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AREA-PRESERVING ANISOTROPIC MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN TWO
DIMENSIONS

ERIC KIM AND DOHYUN KWON

ABSTRACT. We study the motion of sets by anisotropic curvature under a volume constraint in the plane.
We establish the exponential convergence of the area-preserving anisotropic flat flow to a disjoint union of
Wulff shapes of equal area, the critical point of the anisotropic perimeter functional. This is an anisotropic
analogue of the results in the isotropic case studied in [JMPS22]. The novelty of our approach is in using
the Cahn-Hoffman map to parametrize boundary components as small perturbations of the Wulff shape. In
addition, we show that certain reflection comparison symmetries are preserved by the flat flow, which lets
us obtain uniform bounds on the distance between the convergent profile and the initial data.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the long-term behavior of the flat flow solution to the area-preserving anisotropic
mean curvature flow in the plane. The anisotropic mean curvature flow of sets E; C R, which preserves
the volume |E}[, is given by

(1.1) Vi = ¢°(vg,)(—K%, + i) on OF;.

Here, V; is the outward normal velocity along OE;, vg, is the outward normal vector, and ¢, ¢° : RV — [0, 00)
are norms which represent surface energy density and mobility, respectively. Moreover,

\ o do, K5 Y0 (s )JaHN
. Jop, °(vE,)dHN 1
¢

is the Lagrange multiplier enforcing the volume constraint. The anisotropic mean curvature kp, represents
the first variation of the anisotropic perimeter functional Py,

(1.2) Py(E):= | o¢(vg)dH" ! for aset E C RV,
oE

The volume-preserving flow (L1]) arises in a number of applications, including in physics and material science
to model solidification processes [CRCT95, [TWGT2], as well as in image segmentation for computer vision
[CDFV0Q]. Anisotropic surface energies arise naturally in the study of nematic liquid crystals, where the
shared orientation of rod-shaped particles contributes to an anisotropic surface tension [Pall7].

The flow (1)) can be interpreted as a (formal) L?-gradient flow of the functional P,. The minimizer of
P4 among all sets of finite perimeter with a prescribed volume is a scaled and translated version of the Wulff
shape

Wy ={zeRY:2 v <¢(v) WweR"}.

It has been shown in [DRKS20] that the only critical points of the volume-constrained problem are finite
disjoint unions of Wulff shapes with equal area. Consequently, it is reasonable to expect the long-term
convergence of the anisotropic mean curvature flow to these critical points under a volume constraint.

The main goal of our paper is to better understand the long-term behavior of (II]) in the plane. To this
end, we present two types of results: (1) the exponential convergence of a flat flow solution of (LI to a
disjoint union of Wulff shapes given any initial data, and (2) more precise characterizations of the limiting
profile given additional assumptions on the initial data. For the latter, we are particularly interested in
assumptions which allow for non-convexity of the initial data. The flat flow solution that we consider is a
minimizing movement scheme based on the gradient flow structure of (III) and is discussed in further detail
in Section [[3
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1.1. Long-time behavior of the evolution. Most results in the literature regarding the long-term con-
vergence of (ILT)) have relied on some geometric property of the initial set which is preserved over time, such
as convexity [And01l [BCCNQ9], or a geometric condition associated with reflection symmetries of the Wulff
shape [KKP21]. Recently, [JMPS22| showed in the isotropic case that for any initial set of finite perimeter
in dimension NV = 2, the area-preserving flat flow converges exponentially to a disjoint union of equally sized
disks.

For our first main theorem, we generalize the results of [JMPS22| to the anisotropic setting. More
specifically, we show that the area-preserving flat (¢,¢)-flow in N = 2 converges exponentially to a disjoint
union of Wulff shapes of equal area. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first convergence result for
(1) in the anisotropic regime, which makes no geometric assumptions on the initial data.

We let M(RY) denote the space of norms on RY. For a € (0, 1], we will let M?(RY) (resp. M>*(RY))
denote the space of all reqular elliptic integrands on R (see Definition 2.1) which belong to C2?(SV~1) (resp.
C?%(SV1)). In most cases, we will consider a surface energy ¢ € M2 (RY) and mobility ¢ € M(RY).
Interestingly, the regularity of ¥ (or lack thereof) does not play a role in obtaining convergence. In the
following, Wy (x,r) refers to the scaled and translated Wulff shape « + rW,;. We now present our first main
result, whose proof is given in Section

Theorem 1.1. For ¢ € M*1(R?),¢ € M(R?), let {E(t)},>, be an area-preserving flat (¢, )-flow (defined
in Theorem[{.1)) starting from a bounded set of finite perimeter Eg C R?. Then there exists a disjoint union
of Wulff shapes Eo = U4_ Wy (x;5,7) such that |Eo| = |Exl|, Py(Ex) < Py(Eo), and such that for some
constants C,Cy > 0 and all t > 0,

(1.3) sup d% < Cet/Co
E(t)AEBs

where Cy depends only on ¢, Ey, and Ly given in (2.3)).

We remark that in contrast to the analogous result in [JMPS22], we are unable to show convergence of
the energies Py(E(t)) to Py(Es). The difficulty arises from the absence of an almost-minimality property
for disjoint unions of Wulff shapes; such a property relies on a calibration argument that does not seem to
extend to the anisotropic setting easily.

The primary ingredient needed to prove Theorem [[.1]is the following geometric result establishing that if
a bounded set of finite perimeter has anisotropic mean curvature close to a constant (in the L? sense), then
it is in fact well approximated by a disjoint union of Wulff shapes.

Theorem 1.2 (Quantitative Alexandrov Theorem). For ¢ € M?1(R?) and positive constants m and M,
there exist constants eo(¢, m, M) € (0,1) and C (¢, m, M) > 0 such that for any bounded C? open set E C R?
satisfying |E| = m, Py(E) < M, and ||I€% - E%HLQ(@E) < eo, the following hold:

(1) E is diffeomorphic to a disjoint union of Wulff shapes F = US_, Wy(x;,7) such that |E| = |F| and

(1.4) |Ps(E) = Py(F)| < Ollx — FgllE2om)-

(2) Each boundary component of E may be parametrized as the normal graph over some Wy(x;,r), whose
CY1/2 norm is less than C||/£% — E%HL%OE)-

The isotropic case of Theorem was proven in [JMPS22] by using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem in the
plane to obtain sufficient compactness, and then by showing that the arclength parametrization of F is
well-approximated by circular arcs. The novelty of our approach is in exploiting the Cahn-Hoffman map,
which parametrizes the Wulff shape, to obtain suitable anisotropic analogues of both the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem (Lemma B and arclength parametrization. Some arguments are parallel to those in [JMPS22],
but it is delicate to verify that the quadratic exponent in (4) is not lost in the anisotropic regime; see the
discussion prior to Lemma [3.4]

The quadratic exponent on the righthand side of (L4)) is sharp. Moreover, one can interpret (L4]) as an
infinite-dimensional example of the Lojasiewicz inequality, which states that near any critical point z € RY
of an analytic function f, one has the estimate

(1.5) [f(@) = f(R) S V()]
for some « € (0,2]. Via a standard energy dissipation argument, one may use (L5l to estimate the rate
of convergence of the gradient flow of f, which is an exponential rate when a = 2. Thus the quadratic
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FIGURE 1. Example of a set E satisfying (*) g

exponent in (4] is essential to obtaining the exponential decay in Theorem [l for which we apply a
discretized dissipation argument.

An interesting open question is whether exponential convergence of (L)) is true for N = 3; our method
does not extend since the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (for mean curvature) holds only in the plane. In the
isotropic case, [JN20] were able to establish convergence up to translations (but without a rate) by proving
a weaker quantitative Alexandrov theorem. The authors have found that even the preliminary compactness
result in [JN20] is not easily available to the anisotropic setting, as it relies on the Michael-Simon inequality,
whose anisotropic analogue remains an open problem.

1.2. Reflection Property. Once we have unconditional convergence of the flat flow from Theorem [I.1] a
natural follow-up question is whether we can constrain the arrangement of Wulff shapes in the convergent
profile F,, given additional assumptions on the initial data Fy. For instance, one might hope to bound the
distance of Eo, from Ey. This does not follow immediately from Theorem [[.T], since the rate of convergence
depends delicately on the flat flow, which may not be unique. Interestingly, we can make progress by showing
certain reflection comparison symmetries to be preserved by the flat flow if they are satisfied by the initial
set.

First, we establish some notation and terminology. Given a half-space H C R, we say that a set £ C RY
satisfies the property (*)m (see Fig. ) if

(1.6) Y(E)YNHCENH where U denotes reflection across 0H.
Moreover, F satisfies the stricter property ()% if
(1.7) E satisfies (%) g and OV (E)NOE C OH.

We say that a norm ¢ is compatible with P C S¥~1 if ¢(z) = ¢(z — 2(z - v)v) for all v € P,z € RY. Lastly,
given subsets E, D C RY and a set P C SV~1, we define E to satisfy (++)p p (resp. (#x)p p) if E satisfies
(*)m (vesp. (x)Yy) for every half-space H C RY which contains D and is normal to a vector in P.

Our main result regarding the preservation of such properties is the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let N € {2,3}, ¢ € M>L(RY), and ¢y € M(RY) strictly conver. Consider a half-space H
with normal vector v and suppose ¢, are compatible with v. If Eg C RY is a bounded set of finite perimeter
which satisfies (%)% and is C' near OH, then any flat (¢,)-flow E(t) with initial set Ey satisfies (x)p for
all t > 0.

The property (x)y is motivated by the stronger notion of p-reflection first studied by [FK14]. The
preservation of (x)z has been established for continuous viscosity solutions of (III) in the isotropic case
[KK20al, [KK20b] and the anisotropic case [KKP21]. Our results extend this perspective by investigating
the preservation of (x)%; along the flat flow, which is new, even in the isotropic case. Without access to

the comparison principle, our proof of Theorem [[.3] proceeds by constructing an energy competitor in the
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FIGURE 2. Example of Corollary [[4]

event that the property (%) is violated. The difficulty in our case is that the energy competitor needs to
be a strict improvement due to the nonuniqueness of the approximate flow, and this is why we assume the
stronger property ()’ for the initial data.

For N = 2, one may apply Theorem [[T] to constrain the possible arrangements of Wulff shapes in the
convergent profile in various ways. For instance, in Corollary [[L4] below, we establish a bound on F., which
depends only on the diameter of Fy; see Fig.[2l In the absence of a comparison principle, the standard barrier
argument is not applicable to (ILT)). Our finding, although straightforward, serves as the only uniform bound
for the limit of (LI)).

Corollary 1.4. Let ¢ € M?*1(R?),) € M(R?) be compatible with some set P C St, such that 1 is strictly
convex and span(P) = R%. Then, the limiting set Es, of the volume-preserving flat (¢,)-flow starting from
a bounded set Ey of finite perimeter is uniformly bounded:

(1.8) Eoo C D+ (|Eol/|Wy|)'/* Wy
for any convex polygon D C R? whose edges are normal to vectors in P and E C D.

As another application, in Corollary [[L5l we show that sufficiently many reflection comparison symmetries
force Ey to converge to a single Wulff shape; see Fig. Bl

Corollary 1.5. Let ¢ € M?*1(R?),) € M(R?) be compatible with some set P C S*, such that 1 is strictly
convex. If Eg C R? is a O set of finite perimeter and satisfies (**)’D’P for a convex polygon D C R? whose
edges are normal to vectors in P and such that

Py (D)
2 — ¢
|EQ| >2( Oé2+1+a) |D| where Q= W,

then every area-preserving flat (¢,)-flow E(t) starting from Eg converges to a single Wulff shape.

Ideally, one would like to weaken the hypothesis of Theorem [[.3]so that the initial set Ey does not need to
be C! near OH or need only satisfy the non-strict property (x)y as opposed to (x). To this end, we show
a form of stability of the volume-preserving flat (¢, 1)-flow with respect to initial data. While stability does
not hold true in general, it is true if we enforce enough reflection symmetries on the initial data to obtain
compactness via a uniform cone condition (Proposition [65]). Moreover, due to the absence of uniqueness,
we are only able to prove an existential form of symmetry preservation:

Theorem 1.6. For N € {2,3}, let ¢ € M*1(R?),¢) € M(R?) be compatible with some set P C S, such
that v is strictly convez. Suppose P C SN~1 is a root system [see ([6.5))] such that span(P\ K) = R for any
hyperplane K through the origin. Then there exists ¢ = ¢(P) such that the following holds: For any bounded
set of finite perimeter Eg C RY satisfying (%%)B,(0),p for p < c|Eo|Y/N, there exists a flat (¢,1)-flow E(t)
starting at Eo which satisfies (x*)p,(0),p for all t > 0.

1.3. The Flat Flow. Let us now clarify our notion of solution. It is well-known that (II]) can encounter
topological singularities in finite time, such as self-intersections and pinch-offs [May01], so weaker formula-
tions of the flow are needed to grant global-in-time existence. Although existence of solutions to (L)) is well
studied in the isotropic case [MSS16l [Tak23], existence for a general anisotropy remains an open question
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FI1GURE 3. Example of initial data Fy converging to a single Wulff shape by Corollary [L.3]

unless the initial set is convex [And01l [BCCNQO9| or satisfies a geometric property associated with reflection
symmetries of the Wulff shape [KKP21].

In our paper, we define a notion of flat flow solution to (I.I]), which is a natural choice to accommodate the
gradient flow structure. Almgren, Taylor, and Wang [ATW93]|, and Luckhaus and Sturzenhecker [LS95] first
introduced a flat flow solution to the unforced mean curvature flow using a minimizing movements approach,
which takes a limit of discrete flows obtained from iterating an energy minimization problem. Later the
flat flow solution was adapted by Mugnai, Seis, and Spadaro [MSS16] to (LI in the isotropic case, by
incorporating a soft volume penalization term which becomes a hard constraint in the limiting flow. In this
paper, we adapt the construction of [MSS16] to define a flat (¢, ¢)-flow solution to ([II]). It is worth noting
that, in contrast to the unforced flow, existence in the volume-preserving case is considerably more delicate
due to its nonlocal nature and the absence of a comparison principle. We also expect that under a standard
energy convergence assumption, the flat (¢, )-flow is also a distributional solution to (ILT)). However, this
is not the focus of the present work, so we do not comment on this further.

1.4. Outline of the Paper. In Section 3, we prove Theorem [[.2] using the Cahn-Hoffman map. In Section
4, we establish the existence of volume-preserving flat (¢, 1))-flows and necessary estimates for the long-term
behavior. Theorem [[.T]is proven in Section 5. In Section 6, we prove Theorem [[.3] as well as some corollaries
regarding the long-term profile.

1.5. Acknowledgements. The authors thank Inwon Kim for helpful comments on the manuscript. DK
was partially supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Ko-
rea government (MSIT) (No. RS-2023-00252516) and the POSCO Science Fellowship of POSCO TJ Park
Foundation.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. A Lebesgue measurable set £ C RY of finite perimeter is one such that the distributional
gradient up := —D1p is a finite Borel measure, in which case the perimeter P(E) is defined to be the total
variation |pup|(RY). The reduced boundary §*FE is defined as the set of points x € spt ug such that the
following limit exists:

vg(x) := lim M

=0+ |pp|(Br(2))

The structure theorem of De Giorgi establishes that up = vgHN ! s-g and |up| = HV 1
reader to [Mag12] for further background on sets of finite perimeter.

o+ g. We refer the

Definition 2.1. We say that a norm ¢ : RY — Rsq is a regular elliptic integrand if the restriction
v 1= p|sn-1 is C? and strictly positive, and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(2.1) e- (D*p(v)e) > cle— (v-e)v]?* Vv,ec SN
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In this case, there is an ellipticity constant Ay > 0 such that
(22) A;IIN_l < ’Y(I/)IN_l + DQ’Y(V) < A¢IN_1 Vv € SN_l.
Here is a list of notations we use throughout the paper:

e Given a norm 1) on RY and a set E C R, we define the signed 1/-distance function

dist? (v, E E¢
sd'(z) = ® i (jj’ ) ve
—dist¥(z,E¢) z€E

where dist¥ (z, E) := inf {t)(x — y) : y € E}. We also denote djé(x) = |sd}/3(x)| = dist¥(z, 0F). We
will always identify a bounded set of finite perimeter £ C RN with its set of Lebesgue points so that
the function qug is well-defined.

e Given a norm ¢ on RY, we denote L, to be the smallest constant such that

(2.3) Lyt <o) <Ly VreSV-L

We denote the dual norm
¢°(y) :=sup{z-y: ¢(z) < 1}
and recall that (¢°)° = ¢. It is standard to check that Ly = L.
e We say that a set F C RY satisfies the interior rWs-property at x € OF if there is some y € F
such that Wy (y,r) C E and © € 0Wy(y,r).

2.2. Anisotropic perimeter and mean curvature. For a norm ¢, we define the associated ¢-perimeter
as
P,(E; A) ::/ H(vg)dHN !
9*ENA
for any set £ C RY of locally finite perimeter and any set A C RY. We sometimes refer to the anisotropic
surface density dP := ¢(v)dHN 1.

Definition 2.2. For ¢ € M?RY), we say that a bounded set E C RY of finite perimeter has (scalar) mean
¢-curvature Ii% € LY(0*E) if

(2.4) / kv - XdHN ! =/ div, 4 XdPy VX € CHRY;RY)
OFE OFE
where

. Vg
divy oy X :=tr | (I —Vo(vg) ® —> VX> .
’ ( < ve) b(ve)
One can check that the righthand side of (24)) is the first variation of P, along X. In the case where E is
C?, we have m% = div, Vé(vg). In particular, when OF is a C? curve in R?, one has the simpler expression

/@% = kp(y+7")(vg) where kg is the isotropic mean curvature. It is a standard result that the Wulff shape

has k% = 1.
For ¢ € M?(RYN), OW,, is explicitly parametrized by the Cahn-Hoffman map & : SV =1 — RY [Koi2]]
§(v) == Vo(v) =y(v)v + Vy(v)
where the gradient V~(v) is naturally embedded into the tangent plane to v in RY. Moreover, £ is a C-

embedding and each v € S¥~! is in fact the outward normal vector to W, at £(v). The Cahn-Hoffman map
will be a critical tool for parametrizing boundary components in the proof of Theorem

3. QUANTITATIVE ALEXANDROV THEOREM

In this section, we establish one of our main results, Theorem Some of the arguments are parallel to
the ones in the isotropic case presented in [JMPS22|. The first new ingredient is an anisotropic version of
the Gauss-Bonnet theorem for curves shown below. We recall the notation v := ¢|g:.

Lemma 3.1 (Anisotropic Gauss-Bonnet theorem). For ¢ € M?(R?) and any closed C? curve T' C R?,

/Md& = 2|Wy|.
r
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Proof. We parametrize I' by arclength via ¢ : [0,1] — R?, and let 6(s) be the angle of the normal vector to
¢(s), so that §'(s) = k(¢(s)) and #(0) = 0. Identifying S! ~ [0,27], we can reparametrize the integral

/ K0P, = / s (®) + 7" () () dH
T I
l

— / 0 (s)y (7 + ")) (B(s))ds

27
=/ (v +~")de.
0

The last expression is in fact equal to P,(Wy), by parametrizing with the Cahn-Hoffman map &(v) =
y(V)v + V(). In terms of 6 coordinates, one can compute

(3.1) 1€(O)] = (v +~")(0).
and thus

/0 Ay + ") = / €(6)|1(6)d6 = / A(p)dHE = Py(W,).

Since the Wulff shape solves the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (AJ)), we have P,(W,) = 2|Wy],
concluding the proof. O

Using Lemma [B.1] one is able to show the following compactness result in Proposition The proof is
a direct adaptation of the argument from [JMPS22] Proposition 2.1], which we provide in Appendix [A] for
the sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.2. Let M,m > 0 and ¢ € M?(R?). Then there exist constants ¢,C > 0 and gy € (0,1)
which depend on Lg,M,m such that the following holds: Let E C R? be a bounded C? open set such that

|E| =m, Py(E) < M, and ||k, —E%HLQ(QE) <eg. Then

(a) ¢ < E% <C
(b) E consists of at most C components, which are all simply connected.

Next, provided ¢ € M?1(R?), we explicitly parametrize each boundary component of E as a C L1/2_gmall
perturbation of a scaled Wulff shape. In the isotropic case, parametrizing the boundary OF with respect to
arclength is enough, as argued in [JMPS22]. In our case, we parametrize at a weighted speed associated to
the anisotropy, and show that the angle along such a parametrization is approximately linear.

Proposition 3.3. Under the same setting as in Proposition[3.2, we additionally assume that ¢ € M**(R?).
The boundary of each connected component E; of E can be parametrized by &; + o; where for some C =
C(L¢, A¢, ||¢||C2’1(Sl)7 m, M) > 0, Z; (S RQ and T > 0,
(1) &; is the arclength parametrization of a Wulff shape OWy(x;,r;) satisfying |E;| = |Wy(xj, ;)| and
Irj — (5%) 1] < Clli — Bl 2(om)» ond
(2) llojllcrare < Cla% —FgllL2om).

Proof. In what follows, C' is a constant depending only on Lg, Ay, |4 c2.1(s1y, m, and M which may change
from line to line. We recall that A;l <~ ++" < Ay. For convenience, we denote € := H/@% — E%HH(BE)-
Fix a connected component F' C E with boundary T, let ¢ : [0,£] — R? be an arclength parametrization of

I, and let 6(s) be the angle of the outward normal to I at ((s). Without loss of generality, we set 6(0) = 0.
To obtain initial estimates on 6, it will be convenient to momentarily reparametrize to ¢(¢t) = ¢(h(t)) and

0(t) = 6(h(t)) (with h(0) = 0) so that we have the speed

(3.2) @) = (v +7")0()

and hence the relation

(3-3) 0'(t) = kp(C(E) (v +7")(0(t) = k(D).
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Note (B.2) is equivalent to the ODE R/(t) = (v +~")(0(h(t)), so h exists and is unique in C?. By B3)
and the fact that |¢'(¢)] < Ay, we find that 6 grows almost linearly, with error controlled by e: for any
te[0,n"1(0)],

t
(3-4) 0(t) — Fst| < /O K5(C(5)) — Fplds < AJ*872|1K5 — Fpll2(om) < Ce.

Let us denote the tangent and normal vectors 7(6) := (—sin 6, cos @) and n(6) := (cosd,sin ). By B.4), we
have the estimate on velocities

(35) () = € ®ERt) =10y + ") OD)T(O() — (v + ") Fgt)T(Ft)| < Lin(y +~")[0(t) - Ft| < Ce,
Thus by integrating the previous bound, we obtain that for some zo € R? and all t € [0, A7 (¢)],

(3.6) (1) — w0 — (RE)'E(RGt)| < Ce.
Since ¢ is equivalent to the Euclidean norm, we have the containments
We(zo, (Ry) ™! — Ce) C F C Wy(xo, (Ry) ! + Ce)

so that by the intermediate value theorem, there exists |r — (AE) '] < Ce such that |F| = [Wg(xo,7)|. By

repeating the calculations for (34), 35), and (B6), one finds that |f(t) — r—'t| < Ce for all t € [0,h~(£)]
and hence

1E(t) = @0 — rE(r ")l < Ce,
To obtain the sharper CY'/2-bound, we return to arclength parametrization. Denote the perturbation
a(s) = ((s) —xo —r&(r~th™(s))
for which we have shown ||o||c1 < Ce. Note that r > 1/C for ¢ sufficiently small by Proposition B2l Since
both ¢ and £ o h~! travel at unit speed, we may bound for all s € [0, /]

(3.7) lo”(s)| = HT 0(s)) — T(T_lh_l(s))]/‘

- —( o) RTINS —— )
(v +)(0(s)) (v +9")(r=th=(s))

< K5 (¢(s) = r7!] Lt ns) o n( “'hTl(s)) ‘
(v+")(0 ( ) (v +"0(s) (v +")(r"ThT1(s))

< Aglrb(C(s)) - 1|+L1p(%) 0(s) — r h(s)

(v +")0)
< C (Ir5((s) ~ Ryl +2) -

Integrating the previous bound then yields that for any 0 < s <t </,
t
) /() = '] = € ( [ Infe(s)) ~ s+ Cels

< C (I — R laomls — 112 +els — t]) < Cels — 1]'/?
and hence ||0’||c1/2 < Ce, completing the proof. O

The perturbation given in Proposition 3.3] can be recast as a normal perturbation of a Wulff shape. This
will be used in conjunction with Lemma to approximate the area and anisotropic perimeter of F.

We also note that the argument in [JMPS22, Proposition 2.1] made use of a quantitative Alexandrov
theorem for normal perturbations of the sphere, taking the form

(3.9) £l sty < Cllke, —FryllL20k,)

where Ey C R? is the region bounded by the graph z € S' — (1 + f(z))z. There does not seem to exist
an anisotropic analogue of ([3.9). However, we find that with sufficient bookkeeping, the use of such an
inequality is not necessary to prove Theorem

To be more precise, (8:9) was needed in [JMPS22] because they only asserted an estimate of the form

Ifllcrare < w(lisg, — %%, )
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for some modulus of continuity w. However, Lemma [B.4] implies that w is, in fact, linear.

Lemma 3.4. Let I C R? be a C? curve with arclength parametrization ((s). Then there exists & > 0
such that the following holds: any curve given by C(s) = ((s) + o(s) satisfying ||o||c1 < e can instead be
parametrized as a normal perturbation of T, i.e. as x + f(x)v(z) for x € T where v is the outer normal
vector to ', such that

[fller < Cle, T)lollcr-

Moreover, if T is C*% for some o € (0, 1), then we may further estimate
||f||cl’°‘ < C(S, Fv a)”O.”Cl’O‘ .

Proof. For I = P(T), define the map ® : [0,1] x (—¢,¢) — R? via ®(s,t) = ((s) +tv(s). Then for ¢ sufficiently
small, ® is a C'-diffeomorphism onto a tubular neighborhood of T'. Setting (z(s), t(s)) :== ®~1({(s)), we can
define the desired height function f by f(x(s)) := t(s) provided z is monotone, which we will show soon.

In what follows, implicit constants depend only on I' and . Let 7(s) and k(s) denote the unit tangent
vector and curvature at ((s). By computing the partial derivatives

0sP(s,t) = (1 4+ tr(s))7(s), 0D (s,t) = v(s),

we observe a global bound 1/C < D® < C provided ¢ is sufficiently small, where C' depends only on I" and
€. Hence the Taylor approximation

((s),t(s)) = 27H(C(s)) = (5,0) + D2 (((5)) - o (s) + 0(o(s))

implies the estimates
(3.10) z(s) = s+ O0(lollcr),  t(s) S llofler
(Note that one can, in fact, obtain the precise bound |t(s)| < |o(s)| by the fact that ((s) is the closest point
on I to {(z(s)).) )

We now derive estimates for 2’ (s) and ¢'(s). By differentiating ®(z(s),t(s)) = ((s), we obtain the relation

' ()1 + t(s)r(x(s)]7(2(5)) + ' (s)v(x(s)) = 7(s) + 0" (s).

By BI0)), we have 7(x(s)) = 7(s) + O(||o||cr) and v(x(s)) = v(s) + O(||o||cr). Thus we may estimate
1oy (1(8) +0'(s)) - T(x(s))
1) S B OEE)
(3.12) t'(s) = (7(s) + 0’ (s)) - v((s)) = O(llolc1)-

Hence f is well-defined and f'(z(s)) = i//((ss)) = O(Jlo||¢1), proving the first desired inequality.

=1+ 0(lloflcr)

Now implicit constants may additionally depend on . To obtain the C1® bound, it suffices to show
P Yy y daep
[t'(s)/2'(s)]ce < |loflcre. Because 2'(s) is bounded away from 0, we have

[t'/alon S 1tlsclz)ce + 12|t ]ow S llollor[2'lee + [H]ow,

so it is enough to check that [t']|ce < ||o||c1.e and [2']ce < 1. For the former, we denote 6(s) := v(z(s))—v(s)
and observe that [|d||c1 < |lo|lcr by BII). Since t'(s) = o’'(s) - v(z(s)) + 7(s) - (s), we obtain

(3.13) [tox S [0'lee + [0 |solalon + 0ller S llollcre.
Finally, from (BII]), we are left to estimate
[2']ce S(r(s) + 0'(s)) - 7(2(s))]om + [t(s)r(2(5))]ce-

A similar estimate as [B.I3]) yields the first term on the righthand side is O(||o||¢1.«). For the second term,
we remark that the curvature s is C® since I' is C*?, so

[t(s)r(z(s))lce < [ltlloolr(@(s))la + [Klloo[tla < lltllcr S llollen

and hence [2']ge < ||o||or, concluding the proof. O
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Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ € M?(R?), and let E¢ be the normal perturbation of W, C R? by f : OW, — R, i.e.
the bounded region whose boundary is parametrized by the map u(x) = = + f(x)vw, (x). Then there exists
c=c(Lg, Ay, |¢]|c21(s1)) > 0 such that if || f|lcr < c, then

(314) Byl = Wal + [ gant + (1)
oW,

(3.15) Py(Ef) = Py(Wy) + faH' +O([|f]121)

where the implicit constant also depends only on Ly, Ay, and ||¢]|c21(s1).

Remark 3.6. The linear terms in (314 and (3.I8) may be obtained from standard first variation calculations
(e.g., Theorem 17.5 and Proposition 17.8 in [Mag12]). We provide an alternate derivation to ensure the error
depends quadratically on || f]|Z,.

Proof. For 6 € [0, 2m), denote the unit normal and tangent vectors v(6) = (cos,sin ) and 7(0) = (—sin 6, cos8).
For the proof, we will use the Cahn-Hoffman map to parametrize f with respect to S' rather than OWy:

u(f) = €(0) + F(O)w(0) = (v + flv +7'T

Note that this change is permitted since [|f[crgr) ~a, [[f & [c1ow,) by BI). Moreover, the desired

linear term is now
27

fo& laH! = fly++")as.
oW, 0
The argument of w is given by
! 9)
w(f) :=argu(h) = 0 + tan~* (L>
()= argu(®) 20)+ 0

We compute

N+ H AT
202

Provided || f[|cr < ¢ for ¢(Lg, Ay, [|@]lc21(s1)) sufficiently small, w is monotonic, so we may use polar coor-
dinates and a change of variables to express the area of the perturbed region as

1

27
Byl =5 [ @)

1

=5 | Dty - s

— W 1 2 2 " 1! 2d6.
= | ¢|+5/0 [f(2y +4") = [y + f7]do.

Via integrating by parts and [B.I]), we obtain the desired formula for area:

27 27

1
Byl = [Wel + | fGr+"d0+5 [ fao.
0 0

Now we show the perimeter approximation. Note that we have the Taylor approximation

VAN e G d e i N

R R T i

which by a rotation, is equivalent to the estimate

+O(I'1),

f‘/

vV — m’r + O(|f/|2)

vi, (u(z)) =
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Altogether, we obtain the desired approximation via the area formula and integration by parts:

2
Py(Ey) = / (e, (@) 7 T )+ (F)2d6

27 !~
:/O {7_L+O(|f’|2) 4" + £+ O(f2)]do

v+ +f
2
= Py(W,) + / (7 — F')d6 + O(| f |2 en))
27
= Py(Wy) + ; f(7+7//)d9+O(||f||201(81))' O

Proof of Theorem

Let €9, C be constants depending only on Ly, Ay, ||¢[|c2.1(s1), M, m, and let 9 be small enough so that
the conclusion of Proposition holds; C' may change from line to line. We let E, ..., E4 be the (simply
connected) components of E, and for convenience, we denote ¢ := |5, — E%”LZ(QE)-

By Proposition B3 and Lemma [34] each boundary component OF; is the normal perturbation of a Wulff

shape OW,(z;,7;) by f; such that |E;| = [Wy(xj,m;)l, [r; — (BR) 71| < Ce, and || fillorarzow, @,ry) < Ce-
Due to Lemma 3.5 we have the approximation for each j that

(3.16) |Ps(Ej) = Ps(Wo(wj,m) < CllfjllEn

By (BI6]) and the fact that E has at most C' components, we deduce

d d d
Py(E) = > Py(r;Wy)| <Y |Po(Ej) = Po(riWe)| < C Y [l 5112 sy < C&
j=1 j=1 j=1

We now show that the previous estimates on normal perturbations and perimeter approximation are not
affected by replacing the individual radii 7; with a uniform radius r, chosen so that E has area equal to
F = Ul Wy(xj,r5). That is, we set r such that dr? = ijl r3. Since |r — (F%) | < C¢, we may repeat
the calculations in (3.4)-([3.8) and invoke Lemma 3.4 to deduce OE; is the normal perturbation of 0Wy(z;,r)
by gj such that ||gj||01~1/2(8W¢(zj,T)) S Ce.

In order to show |P,(E) — Py(F)| < Ce, it suffices to check

d
dr — er < 052,

j=1

which amounts to estimating the strictness of Cauchy-Schwarz. Since 1/C < r;,r < C, we have

1 d d 2 d d 2
Glir=2_m|=d =D | =d( i) =X ] = D =)
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1 1<i<j<d
Since |rj — (E%)*H < Ce for all j, the desired result follows. O

Corollary 3.7. Let m, M >0, ¢ € M>1(R?), and let E C R? be a C? set such that |E| = m, P,(E) < M.
Then there exists a constant C = C(Lg, Ay, |||l c21(s1y, m, M) > 0 such that

(317) min | Py(E) = Pa| < Cllsf = Rl 72(0m)
where Py = 2./|Wy|md is the perimeter of d disjoint Wulff shapes of area m/d.

Proof. If ||/£% - E%H r20E) < €0 with g9 as in Theorem [[LZ, then ([B.I7) follows immediately. Otherwise, if
||/£% — E%”LZ(BE) > g9, the desired inequality holds with C' = %:

. 2M _
min |Ps(E) — Py < 2M < —2||H% - “EH%P(BE)' =
€N €0
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4. THE FLAT FLow

In this section, we study the volume-preserving flat (¢, ¢)-flow in any dimension N > 2, closely following
the minimizing-movements scheme introduced by [ATWO93| and adapted by [MSS16] and [KK20b] to the
isotropic volume-preserving case.

We fix an initial bounded set £y C RY with volume m := |Ep| > 0. Given a bounded set FF C RY and a
time step h > 0, we consider the energy functional

(4.1) FulE,F) = P¢(E)+%/sdw d:c+\/_||E| m.

Note that Fp(-, F') has a minimizer among bounded sets of finite perimeter by a standard compactness
argument (e.g., see [MSST6, Lemma 3.1]).

An approrimate flat (¢,1)-flow is defined by setting Eéh) := Ey and iteratively letting El(c Jr)l minimize
Fn(, E (h)) With respect to time, we denote E()(t) := Eff/)hj for t € [0,00). The flat flow is then obtained
by taking an appropriate subsequence as h — 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢ € M>Y(RY), ¢p € M(RY), Ey C RY be a bounded set of finite perimeter, and for
all h > 0, let {EM(t)};>0 be an approzimate flat flow starting at Eo. Then there exists a family of sets of
finite perimeter {E(t)}i>0, which we call a volume-preserving flat (¢,v)-flow starting at Ey, such that
E(0) = Ey and for some subsequence h,, — 0, we have lim,, ., |[E") () AE(t)| = 0 for all t > 0. Moreover,
for all 0 < s <t and a constant C = C(N, Ly, Ly),

(4.2) [E(s)AE(1)] < Cfs — ¢]'/?
(4.3) B(t) =m
(4.4) Py(E(1)) < Py(Ey)

where Ly and Ly are given in (23)).

Before proving Theorem 1]l we will need a number of technical lemmas. Some of the arguments for
(Z1) are parallel to the ones in [MSS16] with instances of the isotropic perimeter functional replaced by Pj.
However, to the best of our knowledge, the statements specifically for [@I]) in the anisotropic setting are
not available. Therefore, for the sake of completeness, we write it out in full in Section EJl Some of the
standard estimates and proofs are deferred to Appendix [Bl In Sections and [4.3] we highlight cases where
the anisotropy introduces a nontrivial obstacle.

In Theorem F1] we assume ¢ € M?1(RY), restricting to this level of regularity for two reasons. The first
is to invoke a priori regularity of (A, r¢)-minimizers of Py, per [PM14], and the second is to apply Schauder
estimates in Proposition 4.7 below.

4.1. Standard estimates. The dissipation of two bounded sets E' and F is defined as

DY(E,F) := / d%.dz.
EAF

/sdﬁdx:/ d}ﬁdx—/ d%.dz,
E EAF F

we see that replacing the term fE sd}/; dz in the definition of F, with D¥(E, F) makes no difference to the
minimization problem. Hence we obtain the following dissipation inequality:

Due to the relation,

h 1 h h h
(4.5) Py(EL) + DY (EX EM) + m| < Py(EM) +

h
By iterating ([&H]), we further get for all & > 0:

| —ml.

h
f||Ek+1| an(

(4.6) ZDT" (BD), EM) + f||Eh>|—m|sp¢<Eo>.

The following two lemmas are standard estimates adapted from [MSS16]; their proofs can be found in
Appendix Bl
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Lemma 4.2. Let F C RY be a bounded set of finite perimeter and let E be a minimizer of F(-, F). Then
there exist constants c¢,C > 0 depending only on N, Lg, Ly, such that

(i) (L*° estimate)

(4.7) sup d}{i <evh
EAF

(i) (L' estimate) For all £ < cv/h,

(4.8) |[EAF| < C (£P¢(E) + %Dw(E, F))
(iii) (L* estimate)

(4.9) /8 @R < CDY(E.F),

where O*E is the reduced boundary of E.

Lemma 4.3 (Holder continuity in time). Let E™ (t) be an approzimate flat (¢,v)-flow from initial set Eq.
Then there exists a constant C' = C(N, Ly, Ly) such that for all 0 < s <t < oo,

(4.10) |[EMW(s)AE™M (t)| < CPy(Eo) max{|t — s|, h}/2.
4.2. Elliptic regularity.

Definition 4.4. Let ¢ be a norm on RY. We say a bounded set E C RN of finite perimeter is a (A,70)-
minimizer of Py if for all v < 1o and F C RN such that EAF CC B,(x), we have

(4.11) Py(E; By(x)) < Py(F; By(x)) + A|EAF]|

We show that a minimizer of Fy (-, F') is a (A, ro)-minimizer of Pj.
Lemma 4.5. Let F C RY be a bounded set of finite perimeter and let E be a minimizer of Fp,(-, F). Then E
is a (A, ro)-minimizer of Py for anyro >0 and A = C*\/ﬁl + QLZTO , where ¢ is the constant from Lemmal[{-3(i).
Proof. Fix z € RV, and suppose G C R¥ is such that EAG CC B,(x) where r < ry. By minimality, we

have
1 o1 1 b1
P¢(E)§P¢(G)+E GAFdF+ﬁ||G|_m|_ 7 EAFdF+ﬁ||E|—m|
1 1
§P¢(G)+E/EAG#+E|EAG|.

By Lemma [2(i), we have supga p d}{i < ¢v/h and hence suppac de < cv/h + 2Lyro. Thus

c+1 2Lyrg
Py(F) < Py(G EAG].
oB) < PG + (S 4 2EE0 ) |
Since Py(E) — Py(G) = Py(E; B, (z)) — Py(G; B, (z)), we are done. O

Lemma 4.6 (Euler-Lagrange equation). Let ¢ € M2(RY), 1) € M(RY) and let F C RN be a bounded set
of finite perimeter and let E be a minimizer of Fp (-, F). Then E satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

de &
(4.12) TF =—k%+\  ond'E
for some Lagrange multiplier A € R. Moreover if |E| # m, then A = ﬁ sgn(m — |E|).

In light of the Euler-Lagrange equation, for any approximate flat (¢, 1)-flow E()(t), we define the discrete
velocity

1 ¥
oM (t,2) = {g sdion 1y (@) ¢ € [h, 00)
€

and set A" (#) to be the Lagrange multiplier for E()(t).
Lemma and Lemma yield the elliptic regularity:
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Proposition 4.7 (Elliptic regularity). Let ¢ € M>Y(RY), let F C RN be a bounded set of finite perimeter,
and let E be a minimizer of Frn(-,F). Then there exists a relatively closed singular set ¥ C OF such that
HN=3() =0 and OF \ ¥ is locally a C** manifold for any « € (0,1).

Remark 4.8. When N < 3, ¥ is empty, so OF is simply a C*% manifold.

Proof. By Lemmal[LH] E is a (A, ro)-minimizer of Py, so by [PMI4], OF is locally a C! manifold outside of
a singular set ¥ with HY¥=3(X) = 0. We need only upgrade C! regularity to C%°.

Fix a regular point 79 € OF \ X, and let u : RV — R be a C! function such that in a neighborhood U of
x0, OENU ={z € U : u(xz) = 0} and Vu does not vanish on U. Assuming a priori regularity of vg = \g—Z\v
we can express the Euler-Lagrange equation (A12)) on OENU as

Vu) [DQu Vu@Vu}) sd}fi

- = Xr
AN noT

(4.13) K = div, (Vo(vg)) = tr (D2¢ (

Recalling that A;II < D?@lgnv-—1 < Ayl, we see that ([ZI3) is an elliptic equation in non-divergence form with
continuous coefficients, and it follows from standard Schauder estimates (e.g., [FRRO22, Proposition 2.31])
that u € C%® for any o € (0,1). Since D?¢ and sd}{i are Lipschitz, we now obtain an elliptic equation with
C? coefficients, and applying Schauder estimates once more yields that v € C*%, completing the proof. [J

4.3. Proof of Theorem [4.I. We are almost in a position to prove Theorem [ but we must first ensure
that the approximate flow remains bounded in finite time in order to obtain compactness. In addition, some
control over the Lagrange multiplier A®)(t) for E()(t) is needed in the proof of Theorem [l to limit the
amount of time during which the volume restraint [E(")(t)| = m is inactive. Both of these issues are resolved
in Proposition

Lemma 4.9. Let ¢ € M>YRY) and suppose E is a (A,ro)-minimizer of Py which is contained in a
half-space H C RN. Then any point x € 0E N OH must be a regular point of E.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let = 0. We observe that for any r > 0, the rescalings E, := r~'E

are (Ar,7o/r)-minimizers of P, and are also contained in H. By applying [PMI4, Lemma 2.1] with a
diagonalization, there exists 7; — 0 such that E,, converges in L}, to some set E C H which is an absolute
Pj-minimizer, i.e. it is a (0, 00)-minimizer of Pg. Then [SSAT7, Theorem 1.2] implies that 0 is a regular
point of HE. By [PM14, Lemma 2.1], we have that 0 is a regular point of OE,., for sufficiently large j, and

hence also of OF by rescaling. O
Note that for ¢ € M2, k? satisfies a monotonicity property:
(4.14) if B, F c RY are C? such that F C F, then for any point 2 € 9E N JF, we have /@%(x) < n?}(x)

This is proven, for instance, in [CMP15] for a general class of perimeter functionals. We observe as a
consequence that if E satisfies the interior rWy-property at x € OF and OF is C? near z, then /@% (z) < %

Indeed, this follows by applying (4.14)), which is a local statement, to F' = Wy(x — rvg(z), ).

Proposition 4.10 (Boundedness in finite time). Let {E")(t)};>0 be an approzimate flat (¢,1)-flow and
fix T > 0. There exist ho = ho(m, Py(Ep)) > 0 and ro = ro(N, Ly, Ly, m, Py(Ey), diam(Ey),T) such that
EM(t) C rpWy for all t € [0,T] and h < hy.

Proof. In what follows, C' depends only on N, L4, Ly, and may change from line to line. Fix h > 0, and for
any t € [0, 7] define

re = inf{r > 0: E®(t) C rW,}.

Choose 2 € OEM () N d(riWy). There exists a half-space H containing E( (t) and satisfying = € 0H.
By Lemma 9] x is a regular point. Then we can apply the monotonicity principle (£I4) to deduce
K/%(’l)(t) (x) > %, and hence by the Euler-Lagrange equation, v (t,z) = —n%(h)(t) (z) + AW (1) < API(2).
Thus 7, < r4_p + CAM (t)h and by iterating,

(4.15) rr <1+ c/ AP (1) |dt.
0
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To bound the Lagrange multiplier with respect to r;, we invoke the divergence theorem: letting X be a C}
vector field such that X (z) =z in r,Wy, we obtain the estimate

n| AP @) EP ()| = / AM) () div X d
EM (t)

/ AP () - XdHN
8*EM) (1)

_ ] (h) N—1
= K + o\ - XdH
/B*E(’l)(t)( E()(¢) )

/ diVTﬁ¢XdP¢ =+ |7
o= B (1)

(N = 1)Po(EM () + 1 </
o

where in the last step we used that div,; 4 X = N —Ve(v)-

Note that for b < ho(m, Py(Ep)) sufficiently small, |[E") (¢
previous estimate in time and applying Proposmlonm, we o

1/2
T 2 1 T
/ NP (@)|dt < = | Ps(Eo)T + —/ Ty (/ v (t, 2)2dHN 1) dt
0 m nJo o* B (t)

2 C T 1/2
EP¢(EO)T + EP¢(EO)1/2 </0 rfdt)

(4.16) <’ (7’ + </OT rfdt) 1/2>

where C’ depends only on N, Lg, Ly, m, Py(Ey). Altogether, by (£15) and (£16]) we have

h)dHNfl
*EM) (1)

IN

IN

1/2
oM (¢, x)QdHN1>

*EM) (t)

( y = = N —1 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

| > 2 by dissipation. Hence, by integrating the
obta

<

- 1/2
(4.17) rr <ro+C'r+C' (/ rtzdt) :
0
The desired boundedness now follows from using integrating factors as argued in [MSS16, Lemma 3.8]. O

Proof of Theorem [4.1}

By Proposition EEI0, we may find a sequence h,, — 0 such that for all ¢ € Q>q, E"»)(q) converges in L'
to some F(q). We can check that the Holder continuity in time (B.6)) is preserved in the limit: for p, ¢ € Q>,

(418) [E@AE() < lim (|E@AE™) p)| + [E") (@) AE(p)| + C max{ha, |p — q'/2}) = Clp - g|/2.

We can then define the entire flat (¢, ¢)-flow via continuity in L': for ¢ > 0,
E(t) = lim E(q),
q€Q>0

for which well-definedness is standard to check using ([{I8]). Moreover the Holder continuity in time is again
preserved: for 0 < s <t and p,q € Q>¢, we have

|E(s)AE(t)] < |E(s)AE(p)| + |E(0)AE(t)] + Clp — q|'/?

and sending p — s and ¢ — s, we obtain |E(s)AE(t)| < C|s — t|*/2. By dissipation, we have for all ¢ > 0

Py(B)(t)) + m(t)] —m| < Py(Eo)

_h|| Ehn)
and by sending n — oo, we obtain |E(t)] = m and P4s(E(t)) < P4s(Ep) by the lower semicontinuity of
anisotropic perimeter. O
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4.4. Further estimates. We conclude this section with the following corollaries, which will be used in the
subsequent section, particularly in the proofs of Lemma [5.1] and Theorem [I.11

Corollary 4.11. Let {Et(h)}tzo be an approximate flat (¢,¢)-flow and fix T > 0. There exists constants
ho = ho(m, Py(Ey)) and C = C(N, Ly, Ly, m, Py(Ey), diam(Eyp), T) such that for h < hg,

T
/ AP (2)]2dt < C
0

and

[{t €0,7]: [E™(1)] # m}| < Ch.

Proof. The first inequality follows from (ZI0]) in the proof of PropositionI0 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
For the latter inequality, we observe that A" (¢)] = ﬁ whenever |E()(t)| # m, and hence

{t €10, T]: |[EM(t)] £ m}| < /OT RN (4)2dt < Ch. O

We will also need the following distance comparison result, that if E' is close to a disjoint union F' of Wulff
shapes, then the flat flow from E remains close to F' for a short amount of time. Its proof is parallel to the
argument from the isotropic case given in [JN20, Lemma 4.3] as a consequence of Corollary ET1] and the

monotonicity principle (Z14).

Corollary 4.12 (Distance Comparison Result). Suppose E C RY, P,(E) < Co, and F = UN Wy(x,7) is
a disjoint union of Wulff shapes such that CL[) < r < Cy. Then there exists €o, hg,C > 0 depending only on

Co, N, Ly, Ly such that if supgap d}/; <e<egp and h < min{\/e, ho}, then

(4.19) sup  dy < Ce'/?
EM) (H)AF

for allt < \/e.

5. LONG-TERM CONVERGENCE

We are now ready to prove Theorem [[LT The proof runs parallel to that of [JMPS22, Theorem 1.2]; we
include it for completion’s sake and to highlight the applications of Theorem [[.2] which are twofold. First,
we apply the quantitative Alexandrov theorem in the form of Corollary 3.7 to obtain exponential decay of
dissipations via a Gronwall type argument, from which we can deduce the exponential convergence of the
flat flow in L'. Then, we apply Theorem to show the approximate flat flow is an exponentially small
perturbation of a disjoint union of Wulff shapes.

One might hope that the rate of exponential convergence asserted in Theorem [L.T]is uniform with respect
to basic geometric properties of the initial set Ey, particularly |Ey|, Py(Ep) and diam(Ep). However, as
pointed out by [JMPS22], this is not true if one considers in the isotropic case the example of two disks of
different radii. The smaller disk disappears in finite time, but as the initial radii are closer to equal, it takes
arbitrarily long for the convergence to occur.

In Theorem [[.I] we show that the rate of exponential convergence is uniform once the limiting energy
p(t) defined in (&2)) is close enough to converging. To be more precise, we will show that if

(5.1) Py <p(t) < Pgy1—0 forallt>Ty

for some d € N and Ty, > 0, then (E(t)):>7, converges exponentially at a rate which depends only on
Ly, Ag, ||@llc21(s1), Ly, | Eol, Py (Eo), diam(Ep) and 6. This highlights that the main obstruction to obtaining
a uniform rate of convergence is that 7 may depend rather arbitrarily on the flat flow E(t).

Proof of Theorem [I.1k

Let Ey C R? be a bounded set of finite perimeter such that |Eg| = m. Let E(t) be a volume-preserving flat
(¢, ¥)-flow starting from Ey, and E () (t) a corresponding sequence of approximate flows. We will frequently
pass to a subsequence of h,, without relabeling. By dissipation, we note that the energy

Py(E) (1)) + %h_nHEth —ml
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is decreasing in ¢ and uniformly bounded by Py(Ey). Thus, we may pass to a subsequence such that the
following pointwise limit exists:
1
——|EP) (@) —m] ) .
=B @) = m

We assume that p(t) is not eventually constant (the alternative can be argued exactly as in Case 2 of
[JMPS22, Theorem 1.2]). Recall that Py := 2,/|Wy|md is the ¢-perimeter of d disjoint Wulff shapes of area
m/d. Then there exists d € N such that lim;_, . p(t) € [Py, Pit1), and moreover there exists To > 0 such
that (1)) is satisfied for ¢ := %(Pd+1 — limy o0 p(t)).

(5.2) p(t) :== lim <P¢(E(h")(t)) +

Lemma 5.1 (Exponential Decay in Dissipations). Suppose Ty > 0 and § > 0 satisfy (&I). Then for any
T > Ty, there exists ny € N such that for all n > ny and t € [Ty, T},

[T/hn]-1
(53) o2 DUERY B < 2Py (Be)e T/
" j=1t/hnl

where Co = Co(Lg, Ay, |¢]lc21(s1), Ly, m, Py (Eo), diam(Ey), §). Moreover, for s >t > Ty,
(5.4) |E(s)AE(t)| < Coe~¢=T0)/2C0,

Remark 5.2. We note that the estimate (G.4]) (which is of the flat flow and not of the approximate flat flow)
implies exponential convergence to some set Fo, C R? in L!. It remains to characterize E,, as a disjoint
union of Wulff shapes and show that exponential convergence is also achieved with respect to the distance
between the boundaries.

Proof of Lemmal5idl In what follows, Cy is a constant that may change from line to line and whose de-
pendencies are as aforementioned. From (G.1)), for n > np sufficiently large and for all ¢ € [Ty, T, we
have

1
(5.5) Py(E")(1)) + \/h—||E(h")(t)| —m| € (P, Pay1 = 9).
We claim that for all ¢ € [Ty, T] and n > ng such that |[E(")(t)| = m, we have the estimate
[T/hn]—1 C
h" h" 0 n n
(5.6) > DUELY, B < D ECD (0), B (t - hy)).
g=Lt/hn) "
Once we obtain (B.6]), the proof of (B.h]) is given as follows. Let D(¢) := h% Zﬁ{?f,ﬂil DY (EJ(-}fr’i), EJ(-h")), o
that (5.6 can be equivalently expressed as
Co 1
. D(t) < —[D(t — hy,) — D(t d th D)< (11— ————— ) D(t— hy).
61 DO <Pk -DO]  wds DO < (1 g ) Dl )

Recall from Corollary [£.17] that
(5:8)  WLTo/hn] i< [T/hn] 2 |B| #m}| < €' = C'(Lg, Ly, m, Py(Fo), diam(Fo), T),
which means (0.6]) fails for at most C’ many timesteps i. Therefore, starting at any ¢ € [Ty, 7] (not necessarily
satisfying |E()(t)| = m), we may iterate the second inequality in (5.2) at least |[t/hy, | — |To/hn| — C’ many
times to obtain the estimate

) L4/ )= \To /] —C"
By using dissipation to bound D(Tpy) < P4(Ep) and taking nr sufficiently large, we obtain (5.3)).

It remains to prove the claim (56). For all t € [Ty, T satisfying the volume constraint |[E(")(t)| = m, we
may use the iterated dissipation inequality as in (4.0)):

(5.9) D(t) < D(T) (1

| T/hy|—1
hn hn n
(5.10) — > DUENYEM) < Py(BUD ) - P
" j=[t/hn)
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By (B.3), we have § < Py — Py(E") (1)) < Pyy1 — Py, which yields

Py — P
At 74 nin [Py (B () — P

(5.11) Py(E") (1)) — Py < min

Using the inequalities (B.5) and (B.I1]), we apply the quantitative Alexandrov theorem in the form of Corol-
lary 3.7 to bound

| T/hy|—1
hn hn p—
(5.12) = > pUE E >)gc||,.;<g(hn)(t)_ﬁgw(t)||2L2(8E(hn>(t)).
" j=1t/hn)

Then, our claim follows from (5I2) and Lemma 53] below.
On the other hand, the proof of ([B.4) follows from a standard application of Lemma [£.2)(ii) and (&3] as
in the proof of [JMPS22, Theorem 1.2]. O

Lemma 5.3. Suppose E C RY is a minimizer of Fu(-, F). Then for C = C(N, Ly, Ly),
_ C

(5.13) K% — Foll 2207 m) < pr(E,F),

Proof. Observe that for any f € L%(0*E), the quantity

min Ilf —cllz200B)

P
is attained at ¢ = m fé)*E fdHN~1. Thus, recalling the Euler-Lagrange equation SdTF = —ﬁ% + A and
using Lemma [L2[(iii), we may estimate
_ 1 C
I =R l120m) < I = Misomy = 3z [ (@§)%de < 5DV (B.F). 0

In what follows, C' is a constant that does not depend on time or the timestep h,,, and Cy denotes the con-
stant from Lemma[5.T]and will remain static. Moreover, T} > Ty will be a time which may change from line to
line but will be such that the increment T —Tp depends only on L, Ay, ||¢]|c2.1(s1), Ly, m, Py(Eo), diam(Ey), 6.

For given t > T1, we show that there exists n; € N such that for all n > n; and for some ¢,, € [t—eft/‘lcf’, t],
(5.14) kp(tn) < e t/4C0 and [EP)(t,)] = m
where we denote k,(s) := ||I{%(hn)(s) - E%(hn)(s)||L2(8E(hn)(s)) for s > 0. Using Markov’s inequality, for any
n > ny we may estimate

t
[{se[t— e /A% 1] k() > e_t/4co}| < et/zc"/ kn(s)?ds

t—e
t2ce  Lt/hal-1
< - pY(EV, E)) by Lemmal53
n = \_(t—e*t/“co)/th
< Ce /2% by (E.3).
By the above and Corollary .11
(5.15) [{s € [t — e /190 1] s k() < e /49 |EP) ()| = m}| > e /40 — Ce™ /2% — Cihy,.

By taking ¢ > T} sufficiently large, the righthand side of (518 is at least %e‘t/ 4Co _ Cyhy,. Tt then follows
that the righthand side is positive for n > n; sufficiently large, in which case (B.14) follows.

Next, it follows from Theorem that if Ty is sufficiently large, then E("»)(t,) is the normal graph
fn over a disjoint union F,, of equally sized Wulff shapes such that |F,| = m and || fn||gra/2 < Ce™t/4C0,
Moreover, the constraints Py(E"")(t,)) € (Py, Pss1—0) and |Py(E")(t,,)) — Py(Fy)| < Ce™ /2% force the
equality Py(F,) = Py if T} is large enough, in which case F;, has exactly d components and we may express
Fy = Ul Wy (2, 7) where dr?|[Wy| = m.

By Proposition [£.I0, the F,, are uniformly bounded, so we may pass to a subsequence in which ¢, — ¢ €
[t — e t/4C0 4], 2, — x(t), and f,, — f; in C* where a € (0, 1). It follows that F,, converges in Hausdorff
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distance to F'(t) := Ul_, Wy(z;(t),7) and that the L'-limit E(t') = lim, o0 E(h)(t,,) is the normal graph of

fi over F(t) such that || fi||cr.« < Ce~t/4C0, In particular, we obtain the estimate |E(t')AF(t)| < Ce~t/4Co,
Recall that by (5.4), the flat flow converges exponentially fast in L' to some set E,, C R?, thus

(5.16) |F(t)AEL| < |[F(H)AE()| + |E(t')AES| < Ce™t/4C0,

Hence E is itself a disjoint union of Wulff shapes and the centers x;(¢) converge exponentially fast. Thus
we deduce the estimate

(5:17) dir (F (1), Bso) < Cem!/1.
Since F,, — F(t) in Hausdorff distance, we find that for n sufficiently large,

sup dlg < sup d}{i +dp(Fn, Ex)
E0m)(t,)AEa  EGw)(t,)AF,
< an”oo + dH(FnaF(t)) + dH(F(t)vEOO))

< Qe t/4C0,
By Corollary @12 and the fact that ¢t — t,, < e~%/4Co < (Ce~t/4C0)1/2,
(5.18) sup  dy, < Ce /36,
E0m)()AEa
Since this estimate is uniform in n, we obtain ([[3]), concluding the proof of Theorem [Tt
(5.19) sup dY < Cemt/36C0,
E(t)ABs

Finally, we observe retroactively that lim_ ., p(t) = P4, so § = %(Pd-i-l — P;) depends only on m and
P4(Ep), and hence we may remove the dependence of any prior constants on 9. O

6. REFLECTION PROPERTY

In this section, we prove Theorem[[.3l We recall the reflection comparison properties (*) g and (*)’; defined
in (6) and (1) for half-spaces H C RY. We occasionally use the notation II;(v) := {z € RY : x-v < t}
for half-spaces.

Lemma 6.1. If F C RY satisfies (x)g for some half-space H = 11,,(s) C RN and v € M(RY) is compatible
with v, then

(6.1) sd}/fﬂ(:t) <sd%(¥(z)) VzeH.

Moreover if v is strictly convex and F satisfies ()%, then equality in (GI) holds only if there exists y €
OF N OH at which both distances d?(:z:) and d?(‘ll(:z)) are attained. In particular, if F satisfies () and
OF is C! near OF N OH, then [6.1)) is strict for all x € H.

Proof. First let z € F\ int(¥(F)). Then (1) is trivial since sd'p(z) < 0 < Sd}{i(\lf(x)) for such z. Moreover
if F' satisfies (*)’;, then equality cannot occur, since sd? (x)=0= sd}/fﬂ(\ll(x)) implies z € (OF NOY(F))NH.

We will now prove the statement for « € int(¥(F)) N H and the remaining case is a symmetric argument.
Let y € OF be such that the minimum 1-distance of x to OF is attained at y. If y € H, then along the line
segment from x to y there must be a point z € ¥ (F), in which case by reflection symmetry of ¢,

(6.2) dp(¥(2)) < P((x) = U(2)) = d(x - 2) < Pz —y).
If y € H, then
(6.3) dp(¥(x)) < P(¥(z) —y) < bz —y).

The second inequality in (@3] may be justified as follows: if P is the hyperplane parallel to OH which
contains y, and z is the reflection of  across P, then ¥(z) = (1 — t)x + tz for some ¢ € (0,1] and hence

YP(¥(z) —y) < (1 =)@ —y) +th(z —y) =Pz —y).

Either way, it follows that d}{i(\lf(x)) < 4(x —y) = d%(z), proving (GI).
We remark that the inequality (62) becomes strict if F' satisfies (%)}, and (€3] is strict if y ¢ 0H

and 1 is strictly convex. Thus, we deduce that if F' satisfies (%)} and 1 is strictly convex, then equality
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Sd}{i(\ll(:t)) = sd}{i(x) can only occur if the distance d}{i(:v) is attained at some y € OF N 0H, in which case
d?(\IJ(:zr)) is also attained at y by reflection symmetry. In this case, we have Wyo (z,7) U Wyo (¥(z),r) C F
where 7 = 1)(z — ), but this cannot happen if OF is C* near y. |

Lemma 6.2. The property (x)g is stable under convergence in L'. That is, if Eso C RY is the L'-limit of
sets E; which satisfy (*)m, then Eo satisfies (%) .

Proof. Suppose for sake of contradiction that Fo, does not satisfy (x)g, so the set G := (V(Ex) \ Foo) N H
is of positive measure. Since G C ¥(Ey), we see that U(E;)NG — G in L. Similarly, because GN Ex = 0,
G\ E; — G in L'. Thus, for sufficiently large j, we have

2 2
|\I/(Ej)ﬂG|2§|G|, |G\ E;| > Z|G]|

and hence [(¥(E;) \ E;) NG| > |G| > 0. As G C H, it follows that such E; do not satisfy (+)g, a
contradiction. 0

In light of Lemma[6.2] in order to prove Theorem [[3] it is enough to check that (x)’; is preserved by the
approximate (¢, ¥)-flow.

Proposition 6.3. Let N = 2,3. Consider a half-space H = 11,,(s) and suppose ¢ € M>1(RN), 4 € M(RYN)
are compatible with v. If F C RY satisfies (x)y; and OF is C' near OF N OH, then any minimizer E of
Fn(-, F) also satisfies (*).

Proof. First we show that E satisfies (x)p. Suppose not for the sake of contradiction. Recalling the con-
vention that E coincides with its set of Lebesgue points, it follows that G := (U(E) \ E) N H is of positive
measure. We claim that £ := (E U G) \ U(G) satisfies Fj,(F, F) < Fu(E, F), contradicting that E is a
minimizer. Since |G| = |¥(G)|, GNE =0, and ¥(G) C E, we observe that |E| = |E|.

To compare the dissipation terms, we note that sd}{i(a:) < sd}{i(\ll(x)) for all z € H by Lemma [6.Il Since

G is of positive measure, we have
/ sd'p dz < / sdy. dz.
G T(G)

By adding E \ ¥(G) to the region of integration, it follows that DY (E, F) < D¥(E, F).

For the surface energies, we check P,(E) < P,(E). Note that we can equivalently express
E=[Y(E)UE)NH|U[Y(E)NENH®].
By reflection symmetry of ¢ and the submodularity principle, we have
(6.4) Py(V(E)UE;H)+ Py(¥(E)NE; ¥ (H)) = Ps(P(EYUE;H)+ Pp(Y(E)NE; H)
< Py(E; H) + Py (V(E); H)
= Py(E; H) + Py(E; Y (H)).
We further claim that 8* ENOH and 8*ENOH are equivalent up to a HN~1-null set, from which the desired

inequality Pys(E) < P,(E) then immediately follows after (6.4) and [MagI2, Theorem 16.3]. It suffices to
show that if 2 € H, then 2 € E(/?) if and only if z € E(/?), This is true since for any r > 0,

|ENB,(z) = |(EUY(E))NHNB,(z)| +|ENY(E)NH N B,(z)|
=|(EUY(E))NHNB,(z)|+|ENY(E)NHNB,(z)|
=|ENHNB.(x)|+ |Y(E)NHN B, (x)
=|ENHNB(2)]+|ENH N B.(x)]
— |ENB,()].
Thus we have shown E satisfies (%) g.
Lastly we show that F satisfies (x)};. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that F and 0¥ (FE) intersect

at some point * € H. Recall that since N < 3, E is 0% by Proposition 7l so by the monotonicity
principle ([@I4), we have ﬁ%(\lf(x)) = fi‘é’,(E)(x) > k% (x), and hence sd'p(z) > Sd}{i(\lf(x)) by the Euler-

Lagrange equation (I12). However, this contradicts sd}ﬁ(:z:) < sd?(‘ll(a:)) from Lemma [61] completing the
proof. O
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Proof of Theorem [1.3k

Since N < 3, recall the approximate flow E("(t) is C*“ by Proposition @7 for all t > h. Thus by iterating
Proposition 63} if the initial set Eq satisfies ()}, then E()(¢) satisfies (x)}; for all ¢ > 0. By Lemma (.2,
the flat flow E(t) also satisfies (). O

Remark 6.4. The restriction to dimensions N € {2,3} in Theorem [[13 is needed so that the Euler-Lagrange
equation ([{I2) holds globally on the approximate flow.

6.1. On the Long-term Profile. We now apply Theorem [[.] in tandem with Theorem to prove
Corollary .4 and Corollary [[.5] which each establish some conditions on the initial set that allow us to
confine the long-term profile of the flat flow in the plane.

Proof of Corollary[1] Fix ¢ > 0 and let D, = (1 + ¢)D. For every half-space H containing D,., Ey is
contained in H and the intersection 9Ey N OH is empty. Thus Fy trivially satisfies (xx)},_p as well as the
condition that Ey is C' near OH for all such half-spaces. Hence E satisfies (x%)p_ p by Theorem [[L3] so
E.. must be contained in D, + (|Eo|/|Wy|)'/2W, since D, is convex. As ¢ is arbitrary, the claim follows. [J

Proof of Corollary [L.3 Recall that by Theorem [[T] the limiting set Eo is a disjoint union of Wulff shapes
U Wy (2j,7) where r = (d‘\%}il )1/2. By Theorem [[13] E., satisfies () p p, so the centers x; must lie in D;
otherwise, the property (x) g would be violated for some half-space H which contains D but excludes z;. In
particular, Eoe C D +1Wy so |D + rWy| > |Ep|. Since r is decreasing with respect to d, it suffices to show
|D + rWy| < |Ep| when d = 2.

As D and W are convex, it follows by a standard result of mixed volumes that

|D +rWy| = |D| 4+ rPy(D) + r*|Wy|.

Thus it is equivalent to show

DI+ a/2DTE - 22 <o
which occurs precisely when
()" <g=e
| Eo V2 '
6.2. Stability. In this section, we prove Theorem [L.6
We say that P is a root system if
(6.5) VveP, —vePand ¥, (P)="P.

Moreover, we say that £ C RY satisfies the r-cone property (with respect to P) if for all x € RY, there
exists a basis A C P of R such that

x + rcone(A) C E¢ if v € E°
x—rcone(A) CE ifrek

where cone(A) is defined to be the open convex hull of A U {0}.
It is shown in [KKP21] that a set which satisfies (%) p p for a large enough family of half-spaces satisfies
a uniform cone condition and hence enjoys uniform Lipschitz regularity:

Proposition 6.5. [KKP21, Theorem 2.2] Suppose P C SN~ is a root system such that span(P\ K) = RN
for any hyperplane K through the origin. Then there exists ¢ = c(P) such that the following holds: if E C RN
satisfies (x*) g, (0),p for some p < c|E|YN, then E satisfies the r-cone condition for some r > 0, with locally
constant cone directions which are independent of E.

Remark 6.6. We refer the reader to [KKP21] for a precise characterization of the constant ¢(P). See also
Appendix [C] for the characterization in R?.

Lemma 6.7 (Compactness result). Let P C SN~ be a root system, and suppose E, C RY is a uniformly
bounded sequence of sets satisfying the statement of Proposition[6.3] for P. Then, there exists a subsequence
that converges in Hausdorff distance and in L* (to the same limit).
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Proof. Suppose Ej, C Bpr for some R > 0. We observe that by Proposition [6.5] there exists a finite open
cover (U;); of Br with corresponding normal vectors v; € SV =1 such that for all k and i, OEy, N Uj; either is
empty or is given by a Lipschitz graph

(6.6) vovi = (@ = (2 vi)vi)

where the Lipschitz constant of f,gi) is uniform with respect to 7, k.
Passing to a subsequence, we can ensure that for each i, one of the following is true:

(1) U; C Ey, for all k
(2) U; C Ef for all k
(3) OFx NU; is a Lipschitz graph over U; of the form (6.6)) for all .

The desired statement now follows from Arzela-Ascoli. O

Lemma 6.8 (I'-convergence). Suppose (Fy)i>1,(Ex)k>1 are sequences of bounded sets of finite perimeter in
RY such that E, — E in L' and F, — F in Hausdorff distance. Then

(6.7) Fin(E, F) < likminffh(Ek,Fk).
—00

In particular, if Ey, € argmin Fy (-, Fy) for all k, then E € argmin Fp(-, F).

Proof. Note that Ll-convergence Ey — E implies |Ex| — |E| and Py(E) < liminfy_,oo Py(Ex) by lower-
semicontinuity. Moreover, by Lemma [£.2((i) and the Hausdorff convergence Fj, — F, we observe that the E},
are uniformly bounded and that sd}/fﬂk converges uniformly to sd}/fﬂ. Thus for the dissipation terms, we may

estimate
/ sdy, da —/ sd}/ék dx
E o
proving (6.7).

Now assume Ej, € argmin F (-, F;) and suppose there exists G such that F3, (G, F) < Fi(E, F). By the
previous argument, we find

g/ d}ﬁ+/ |sdy —sdy, |de 2% 0,
EAE, Ey

klim fh(G, Fy) = Fiu(G, F) < ]:h(E, F) < Hkminf]:h(Ek, Fy)
—00 —00
which for large enough k contradicts the fact that Ej minimizes Fy, (-, Fy). O

Lemma 6.9. Suppose E C R is bounded and satisfies (*%)B,(0),p, where P C SN=1 is a root system and
p < ¢(P) is such that Proposition applies. Then for all € > 0, there exists a C*° set F which satisfies
(**)33,,(0),73 and dg(E, F) < e.

Proof. Fix € > 0, and consider the set

1
F:={ze€ FE:dg(z) >eg(x)} where g(x) := B g |z - v| = g x- v
veP veP:z-v>0

We claim that F' satisfies (**);3‘,(0),73' Fix a half-space H = II,,(s) containing B,(0) where vy € P and the
reflection map ¥(x) = ¥y (x) =+ 2(s — z - v9)vp. We wish to prove

(6.8) de(¥(z)) —eg(¥(z)) > dp(x) —eg(x) Vee ENT(H),

since it then follows that ¥(z) € int(F) for all z € F N W(H), implying (x)%. By Lemma B.I] we have
dr(¥(x)) > dg(x), so it suffices to show

(6.9) g(¥(z)) < g(x) Vo € U(H).
First, we show the inequality

(6.10) y-v>0,t>0 S 9(y + o) — g(y) > t.
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Indeed, using the fact that ¥, (P) = P, we may estimate the directional derivative D, g(y) (where it exists)
for any y such that y - vg > 0 as follows:

(6.11) Dug(y) = Y (v - 10)Lyus0)
veP
= Z |:(V : VO)l{y»u>0} + (\I/Vo (V) ’ Vo)l{y'\llm(”)>0}:|
veEP:v-19>0
S T,
veP:v-vg>0

>y =1
where the last inequality follows from observing that if v - 19 > 0 and y - ¥,,,(v) > 0, then
yv=y- -V, (v)+2v-v)(y- ) >0.

Since D,,g exists at cofinitely many points along any line parallel to vy, [6I0) follows from integrating
(611). Applying (610), we deduce that for any = € V(H),

g(x) —g(¥(z)) > 2(x - vy — 8) when z - vy € (s,25)

9(x) —g(¥(z)) = g(x) — g(Vp, (¥(2))) = 25 when z - vy € [2s,00)
which implies (6.9)), completing the proof that F' satisfies (xx)’, B,(0),P

Note we must further modlfy F to be C°, for which we use a radial mollifier. Let p € C2°(R”Y) be such
that p > 0, spt(p) ), [ p(z)dz =1, and p(z) = n(|z|) where 7 is strictly decreasing on its support.
Consider u, := lp * Pg where pe = ¢ Np(-/e). By Sard’s theorem, the set F. := {u. >t} is C> for some

€ (0,1).

We claim F; also satisfies (**)/BP(O)J" Let H be a half-space such that F' satisfies (x)%;. We will show F,
also satisfies (), for which it suffices to show that for any « € W(H), u.(z) > t implies u.(¥(z)) > ¢. For
x € Y(H), we have

(6.12) ue(¥(2)) — u.(z) = / [p(z — U(a)) = pa(z — w)]dz

F

| pvand= [ -
FNY(F) FNY(F)

due to reflection symmetry, we may further express

(6.13) us(¥ (@) — uc(x) = / [pe(z = V() = pu(z — 2)]dz.

F\U(F)

Observing the identity

Note that F'\ U(F) C H since F satisfies (x)g, and |z — ¥(z)| < |z — x| for any z € H. Thus from (6I3)
we deduce ue(¥(x)) > u(x).

It remains to verify us(¥(z)) > ¢ in the case that uc(z) = t. Suppose we have u.(¥(z)) = us(x) = t.
Then (613) as well as the strict monotonicity of n implies that B.(¥(x)) N [F \ ¥(F)] is empty. Since F
satisfies (%)%, the space (¥(F) U F°) N H is disconnected, so we may deduce B.(¥(x)) N H is contained
in either W(F) or F°. Then B.(¥(x)) is contained in either ¥(F) or F*°, so u.(¥(z)) € {0,1}, which is a
contradiction. Thus we deduce F; satisfies (**)’BP(O))P.

Lastly, we need to check that F. is close to E with respect to Hausdorff distance. Since F' C E, we have
dy(E, F) = sup,cp dist(z, F'). Recall that by Proposition [6.5] F satisfies the r-cone property with respect
to P for some r > 0. For a fixed x € E, let A C P be a basis such that  — rcone(A) C E. Then for
e Sp r sufficiently small, we may find a point y € = — rcone(A) such that dg(y) > esup,cx 9(z) > €g(y)
and |z — y| ~p e. In particular, y belongs to F, so dy(E, F) <p ¢.

Similarly we find that dy (F, F.) Sp . The bound sup,cp_ dist(z, F) < ¢ is immediate from definition,
while the bound sup, ¢y dist(z, F.) Sp € can be argued as above using the interior r-cone property of F'. O

Proof of Theorem
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By Lemma 6.9 there exists a sequence of C! sets E, C R which satisfy (**)’BP(O) p» such that Ey — Ep

in Hausdorff distance. Fix h > 0, and let E](Ch)(t) be an approximate flow with initial set Ey. By applying
Lemma and Proposition with a diagonalization argument, we may pass to a subsequence such that
for all t > 0, E,(Ch) (t) converges in L' and in Hausdorff distance to some set E(")(t) as k — co. Note that
by Lemma [68, E((t) is an approximate flow starting from E. Moreover E,(Ch) (t) satisfies (**)39,)(0)77’ for
all t > 0, and hence E()(t) satisfies (*%)B,(0),» by Lemma By diagonalizing w.r.t h and applying
Lemma once more, we obtain a flat flow from Ey which satisfies (+*)p,(0),p, and we are done. O

Corollary 6.10. Under the same setting as in Theorem [0, we additionally assume N = 2. Then there
exists an area-preserving flat (¢, v)-flow E(t) starting from Ey which converges to a single Wulff shape.

Proof. By Theorem [LG] there exists a flat (¢,)-flow E(t) starting at Eo which satisfies (x*)p,)p for all
t > 0. Thanks to Proposition [C2] F(t) is a star-shaped domain for all ¢ > 0 and thus, the limit given in
Theorem [[.1]is a single Wulff shape. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
For any norm ¢, we recall the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality [Magl2]: for any E C RV,

(A.1) Py(E) = N|Wy['/V|E|N-D/,

Proof of Proposition[7.2, Our argument makes frequent use of Lemma [3.I] so it is more natural to work
with the measure dPy rather than dH'. Hence, we consider the ¢-weighted average

B 1 /

¢ _ ¢

Rp = —— KmdPy.
g Ps(E) Jog BEne

Note that

|55~ Fellzom) < I8 — 8% l120m) < Lollnf — Al L2ary)
and similarly ||n%—E%||L2(aE) > L;HM%—R%HLz(d%). Thus, it makes no harm to assume ||/1%—/%%||Lz(dp¢) <
£o and to show the desired bounds in (a) for &,

Let Eq,..., Eq be the connected components of E, T'; the outer component of 0F;, and E; the interior of
I';. Let ¢,C be constants depending only on m, M, Lg, which may change from line to line. In particular,
they may depend on |Wy| since FL;Q < Wy < wLi. We proceed in the following steps:

(1) There exists Ej, such that |Eg| > ¢:
Letting @ = (0,1)?, we claim there is a constant ¢ = &(¢) > 0 such that

_|EP
sup |[EN(z+ Q)| >¢ >c
RPN+ QI op

Indeed, letting § := sup,cz2 |[E N (2 + Q)|, we have by the relative isoperimetric inequality,

> 1B +Q) = 5i7glBl

z€Z2

P¢(E): ZP¢(E;Z+Q)EEZ |EQ(Z+Q)|1/2261L~/2

z€Z2 z€Z2

Without loss of generality, we may translate the components E; to satisfy dist(E;, E;) > V2 for
1 # j, in which case each square z + @) intersects only one component F;. Thus there exists k such
that |Ek| > |Ek| > c.
(2) c<|Ry| < C:
For any boundary component I' of OF, we can use Lemma B.1] to bound

(A.2)

_ 2|Wy| _ _ 1/~ _
¢ ALl 120 _ 20 _ P.(T 1/21¢ _ ~¢
kg P¢(F)’ R — R (L) 17~ % “r||L2(F,dP¢)

< Py(D)"Y2(Ik% — Rl 2 omap,) + |55 — Al L2 ap,))
< 260 Py(T) 712
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W |

57z we obtain the lower bound

For ¢g <

(Wol = M) _ |W,|

i > 2
E= Py(T) - M

For an upper bound, note that Py(T'y) > 2|W,|'/2|E.|*/2 > ¢ by the anisotropic isoperimetric
inequality (A.J]) and step 1. Hence applying (A2) to Ty yields

2|Wal +eM/2) _ 3[Wy)
P¢(Fk) - c
(3) Py(I';) > c for all j: For any j, we may use Lemma [3.1] and Cauchy-Schwarz to bound
2AW,y| = / Ky dP,

J

< PTG+ [ 1}~ Rlap,

< Py(T)) RG] + Ps(T5)? |65 — &l 2ok ap,)
< Py(Iy) 2(MY2C + o).

Thus we deduce P,(I';) > ¢ and hence E has at most M/c components.
(4) For e¢ small enough, each component E; is simply connected:

If there is some component of E which is not simply connected, then we may find two boundary
components I';, I'; C OF such that

/ kAP, = 2|Wy), / kAP, = —2|Wy).
r

g J

Hence by the triangle inequality and (A.2)), we obtain the bound
AWs| _ 2AWol | 2Ws| _ |6 _ 2[Wyl 2|Wy|
M = Py(ly)  Ps(Ty) ~ 78 Py(ly) Py(T'5)

For ¢ small enough, the above inequality is a contradiction, in which case all components of E must
be simply connected. O

+ |k +

B o 4eg
< 2e(Py(T) "2 + Py(T)~H/?) < a2

APPENDIX B. FLAT FLOW STANDARD ESTIMATES

The following lemmas are a collection of results adapted from [MSS16]. We recall the functional
1 1
Fn(E,F) := Py(E +—/sd¢ z)dz + —||F| —m
n(E,F) ¢7()hEF(> \/EIII |
and assume throughout this section that ¢, are norms on RV,

Before showing the standard estimates, we need a one-sided density lemma:

Lemma B.1. Let ¢ be a norm on RYN. There is a constant ¢ = ¢(N, Ly) such that the following holds:
Suppose E C RY is a bounded set of finite perimeter and x € E, ro > 0 are such that

(B.1) Py(E) < Py(EUB,(z)) Y0 <r<ro.

Then |B,.(z) \ E| > er™ for all v < 7.

Proof. Define f(r) := |B,(x) \ E|. Recalling the convention that F is its Lebesgue representative, we have
f(r) > 0 for all » > 0 since « ¢ E. Note that by monotonicity and the coarea formula, for a.e. r > 0 we
have f is differentiable and f'(r) = HN~1(0B,(z) \ E).

Moreover, for a.e. r > 0 we have HN~1(0* EN B, (x)) = 0, yielding the following identities via [Magl?2,
Theroem 16.3]:

Py(Br(x) \ E) = Py(Br(
Py(EU By (z)) = Py(Br(x); E°) + Py(E; Br(x)°).

&
&
+
<
&
[
O
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Adding the two identities and invoking (B.I]), we obtain
2Py(Br(z); E°) = Py(Br(z) \ E) + Ps(E'U B () — Py(E)
> Py(By(z) \ E).
By the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (A, we have the bound
HY (B (x) \ E) Zr, 2Ps(B(x); E°) = Py(B,(x) \ E) 2,1, |Br(a) \ B|V /Y.
That is, we have shown f'(r) 2 n,, f(r)N=D/N which implies f(r) 2n,z, ¥ upon integrating. O

Lemma B.2 (L* estimate, Lemma [2(i)). Let F C RN be a bounded set of finite perimeter and let E be
a minimizer of Fp(-, F'). Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(N, Ly, Ly) > 0 such that suppap d}fi < cvh.

Proof. In what follows, C is a constant depending only on N, Ly, which may change from line to line.
Suppose xy € EAF satisfies d}@ (z0) > cv/h for some ¢ > 2.

Without loss of generality, assume x¢ € F'\ F and hence sd}fﬂ(:z:o) < —cvV/h, for the other case is symmetric.
Then for any r < CL‘/f, we have B,(zg) C F, and thus from the inequality F;,(E, F) < Fy(E U B,(x0), F),
it follows

(B.2) Py(E) < Py(E U By(z0)) + l/B ( )\Esd;/; dr + %|BT(;§O) \ .

For r < g[, by the triangle inequality we have that Sd}{i < —# on B,(z), and hence

(B.3) P4(E) < Py(E U B (w0)) — % (5 1) 1Bo(0) \ EI.

Thus Lemma [B1] applies for any A > 0, and hence | B, (7o) \ E| > C~1r". Since

1 (E _ 1) | B, (20) \ E| < Py(E U B, (x0)) — Py(E)

7i\3
< / dPy
OB, (zo)\F

< LyHN"YOB,(20) \ E) < CrN 1,
it follows that

(B.4) r< (f - 1)_1 CcVh.

2
Taking r = cf yields
c< (5 - 1) 2L,
which implies ¢ is bounded above by some function of N, Lg, Ly. O

We observe the following standard density estimate for (A, ro)-minimizers, which is proven, for instance,
in [PMT14] Lemma 2.8].

Lemma B.3. Let ¢ be a norm on RN and E C RN a (A, ro)-minimizer of P,. There exists a constant
C = C(N,Ly) > 0 such that for all x € OF and r < min{ro, A='},

(B.5) min{|E N B,(z)|,|B.(x) \ E|} > C~'+V
(B.6) C N1 < Py(F; B, (x)) < CrV L,

Remark B.4. Now that we have shown the L*> estimate, we recall by Lemma that Fj-minimizers are
(A, ro)-minimizers for any rg > 0 and A = 0}1 + QLWO, where ¢ is the constant from Lemma In

particular, ry can be chosen so that Arg = 1 and rg ~N,Lg,Ly \/E, so the estimates in Lemma [B.3] are valid
for all 7 < ¢v/h, up to modifying the constant C. This is useful for proving the L' and L? estimates.
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Lemma B.5 (L' estimate, Lemma F2(ii)). Let F C RN be a bounded set of finite perimeter and let E be
a minimizer of Fy(-, F). Then there exist a constant C = C(N, Ly, Ly) > 0 such that for all £ < cv/h,

|[EAF| < C (€P¢(E) + %Dw(E, F)) :

Proof. We split up FAF into two regions:
|[EAF| < {z € EAF :dp(z) <t} + |{z € EAF : dp(x) > {}].

The second term is easily bounded via Markov’s inequality:
L L
{z € EAF : dp(z) > £}| < ¢/ d¥(z)dz = DY (E, F).
t Jear 4

For the first term, we apply a covering argument. By Vitali’s covering lemma, we may find a finite disjoint
collection of balls {Be(z;)}ier such that xz; € OF and the dilated balls {Bs¢(x;)}ier cover the region {z €
EAF : dp(x) < (}. By the density estimates in Lemma [B3] it follows that
{x € EAF :dp(z) < €} <) |Ba(xi)]
i€l
<3NCLY " Py(E; By(x:))
i€l

<3NCIPy(E)
where C' = C(N, Ly, Ly). O
Lemma B.6 (Holder continuity in time, Lemma E3). Let h < 1 and let {E™(t)}i>0 be an approzimate
flat flow. Then for all 0 < s <t < 0o and a constant C = C(N, Ly, Ly) > 0,

(B.7) |[EW (s)AE™M (t)| < CPy(Eo) max{h, [t — s|}1/2.
Proof. We may assume t — s > h, for otherwise, we can replace t with s + h. Applying Lemma [B.5 for any
0<t< cx/ﬁ, we may bound
[t/h]—1
IEMWAEM ()| < Y |E]
j=ls/h]

[t/h]—1
(h) L (h) (h)
<c > (ep¢ (Ein )—i—ZDw(E(jH)h,Ejh )).
i=Ls/h]

(R)
J+1)hAEJh |

Then (6] simplifies the bound to

t— h
(B5) ENOAE ) < 0 (A puEn) + GraEn) )
In particular, we may set £ := Cli=s72 Il 7z < cv/h to balance the righthand terms:

|IEM ) AEM (5)| < C|t — 5|2 Py (Ep). O

Lemma B.7 (L? estimate, Lemma FE2(iii)). Let F C RY be a bounded set of finite perimeter and let E be
a minimizer of Fp (-, F). Then there exist a constant C = C(N, Ly, Ly) > 0 such that

(B.9) / (@@ < ODV (B, F).

Proof. Let a :=2L,. For any k € Z define Ay, := {x e RV : o < d?(x) < o1}, Note that OF is covered
by the collection of Ay over all k such that af < cx/ﬁ, where c is the constant from Lemma

For any = € OF N Ay, we note by the triangle inequality that of~1 < d}{i (y) < o2 for all y € Byi-1(x),
and in particular Byx—1(z) is contained in either F' or F¢. Thus by the density estimates in Lemma [B.3] we
obtain the bound

/ d}{i(y)dyzakilmin{|EﬁBak71( )|, | Bak— 1( \E|}NNL¢7L¢ k=1 N(k=1) — (Nk—N+k
(EAF)NB k—1(x)
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and similarly

/ (d}é}‘)2d7_[N71 5N,L¢,Lw (ak+2)2a(N71)(k71) — o NE—N+k+5
OENB_ji_1(x)

Altogether we obtain

/ (dp)?dHN " Snp,, / di (y)dy.
8EﬁBak71(I) (EAF)ﬂBakfl(w)

By Besicovitch’s covering lemma, 0F N A can be covered by finitely many disjoint subcollections of
{Bar-1(x) : x € OE N Ay}, where the number of subcollections is bounded by a dimensional constant. It

follows that
/ (d5)2dHN ! <y L¢,L¢/ dip(y)dy.
OENAL (EAF)ﬂ[Ak,luAkUAk+1]

Summing over all k such that o < e¢v/h yields the desired result. O
Proposition B.8. Let {E"(t)}i>0 be a flat (¢,9)-flow. Then

/ / o) (1, 2)2dHN " dt < CP,(Ey)
* [ (h)

where C' = C(N, Ly, Ly).
Proof. For any T > 0, we have by Lemma [B.7] and dissipation that

LT/hJ
/ /*E(h)(t ) (¢, ) 2dHN Lt <5 Z /*E(h) Efi{ )2dHN 1
C [T /hJ—l
<3 > prEDEY)
<CP 11_32)
The result follows by sending T" — oco. O

APPENDIX C. REFLECTION PROPERTY IN TWO DIMENSIONS

Let us show that any two-dimensional cross-section of a finite root system P given in (63 is Qg for
m € N, up to a rotation, where

(C.1) Q; :={(cos(?),sin(?)> :1§i§j} for j € N.

Proposition C.1. Let P be a finite root system in RN. For any two dimensional hyperplane II in RN, if
P N1II is nonempty, then there exists m € N such that

(02) PNIL=Qaom
up to a rotation. Here Qap, is given in (C.IJ).
Proof. First, if PN1II = {£p} for some p € S*~ L, then P NIl = Q2 up to a rotation.

Suppose that P N1II contains at least two linearly independent vectors. Choose p; and py in P NII such
that the angle 27 > 0 between the two vectors is smallest among all pairs of two linearly independent vectors
in PNII. As P is a root system, we can find a sequence of vectors p; in P N II given by

(C.3) Di := 2(pi—1 - Pi—2)Pi—1 — pi—2 for i > 3.

As P is finite, there exists i* > 2 such that p; = p;=11 and thus
(04) i*921 = 2km

for some k € N. Here, 637 > 0 denotes the angle between p; and ps. As 637 is smaller than or equal
to the angle between p; and p; for any 7,5 € N, we obtain that £ = 1, ¢* = 2m for some m € N and

P NI = {pitief1,2,. i*}- 0
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Proposition C.2. Under the same setting as in Proposition [6.3, we additionally assume N = 2. Then E
is star-shaped with respect to the origin.

Proof. Recall from Proposition [C.] that P = Qay, for some m € N and m > 3. Applying [KKP21], Theorem
2.7] to the assumption p < ¢|E|/N, there exists r > 0 such that

(C.5)

By -igypt2n(0) C E

— i — T
where 01 = cos = and 03 = 1/ cos 7.

Choose zg € E \ B,

(C.6)

02(p+2r)(0). There exist p1, ps € P such that

T
o = a1p1 + aspa, a1 > 0,a2 > 0, and p; - po = cos o

Applying the reflection property (+x)p,(0),p iteratively, as in [KKP21, Lemma 2.6], we have that

(C.7)

Ty := (xg — cones ({p1,p2})) N{z:2z-p1 >pand z-ps > p} CE

where cones ({p1, p2}) := {c1p1 + cap2 : ¢1,¢2 > 0}. Thanks to (C.6), B, =14, (p12r)(0) contains the region

(C.8) Ty = coneso({p1,p2}) N{x:2z-p1 <porx-ps < p}.
Because the line segment joining x( to the origin is covered by Z; and Z», F is star-shaped. O
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