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EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTION TO VOLUME PRESERVING MEAN

CURVATURE FLOW IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

KEISUKE TAKASAO
DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS/HAKUBI CENTER, KYOTO UNIVERSITY,

KITASHIRAKAWA-OIWAKECHO SAKYO KYOTO 606-8502, JAPAN

Abstract. In this paper, we construct a family of integral varifolds, which is a global
weak solution to the volume preserving mean curvature flow in the sense of L2-flow. This
flow is also a distributional BV-solution for a short time, when the perimeter of the initial
data is sufficiently close to that of ball with the same volume. To construct the flow, we
use the Allen–Cahn equation with non-local term motivated by studies of Mugnai, Seis,
and Spadaro, and Kim and Kwon. We prove the convergence of the solution for the Allen–
Cahn equation to the family of integral varifolds with only natural assumptions for the
initial data.

1. Introduction

Let d ≥ 2 be an integer and Ω := Td = (R/Z)d. Assume that T > 0 and Ut ⊂ Ω is
an open set with the smooth boundary Mt := ∂Ut for any t ∈ [0, T ). The family of the
hypersurfaces {Mt}t∈[0,T ) is called the volume preserving mean curvature flow if the normal
velocity vector ~v satisfies

~v = ~h−
(

1

H d−1(Mt)

∫

Mt

~h · ~ν dH d−1

)

~ν, on Mt, t ∈ (0, T ). (1.1)

Here, H d−1 is the (d − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, and ~h and ~ν are the mean
curvature vector and the inner unit normal vector ofMt, respectively. Note that the solution
{Mt}t∈[0,T ) to (1.1) satisfies

d

dt
H

d−1(Mt) ≤ 0 and
d

dt
L

d(Ut) = −
∫

Mt

~v · ~ν dH d−1 = 0, t ∈ (0, T ), (1.2)

where L
d is the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. From (1.2), {Mt}t∈[0,T ) has the volume

preserving property, that is, L d(Ut) is constant with respect to t.
When U0 is convex, Gage [13] and Huisken [16] proved that there exists a solution to (1.1)

and it converges to a sphere as t → ∞. Escher and Simonett [10] showed the short time
existence of the solution to (1.1) for smooth initial data M0 and they also proved that if
M0 is sufficiently close to a sphere in the sense of the little Hölder norm h1+α, then there
exists a global solution and it converges to some sphere as t → ∞ (see also [3, 4, 25] for
related results). Mugnai, Seis, and Spadaro [31] studied the minimizing movement for (1.1)
and they proved the global existence of the flat flow, that is, there exist C = C(d, U0) > 0
and a family of Caccioppoli sets {Ut}t∈[0,∞) such that L d(Us △ Ut) ≤ C

√
s− t for any

0 ≤ t < s, H d−1(∂∗Ut) is monotone decreasing, and L d(Ut) is constant. Here, ∂∗Ut is the
reduced boundary of Ut. In addition, for d ≤ 7, they proved the global existence of the
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2 K. TAKASAO

weak solution to (1.1) in the sense of the distribution, under the reasonable assumption for
the convergence, that is,

lim
k→∞

∫ T

0

H
d−1(∂∗Uk

t ) dt =

∫ T

0

H
d−1(∂∗Ut) dt, (1.3)

where {Uk
t }t∈[0,T ) is the time-discretized approximate solution to (1.1). This kind of condi-

tion was introduced in [27] (see also [1, 22]). Laux and Swartz [24] showed the convergence
of the thresholding schemes to the distributional BV-solutions of (1.1) under an assump-
tion of the convergence similar to (1.3). Laux and Simon [23] also proved similar results
in the case of the phase field method. On the other hand, the author [36] proved the exis-
tence of the weak solution (family of integral varifolds) to (1.1) in the sense of L2-flow for
2 ≤ d ≤ 3 without any such convergence assumption, via the phase field method studied by
Golovaty [15]. Recently, Kim and Kwon [21] proved the existence of the viscosity solution
to (1.1) for the case where U0 satisfies a geometric condition called ρ-reflection. Moreover,
they also proved that the viscosity solution converges to some sphere uniformly as t→ ∞.
Let {δi}∞i=1 be a positive sequence with δi → 0 as i → ∞ and we denote δi as δ for

simplicity. Suppose that U δ
t is an open set with smooth boundaryM δ

t for any t ∈ [0, T ). The
approximate solutions studied in [31] and [21] correspond to the following mean curvature
flow {M δ

t }t∈[0,T ) with non-local term:

~v = ~h− λδ~ν, on M δ
t , t ∈ (0, T ), (1.4)

where

λδ(t) =
1

δ
(L d(U δ

0 )− L
d(U δ

t )).

One can check that (1.4) is a L2-gradient flow of

Eδ(t) = H
d−1(M δ

t ) +
1

2δ
(L d(U δ

0 )− L
d(U δ

t ))
2,

that is,
d

dt
Eδ(t) = −

∫

Mδ
t

|~v|2 dH d−1 ≤ 0 for any t ∈ (0, T ).

Hence {M δ
t }t∈[0,T ) satisfies a relaxed volume preserving property, namely,

(L d(U δ
0 )− L

d(U δ
t ))

2 ≤ 2δEδ(t) ≤ 2δEδ(0) = 2δH d−1(M δ
0 ).

Therefore {M δ
t }t∈[0,T ) converges to the solution {Mt}t∈[0,T ) to (1.1) as δ → 0 formally. Note

that we cannot directly obtain the monotonically decreasing of H d−1(Mt) by the energy

estimates above. However, if we have a natural energy estimate supi
∫ T

0
|λδi(t)|2 dt ≤ CT for

some constant CT > 0, we can expect the property in some sense, because

lim inf
i→∞

1

2δi
(L d(U δi

0 )− L
d(U δi

t ))
2 = lim inf

i→∞

δi
2
|λδi(t)|2 = 0 for a.e. t ∈ [0, T )

by Fatou’s lemma (see Proposition 3.14). The reason why the L2-estimate is natural is
because the non-local term of the solution to (1.1) satisfies it (see Proposition 6.2). Mugnai,
Seis, and Spadaro [31] used a minimizing movement scheme corresponding to (1.4), and Kim
and Kwon [21] used (1.4) to prove the existence of the viscosity solution to (1.1). Based on
these results, in this paper we show the global existence of the weak solution to (1.1), via
the phase field method corresponding to (1.4).



EXISTENCE OF VOLUME PRESERVING MCF 3

We denote W (a) :=
(1− a2)2

2
and k(s) =

∫ s

0

√

2W (a) da = s − 1

3
s3. Let ε ∈ (0, 1),

T > 0, and α ∈ (0, 1). With reference to [31] and [21], in this paper we consider the
following Allen–Cahn equation with non-local term:

{

εϕεt = ε∆ϕε − W ′(ϕε)

ε
+ λε

√

2W (ϕε), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0,∞),

ϕε(x, 0) = ϕε0(x), x ∈ Ω,
(1.5)

where λε is given by

λε(t) =
1

εα

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε0(x)) dx−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε(x, t)) dx

)

. (1.6)

Note that if ϕε0 satisfies suitable assumptions, the standard PDE theories imply the global
existence and uniqueness of the solution to (1.5) (see Remark 3.2). Set

Eε(t) =

∫

Ω

(

ε|∇ϕε(x, t)|2
2

+
W (ϕε(x, t))

ε

)

dx+
1

2εα

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε0(x)) dx−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε(x, t)) dx

)2

=: Eε
S(t) + Eε

P (t).

As above, one can check that the solution ϕε to (1.5) satisfies

d

dt
Eε(t) = −

∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dx ≤ 0 for any t ∈ (0,∞), (1.7)

Eε(T ) +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dxdt = Eε(0) = Eε

S(0) for any T ≥ 0, (1.8)

and
(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε0(x)) dx−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε(x, t)) dx

)2

= 2εαEε
P (t) ≤ 2εαEε

S(0) for any t ∈ [0,∞). (1.9)

Assume supε∈(0,1)E
ε
S(0) < ∞ (this assumption corresponds to H

d−1(M0) < ∞ for (1.1)).
Then, we can expect that ϕε(x, t) ≈ 1 or −1 when x is outside the neighborhood of the zero
level set Mε

t = {x ∈ Ω | ϕε(x, t) = 0} for sufficiently small ε. Then we have
∫

Ω
k(ϕε) dx ≈

2
3

∫

Ω
ϕε dx and thus we can regard (1.9) as a relaxed volume preserving property. The

function
√

2W (ϕε) expresses that the non-local term is almost zero when x is outside the

neighborhood of Mε
t . In addition,

√

2W (ϕε) plays important roles in L∞-estimates and
energy estimates (see Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.16).

The first main result of this paper is that there exists a global-in-time weak solution to
(1.1) for any d ≥ 2 in the sense of L2-flow, under the assumptions on the regularity of M0

(see Theorem 2.6). We employ (1.5) to construct the solution. Note that we do not require
assumptions such as (1.3). The second main result is that, when M0 is C1 and the value

H d−1(M0)/(L
d(U0))

d−1
d is sufficiently close to that of a ball, there exists T1 > 0 such that

the flow has a unit density for a.e. t ∈ [0, T1) and is also a distributional BV-solution up to
t = T1 (see Theorem 2.8). To obtain the main results, we need to prove that the varifold V ε

t

defined by the Modica–Mortola functional [29] converges to a integral varifold for a.e. t ≥ 0
(roughly speaking, the condition (1.3) corresponds to this convergence). For the standard
Allen–Cahn equation without non-local term, this convergence was shown by Ilmanen [20]
and Tonegawa [40]. Therefore we can expect the convergence for (1.5) if λε has suitable
properties. In fact, λε can be regarded as an error term when we consider the parabolic
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rescaled equation of (1.5). We explain this more precisely. Define ϕ̃ε(x̃, t̃) = ϕε(εx̃, ε2t̃).
Then ϕ̃ε satisfies

ϕ̃εt̃ = ∆x̃ϕ̃
ε −W ′(ϕ̃ε) + ελε(ε2t̃)

√

2W (ϕ̃ε), (1.10)

where ∆x̃ is a Laplacian with respect to x̃. Assume supx |ϕε0(x)| < 1. Then Proposition 3.1
below yields supx,t |ϕε(x, t)| < 1. Thus we have

sup
t̃≥0

|ελε(ε2t̃)
√

2W (ϕ̃ε)| ≤ sup
t̃≥0

|ελε(ε2t̃)| ≤ 4

3
L

d(Ω)ε1−α =
4

3
ε1−α, (1.11)

where we used maxs∈[−1,1] |k(s)| = 2
3
. Therefore, broadly speaking, the non-local term

ελε(ε2t̃)
√

2W (ϕ̃ε) is a perturbation (to the best of our knowledge, for (1.1), no phase field
model with such a property has been known). Hence we can show the rectifiability and
the integrality of the varifold Vt with arguments similar to that in [20, 40] (see also [38]).
However, the proofs are not exactly the same as those, because the monotonicity formula for
(1.5) is different from the standard one (see Proposition 3.9). Therefore we give the proofs
in Section 4. In addition, as another good property of λε, the L2-norm can be controlled
(see Lemma 3.6). This property is useful when proving the monotonicity formula and the
rectifiability of Vt.

The most well-known phase field model for (1.1) studied by Rubinstein and Sternberg [33]
is the following equation.

{

εϕεt = ε∆ϕε − W ′(ϕε)

ε
+ Λε, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

ϕε(x, 0) = ϕε0(x), x ∈ Ω,
(1.12)

where Λε(t) = 1
L d(Ω)

∫

Ω
W ′(ϕε(x,t))

ε
dx. As above, the solution to (1.12) has the volume pre-

serving property d
dt

∫

Ω
ϕε dx = 0. Chen, Hilhorst, and Logak [8] proved that for the smooth

solution {Mt}t∈[0,T ) to (1.1), there exists a family of functions {ϕεi0 }∞i=1 with εi → 0 such
that the level set Mεi

t = {x ∈ Ω | ϕεi(x, t) = 0} converges to Mt, where ϕ
ε is a solution to

(1.12) with initial data ϕε0. In addition, as mentioned above, Laux and Simon [23] proved
the convergence of the vector-valued version of (1.12) to the weak volume preserving mul-
tiphase mean curvature flow under an assumption corresponds to (1.3). However, it is an
open problem to show its convergence for (1.12) without such assumptions. One of the

difficulties is that the boundedness of supε>0

∫ T

0
|Λε|2 dt proved by Bronsard and Stoth [7]

does not immediately lead to

sup
ε>0

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ε

(

∆ϕε − W ′(ϕε)

ε2

)2

dxdt <∞. (1.13)

Note that (1.13) corresponds to
∫ T

0

∫

Mt
|~h|2 dH d−1dt < ∞ of the solution to (1.1) and is

important to show the rectifiability of the varifold (see Theorem 3.16 and Theorem 4.9). As
another phase field method for (1.1), the study of Brassel and Bretin [6] is known (see [36,
Section 1] for a comparison of these equations).

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we set our notations and state
the main results. In Section 3, to obtain the existence theorem we prove the energy estimates
and L∞-estimates for the solution to (1.5). In addition, for d = 2 or 3, we give a short proof
for the integrality of the limit measure µt constructed as a weak solution to (1.1). In Section
4, we show the integrality of µt for any d ≥ 2. In Section 5, we prove the main results. In
Section 6, we give some supplements for this paper.
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2. Preliminaries and main results

2.1. Notations and definitions. For r > 0, d ∈ N, and x ∈ Rd, we denote Bd
r (x) :=

{y ∈ Rd | |x − y| < r} (we often write this as Br(x) for simplicity). We define ωd :=
L d(Bd

1(0)). For d × d matrix A = (aij) and B = (bij), we define A · B :=
∑

i,j aijbij . For

a = (a1, a2, . . . , ad) ∈ Rd, we define a d× d matrix a⊗ a by a⊗ a := (aiaj). Next we recall
notations and definitions from the geometric measure theory and refer to [11, 14, 34, 40]
for more details. For a Caccioppoli set E ⊂ Rd, we denote the reduced boundary of E
by ∂∗E. For the characteristic function χE , we denote the total variation measure of the
distributional derivative ∇χE by ‖∇χE‖. Let U ⊂ Rd be an open set. We write the
space of bounded variation functions on U as BV (U). For any Radon measure µ on U
and φ ∈ Cc(U), we often write

∫

φ dµ as µ(φ). For p ≥ 1, we write f ∈ Lp(µ) if f is
µ-measurable and

∫

|f |p dµ < ∞. For d, k ∈ N with k < d, let G(d, k) be the space of
k-dimensional subspace of Rd. For an open set U ⊂ Rd, let Gk(U) := U × G(d, k). We say
V is a general k-varifold on U if V is a Radon measure on Gk(U). We denote the set of all
general k-varifolds on U by Vk(U). For a general varifold V ∈ Vk(U), we define the weight
measure ‖V ‖ by

‖V ‖(φ) :=
∫

Gk(U)

φ(x) dV (x, S) for any φ ∈ Cc(U).

We call V ∈ Vk(U) is rectifiable if there exist a H k-measurable k-countably rectifiable set
M ⊂ U and θ ∈ L1

loc(H
k⌊M) such that

V (φ) =

∫

M

φ(x, TxM)θ(x) dH k for any φ ∈ Cc(Gk(U)),

where TxM is the approximate tangent space of M at x. Note that such x does exists for
H

k-a.e. on M . If θ ∈ N H
k-a.e. on M , we call V is integral. In addition, if θ = 1 H

k-a.e.
on M , we say V has unit density.
For V ∈ Vk(U), we define the first variation δV by

δV (~φ) :=

∫

Gk(U)

∇~φ(x) · S dV (x, S) for any ~φ ∈ C1
c (U ;R

d).

Here, we identify S ∈ G(d, k) with the corresponding orthogonal projection of Rd onto S.
When the total variation ‖δV ‖ of δV is locally bounded and absolutely continuous with

respect to ‖V ‖, there exists a measurable vector field ~h such that

δV (~φ) = −
∫

U

~φ(x) · ~h(x) d‖V ‖(x) for any ~φ ∈ C1
c (U ;R

d).

The vector valued function ~h is called the generalized mean curvature vector of V . In
addition, a Radon measure µ is called a k-rectifiable if there exists a k-rectifiable varifold
such that µ is represented by µ = ‖V ‖. Note that this V is uniquely determined, so the
first variation and the generalized mean curvature vector of µ is naturally determined by
V . The definition of an integral Radon measure is determined in the same way.
The formulation of the following is similar to that of the Brakke flow [5, 41].

Definition 2.1 (L2-flow [30]). Let T > 0, U ⊂ Rd be an open set, and {µt}t∈[0,T ) be a
family of Radon measures on U . Set dµ := dµtdt. We call {µt}t∈[0,T ) an L2-flow with a
generalized velocity vector ~v if the following hold:

(1) For a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), µt is (d− 1)-integral, and also has a generalized mean curvature

vector ~h ∈ L2(µt;R
d).
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(2) The vector field ~v belongs to L2(0, T ; (L2(µt))
d) and

~v(x, t) ⊥ Txµt for µ-a.e. (x, t) ∈ U × (0, T ),

where Txµt ∈ G(d, d− 1) is the approximate tangent space of µt at x.
(3) There exists CT > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

U

(ηt +∇η · ~v) dµtdt
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CT‖η‖C0(U×(0,T )) (2.1)

for any η ∈ C1
c (U × (0, T )).

Remark 2.2. If there exists a family of smooth hypersurfaces {Mt}t∈[0,T ) with the normal
velocity vector ~w, then (2.1) holds with ~v = ~w and µt = H d−1⌊Mt . In addition, if ~v satisfies
(2.1) with µt = H d−1⌊Mt , then ~v = ~w. This proof is almost identical to the proof in [41,
Proposition 2.1].

The L2-flow has the following property.

Proposition 2.3 (See Proposition 3.3 of [30]). Assume that {µt}t∈(0,T ) is an L2-flow with
the generalized velocity vector ~v and set dµ := dµtdt. Then

(~v(x0, t0), 1) ∈ T(x0,t0)µ

at µ-a.e. (x0, t0) ∈ Σ(µ), where T(x0,t0)µ ∈ G(d + 1, d) is the approximate tangent space of
µ at (x0, t0) and Σ(µ) = {(x, t) | T(x,t)µ exists at (x, t)}.
2.2. Assumptions for initial data. Let U0 ⊂⊂ (0, 1)d be a bounded open set with the
following properties.

(1) There exists D0 > 0 such that

sup
x∈(0,1)d,0<R<1

H d−1(M0 ∩ Br(x))

ωd−1rd−1
≤ D0, (2.2)

where M0 = ∂U0.
(2) There exists a family of open sets {U i

0}∞i=1 such that U i
0 has a C

3 boundaryM i
0 = ∂U i

0

for any i and the following hold:

lim
i→∞

L
d(U0△U i

0) = 0 and lim
i→∞

‖∇χU i
0
‖ = ‖∇χU0‖ as Radon measures. (2.3)

Note that the second assumption is satisfied when U0 is a Caccioppoli set, and both condi-
tions are fulfilled when M0 is C1 (see [14]).

We denote qε(r) := tanh(r/ε) for r ∈ R. Then qε satisfies

ε(qεr(r))
2

2
=
W (qε(r))

ε
for any r ∈ R (2.4)

and

qεrr(r) =
W ′(qε(r))

ε2
for any r ∈ R. (2.5)

In addition, (2.4) yields
∫

R

(

ε(qεr(r))
2

2
+
W (qε(r))

ε

)

dr =

∫

R

√

2W (qε)qεr dr =

∫ 1

−1

√

2W (q) dq =: σ.

This means that the Radon measure µεt defined below needs to be normalized by σ.
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Next we extend U i
0 and M i

0 periodically to Rd with period Ω and define

ri(x) =

{

dist (x,M i
0), if x ∈ U i

0,
−dist (x,M i

0), if x 6∈ U i
0.

Then |∇ri(x)| ≤ 1 for a.e. x ∈ Rd and there exists bi > 0 such that ri is C
3 on Nbi := {x |

dist (x,M i
0) < bi} (see [9]). Let di be a smooth monotone increase function such that

di(r) =







r, if |r| < 1
4
bi,

2
3
bi, if r > 3

4
bi

−2
3
bi, if r < −3

4
bi

and | d
dr
di| ≤ 1. Set ri := di(ri). Then ri ∈ C3(Ω), ri = ri on Nbi/4, and |∇ri(x)| ≤ 1 for any

x ∈ Rd. Let {εi}∞i=1 be a positive sequence with εi → 0 and
εi
b2i

→ 0 as i→ ∞, and

sup
x∈Rd

|∇j+1ri(x)| ≤ ε−ji for any i ∈ N, j = 1, 2. (2.6)

Note that (2.6) corresponds to the condition (3.2) below. We define a periodic function
ϕεi0 ∈ C3(Ω) by

ϕεi0 (x) := qεi(ri(x)) = tanh

(

di(ri(x))

εi

)

for any i ∈ N. (2.7)

We define a Radon measure µεit by

µεit (φ) :=
1

σ

∫

Ω

φ

(

εi|∇ϕεi(x, t)|2
2

+
W (ϕεi(x, t))

εi

)

dx, φ ∈ Cc(Ω), (2.8)

where ϕεi is the solution to (1.5) with initial data ϕεi0 defined by (2.7) and σ =
∫ 1

−1

√

2W (s) ds.
For ϕεi0 and µεi0 , we have the following properties (see [20, p. 423] and [26, Section 5]).

Proposition 2.4. There exists a subsequence {εi}∞i=1 (denoted by the same index and the
subsequence is taken only for {εi}∞i=1, not for {M i

0}∞i=1) such that the following hold.

(1) For any i ∈ N and x ∈ Ω, we have
εi|∇ϕεi0 (x)|2

2
≤ W (ϕεi0 (x))

εi
.

(2) There exists D1 = D1(D0) > 0 such that

max

{

sup
i∈N

µεi0 (Ω), sup
i∈N, x∈Ω, r∈(0,1)

µεi0 (Br(x))

ωd−1rd−1

}

≤ D1. (2.9)

(3) µεi0 → H d−1⌊M0 as Radon measures, that is,
∫

Ω

φ dµεi0 →
∫

M0

φ dH d−1 for any φ ∈ Cc(Ω).

(4) For ψεi = 1
2
(ϕεi + 1), limi→∞ ψεi = χU0 in L1 and limi→∞ ‖∇ψεi‖ = ‖∇χU0‖ as

Radon measures.

Remark 2.5. The first property (1) is obtained from |∇ri| ≤ 1 (see the proof of Proposition

3.3). The assumption εi
b2i

→ 0 is used to show
∫

Ω\Nbi/4

(

εi|∇ϕεi
0 |2

2
+

W (ϕ
εi
0 )

εi

)

dx→ 0.
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2.3. Main results. We denote the approximate velocity vector ~v εi by

~v εi =







−ϕεit
|∇ϕεi|

∇ϕεi
|∇ϕεi| , if |∇ϕεi| 6= 0,

0, otherwise.

The first main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that d ≥ 2 and U0 satisfies (2.2) and (2.3). For any i ∈ N, let ϕεi0
be defined so that all the claims of Proposition 2.4 are satisfied and ϕεi be a solution to
(1.5) with initial data ϕεi0 . Then there exists a subsequence {εi}∞i=1 (denoted by the same
index) such that the following hold.

(a) There exist a countable subset B ⊂ [0,∞) and a family of (d − 1)-integral Radon
measures {µt}t∈[0,∞) on Ω such that

µ0 = H
d−1⌊M0 , µεit → µt as Radon measures for any t ≥ 0,

and

µs(Ω) ≤ µt(Ω) for any s, t ∈ [0,∞) \B with 0 ≤ t < s <∞.

(b) There exists ψ ∈ BVloc(Ω× [0,∞))∩C
1
2
loc([0,∞);L1(Ω)) such that the following hold.

(b1) ψεi → ψ in L1
loc(Ω× [0,∞)) and a.e. pointwise, where ψεi = 1

2
(ϕεi + 1).

(b2) ψ|t=0 = χU0 a.e. on Ω.
(b3) For any t ∈ [0,∞), ψ(·, t) = 1 or 0 a.e. on Ω and ψ satisfies the volume

preserving property, that is,
∫

Ω

ψ(x, t) dx = L
d(U0) for all t ∈ [0,∞).

(b4) For any t ∈ [0,∞) and for any φ ∈ Cc(Ω; [0,∞)), we have ‖∇ψ(·, t)‖(φ) ≤ µt(φ).
(c) For λεi given by (1.6), we have

sup
i∈N

∫ T

0

|λεi|2 dt <∞ for any T > 0

and there exists λ ∈ L2
loc(0,∞) such that λεi → λ weakly in L2(0, T ) for any T > 0.

(d) There exists ~f ∈ L2
loc([0,∞); (L2(µt))

d) such that

lim
i→∞

1

σ

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

−λεi
√

2W (ϕεi)∇ϕεi · ~φ dxdt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

~f · ~φ dµtdt =
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

−λ~ν · ~φ d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt
(2.10)

for any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω×[0,∞);Rd), where ~ν is the inner unit normal vector of {ψ(·, t) = 1}
on spt ‖∇ψ(·, t)‖.

(e) The family of Radon measures {µt}t∈[0,∞) is an L
2-flow with a generalized velocity

vector ~v = ~h+ ~f , where ~h ∈ L2
loc([0,∞); (L2(µt))

d) is the generalized mean curvature

vector of µt. Moreover, for any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω× [0,∞);Rd),

lim
i→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

~v εi · ~φ dµεit dt =
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

~v · ~φ dµtdt. (2.11)

Remark 2.7. From (d) and (e), we have
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

~v · ~φ dµtdt =
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

(

~h− λ
d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖

dµt
~ν

)

· ~φ dµtdt
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for any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω × (0,∞);Rd), where d‖∇ψ(·,t)‖
dµt

is the Radon–Nikodym derivative. Hence

we have ~v = ~h − λ~ν in the sense of L2-flow if µt = ‖∇ψ(·, t)‖ for a.e. t (from Theorem
2.8 below, this is correct for a short time if the initial data is sufficiently close to a ball).

Since µt is integral for a.e. t, for such t, we have
(

d‖∇ψ(·,t)‖
dµt

)−1

∈ N for µt-a.e. x ∈ Ω, if
d‖∇ψ(·,t)‖

dµt
6= 0.

Set Ut := {x ∈ Ω | ψ(x, t) = 1} for t > 0. Let B ⊂⊂ (0, 1)d be an open ball. We also
show that if U0 ≈ B in the following sense, then there exists T1 > 0 such that {∂∗Ut}t∈[0,T1)
is a distributional solution to (1.1) in the framework of BV functions.

Theorem 2.8. For any r ∈ (0, 1
4
), there exists δ1 > 0 depending only on d and r with the

following properties. Assume that U0 ⊂ (1
4
, 3
4
)d satisfies L d(U0) = L d(Br(0)) and has a C1

boundary M0 with H d−1(M0) ≤ 2H d−1(∂Br(0)) and

H
d−1(M0)− dω

1
d
d (L

d(U0))
d−1
d ≤ δ1. (2.12)

Then there exists T1 = T1(d, r,M0) > 0 such that the following hold.

(a) For a.e. t ∈ [0, T1), µt = ‖∇ψ(·, t)‖ = H d−1⌊∂∗Ut , where {µt}t∈[0,∞) is the L2-flow
with initial data µ0 = H

d−1⌊M0, given by Theorem 2.6.

(b) Let ~v, ~h, ~ν, and λ be functions given by Theorem 2.6. Then {∂∗Ut}t∈[0,T1) is a
distributional solution to (1.1) with initial data ∂U0 =M0 in the following sense.
(b1) For any t ∈ [0, T1), L

d(Ut) = L
d(U0).

(b2) For a.e. t ∈ [0, T1), ~h is also a generalized mean curvature vector of H d−1⌊∂∗Ut .

(b3) For any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω× [0, T1);R
d), we have

∫ T1

0

∫

∂∗Ut

{~v −~h+ λ~ν} · ~φ dH d−1dt = 0.

(b4) For any φ ∈ C1
c (Ω× (0, T1)), we have

∫ T1

0

∫

Ut

φt dxdt =

∫ T1

0

∫

∂∗Ut

~v · ~νφ dH d−1dt.

(b5) (Additional volume preserving property). For a.e. t ∈ [0, T1), we have
∫

∂∗Ut

~v · ~ν dH d−1 =

∫

Ω

~v · ~ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖ = 0.

(b6) For a.e. t ∈ [0, T1), we have

λ(t) =
1

H d−1(∂∗Ut)

∫

∂∗Ut

~h · ~ν dH d−1.

Remark 2.9. The isoperimetric inequality tells us that dω
1
d
d (L

d(U))
d−1
d ≤ H d−1(∂∗U)

for any Caccioppoli set U ⊂ Rd with L d(U) < ∞ and the equality holds if and only if
there exists a ball B ⊂ Rd such that L d(U△B) = 0 (see [12, 39] and references therein).
Therefore the assumption (2.12) means that U0 is sufficiently close to a ball in some sense.
On the other hand, M0 does not have to be close to a sphere in C0 (for example, U0 does
not have to be connected).
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Remark 2.10. The property (b4) claims that ~v is a normal velocity vector in a weak sense,
since

d

dt

∫

Ut

φ dx =

∫

Ut

φt dx−
∫

∂Ut

~v · ~νφ dH d−1

holds for any φ ∈ C1
c (Ω× (0, T1)) and t ∈ (0, T1), where {Ut}t∈[0,T1) is a family of open sets

and the smooth boundary ∂Ut moves by the normal velocity vector ~v. By (1.2), we can
regard (b5) as a volume preserving property in a weak sense.

3. Energy and pointwise estimates

In this section we show standard estimates for (1.5) such as the uniform L2-estimate for
λε and the monotonicity formula.

3.1. Assumptions. Let {εi}∞i=1 be a positive sequence with εi → 0 as i → ∞. In this
section, we assume that there exist D1 > 0 and ω > 0 such that (2.9) and

2

3
−
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

k(ϕεi0 (x)) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ω > 0, (3.1)

hold for any i ∈ N. The set {x ∈ Ω | ϕεi0 (x) = 0} corresponds to the initial dataM0 of (1.1),
and (3.1) yields that L d({x ∈ Ω | ϕεi0 ≈ 1}) > 0 formally, since

∫

Ω
k(±1) dx = ±2

3
L d(Ω) =

±2
3
. For some C1 > 0, we also assume that the initial data ϕεi0 of the solution to (1.5)

satisfies
ϕεi0 ∈ C3(Ω), sup

x∈Ω
|ϕεi0 (x)| < 1, and εji sup

x∈Ω
|∇jϕεi0 (x)| ≤ C1 (3.2)

for any i ∈ N and j = 1, 2, 3. In addition, to control the discrepancy measure ξεt defined
below, we assume

εi|∇ϕεi0 (x)|2
2

≤ W (ϕεi0 (x))

εi
for any x ∈ Ω and i ∈ N. (3.3)

Note that the function ϕεi0 defined by (2.7) satisfies all the assumptions above, for sufficiently
large i. Throughout this paper, we often write ε as εi for simplicity.

3.2. Pointwise estimates. The comparison principle implies the following estimate.

Proposition 3.1. The solution ϕε to (1.5) with (3.2) satisfies

|ϕε(x, t)| < 1, x ∈ Ω, t ≥ 0. (3.4)

Remark 3.2. The estimate (3.4) implies
√

2W (ϕε) = 1 − (ϕε)2. By a priori estimates
including Proposition 3.3 below, standard PDE theories imply the global existence and
uniqueness of the classical solution to (1.5) with initial data ϕε0 satisfying (3.2).

Proof. Suppose that t0 := inf{t ∈ [0,∞) | supx∈Ω ϕε(x, t) ≥ 1} < ∞. Then t0 > 0 since
supx∈Ω ϕ

ε
0(x) < 1. We may assume that there exists t1 ∈ (t0,∞) such that supx∈Ω ϕ

ε(x, t) ≤
2 for any t < t1. Let ϕ

ε
+ be a solution to

ε(ϕε+)t = ε∆ϕε+ − W ′(ϕε+)

ε
+ Lε

√

2W (ϕε+), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, t1) (3.5)

with initial data ϕε+(x, 0) = supx∈Ω ϕ
ε
0(x), where Lε := 2ε−αmax|s|≤2 |k(s)|. Note that

supt∈(0,t1) |λε(t)| ≤ Lε, where λε is given by the solution ϕε to (1.5), and this implies that
ϕε+ is a supersolution to (1.5) if we regard λε as a given function. Since the initial data

is constant and W ′(s),
√

2W (s) → 0 as s → 1, one can easily check that the solution
ϕε+ to (3.5) depends only on t and satisfies ϕε+(t) < 1 for any t ∈ (0, t1). Therefore the
comparison principle implies that ϕε(x, t) ≤ ϕε+(t) < 1 for any (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, t1). This
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yields a contradiction. Hence ϕε(x, t) < 1 for any (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞) and the remained claim
can be proved similarly. �

In addition, by Proposition 3.1 and the maximum principle we have the following Propo-
sition (see [20]).

Proposition 3.3. If the solution ϕε to (1.5) satisfies (3.2) and (3.3), then we have

ε|∇ϕε(x, t)|2
2

≤ W (ϕε(x, t))

ε
, x ∈ Ω, t ≥ 0. (3.6)

Proof. By (3.4), we can define a function rε by

rε(x, t) = (qε)−1(ϕε(x, t)), x ∈ Ω, t ≥ 0,

since qε : R → (−1, 1) is one to one and surjective. We compute that

εqεrr
ε
t = εqεr∆r

ε + εqεrr|∇rε|2 −
W ′(qε)

ε
+ λε

√

2W (qε)

=
√

2W (qε)∆rε +
W ′(qε)

ε
(|∇rε|2 − 1) + λε

√

2W (qε),

where we used (2.4) and (2.5). Then we obtain

rεt = ∆rε − 2qε(rε)

ε
(|∇rε|2 − 1) + λε, (3.7)

where we used W ′(qε)/
√

2W (qε) = −2qε. We compute

1

2
∂t|∇rε|2 =

1

2
∆|∇rε|2 − |∇rε|2 −∇rε · ∇

(

2qε(rε)

ε
(|∇rε|2 − 1)

)

,

where we used ∇λε = 0. Set wε = |∇rε|2 − 1. Then wε satisfies

wεt ≤ ∆wε − 4qε(rε)

ε
∇rε · ∇wε − 2

(

∇rε · ∇2qε(rε)

ε

)

wε.

In addition, we have wε(x, 0) ≤ 0, because

ε|∇ϕε0(x)|2
2

− W (ϕε0(x))

ε
=
W (qε(rε(x, 0)))

ε
(|∇rε(x, 0)|2 − 1) ≤ 0

by (3.3). Hence the maximum principle implies wε(x, t) ≤ 0 for any x ∈ Ω and t ∈ [0,∞),

and we obtain (3.6) by ε|∇ϕε|2
2

− W (ϕε)
ε

= W (qε)
ε
wε ≤ 0. �

3.3. Energy estimates. By Eε
S(t) = σµεt (Ω), (1.7), (1.8), and (2.9), we can easily obtain

the following estimates.

Proposition 3.4. For any ε > 0 and T > 0, we have

µεT (Ω) +
1

σ

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dxdt ≤ µε0(Ω) (3.8)

and
sup
ε∈(0,1)

µεT (Ω) ≤ sup
ε∈(0,1)

µε0(Ω) ≤ D1. (3.9)

Remark 3.5. Generally, “µεs(Ω) ≤ µεt (Ω) for any 0 ≤ t < s <∞” can not be shown from the
energy estimates above. However, there exists a countable set B such that µs(Ω) ≤ µt(Ω)
holds for any t, s ∈ [0,∞) \ B with t < s, where µt(Ω) = limε→0 µ

ε
t(Ω) (see Proposition

3.14).
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Set D′
1 := supε∈(0,1) µ

ε
0(Ω). Note that D

′
1 ≤ D1. By an argument similar to that in [7], we

have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. There exist constants C2 = C2(ω, d,D
′
1) > 0, C3 = C3(ω, d,D

′
1) > 0, and

ǫ1 = ǫ1(ω, d,D
′
1, α) > 0 such that

∫ T

0

|λε(t)|2 dt ≤ C2(µ
ε
0(Ω)− µεT (Ω) + T ) for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ1) and T > 0, (3.10)

and

sup
ε∈(0,ǫ1)

∫ t2

t1

|λε(t)|2 dt ≤ C3(1 + t2 − t1) for any 0 ≤ t1 < t2 <∞. (3.11)

Proof. Let ~ζ = (ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζd) : Ω × [0,∞) → Rd be a smooth periodic test function.

Multiply (1.5) by ∇ϕε · ~ζ and integrate over Ω. Then we have

∫

Ω

εϕεt∇ϕε · ~ζ dx+
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Ω

εϕεxiϕ
ε
xj
ζjxi dx−

∫

Ω

(

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε

)

div ~ζ dx

= − λε
∫

Ω

k(ϕε)div ~ζ dx,

(3.12)

by the integration by parts. Here we used ∇k(ϕε) =
√

2W (ϕε)∇ϕε and
∫

Ω

∆ϕε∇ϕε · ~ζ dx = −
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Ω

ϕεxiϕ
ε
xj
ζjxi dx+

∫

Ω

|∇ϕε|2
2

div ~ζ dx.

The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, (3.8), and (3.12) imply
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

εϕεt∇ϕε · ~ζ dx+
d
∑

i,j=1

∫

Ω

εϕεxiϕ
ε
xj
ζjxi dx−

∫

Ω

(

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε

)

div ~ζ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C4‖~ζ(·, t)‖C1(Ω)

(

(D′
1)

1
2

(
∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dx

)
1
2

+D′
1

)

,

(3.13)

where C4 > 0 depends only on d. Let η ∈ C∞
c (B1(0)) be a smooth nonnegative function

with
∫

B1(0)
η dx = 1 and define the standard mollifier ηδ by ηδ(x) = δ−dη(x/δ) for δ > 0.

Let u = u(x, t) be a periodic solution to
{

−∆u = k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ − −
∫

Ω
(k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ) in Ω,

∫

Ω
u dx = 0.

Note that
∫

Ω

{

k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ −−
∫

Ω

(k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ)
}

= 0

and there exists C > 0 depending only on L d(Ω) such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

k(ϕε(·, t)) ∗ ηδ −−
∫

Ω

(k(ϕε(·, t)) ∗ ηδ)
∥

∥

∥

∥

C1(Ω)

≤ C(1 + δ−1), t ≥ 0,

where we used ‖ϕε‖L∞ ≤ 1. Therefore the standard PDE arguments imply the existence
and uniqueness of the solution u and

‖u(·, t)‖C2,β(Ω) ≤ C5, t ≥ 0,
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where β ∈ (0, 1) and C5 > 0 depends only on β, d, and δ. Set ~ζ(x, t) = ∇u(x, t). Then, by
(3.12) and (3.13), we have

|λε|
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

k(ϕε)div ~ζ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C4C5

(

(D′
1)

1
2

(
∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt )
2 dx

)
1
2

+D′
1

)

. (3.14)

We compute

−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε)div ~ζ dx =

∫

Ω

k(ϕε)(−∆u) dx

=

∫

Ω

k(ϕε)

{

k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ −−
∫

Ω

(k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ)
}

dx

=
4

9
L

d(Ω) +

∫

Ω

(k(ϕε))2 − 4

9
dx+

∫

Ω

k(ϕε){k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ − k(ϕε)} dx

− 1

L d(Ω)

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx

)2

+
1

L d(Ω)

∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ dx
)

.

(3.15)

By (k(s))2 − 4
9
≥ −W (s) for any s ∈ [−1, 1], we have

∫

Ω

(k(ϕε))2 − 4

9
dx ≥ −εσµεt (Ω) ≥ −εσD′

1. (3.16)

By using
∫

Ω

|∇(k(ϕε))| dx =

∫

Ω

√

2W (ϕε)|∇ϕε| dx ≤ σµεt(Ω) ≤ σD′
1,

‖ϕε‖L∞ ≤ 1, and Proposition 6.1, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

k(ϕε){k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ − k(ϕε)} dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C6δ, (3.17)

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

L d(Ω)

∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) ∗ ηδ dx
)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C6δ, (3.18)

where C6 > 0 depends only on D′
1 and L d(Ω). Set δ = ω2

4C6L d(Ω)
. By (1.9), (3.1), (3.15),

(3.16), (3.17), and (3.18), there exists ǫ1 > 0 depending only on α, D′
1, L d(Ω), and ω such

that

−
∫

Ω

k(ϕε)div ~ζ dx

≥ 4

9
L

d(Ω)− 1

L d(Ω)

(
∫

Ω

k(ϕε) dx

)2

− εσD′
1 − 2C6δ

≥ 1

L d(Ω)

(

ω2 − 4
√
2

3
ε

α
2 (D′

1)
1
2

)

− εσD′
1 − 2C6δ

≥ 1

4L d(Ω)
ω2

(3.19)

holds for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ1), where we used (
∫

Ω
k(ϕε0) dx)

2 − (
∫

Ω
k(ϕε) dx)2 ≤ 4

√
2

3
ε

α
2 (D′

1)
1
2 by

(1.9). From (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), and (3.19), we obtain (3.10) and (3.11). �

Remark 3.7. For the classical solution to the volume preserving mean curvature flow, we
can obtain a similar estimate for the non-local term (see Proposition 6.2).
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We define the discrepancy measure ξεt on Ω by

ξεt (φ) :=
1

σ

∫

Ω

φ(x)

(

ε|∇ϕε(x, t)|2
2

− W (ϕε(x, t))

ε

)

dx, φ ∈ Cc(Ω). (3.20)

In addition, we denote

ξε(x, t) =
ε|∇ϕε(x, t)|2

2
− W (ϕε(x, t))

ε
.

Proposition 3.3 implies the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Assume (3.3). Then ξε(x, t) ≤ 0 for any (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞). In addition, ξεt is
a non-positive measure for any t ≥ 0.

We denote the backward heat kernel ρ = ρ(y,s)(x, t) by

ρ(y,s)(x, t) =
1

(4π(s− t))
d−1
2

e−
|x−y|2

4(s−t) , x, y ∈ Rd, 0 ≤ t < s.

With exactly the same proof as in [36, p. 2028], we obtain the following estimates similar to
the monotonicity formula obtaind by Huisken [17] (for convenience, we call the following as
the monotonicity formula).

Proposition 3.9 (See [36]). Let ξε(x, 0) ≤ 0 for any x ∈ Ω. Assume (3.3). Then

d

dt

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x) ≤

1

2(s− t)

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dξ
ε
t (x) +

1

2
(λε)2

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

(3.21)
holds for any 0 ≤ t < s <∞ and for any y ∈ Rd. Here, µεt and ξ

ε
t are extended periodically

to Rd. In addition, we have
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t2
≤
(
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t1

)

e
1
2

∫ t2
t1

|λε|2 dt

≤
(
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t1

)

eC3(t2−t1+1)

(3.22)

for any y ∈ Rd, 0 ≤ t1 < t2 <∞, and ε ∈ (0, ǫ1).

Remark 3.10. Ilmanen [20] proved the monotone decreasing of
∫

Rd ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x) with

respect to t, for the solution to the Allen–Cahn equation without the non-local term under
suitable assumptions. In general, one can show that the Brakke flow with smooth initial
data has unit density for a short time by using the monotonicity formula (see [38]). However,
in order to show a similar conclusion for our problem, it is necessary that µε0(Ω)− µεt (Ω) is
small enough, due to (3.10) (see Lemma 5.3 below).

As a corollary of the monotonicity formula, we can obtain the following upper bounds of
the densities of µεt .

Corollary 3.11 (See [20, 35]). There exists 0 < D2 <∞ depending only on d, C3, D1, and
T such that

µεt (BR(y)) ≤ D2R
d−1 (3.23)

for all y ∈ Rd, R ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, ǫ1), and t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Using the same calculation as (6.10) below, we have
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, 0) dµ
ε
0 ≤

D1ωd−1

π
d−1
2

∫ 1

0

(

log
1

k

)
d−1
2

dk = D1 (3.24)
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for any s > 0 and y ∈ Rd, where we used
∫ 1

0

(

log 1
k

)
d−1
2 dk = Γ(d−1

2
+ 1) = π

d−1
2 /ωd−1. By

(3.22) and (3.24),
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t ≤ D1e

C3(T+1) (3.25)

for any t ∈ [0, T ) with 0 < t < s and y ∈ Rd. Set R = 2
√
s− t. We compute

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t =

1

π
d−1
2 Rd−1

∫

Rd

e−
|x−y|2

R2 dµεt ≥
1

π
d−1
2 Rd−1

∫

BR(y)

e−1 dµεt . (3.26)

Therefore we have (3.23) by (3.25) and (3.26). �

By the integration by parts, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.12. For any nonnegative test function φ ∈ C2
c (Ω), there exists C7 > 0 depends

only on D1, ‖φ‖C2(Ω), ω, and d such that
∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
µεt (φ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dt ≤ C7(1 + T ) for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ1) and T > 0. (3.27)

Proof. By the integration by parts, we have

d

dt

∫

Ω

φ

(

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε

)

dx

= −
∫

Ω

εφ(ϕεt)
2 dx+ λε

∫

Ω

φ
√

2W (ϕε)ϕεt dx−
∫

Ω

ε(∇φ · ∇ϕε)ϕεt dx.
(3.28)

Hence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt

∫

Ω

φ

(

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε

)

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |λε|2
∫

Ω

φ
2W (ϕε)

ε
dx+

∫

Ω

|∇φ|2
φ

ε|∇ϕε|2 dx+ 2

∫

Ω

εφ(ϕεt)
2 dx

≤CσD1

(

1 + |λε|2 +
∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dx

)

,

(3.29)

where C > 0 depends only on ‖φ‖C2(Ω). Note that there exists c = c(d) > 0 such that

sup |∇φ|2
φ

≤ c(d)‖∇2φ‖C0(Ω) by Cauchy’s mean-value theorem. Thus (3.8), (3.11), and (3.29)

imply (3.27). �

With an argument similar to [20], we can show the following proposition by using (3.27).

Proposition 3.13. There exist a subsequence {εij}∞j=1 and a family of Radon measures
{µt}t≥0 such that

µ
εij
t → µt as Radon measures on Ω (3.30)

for any t ∈ [0,∞) and for any d ≥ 2. In addition, there exists a countable set B ⊂ [0,∞)
such that µt(Ω) is continuous on [0,∞) \B.

Proof. Let {φk}∞k=1 ⊂ Cc(Ω) be a dense subset with φk ∈ C2
c (Ω) for any k, and for any

x ∈ Ω ∩ Qd and r ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q, there exists k ∈ N such that φk ∈ C2
c (Br(x)). Let

f ik(t) = µεi0 (φk) +
∫ t

0

(

d
ds
µεis (φk)

)

+
ds and gik(t) =

∫ t

0

(

d
ds
µεis (φk)

)

− ds. Then

µεit (φk) = f ik(t)− gik(t),

and f ik(t) and g
i
k(t) are non decreasing functions with

0 ≤ f ik(t) ≤ Ck and 0 ≤ gik(t) ≤ Ck
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for any i and t ∈ [0, T ), where Ck > 0 depends only on D1, ‖φk‖C2(Ω), ω, and d, by (3.27).
Then Helly’s selection theorem implies that there exist a subsequence εi → 0 (denoted by the
same index), fk, gk : [0, T ) → [0,∞) such that limi→∞ f ik(t) = fk(t) and limi→∞ gik(t) = gk(t)
for any t ∈ [0, T ). Therefore we have

lim
i→∞

µεit (φk) = fk(t)− gk(t) (3.31)

for any t ∈ [0, T ). By this and the diagonal argument, we can choose a subsequence such
that (3.31) holds for any t ∈ [0, T ) and k ∈ N. On the other hand, for any t ∈ [0, T ),
the compactness of Radon measures yields that there exist µt and a subsequence εi → 0
(depending on t) such that µεit → µt as Radon measures. However, µt is uniquely determined
by (3.31). Hence we obtain (3.30) for any t ∈ [0, T ). By the diagonal argument with T → ∞,
we have (3.30) for any t ∈ [0,∞).
From the similar argument as above, there exists monotone increasing functions f and

g such that µt(Ω) = f(t)− g(t). By the monotonicity, there exists a countable set B such
that f and g are continuous on [0,∞) \B. This concludes the proof. �

Proposition 3.14. Let B be the countable set given by Proposition 3.13. For any t, s ∈
[0,∞) \B with t < s, we have µs(Ω) ≤ µt(Ω).

Proof. From Proposition 3.13, we may assume that µεit (Ω) → µt(Ω) for any t ∈ [0,∞).
By (1.7) and Eεi(t) ≤ Eεi

S (0) ≤ D1, Helly’s selection theorem yields that there exist a
subsequence εi → 0 (denoted by the same index) and a monotone decreasing function E(t)
such that Eεi(t) → E(t) for any t ∈ [0,∞). For any T > 0, the estimate (3.11) and Fatou’s
lemma imply

∫ T

0

lim inf
i→∞

Eεi
P (t) dt ≤ lim inf

i→∞

∫ T

0

Eεi
P (t) dt = lim inf

i→∞

∫ T

0

εαi
2
|λεi|2 dt = 0.

Therefore lim inf i→∞Eεi
P (t) = 0 a.e. t ≥ 0 and hence E(t) = σµt(Ω) for a.e. t ≥ 0. By this,

the monotonicity of E(t), and the continuity of µt(Ω) on [0,∞)\B, we obtain the claim. �

We define a Radon measure µ on Ω × [0,∞) by dµ := dµtdt. By the boundedness of
supi µ

εi
t (Ω), the dominated convergence theorem implies

lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φ dµεit dt =

∫

Ω×[0,T )

φ dµ for any φ ∈ Cc(Ω× [0, T )).

For measures µ and µt, we have the following property.

Proposition 3.15. There exists a countable set B̃ ⊂ [0,∞) such that

spt µt ⊂ {x ∈ Ω | (x, t) ∈ spt µ} (3.32)

for any t ∈ (0,∞) \ B̃.

Proof. Let fk and gk be monotone increase functions given by Proposition 3.13. Then there
exists a countable set B̃ such that fk and gk are continuous on [0,∞)\ B̃ for any k. Suppose

that there exists t0 ∈ [0,∞) \ B̃ such that x ∈ sptµt0 and (x, t0) 6∈ sptµ. Then we may
assume that there exists k such that x ∈ spt φk and µ(φk×(t0−δ, t0+δ)) = 0 for sufficiently
small δ > 0, where φk is a function given by Proposition 3.13. From x ∈ sptµt0 , µt0(φk) > 0
and there exists δ′ > 0 such that µt(φk) > 0 for any t ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) by the continuity of
fk and gk. However, this contradicts µ(φk× (t0− δ, t0 + δ)) = 0. Therefore we obtain (3.32)

for t ∈ [0,∞) \ B̃. �
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3.4. Integrarity of µt for d ≤ 3. In the case of d ≤ 3, we can use the results of [32]. For
d ≥ 4, we employ the arguments of [20, 28, 38] in Section 4 below.

Theorem 3.16. Assume that d = 2 or 3 and (3.30). Then µt is integral for a.e. t ≥ 0.

Proof. The estimates (3.8), (3.9), and (3.11) imply

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ε

(

∆ϕε − W ′(ϕε)

ε2

)2

dxdt ≤
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ε(ϕεt)
2 dxdt+

∫ T

0

|λε|2
∫

Ω

2W (ϕε)

ε
dxdt

≤σµε0(Ω) + 2D1C3(1 + T ) ≤ σD1 + 2D1C3(1 + T )
(3.33)

for any T > 0. Then Fatou’s lemma yields
∫ T

0

lim inf
i→∞

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dxdt

≤ lim inf
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dxdt <∞.

Therefore

lim inf
i→∞

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dx <∞ for a.e. t ≥ 0.

By this, 2 ≤ d ≤ 3, and (3.9), µt is integral for a.e. t ≥ 0 (see [32, Theorem 5.1]). �

4. Rectifiability and integrality of µt

We already proved the rectifiability and integrality of µt with d ≤ 3 in Theorem 3.16.
Next we consider the case of d ≥ 2 and basically follow [20, 28, 38].

4.1. Assumptions. We assume (2.9) and (3.1)–(3.3) again in this section. Let {εi}∞i=1 be
a positive sequence such that εi → 0 as i → ∞. By the weak compactness of the Radon
measures and Proposition 3.13, we may assume that there exist Radon measures µ, |ξ| and
a family of Radon measures {µt}t∈[0,T ) such that

µ(φ) = lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

µεit (φ) dt, |ξ|(φ) = lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

σ−1|ξεi|φ dxdt, φ ∈ Cc(Ω× (0, T ))

and

µt(φ) = lim
i→∞

µεit (φ), φ ∈ Cc(Ω), t ∈ [0, T ).

Remark 4.1. In the discussion above, we proved that there exists µt = limε→0 µ
ε
t for any

t ≥ 0, however such a property does not necessarily hold for ξεt .

By the standard PDE theories and the rescaling arguments, we obtain the following
lemma. The proof is almost the same as [38, Lemma 4.1]. So, we skip this.

Lemma 4.2. There exists C8 > 0 depending only on d and C1 such that

sup
Ω×[0,T )

ε|∇ϕε|+ sup
x,y∈Ω, t∈[0,T )

ε
3
2 |∇ϕε(x, t)−∇ϕε(y, t)|

|x− y| 12
≤ C8 (4.1)

for any ε ∈ (0, 1).
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4.2. Vanishing of ξ. First we show |ξ| = 0 for any d ≥ 2.

Lemma 4.3. Assume (x′, t′) ∈ sptµ and α1 ∈ (0, 1). Then there exist a sequence {(xj , tj)}∞j=1

and a subsequence {εij}∞j=1 such that |(xj , tj)− (x′, t′)| < 1
j
and |ϕεij (xj , tj)| < α1 for all j.

Proof. Define Qr = Br(x′)× (t′ − r, t′ + r) for r > 0. If the claim is not true, then there
are r > 0 and N > 1 such that infQr |ϕεi| ≥ α1 for any i > N . Without loss of generality,
we may assume that infQr ϕ

εi ≥ α1 for any i > N . For s ∈ [α1, 1), we have W (s) =
1
4s
W ′(s)(s2 − 1) ≤ 1

4α1
W ′(s)(s2 − 1). Assume that φ ∈ C∞

c (Br(x
′)) satisfies 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 and

φ = 1 on Br/2(x
′). We compute

∫

Qr

φ2W (ϕε)

ε2
dxdt ≤ 1

4α1

∫

Qr

φ2W
′(ϕε)

ε2
((ϕε)2 − 1) dxdt

=
1

4α1

∫

Qr

φ2

(

−ϕεt +∆ϕε + λε
√

2W (ϕε)

ε

)

((ϕε)2 − 1) dxdt.

We compute
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Qr

φ2ϕεt((ϕ
ε)2 − 1) dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t′+r

t′−r

d

dt

∫

Br(x′)

φ2

(

1

3
(ϕε)3 − ϕε

)

dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C,

where C > 0 depends only on r. Here we used ‖ϕε‖L∞ ≤ 1. By infQr ϕ
εi ≥ α1, the

integration by parts, and Young’s inequality,
∫

Qr

φ2∆ϕε((ϕε)2 − 1) dxdt =

∫

Qr

−2φ(∇φ · ∇ϕε)((ϕε)2 − 1)− 2φ2|∇ϕε|2ϕε dxdt

≤
∫

Qr

α1φ
2|∇ϕε|2 + 1

α1

|∇φ|2((ϕε)2 − 1)2 − 2φ2|∇ϕε|2α1 dxdt

≤ 1

α1

∫

Qr

|∇φ|2 dxdt ≤ C,

where C > 0 depends only on α1, r, and ‖∇φ‖L∞. By
√

2W (ϕε)((ϕε)2 − 1) = −2W (ϕε),
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Qr

φ2λε
√

2W (ϕε)

ε
((ϕε)2 − 1) dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫

Qr

φ2|λε|2W (ϕε)

ε
dxdt

≤
∫ t′+r

t′−r
|λε|

∫

Br(x′)

2W (ϕε)

ε
dxdt

≤ 2σD1

√
2r

(

∫ t′+r

t′−r
|λε|2 dt

)
1
2

≤ 2σD1

√
2rC

1
2
3 (1 + t′)

1
2 .

Therefore there exists C > 0 depending only on α1, r, C3, ‖∇φ‖L∞ , t′, and D1 such that
∫

Qr

φ2W (ϕε)

ε2
dxdt ≤ C.

By (3.6), µεt (Br/2(x
′)) ≤ 2σ−1

∫

Br/2(x′)
W
ε
dx. Thus

∫ t′+r

t′−r
µεt (Br/2(x

′)) dt ≤ 2σ−1

∫

Qr

φ2W (ϕε)

ε
dxdt ≤ 2σ−1εC,

where C > 0 depends only on α1, r, C3, ‖∇φ‖L∞ , t′, and D1. However, this implies
(x′, t′) 6∈ spt µ. This is a contradiction. �
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Set

ρry(x) :=
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

e−
|x−y|2

2r2 , r > 0, x, y ∈ Rd. (4.2)

Note that ρ(y,s)(x, t) = ρry(x) = ρrx(y) for r =
√

2(s− t).

Lemma 4.4. There exist γ1, η1, η2 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on d, W , T , D2, and C3 such

that the following hold. For t, s ∈ [0, T/2) with 0 < s − t ≤ η1, we denote r =
√

2(s− t)
and t′ = s+ r2/2. If x ∈ Ω satisfies

∫

Rd

ρrx(y) dµs(y) =

∫

Rd

ρ(x,t′)(y, s) dµs(y) < η2, (4.3)

then (Bγ1r(x)× {t′}) ∩ sptµ = ∅.

Proof. First we remark that 0 ≤ t < s < t′ < T , s = t+t′

2
, and r =

√

2(s− t) =
√

2(t′ − s).
Assume that x ∈ Ω satisfies (4.3), (x′, t′) ∈ sptµ, and x′ ∈ Bγ1r(x). We choose γ1, η1, and
η2 later. Let α1 ∈ (0, 1) be a constant. By Lemma 4.3, there exist a sequence {(xj , tj)}∞j=1

and a subsequence εj → 0 such that limj→∞(xj , tj) = (x′, t′) and |ϕεj(xj , tj)| < α1 for all j.
Then we may assume that for α′ = (α1 + 1)/2 > α1, there exists γ2 = γ2(W,α1) > 0 such

that
W (ϕεj (y,tj))

εj
≥ W (α′)

εj
for any j and for any y ∈ Bγ2εj(xj), because W (α1) > W (α′) and

|ϕεj(y, tj)− ϕεj(xj , tj)| ≤ sup
z∈Ω

‖∇ϕεj(z, tj)‖|y − xj | ≤ ε−1
j W (0)|y − xj | ≤W (0)γ2

for any y ∈ Bγ2εj(xj), where we used (3.6). Thus, there exists η3 = η3(d, γ2) > 0 such that

η3 ≤
∫

Bγ2εj(xj )

W (α′)

εj
ρ(xj ,tj+ε2j )(y, tj) dy ≤

∫

Bγ2εj(xj )

W (ϕεj(y, tj))

εj
ρ(xj ,tj+ε2j )(y, tj) dy.

Here we used

inf
y∈Bγ2ε(xj)

ρxj ,tj+ε2j (y, tj) > C9ε
1−d
j > 0,

where C9 > 0 depends only on d and γ2. By the monotonicity formula, we have

η3 ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(xj ,tj+ε2j )(y, tj) dµ
εj
tj (y) ≤ eC3(T+1)

∫

Rd

ρ(xj ,tj+ε2j )(y, s) dµ
εj
s (y).

Choose η2 = η2(d, γ2, T, C3) > 0 such that

2η2 ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(xj ,tj+ε2j )(y, s) dµ
εj
s (y)

and letting j → ∞, we have

2η2 ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(x′,t′)(y, s) dµs(y). (4.4)

Changing the center of the backward heat kernel by using (6.8), we have

η2 ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(x,t′)(y, s) dµs(y)

when |x − x′| ≤ γ1r. Here γ1 depends only on η2 and D2. This is a contradiction to (4.3).
Therefore (x′, t′) 6∈ sptµ. �

We can also show the following using the estimate (4.4).



20 K. TAKASAO

Lemma 4.5. There exists C10 > 0 depending only on d, T , C3, and D2 such that

H
d−1(spt µt ∩ U) ≤ C10 lim inf

r↓0
µt−r2(U) (4.5)

for any t ∈ (0, T ) \ B̃ and for any open set U ⊂ Ω, where B̃ is the countable set given by
Proposition 3.15.

Proof. We need only prove (4.5) for any compact set K ⊂ U . Let Xt := {x ∈ K | (x, t) ∈
sptµ} with t ∈ (0, T ) \ B̃. For any x ∈ Xt, by (4.4), we have

2η2 ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(x,t)(y, t− r2) dµt−r2(y).

for sufficiently small r > 0. By (6.9), we deduce that
∫

Rd

ρ(x,t)(y, t− r2) dµt−r2(y)

≤
∫

BLr(x)

ρ(x,t)(y, t− r2) dµt−r2(y) + 2d−1e−
3L2

8 D2

for any L > 0. Therefore for sufficiently large L > 0 depending only on d, γ2, T , C3, and
D2, we have

η2 ≤
∫

BLr(x)

ρ(x,t)(y, t− r2) dµt−r2(y) ≤ (4π)−
d−1
2 r1−dµt−r2(BLr(x)),

where we used ρ(x,t)(y, t− r2) ≤ (4π)−
d−1
2 r1−d. Hence there exists C11 > 0 depending only

on d, γ2, T , C3, and D2 such that

ωd−1r
d−1 ≤ C11µt−r2(BLr(x)) (4.6)

holds for any sufficiently small r > 0. Set B := {BLr(x) ⊂ U | x ∈ Xt}. By the Besicovitch
covering theorem, there exists a finite sub-collection B1, B2, . . . , BN(d) such that each Bi is
a family of the disjoint closed balls and

Xt ⊂ ∪N(d)
i=1 ∪BLr(xj)∈Bi

BLr(xj). (4.7)

Let H
d−1
δ be defined in [11, Chapter 2]. Note that H d−1 = limδ↓0 H

d−1
δ . By (4.6) and

(4.7), we compute

H
d−1
2Lr (Xt) ≤

N(d)
∑

i=1

∑

BLr(xj)∈Bi

ωd−1(Lr)
d−1

≤
N(d)
∑

i=1

∑

BLr(xj)∈Bi

Ld−1C11µt−r2(BLr(xj))

≤
N(d)
∑

i=1

Ld−1C11µt−r2(U) = N(d)Ld−1C11µt−r2(U).

Letting r ↓ 0, we have H d−1(Xt) ≤ N(d)Ld−1C11 lim infr↓0 µt−r2(U). By this and (3.32), we
obtain (4.5). �

By Lemma 4.4, we obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.6 (see [20, 28]). For T ∈ [1,∞), let η2 be a constant as in Lemma 4.4. Set

ZT :=

{

(x, t) ∈ spt µ | 0 ≤ t ≤ T/2, lim sup
s↓t

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµs(y) ≤ η2/2

}

.

Then µ(ZT ) = 0 holds.

Proof. Let η1, η2, and γ1 be constants as in Lemma 4.4. For τ ∈ (0, η1), we denote

Zτ :=

{

(x, t) ∈ spt µ | 0 ≤ t ≤ T/2,

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµs(y) < η2, for any s ∈ (t, t+ τ ]

}

.

Let {τm}∞m=1 be a positive sequence with τm → 0 as m → ∞. Then ZT ⊂ ∪∞
m=1Z

τm .
Therefore we need only show µ(Zτ ) = 0 for any τ ∈ (0, η1). Set

Pτ (x, t) := {(x′, t′) | τ > |t− t′| > γ−2
1 |x− x′|2}, x ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T/2).

We now show that if (x, t) ∈ Zτ , then

Pτ (x, t) ∩ Zτ = ∅. (4.8)

Assume that (x′, t′) ∈ Pτ (x, t) ∩Zτ for a contradiction. First we consider the case of t′ > t.

Set s = t′+t
2

and r =
√
t′ − t =

√

2(s− t). Since (x, t) ∈ Zτ ,
∫

Rd

ρrx(y) dµs(y) =

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµs(y) < η2.

Therefore Lemma 4.4 yields (x′, t′) 6∈ sptµ, because x′ ∈ Bγ1r(x) by the definition of Pτ (x, t).
This yields a contradiction. In the case of t′ < t, we can show (x, t) 6∈ spt µ similarly. This
is a contradiction. Therefore (4.8) holds.
For (x0, t0) ∈ Ω× [τ/2, T/2], we denote

Zτ,x0,t0 = Zτ ∩
(

B γ1
2

√
τ (x0)× (t0 − τ/2, t0 + τ/2)

)

.

We can choose a countable set {(xj, tj)}∞j=1 such that Zτ ⊂ ∪∞
j=1Z

τ,xj ,tj . Thus we need

only prove µ(Zτ,x0,t0) = 0. Let P : Rd+1 → Rd be a projection such that P (x, t) = x. For
ρ ∈ (0, 1) and r ≤ ρ, let {Br/5(xλ)}λ∈Λ be a covering of P (Zτ,x0,t0) ⊂ B γ1

2

√
τ (x0). Then, we

may choose a countable covering F = {Br(xi)}∞i=1 of P (Zτ,x0,t0) with (xi, ti) ∈ Zτ,x0,t0 for
some ti, by Vitali’s covering theorem. Let A be a set of centers of all balls in {Br(xi)}∞i=1.
Then, by Besicovitch’s covering theorem, there exist N(d) and subcollections F1, F2, . . . ,
FN(d) ⊂ F of disjoint balls such that

A ⊂ ∪N(d)
k=1 ∪Bk,i∈Fk

Bk,i. (4.9)

Note that Fk is finite (Fk = {Bk,1, . . . , Bk,nk
}) and

L
d(∪nk

i=1Bk,i) =

nk
∑

i=1

L
d(Bk,i) ≤ L

d(B γ1
2

√
τ+ρ(x0))

since each balls in Fk are disjoint and Bk,i ⊂ B γ1
2

√
τ+ρ(x0). Therefore

N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

ωdr
d =

N(d)
∑

k=1

∑

Bk,i∈Fk

L
d(Bk,i) ≤ N(d)L d(B γ1

2

√
τ+ρ(x0)) =: N ′. (4.10)
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If (x, t) ∈ Zτ,x0,t0, then there exists Bk,i = Br(xk,i) ∈ Fk for some k and i such that
x ∈ B2r(xk,i) and |tk,i− t| ≤ γ−1

1 |xk,i−x|2 ≤ 4γ−1
1 r2 by (4.8) and (4.9) (note that we should

change the radius because A is not a covering of Zτ,x0,t0). Hence, we have

Zτ,x0,t0 ⊂ ∪N(d)
k=1 ∪nk

i=1 B2r(xk,i)× (tk,i − 4r2γ−2
1 , tk,i + 4r2γ−2

1 )

By this, (3.23), and (4.10) we obtain

µ(Zτ,x0,t0) ≤
N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

µ(B2r(xi)× (ti − 4r2γ−2
1 , ti + 4r2γ−2

1 ))

≤
N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

D2(2r)
d−1 × 8γ−2

1 r2 ≤ 2d+2γ−2
1 ω−1

d N ′D2ρ,

where we used (4.10). Letting ρ→ 0, we have µ(Zτ,x0,t0) = 0. Thus µ(ZT ) = 0 holds. �

Theorem 4.7 (see [20]). We see that |ξ| = 0 and limi→∞ |ξεit |(Ω) = 0 for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. First we show that
∫

Ω×(0,s)

ρ(y,s)(x, t)

s− t
d|ξ|(x, t) ≤ C (4.11)

for some C > 0. By (3.6) and (3.22), integrating (3.21) on (0, s− δ) with δ > 0, we obtain
∫ s−δ

0

1

2σ(s− t)

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

W (ϕε)

ε
− ε|∇ϕε|2

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxdt

≤
(

1 + eC3(s+1)1

2

∫ s−δ

0

|λε|2 dt
)
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, 0) dµ
ε
0.

Letting δ → 0 and ε→ 0, we obtain (4.11). Next, integrating (4.11) on Ω× (0, T ) by dµsds
we have

∫

Ω×(0,T )

(
∫

Ω×(t,T )

ρ(y,s)(x, t)

s− t
dµs(y)ds

)

d|ξ|(x, t) ≤ CD1T,

where we used Fubini’s theorem. Then this boundedness implies
∫

Ω×(t,T )

ρ(y,s)(x, t)

s− t
dµs(y)ds <∞ for |ξ|-a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ). (4.12)

Next we claim

a(x, t) := lim sup
s↓t

∫

Ω

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµs(y) = 0 for |ξ|-a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ). (4.13)

Define β := log(s− t) and

h(s) :=

∫

Ω

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµs(y).

Assume that (x, t) satisfies (4.12). Then
∫ log(T−t)

−∞
h(t + eβ) dβ <∞. (4.14)

Let θ ∈ (0, 1] and {βi}∞i=1 be a negative monotone decreasing sequence such that

βi ↓ −∞, 0 < βi − βi+1 ≤ θ, and h(t + eβi) ≤ θ.



EXISTENCE OF VOLUME PRESERVING MCF 23

For any β ∈ (−∞, β1), choose i such that β ∈ [βi, βi−1) holds. One can check that

sup
y∈BMr(x)

ρ(y,t+2eβ−eβi)(x, t)

ρ(y,t+eβi )(x, t)
≤ eM

2(1−eβ−βi) ≤ eM
2(1−eθ) (4.15)

for M > 0, where r =
√

2(2eβ − eβi). We compute

h(t+ eβ) =

∫

Ω

ρ(y,t+eβ)(x, t) dµt+eβ(y) =

∫

Ω

ρ(y,t+2eβ )(x, t + eβ) dµt+eβ(y)

≤ eC3(β−βi+1)

∫

Ω

ρ(y,t+2eβ)(x, t+ eβi) dµt+eβi (y)

≤ e2C3

∫

Ω

ρ(y,t+2eβ−eβi)(x, t) dµt+eβi (y)

≤ e2C3

∫

BMr(x)

ρ(y,t+2eβ−eβi)(x, t) dµt+eβi(y) + e2C32d−1e−
3M2

8 D2

≤ e2C3eM
2(1−eθ)

∫

BMr(x)

ρ(y,t+eβi )(x, t) dµt+eβi (y) + e2C32d−1e−
3M2

8 D2

≤ e2C3eM
2(1−eθ)θ + e2C32d−1e−

3M2

8 D2,

(4.16)

where we used (3.22), (6.9), and
∫

Ω

ρ(y,t+eβi )(x, t) dµt+eβi(y) = h(t+ eβi) ≤ θ.

Thus, for any δ > 0, we can choose θ ∈ (0, 1] and M > 0 such that h(t + eβ) ≤ δ for any
β < β1. This proves (4.13). Set

A := {(x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) | a(x, t) = 0} and B := {(x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) | a(x, t) > 0}.

Then Ω × (0, T ) = A ∪ B and |ξ|(B) = 0 by (4.13). Moreover, Lemma 4.6 and (6.9)
imply µ(A) = 0 and thus |ξ|(A) = 0, because |ξ| is absolute continuous with respect to
µ. Therefore |ξ|(Ω× (0, T )) = 0. The rest of the claim can be shown from the dominated
convergence theorem. �

4.3. Rectifiability. Next we show the rectifiability of µt.

Definition 4.8. For φ ∈ Cc(Gd−1(Ω)), we define V ε
t ∈ Vd−1(Ω) by

V ε
t (φ) :=

∫

Ω∩{|∇ϕε(x,t)|6=0}
φ

(

x, I − ∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)| ⊗

∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)|

)

dµεt (x). (4.17)

Here, ϕε is a solution to (1.5).

Note that the first variation of V ε
t is given by

δV ε
t (
~φ) =

∫

Gd−1(Ω)

∇~φ(x) · S dV ε
t (x, S)

=

∫

Ω∩{|∇ϕε(x,t)|6=0}
∇~φ(x) ·

(

I − ∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)| ⊗

∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)|

)

dµεt(x)



24 K. TAKASAO

for ~φ ∈ C1
c (Ω;R

d). By the integration by parts, we have

δV ε
t (
~φ) =

∫

Ω

(~φ · ∇ϕε)
(

ε∆ϕε − W ′(ϕε)

ε

)

dx−
∫

Ω∩{|∇ϕε(x,t)|6=0}

W (ϕε)

ε
div ~φ dx

+

∫

Ω∩{|∇ϕε(x,t)|6=0}
∇~φ ·

( ∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)| ⊗

∇ϕε(x, t)
|∇ϕε(x, t)|

)

ξε dx.

(4.18)

Note that the second and third terms of the right hand side converges to 0 for a.e. t ∈ [0, T )
by Theorem 4.7. By (3.8) and (3.11), we have

sup
i∈N

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dxdt ≤ C

for some C > 0 (see the proof of Theorem 3.16). Thus Fatou’s lemma implies

lim inf
i→∞

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dx <∞ (4.19)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ). Hence, (4.18) and (4.19) show that

lim inf
i→∞

|δV εi
t (~φ)|

≤ lim inf
i→∞

(
∫

Ω

εi|∇ϕεi|2 dx
)

1
2

(

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dx

)
1
2

≤D
1
2
1 lim inf

i→∞

(

∫

Ω

εi

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dx

)
1
2

<∞

(4.20)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ) and for any ~φ ∈ C1
c (Ω;R

d) with sup |~φ| ≤ 1. Let t ∈ [0, T ) \ B̃ satisfy

(4.20), where B̃ is given by Proposition 3.15. Taking a subsequence ij → ∞, there exists a

varifold Vt such that V
εij
t → Vt as Radon measures and δVt is a Radon measure by (4.20).

In addition, Proposition 3.15, Lemma 4.5, and the standard measure theoretic argument
imply

Vt = Vt⌊{x∈Ω|lim supr↓0 r
1−d‖Vt‖(Br(x))>0}×G(d,d−1).

Therefore Allard’s rectifiability theorem yields the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. For a.e. t ≥ 0, µt is rectifiable. In addition, for a.e. t ≥ 0, µt has a

generalized mean curvature vector ~h(·, t) with

δVt(~φ) = −
∫

Ω

~φ · h(·, t) dµt = lim
i→∞

∫

Ω

(~φ · ∇ϕεi)
(

εi∆ϕ
εi − W ′(ϕεi)

εi

)

dx

and
∫

Ω

φ|~h|2 dµt ≤
1

σ
lim inf
i→∞

∫

Ω

εiφ

(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i

)2

dx <∞

for any φ ∈ Cc(Ω; [0,∞)) and ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω;R
d).

Detailed proof of this is in [20, 38], so we omit it (however, the essential part has already
been discussed above).
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4.4. Integrality. To prove the integrality, we mainly follow [19, 38, 40]. The propositions
that are directly applicable to our problem are in Appendix for readers’ convenience. Let
{ri}∞i=1 be a positive sequence with ri → 0 and εi

ri
→ 0 as i→ ∞. Set uε̃(x̃, t̃) = ϕε(x, t) and

gε̃(t̃) = rλε(t) for x̃ = x
r
, t̃ = t

r2
, and ε̃ = ε

r
. Then, uε̃ is a solution to

ε̃uε̃t̃ = ε̃∆x̃u
ε̃ − W ′(uε̃)

ε̃
+ gε̃

√

2W (uε̃). (4.21)

We remark that the monotonicity formula (3.22) and the upper bound of the density (3.23)

hold for dµ̃ε̃
t̃
(x̃) = σ−1( ε̃|∇x̃u

ε̃|2
2

+ W (uε̃)
ε̃

) dx̃, because the value
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

is invariant under this rescaling, and for any s > 0 we have

1

sd−1

∫

Bs(0)

(

ε̃|∇x̃u
ε̃|2

2
+
W (uε̃)

ε̃

)

dx̃ =
1

(sr)d−1

∫

Bsr(0)

(

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε

)

dx ≤ σD2

by (3.23). We subsequently drop ·̃ for simplicity. First we consider the energy estimate on
{x ∈ B1(0) | |uε(x, t)| ≥ 1− b}.
Proposition 4.10 (See [40]). For any s > 0 and a ∈ (0, T ), there exist positive constants
b and ǫ2 depending only on D1, D2, C3, a, α, and s such that

∫

{x∈B1(0)||uε(x,t)|≥1−b}

W (uε(x, t))

ε
dx ≤ s

for all t ∈ (a, T ) whenever ε ∈ (0, ǫ2).

To prove Proposition 4.10, we prepare following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.11 (See [40]). For any δ ∈ (0, T ), there exist positive constants C12 and ǫ3
depending only on d, δ, α, and C1 with the following property. Assume that there exist
(x0, t0) ∈ B1(0)× (δ, T ) and γ ∈ (0, 2

3
] such that

uε(x0, t0) < 1− εγ (or uε(x0, t0) > −1 + εγ) (4.22)

and

1 ≤ r̃ := C12γ| log ε| ≤ ε−1min

{

√

δ

2
,
1

2

}

. (4.23)

Then

inf
Bεr̃(x0)×(t0−ε2r̃2,t0)

uε <
1

2

(

resp. sup
Bεr̃(x0)×(t0−ε2r̃2,t0)

uε > −1

2

)

for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ3).

Proof. We may assume that Bεr̃(x0)× (t0−ε2r̃2, t0) ⊂ B2(0)× (0, T ) by (4.23). We consider
the rescaling of (4.21) by x̃ = x−x0

ε
and t̃ = t−t0

ε2
. Then we obtain

ũεt̃ = ∆x̃ũ
ε −W ′(ũε) + εg̃ε

√

2W (ũε), (x, t) ∈ Br̃(0)× (−r̃2, 0), (4.24)

where ũε(x̃, t̃) = uε(x, t) and g̃ε(t̃) = gε(t). Note that (1.11) and L
d(Ω) = 1 yield

‖εg̃ε‖L∞ ≤ 4

3
ε1−α (4.25)
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for α ∈ (0, 1). Let ψ be a function with






ψt̃ ≥ ∆x̃ψ − 1
10
ψ on Rd × (−∞, 0),

ψ(x̃, t̃) ≥ e
|x̃|+|t̃|
C13 on (Rd × (−∞, 0)) \B1(0, 0),

ψ(0, 0) = 1,

(4.26)

for some constant C13 > 0. For example, ψ = e−
t̃

100
−1e

1
100d

√
1+|x̃|2 satisfies (4.26). Set

r̃ := C13γ| log ε|. We may assume that r̃ ≥ 1 for sufficiently small ε. Note that

1− εγe
r̃

C13 = 0. (4.27)

The assumption (4.22) is equivalent to

ũε(0, 0) < 1− εγ. (4.28)

For a contradiction, we assume that

inf
Br̃(0)×(−r̃2,0)

ũε ≥ 1

2
. (4.29)

Set φε := 1− εγψ. Then (4.26) and (4.28) imply

φεt̃ ≤ ∆x̃φ
ε +

1

10
(1− φε) on Rd × (−∞, 0)

and

φε(0, 0) = 1− εγψ(0, 0) = 1− εγ > ũε(0, 0). (4.30)

Moreover, by r̃ ≥ 1,

ψ ≥ e
|x̃|+|t̃|
C13 ≥ e

r̃
C13 on ∂(Br̃(0)× (−r̃2, 0)).

Therefore

φε = 1− εγψ ≤ 1− εγe
r̃

C13 = 0 <
1

2
≤ ũε on ∂(Br̃(0)× (−r̃2, 0)) (4.31)

by (4.27) and (4.29). We consider a function w = φε − ũε on Br̃(0) × (−r̃2, 0). By (4.30)
and (4.31), w attains its positive maximum at an interior point (x′, t′) ∈ Br̃(0)× (−r̃2, 0),
and hence wt̃ −∆x̃w ≥ 0 and w > 0 at (x′, t′). At (x′, t′), we compute that

0 ≤wt̃ −∆x̃w ≤ 1

10
(1− φε) +W ′(ũε)− εg̃ε

√

2W (ũε)

=
1

10
(1− φε)− 2ũε(1− (ũε)2)− εg̃ε(1− (ũε)2)

≤ 1

10
(1− φε) + (−1 +

8

3
ε1−α)(1− (ũε)2)

≤ 1

10
(1− φε) +

3

2
(−1 +

8

3
ε1−α)(1− φε) < 0

for sufficiently small ε, where we used (4.25) and 1 > φε > ũε ≥ 1
2
at (x′, t′). This is a

contradiction. The other case can be proved similarly. �

Lemma 4.12 (See [40]). For any δ ∈ (0, T ), there exist positive constants C14 and ǫ4
depending only on δ, α, d, C3, and D2 such that the following holds. For t ∈ (δ, T ) and
r ∈ (0, 1

2
), set

Zr,t0 :=

{

x0 ∈ B1(0) | inf
Br(x0)×(t0−r2,t0)

|uε| < 1

2

}

.
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Then for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ4), we have

L
d(Zr,t0) ≤ C14r, ε ≤ r <

1

2
. (4.32)

Proof. First we claim that there exist some constants ǫ4, C15, and C16 such that if x0 ∈ Zr,t0
and ε ∈ (0, ǫ4) then

σµεt0−2r2(BC15r(x0)) =

∫

BC15r
(x0)

ε|∇uε|2
2

+
W (uε)

ε
dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t0−2r2

≥ C16r
d−1. (4.33)

holds for any r ∈ [ε, 1
2
). We may assume that (x1, t1) ∈ Br(x0)×(t0−r2, t0) with |uε(x1, t1)| <

1
2
. By the monotonicity formula (3.22), for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ1) we have
∫

Rd

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t1
≤
(
∫

Rd

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t0−2r2

)

eC3(3r2+1). (4.34)

By |uε(x1, t1)| < 1
2
, repeating the proof of Lemma 4.4, there exists η = η(α, d) > 0 such that

η ≤
∫

Rd

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t1
. (4.35)

Then (4.34), (4.35), and (6.9) imply

η′ ≤
∫

BR(x1)

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t) dµ
ε
t(x)

∣

∣

∣

t=t0−2r2
+ 2d−1e

− 3R2

16(t1+ε2−t0+2r2)D2,

where η′ = η′(α, d, C3) > 0. By |t1 − t0| < r2 and ε ≤ r, we have e
− 3R2

16(t1+ε2−t0+2r2) ≤ e−
3R2

64r2 .
Thus there exists γ > 0 depending only on α, d, C3, D2 such that

η′

2
≤
∫

Bγr(x1)

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t0 − 2r2) dµεt0−2r2(x).

Note that since t1 + ε2 − (t0 − 2r2) ≥ 2r2 there exists C > 0 depending only on d such that

ρ(x1,t1+ε2)(x, t0 − 2r2) ≤ C

rd−1
.

Hence we obtain (4.33) for some C15, and C16. Finally we prove (4.32). The inequality
(4.33) yields that there exists C17 > 0 depending only on α, d, C3, D2 such that

L
d(BC15r(x0)) ≤ rC17µ

ε
t0−2r2(BC15r(x0)) (4.36)

for any x0 ∈ Zr,t0 and r ∈ [ε, 1
2
). Set r̃ := C15r. By an argument similar to that in the

proof of Lemma 4.6, there exist F1, . . . ,FN(d) such that N(d) depends only on d, Fk =

{B r̃(xk,1), . . . , B r̃(xk,nk
)} is a family of disjoint closed balls for any k, and

Zr,t0 ⊂ ∪N(d)
k=1 ∪nk

i=1 B2r̃(xk,i), xk,i ∈ Zr,t0 for any k and i.

Therefore

L
d(Zr,t0) ≤

N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

L
d(B2r̃(xk,i)) = 2d

N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

L
d(B r̃(xk,i))

≤ 2d
N(d)
∑

k=1

nk
∑

i=1

rC17µ
ε
t0−2r2(B r̃(xk,i)) = 2drC17

N(d)
∑

k=1

µεt0−2r2

(

∪nk
i=1B r̃(xk,i)

)

≤ 2drC17

N(d)
∑

k=1

µεt0−2r2(B1+C15/2(0)) ≤ 2drC17N(d)D2,
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where we used (3.23), (4.36), and the property that Fk is a family of disjoint balls. Hence,
we obtain (4.32). �

Proof of Proposition 4.10. First, we restrict b ∈ (0, 1) to be small enough so that

1−
√
b >

1

2
, log

√
b ≤ −1, C12| log b| ≥ 1. (4.37)

and restrict ε to be small enough to use lemmas 4.11 and 4.12. We choose a positive integer
J such that

ε
1

2J+1 ∈ (b,
√
b]. (4.38)

Then, (4.23), (4.37), and (4.38) imply

1 ≤ C12| log b| ≤
1

2J
C12| log ε|. (4.39)

Set t0 ∈ (δ, T ) and

Aj :=
{

x ∈ B1(0) | 1− ε
1

2j+1 ≤ |uε(x, t0)| ≤ 1− ε
1

2j

}

, j = 1, . . . , J.

For x0 ∈ Aj, we use Lemma 4.11 with γ = 1
2j
. Note that (4.23) holds with r̃ = 1

2j
C12| log ε|

by (4.39). Then we obtain

inf
Bεr̃(x0)×(t0−ε2r̃2,t0)

|uε| < 1

2

and hence

Aj ⊂ Zεr̃,t0 . (4.40)

By (4.23), we have ε ≤ εr̃ < 1
2
for sufficiently small ε. Therefore (4.32) and (4.40) yield

L
d(Aj) ≤ L

d(Zεr̃,t0) ≤
1

2j
C12C14ε| log ε| (4.41)

for any j = 1, . . . , J . On the other hand, since |uε(x, t0)| ≥ 1 − ε
1

2j+1 for any x ∈ Aj , we
obtain

W (uε(x, t0))

ε
≤ W (1− ε

1

2j+1 )

ε
≤ C18ε

1

2j
−1 (4.42)

for some constant C18 depending only on W . We define Y := {x ∈ B1(0) | 1 − b ≤
|uε(x, t0)| ≤ 1−√

ε}. Note that

Y ⊂ ∪Jj=1Aj (4.43)

by (4.38). Set C19 = C12C14C18. Then from (4.38), (4.41), (4.42), and (4.43) we have

∫

Y

W (uε(x, t0))

ε
dx ≤

J
∑

j=1

∫

Aj

W (uε(x, t0))

ε
dx ≤ C19| log ε|

J
∑

j=1

2−jε2
−j

≤C19| log ε|
∫ J+1

1

2−tε2
−t

dt = C19
ε

1

2J+1 −√
ε

log 2
≤ C19

√
b

log 2
,

(4.44)

where we used that a function p(t) = 2−tε2
−t

satisfies p′(t) > 0 for t ∈ [1, J + 1]. Note that

2−J−1 log ε ≤ log
√
b ≤ −1 by (4.37) and (4.38). Using the same argument above, we can
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show that
∫

{x∈B1(0)|1−
√
ε≤|uε(x,t0)|≤1−ε

2
3 }

W (uε)

ε
dx

≤C18L
d({x ∈ B1(0) | 1−

√
ε ≤ |uε(x, t0)| ≤ 1− ε

2
3})

≤ 2

3
C19ε| log ε|,

(4.45)

where we used Lemma 4.11 with γ = 2
3
. Since |uε| ≤ 1, we have

∫

{x∈B1(0)|1−ε
2
3≤|uε(x,t0)|}

W (uε)

ε
dx

≤W (1− ε
2
3 )

ε
L

d({x ∈ B1(0) | 1− ε
2
3 ≤ |uε(x, t0)|})

≤ ε
1
3L

d(B1(0)).

(4.46)

By (4.44), (4.45), and (4.46), Proposition 4.10 holds for sufficiently small b and ε. �

Now we prove the integrality of µt.

Theorem 4.13. For a.e. t > 0, there exist a countably (d−1)-rectifiable setMt and H d−1-
measurable function θt :Mt → N with θt ∈ L1

loc(H
d−1⌊Mt) such that µt = θtH

d−1⌊Mt holds.

Proof. Set Hε := ∆ϕε− W ′(ϕε)
ε2

. Then for a.e. t0 > 0, we can choose a subsequence {V εij
t0 }∞j=1

such that V
εij
t0 → Vt0 ,

lim
j→∞

∫

Ω

|ξεij (x, t0)| dx = 0, (4.47)

and

cH(t0) := sup
j∈N

∫

Ω

εij |Hεij∇ϕεij |(x, t0) dx <∞ (4.48)

hold by Theorem 4.7 and (4.19). Note that Vt0 is a countably (d−1)-rectifiable varifold and
determined by µt0 uniquely from Theorem 4.9. We fix such t0 > 0 and show the claim for
µt0 . In this proof, even if we take a subsequence εij , we always write εij by εi for simplicity.
Set

Ai,m :=

{

x ∈ Ω |
∫

Br(x)

εi|Hεi∇ϕεi|(x, t0) dx ≤ mµεit0(Br(x)) for any r ∈
(

0,
1

2

)}

and

Am := {x ∈ Ω | there exists xi ∈ Ai,m for any i ∈ N such that xi → x}
for any m ∈ N. Then the Besicovitch covering theorem implies

µεit0(Ω \ Ai,m) ≤
c(d)cH(t0)

m
, (4.49)

where c(d) > 0 is a constant depending only on d. Set A := ∪∞
m=1Am. Next we prove

µt0(Ω \ A) = 0. (4.50)

If (4.50) is not true, there exists a compact set K ⊂ Ω \ A with µt0(K) > 1
2
µt0(Ω \ A) > 0.

Since A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ A3 ⊂ · · · , we have K ⊂ Ω \ Am for any m ∈ N. For any x ∈ K, there is
a neighborhood Br(x) such that Br(x) ∩ Ai,m = ∅ for sufficiently large i, by the definition
of Am. This and the compactness of K imply that there exist an open set Om and i0 ∈ N
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such that K ⊂ Om and Om ∩ Ai,m = ∅ for any i ≥ i0. Let φm ∈ Cc(Om) be a nonnegative
test function such that 0 ≤ φm ≤ 1 and φm = 1 on K. We compute

µt0(K) ≤
∫

Ω

φm dµt0 = lim
i→∞

∫

Ω

φm dµ
εi
t0 = lim

i→∞

∫

Ω\Ak,m

φm dµ
εi
t0

≤ lim inf
i→∞

µεit0(Ω \ Ak,m)
(4.51)

for any k ≥ i0. Combining (4.49) and (4.51), we obtain µt0(K) = 0. Therefore we have
proved (4.50).
By the rectifiability of µt0 and (4.50), for µt0 a.e. x ∈ sptµt0 , it has an approximate

tangent space P and x ∈ Am for some m. Fix such x. We may assume that x = 0 and

P = {x ∈ Rd | xd = 0} by a parallel translation and a rotation. Set θ := limr↓0
µt0 (Br(0))

ωd−1rd−1 . We

need only prove θ ∈ N. Let Φr(x) =
x
r
for r > 0 and (Φr)#Vt0 be the usual push forward of

the varifold. Then for any positive sequence ri → 0, we have limi→∞(Φri)#Vt0 = θ|P |, where
|P | is the unit density varifold generated by P . By the assumption 0 ∈ Am, there exists
{xi}∞i=1 such that xi ∈ Ai,m and xi → 0 as i → ∞. Passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume that

lim
i→∞

xi
ri

= 0, lim
i→∞

εi
ri

= 0, (4.52)

and

lim
i→∞

(Φri)#V
εi
t0 = θ|P |. (4.53)

Set uε̃i(x̃, t̃) = ϕεi(x, t) and gε̃i(t̃) = riλ
εi(t) for x̃ = x

ri
, t̃ = t−t0

r2i
, and ε̃i =

εi
ri

(another

functions ξ̃ε̃i and H̃
ε̃i are defined in the same way). Note that x̃i :=

xi
ri

→ 0 and ε̃i → 0 by

(4.52) and uε̃i is a solution to (4.21) with ε̃i instead of ε̃. We compute
∫

B3(0)

|ξ̃ε̃i(x̃, 0)| dx̃ =
1

rd−1
i

∫

B3ri
(0)

|ξεi(x, 0)| dx.

Thus, by (4.47) we may assume that

lim
i→∞

∫

B3(0)

|ξ̃ε̃i(x̃, 0)| dx̃ = 0, (4.54)

passing to a subsequence if necessary. We compute

ε̃i

∫

B3(0)

|H̃ ε̃i∇x̃ũ
ε̃i(x̃, 0)| dx̃ =

εi

rd−2
i

∫

B3ri
(0)

|Hεi∇ϕεi(x, t0)| dx ≤ m

rd−2
i

µεit0(B4ri(xi))

≤ 4d−1mωd−1D2ri → 0 as i→ ∞,

(4.55)

where we used (3.23), (4.52), and xi ∈ Ai,m. Let Ṽ
ε̃i
t̃

be a varifold defined by (4.17) with uε̃i

instead of ϕε. Then Ṽ ε̃i
0 = (Φri)#V

εi
t0 . Next we show

lim
i→∞

∫

B3(0)

(1− (νid)
2)ε̃i|∇x̃u

ε̃i|2 dx̃
∣

∣

∣

t̃=0
= 0, (4.56)

where νi = (νi1, ν
i
2, . . . , ν

i
d) =

∇x̃u
ε̃i

|∇x̃u
ε̃i | . For S ∈ G(d, d−1), set ψ(S) := 1−ν2d , where ν ∈ Sd−1

be one of the unit normal vectors to S. Then ψ : G(d, d−1) → R is well-defined, continuous,
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and ψ(P ) = 0. Hence, for any φ ∈ Cc(R
d), φψ ∈ Cc(Gd−1(R

d)) and

lim
i→∞

Ṽ ε̃i
0 (φψ) =

∫

φ(x̃)(1− (νid)
2) d‖Ṽ ε̃i

0 ‖(x̃)

= lim
i→∞

(Φri)#V
εi
t0 (φψ) = θ|P |(φψ)

= θ

∫

φ(x̃)ψ(P ) dH d−1(x̃) = 0,

(4.57)

where we used (4.53) and ψ(P ) = 0. Thus (4.57) proves (4.56). We subsequently fix
the subsequence and drop ·̃ and time variable (for example, we write uε̃i(x̃, 0) as uεi) for
simplicity. We assume that N ∈ N is a smallest positive integer grater than θ, namely,

θ ∈ [N − 1, N). (4.58)

Let s > 0 be an arbitrary number. Then Proposition 4.10 and (3.6) imply that there exists
b > 0 such that

∫

{x∈B3(0)||uεi (x)|≥1−b}

εi|∇uεi|2
2

+
W (uεi)

εi
dx ≤ s (4.59)

for sufficiently large i. Note that we may use Proposition 4.10 with t = 0 since t̃ = t−t0
r2i

in this proof. For these s > 0, b > 0, and c > 0 given by Lemma 4.2, we choose ̺ and L
given by propositions 6.4 and 6.5 in Appendix with R = 2 (we may restrict ̺ to be small if
necessary). We choose a = Lεi as a constant in Proposition 6.4. Set

Gi :=B2(0) ∩ {|uεi| ≤ 1− b}

∩
{

x |
∫

Br(x)

εi|Hεi∇uεi|+ |ξεi|+ (1− ν2d)εi|∇uεi|2 dx ≤ ̺µεi0 (Br(x)) if εiL ≤ r ≤ 1

}

(4.60)

for sufficiently large i. The Besicovitch covering theorem, (4.54), (4.55), and (4.56) yield

µεi0 ((B2 ∩ {|uεi| ≤ 1− b}) \Gi)

≤ c(d)

̺

∫

B3(0)

εi|Hεi∇uεi|+ |ξεi|+ (1− ν2d)εi|∇uεi|2 dx→ 0 as i→ ∞.
(4.61)

Next we show that for sufficiently large i

µεi0 (Br(x))

ωd−1rd−1
≥ 1− 2s, for any x ∈ Gi and r ∈ [Lεi, 1] (4.62)

Note that all the assumptions in Proposition 6.5 are satisfied by Lemma 4.2, (3.6), and
(4.60). Thus we have (4.62) with r = Lεi. By the integration by parts, we have

d

dτ

{

1

τd−1

∫

Bτ (x)

eεi dy

}

+
1

τd

∫

Bτ (x)

(ξεi + εiH
εi(y · ∇uεi)) dy

− εi
τd+1

∫

∂Bτ (x)

(y · ∇uεi)2dH d−1(y) = 0.
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Thus we can compute

1

στd−1

∫

Bτ (x)

eεi dy
∣

∣

∣

r

τ=Lεi
≥ −

∫ r

Lεi

1

στd

∫

Bτ (x)

εiH
εi(y · ∇uεi) dydτ

≥ −
∫ 1

Lεi

1

στd

∫

Bτ (x)

εiτ |Hεi∇uεi| dydτ

≥ − ̺D2

σ
,

where we used (3.23), (4.60), and ξεi ≤ 0. Therefore we obtain (4.62) for sufficiently large
i by restricting ̺ to be small. Let δ > 0 and φ ∈ Cc(B3(0)) be a nonnegative test function
such that φ = 1 on B2(0) ∩ {|xd| > δ}. Then there exists i0 ≥ 1 such that

µεi0 (φ) ≤ (1− 2s)ωd−1
δd−1

2
, for any i ≥ i0, (4.63)

since µεi0 = ‖V εi
0 ‖ → θH d−1⌊P . Assume that x ∈ Gi ∩ {|xd| > 2δ} for i ≥ i0. Then (4.62)

and (4.63) imply

(1− 2s)ωd−1δ
d−1 ≤ µεi0 (Bδ1(x)) ≤ µεi0 (φ) ≤ (1− 2s)ωd−1

δd−1

2
, for any i ≥ i0.

This is a contradiction. Thus

dist (P,Gi) → 0 as i→ ∞. (4.64)

Set Y := P−1(x)∩Gi∩{x | uεi(x) = l} for x ∈ P ∩B1(0). Next we show that for sufficiently
large i

#Y ≤ N − 1, for any x ∈ P ∩B1(0) and |l| ≤ 1− b. (4.65)

For a contradiction, assume that #Y ≥ N and choose yj ∈ Y for j = 1, 2, . . . , N . We use
Proposition 6.4 with R = 1, a = Lεi and Y

′ = {yj}Nj=1 instead of Y . Note that the smallness
of diamY ′ is true from (4.64) and |yj − yk| > 3Lεi for any 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N holds by (6.14).
Then (6.13) yields

N
∑

j=1

1

(Lεi)d−1
µεi0 (BLεi(yj)) ≤ s+ (1 + s)µεi0 ({z | dist (z, Y ′) < 1}) (4.66)

for sufficiently large i. By (4.64) and µεi0 = ‖V εi
0 ‖ → θH d−1⌊P ,

lim sup
i→∞

µεi0 ({z | dist (z, Y ′) < 1}) ≤ θH d−1⌊P (B1(0)) = θωd−1.

By this, #Y ′ = N , (4.62), and (4.66) we have

Nωd−1(1− 2s) ≤ s+ (1 + s)θωd−1.

However, this contradicts (4.58) by restricting s to be small. Thus (4.65) holds for sufficiently
large i.
Finally, we complete the proof. Set V̂ εi

0 := V εi
0 ⌊{|xd|≤1}×G(d,d−1). We regard P as a diagonal

matrix (pjk) with pkk = 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ d− 1 and pdd = 0. Then the push-forward of V̂ εi
0 by

P is given by

P#V̂
εi
0 (φ) =

∫

{|xd|≤1}
φ(Px,∇Px ◦ (I − νi ⊗ νi))|Λd−1∇Px ◦ (I − νi ⊗ νi)| dµεi0

=

∫

{|xd|≤1}
φ(Px, P ◦ (I − νi ⊗ νi))|νid| dµεi0
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for any φ ∈ Cc(P ∩B2(0)×G(d, d− 1)). Here |Λd−1∇Px ◦ (I− νi⊗ νi)| is the Jacobian and

νid =
∂xdu

εi

|∇uεi | . Due to (4.53), P#V̂
εi
0 → P#(θH

d−1⌊P ) = θH d−1⌊P as i→ ∞. By (4.54),

lim
i→∞

∫

B3(0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

εi|∇uεi|2
2

+
W (uεi)

εi
−
√

2W (uεi)|∇uεi|
∣

∣

∣

∣

dx = 0 (4.67)

holds (see (5.1) below). We compute

ωd−1θ =H
d−1⌊P (B1(0)) ≤ lim inf

i→∞
‖P#V̂

εi
0 ‖(B1(0)) = lim inf

i→∞

∫

B1(0)

|νid| dµεi0

≤ lim inf
i→∞

∫

B1(0)∩Gi

|νid| dµεi0 + 2s

≤ lim inf
i→∞

1

σ

∫

B1(0)∩Gi

|νid|
√

2W (uεi)|∇uεi| dx+ 2s,

(4.68)

where we used (4.59), (4.61), and (4.67). By the co-area formula and the area formula, we
have

∫

B1(0)∩Gi

|νid|
√

2W (uεi)|∇uεi| dx

=

∫ 1−b

−1+b

√

2W (τ)

∫

B1(0)∩Gi∩{uεi=τ}
|Λd−1∇Px ◦ (I − νi ⊗ νi)| dH d−1(x)dτ

=

∫ 1−b

−1+b

√

2W (τ)

∫

B1(0)∩{xd=0}
H

0({uεi = τ} ∩Gi ∩ P−1(x)) dH d−1(x)dτ

≤
∫ 1−b

−1+b

√

2W (τ)

∫

B1(0)∩{xd=0}
(N − 1) dH d−1(x)dτ

≤σ(N − 1)ωd−1,

(4.69)

where we used (4.65) and σ =
∫ 1

−1

√

2W (τ) dτ . Hence θ ≤ N − 1 due to (4.68) and (4.69)
and the arbitrariness of s. By this and (4.58), θ = N − 1. �

5. Proofs of main theorems

In this section we prove Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.8 on the existence of the weak
solution in the sense of L2-flow and distributional BV -solution.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let {ϕεi0 }∞i=1 be a family of functions such that all the claims of
Proposition 2.4 are satisfied. Then one can check that all the assumptions in Section 3
and 4 are fulfilled. Therefore (a) holds by propositions 2.4, 3.13, and 3.14. By taking a
subsequence εi → 0, we obtain (b) (the proof is standard and is exactly the same as that
in [36], so we omit it). By Lemma 3.6 and the weak compactness of L2(0, T ), we may take
a subsequence εi → 0 such that (c) holds (for the weak convergence for all T > 0, we only
need to use the diagonal argument).
Next we show (d). We compute

ε|∇ϕε|2
2

+
W (ϕε)

ε
−
√

2W (ϕε)|∇ϕε| =
(√

ε|∇ϕε|√
2

−
√

W (ϕε)√
ε

)2

≤ |ξε|. (5.1)

Set dµ̂ε := 1
σ

√

2W (ϕε)|∇ϕε| dxdt. By (5.1), Proposition 3.13, and Theorem 4.7, we have

µ̂ε → µ as Radon measures, (5.2)
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where dµ := dµtdt. By (3.8), (3.11), (5.1), and (5.2), we obtain

sup
i∈N

∫

Ω×(0,T )

|λεi|2 dµ̂εi ≤ sup
i∈N

∫

Ω×(0,T )

|λεi|2 dµεit dt ≤ D1C3(1 + T ).

Then there exist ~f ∈ (L2
loc(µ))

d and the subsequence εi → 0 such that

1

σ

∫

Ω×(0,T )

−λεi
√

2W (ϕεi)∇ϕεi · ~φ dxdt =
∫

Ω×(0,T )∩{|∇ϕεi |6=0}
−λεi ∇ϕ

εi

|∇ϕεi| ·
~φ dµ̂εi

→
∫

Ω×(0,T )

~f · ~φ dµtdt

for any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω× [0, T );Rd) (see [18, Theorem 4.4.2]). Moreover, if ~φ is smooth, we have
∫

Ω×(0,T )

~f · ~φ dµ = lim
i→∞

1

σ

∫

Ω×(0,T )

−λεi
√

2W (ϕεi)∇ϕεi · ~φ dxdt

= lim
i→∞

1

σ

∫

Ω×(0,T )

λεik(ϕεi)div ~φ dxdt =

∫ T

0

λ

∫

Ω

ψdiv ~φ dxdt

= −
∫ T

0

λ

∫

Ω

~φ · ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt,

where we used (c), k′(s) =
√

2W (s), limi→∞ k(ϕεi) = σ(ψ − 1
2
) for a.e. (x, t), and the

dominated convergence theorem. Hence we have (2.10).
Now we prove (e). By replacing dµ̂ε with dµ̃ε := ε

σ
|∇ϕε|2 dxdt, the convergence (2.11) is

obtained in the same way as (d). In addition, for any ~φ ∈ Cc(Ω× [0, T );Rd), we compute
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

~v · ~φ dµtdt = lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

~v εi · ~φ dµεit dt = lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

~v εi · ~φ dµ̃εi

= lim
i→∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

−εi
(

∆ϕεi − W ′(ϕεi)

ε2i
+ λεi

√

2W (ϕεi)

εi

)

∇ϕεi · ~φ dxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(~h+ ~f) · ~φ dµtdt,

where we used Theorem 4.9 and (d). Thus ~v = ~h+ ~f . One can check that {µt}t∈[0,∞) is an
L2-flow with the generalized velocity vector ~v (see [36, Proposition 4.3] for the inequality
(2.1) and [30, Lemma 6.3] for the perpendicularity). �

To prove Theorem 2.8, we use the following proposition and lemmas. In the original proof
of the following proposition, 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 is assumed to use the results of [32, Proposition 4.9,
Theorem 5.1]. However, we already know that |ξ| = 0 and µt is integral for a.e. t, so we
can show the claim in the same way.

Proposition 5.1 (See Proposition 4.5 of [30]). Let ψ, ~v, and ~ν are given by Theorem 2.6.
Then

∫

|~v · ~ν|d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt <∞ and
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φ~v · ~ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt =
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φtψ dxdt (5.3)

for any φ ∈ C1
c (Ω× (0, T )) and for any T > 0.

Proof. Set ∇x,t = (∇, ∂t) in the sense of BV. One can check that ‖∇x,tψ‖ ≪ µ, µ⌊∂∗{ψ=1}
is rectifiable,

∫

|~v · ~ν| d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt <∞, and the approximate tangent space coincides with
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that of ‖∇x,tψ‖ for µ-a.e. and ‖∇x,tψ‖-a.e. (see [30, Proposition 8.1–8.3] and [2, Proposition
2.85]). By this and Proposition 2.3, we have

0 =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φ(~v, 1) · ~νx,t d‖∇x,tψ‖ =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φ~v · ~ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt+
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

φψt dxdt

for any φ ∈ C1
c (Ω×(0, T )), where ~νx,t is the inner unit normal vector of {(x, t) | ψ(x, t) = 1}.

Therefore we obtain (5.3). �

Lemma 5.2. Let γ and δ be positive constants with δ < γ. Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 2.8, there exist T2 ∈ (0, 1) and ǫ5 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on γ, δ, and C3(ω, d,D

′
1)

with the following property. Let g : R → [0,∞) be a smooth even function such that
g(0) = 0, 0 ≤ g′′(s) ≤ 2 for any s ∈ R, and g(s) = |s| − 1

2
if |s| ≥ 1. Set gδ(s) := δg(s/δ)

and define r̃ε,δ ∈ C∞(Rd × [0,∞)) by

r̃ε,δ(x, t) := gδ(x1) +

∫ t

0

λε(τ) dτ + 2δ−1t− γ,

where λε is given by (1.6). Set φ̃ε,δ := qε(r̃ε,δ) and assume that φ̃ε(x, 0) ≥ ϕε0(x) for any
x ∈ Rd. Then

φ̃ε,δ ≥ ϕε in Rd × [0, T2) (5.4)

for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ5).

Proof. We denote r̃ = r̃ε,δ for simplicity. By (3.7) and the comparison principle, we need
only prove

r̃t ≥ ∆r̃ − 2qε(r̃)

ε
(|∇r̃|2 − 1) + λε in Rd × (0, T2) (5.5)

for sufficiently small T2 > 0 and ε > 0, since φ̃ε,δ ≥ ϕε if and only if r̃ ≥ rε. In the case of
|x1| ≥ δ, (5.5) holds by r̃t = 2δ−1 + λε, |∇r̃| = 1, and ∆r̃ = 0. Next we consider the case of
|x1| ≤ δ. Set Oδ := {x ∈ Rd | |x1| ≤ δ}. By r̃(x, 0) ≤ −γ + δ

2
on Oδ and

|r̃(x, t)− r̃(x, 0)| ≤
∫ t

0

|λε(τ)| dτ + 2δ−1t ≤
√

C3(1 + t)
√
t+ 2δ−1t,

there exists T2 > 0 such that

r̃(x, t) ≤ −γ
4
< 0 for any (x, t) ∈ Oδ × [0, T2). (5.6)

By (5.6) and |∇r̃| ≤ 1,
2qε(r̃)

ε
(|∇r̃|2 − 1) ≥ 0. By using this, for any (x, t) ∈ Oδ × [0, T2),

r̃t −∆r̃ +
2qε(r̃)

ε
(|∇r̃|2 − 1)− λε ≥ 2δ−1 −∆r̃ ≥ 0, (5.7)

where we used ∆r̃ ≤ δ−1g′′(x1/δ) ≤ 2δ−1. Therefore we obtain (5.5). �

Lemma 5.3. Let r ∈ (0, 1
4
). Then there exists T3 > 0 depending only on d and r with the

following property. Let U0 ⊂⊂ (1
4
, 3
4
)d satisfies L d(U0) = L d(Br(0)) and has a C1 boundary

M0 with (2.12) for δ1 > 0. In addition, we assume H d−1(M0) ≤ 2H d−1(∂Br(0)). Then we
have

0 ≤ µ0(Ω)− µt(Ω) ≤ δ1 for any t ∈ [0, T3), (5.8)

where µt is a weak solution to (1.1) with initial data M0.
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Proof. First we claim that there exists T3 > 0 depending only on d and r such that

Ut = {x ∈ (0, 1)d | ψ(x, t) = 1} ⊂
(

1

10
,
9

10

)d

(5.9)

for any t ∈ [0, T3), where ψ = limi→∞ ψεi = limi→∞
1
2
(ϕεi + 1). Let φ̃ε,δ be a function

given by Lemma 5.2 with γ = 1
10

and δ = 1
20
. By (5.4) and (5.6), one can check that there

exists T3 = T3(C3(ω, d,D
′
1)) > 0 such that limi→∞ ϕεi(x, t) = −1 on {x ∈ Rd | |x1| ≤ 1

10
}

for any t ∈ [0, T3). Note that ω and D′
1 depend only on r by L

d(U0) = L
d(Br(0)) and

H d−1(M0) ≤ 2H d−1(∂Br(0)). Hence T3 depends only on d and r. Therefore Ut∩{x ∈ Rd |
|x1| ≤ 1

10
} = ∅ for any t ∈ [0, T3). Similarly we have (5.9). Thus ∂∗(Ut ∩ (0, 1)d) = ∂∗Ut

for any t ∈ [0, T3). Hence, by using the isoperimetric inequality for Caccioppoli sets (see
[12, 39]), and (b3) and (b4) of Theorem 2.6, we have

dω
1
d
d (L

d(U0))
d−1
d = dω

1
d
d (L

d(Ut))
d−1
d ≤ H

d−1(∂∗Ut) ≤ µt(Ω) for any t ∈ [0, T3). (5.10)

By (2.12) and (5.10), we obtain (5.8). �

Finally we prove Theorem 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. First we show (a). From (3.10),
∫ T

0

|λε(t)|2 dt ≤ C2(µ
ε
0(Ω)− µεT (Ω) + T )

for any T > 0 and for any ε ∈ (0, ǫ1). By this and (5.8), we can choose δ1 = δ1(C2(ω, d,D
′
1)) >

0 so that

lim sup
i→∞

e
1
2

∫ T4
0 |λεi |2 dt ≤ lim sup

i→∞
e

1
2
C2δ1e

1
2
C2T4 ≤ 10

9
, (5.11)

where T4 = T4(d, r) = min{T3, 2
C2

log 100
99
} > 0 and δ1 also depends only on d and r since

L d(U0) = L d(Br(0)) and H d−1(M0) ≤ 2H d−1(∂Br(0)). Then (3.22) and (5.11) imply
∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, t) dµt(x) ≤
10

9

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, 0) dµ0(x) (5.12)

for any y ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, T4), and s > 0 with 0 ≤ t < s. Recall that ρ(y,s)(x, 0) converges to
(d− 1)-dimensional delta function at y as s ↓ 0. Therefore, since M0 is C1, we may assume
that there exists s0 > 0 depending only on M0 such that

∫

Rd

ρ(y,s)(x, 0) dµ0 ≤
3

2
(5.13)

for any y ∈ Rd and s ∈ (0, s0). Set T1 = T1(d, r,M0) := min{T4, s0}. Let t0 ∈ (0, T1) be a
number such that µt0 is integral. Then there exist a countably (d − 1)-rectifiable set Mt0

and θt0 ∈ L1
loc(H

d−1⌊Mt0
) such that µt0 = θt0H

d−1⌊Mt0
. Assume that there exist x0 ∈ Mt0

and N ≥ 2 such that Mt0 has an approximate tangent space at x0 and lim
r→0

µt0(Br(x0))

ωd−1rd−1
=

θt0(x0) = N . Set r =
√

2(s− t0) for t0 < s < T1. Using the same calculation as (6.10), for
any δ ∈ (0, 1), we obtain

∫

Rd

ρ(x0,s)(x, t) dµt0 ≥
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

δ

µt0(B
√

2r2 log 1
k

(x0)) dk

→ Nωd−1

π
d−1
2

∫ 1

δ

(

log
1

k

)
d−1
2

dk as r → 0 (s ↓ t0).
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By this and
∫ 1

0

(

log 1
k

)
d−1
2 dk = Γ(d−1

2
+ 1) = π

d−1
2 /ωd−1, we have

lim
s↓t0

∫

Rd

ρ(x0,s)(x, t) dµt0 = N.

Then we have a contradiction by (5.12) and (5.13). Hence we obtain (a).
The claim (b1) and (b2) are clear and (b3) is also obvious by Remark 2.7 and µt =

‖∇ψ(·, t)‖ for a.e. t ∈ (0, T1). By (5.1), we have (b4).
Next we prove (b5). By (5.3), for any φ ∈ C1

c ((0, T )), we compute
∫ T1

0

φ

∫

Ω

~v · ~ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖dt =
∫ T1

0

φt

∫

Ω

ψ dxdt = 0,

where we used (b3) of Theorem 2.6. Thus
∫

Ω
~v · ~ν d‖∇ψ(·, t)‖ = 0 for a.e. t ∈ (0, T1).

Now we prove (b6). Set dν := dH d−1⌊∂∗Utdt. Since the space Cc(Ω) is dense in L2(ν),
for any η ∈ Cc((0, T1)) we have

0 =

∫ T1

0

∫

∂∗Ut

{~v −~h+ λ~ν} · ~νη dH d−1dt

=

∫ T1

0

(

−
∫

∂∗Ut

~h · ~ν dH d−1 + λH d−1(∂∗Ut)

)

η dt,

where we used (b3) and (b5). Hence we obtain (b6). �

6. Appendix

Proposition 6.1 (See Lemma 3.24 in [2]). Let U ⊂ Rd be an open set. Assume that
u ∈ BV (U) and K ⊂ U is a compact set. Then

∫

K

|u ∗ ηδ − u| dx ≤ δ‖∇u‖(U)

for all δ ∈ (0, dist (K, ∂U)), where ηδ is the standard mollifier defined in Section 3.

As in Lemma 3.6, we can obtain the following estimate for the classical solution to the
volume preserving mean curvature flow.

Proposition 6.2. Let Ω = Td and Ut ⊂ Ω be a bounded open set with smooth boundary
Mt for any t ∈ [0, T ) and 0 < L d(U0) < L d(Ω). Assume that {Mt}t∈[0,T ) is the volume
preserving mean curvature flow. Then there exists Cλ > 0 depending only on d, L d(U0),
and H d−1(M0) such that

∫ s

0

|λ(t)|2 dt ≤ Cλ(1 + s), s ∈ (0, T ), (6.1)

where λ(t) = 1
H d−1(Mt)

∫

Mt

~h · ~ν dH d−1.

Proof. Let ~ζ : Ω×[0,∞) → Rd be a smooth periodic function. By (1.1), (1.2), the divergence
theorem, and the property of the mean curvature, we have

d

dt
H

d−1(Mt) = −
∫

Mt

~h · ~v dH d−1 = −
∫

Mt

|~v|2 dH d−1 ≤ 0 (6.2)
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and
∫

Mt

~v · ~ζ dH d−1 =

∫

Mt

~h · ~ζ dH d−1 − λ

∫

Mt

~ν · ~ζ dH d−1

= −
∫

Mt

divMt
~ζ dH d−1 + λ

∫

Ut

div ~ζ dx.

(6.3)

By (6.2) and (6.3), we obtain

|λ|
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ut

div ~ζ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤‖~ζ(·, t)‖C1

(

H
d−1(Mt) +

∫

Mt

|~v| dH d−1

)

≤‖~ζ(·, t)‖C1

(

H
d−1(M0) +

∫

Mt

|~v| dH d−1

)

.

(6.4)

Let α, δ ∈ (0, 1) and u = u(x, t) be a periodic solution to
{

−∆u = χUt ∗ ηδ − −
∫

Ω
(χUt ∗ ηδ) in Ω,

∫

Ω
u dx = 0.

Then the standard PDE arguments imply the existence and uniqueness of the solution u
and

‖u(·, t)‖C2,α(Ω) ≤ Cδ, t ∈ [0, T ),

where Cδ > 0 depends only on d and δ. Set ~ζ(x, t) = ∇u(x, t). We compute that

−
∫

Ut

div ~ζ dx =

∫

Ut

(−∆u) dx

=

∫

Ut

(

χUt ∗ ηδ −−
∫

Ω

(χUt ∗ ηδ)
)

dx

=

∫

Ω

χUt(χUt ∗ ηδ) dx−
L d(Ut)

L d(Ω)

∫

Ω

(χUt ∗ ηδ) dx

=

∫

Ω

χUt(χUt ∗ ηδ − χUt) dx+

∫

Ω

χ2
Ut
dx

− L d(Ut)

L d(Ω)

∫

Ω

(χUt ∗ ηδ − χUt) dx−
L d(Ut)

L d(Ω)

∫

Ω

χUt dx

≥ − CδH d−1(Mt) + L
d(Ut)

(

1− L d(Ut)

L d(Ω)

)

≥ − CδH d−1(M0) + L
d(U0)

(

1− L d(U0)

L d(Ω)

)

,

where we used Proposition 6.1, ‖∇χUt‖(Ω) = H d−1(Mt), (6.2), and the volume preserving
property. We choose δ > 0 such that

−
∫

Ut

div ~ζ dx ≥ 1

2
L

d(U0)

(

1− L d(U0)

L d(Ω)

)

> 0.

By this and (6.4),

|λ| ≤ Cδ
ω′

(

H
d−1(M0) +

∫

Mt

|~v| dH d−1

)

, (6.5)
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where ω′ = 1
2
L d(U0)

(

1− L d(U0)
L d(Ω)

)

. The equality (6.2) implies
∫ s

0

∫

Mt

|~v|2 dH d−1 dt ≤ H
d−1(M0), s ∈ [0, T ). (6.6)

Therefore we obtain (6.1) by (6.5) and (6.6).
�

Next we show some properties of the backward heat kernel.

Lemma 6.3 (See[20]). Let D > 0 and ν be a Radon measure on Rd satisfying

sup
R>0,x∈Rd

ν(BR(x))

ωd−1Rd−1
≤ D. (6.7)

Then the following hold:

(1) For any a > 0 there exists γ1 = γ1(a) > 0 such that for any r > 0 and for any
x, x1 ∈ Rd with |x− x1| ≤ γ1r, we have the estimate

∫

Rd

ρrx1(y) dν(y) ≤
∫

Rd

ρrx dν(y) + aD, (6.8)

where ρrx is given by (4.2).
(2) For any r, R > 0 and for any x ∈ Rd, we have

∫

Rd\BR(x)

ρrx(y) dν(y) ≤ 2d−1e−3R2/8r2D. (6.9)

Proof. We only show (6.8) here (the estimate (6.9) can be shown more easily). For β ∈ (0, 1),
we have

∫

Rd

ρrx1(y) dν(y) =
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫

Rd

e−
|x1−y|2

2r2 dν(y)

=
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

0

ν({y | e−
|x1−y|2

2r2 > k}) dk =
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

0

ν(B√
2r2 log 1

k

(x1)) dk

≤ωd−1D

∫ β

0

(

log
1

k

)
d−1
2

dk +
1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

β

ν(B
r
√

2 log 1
k

(x1)) dk,

(6.10)

where we used (6.7). By
∫ 1

0

(

log 1
k

)
d−1
2 dk = Γ(d−1

2
+ 1) = π

d−1
2 /ωd−1, we have

∫ β

0

(

log
1

k

)
d−1
2

dk → 0 as β → 0. (6.11)

We choose γ1 > 0 depending only on β such that
√

2 log
1

k
+ γ1 ≤

√

2 log
1

k − β
for any k ∈ (β, 1].

For any x ∈ Rd with |x−x1| ≤ γ1r, we have Br
√

2 log 1
k

(x1) ⊂ B
(
√

2 log 1
k
+γ1)r

(x) ⊂ B
r
√

2 log 1
k−β

(x)

for k ∈ (β, 1]. Therefore

1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

β

ν(B
r
√

2 log 1
k

(x1)) dk ≤ 1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

β

ν(B
r
√

2 log 1
k−β

(x)) dk

≤ 1

(
√
2πr)d−1

∫ 1

0

ν(B
r
√

2 log 1
k′
(x)) dk′ =

∫

Rd

ρrx(y) dν(y).

(6.12)
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Hence (6.10), (6.11), and (6.12) imply (6.8). �

Let uε = uε(x) be a smooth function and define

eε(x) =
ε|∇uε(x)|2

2
+
W (uε(x))

ε
, ξε(x) =

ε|∇uε(x)|2
2

− W (uε(x))

ε
.

The following propositions are used in the proof of the integrality of µt.

Proposition 6.4 (See [19, 38, 40]). For any R ∈ (0,∞), E0 ∈ (0,∞), s ∈ (0, 1), and N ∈ N,
there exists ̺ ∈ (0, 1) with the following property: Assume that a set Y ∈ Rd has no more
than N +1 elements and Y ⊂ {(0, . . . , 0, xd) ∈ Rd | xd ∈ R}, diamY ≤ ̺R, and there exists
a ∈ (0, R) such that |y − z| > 3a holds for any y, z ∈ Y with y 6= z. Moreover, we assume
the following.

(1) uε ∈ C2({y ∈ Rd | dist (y, Y ) < R}).
(2) For any x ∈ Y and r ∈ [a, R],

∫

Br(x)

|ξε|+ (1− (νd)
2)ε|∇uε|2 + ε|∇uε|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆uε − W ′(uε)

ε2

∣

∣

∣

∣

dy ≤ ̺rd−1.

Here ν = (ν1, . . . , νd) =
∇uε
|∇uε| .

(3) For any x ∈ Y ,
∫ R

a

dτ

τd

∫

Bτ (x)

(ξε)+ dy ≤ ̺.

(4) For any x ∈ Y and r ∈ [a, R],
∫

Br(x)

ε|∇uε|2 dy ≤ E0r
d−1.

Then, we have
∑

x∈Y

1

ad−1

∫

Ba(x)

eε ≤ s+
1 + s

Rd−1

∫

{x|dist (x,Y )<R}
eε. (6.13)

Proposition 6.5 (See [19, 38, 40]). For any s, b, β ∈ (0, 1), and c ∈ (1,∞), there exist ̺, ǫ ∈
(0, 1) and L ∈ (1,∞) with the following property: Assume that ε ∈ (0, ǫ), uε ∈ C2(B4εL(0))
and

sup
B4εL(0)

ε|∇uε| ≤ c, sup
x,y∈B4εL(0),x 6=y

ε
3
2
|∇uε(x)−∇uε(y)|

|x− y| 12
≤ c, |uε(0)| < 1− b,

∫

B4εL(0)

(|ξε|+ (1− (νd)
2)ε|∇uε|2) dx ≤ ̺(4εL)d−1,

and
sup

B4εL(0)

(ξε)+ ≤ ε−β.

Then we have

[−1 + b, 1− b] ⊂ uε(J) and inf
x∈J

∂xdu
ε(x) > 0 or sup

x∈J
∂xdu

ε(x) < 0, (6.14)

where J = B3εL(0) ∩ {(0, . . . , 0, xd) ∈ Rd | xd ∈ R}. In addition, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

σ − 1

ωd−1(Lε)d−1

∫

BεL(0)

eε

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ s.

Remark 6.6. Note that the assumptions for (ξε)+ in the propositions above hold for the
solution to (1.5) with suitable initial data (see (3.6)).
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