There is also a direct analogue of Theorem [L] for solutions of (1) immersed in
ambient spaces satisfying a natural curvature pinching condition. Since all of the
major difficulties in establishing this result already occur when the background is
Euclidean, we focus on this case, and only discuss flows in more general manifolds in
Section [7]

1.2. Outline. Let us describe the structure of the paper and the arguments used to
prove the convexity estimate. In Section 2] we fix notation and state some preliminary
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results. Of particular importance is a general a priori pinching estimate. This gives
conditions under which a function defined on a solution of a hypersurface flow must
tend to zero at points where the speed becomes unbounded. The proof is by Stam-
pacchia iteration and follows [Hui84] and [BHI7]. Section [2] also contains algebraic
estimates relating the derivatives of ~; , to those of v, 1. These show in particular
that, when p is small, v, , is close to being linear on compact subsets of the k-positive
cone.

In Section [ we begin studying solutions of ({l), and show that for each p > 0 the
flow preserves uniform k-convexity. From this it follows that curvature quantities
satisfy a uniformly parabolic equation along the flow. The estimates of this section
also imply that every compact solution of () becomes singular in finite time, and that
singularity formation is characterised by blow-up of Gy, ,. In Section dl we derive from
the general pinching theorem a cylindrical estimate showing that the ratio H/Gj,
becomes optimal at a singularity. Using the identity

22
e 2

we conclude that the ratio H/Gy; also becomes optimal at a singularity, irrespective
of the value of p > 0.

In Section [Bl we state an evolution equation for \; (interpreted in the barrier sense)
due to Andrews [And07] and begin analysing the gradient terms appearing in this
equation. There is a favourable term coming from the concavity of A\; as a function of
the second fundamental form, and an unfavourable term coming from the concavity of
Vk,p- We eventually show that the former outweighs the latter in regions of sufficiently
high curvature, provided p is small relative to n and k. This step makes crucial use
of the observation that H/Gy ; improves in regions of high curvature.

In Section (.1l we divide A\; by the quantity appearing in the cylindrical estimate
and show that if p is sufficiently small, the evolution equation of the resulting quantity
has the right properties for applying the general pinching estimate. With this done
we finally choose py and prove the convexity estimate in Section [0 before sketching
the proof of a generalisation to flows in Riemannian manifolds in Section [7

Remark 1.2. The techniques developed here can also be applied to other flows. For
example, suppose I' is an open, symmetric, convex cone in R™ and let v : I' — R
be smooth, symmetric, positive, one-homogeneous, and concave. Suppose in addition
that there is a continous extension of vy to I' which vanishes on O, and for each
p € (0,1] define

(2) = () + (L=p) (214 +2))",  zel.
Then, as long as p s sufficiently small, compact solutions of the flow
OF (x,t) = =G (z, t)v(zx, t), Gp(z,t) == v,(\(z,1)),
satisfy a convexity estimate analogous to that in Theorem [L1l

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to Gerhard Huisken for many inter-
esting and helpful discussions regarding this paper, and to Mat Langford and Ben
Andrews for sharing insights on their work.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Let M be a compact, orientable smooth manifold of dimension n > 2 and consider
a smooth one-parameter family of orientable immersions F' : M x [0,T) — R™. At
each fixed time the immersion F; := F'(+,t) induces a metric and second fundamental
form on M, which we denote by g and A respectively. In coordinates these tensors

have components
_/OF OF A OPF
90 =\ow oz )0 M=\ gwam”)

where v is the outward-pointing unit normal. With respect to any basis, we write

gP? for the components of the inverse of g,,. The eigenvalues of the Weingarten map

AP = gP" A, are the principal curvatures A = (A, ..., \,), which we always label so

that

The mean curvature of the immersion is the sum of the principal curvatures,
H:=X+--+ A

Note that with our sign convention round spheres have positive mean curvature. We
also write

Af)q = AL A
The measure induced on M by F; is denoted p;. At each fixed time we write V for
the Levi-Civita connection on M associated with g. We recall the Codazzi equations,
which imply that VA is totally symmetric:

VA, =V, A,

We write M, for the immersed hypersurface Fy(M). We view geometric quantities
such as the mean curvature as being defined on M x [0,7"), or on the slices M;, as is
convenient. We state a number of estimates where some constant is said to depend
on My. This means that said constant depends on the geometric properties of M
viewed as a hypersurface.

We will be interested in families of immersions which evolve according to an equa-
tion of the form

(2) O F (z,t) = —G(x, t)v(x,t)
where G(z,t) = v(A(z,t)) and v is some speed function defined on an open, symmet-
ric, convex cone [I' C R™. We restrict attention to speeds which are:
(i) smooth;
(ii) positive;
(iii) symmetric;
(iv) one-homogeneous, i.e. y(sz) = sy(z) for every s > 0.
Let us call v an admissible speed if it has all of these properties. The simplest example
of an admissible speed is the mean,
tr(z) ==21 4+ + 2.

The k-harmonic mean and the functions «; , defined in the introduction are admissible
speeds defined on the k-positive cone.
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If I and IV are symmetric cones in R™ and
TN{zeR": tr(z) =1} Cint I,

then we write I' € T".

2.1. Differentiating symmetric functions. For a symmetric cone I' € R**!, let
us denote by Sym(I") the set of symmetric n X n-matrices with eigenvalues in I'. If
v : T — R is smooth and symmetric, it extends to a smooth function (which we also
denote by ) on Sym(I") satisfying

10207 =4(2)

for every Z € Sym(I") and O € O(n) (this follows from Glaeser’s composition theorem
|Gla63]). We write 4?7 and 47 for the first and second derivatives of v with respect
to eigenvalues, so that for every z € I' and £ € R",

2

dslomg T8 =76, G| (= +s0) =47(=)k

Similarly, we use 47¢ and 4P?"* to denote derivatives with respect to matrix compo-

nents, so that for each Z € Sym(I") and B € Sym(R") there holds

d (Z +sB) =4"(2)B &
ds s=07 i pa ds? ls=o

If Z € Sym(I") is a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues z then for each £ € R™ we have

M(Z)&q = A7 (2)E-

WZ + sB) =5""(Z) BpgBys.

If in addition z; < --- < z, then

TS . ’V
$P07(Z) By B = 37(2) By By + 2 )\ Byl

p>q

for every B € Sym(R™) (this is proven in [And07]). Hence, if v is increasing in each
of its arguments, 77 is positive-definite. Moreover, if I" is convex, the second identity
implies that v is concave as a function of z € I' if and only if it is concave as a function
of Z € Sym(I"). One direction is trivial, and the other is implied by the following
fact: if v is symmetric and concave on I' and z € I' is such that z, > z,, there holds

5 (2) = 1(2)

Zp — %

<0.
s

Suppose now that F': M x [0,T) — R is a family of hypersurfaces such that
A(z,t) € T for each (z,t) € M x [0,T), and set G(z,t) :=vy(A(x,t)). On a spacetime
neighbourhood about each point in M x [0,T) there is a smooth frame of tangent
vectors to M which is orthonormal with respect to the induced metric. With respect to
this frame the second fundamental form can be viewed as a smooth field of symmetric
matrices taking values in Sym(I"), and we can write G(z,t) = y(A(x,t)), which shows
in particular that G is smooth on M x[0,T"). Moreover, because of the O(n)-invariance

of 7, at each time the derivatives 4*7(A) and 4P%"(A) are the components of tensor
fields on M.
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2.2. Evolution equations. For a smooth solution F' : M x [0,T) — R""! of (2),
where v : ' — R is an admissible speed, we have the following evolution equations
for geometric quantities. These were derived by Huisken for mean curvature flow
[Hui84] and by Andrews [And94a] in the fully nonlinear case. Here and throughout,
we sum over repeated indices, and for the sake of simplicity all expressions involving
indices are written with respect to an orthonormal frame. The important first-order
quantities are:

Drgij = —2G Ay

097 = 2G AV
ov =VG

Odpy = —HGdpy.

The speed satisfies a parabolic equation,
(0, — APV, V)G = AP1A2 G,
as does the second fundamental form,

(0 = APIV, Vo) A = APLAZAG + 3P4V Ay VA,

Pq- "7

Taking the trace of the last equation yields the evolution of the mean curvature,
(00 = APV V) H = AP1AL H + 3PV A VA, .

2.3. A general pinching estimate. Like the mean curvature flow, the flows by
concave nonlinear speeds studied in this paper have the property that compact solu-
tions form finite-time singularities, at which the value of G(x,t) = v(A(x,t)) becomes
unbounded. We are going to state a general pinching estimate, which gives conditions
under which a function w : M x [0,7) — R™! necessarily tends to zero at points
where G is blowing up. To prove Theorem [[.T we will apply this result to a quantity
built from the smallest eigenvalue of the second fundamental form.

Huisken established the first result of this kind for convex solutions of mean cur-
vature flow in [Hui84], and the technique (a Stampacchia iteration scheme using
the Michael-Simon Sobolev inequality) has since been built upon and applied to
non-convex solutions of mean curvature flow (see [HS99b], [HS99a], [HS09], [Brel5l,
[Lan17]) and classes of fully nonlinear flows (see [ALMI14], [ALM15], [AL14], [BHI1T],
[LL]). There have also been some extensions to high-codimension mean curvature
flow [AB10], [LN20]. A key step in all of these proofs is to establish a Poincaré-type
inequality for functions on M; which are supported away from points where the ge-
ometry looks like that of a cylinder. This step is carried out in a simple and direct
way in [BHI7][Proposition 3.1], and their idea is built in to Theorem 2.11

One feature which has not appeared explicitly in previous estimates of this kind is
that all of the hypotheses only need to hold at high curvature scales, i.e., at points
where G is extremely large relative to the initial data. This turns out to be crucial
in the proof of our convexity estimate.

For each 0 < m < n — 1 we write

Cyl,:={(0,...,0,R,...,R) e R": R > 0}.
——

m entries
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This is the set of possible eigenvalue n-tuples of the cylinders R™ x 9B% ™(0) in R"*!.

Define also
Cyl := U Cyl,, .

0<m<n—1
Theorem 2.1. Let v : ' — R be an admissible speed and suppose
F:Mx][0,T)— R
18 a smooth family of immersions satisfying
O F(x,t) = —G(z, t)v(z,t),
where G(x,t) := y(A(x,t)). Define L := supy,, G. Letu : M x[0,T) = R be a smooth
function satisfying u < Cy, and suppose there is a constant kg > 0 and a symmetric
cone IV @ I'\ Cyl such that
Az, t) eI’ for all (x,t) € supp(u) Nsupp(G — koL).

Assume also that there are positive constants Cy, Cs, Cs, Cy and § € (0,2] such that
Vel 1 [VAP
U Cy G2
holds at every point in supp(u) Nsupp(G — koL), and set C" := (Cy, Cy, Cy, C3, Cy).

Then there are constants o € (0,1) and C' depending on

n,?, F,a kOa Cla 57 L7 #O(M)a Ta

(4) (0, — APV, V,)u < C, + C3|A7° 4+ ¢y

such that
u(z,t) < CG(x,t)"°
for each (x,t) € M x [0,T).
Proof. Combine the Stampacchia iteration procedure from [Hui84] with the Poincaré-

type inequality in [BHI7][Proposition 3.3]. Details can be found in the author’s thesis
[Lyn20]. O

Remark 2.2. The conclusion of the theorem remains true if, rather than being
smooth, u is only locally Lipschitz and satisfies the differential inequality () in the
following weak sense: for every nonnegative locally Lipschitz function
o:Mx[0,T) =R
satisfying
supp(yp) C supp(u) Nsupp(G — koL),
the inequality

/ o dpy < —/ APIV yuV g dpty — / Y IV, AV gu dpy
M, My My

|Vul|? 1 |[VA?
C dpy — — —d
+ C1 /M t<P 0 Mt Cs Jun pu a2 Lt

(5) +C:s/ \A|2_5<pd,ut+(j’4/ © djug
Mt Mt

holds for almost every t € [0,T). If u is smooth and satisfies ({@l) then this inequality
s a consequence of the divergence theorem.
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2.4. Algebraic properties of 7;, ,. Suppose n > 4 and 3 <n < k—1 are fixed, and
write ' for the k-positive cone, i.e.,

F3:{Z€R”+lizi1+“'+zik>0V1§i1<---<ik§n}.

We establish here some basic properties of the functions 74 , defined in the introduc-
tion, each of which is a concave admissible speed on I'. In fact, for each p > 0 the
function ~y, is strictly concave in off-radial directions, by which we mean

e ()66, <0

for each z € T" and £ € R™ with equality if and only if ¢ is a multiple of z. Notice
that the Hessian of v must vanish in radial directions by one-homogeneity.
For each a < oo we define a convex cone

Iy ={zel:tr(z) <ayi(z)},
and observe that since «; ; is strictly concave in off-radial directions, for each o < oo,
r,erl.

The family of smooth convex hypersurfaces dI',, \ {0} foliates I' \ Cyl, as a ranges

over the interval
n

fYk,l(L cey 1)

Manipulating the definition of v, , we obtain the following inequalities relating it
to vx,1 and the trace:

< a < o0.

Lemma 2.3. For each p € (0,1] and z € T" there holds

Ve (2) < p(2) < minftr(z), o~ " (2)}-

The first and second derivatives of v; , are related to those of 751 as follows. For
each Z € Sym(I") and B € Sym(R") we have:

2 = LTS 2) + (1 p) o,
and
(27

= e (2) BB,

%,p(z)g (7£?1(Z)qu _ tT(B))2
Wa(Z)(Z2)\ wa(Z)  tx(2)
The following two lemmata are obtained by combining these identities with Lemma

2.3
Lemma 2.4. For each p € (0,1] and Z € Sym(I") there holds:

, . [1 tr(2)? }

P1(Z) <min< —, PL(Z) + Opg:

fYk;p( ) {p 'Yk,l(Z)Q fyk,1< ) Pq
W1 (Z)?

HZ) 2 PN D) + (L= s

—2p(1—p)

Opq-
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Lemma 2.5. For each p € (0,1], Z € Sym(I") and B € Sym(R"™) we have
'.75?,;TS(Z)quBTS < Pﬁf?irs(Z)quBrs,

and

.. (L, w2y . |5
s 9 , TS
—310"(Z) Bpg Brs < min {p ,p%,1<Z)3} ( — ey (Z2)BpgBrs + Ctr(Z) ;

where C'= C(n, k).
Applying these results, we obtain the following uniform estimates on sets compactly

contained away from the boundary of I'. The second-derivative estimate implies that

as p — 0, the functions ~; , converge to the mean in the C*-norm on compact subsets
of T.

Lemma 2.6. Consider a symmetric cone IV € I' and suppose Z € Sym(I"). Then
there is a positive constant C' = C(n, k,I") such that

CTHEP < A (2)68 < ClEP°
for every & € R™. In addition, there is a positive constant C' = C'(n, k,I") such that
|B|”
tr(2)

— AP (Z) Bpy Brs < C'p

for every B € Sym(R™).
Proof. First observe that since IV € I the set
{Y € Sym(IV) : tr(Y) = 1}

is precompact in Sym(I"). Consequently, since 444 is smooth and positive-definite in
I', the constant

¢ :=f{3H(V)§E, : Y € Sym(lY), tr(Y) =1, € R", [¢] =1},
is well defined and positive. The one-homogeneity of 7 ; implies that
’Vg,ql(sy) = ’75?1(5/)
for every Y € Sym(I") and s > 0, so we conclude that
A (Y)&€e = Ara (tr(Y)T1Y)EE > clé]

for every Y € Sym(I"”). The constant ¢ depends only on n, k and I, so this gives the
desired lower bound for 4% (Z).
The assumption IV € I' also implies that
W1 (Z)? = cln, k,T') tr(2)2,
where we have made ¢ smaller as necessary. Hence by Lemma [2.4] there holds

Ve Z)&p€q = pel€l* + (1 — p)elé]* = clé],
which gives the desired lower bound for ~; .
The remaining inequalities are proven by very similar arguments, making use of
Lemma 2.4l and Lemma 2.5l and noting that by one-homogeneity

TY) = 5 )
for each Y € Sym(I") and s > 0. O
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3. UNIFORM PARABOLICITY

For the remainder of the paper let n > 4 and 3 < k < n — 1 be fixed. To ease
notation we drop the index k, and for each p € (0, 1], simply write v, for the function

—1
’YP(Z) T ( Z 221 +.--~|»Zik + Zl +"'+2n> ’

1<iy < <ip<n

Each of the functions 7, is a concave admissible speed on the k-positive cone I'. To
be precise,

Fi={zeR"™ iz, +  +2,>0V1<i; < <i <n}.

Let us fix a p € (0,1] and consider a smooth family of strictly k-convex hypersur-
faces,

F:Mx[0,T)— R",

which we assume are evolving according to

(6) O F(x,t) = =G (z, t)v(x,t),

where G,(z,t) := 7,(A(z,t)). Assume without loss of generality that 7" is the maximal
time of smooth existence for F' (for a proof of short-time existence of the flow starting
from any compact strictly k-convex immersion we refer to [Lanl4][Section 3.5]).

The results of this section follow [And94a]. We first observe that miny, G, is
bounded from below by its value at ¢ = 0 and cannot remain bounded from above
indefinitely, hence T' < co. Note that this estimate yields a positive lower bound for
the sum of the smallest k£ principal curvatures along the flow, since

)\1+...+)\k>G
= Mp

holds on M x [0,T).
Lemma 3.1. For each t € [0,T) there holds

RN
min G, > ((minGp) —ct) ,
M, Mo
where ¢ = ¢(n, k, p).

Proof. By the one-homogeneity of v, and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have
G2 <va> 7”)\2 < C(n,k p)yqu2

Here we have used the fact that the first derivatives of 7, are bounded over I' (see
Lemma [2.4)). Substituting this into the evolution equation for G, gives

(0 — 321V, V,)G, > CGi,

so the parabolic maximum principle implies the desired inequality. O
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Next we prove a scaling-invariant lower bound for G,. From this estimate it follows

that the ratio
A+ A+ N

H
is bounded from below by a positive constant on M x [0,7). We say the solution is
uniformly k-convex.

Lemma 3.2. For each t € [0,T) we have the inequality
H H

max — < max —.
M, G, My G,
Moreover, there is a constant & depending only on n, k and My such that

H <=
max — (6%
M Gl_

for each t €0, T).
Proof. From the evolution equations for G, and H we find that u := H/G, satisfies

Lo rswi 2.
G—p’ygq’ V'A,,ViAs + G—p’yngquVpu.
The first term on the right is nonpositive by the concavity of 74 1, so by the parabolic
maximum principle we have

(O = 5"VpVg)u =

maxu < maxu

M, Mo
for each t € [0,T). Next observe that since
n_ 1 +1
Gp - pG1 p
we have
H H
max — < max —,
My 1 Mo G1
and the right-hand side depends only on n, k and M,. O

Recall that for each o < oo we defined a convex cone I', € I' by
Fy:={zel :tr(z) <an(z)}

To rephrase Lemma B.2] there is a uniform constant & such that A € I'; holds on
M x [0,T). Combined with the first inequality of Lemma 2.6, this implies that
the operator 57V, V, appearing in the evolution of the second fundamental form is
uniformly elliptic along the flow, with ellipticity constant depending on a.

As a consequence of the a priori estimates proven in this section, it can be shown
that the maximal time of smooth existence T is characterised by curvature blow-up:
limsup max G, = oo.

t—T M
This is established by writing the solution locally as a graph and applying the reg-
ularity theory for convex fully nonlinear parabolic PDE due to Evans [Eva82] and
Krylov [Kry82]. We refer to Section 4.3 of [Lanl4] for the details. Consequently, an
argument similar to the proof of Lemma [3.T] shows that 7" can be bounded in terms
of n, k, p and M,.
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4. A CYLINDRICAL ESTIMATE

We saw in Lemma that the quantity maxy, H/G, is uniformly bounded from
above for each ¢ € [0,7). In this section we show that the ratio H/G, becomes
optimal at a singularity. For each p > 0 we write

n—k+1
a, = )
7 5,(0,...,0,1,...,1)

k—1 entries
That is, a, is the value taken by H/G, on a cylinder R¥~1 x 9B}~ *(0).

Proposition 4.1. For each € > 0 there is a constant C. depending only on e, n, k,
p and My such that

H < (o, +€)G,+ C.
on M x [0,T).

For the two-harmonic mean curvature flow this estimate was established in [BH17],
and the arguments used there carry over to the present setting without major modi-
fications. An adaptation of Proposition 3.6 in [BH17] shows that for z € T satisfying

tr(z) < ayy,(2)
there holds

~ min Zip otz >0,
1<i1 < <ip_1<n

with equality if and only if

k—1 entries

Hence Proposition 4.1l implies that, at a singularity, the second fundamental form of
M, either becomes strictly (k — 1)-positive or approaches (up to rescaling) the second
fundamental form of a cylinder RF~! x 9B?**1(0). This kind of estimate is usually
referred to as a cylindrical estimate.

Huisken and Sinestrari established the first cylindrical estimate in their work on
two-convex solutions of mean curvature flow [HS09]. Cylindrical estimates for a large
class of flows by concave admissible speeds were established by Langford and the
author in [LL], and in fact Proposition ] can be derived as a corollary of Theorem
1.1 in that paper.

Let us show how Proposition[4.J]can be deduced from the general pinching estimate
Theorem 211 The key observation (which will also play a role in the proof of the
convexity estimate) is that, because of the concavity of the speed and the Codazzi
equations, the gradient term appearing in the evolution equation for H controls the
full gradient of A. This was established by Andrews in [And94a][Lemma 7.12] and
later proven by a different argument in [BH17][Lemma 3.2]. We adapt the latter proof
to establish:

Lemma 4.2. Let IV be a symmetric cone satisfying I'" € T' and suppose Z € Sym(I").
Then there is a constant C' = C(n, k,T") such that

. T8 p |T|2
DA (DT Tirs < =Gy
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for every totally symmetric T.

Proof. By the one-homogeneity of v; we have
NNZ) ZpgZrs = 0

so for any B € Sym(R") there holds

-pq,TS -pq,TS tr(B) tr(B)
T (Z)quB =""(Z) (qu - tr(2) qu) <Brs - MZM)
tr(B) ..pgrs
tr(7) N (Z)quzrs-

The last term on the right vanishes since f(t) := 3" (2)(tBpy + Zpq) (tBrs + Zys) is
nonpositive and vanishes at ¢t = 0, giving
0= f'(0) = 297""*(2) BpgZrs-
Using the assumption IV € I' we deduce that
co := Inf{—A""*(Y)BpyBrs : Y € Sym(I"), tr(Y) =1, tr(B) =0, |B| =1}

is well defined. Moreover, since 7, is strictly concave in off-radial directions and the
conditions tr(Y) = 1 and tr(B) = 0 prevent B from being proportional to Y, we have
co > 0. Hence by scaling

| BJ?

00 (2)

for all Z € Sym(I"”) and traceless B, and in particular, for every B € Sym(R") we
have

N(Z) Bpg Brs <

tr(B) tr(Z2) Co tr(B)
IV Bpg — ——=Z By — —7.,) <— B — AR
e )< "0 (Z) pq)( =T B ) = T w@2)|” T w(©2)
Collecting these facts we obtain
2

(7) ”qu TS(Z)quBrs < -

Co tr(B)
tr(2) 'B a tr(Z)Z

Next observe that

(5 ) 25 (T S T )

1,p,q 1,p,q

so for T totally symmetric

1 (T ) =S~ h o )

0,9

4,p
Let us define
c = inf{(\Y|25ip — Yif,)gl-gp (Y € Sym(T), tr(Y) =1, £ e R™, || =1}}
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and observe that since |Y|*d,, — Y7 is positive for every Y € Sym(I") (which we recall
is the k-positive cone for some k& < n — 1) there holds ¢; > 0. Since Z € Sym(I") we

obtain
2 qu —Z pq > C1 tI'

i,p,q

On the other hand,

) (@), (L),
‘T| - Z (Tipq - mzpq + mzpq)

,p,q
Tz) Lo 1ZP 2
< QZ < ipg Z qu) +2tr(Z)2 Ztr(Ti) ’
%,D,q 7

so by setting
Co:=max{|Y|*: Y € Sym(I"), tr(Y) = 1},

we obtain

tr(7; 2
TP <2(1426¢,'Co) > (Ti,,q _ (@), q) :
i,p,q

Combining this with (7)) gives

. 1 |TJ?
pars Z Cij CZjirs < ——=
§ N ( ) Pq =T Cu(2)

7

with C' = C(n, k,I"). Appealing to Lemma [2.5] we obtain

2
S T < G ]
p - Ctr(2)

for each p € (0, 1]. O

For each € > 0 we define a smooth function on M x [0,7T) by
H(x,t) — (a, + )G, (x,t
(o) = (1) Cg (p )Gplz,t)
P SL’,t)

With the previous lemma in hand we verify that f. satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
2.1l and so establish the cylindrical estimate.

Proof of Proposition[4.1] For each € > 0 we compute

1 - PQ, ST 2 .
G_’}/gq’ \Y quViArs + G—’}/gqvapvqu.
p p

(at - ;quvpvq)fe =
By Lemma we know that
A e Sym(I's)
holds on M x [0,T'). Furthermore, by the Codazzi equations V A is totally symmetric,
so we can apply the previous lemma with IV = I'; to obtain a positive Cj such that

p IVA
PO A Vi Ay < —-
= G H
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on M x [0,T). The cone T'y is determined by M, via &, so Cy = Cy(n, k, My). We
thus have
2
(0, — AV, Vo) f. < C';’O |Zf;|] G VGVl
and inserting the bounds (see Lemma and Lemma 2.3))
f: <@ G, <H,
we obtain

\VAP

(00 = 35"VpVy) fe < = fe Yo' VGV e

Gp
on M x [0,T).
Using A € 'y and Lemma 2.4 there is a C = C'(n, k, My) such that

2 A
_,ypqv G qua < 20M|Vf€|

G, "r - G,
on M x [0,T), so by Young’s inequality we have
2. p |V |2 Vel
Ly 0, M
pryp vp qufe = 9%2a C f€ + Cl( n, 7 P, 0) fg
on supp(f:). Consequently, at each point in supp( fe)s
: p . IVAP Vel
_ APa < _ _
(O Yo VpV)fe < 2aC, Je Gz +Cy 7

This inequality is in the form of ().

It remains to check that on supp(f.) the second fundamental form of the solution
never coincides with that of a cylinder. Observe that, by the definition of f. and
Lemma [B.2], on supp(f.) we have

ANel":={zeTl: (a,+e),(2) <tr(z) <ay(2)}
In the notation of Theorem 1], for each m < k — 1 we have
Cyl,, C {z €T :tr(z) < a,y,(2)},
whereas for m > k there holds
Cyl,, CR"\T.
Putting these two facts together yields
el )\Cyl

We may therefore invoke Theorem [2.1] and apply Young’s inequality to conclude
that, for each € > 0, there is a positive C. depending on ¢, n, k, p and M, such that

fe <e+C.G,

on M x[0,T). Note that while the constants coming from Theorem 2Tl depend on the
maximal time 7', this quantity is controlled in terms of n, k, p and M,. Rearranging
gives

H < (a, +2¢)G, + C.,

and since € can be made arbitrarily small this proves the claim. U



CONVEXITY ESTIMATES FOR MOVING HYPERSURFACES 17

In addition to Proposition .1l we make use of the following direct corollary. Notice
that the parameter p appears only in the lower-order term C.. That is, regardless of
the value of p, the principal curvatures of M; enter the cone I',, at a singularity.

Corollary 4.3. For every € > 0 there is a constant C. depending only on e, n, k, p
and My such that
H < (oq+¢)Gi+C;
on M x [0,T).
Proof. Substituting the identities
H —
G, '

into the cylindrical estimate yields

+1—p, a, = pa; +1—p.

€
)

< €
< pag + +Gp

P G
or equivalently
Gy
G,
We know that G; < G, by Lemma [2.3] and € can be made arbitrarily small, so this
estimate has the desired form. U

H < (oq+ pflE)G1 + pflce

5. THE SMALLEST EIGENVALUE OF A

In this section we begin analysing the smallest eigenvalue of the second fundamental
form of M;. Although )\; is locally Lipschitz in both space in time, it may not be
smooth at points of multiplicity. Due to this lack of regularity we interpret

(O — APV, V)M
in the barrier sense (following [ALM14], [Brel5], [Lan1T]).

Definition 5.1. Let f: M x [0,T) — R be locally Lipschitz continuous. Fiz a point
(xo,t0) € M x (0, T). We say that a function ¢ is a lower support for f at (xg,to) if
@ is of class C* on the set By,)(xo,7) X [—1r% + o, to] for some r > 0, and there holds

fz,t) = o(z, 1),
with equality at (xo,to). If the inequality is reversed then y is an upper support for f
at (SL’Q, to) .

Given a point (zg,t9) € M x [0,T), let us say that {e;}., C T,,M,, is a principal
frame if A(xo,t0)(e;,e;) = A; for each 1 <1 < n. Starting with the evolution equation
for the second fundamental form a simple computation shows that, if ¢ is a lower
support for A\; at (xg,to), then in a principal frame at (xg,to) there holds

(0 — "VﬁquVq)w > 7£qA§q90 + V1A ViA,s.

Since G, is concave in the second fundamental form the gradient term has an un-
favourable sign for controlling A\; from below using the maximum principle. However,
it turns out that a stronger inequality is true. By computing much more carefully
and fully exploiting the concavity of A as a function of A, Andrews could glean from
the diffusion term an extra favourable gradient term [And07] (see also [Lanl7]):



18 STEPHEN LYNCH
Proposition 5.2. Fiz a point (zo,ty) € M x (0,T) and let ¢ be a lower support for
A1 at (xo,tg). Then in a principal frame at (xg,ty) there holds
(0 = BTV, Vo) 2B1AL 0 + A0V 1 Ap Vi Arg
I
(8) +2 ) o Ve A Vel

Ai>A1

Remark 5.3. The same inequality holds for any admissible speed v. When M; s
conver the sum of the two gradient terms on the right-hand side is closely related to
the Hessian of the function

) = YO AT

In fact Andrews showed that if v is concave and 7, is concave on the positive cone
(in which case 7y is said to be inverse-concave), then the flow with speed ~ preserves
positive lower bounds on Ay and A\;/H. On the other hand, flows by speeds which are
not inverse-concave will not, in general, preserve convexity [AMZ13].

It is not clear whether there is such an elegant characterisation of the gradient
terms in () for non-convexr solutions. Despite this, our convezity estimate makes
essential use of the extra good term produced by Andrews’ computation.

We are going to analyse the gradient terms in (§)). This is facilitated by the following
elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Fiz (zg,ty) € M x (0,T) and suppose Ny admits a lower support ¢ at
(x0,t0). Then if ey and ey are two orthonormal vectors in Ty, M, satisfying

A(zo,to)(e1, e1) = A(wo, to) (€2, €2) = A1 (o, to),
there holds V A(ey,es) =0 at (xo,to).
Proof. Extend e; and ey to an orthonormal basis {e;} for T,,M;,, and then to an

orthonormal frame in a neighbourhood of zy in M,, by parallel transport with respect
to the Levi-Civita connection. Then, computing at z, we have

1
VkA(el, 62) = ek(Au) = Zek(A<€1 + €9, €1 + 62) — A(61 — €9,€] — 62)).

On the other hand, since |e; + e5| = v/2, there holds
Aler + ez, e1 4 €2) > V2M\ > V2,

and by assumption, this inequality becomes an equality at xy. From this we conclude
that, at z,
€k<A(€1 + e9,e1 + 62)) = \/ﬁvkw,

but the same argument shows that
ex(Aler —ez,e1 —e)) = \/évkgo
also holds at xy. Hence Vi A(er, e3) = 0 at zy. O
Combining the lemma with Proposition 5.2 we obtain the following estimate. By
the improved cylindrical estimate Corollary B3] if p is small relative to n and k,

the second gradient term in (@) is nonnegative at points of high curvature. This
observation is the key to establishing our convexity estimate. We need to exploit this
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gradient term further in Proposition (.7, and so delay placing any restrictions on p
until the proof of Theorem [T, which can be found in Section [Gl

Lemma 5.5. Fiz (zg,t9) € M x (0,T) and suppose A(zo,to) € I € I'. Then if ¢ is
a lower support for Ay at (xo,ty), in a principal frame at (xo,ty) we have

' ' V0|2 B V1A, |7
(9) (at —fyquVqu)@ Z ”quAiqSO_ Cp| 190| + (C 1 Cp) Z | 1HPQ| ’

H
p+q>2
where C' = C(n, k,I").
Proof. We write m for the dimension of the kernel of A(zo,ty) — A1 (2o, t0)g(z0o, o) sO

that \; > A if and only if i > m + 1. Since we are working in a basis where A(zg, )
is diagonal, the estimate in Proposition can be simplified to

» 1 Vpda | A

(O — APIV, V) ZAPIAL 0 + AP V1 ApgViArs +2 D 47 v

)\ >

Since A(zg,to) € I, by Lemma 2.6 we can estimate 45 (A(zo,t0)) > ¢(n, k,1I") and so

obtain
| VpAi|® »| Vo[ VoAl
2 p = =2 > 2 .
> Tl Tl 5 5 Vol
Ai>A i>m+1 p izm+l
Since Ay +---+ Ay > 0 and k£ <n — 1 we have \,, < H, and consequently
Ni— A< N+X+- -+ N <EkH

for each ¢ > m + 1. Collecting these inequalities we find that at (z,%y) there holds

. TS 2c |V Ai1|2
(O = A5V Vo) 235 Ao + A5V 1 A Vi A + >y S

p i>m+1

By Lemma[5.4] the definition of m, and the Codazzi equations, the tensor V1A has
the following structure at (zo, to):

le :V1A1161 & 61 + Z leplep X 61 + Z V1A1q61 X eq

pzm+1 gzm+1
+ g ViApef @ el
p,gzm+1

Using the Codazzi equations again, we find that at (xg, o),

DD VAP =)0 D Vil

p i>m+l p i>m4+1
=D VidalP+ Y (Vi)
iZmtl ipzmil
1 1
=5 2 ViduP+5 Y VAP + ) [Vidyl
p>m4+1 gzm+1 p,q=m+1

1
> 5 Z |V1qu|2-

p+q>2
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Hence at (xg,ty) we have

(10) (0= 3V, V)0 230+ 3 V1A A+ 3 il
p+q>2
Next we use Lemma and the assumption A(zg,tp) € I to conclude that at
(.To, t0>7
V1 AP?
T
Since V1A (zo,t0) = Vip(zo, o) we can decompose the right-hand side as

&gqmslepqlers Z _C<n, k, Fl)p

A
qrslepqlemZ C | Z |V pq‘

p+g>2

which gives the result upon substitution into (I0). O

5.1. A pinching quantity. Rearranging the version of the cylindrical estimate from
Corollary 4.3 we find that

C
H(z,t) + —=
a1+ ¢ o]+ €

for each (x,t) € M x [0,T). We set the parameter ¢ equal to
Ep :— 107100(1

0 < G1<.§L’,t) —

in this estimate and set
1 C
K= ~10Y K= ST
2(14 10719y (1410719

so that we may write

0 < Gy(x,t) —2uH(z,t) + K.
Since G,(xz,t) > Gi(x,t) for every p € (0,1] we conclude that

0<Gp(z,t) —2puH(z,t) + K.

We will make use of the function h(z,t) := G,(x,t) — pH(z,t) + K, which by
construction satisfies
pH(z,t) < h(z,t) < Gp(x,t) + K
for every (x,t) € M x [0,T). The constant x depends only on n and k, and
K = K(n,k, p, Myp).
The function h evolves according to
(0r = PIVLV )b = fyquQ (h—K) — mg%"sviquviArs.

We are going to make use of the gradient term on the right to combat the gradient
terms appearing in the evolution of \;. Here it will be crucial that the coefficient
i depends only on n and k, since we will have to choose p small depending on p.
Otherwise, the choice gy = 107, is not special.

For each n € (0, 1], we define

fol@,t) = —Mi(@, 1) —nGp(z,t)

h(z,t)
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The convexity estimate will be established by applying Theorem 2.Tlto these functions.
Our immediate goal is to derive an evolution equation for f,, and analyse the gradient
terms appearing on the right-hand side. To do so, we employ the following elementary
lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let IY C {y € R" : tr(y) > 0} be a symmetric, open, convex cone.
Consider a function v : I — R which is smooth, symmetric, one-homogeneous and
concave, and satisfies

~v(1,...,1) > 0.
Then if z € T is such that z, < -+ < z,, there holds ¥*(z) > 0.
Proof. Fix z € T satisfying z; < --- < z,. Since v is concave, the super-level set
S={yel":(y) =(2)}
is convex, and since 7 is symmetric, each of the vectors

(Zma"'aznazla"'azm—l)

is in S. Taking the average, we get z € S, where

tr(z)
z:=——=(1,...,1).
)
By assumption all of the entries of z are positive. Therefore, since v(1,...,1) > 0,

for every s > 1 there holds

7(s2) = 57(2) 2 7(2) 2 7(2),

which means sz € S. Appealing again to the convexity of S, we find that for each
s > 1, the line segment connecting z with sz is contained in S. Taking a limit as
s — oo we conclude that the ray

{z+sz:5€[0,00)}

is contained in S. Another way to say this is that vy(z) < v(z + sz) for every s > 0,
so we have

d _ - tr(z u y
0< 8 et =3ea = T2 S 5,
ls=0 (L

Without loss of generality, it suffices to prove the claim for z satisfying z; < --- < z,,
since the general case then follows by approximation. Under this extra assumption,
since 7 is symmetric and concave, by (8] we have

P(2) £4'(2)
whenever ¢ < j. Substituting this fact into the inequality above, we get
0 < tr(2)4'(2),
and the claim follows. O

With the lemma in hand we can establish the following estimate for the gradient
terms in the evolution of f,.
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Proposition 5.7. Let (xo,ty) € M x (0,T) be such that N xg,tg) € I € I' and let
@ be an upper support function for f, at the point (x¢,t). Suppose in addition that
fn(xo,t0) > 0. Then in a principal frame at (xo,ty) there holds

2
(0 = 3"V, Ve < K’Vﬁqu,qu + ufﬂfiq PV A Vi + AV V o

V
+Cp—|V190|2 P> Vi pq|

p+q>2
where C' = C(n, k,I").
Proof. We first observe that the smooth function
(,5(.1’, t) = —h<.CL’, t)(p(l’, t) - nGP<x7 t)
is a lower support for A\ at (xg, %), and

_95(1‘7 t) - TIGp(% t)
plat) = D

Inserting the evolution equations for GG, and h into the identity

(0 — ABIV, V) = — %(at —95'VpVe) (@ +nGp) — %(@ — 15 VpVo)h
ARV g,
we find that
e
+ M%yngiquviAm + fﬂpqv hVpp

Applying Lemma to ¢ we find that at the point (z¢,to) there holds

: S . \Y ViA
(00— AV, V05 = A5 — oy (ot o) 3 Vil
p+q>2

where C' = C(n, k,T"), hence

2
(0, — 477V, V) < KfymA;q;‘; ﬂﬁz TV Ay Vi + A,V o
\Vlﬁp\ 1 |V qu‘

p+g>2

We are going to decompose and then absorb part of the term |V1p[2. At (g, to)
we compute

Vig = =hVip = pVih =nViG,
= —hVip — 90(’% — u)ViA; — TI’V;V1A¢¢

= —hVip — (i) + e(3p — W)V1g — > _ (07, + o(¥) — 1)) V1 Ay,

i>2



CONVEXITY ESTIMATES FOR MOVING HYPERSURFACES 23

which we rearrange to obtain

n

(L+ 09 + (3 — w)Vig = —hVig = > (it + (3} — 1) V1iAs.
i>2
The function
a(z) = () — pta(2)
is symmetric, concave and one-homogeneous in I'. Moreover, since 7,(z) > v1(2),
a(z) is positive whenever v;(z) > ptr(z), or equivalently when z € int(I'y/,). By the
definition of u, for each 0 < m < k — 1 we have
(0,...,0,1,....1) € int(Ty ),
m entries
so in particular
a(l,...,1) > 0.

We may therefore apply Lemma [5.1] with v = a to conclude that the quantity

da .

8—,210\(%’ to)) = Y, (Ao, o)) — > 0.

We are assuming that
¢(xo,t0) = fy(20,t0) = 0,
so we have
L, + (9, —p) > 1.
In particular, at the point (xg, ty) there holds
. n

Vig = > — ( —hVip =Y (i + e(3), - M))VlAz‘z‘)-

L+ny, + (3, — p =

Let us introduce the abbreviation

& = 3, (Mo, to)) + @(20, o) (3, (0, to) — 1),

so that we may write the last identity as

TTrgVie T Zl+£

Then since & > 0 we can bound

Vip =

IV1¢|* < 20°|Vig|* + C(n Z &2V Al

i>2
There holds
&1 < 2021 1P + 40 (|7,° + 12),
and 7 € (0, 1] by definition. Since A(xg,ty) € I, we can bound fyz(A(xo, to)) purely in
terms of n, k and I'" using Lemma 2.0] and at (zo, to),
M =nGy et M
0<p= < 7

k—l
—,u .

<(k-1)

;“Im
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Putting these facts together, we can bound |;| purely in terms of n, & and I, hence

V1@]? < 203 Vi + Cn b, T7) Y |V Ayl

i>2
Substituting this estimate back in, we find that at (z¢,?y) there holds

2
Pq < KA qu2 Dq,T8 A A, pq
(0 = PIVLV )y o pqh+uh7 V*'A, Vi +h7 V,hV
2 |V Au‘ _ -1 _ |V1qu‘2
+Op Vil 4+ Cp Z (CT=Cp) Y =
i>2 p+q>2
Absorbing the second-last term into the last yields the desired estimate. O

The last result completes our analysis of the gradient terms coming from the evo-
lution of A\;. Next we apply Lemma to extract a good term controlling |V A|?,
and simplify somewhat.

Lemma 5.8. Let (xg,tg) € M x (0,T) be such that X\zo,tp) € I € T’ and let ¢
be an upper support function for f, at the point (x,ty). Suppose in addition that
fn(zo,to) > 0. Then, in a principal frame at the point (xg,ty) there holds

VA|? Vl?

(@ =19, 9,0 < CKlAlp - C g Lok 4 ot 4 ki) N2
-1 _ |V1qu|2
Cp) DL g

p+q>2

where C' = C(n, k,I").

Proof. Let us write C for a large constant depending only on n, k& and I'V. By Propo-
sition 0.7 we have at (z, o) the estimate

2
(0 — 32TV, Vg)p < Kyﬁqu,qu + hqu PV A Vidrs + ARV Vg
2 |V1 pq|
+ CPH|V1S0| E

p+q>2
Since A(zg,ty) € I, by Lemma 2.6 we can estimate
1. 2 —1rr—1 2
which means that at (o, to),

K3 A% 2 < CK|Alp.
Invoking Lemma [4.2] we can bound
VAP
T
Since ¢(z0,t0) > 0 and ) (A(wo,t0)) < C, at the point (zo,%) we can use Young’s
inequality to estimate

PN Vi Ay < —con, b, T)p

[Vh|*

fICH |V90|2

2
PV, hV g < sCp L

h’y
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where s can be any positive number. At (zg, %) we have
IVh|? < 2|VG, >+ 2u*|VA]? < C|VAP,

and combining this with the previous inequality gives

2, VAP | 1 HIVel
700 VohVep < sCop—mr + s 100% o
where Cy = Cy(n, k,T"). Setting s = %p and putting all of this together, we get
: cop  |VAP L H [Vl h 2
—_ AP4 < _ _ —
(0 = 35"VpVo)p < CK|Alp — —=pp—mr + Cp +Cp Vil
_ V1A, |?
p+qg>2
To finish, we use Lemma [2.3] to estimate
H_ .. h_G KE_ K
n="" mH=H H= W

and appeal to
(w0, t0) < fy(xo,to) < (k— 1)

to estimate

—1E|V<P‘2

c
Py

h
+ Cpz Vil < Clp™" + KH ™) ——

6. PROOF OF THE CONVEXITY ESTIMATE

In the previous section we used barrier functions to interpret (9; — 957V, Vy)A;.
To prove the convexity estimate we will instead need to work with a distributional
interpretation. Following Brendle [Brel5] (see also [Lanl7]), we observe that A; is
a semiconcave function on M x [0,T) and apply Alexandrov’s theorem. Using the
characterisation

AM(z,t) = min Az, t)(e,e),

e€Ty My, e|=1
it is possible to realise A; locally as the infimum over a family of smooth functions
which is compact in the C?-norm. This is sufficient to conclude that \; is locally
semiconcave on M x [0,7T), and from this fact it follows that for every choice of 7 the
function f, is locally semiconvex on M x [0,T).

We discuss some properties of semiconvex functions on Riemannian manifolds in
Appendix [A]l In particular, by Alexandrov’s theorem there is a set @ of full measure
in M x [0,7") on which f, is twice differentiable, and if ¢ : M x [0,7") — R is locally
Lipschitz and nonnegative, then by Lemma [A.3] we have

(11) / AV ofy iy < — / AT £V 0 dpe — / ATV ALY o i
My My My

for almost every ¢ € [0,7"). Notice that if f, were smooth, this inequality would hold
with equality by the divergence theorem.
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Proposition 6.1. There is a constant C = C(n, k, p, My) such that if
o: M x[0,T)—=R

s monnegative, locally Lipschitz and satisfies

supp(p) C supp(f,) Nsupp(G, — C),
then for almost every t € [0,T) there holds

/ SO, dpiy < — / PO 0 dpty — / ST ALY  dit
M M, M,

\vaaE VA
+0<p—1+K>/ I oo [ o, WA
M, fn My
A
(12) (c 1 - cp) Z/ WA 0 [ 1Al di
p+q>2 M

where C'= C(n, k).

Proof. First fix an arbitrary point (z,t) € Q. Then since f, is twice differentiable
at (zo,to) there exists an upper support ¢ for f, at (zo,%p). Since ¢(x,t) > f,(z,t)
with equality at (zg,%y) we obtain

(0 = 5V, Vo) fo (w0, to) < (0 — 75"V, V )9 (o, o), V fo(wo, to) = Vé(zo, to).

Substituting these facts into Lemma we find that, provided f,(xo,ty) > 0, in a
principal frame at (xg,ty) there holds

. _ VA? _ VP
(0= 9,9ty < OKIAlf, = ¢ s b 4 o+ ki L
n
(-1 |V1qu|2
p+q>2

where C' depends on n, k, and the distance from A(zo, to)/H (zo,to) to OL.
Let us write

/
" =Tayte = F(1+10—10)cm

and observe that I is completely determined by n and k. By the cylindrical estimate
in Corollary we have

H< (al + 50/2)G1 + CEO/Q(”) k:a P MO)?
so by setting
C= 2561P71050/2

we ensure that H(x,t) < (a1 + €0)Gi(x,t), or equivalently A(z,t) € I", whenever
Gi(z,t) > pC. Then since Gy > pG, we have

Az, t) eT”  for all (x,t) € supp(G, — C).
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In particular, if (zo,%y) € Q Nsupp(f,) Nsupp(G, — C) then at (zo,%,) there holds
|V | IV /ul®
fn

(b + KH™)

(0 = 3"V, Vo) fy < CE|Afy = C7'pf,

_ \Y%
1_0/)) Z | ;L;q|

p+q>2
with C' = C(n, k). B
Without loss of generality we may assume C' > max{1, K} so that the inequalities
1<G,<H, h<G,+K<2G,

hold on supp(G, — C). We can also bound f, < C(n, k), so at each point (2, %) €
Q@ Nsupp(f,) Nsupp(G, — C') we have

(0 — APV, V) fy < CK|A| — O} VAP Cp! KLJC’?'2
-1 2: V1 Ap|”
(© ) hH

p+q>2

with C'= C(n, k). Suppose ¢ is nonnegative, locally Lipschitz and that

supp () C supp(f,) Nsupp(G, — C).

For almost every ¢ € [0,T) the set @ N M; has full measure in M;, and on such a
timeslice we can multiply the last inequality by ¢ and integrate to obtain

. B \Va AL
/ Spatfndﬂtﬁ/ VI,V o fy dpy + C(p 1+K)/ | fn| dpy
M My M Iy
. IVA|2 Vil
¢ p/MSOf” dp = (O =Cp) D | o s
' p+q>2

My

with C' = C(n,k). The result now follows by applying the integration by parts
inequality (II]) to the first term on the right. O

Proof of Theorem [L1l. We verify that for p sufficiently small the functions f, satisfy
the hypotheses of the pinching estimate in Theorem 211 Fix n € (0, 1] and set

I":={zel: 1121<nn 2 < —=17,(2)} N T oy 4e0,

so that A(z,t) € IV whenever (z,t) € supp(f,) Nsupp(G,—C). Since Cyl is contained
in the positive cone and I',, ., € I' we have

I" €T\ Cyl.

By the last proposition there is a constant py = po(n, k) such that if p < pg, then
the solution M; has the following property: If ¢ : M x [0,7) — R is nonnegative,
locally Lipschitz and satisfies

supp(¢) C supp(f,) Nsupp(G, — C),
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then for almost every ¢ € [0,T") there holds

/ @O, [y dpe < — / VoIV p [y Vg dpe — / PN AV o fr di
M M,

My
_ Vo l? _ VA|?
+C(p 1+K)/ @Mdﬂt_c 'p prn%d,ut
My f"? My H
My

where C' = C(n, k).
We may therefore apply Theorem 2.1] (see also Remark 2.2)) to conclude that for
p < po the estimate

fo <+ Cyln, k, p, Mo)G,*!
holds on M x [0,T") for every n € (0, 1]. Unpacking this we find that
AN > —nG, —nh — CnGljlh,
so since h < G, + K we have
M > —2nG, —nK - C, — KC,G,".

Recalling from Lemma that G, is bounded from below by its minimum over M,
we have

)\1 Z —27]Gp — éﬁ’

with én = C’n(n, k,p, My). Since n € (0, 1] was arbitrary, the convexity estimate is
proven. O

7. CURVED AMBIENT SPACES

As discussed in the introduction, Andrews showed that in a compact ambient man-
ifold with nonnegative sectional curvatures, the harmonic mean curvature flow con-
tracts any compact, strictly convex initial hypersurface to a round point [And94b].
In fact, the result Andrews proved is more general: if the sectional curvatures of the
ambient metric are bounded from below by —x2, then the evolution of any compact
initial hypersurface satisfying A\; > « by the speed

A (;)\il_m)l

contracts to a round point. Similarly, Brendle-Huisken [BH17] used the shifted speed

function
1 —1
A - -
~ <Z)\i‘|‘)\j—2f€)
1<J

to extend their results on two-convex embeddings to background spaces with some
negative curvature. Following these authors, we describe in this section an analogue
of Theorem [LLT] for flows in non-Euclidean background spaces.
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Fix n > 4, let (N, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and denote the Riemann
curvature tensor by R. Fix also 3 <k <n—1 and let x > 0 be such that
k41
(13) Zé(ei,el,ei,el) > —knr®
=2
for every collection of orthonormal tangent vector fields {e;}**! on N. For each p > 0
let 7, be defined on the k-positive cone I' C R™™! as before, and set

Yo (2) = Yp(21 — K, oo, 2 — K).

Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Fiz a smooth immersion Fy: M — N satisfying
A+ A > k.

Then for each p > 0, there is a unique mazimal smooth solution F : M x [0,T) — N
of the evolution equation

(14) O F(x,t) = =G, . (x, t)v(x, t)

such that F(-,0) = Fy, where G, .(z,t) := v, ,(A(2,t)). There are constants cy and &
depending only on n, k, k, p, My and N such that the inequalities

(15> Gp,n Z Co, H S O_ZC:p,/i
hold on M x [0,T), and at the mazimal time T < oo there holds

limsup max G, , = oo.
t—T M
Sketch of proof: The proof closely follows [And94b] and [BHI17]. The crucial point is
that the speed G, , satisfies a simple evolution equation:

(O = 355 VoVa)Gon = 15 ApgGon + 15 Rlep, v, €4, V) G

pPyR™TPq
Estimating crudely, one obtains by the maximum principle the bound
nG > min & . —Ct
Tt Ses = T Gpe =€ 00
where C' depends on N and an upper bound for the first derivatives of the speed.

Hence the pinching condition
M+ Ay > kR

is preserved over finite time intervals. The pinching of the background curvature (I3])
ensures that the term

ﬁgié(ep, V,€q, V)
is nonnegative, so arguing as in Section [3] we conclude that maxy, G, . must become
unbounded in finite time. The mean curvature of a solution satisfies

(0, — APLV V) H < APLAZ H + 4207V Ay VA + CH + C,

psE=TPq R
where C' depends only on an upper bound for 4, , and N, and combining this with
the evolution of G, , one obtains that H/G,, blows up at worst exponentially in
time. This implies uniform parabolicity of the flow in appropriate coordinate systems.
With these a priori estimates established, short-time existence and uniqueness are
standard. The characterisation of singularity formation in terms of curvature blow-up
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follows from the regularity theory for fully nonlinear parabolic PDE (see for example
[Lan14][Section 4.3]). O

As in the Euclidean case, if p is sufficiently small then solutions of (I4]) satisfy a
convexity estimate:

Theorem 7.2. For eachn > 4 and 3 < k <n — 1 there is a positive constant py =
po(n, k) with the following property. Let F': M x [0,T) — N be a compact solution of
(@) with p < po. Then for every e > 0 there is a constant C. = Ce(n, k, K, p, Mo, N)
such that

)\1 Z _EGp,n - Ca
on M x [0,T).

This is proven by essentially the same argument as in the Euclidean case. Notice
that the convexity estimate is trivially true at low curvature scales by k-convexity,
whereas at high curvature scales the speed G, ,; is equal to GG, up to small error terms
depending on k. Moreover, with the a priori estimates from Theorem [7.1] in place,
all of the extra terms that enter the computations as a result of the curvature of N
are of lower order. In particular, the evolution of the second fundamental form is the
same is in a Euclidean background, up to lower-order error terms:

(0 — APV V) AS — b8 AL AL — APEV AL VA < LA+ C,
where C' depends only on the initial data and N. Recall that we also made heavy use
of the Codazzi equations, in Lemma and Lemma [5.5] for example. Although VA
is no longer totally symmetric, we have

|VpAqr - Vrqu‘ < C,

where C' depends only on N.

Using these facts, we prove cylindrical estimates and build the pinching functions
fn in the same way as before, and choose p small depending on n and %k to make
sure that the structure of the gradient terms in the evolution of f, is favourable. Any
extra lower-order terms are then absorbed in the Stampacchia iteration procedure. In
fact, Theorem 2.1l goes through exactly as before, with the constants in the pinching
estimate picking up extra dependencies on x and V.

We note that the proof of the convexity estimate does not make further use of the
background pinching condition (I3)) - the role of this assumption is only to force finite-
time blow-up of solutions, which as we saw is required to ensure uniform parabolicity.

APPENDIX A. SEMICONVEX FUNCTIONS
In this section (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold with volume element dyu,.

Definition A.1. We say that a function f : M — R is locally semiconvex (resp.
semiconcave) if for every x € M there is a positive radius r > 0 such that f is the
sum of a smooth and a convex (resp. concave) function on By(z,r).

Alexandrov’s theorem (see Section 6.4 of [EGI15]) implies that a convex function
on Euclidean space is almost-everywhere twice differentiable. Composition with a
diffeomorphism in the domain preserves local semiconvexity, so choosing coordinates
and applying Alexandrov’s theorem we obtain:
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Lemma A.2. Let f : M — R be locally semiconvex. Then there is a set of full
measure in M where f has two derivatives.

The distributional Hessian of a convex function can be interpreted as a Radon
measure on its domain [EGI5][Section 6.3]. This property carries over to locally
semiconvex functions, and implies the following result:

Lemma A.3. Let f : M — R be a locally semiconvex function and consider a smooth
vectorfield X defined on M. Then there is a Radon measure pux[f] on M such that

[ sl == [ 9y dn,

holds for every compactly supported Lipschitz function ¢ : M — R, where Y is the
tensorY := o X ®X. Moreover, the density of the absolutely continuous part of px|[f]
with respect ot p, is V2 f(X, X).

Proof. By approximation it suffices to consider the case that ¢ is smooth. Choose
a partition of unity {¢;}Y¥, covering supp(y), and let ¢; be compactly supported in
U;. We may assume that each of the sets U; is equipped with coordinates {z*}, and
that f is the sum of a smooth and a convex function on U;. Then by Theorem 6.8
in [EG15], for each index i, and each pair of coordinate indices p and ¢, there is a
Radon measure X;i)q on U; with the property that

/gd - /ifgjdx

for every ¢ € C§°(U;). Moreover, the density of the absolutely continuous part of X;q

That is, if we write X;q for the singular part of X;q, then

i a¢ of
/ Ca Pz qd“/U_ X0 =~ | G o @

for every ¢ € C3°(U;). Applying this formula with

¢ = GpXP X% /det g,

one finds after a computation that

/ SV2F(X, X) duy + / CpXPX /Aot g s,
U7; Ui

- / OXPXINV, Y Cidpy — | GV,YPIV, f dpy.

U;

. . 0% f
is given by 57—

Summing over ¢ yields

/ V(X X)dug + > / pXPX\/det g dX},
M T JU;

= _/ VpYPIV f dpg,
My
so it suffices to take

ixl0) = [ v X Xy + 3 | aexnaegag,

unu;
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for each set U C M which is measurable with respect to f,. U
From this we derive the following inequality, which is made use of in Section [6l

Lemma A.4. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold. Suppose f : M — R
15 semiconvexr and let p : M — R be Lipschitz continuous and nonnegative. Let T be
a smooth positive-definite (2,0)-tensorfield. Then there holds

/ TPV, f dppy < — / TPV oV o f dptg — / OV, TP, f dys,y.
M M M

Proof. By approximation it suffices to consider the case that ¢ is smooth. Choose a
partition of unity {¢(;}, on M, and let (; be compactly supported in U;. We may
assume that f is the sum of a smooth and a convex function on U;, and that there is
a local frame {@P} for the cotangent bundle of M on U;. Since T is positive-definite
and symmetric, we may apply the Gram-Schmidt algorithm to produce from {&F} a
local frame {wP} such that

T(wP,w?) = 6.
We now define a local frame {e,} for the tangent bundle by the condition
wP(eq) = L.
With respect to this basis

— P a0 —
T=Twlwle,®e, = E e, @ ey,
P
SO We can express

T"V\Vof = Z VQf(ep, €p)-
p
Since (; is nonnegative,

/M ngiquvpvqf d,ug = Z /M (pQVQf(ep, ep) dﬂg
p

<3 [ tudn 11
» M
hence we can use Lemma [A.3] to estimate
/ eGTPIV Vo f dpg < —/ V,,Yipqvqf dpig
M M

where

Yii=0G ) e, ®e, = o(T.
p
Expanding V, Y/ = V,(¢()T? + ¢(;V,T?? and summing over ¢ we arrive at

/ TPV, f dpy < — / TPV oV o f dpty — / OV, TP, f dys,y.
M M M
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