arXiv:1911.00781v1l [math.AP] 2 Nov 2019

RECOVERING COERCIVITY FOR THE G-EQUATION IN
GENERAL RANDOM MEDIA

WILLIAM M FELDMAN

ABSTRACT. The G-equation is a popular model for premixed turbulent com-
bustion. Mathematically it has attracted a lot of interest in part because it
is a simple example of a Hamilton-Jacobi equation which is only coercive ‘on
average’. This paper shows that, after an almost surely finite waiting time, co-
ercivity is recovered for the G-equation in a small mean, incompressible, space-
time stationary ergodic velocity field. The argument follows ideas from recent
work of Burago, Ivanov and Novikov [3}[4], while significantly weakening the
assumption on the velocity field. The waiting time is explicitly characterized
in terms of the space-time means of the velocity field and so mixing estimates
on the waiting time can easily be derived. Examples are provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

The G-equation is
(1) ug = A|Vu| + V(t,z) - Vu in R x [tg,00) with u(z,ty) = ug()

where V is a space-time stationary ergodic random field on R; x RZ that is Lipschitz
continuous with |V| < M,

V- -V(t,x) =0, and |E[V](t,z)| < A.

This is a simple model for premixed turbulent combustion. In this interpretation,
the super-level sets of u are “burnt regions” and the sub-levels are “unburnt re-
gions”, V models a turbulent fluid flow, and A is the laminar flame speed. Usually
u is called G in the applied literature, which explains the name of the equation.

In mathematical terms this is a (geometric) Hamilton-Jacobi equation with con-
vex Hamiltonian H(p,t,x) = Alp|+ V(t,x) - p. The difficulty of the problem comes
from the lack of coercivity: it may be that M > A. The key consequences of
coercivity are Lipschitz estimates (in the time independent case) and reachability
estimates for controlled trajectories (in general). These estimates, derived from
coercivity, play a fundamental role in homogenization results for Hamilton-Jacobi
equations, but they are not present for the G-equation. Nonetheless, the formal
intuition is that the Hamiltonian associated with the G-equation is “coercive on
average” since EH (p,t,x) = |p| + E[V] - p is coercive. Of course, one cannot just
take expectations on both sides of () and hope to derive something since V' and
Vu are not independent. Nonetheless, as we will show here, the primary conse-
quences of coercivity (Lipschitz/reachability estimates) are indeed recovered at the
length /time scale T'(¢, z) (a stationary random field) where the space-time averages
of V centered at (¢,x) become less than A.
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We put the above in more precise terms. The G-equation (I) has a natural
control interpretation with trajectories

X, =V(t,X;) + oy with any measurable control |a;| < A.
It turns out that

(2) u(t,x) = sup  uo(to, o),
:EGRt(t[),:Eo)

where Ry is called the reachable set, defined for ¢ € R,

Ru(to, o) {x c R there exists a controlled trajectory X on [to, t] }
t\t0,X0) = : .

with Xy, =29 and Xy ==

The reachable set from a given space-time point is the main object of interest in
this study. The indicator function 1z, (1,.2.) (%, z) is a special solution of (@), in PDE
language it is like a nonlinear version of a fundamental solution.

We say that there is a finite waiting time if there is a stationary random field
T :R?xR — [0,00) that is finite almost surely and for which the following delayed
coercivity condition holds: there exists ¢ > 0 universal such that,

(3) BC(A*“E[V”)'t*tQ'(‘/L‘) C Ri(to,zo) for all |t —to| > T(to,x0).

In the time independent case V(¢,z) = V(z), by some simple manipulations of
the control formula () using @), it follows that solutions of the G-equation are
Lipschitz continuous at length/time scales larger than the waiting time

fu(t, 2) = uly, )| < |Vuolloc[2MT() V T(y) + 2 — y| + Mt — s[).

Thus, this can be thought of as a large scale regularity property. In general such
results play an important role in quantitative homogenization theory. The waiting
time estimate (B) has been proved previously in space-time periodic [BL[13], sta-
tionary ergodic (time independent) [6l11]. Recently, Burago, Ivanov and Novikov
[3] proved @) in space-time uniformly ergodic environments, a class which at least
includes periodic, almost periodic, and some finite range dependence random veloc-
ity fields with special structure. We give the first proof of [B]) in the most general
setting for homogenization theory, space-time stationary ergodic random environ-
ments, building on the new ideas of [3]. This also gives a new proof of finite waiting
time in time independent media, which was proved some time ago by Cardaliaguet
and Souganidis [6].

In what follows we make some simplifications and consider only the case A =1
and E[V] = 0. The general case presented above can be recovered by a rescaling of
the time variable and “trading” some of the control to make E[V] = 0.

The starting point to understanding the spreading of the reachability set R, fol-
lows from the divergence free condition and the isoperimetric inequality. Integrating
@) over R, since 1g, itself is a solution of the G-equation,

d
7| el = /BR 14+ V(t,2)-n dS =|0R,| > dwy/*| R, 4.

Integrating this differential inequality from ¢¢ to ¢ yields
(4) | Re 2 walt — to)".
In combination with the uniform upper bound M on the speed of trajectories one

can obtain
|Ri(to, %0) N Bas(i—t0)(T0)| = wal(t — to)?.
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This estimate, however, contains no information on how the reachable set spreads.
In the below we write

O.(z) =2+ (-5,5)
Let us consider a localization of the reachability set growth estimate on a large
open box O, = 0O, (z0)

d
E“:lr n Rt|d = ||:,r n 8Rt|d71 — ﬂllX(‘/, Rt n 8|:|7«)

If the flux term was not present the relative isoperimetric inequality would allow to
show that [, is completely filled by R; in time proportional to r. Thus the issue
lies with the flux through R, N oO,.

The clever new arguments introduced by Burago, Ivanov, and Novikov [3] show
how to control this flux in terms of only the uniform convergence of the spatial
averages. Given € > 0 define

1
(5) ri=supqr>0: sup|—/ V(t,z) de| > €.
ot |Orla Jo, ()

There is a universal eo(d, M) such that if r? < +o0 then [3] obtain a finite waiting
time T (independent of ¢, z) such that () holds. This is similar to, although slightly
weaker than, uniform ergodicity, the condition that the ergodic averages converge
to the mean uniformly in space-time. This makes heuristic sense since we imagine
that the problem is coercive on average at length scale rZ . This condition does
hold for periodic, almost periodic, and also on a non-trivial class of finite range of
dependence random velocity fields V' [3] Remark 6.5]. Still the condition is fairly
restrictive in the context of random media, such uniform space-time convergence
of the ergodic averages contained in the condition r} < +oo for small ¢ > 0 will
definitely not hold in general even on random velocity fields with good mixing
properties.

In the present paper we greatly generalize the class of velocity fields to which
these methods are applicable. We are able to prove (@) in the class of space-time
stationary ergodic velocity fields, this is the absolute weakest assumption which
is widely used in studying homogenization. We will only need to control a much
weaker quantity than (B)). First define the space-time boxes

Qr(t,x) = (t,x) + (=5, 5) x O,.
Fix N > 1 and define the empirical averages

1

(6) En[V;Q,] = Sup 1Q, /x|
|QT/N| Qr/n (kg ng)

(kin),€ZXZA, |(k,n)] oo <N/2

V(t,z) dedt|.

Define Ex[V,Q,(t,)] analogously for (t,r) € R, x R%. From the ergodic theorem
and E[V] = 0 the following limit holds on an event of full probability

lim Ex[V;Q.(t,z)] =0 forall (t,z)€ R, x R
T— 00

Then define

(7) rjv7€(t,x) =sup{r>0: Ex[V;Q.(t,x)] >¢e}.

This quantity is stationary in (¢, z) and, by the ergodic theorem (see Akcoglu and
Krengel [1]), it is finite almost surely for every £ > 0.
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We show that r} . controls the waiting time for a sufficiently large, universal,
N.

Theorem 1. Suppose that V is a space-time stationary ergodic random field, uni-
formly bounded ||V||so < M, and Lipschitz continuous. Then there are dimensional
constants c(d), C(d) > 0 such that

Bc|t7t0|(x0) C Rt(to,l'o) fO’l“ all |t — tol > T(fo,l‘o) = erv7g(t0,xo)
fore =C M~V and N = [CM®¥2]. In particular T is finite almost surely.

Since the dependence of € and N on M is quite explicit, this would probably
allow to consider unbounded velocity fields with finite moments, at least under
some mixing conditions.

This bound also allows to naturally derive mixing estimates and tail bounds on
the waiting time if we assume mixing conditions on V. In particular one can get
an explicit upper bound (depending on M) for the length scale where coercivity
first holds with high probability. We give an example result in this direction.
The statement will be slightly imprecise, since we do not want to explicitly define
this mixing condition yet. When we say a constant is universal below, we mean it
depends at most on the dimension and the hidden constants in the mixing condition,
see Section [B] for a precise description.

Corollary 2. Suppose that V' satisfies an a-mixzing condition with stretched expo-
nential decay with stretching exponent B > 0 and unit length scale. Then there are
universal constants c,C > 0 such that

P(T(t,x) > t) < Cexp {_c(m)ﬁ’}

- . : : ; r— (@+1)B
and T is a-mixing with stretched exponential decay with exponent ' = A

length scale (M) = CM2@=1/"(1 4 |log M|)€.

and

We expect that this quantitative regularity will have applications for quantitative
homogenization of the G-equation especially in the time independent case.

1.1. Literature. The G-equation was introduced by Williams [2], it is a popular
simple model for flame propagation in turbulent combustion [12]. In the mathemati-
cal community popular questions have been related to homogenization [3H6,8L1TIT3]
and quantifying front speed enhancement as M — oo [Q[I0,T4HT7]. The topic of as-
ymptotic flame speed enhancement has lead to some very interesting mathematics,
including connections with dynamical systems, however this direction seems to be
less relevant to the present paper, so we will focus on explaining the works studying
homogenization.

In the homogenization results listed below more and more general coercivity
estimates have been developed progressively. What we want to emphasize about
our coercivity estimate, in comparison to previous results, is that it allows the most
general assumption on the random media while still having explicit dependence on
the random field V.

The first works on homogenization of the G-equation were by Cardaliaguet,
Nolen and Souganidis [5] (considering space-time periodic media) and, at the same
time, by Xin and Yu [I3] (considering time independent periodic). In stationary
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ergodic media (time independent), d = 2, Nolen and Novikov [IT] proved homoge-
nization assuming the existence of a stream function with a certain growth condi-
tion, this would follow from a sufficiently strong mixing condition on the field. A
key step there is a waiting time estimate, their proof strongly uses the 2-d structure
(scalar stream function, periodic trajectories are boundaries of open sets). Their
bound on the waiting time does explicitly depend on the spatial averages of V'
via the stream function. Next Cardaliaguet and Souganidis [6] obtained a very
general homogenization result, covering stationary ergodic media in all dimensions
in the time independent case. As an important step they proved a new waiting
time bound in stationary ergodic (time independent) media, the proof is abstract,
using ergodicity, so, unlike our result, the dependence of the waiting time on V is
not explicit. Finally we come to the works of Burago, Ivanov and Novikov [3L[4],
which, as explained above, are the inspiration for the present work. Their main
results were the delayed coercivity condition ([B]) under the uniform convergence of
the means (@), and a homogenization result in space-time finite range dependence
media with a special structure. Our new result, building on [3], is the first bound
on the waiting time in the most general setting of space-time stationary ergodic
media.

1.2. Acknowledgments. Thank you to Takis Souganidis for many helpful conver-
sations and for bringing the result [3] to my attention. Thank you to Inwon Kim
and Chris Henderson for helpful comments on the manuscript.

1.3. Support. The author appreciates the support of the Friends of the Institute
for Advanced Study and NSF RTG grant DMS-1246999.

2. NOTATION

For Section M] the only relevant parameters of the problem, which will appear
in the estimates, are d and M = ||V||s. Dependence on d will be omitted in
general, we write ¢, C for positive constants depending at most on the dimension
which may change from instance to instance. All dependence on M will be made
explicit. In Section Bl we will introduce some additional parameters related to the
mixing condition, the dependence of constants ¢, C' on these parameters will also
be omitted.

We will need to measure various co-dimension sets F of R™. We will denote H™
for the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure. We usually write |E|,, = H™(F) when
it is not too confusing. We will also make use of the perimeter, for an open 2 C R™
and a set £ C R"

Per(E, Q) = sup{ V-pdr: peCHQ) and |p| <1}
ENQ

This can be defined also on closed sets K as the infimum of Per(FE, () over open
Q D K. It can also be defined similarly for € in a flat m-dimensional slice of R"
or a finite union of such. We will use this to compute perimeters on d-dimensional
boundaries of boxes in dimension d + 1. See [3] for more details and references on
the geometric measure theoretic tools needed for the G-equation.
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3. GENERAL STRATEGY

This section outlines the general strategy of [3] to integrate the local volume
growth ODE

d
(8) E“:H(,To) n Rt|d = ||:’T(£L'Q) n 6Rt|d_1 - ﬂU.X(V, R:N 6[’,«(1‘0))

The argument proceeds in three steps: Step 1 filling a small fraction a|0,- ()|, Step
2 filling from |0, (z0)] to (1 — a)|0,(x0)|, Step 3 filling the small complement.

Step 1: Set t1 = to + 537, then we claim

. wd
(9) ||:|7« N Rtld 2 a||:|rld with o = W
By the control formula and |V| < M we have R, C O, for tg < ¢t < t;. Thus
|R:| = |0, N Ry|q and ) proves the claim.
Step 2: If the boundary flux term could be ignored, then we could just integrate
@) using the relative isoperimetric inequality:

(10) 0, NOR:|a—1 > M (d) min{|D, N Rela, [0\ Relat T

The central difficulty is to show that the boundary flux is appropriately small, and
this is where the beautiful new ideas of [3] come in. In Section ]l we show how to
modify those ideas to handle a much more general class of velocity fields.

Step 3: Suppose that |Ry, N Oarlg > (1 — 27%)|0y,|q at some time t,. Let
yo € O,-. Then by step 1 above

IR+ (ta + 557, 90) N Oarla > a|Or|a > 27 %|0ap 4.
Thus, for every yo € O,(x)
R+ (ta + 557,y0) N Re, (to, w0) # 0

T 2M
and so
Or(z0) C Reyt 52 (to, o).

Thus the proof of Theorem [l will be complete if we can prove the following
proposition.

Proposition 3. Suppose that v > 1} (t,x) with ¢ = c(d)M~=1) gnd N =
C(d)M®>¥+2. Call t1(0,) and t2(0,.) as defined above (t; = +oc if such time does
not exist). Then ta(0,) exists and

tg — tl S C(d)?”d

3.1. Regularity. The regularity of the reachable set is already discussed in [3] and
[6], from (&) one can derive that R, is a finite perimeter set for almost every time.
For our purposes we need a bit more. In particular we need to understand the
regularity of the space-time reachable set R, of which R, = RN {t = 7} are the
time slices.

We argue formally here, and justify below by regularization, also we consider
only the case t > tg, the case t < ty follows by symmetry. The indicator function
of the reachable set 1y, solves the G-equation in the viscosity sense

Oilg, = |V1g, |+ V(t,z)-V1g, in R? x [tg,o0)
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with initial data R, = {xo}. First, from the control interpretation, it is immediate
that

Rt C Bigan)(t—to)(20)-
Taking absolute values on both sides of the G-equation

(11) |0i1R,| < (14 M)[V1g,|.

If instead we integrate the G-equation over R% and use the divergence theorem

8t|Rt|d:/ Vi,
]Rd

Integrating in time
t
(1+ MYt — to) > [Relu — | Rupla = / / Vin | dodr
t() Rd
Then using the pointwise inequality (II]) we obtain also

t
// |0 1R, | + |Velr, | dedr < (14+ M) 2+ M)(t —to)®.
to JR2

Summarized we have the following result:

Lemma 4. For each (tg, zo) the reachable set R(to,xo) is a finite perimeter set of
Rt X Rg with
Per(R(to, o), [to — T, to + 7] x RY) < 2(1 + M)*(2 4+ M)r? for all 7> 0.
Proof. Apply all the above arguments to the solution of the G-equation with initial
data
u’(to, 2) = p(| — x0| /)

where ¢ smooth, (0) = 1, and ¢ is supported in B;(0). Then, by the control
formulation, u’ converges pointwise to 1z,. The bound of the Lemma holds for

the space-time BV norm of u?, since the BV norm is lower semi-continuous for
sequences converging in L' the result is obtained. O

‘We mention one other piece of regularity information, which is a lower continuity
estimate on |0, N Ry|q-

Lemma 5. For each (to, o), each O, and t > tg

d _
<0 0 Ri(to, o) > —C(d)Mri1,

[flux(V, R, N 00,)| < M|00,|4—1 = 2dMr?=!. Again do a regularization as in
the previous proof to make this rigorous. O

Proof. Follows from (8) bounding the term |0, N OR¢|q—1 > 0 and the term

4. CONTROLLING THE BOUNDARY FLUX

The following arguments are adaptations of [3]. The aim is to control the flux
term using that that space-time averages of V are small at the length scale r > r};
(at least down to scale r/N). We provide a heuristic description and then move
to formal statements. The first claim is that the averages of V' on d-dimensional
boundary faces of 00, x [t — r,t + r] are small. This is not true at scale r/N, but
at some intermediate scale Lr/N it follows from the mean value theorem and the
divergence free condition. This is made precise in the following Lemma.
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Lemma 6. Suppose that r > r}ﬁvys(t,x), let 1 < L < N an integer and F be a
(d—1)-dimensional cube contained in O, (x) with side lengths LN ~'r and I a time
interval of length at least LN ~'r contained in [t —r/2,t + /2], then

/ﬂux(V, F)dr
I

The next issue is that we are not looking at flux(V,00, x [t — r,t + 7]) but
at flux(V, RN (80, x [t — r,t + r])). Looking in LN ~1r size sub-faces tiling the
boundary we see that if R takes up most of the measure of the face, or only a small
portion then there is no problem. The only issue is on the sub-faces where R and
RC both take up a nontrivial portion of the measure. However, in this case, by
the relative isoperimetric inequality there must be a corresponding proportion of
the total perimeter Per(R,d0, x I). This allows to control the total flux through
RN (00, x [t —r,t+1]) by the total flux (already small) plus a term involving the
perimeter Per(R, 900, x I). This is not precisely how the argument goes, there are
some nice tricks which were introduced by [3], which we re-use.

We make a technical note before stating the Lemma. It is convenient to estab-
lish our bounds actually on a space-time rectangle O, x [to — yr,to + 7|, with

a dimensional constant v = 1 4 % where A;1(d) is the constant of the relative

<C(d)(e+ ML™Y|F x I|gs

isoperimetric inequality in the cube as in ([I0).

Lemma 7. Let [t — yr,t + yr] x O.(x) be a space-time rectangle with side length
r>ry(tx), Le{l,...,N}, and I be a subinterval of [t —yr,t + 7] of length
LN~Yr. Then

/ flux(V, R, N 00,(z)) dr| < C(d)MLN ~'rPer(R, 00, x1)+C(d)(e+ML™)|Ix00,|q4.
I

It is not a-priori obvious but it turns out to be optimal to choose L = [Me1].
First the proof of Lemma [7l using Lemma

Proof of Lemma[7 Let F be (d—1)-dimensional sub-face of 00, (x) with with side
lengths LN ~1r and I a subinterval of [t — 7, ¢+ ~7] of the same length. First note
that

flux(V, F) = flux(V, F N R;) + flux(V, F\ R;),

and so, applying Lemma [6] on with radius «r, and by reverse triangle inequality
'| /ﬁux(V,FﬁRT) dr| - |/ﬂux(V,F\RT) dr|| < |/ﬂux(V, F) dr|
I I I

<Cle+ ML YF x I|g.
By the relative isoperimetric inequality on F' x I (see [3] Theorem A.5])
min{|(F x I) N R|4,|(F x I)\ R|q} < CLN 'rPer(R, F x I).

Therefore

| /ﬂux(V, FNR,)dr| <Ce+ ML Y|F xI|g+CMLN 'rPer(R, F x I).
I

Summing over a partition of d0J,.(z) x I by sub-faces F' x I
| / flux(V, 00, (x)NR,) dr| < C(e+M L~ 1)|00,(2) xI|4+CM LN ~'rPer(R, 00, xI)
1
O
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Proof of Lemmal@ Let F as in the statement of the Lemma, we can assume that
F =[0,4]97! x {4 = 0} and I = [0, Z£]. Then I x F is contained in a union of
(L+1)% of the N4+ space-time cubes of width r/N partitioning O, x [t — 5, ¢+ 5]
Call P to be the union of the spatial projection of these rectangles,

P =yt [ (L D EI [, ] forsome Jylae < o
and call J to be the union of the temporal projections

J=s+ [ (L+3)%] for some [s| < .

By the definition of ry, (¢, z)

1
‘m/ﬁ] P V(t,.’[]) c €4 dtdx
X

Then, by Fubini and the mean value theorem, there is a face F = PN {xq = h}
with h € yq + [—5%, 5] such that

1
< F’

Applying the divergence theorem in the region PN {x4 € [0, h]} (assume h > 0, the
other case is symmetric) at each fixed time and using V-V =0

/ V(t,z)-eq dHI?
Ix(Pn{za=0})

<e.

<e.

/ V(t,z)-eq dtdH? 1 + / V(t,z) - n dtdH*?
JXF' Ix(0PN{0<zq<h})

e|lJ x F'lq + CMh((L + 1)r/N)42J]|

<
< (e+CM/L)|J x F'lq

Finally |F'| — |F| < C+|F| and |J| — |I| < C+|]| and, similarly,

M
<C—|IxF
= L|>< |d

/ V(t,z)-eq dtdH? (x) — / V(t,z)-eq dtdH? ()
Ix(PA{za=0})

IXF

and, combining, we get the result.
O

4.1. Volume growth differences. Integrating the ODE (8) and using the flux
bound Lemma [, we have proven that for r > 7% (to,70,¢) and I = [t/,t] a
subinterval of [tg, %y + yr] of length at least Lr/N (with L = [Me~1], as it will be
fixed for the rest of the section)

(12)

t

|0,(20)NRt|a—|Or (0)N Ry |4 2/ |0,NOR|q_1 dT—Ce|Ix00,|g—CM?*¢ N~ rPer(R, Ix00,).
t/

Our goal is the following estimate

Lemma 8. Let 1> >0 and M~ A+ > 8> 0 fized, let N = [B72e73M3], let
7 > 1y (o, 20), and let I a subinterval of [to,to + yr] of length |I| = Br. Then

(13) |Dr(x0)ﬂRt|d—|Dr(x0)ﬂRt/|d2/|DrﬂaRf|d dr — Cerd=11|;.
I
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This is basically achieved by averaging over a small range of r and applying
the mean value theorem to find a value of r where the term Per(R,I x 00J,) is
of “typical” size. In the proof we will apply the following co-area formula several
times:

Lemma 9 (Federer co-area formula). Let f : R™ — R be a Lipschitz function, and
E C R™ be an H*-rectifiable set. Then the function X — HF=Y(E N f~1(\)) is
Lebesgue measurable, E N f~Y()\) is HF~-rectifiable for Lebesgue a.e. A € R and

[ Vet @l = [ #1E 0 7710)
E R
where Vian f(y) is the component of V f(y) tangent to E at y.

Proof of Lemmal8 By the co-area formula Lemma [0 applied to OR with f(¢,z) =
|z|0o and using |Vianf| < 1, for some § > 0 to be chosen,

(1468)r
(14) HA(I % O1yay) N OR) > / Per(R, I x 90,) dp.

Again from the co-area formula Lemma [0 applied to OR now with f(t,z) =t

1 d d-1
(15) W% ((I X |:|(1+5)T) n 8R) < /17‘[ (D(1+5)r n aRT)dT.
In more detail, since the normal direction n = (n¢,n,) to OR at (¢,x) has

1 1
x| — >
|TL | (1+ |V(t,:1:) 'ﬁz|2)1/2 = (1 +M2)1/2
and so, using V, . f(¢,z) = (1,0),

1
(1+ M2)1/2°
Plugging this inequality into the co-area formula Lemma [ gives (I3]).
Next estimate [; H4™1(O(144) N OR;) dr, as in [3, Lemma 4.2], by integrating
@®) on I and bounding the flux term by M|00,|4—1 and the volume difference by
the total volume of [1,.:

Veanf|(t,2) = (1= [Vf(t,2) - n*)/? = (1= |nef*)'/? = |ng| >

(16) rd + OMra11| > /Hd‘l(D(H(;)T NOR,) dr.
I

Since |I| < M ~'r the left hand side is bounded above by Cr9.
Combining the previous inequalities (I6]), (I5), and (I4)

] (1+8)r
CMr 2/ Per(R,I x 00,) dp

and so, for some r < p < (1+ J)r
Per(R, I x 90,) < CM§'ri=1.
Plugging this into the difference equation (I2])

|0, N Rela — |0, N Ryrla > / |0, NOR;|4—1 dr — Ce|00,|4—1|I|1 — CM?*e N~ rPer(R, I x 90,,).
I

> /|DrﬁaRf|d,1 dT—CSTd71|I|1 — OM3§5 e N 1pd,
I
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Then using
10, N Rela — |0r N Rela| < |0, \ Opla < Cort
and choosing § = B¢ and N = 872M3e~3 to match the size of all the error terms

0, O Rila — |0, A Rela > /|mr NOR:|a_y dr — Cerd=1|I;.
I

Note that with these choices LN~! = 32¢2M 2 < B using 8 < 1/4, M > 1/2 and
g < 1, thus the application of (I2)) above was justified since |I|; = fr > LN~ 'r. O

4.2. Integrating the volume growth differences. This section considers the
difference equation ([I3)) for the the growth of |[R, N0, (tg,zo)|. All of the necessary
analysis was already carried out by [3], we provide a proof anyway for completeness
and to be clear about the choice of the constants € and N.

By Lemma [§ and the relative isoperimetric inequality the difference inequality
holds for intervals of length |I| = fBr
(17)

¢
|T,-(x0)NRe|a— |0 (z0) Ry |a > /\1(d)/ min{|0,NR|4, |DT\RT|d}% dr—Cer® 11|,
t/

as long as N(e, 3) as in Lemma § and r > ry _(to,z0). Here A\1(d) is the relative

isoperimetric constant for cubes in R?. We will compare |J,.(x9) N R;| with rie(t/r)
where ¢ solves the ODE

(1) #(1) = g min{o(0), 1~ (1)) 7 with 6(0) = 0.

The ODE (I8)) comes, after rescaling, from (I7) if the error term is ignored and
t —t' could be taken arbitrarily small. The factor of % in the front is used to absorb
the error terms, any constant smaller than 1 could be used which would affect the
choice of parameters ¢ and N. Of course ([I8) does not have uniqueness, so we
specify the solution we are interested in

at? 0<t<b
P(t) = d
1—a2b—t)¢ b<t<2b

2d
another dimensional constant.

with @ = (32)? and b = (£)V/4 = 1. Note that |¢/(t)| < dab®~", which is just

Lemma 10. Suppose thatr > 1} _(to, zo) with N = C(d)M®*2 and ¢ = c(d)M—(4=1)
for appropriately large/small dimensional constants. Let to < t; < to be, respec-
tively, the first time that |0, N Rela > «|O,|q and the first time that |0, N Rylg >
(1—-2749)|0,|q. Then

|0, N Rela > 78((t —t1)/r) for t; <t < to,
in particular to exists and to < t1 + %T.

Now we can also specify that v =1+ %&), since t; < to + 537 < to + 1, and
with the above Lemma ¢ < t; + %(‘Z)r.

Proof. Fix 1 > € > 0 and ﬁ A % > 8 > 0 to be made precise in the course of the
proof. Let N = 72M?3~% and r > r}y (o, %o) so that Lemma [8 and hence (I1),
hold on intervals I of length |I| = Sr.
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Call ¥(t) = ri¢((t — t})/r) started at time to < t; < t; chosen so that 9 (t;) =
$10,]4, precisely,
dal/d

2\

Then ¥(t1) < o0, < |0, N Ry, |. Let t1 < ti < ty be the first time that the
inequality ¢ (t) < |0, N Ry|q4 fails (if such time exists). Note that equality does hold
at t, by Lemma

First we get a lower bound on t, — t;. Note that, from the lower continuity

estimate for |, N R¢|q Lemma Bl and the upper bound on the derivative of ¢ and
hence v,

—Mri=Y(t,—t)) < |O.NRy,

to <t =t —

r

a—|0:NRy, 0 < P(t)—alOpla < Crit (t—t1)— 5|0, a.

Rearranging this

(te —t1) > cMtar
We will apply (I7)) on an interval of length Sr with
(19) B <cM ta.

to be specified more precisely below (actually matching this upper bound, up to
a dimensional constant, will be the right choice). With this choice the ordering
|0, N R;| > 1(7) holds on the interval ¢, — Sr < 7 < t,.

Note that for all t, — Br < 1 < t,
(20) r? = (1) = CBrt <r — () < |0\ Ry, la < |O;\ Rela + MpBr?

again from Lemma [ and the bound on ¢’. Also note that on t, — gr <7 <t

d—1

1
(21) ¥(7) 2 sh(d)(@ )Tt
since t, — fr > t; by () so ¥ (1) > §|0,|q and, by definition, t. <, so
P(7) S ¥(t) = [0, N Rea < (1-27%)|0ra.

Now finally we have all the necessary set up to compute the “slope” at the
touching time

Y(ts) — (s = Br) = |Or(2o) N Ry,

b d—1
by @), @@ = Al(d)/ min{|0, N Ry lg, |0y \ Rela} T dr — Cerd=1 1|
ty—pBr

d— |0 (x0) N Ry, —grla

ts
o e ZAN@/ﬁﬁIm“¢“%”—¢ﬁﬁ—0Mﬂﬂﬁde—OwdHﬂ
te—pBr

b d—1 d—1 _d—1
by subadditivity > / A (d) min{ap(7), 7 —ap(r)} T —CIM T 7T +elr? ! dr
t.—pBr
b 1 -1 -1
bﬂﬂ)Z/ W)+ 27N (d)a’T —C(MT BT e dr
t.—pBr

tx

> / Y (T)dr
ts«—pBr

which is a contradiction as long as we have fixed

d—1

B=cldM ‘'a and e =c(d)a T
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so that the term in square brackets in the second to last line is strictly positive.
Recalling the definition of a from (@) we see, for M > 1, = ¢(d)M @+ and
£ = ¢(d)M~(4=1)_ This also finally specifies N = C(d)M>4*2. Also note that the
constraint ([9) are satisfied, up to good choices of the dimensional constants ¢(d).

O

5. BOUNDS AND MIXING ESTIMATES

Given a mixing condition on V' it is straightforward to apply known result and
derive from Theorem [ tail bounds and mixing estimates on T'. We will work with
the notion of a-mixing since that is a standard notion which is more general than
finite range dependence.

For each Borel set U C R; x R define the cylinder o-algebras generated by V'

FU)=0c(V(t,x): (t,z) € U).
For a pair of o-algebras F; and F» the a-mixing coefficient is defined

a(F1,F2)= sup |P(ANB)—-PA)P(B)|
A€eF1,BeF,
Say that V' is a-mixing in (¢, z) if for all diameters D > 0 the coefficients (abusing
notation)

a(r, D) = sup{a(F(U),F(U")): U,U" Borel sets with d(U,U’) > r with diameter < D}

have lim,_, o a(r, D) = 0.

We make the assumption of stretched exponential decay of the a-mixing coeffi-
cients, for some exponent 5 > 0 and length scale £ > 0 and parameters A, B > 0
we assume

a(r,D) < A(1 + D)B exp(—ﬁ_ﬁr'@),

and say that V has a-mixing with stretched exponential decay with exponent 8 and
length scale £. We take £ = 1, since the general case can be derived by rescaling.
The constants ¢, C' which appear in the remainder of the section will depend on
A, B as well as d and we will not keep track of this dependence any further.

In this case a concentration estimate holds for the spatial averages, from [7]
Proposition 1.9], for any 0 < e < 1/2

1

ol V(t,z) dtdz| > €) < Cexp(—ce?|loge|~#r7")
|QT| Q’I‘(t[)7m0)

22) (]

with 8/ = gflizg < B. Of course the constants in the concentration estimate depend
on the constants in the a-mixing assumption, but we will not keep track of this
dependence.

We now aim to use this estimate to bound the tails of T'(to, o). By stationarity

we can work with 7' = T(0,0). Recall
T=ry.= sup{r: Ex[V,Q.] > ¢}

with & = ¢(d)M (=1 and N = [C(d)M>*+2] and Ey defined in (@).
Applying ([22) with a union bound gives

P(Ex[V;Q,] > &) < CMOCHDEHD) oxp(—cM =24 10g M|~F'+5")
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We want to control T' by a union bound so we need to discretize in r. The dis-
cretization error is

IEN[V; Q] = En[V; Q] < OMOTHRED (N —1)? < /2
if we choose A =1+ M~ =280 that
P(T >7)< Y PEN[V:Quryy] > €/2)
AE>r
< Z OM(5d+2)(d+1) exp(—cM_2(d_1)| IOg M|—B/)\k,8/)
A>T
< Cexp(—eM 2@~ D|1og M|~
where finally we absorbed all the polynomial powers of M in front by changing the
power of the logarithm inside the exponential. This proves the desired tail bounds

onT.
Next we consider the mixing estimate on 7. Define the localization,

rB(t,2) = sup{0 < r < R: Ex[V,Q.(t,2)] > ¢}
and, for a bounded Borel set U C R; x Rg,

r«(U) = sup r.(t,x).
(t,x)eU

Note that
rB(t,x) € F(U 4+ Qgr) for all (t,x) € U.

On the event that {r.(U) < R} the localizations r(¢,z) and the actual values of
r«(t,z) agree on U. More precisely, for all (¢,z) € U,

rE(t, @)1 wy<ry = (6 2) 1 ()< Ry -

This event has high probability since, by a standard discretization and union bound
and the tail bounds established above for r,(t, ),

P(r,(U) > R) < C(1 + diam(U))*" exp(—cM 2= |1og M|~ R?").

. . o 1
Let U and U’ Borel sets with diameter at most D and call R = 3\/ﬁd(U, U’).

Then U + Qr and U’ + Qg have distance apart at least %d(U, U’) and, by the
mixing condition of V'

AF(U +Qr), F(U' + Qr)) < a(R, D)
< C(14 D+ 2R)® exp(—cRP)
< C(1+ D) exp(—cR")

where the constants ¢, C may have changed in the last inequality and we used
B’ < 8 to absorb the C|log R| term in the exponential.

Let random variables X € o(r.|y) and Y € o(r.|y/) of the form (abusing no-
tation) X = X (r.(t1,21),...,7«(tn, Tn)) for some X : R" — R with | X| < 1 and
points (¢j,z;) € U, and Y = Y (ri(s1,41),-- -, 74(8m, Ym)) for some ¥ : R™ — R
with [Y| < 1 and points (s y;) € U’. Call X and Y7 to be the same functions ap-
plied to the localized 7 at the same points. Then X and X ® agree on {r.(U) < R},
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d Y and Y% agree on {r.(U’) < R}.
[E[XY] - E[X]E[Y]| < [E[X Y] - E[XF|E[Y "] + [E[XY] — E[X Y|
+ [E[X FE[Y "] - E[X]E[Y]]
< a(R,D)+ 4P(r.(U) > R) + 4P(r.(U’) > R)
< C(1 4 D)€ exp(—eM 24D 1og M|~Cd(U, U")*")

This establishes the a-mixing rate for the field T' = ..

1

(2

[4

[10
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