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CONSISTENCY OF THE FLAT FLOW SOLUTION TO THE VOLUME PRESERVING
MEAN CURVATURE FLOW

VESA JULIN AND JOONAS NIINIKOSKI

ABSTRACT. We consider the flat flow solution, obtained via discrete minimizing movement
scheme, to the volume preserving mean curvature flow starting from C*!-regular set. We
prove the consistency principle which states that (any) flat flow solution agrees with the
classical solution as long as the latter exists. In particular, flat flow solution is unique and
smooth up to the first singular time. We obtain the result by proving the full regularity for
the discrete time approximation of the flat flow such that the regularity estimates are stable
with respect to the time discretization. Our method can also be applied in the case of the
mean curvature flow and thus it provides an alternative proof, not relying on comparison
principle, for the consistency between the flat flow solution and the classical solution for
CY1-regular initial sets.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the Main Theorem. In this paper we consider the flat flow solution to
the volume preserving mean curvature flow, which is a weak notion of solution obtained via
discrete minimizing movement scheme. Our main goal is to prove the full regularity of the
flat flow up to the first singular time when the initial set is C''''-regular. As a corollary we
obtain the consistency principle between the flat flow and the classical solution.

Let us begin by recalling that a smooth family of sets (E;)o,r) © R for some T > 0, is
a solution to the volume preserving mean curvature flow if it satisfies

(1.1) Vi =~(Hp, - Hg,),

where V; denotes the normal velocity, Hg, the mean curvature and Hp, := fa g, He, dH" the
integral average of the mean curvature of the evolving boundary 0F;. An important feature
is that (1.1) can be seen as a L%-gradient flow of the surface area. Since it also preserves the
volume, it can be regarded as the evolutionary counterpart to the isoperimetric problem.
If the initial set Ej is regular enough, e.g. it satisfies interior and exterior ball condition,
the equation (1.1) has a unique smooth solution for a short interval of time [19]. The classical
1
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result by Huisken [29] states that for convex initial sets the classical solution exists for all
times and converges exponentially fast to a sphere. Similarly it follows from [19, 44] that if
the initial set is close to a local minimum of the isoperimetric problem, the equation (1.1) does
not develop singularities and convergences exponentially fast. However, for generic initial sets
the equation (1.1) may develop singularities in finite time [40, 41]. In fact, unlike the standard
mean curvature flow, (1.1) may develop singularities even in the plane and the boundary may
also collapse such that the curvature of the evolving boundary stays uniformly bounded up
to the singular time. It is therefore natural to find a proper notion of weak solution for (1.1)
which is defined for all times even if the flow develops singularities. The crucial difference
between (1.1) and the mean curvature flow is that the former is nonlocal and does not satisfy
the comparison priciple. Therefore we cannot directly use the notion of viscosity solution to
define the level-set solution via the methods introduced by Chen-Giga-Goto [15] and Evans-
Spruck [20], although in [33] Kim-Kwon are able to find a viscosity solution for (1.1) for
star-shaped sets. Instead, we may use the gradient flow structure to obtain a weak solution
called flat flow via discrete minimizing movement scheme as first introduced by Almgren-
Taylor-Wang [3] and Luckhaus-Stiirzenhecker [36] for the mean curvature flow, and then
implemented to the volume preserving setting (1.1) by Mugnai-Seis-Spadaro [43]. We give
the precise definition in Section 3. The existence of the flat flow solution of (1.1) is proven
in [43] and the recent results [16, 23, 31, 32, 42] indicate that it has the expected asymptotic
behavior. Indeed, it is proven in [31] that in the plane any flat flow solution of (1.1), starting
from any set of finite perimeter, converges exponentially fast to a union of equisize disks.

One of the main issues with the flat flow solution is that it has a priori very low regularity.
The second issue is that it is not clear if the procedure provides a solution to the equation
(1.1) in some weak sense. The first issue is related to the regularity and the second one is
the problem of consistency, and it is rather clear that these are closely related to each other.
Indeed, the flat flow is obtained as a limit of a discrete minimizing scheme, in the spirit of
the Euler implicit method, where the time disretization is led to zero. If the flow remains
smooth enough, as the time discretization goes to zero, then one can show that the limiting
flat flow provides a solution to the equation (1.1). However, the only case when this seems to
be known is the case when the initial set is convex. In this case the construction in [8], which
however is slightly different than [43], provides a flow of sets which remains convex and thus
gives a solution to (1.1). One may also define a distributional solution to (1.1) (see [43]) and
in a recent work Laux [34] proves that this notion of solution, and in fact any gradient-flow
calibration, agrees with the classical solution as long as the latter exists (see also [27]).

The issue with regularity and consistency is better understood in the case of the standard
mean curvature flow. It is proven in [3] that the flat flow for the mean curvature equation
agrees with the classical solution as long as the latter exists. If we are in a situation where
the level-set solution is unique, i.e., it does not develop fattening, then due to the result
by Chambolle [12] we know that the flat flow coincides with the level-set solution, see also
[13, 14]. We may then use the result in [21] to conclude that the flat flow is a ’subsolution’ to
the mean curvature flow in the sense of Brakke and has the partial regularity proven in [9].
Thus we have the consistency and partial regularity for the mean curvature flow when the
flow does not develop fattening. In addition, due to the recent result by DePhilippis-Laux
[17] together with the classical result in [36], we know that the flat flow is a distributional
solution to the mean curvature flow equation when the initial set is mean convex.
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As we mentioned above, here we study the regularity of the flat flow solution of (1.1) when
the initial set is C1'-regular, which is the same as to say that the set satisfies interior and
exterior ball conditions. Throughout the paper we will say that an open set E c R™*! satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius r > 0 if it satisfies interior and exterior ball condition with
radius 7 > 0. Our main theorem reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Ey ¢ R™! is an open and bounded set which satisfies uniform ball
condition (UBC) with radius ro. There is time Ty > 0, which depends on 1o and n, such that
any flat flow solution (Et)wso of (1.1) starting from Ey satisfies UBC with radius ro/2 for all
t <Ty. This condition is open in the sense that if (Eyt)so satisfies UBC with radius r for all
t <T, then there is 6 > 0 such that it satisfies UBC with radius v /2 for allt <T +9.

Moreover, the flat flow (Ey )0 becomes instantaneously smooth and remains smooth as long
as it satisfies UBC. To be more precise, if (Et)so satisfies UBC with radius r for all t < T,
then for every k € N it holds

k 2
(1.2) t:‘(loll;] (15N 5k o,)) < Crs

where Cy, depends on T, n, k, r and |Ep|.

In fact, we obtain even stronger result since we prove the uniform ball condition and the
estimate (1.2) directly for the discrete approximative flat flow (Ef)so such that the estimates
hold for all h < hg for constants independent of h. However, we choose to state the regularity
result only for the limiting flow since the precise statement, which can be found in Theorem
4.7 and Theorem 5.2, is rather technical. The first part of the theorem is related to the result
by Swartz-Yip [46], where the authors prove curvature bounds for the Merriman-Bence-Osher
thresholding algorithm for the mean curvature flow.

It is well-known that we have uniqueness among smooth solutions of (1.1). Therefore an
important consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the consistency between the notion of flat flow
solution and the classical solution of (1.1) when the initial set is C''-regular.

Corollary 1.2. Assume that Ey c R™! is an open and bounded set which satisfies uniform ball
condition. Let (Et)te[O,T) c R™! be the classical solution of (1.1) starting from Eg, where
T > 0 is the mazimal time of existence, and let (Ey)s0 ¢ R™! be a flat flow solution of (1.1)
starting from Egy. Then

E, = E, for all te[0,T).

Let us next briefly comment on the regularity estimate (1.2). The first part of Theorem 1.1
(see Theorem 4.7 in Section 4) provides a bound for the uniform ball condition for a short time
[0,7p] and the proof of Theorem 4.7 also provides an estimate how the curvature grows in
time for the approximative flat flow (Ef)tzo. However, without higher order regularity bounds
we are not able to pass these growth-estimates to the limit as h — 0 (see the discussion at the
end of Section 5). Therefore our main motivation to prove (1.2) is to pass these curvature
estimates to the limit as h — 0 by Ascoli-Arzela theorem, and deduce that the uniform ball
condition is, in fact, an open condition and therefore the flat flow agrees with the classical
solution over the whole maximal time of existence. Of course, in addition to that, (1.2)
quantifies the smoothing effect of the equation in a sharp way.

1.2. An overview of the proof. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is divided in three sections and
therefore we give here a short overview. We recall that in the minimizing movements scheme,
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for a fixed time discretization step h > 0, we obtain a sequence of sets Elfj such that Eg = Ey
is the initial set and E,}; .1 is defined inductively as a minimizer of the functional

1 1
hy _ Z -
]:h(E,Ek)_P(E)+h/EdEde+\/EHE| |Eol|,

where dE]? denotes the signed distance function. A flat flow is then defined as any cluster
point of the discrete flow as h - 0. We first prove in Proposition 3.1 via energy comparison
argument, that if Elfj is smooth and satisfies UBC with radius o then the subsequent set E,’; 1
satisfies the following distance estimate

|dgn| < % o OB, .
k T0
The above estimate is crucial as it implies that the speed of the discrete flow is sublinear.
It also implies a bound for the mean curvature and the regularity of EZH by applying the
Allard’s regularity theory [2]. The most crucial part of the proof of the main theorem is then
to show that the subsequent set E,}; .1 also satisfies UBC with a quantified radius.

We solve this problem by adopting the two-point function method due to Huisken [28] to
the discrete setting (see also the works by Andrews [4] and Brendle [10] for an overview of the
topic). The idea is to double the variables and to study the maximum and minimum values
of the function

(z-9) v(@)

Spn(z,y) =
o j — yf?
forx £y € 8E,’§. The point is that the extremal values of S pp are related to the uniform ball
condition radius of the set Eli? (see Lemma 4.1). We use the maximum principle to prove the
following familiar inequality (see Lemma 4.6)
ISgs, Nz~ ISg 2
h

By iterating the above estimate, we obtain that the sets E,g satisfy UBC for all k < Tyh™!,
where the constant Ty is related to the UBC of the initial set. This implies the first part of
Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 4.7). An important technical part in this argument is the discrete

3
< C”SE,gHLw-

version of the formula for %I/Et which we derive in Lemma 4.4.

The formula in Lemma 4.4 is, in fact, so simple that we are able to differentiate it multiple
times and obtain in Proposition 5.1 a discrete analog for the formula
(1.3) LAk E, - AMUE, 41 der terms

. iy B, g, +lower order terms,
where A denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator (see e.g. [38]). The lower order terms are due
to the nonlinearity of the equation (1.1) and we need the notation and tools from differential
geometry in order to control them. We stress that this is the only part in the paper where
we need to introduce higher order covariant derivatives. After we have obtained the discrete
version of the formula (1.3) and bounded the lower order error terms, we may adopt the
argument from [22] to the discrete setting and obtain the full regularity of the flow. Finally
we point out that the argument can be adopted to the case of the mean curvature flow
essentially without any modifications.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Throughout this paper, C,, € R, stands for a generic dimensional constant which may
change from line to line. We denote the open ball with radius r centered at = by B,.(z) c R™*!
and by B, if it is centered at the origin. We denote by C(z,r, R) c R™*! the open cylinder

C(z,r,R) = B (2") x (-R+ xp41, R+ Tps1),

where B]' ¢ R" denotes the n-dimensional ball and = = (2/,2,+1) € R” x R. For a given set
E c R™! and a radius r € R, we set its r-enlargement N,.(E) = {x e R"*! : dist(z, E) < r}.
Note that we may alternatively write this as the Minkowski sum E + B,. The notation V¥F
stands for k:th order differential of a vector field F : R"*! - R™. For a matrix A € R*¥ @ R¥
we denote by |A| its Frobenius norm /Tr(AT.A) and by |Alyp its operator norm max{|A¢&| :
¢ eR:[¢|=1}.

If a set S c R* is Lebesgue-measurable, we denote its k-dimensional Lebesgue measure
(or volume) by |S|. Given a non-empty set E ¢ R"™! we denote the distance function by
dist(z) := infyep | - y| and the signed distance function by dg : R™ - R | which is defined
as

dist f R™I\E
2.1) dp(z) ::{ istp(x), or xe€ N

—distgn.g(z), for ze€FE.

Then clearly it holds distsg = |dg|. If for a given point = € R™*! there is a unique distance
minimizer y, on JF (that is |z — y,| = distgr(z)), we denote y, by mor(x) and call it the
projection of z onto OE. For a set of finite perimeter E ¢ R™*! we denote its reduced boundary
by 0*E. Then P(E;F) =H"(0*En F) for every Borel set F c R""! and P(E) = H"(0*E).

2.1. Regular sets and tangential differentiation. We will mostly deal with regular and bounded
sets £ c R™1. As usual, a bounded set E ¢ R™! is said to be C¥-regular, with k > 1 and
0 < a <1, if for every x € F we find a cylinder C(z,r, R) and a function f € C»*(B"(z"))
with |f — 2p+1]| < R such that, up to rotating the coordinates, we may write

int(E)nC(x,r,R) = {y e C(x,7,R) : yns1 < f(y')}.

In particular, dF is a compact and embedded C**hypersurface. Again, if o = 0, we say
that E is CF-regular and if k = oo, we say that E is smooth. If r and R are independent
of the choice of  and the C**norm of ¢ has a bound, also independent of z, then we say
that E is uniformly C*“-regular. We denote the outer unit normal by vg, or simply v if the
meaning is clear from the context. Note that vg € C’k_l’a(aE; 0B1). We always assume that
the orientation of JF is induced by vg. We define the matrix field Pyg : 0F — R @ R™*!
by setting Py = I — vg ® vg. For a given point x € OF the map Pyp(x) is the orthogonal
projection onto the geometric tangent plane G,OFE = (vg(z))*.

For given a vector field F' € CY(R™1;R™) with 1 <[ < k we define its tangential differential
along ¥ = OF as a matrix field V,, F : OF - R™ ® R™*! by setting

(2.2) VipgF =VFPyp =VF - (VFvg) @ vg.

When the meaning is clear from the context, we abbreviate £ from the notation and write
simply V-F. In the case m = n + 1, the tangential divergence of F is defined as div, F =
Tr(V.F) and the tangential Jacobian J.F of F is defined on OF as

(2.3) J.F =+/det (V. F o) (V,F o)),
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where ¢, () at 2 € OF is the inclusion G,OF — R™"1. In the case m = 1, the notation v, F also
stands for the tangential gradient PypVFEF. Note that V,F is C''-regular and independent
of how F is extended beyond E. On the other hand, every G ¢ C'(0E,R™), with 1 <1 <k,
admits a C*F-extension F : R" - R™ so we may extend the concept of tangential differential
to concern GG simply by setting V,G = V. F and further define the other introduced concepts
in similar manner.

If E is C*-regular for k > 2, we may define its second fundamental form, with respect to
the orientation v, as a matrix field Bg : 0F - R @ R"*! given by

Bp(x) = Z)\Z(:U)m(x) ® ki(z),

where the (unit) principal directions k1 (), ..., k,(2) € (vp(x))* and the principal curvatures
A(x),..., \p(z) at © € OF are given by the orientation vg. The corresponding (scalar)
mean curvature field Hg is then given pointwise as the sum of the principal curvatures, i.e.,
Hp = Tr(Bg). Note that we may simply write

(24) Brp=V,vg and Hg=div,vEg.

Finally, we define the tangential Hessian for given u € C*(OF) as VZu = V,(V,u) and further
the tangential Laplacian or the Laplace-Beltrami of u as

Aru = divy (V,u) = Tr(V2u).

The tangential Laplacian A, F for F € C?(0E;R"1) is defined as ¥; A-(F -¢;)e;. We will
need the following identities on OF

(2.5) Aid=-Hgvg and A,;vg= —|BE|21/E +V.Hg if Eis Cg—regular.

The importance of the mean curvature Hg lies in the surface divergence theorem which states

that for every G € C1(OE;R™!) it holds

(2.6) /divTGdH”:/ He(G vg)dH".
OF OF

The concept of mean curvature can be generalized to the setting of bounded sets of finite
perimeter in the varifold sense. Indeed, for a set of finite perimeter E ¢ R™! we may define
the tangential divergence div, F of F' e C1(R™!;R"*!) along 9* E in the same way as in the
regular case by replacing the outer unit normal field with the measure theoretic normal field
0" E — 0B; which we also denote by vg. Then, if E is a bounded set of finite perimeter and
there is g € L1(0*E,H"|p+) such that

(2.7) / div, FdH" :/ g(F-vg)dH"
o*E O*E

for every F' e C1(R""1;R™*1), we say that g is a generalized mean curvature of E and denote
it by Hg. As mentioned, this is a concept from the context of varifold theory for which we
refer to [45] as a standard introduction. Since 0*F is H"-rectifiable set, one may treat the
pair (0*E,H"|s+g) as an rectifiable integral varifold of multiplicity one.

2.2. Riemannian geometry. We need the notation related to Riemannian geometry and as
an introduction to the topic we refer to [35]. Let us assume that £ c R™*! is a smooth
and bounded set and denote ¥ = OE. Since ¥ is embedded in R™*! it has natural metric
g induced by the Euclidian metric. Then (3,g) is a Riemannian manifold and we denote
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the inner product on each tangent space X,Y € 7,3 by (X,Y’), which we may write in local
coordinates as

(X,Y) =g(X,Y) = gi;; X'V
We extend the inner product in a natural way for tensors. Note that x -y denotes the inner
product of two vectors in R"*1. We denote smooth vector fields on ¥ by .7 (X) and by a slight
abuse of notation we denote smooth k:th order tensor fields on ¥ by Z%(X). We write X!
for vectors and Z; for covectors in local coordinates. We denote the Riemannian connection
on ¥ by V and recall that for a function u € C*°(%) the covariant derivative Vu is a 1-tensor
field defined for X € 7 (X) as

Vu(X) = Vxu= Xu,

i.e., the derivative of w in the direction of X. The covariant derivative of a smooth k-tensor
field F € F%(X), denoted by VF, is a (k + 1)-tensor field and for Y7,...,Y,, X € 7(2) we
have the recursive formula

(28) ﬁPj(yvl’’Yvka)():(@X-F)(leaaYVIC)’
where

k
(VxF)(Y1,...,Y) = XF(Y1,...,Ys) = Y. F(Y1,...,VxYi,...,Y}).

i=1
Here VxY is the covariant derivative of Y in the direction of X (see [35]) and since V is the
Riemannian connection it holds VxY = Vy X +[X,Y] for every X,Y € .7(X). We denote the
k:th order covariant derivative of a function u on ¥ by V*u € 7%(%) and the Laplace-Beltrami
operator by A. Note that for functions it holds Au = A u. The notation @Zk@“u means a
coefficient of V¥u in local coordinates. We may raise the index of V;u by using the inverse
of the metric tensor ¢¥ as V'u = g Vju. We note that the tangential gradient of u: ¥ — R
is equivalent to its covariant derivative in the sense that for every vector field X € 7 (X) we
find a unique vector field X : ¥ » R™*! which satisfies X - vg = 0 and

Vxu=Vyu-X.

Similarly it holds V2u(X,Y) = V2uX-Y. Finally we recall that the notation V* always stands
for the standard Euclidian k:th order differential for an ambient function.
We define the Riemann curvature tensor R € .74(X) [35, 39] via interchange of covariant

derivatives of a vector field Y* and a covector field Z; as
29) ViV;Y* -V ViY* = Rijug™Y?,
. ViViZy—ViViZk = RijklngZSa

where we have used the Einstein summation convention. We may write the Riemann tensor in
local coordinates by using the second fundamental form B, which in the Riemannian setting
is understood to be 2-form, as

(2.10) Rijii = BikBji — BiiBj.
We will also need the Simon’s identity which reads as
(2.11) AB;j = ViV,;H + HByg" By; - |BI* Bj.

Let us next fix our notation for the function spaces. We define the Sobolev space WP(X)
in a standard way for p € [1,00], see e.g. [6], denote the Hilbert space H!(X) = WH?(X) and
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define the associated norm for u € W'P(X) as

l
a1 = 3 / S dHr
k=0/%

and for p = o0

l
[ulwioe sy = 2 sup [V,
k=0 T€X

The above definition extends naturally for tensor fields. We adopt the convention that
|lul oy = |ulz2(sy and denote |ulcm(sy = [u|wme(s). We remark that we may define
the k:th order covariant derivative of a function u € C¥(X) and the space W*P?(%) for k > 2
as above assuming only that ¥ (i.e. the set F for which ¥ = 0F) is CF-regular.

Finally we adopt the notation S+ T" from [26, 38] to denote a tensor formed by contracting
some indexes of tensors S and 7" using the coefficients of the metric tensor g;;. This notation
is useful as it implies

S+ T| < CIS||TY,

where the constant C' depends on the ’structure’ of S x T

2.3. Functional and geometric inequalities. We will need standard interpolation inequalities
on smooth hypersurfaces. Since we will apply them on the moving boundary given by the flow,
we need to control the constants in the inequalities. We begin with a simple interpolation on
Holder norms.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q c R* be an open set and let u € C1(Q), then for every a e (0,1)

lulcoeay <3l i) lulé gy
Proof. The inequality follows from

u(y) —u(z)|

ly — x|

|U(y) — U(.%')l )0‘ < 2||u||17

=] ol o

< Ju(y) - u() (
O

We continue to introduce functional and geometric inequalities that we need in order to
prove the higher order regularity estimates stated at the end of Theorem 1.1. As we already
mentioned we do not need any deep results from differential geometry in order to prove the
estimate for the uniform ball condition stated in the beginning of Theorem 1.1. It is only
when we deal with higher order derivatives, i.e., higher than two, we need the notation of
covariant derivatives. Recall that we always assume that ¥ = F for a bounded set £ c R™*,

Let us first recall the interpolation inequality with Sobolev-norms on embedded surfaces.
We use the result from [38, Proposition 6.5] which states that under curvature bound the
standard interpolation inequality holds for a uniform constant.

Proposition 2.2. Assume |Bs|pe~,H"(X) < Cy and ¥ is C™-regular for m > 2. Then for

integers 0 < k <1 < m and numbers p,q,r € [1,00), there is 0 € [k[l,1] such that for every
C'-regular covariant tensor field T on ¥ it holds

I¥¥ T Lo (sy < CIT I9pna sy 1T 505,y
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for a constant C = C(k,l,n,p,q,7,0,Co) € Ry provided that the following compatibility condi-
tion is satisfied
1 k 1 1 1
- = —+0(———)+—(1—0).
n qg nl r

We denote an index vector by o € N¥, i.e., a = (1,...,04) where o; € N, and define its
norm by

k
la| = Z ;.
i=1

The following inequality is well-known but we prove it for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 2.3. Assume ||Bx|r~,H"(X) < C and ¥ is C™-reqular for m > 2. Assume
uy,...,u are C™-regular functions such that ||u||= < C. Then for an index vector a € N
with || <k <m and p € (1,00) it holds

k
(19 |1V il pogssy < Cr 3 Juillwencsy.
i=1

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that |a| = k. We first use Holder’s inequality

VS url V[ o sy < [V ur]l e[V ] e
Lo L

By the interpolation inequality in Proposition 2.2 and by |u;|z~ < C it holds

|% s G ks
1l e < Cluill s luil " < Cluilye,-
Hence we have
21 2
IV url V¥ | Lo sy < Crllwa |y, Il -
Since aj + -+ + aq = |a| = k the claim follows from Young’s inequality. O

If : R"! - R is a regular function then its restriction on ¥ is also regular. In the next
lemma we bound the covariant derivatives of u on 3 with the Euclidian ones. The statement
of the lemma is not optimal but it is sharp enough for our purpose. In the proof we will
repeatedly use the fact that the k:th order derivative of the composition foh and the product
f-g of functions f,¢:R™ — R* and h:R™ - R™ can be written as

Vk(foh): Z v1+a1h*...*v“akh*vhakﬂf

la|<k-1

Vi(f-9)= Y Vif+ Vg

i+j=k

(2.12)

Lemma 2.4. Assume ¥ is C**2-reqular and v e C***(R™1). Then it holds for all x € ©

T u(@) < O Y (14 [99 Bp(a))- 19 Bp(2)]) [7H+* u(a)].

|| <k

Recall that V¥ denotes the k:th order covariant derivative on X while V¥ is the k:th order
FEuclidian derivative.
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Proof. The proof follows from basic theory of differential geometry and we merely sketch
it. Let us fix z € ¥ and choose the coordinates such that = 0 and vg(0) = e,+1. Since
¥ is C**2_regular hypersurface we may write it locally as a graph of f ¢ CF*2(R"), i.e.,
¥ nB(0) c{(x, f(x)):xzeR™}. Note that since vg(0) = €541 then Vgn f(0) = 0.

We consider the graph coordinates ® ! : B? - & 1(B"*) c X, ®~1(z) = (z, f(x)). We denote
the points on R™ by z, the points on ¥ by p, ®(p) = (ml(p),...,x"(p)) and U = &~ 1(BP).
o)
ozx? D

and

Then the chart (U, (x’)) determines coordinate vector fields which we denote by
recall that they act on smooth functions v:U - R at p = ®(z) as
0 0 -1
e ) () =0 (w0 ) (@),

where 0; denotes the standard partial derivative in R™. It holds for the metric tensor and for
the Christoffel symbol I'%; (see [35]) for x € By

9ij(x) = 65+ 9, f (x)0; f(x) and T (z)= 9" (z) P f(2)0f ().

Moreover by the recursive formula (2.8) we may write the (k+1):th order covariant derivative
of u iteratively (see [35, Lemma 4.8]) as

. 0 o 0 - 0 0
k+1 2 -5 k v v
v u(@xil’“"@xik’@:ﬂ) BJ(V u(&’cil"”’axik))

ko _ 0 0 0
Z 2 I
p— - v u(_ ..’@’...7%) P]Zm.

m=1 8$i17.

v:@u(
p

(2.13)

Recall that Vu ( o ) (p) = 0.1 u.

Oz? Oz? »
Using (2.12) we have

ViR (wo @H)(0) < G 3 (1+]Ve™ FO)-|Ven™ FO))IVI u(0)].

la|<k

We use (2.13) and (2.12), and obtain after long but straightforward calculation that
VE L u(0)] < G 3 (1+ [V FO)- V™ FO)) [V u(0)).

lo|<k

Note that vg o ® = Y& LD e thus obtain by (2.12) that

V1+[Vrn fI2
IVELF0) <O Y (14 [V (vp o @71V (vp 0 @71)))
18]<t
(2.14) ~ ~
< Z (1 + |VﬁlBE|-"|V6lBE|)
I8l<l-1
and the claim follows. O

Next we turn our focus on geometric inequalities on compact hypersufaces. Recall that by
classical results e.g. from [6] it holds |[u[ 25y < C([Au|r2(sy + [uf12(n)) and e.g. in [22] it is
proven that [u gar sy < C(|Au| gr(sy + [ulp2(s)). We need these results with a quantitative
control on the constant.
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Lemma 2.5. Assume % is C?**2_regular and |Bs|p=, H"(X) < C. Then for all u e C?**1(¥)
it holds

Jull e sy € C(lA ] p2(sy + (1 + | Bs | g2e-1 () ] poo ()
and

Jul grzees sy < Crll VAU 20y + (1 + | Bs | grze o)) ull oo 52))-

Proof. We only prove the first inequality since the second follows from the same argument.
The proof is similar to [30, Proposition 2.11] but we sketch it for the reader’s convenience.
Denote [ = 2k. We begin by noticing that we may interchange the derivatives of the (I +1):th
order covariant derivative of u by using (2.9), (2.10), (2.13) and the curvature bound | By |~ <
C (see also [38, Proof of Lemma 7.3])

|@il+1'”@im+1 6lm@hu - @ilJrl'”@im@im#—l'”@ilul <C Z (1 + |@QIBZ§|"'|@O{Z71B2|)|@Wul-

la<l-1

We leave the details for the reader. This holds pointwise on 3 and we use it without further

mentioning. Let us denote F' = V*7 24 and denote its components simply by Fg, where

B = (i1,...,i2t—2). Then it holds by divergence theorem, by interchanging the derivatives and
by Proposition 2.3

/W?’“UPM":/ |@2F|2d7{":/ ViV FaVivi FP d?—l"=—/ Vi FaVi ViV FP aH”
% % % %
s—/jﬁﬁj@ﬁif‘ﬁd%w@ D E(1+|60f132|2---|@°”4Bg|2)|@alu|2d%“
larf<i-1

< /E VIV FgViV'FP dH" + Ck‘(HuH?ql—l(z) + HuH%w(z)”BEH?{l—l(z))

= /E |A@2l€721l|2 dH" + Ck(”“”?{%—l(z) + ||U||%°°(z) ”BzHiI%—l(E))'
By interchanging the derivatives and arguing as above we obtain
a2 < [ [T auRa s Oululs g + ol ol Bs o o)
By repeating the argument by replacing u with AJu, for j=1,... k-1, we deduce
i an < [ 1R s s s + el Bs o o)

The claim follows from interpolation inequality (Proposition 2.2) as for 6 € (0,1) it holds

2(1-60
s (s < Nl 3o gy Il 75 20 < el gy + Ceul ooy,

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality. O
Lemma 2.5 together with Simon’s identity (2.11) imply the following inequality.
Proposition 2.6. Assume X is C***3-regular and | Bs||p=,H"(X) < C. Then it holds
| B[ grow (32 € Cr(1 + |AFHs | 12 (5))

and
| Bs || et 2y < Ci(1+ [ VA H | 12(sy).-
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2.4. Uniform ball condition and signed distance function. In this subsection we recall some
properties related to sets which satisfy uniform ball condition as well as properties of signed
distance function defined in (2.1). Most of them can be found e.g. in [5, 7] while others are
more difficult to find. We recall that a set E c R™! satisfies uniform ball condition with a
radius r € R, if it simultaneously satisfies the exterior and interior ball condition with radius
r at every boundary point. That is, for every x € OF there are balls B,(z.) and B,(z_) such
that
By(z,)cR"™'\E, B.(z_)cE and xedB.(x)ndB.(z_).

It is well known, for the experts at least, that the uniform ball condition of a set implies that
its boundary is uniformly C!''-regular hypersurface. We need this property in a quantitative
form which states that if F c R"*! satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r, then it can
be written locally in a cylinder of width 7/2 as a graph of C1:!-function. Since this result is
not easy to find in the literature we state it and provide a proof here.

Proposition 2.7. Assume E c R™! satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r > 0. Then
for every point x € OF we may, by rotating the coordinates, write the interior of the set locally
as a subgraph of a function g : B;‘/z(az') - R, i.e.,

int(E)n C(2',7/2,7) = {5/, yns1) € C(2',7/2,7/2) : yps1 < 9(y')} and
OEn C(z',r/2,r) ={(y'.9(y")) 1y € B})s}.
The function g is CY'-reqular and it holds for all y' € B:f/2(x') and s € (0,r/2]

1
2\ 72
ly' - a'|? ly' - a'| ly' - ']
90 < e T T ] and
r+/r2-y -2’ " '
3
N ’ 1 2\ "2
. |vg(y22 Vlg(yl)l S_(1_(5) ) ,
Y wheBn(z') vz — vl " "
Y1#Ys

Moreover, the outer unit normal vy is 1/r-Lipschitz continuous in Euclidean metric.

Remark 2.8. We remark, that the converse of Proposition 2.7 also holds true. That is, if
E c R™! is a set such that for every x € OF, we may write its boundary locally, by rotating and
translating the coordinates, as 0OENC(x,r,2r) c {(2',g(2")) : 2" € Bl'} with |g]|c11(pny < C/r,
then FE satisfies uniform ball condition with radius cr, for a constant ¢ > 0 which depends on
n and C. This is fairly straightforward to show and we leave it to the reader.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. We remark that the uniform ball condition implies that for every
x € OF there exists a unique unit vector vg(z) such that B,(z - rvg(z)) ¢ E and B,(z +
rvg(x)) c R™ < E. Therefore, we have a vector field vg : OF — 0B; which later turns out
to be the outer unit normal field of E. We first show that vg is 1/r-Lipschitz continuous
with respect to Euclidean distance. To this end, fix z,y € OF. By the previous remark
B,(z + rvg(x)) ¢ RN E and B,(y - rvg(z)) ¢ E so the balls are disjoint. Similarly,
the balls B.(z - rvg(xz)) and B.(y + rvg(y)) are disjoint. Hence the distances between the
corresponding centerpoints are at least 2r and we obtain the inequalities

472 < |z —y+7r(ve(x) + yE(y))|2 and

4r? < |z -y -r(ve(z)+ VE(Z/))|2-
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By summing the above inequalities gives us 872 < 2|z —y|? +4r% (1 + vg(z) - ve(y)) and, again,
by subtracting and dividing terms we further obtain

|z - yf?

2
. X —
(2.15) 1- 52 < ve(z)-ve(y) or equivalently |vg(z) —ve(y) < #

In particular, vg is 1/r-Lipschitz.
For given a point z € OF, we show the existence of g as claimed. Without loss of generality
we may assume x = 0 and vg(0) = ep41. Then it holds B,(-reys1) ¢ E and B(rep1) ©

R™1 \ E. Thus, for every y' € Bf/Q there is a number ¢,/ such that (y',t,/) € OF and

y/2
(2.16) |ty/|£r—\/r2—|y’|2:—| 2| —.
T

In particular, |t,/| < |y’|. Combining (2.15) and (2.16) yields

'\ 2
(2.17) vE(Y ty) - ens1 1—(m).
T

Let us show that such a number ¢,/ is unique.

We suppose by contradiction there is s, € (-7, 7) \ {t,s} such that (y’,s, ) € 0E. We may
assume s, > t,r. Since BT((y’,ty/) +r1/E(y',tyr)) c R™ \ E and (y',s,) € OF, then the point
(v, sy) is not in the ball B,((y',ty) + rve(y’,ty)). Hence, we obtain

7"2 < |(y,7 Sy’) - ((ylaty') + TVE(ylaty'))F
= (sy - ty’)2 = 2r(sy —ty ey ty) - ens + .

Therefore, using first the above, then (2.16), (2.17) and |y'| < /2 we deduce

Sy 2ty +2rvg (2l ty) ens1 2 —r + 32 =y P > r—\/r2 =y

This implies together with s, < 7 that (y/,s,) c Br(reps1) ¢ R™ N\ E which, in turn,
contradicts (y',s,) € OF. Thus, t, is a unique value in (-r,r) satisfying (y',t,/) € OE. Thus,
the function g : B:}/z — R, given by the relation g(y’) = t,, satisfies

int(E)nC(0,7/2,7/2) = {(y/, yn+1) € C(0,7/2,7/2) : yn+1 < g(y')} and
OF 0 C(0,/2,7/2) = {(4/9(s")) : ¥’ € B}

Again, (2.16) gives us the bound on [g(y")| as claimed. The condition (2.17) implies that
for every 3’ € B:f/2(0) there are open sets y' € V c B, (y',9(y")) € U c C(0,7/2,7/2) and
functions 1, 1¥_ € C*° (V) such that 0B, ((v',9(v")) £ rve(y’,g(y")) nU are the graphs of v,
respectively. Then ¢_ < g <, in V and ¢_(w) = g(w) = ¢, (w) implying the differentiability
of g at y' with Vg(y') = Vi.(y'). Moreover, we deduce that vg(y’,g(y")) is the outer unit
normal of {(2/,zp41) €V xR : 201 > ¥, (2")} at (3, 9(y’)) and thus

(v (¥).1) (—Vg(’y'),l)_
V1I+IVeL(y)?)  V1+[vg(y)P

Since now g and vg are continuous, (2.19) implies that Vg is continuous too. Thus, E is
C'regular and vg is the actual outer unit normal of E. We combine (2.17) and (2.19) to

(2.18)

(2.19) ve(y',9(y')) =
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observe
1

’ 2\ 2
(220) Vo) < M(1—(M) ) .
r r
To conclude the Lipschitz estimate, we fix s € (0,7/2]. If yi,y5 € BY, then the uni-
form ball condition implies that (y1,9(y1)) ¢ Br((y2, 9(v2))(Syrve(ys, 9(y3)) and (y3, 9(y3)) ¢
B ((v1, 9(v1))Orve(yi,9(y;)). Hence using (2.19) we obtain the estimates
2 ! / + (—Vg(yé),l)
< (Y2, 9 (1)) Oyr s
‘ V1+[Vg(ys)P
2 / I\ + (_VQ(y{)al)
<y, 9()) Or ———g
‘ V1+IVg(y)P

By summing these inequalities and simplifying we have

1\|2 1\|2
IO ;\/Hlvg(yl)' (lys =91 + (9(v3) - 9(31))?) -

2
(Wi 9(1)|  and

2
- (v, 9(w))| -

O (Wa=y1)(Valys)-Vg(y1)) <
Thus, by recalling (2.20) we further estimate

A AP
V1+1Vg(y)lP +/1+vg(y)] (s = w1 + (9(v5) - 9(11))?)

I(yy = 1) - (Va(ya) - Vg(uy))l <

2r
T+ supg; [VaP N
(2.21) < 1+sup|Vgl” | |yz -yl
r B
o\ —2
1 s 2
- (2)) w-uie
r r
The desired estimate then follows from (2.21) via a standard mollification argument. O

A signed distance function dg of non-empty set E ¢ R"*! is always 1-Lipschitz. Imposing
more regularity on E also improves the regularity of the signed distance function. We begin
by observing that uniform ball condition is closely related to differentibility of signed distance
function in a tubular neighborhood of the boundary. Indeed, one may show that for a non-
empty open set E ¢ R™! and r € R, the conditions

(i) dg is differentiable in NV,.(OF) and

(ii) F satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r
are equivalent. In such a case, the projection myg onto OF is defined in N;.(OF) as a continuous
map and the following fundamental identities hold in N,.(OF)

(2.22) mop =1d —dgVdrg and Vdg =vgomaEg.

In particular, dg € CY(N,.(OF)). Further, it is fairly simple to conclude, that for every
t € (—=r,r) the sublevel set E; = {x e R""! : dg(x) < t} has the level set {z e R"*!:dp(x) =t}
as the boundary and satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r — [t|. Moreover, it holds

(2.23) dg,=dg—t and 7og, =Top +tvpomer in No_y(OE:).

We may then improve the regularity by showing Vdg and mgg are locally Lipschitz con-
tinuous in N, (OF) and obtain quantitative estimates for the Lipschitz constants in smaller
tubes.
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Lemma 2.9. Assume E c R™! satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r > 0. Then for
every 0 < p<r and z,y € N,(OF) it holds

r 1
ITop(z) - Tor(y)| < EW -yl and |Vdg(z)-Vde(y)| < E@ -yl

Proof. It is enough to prove the first estimate, since the second estimate follows from the first
via Proposition 2.7 and the second identity of (2.22). We first show that the estimate hold
locally, i.e., for every z € N.(OF)

(2.24) Lip (7op, ) < ——

r=ldp(z)|
To this end, we show that for every x € 9F and y € B, 4(x) it holds

(2.25) mom(y) — 2 < (1+ mk@(yﬂ) ly - af?.

We may assume that = =0, vg(0) =e,41 and y ¢ E. Let g: B:f/z — R be as in Proposition 2.7.

Since |y| < r/4, then y € C(r/2,7/2,0) implying |dg(y)| < |yn+1 — 9n(y")| and, hence, we make
a technical observation

(2.26) db(y) < 2dp(y) (yna1 - 9(y"))-
Thus, using Proposition 2.7, (2.22), (2.26) and Young’s inequality we estimate

o) = y* - 2de(y) y- Vde(y) + di(y)
= y[* = 2dg(y)yne1 + dE(y) - 2d(y) y- (Vde(y) - en)
<yl -2de)g(y') - 2de(y) y- (ve(roe(y)) - ve(0))

de(y de(y
<o + 292y TEWN )

de(y de(y de(y

<lyp + 2Dy MWl W)

and (2.25) follows. Suppose next y1,y2 € B,(x) for given € 0F and 0 < p <7/9. The sublevel
set Fy, for t = dg(y2), satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r — p and ys € OE;. Since
ly1 —ya| < 2p < (r — p)/4, then by applying (2.25) for E; we have

1
8 2
(2.27) |7TaEt(y1>—y2|s(1+ P ) 1 — 12l
r—2p

On the other hand, first recalling the second identity in (2.23) and then applying Proposition
2.7 gives us

IToE, (Y1) = 2| = [mor, (Y1) — ToE, (y2)| 2 (1 - g) Imor(y1) - mor(y2)|

so by combining the estimate above with (2.27) yields Lip(z,7pr) = 1. Hence, we deduce
(2.28) Lip(z,msg,) =1

for every t € (-r,r) and x € OF;. By using (2.23) and Proposition 2.7 similarly as previous,
we infer (2.24) from (2.28).

Finally, for the first estimate of the claim, we may assume z,y € N,(OF). Let Jy, :=
{tx + (1 -t)y :t € [0,1]} be the line segment between them. If Jy, c N,(OF), then the first
estimate of the claim follows from (2.24). Otherwise, there are 0 < t; < t3 < 1 such that
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te+(1-t)y e N,(OF) for every t € [0,t1) U (t2,1] and z; = t;z+ (1-t;)y € ON,(OF) for i =1,2.
Since dg(z1) = p = dg(z2), then Proposition 2.7 and (2.22) imply

r

ITop(21) — mop(22)] < |21 — 22

On the other hand, due to (2.24) we have
”

r=p
and we conclude the proof. O

,
ITor(7) - Tor(21)| < E@ —z1| and [mop(22) - map(y)| < |22 =y

If £ is CH%regular, with k > 2 and 0 < o < 1, then dg € C**(N,.(OF)) and map €
Ck=Le(N,(OF);R™1). In particular, (2.22) holds everywhere in N, (9F). Then it holds

(2.29) V2dp =Bg and Adg=Hpg on OE.
In particular, we deduce from Lemma 2.9 and (2.29) that
n 1
(230) HHE||L°°(8E) <— and Sup|BE'|op < -
r OF r

Differentiating Vdg - Vdg = 1 yields V2dgVdg = 0 in N, (OF). Again, by differentiating the
first identity in (2.22) we obtain

(2.31) Vrgp = I - Vdg ® Vdg —dpV3idep in N,(OF).

The second identity in (2.22) says that Vdg = Vdg o mpg in N,.(OF). Thus, by differentiating
this and by using the properties of the distance function mentioned before we have

(2.32) vidp = (VQdE)T = VﬂaE(V2dE °oTHE) = (I— dEV2dE)(BE omgp) in N, (OF).
We write this as
V2dE(I + dE(BE o 7T5E)) = BE OTHE-

It follows from (2.30) that the matrix field I+dg(Bgromgg) is invertible in N,.(OF). Therefore,
we have

(2.33) V2dp = (Bgomop)(I +dg(Bgomar))  in N,(E).
By combining (2.22), (2.31), (2.29) and (2.33) we may decompose Vmyg as
(234) Vﬂ'aE =1- VE oTgr ® Vg O THE — dE(BE o ﬂaE)(I + dE(BE o 7T8E))71 in Nr(aE)

By using a fairly standard calibration argument (see e.g. [1, Lemma 4.1]) we conclude that
uniform ball condition implies so called A-minimizer condition.

Lemma 2.10. Assume that E c R™! is an open and bounded set which satisfies uniform ball
condition with radius r > 0. Then for every set of finite perimeter F' it holds

P(ENF)<P(F)+ ﬂuf \E| and
T

P(EUF) < P(F)+ &|E Nal
T

In particular, P(E) < %|E|
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Proof. The argument is a quantitative version of [1, Lemma 4.1]. We will prove that for every
set of finite perimeter F' it holds

(2.35) P(E) < P(F) + %|FAE|.

Then the two inequalities in the statement follow by using (2.35) with Eu F and En F in
place of F' and using the fact [37, Lemma 12.22]

P(EuF)+P(EnF)<P(E)+P(F).

The third inequality follows by using (2.35) with F' = @.

By standard approximation argument for the sets of finite perimeter [37, Thm 13.8 | we
may assume that F' is smooth. In turn, we may approximate also E by a sequence of smooth
sets Ej, in the C'l-sense such that Ej, satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r such that
rr — r. Therefore by simplicity we assume that also F is smooth.

We construct a vector-field X € C3(R"!;R"*!) such that

(i) X =vg on OF,
(ii) |X|<1in R™! and
(111) H leXHLoo(RnJrl) < Cn/r
To this aim, let n € C1(R) be a cut-off function such that 0 <7 < 1, n(0) = 1, n(t) = 0 for
|t| > 7/2 and |n'| <4/r. We set X = (nodg)Vdg. Then sptX c OF + B, 5(0) and

divX = (ﬁOdE)AdE-‘rn,OdE VdE@VdE in Nr/g(aE)

It follows from Lemma 2.9 and V2dgVdg = 0 in N, (OF) that |Adg| < 2n/r in N;/2(OF).
Thus X satisfies the conditions (i)—(iii).
The inequality (2.35) then follows from divergence theorem as

P(E)—P(F)S/ X -vpdH" - X -vpdH"
OF oF

:/didex—/didems/ |divX|dmg%|FAE|.
E F EAF r
O

Suppose that E’ is a connected component of a set F which satisfies uniform ball condition
with . We claim that then E’ is bounded. Indeed, by the above approximation we may
assume that F is smooth. Then by (2.29) we have |Hg| < n/r on 0FE. Thus, by using so called
Topping’s inequality [47] as well as Lemma 2.10 we have the estimate
C
—|E'|.

,,an

(2.36) diam(E") < Cn/ |Hp|"™ ! dH"™ <
OE’

Finally, we need the following interpolation result.

Lemma 2.11. Assume E c R™! is an open and bounded set which satisfies uniform ball
condition with radius r > 0. If U is an open set containing OE and uw e C*(U), then

[Vrulz=om)
! .

2 2
V)2 e oy < Al o) (%‘? T2ulop +
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Proof. By the above approximation argument we may assume that E is smooth.
We first observe that for a bounded function f € C*(R) it holds

(2.37) 117y < 41 F Do ) 1 oo )

Indeed, let us fix a t € R,. We may assume that f’(¢) > 0, since otherwise we consider the
function —f instead of f. Let I be a maximal open interval containing ¢ such that f’ > 0
in I so f is strictly increasing there. Then there is a decreasing sequence (%;); € (inf I,t)
converging to inf I such that f'(f;) - 0 as i — oo. Since f is strictly increasing in I, it is
invertible there. Hence, we may compute for every i € N

FOP-IFEE = [ S e)s=2 [ 16 ss=2 [ UGS (s

1

f()
2 [ PG Sl 1
and, thus, by letting i - co we obtain |f/(t)]* < 4| f] e (r) | /" | 1= (r) and (2.37) follows.

Since JF is compact we find x € JE such that |V,u(z)| = [V u|re9p). We may assume
that |V,u(x)| > 0. The connected component of OF containing x is geodesically complete and,
hence, we find a smooth unit speed geodesic curve v: R - 9F satisfying v(0) = x and 7/(0) =
V,u(z)/|V-u(z)]. Then we define a C*-regular function f =wuo~. Note f/(0) = |V ul 1)
and

(2.38) f'=A" (VPuoy)y +4" - (Vruon).

By differentiating the identity 0 = dg oy twice and recalling the identities (2.22) and (2.29)
we obtain 0 =" (Bgovy)y +7"-(vgo~y). Since v is a geodesic curve, then [y - (vgovy)| = |7
and hence we infer from the previous that |y"| <|Bg o 7|op. By combing this with (2.38) and
using (2.30) gives us

|V-ul = (o
1€ (1502l + B0 297921 € sp17 kg + 1282 ).

Thus, by observing | f| e (r) < [[u] L= (aE), the claim follows from (2.37). O

3. DEFINITION OF THE FLAT FLOW AND THE FIRST REGULARITY ESTIMATES

Let us begin by recalling the definition of the minimizing movements scheme and the flat
flow solution of (1.1) from [43]. Assume that Ey c R™*! is a bounded set of finite perimeter.
For given a time step h € R, we construct a parametrized family (Ef)f;o of sets of finite
perimeter by an iterative minimizing procedure called minimizing movements, where

(3.1) El = Ey for every 0<t <h and
3.1
El = Eile[t/hj is a minimizer of the functional F,( -, E,) for every ¢ > h.

Here for a generic bounded set of finite perimeter E ¢ R™*! the functional Fj,( - , E), in the
class of the bounded set of finite perimeter, is defined as

(3.2) Fn(F,E) = P(F)+ %/ dpdz + - my|,
F

1
EHF |
for mg = |Eo|. We call the family (EJ)3, defined in (3.1) an approzimative flat flow solution
of (1.1) starting from Ey. We note that there is always a minimizer for (3.2) but it might not
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be unique. By [43] we know that there is a subsequence of approximative flat flows (Ef N0
which converges to a parametrized family (F;)so for a.e. t in the L!'-sense, where for every
t >0 the set E; is a set of finite perimeter with |Ey| = |Ep|. Any such limit is called a flat flow
solution of (1.1) starting from Ej.

Let us turn our focus back on a generic minimizer of (3.2), where we assume that |E| = my.
We then simply denote any minimizer for F,( - , E) by Erffnn- One has to be careful in the
definition of the functional in (3.2), since the sets of finite perimeter are only defined up to
measure zero. We avoid this issue we recall that, up to modifying a set of finite perimeter
in a L'(R""!) -negligible set, its topological boundary agrees with the closure of its measure
theoretical boundary. Thus, we always use the convention OF = 9*F for the initial set and
the minimizers. We also remark that if E is empty, then we use the convention dg = oo
everywhere to ensure that Eglin is empty too. Next, we recall some basic properties regarding
) < P(E). Moreover, E"'. satisfies the

the minimizers. First, it is easy to conclude P(E" 0

min
following distance property
(3.3) sup |dp| <ynVh

h

min

for a dimensional constant -y, € R, see [43, Prop 3.2]. Second, E"

hin has a generalized mean
curvature satisfying the Euler-Lagrange equation

d
TE:_ Eh +)\h

in the distributional sense (2.7) on 9* E".  where the Lagrange multiplier satisfies |\"| = 1/v/h
in the case |E", | # mg, see [43, Lemma 3.7]. Third, it is easy to see that E". is always
a so called (A,ry) -minimizer with a suitable A,ry € R, satisfying Arg < 1 (see [37] for the
definition). Thus, by the standard regularity theory [37, Thm 26.5 and Thm 28.1] the reduced
boundary (9*Eglin is relatively open in aEf;lin and an embedded C'1®-regular hypersurface with
in > a*Ejr};lin
is in fact C%-regular

(3.4)

any 0 < a < 1/2, and the Hausdorff dimension of the singular part aEgl is at most
n—7. Thus, by standard Schauder estimates one may show that 8*EI’}1
and (3.4) holds in the classical sense on 9*E". .
as an open set.

We may improve the distance estimate (3.3) as well as regularity properties of Eglin, if we
impose more regularity on . We divide our approach into two steps. The first result states
that if F is bounded and satisfies uniform ball condition with radius rg > 0 and h is sufficiently
small, then the left hand side of (3.3) is bounded linearly in h, the Lagrange multiplier A\

is bounded, the generalized mean curvature Hyn is bounded in the L*°-sense and Eglin

in

Consequently, we may always consider Eglin

has
the volume my.

Proposition 3.1. Assume E c R™! is an open and bounded set of volume mg which satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius ro. There are positive numbers hg = ho(n,mg,79) and
Co = Co(n,mg,r0) and a positive dimensional constant C,, such that if h < hg, then

C
sup |dg|<—"h, |Hgn |p=+ |)\h| <Coy and |E§lin|

min

=my.

Proof. In the proof, C' denotes a generic positive constant which may change its value from
the line to line but it depends only on n,mgy and rg, i.e., C = C(n,mg,rg). We fix a number
K, € R, depending only on the dimension such that K, exceeds the dimensional constants in
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Lemma 2.10 and in (3.3). Recall that by Proposition 2.7 E is uniformly C1:!-regular and we

may assume E to be an open set. If |E". AE| =0, then it follows from the openness of E.

,=0*E". and OF = 9*E that E", AE = @ and there is

min

AE| >0 and further set

and F as well as the property OF

mi

nothing to prove. Thus, we may assume that |Emln

dy= sup dg and d_= inf dg.
Eh. AFE Et};}inAE

To conclude the first estimate, we show that if v/ < ro/(8K,), then

3.9 d_<0<d, and d+—d,£—cnh.
(3.5)
To

We suppose by contradiction that d_ > 0 which implies F c Eh due to the openness of E.

Since F satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ry and E c E then by Lemma 2.10

min?

P(E) < P(E!

min | min |

Again, |E", \ E| = |[E". AE| > 0 so the previous estimate together with the assumption

Vh <719/(8K,) and the choice of K,, implies

C, 1
Fn(E,E) < Fr(Eni, E) + (— - —) Elin N E| < Fp(Ely E)
To \/ﬁ

contradicting the minimality of Er];in. Thus, we conclude d_ < 0. By using a similar argument
and recalling OF = 0* E we also have that d, > 0.

On the other hand, VA < ro/(8K,,) implies via (3.3) that E". AE cc Nio/a(OF) so —ro/2 <
d_ <0<d; <rg/2. Then for every t € (d_,d+) the sublevel set E; = {x : dg(x) < t} satisfies
uniform ball condition with ro/2 and |E"; \ Ey|,|E;~ E", | > 0. By using a suitable continuity
argument, we infer from the previous that for every r, < d., sufficiently close to d,, there is
r_e(d_,r,) such that |E". \E,.|=|E,_ ~E". |>0and r_ - d_ as r, - d,. For such a pair

min min
(ry,7r-) we set

E(rs,h) = (E,, nE", YUE,.

Clearly, E(ry,h) is a bounded set of finite perimeter and |E(rs,h)| = |ER..
E(ry,h) as a competitor against E”. with respect to Fj,( - , F) we obtain

min

|. Thus, using

~ 1 1
( mln) <P(E(riah))+_/ dde——/ dEdI'
h ET*\Er}i)in h Eh

N\
min ET*

B,

inl - | min

(3.6) < P(E(ry,h)) + —|E_~ El,

T_ —7"+

< P(E(rs,h)) + |Er_ N Eﬁlml-
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Applying Lemma 2.10 to E,, and E,_gives us

P(E(rs,h)) = P((E;, 0 Epy,) UE;)

Cn |Eyr N E"
T0/2

nﬂn|

<P(E,, n Egin) +

Cn|
T0/2

C
= P(Ensn) + —|E, N Ey
ro

EM NE, |+ &|ET_ \El
T0/2

(3.7) <P(E". )+

inl

in|

We combine (3.6) and (3.7) and recall |E,_ \ E"

min

| >0 to observe

re-r- G
h T0
Thus, by letting 7, — d,, we obtain the second estimate in (3.5).

Let us next bound the Lagrange multiplier. The argument is standard but we include
it for the sake of completeness. We assume that \/h < ro/(8K,) and fix any connected
component E' of E. By Lemma 2.10 and (2.36) we know that diam(FE*) < C and P(E) < C.
Then we also have P(E", ) < P(E) < C. If E’ is a connected component of E distinct
to E’, then uniform ball condition guarantees dist(E’,E7) > ro. On the other hand, we
have E". AFE cc N,, /4(OF). Thus, we infer from the previous observations that for the

N (E"+ B,y) it holds 0*E' = 0*El, n (E*+ B, 1), Hpi = Hgn |ge iy
diam(E?) < C +1/2 < C and |E'| > |B,,/2- By translating the coordinates, we may also

intersection B = B!

min

assume 0 € E'. Therefore, using the divergence theorems and the Euler-Lagrange equation
(3.4), which holds in the sense of (2.7) on 0* E*, we compute

iy d
)\h(n+1)|E’|:/ )\h(id-uEi)d’H":/ (HE¢+—E)(id-uEi)d7-["
o+ Ei o+ Fi h

=nP (El) + /

o+ Ei

Hence, recalling the first inequality, the bounds on P(E". ) and diam(E’) and the lower
bound for |E!| we find Cy = Cy(n,mg,r9) such that |\*| < Cy. Therefore using the Euler-
Lagrange equation (3.4) and the first estimate again we have, by possibly increasing Cy, that
|H gn HLOO(B*E;L' )+ I\ < Cp. Finally, if |[E". | # mg, then |A*| = 1/v/h. Thus, assuming
h < (2Co)~2 excludes this possibility and hence it must hold |EI’}1

dg . n
5 (id-vg ) dH".

hJ =mg. O
Proposition 3.1, allows us, via Allard’s regularity theorem, to deduce that the singular set
of minimizer is in fact empty. Further, a standard Schauder estimate gives us a quantitative,

albeit non-sharp, uniform ball condition for a minimizer.

Lemma 3.2. Assume E c R™! is an open and bounded set of volume mg which satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius ro. There are positive numbers hg = ho(n,mg,79) and
co = co(n,mg,rg) such that if h < hy, then OE ~ OE* = &, Er];in is C3-reqular with any
0<a<1 and B, satisfies uniform ball condition with radius coh'®. In particular, (3.4) is
satisfied in the classical sense on aEgl Moreover, if in addition E is C*-reqular, with k > 2,

then E"

min

in*
is C**2_reqular.
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Proof. We divide the proof into two steps. Recall that we may assume Eﬁun to be open. In
the proof, C' denotes a generic positive constant which may change its value from the line to

line but it depends only on n,mg and rg.

Step 1: By using Allard’s regularity theorem we show that the topological boundary aEgnn
agrees with the reduced boundary 0*F mm when h is sufficiently small. To be more precise,
we show that there exist posmve numbers p = p(n,mg,r9) and hy = hy(n,mg,r9,p) such
that if » < hy and = € JE". | then, by possibly rotating the coordinates, there is a function

min’

fech/3 (Bg(x')) such that

(3.8) C(p,2p,2) N Epin = {y € C(p,20,%) : yns1 < f(y)}

and f satisfies the estimates

(3.9) IVfleBy@yy <1 and [Vf] o4 By <C

In particular, (3.8) implies that 0*E = OF and hence, by our earlier discussion, we con-

clude that E". is C*%-regular with any 0 < a < 1/2 We may assume that hy is chosen
is contained in N ;»(OF). Since

dg € CH(N,, ;2(0OF)), then recalhng the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) we may write the

so small that via Proposition 3.1 the boundary 0F

mln
generalized mean curvature of £ mm as a restriction of a C''!'-function to aEf;lm Therefore,
by using standard Schauder estimates, one may show that Eﬁun is actually C*“-regular with
any 0 < a < 1. Also, the same method gives us C¥*?>®-regularity for any k > 2, if E is already
known to be C*®-regular. This is well-known procedure and we leave it to the reader.

The claim of Step 1 follows essentially from [45, Thm 2.5.2], if we prove that for every
T € (9Er]fnn and ¢ € R, there are positive numbers p = p(n,mg,79,€) and h = h(n,mg, 79, p,€)

such that if & < h, then

H"(B,(x) nO*E
1B

min

(3.10) <l+¢e and

2

3n
(3.11) pi / \Hp |5 dH™ | <e.
Bp(x)ﬁa*Eh min

min

We fix € > 0 and initially assume h < hg, where hg is from Proposition 3.1. It follows from
Proposition 3.1 and the fact OE]; = (9*Er’;m that

n’ll

(3.12) (Ehl UE)~ (EM. N E) c Nep(OF).
Thus, we may assume that ( hUE)N (Bl NE)c NTO/Q(OE) and thus the projection
mop is well-defined there. Proposition 3.1 also gives us |E mo. Next, we fix x € E",

| =
min min*
Without loss of generality, we may assume mgp(x) =0 and vg(0) = e,41. Then it follows from

Proposition 2.7 that there is g € O 1(BT /2) such that [g(y")| < |y'|*/r0, [Vg(y')| < 2y'|/ro for
every y' € B”

min

ro/2 and

C(0,79/2,70/2) N E = {y € C(r0/2,70/2,0) : yns1 < 9(3y)}.
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Then for 0 < p < r9/4 we have the density bound
(3.13) P(E: C(0.p.70/2)) = /B VITIVAP Ay’ < (1+ Cp) By

Suppose that y € C(0, p,79/2) N ((Eh UE)N (E", nE)) for 0< p<ro/4. Recalling (3.12),
we may assume that mop(y) € C(0, 7“0/2 7"0/2) and since |Vg| < C in By, we estimate
[ne1 =9I < ly = mor ()| + [morp(y) - (', 9(y")
<ly-mop()|+ Cl(mop(y)) - y'| < Ch.

It follows then from Fubini’s theorem

(3.14) ‘C(O p,70/2) N (Egnn UE~(E", E))‘ <Cp"h and
(3.15) H" (9C(0, p,r0/2) 0 (Bl VEN (Bl B))) < Cp"'h

for 0 < p <ro/4. We define for such p a comparison set F, by setting
( min > C(07P7T0/2)) U (E n C(07P7T0/2))

and make the following technlcal observations. First, since Eh ., NE is open and contained

in F,, then H"(0*F,n (E". nE))=0. Second, 0*F, c E". U E With help of these, (3.13)

and (3.15) we estimate e
P(Fp) = P(F,; C(0,p,70/2)) + P(Fp;0C(0, p,70/2)) +P(FP;R"+1 ~ C(0,p,70/2))
= P(E;C(0,p,70/2)) + H" (9" F, n9C(0, p,10/2)) + P(Efyi R~ C(0,p,710/2))
< P(E;C(0,p,10/2)) + P(E",  R"\ C(0, p,70/2))
+H" (9C(0, p,ro/2) 0 (Bl VE N (Bl E)))

min

n’lll’l’

<(1 +Cp )|B"| +P( mm,R"“ N C(0,p,m0/2)) + Cp™™ I,

Thus, the inequality Fy(E", ,E) < Fi(F,, E), (3.14), |E"

yield

mo and the definition of F),

min’ min |

1 _
P( mmaC(O p’T0/2)) < (1 +Cp )an|n |dE'|d$+ —”Fp| _m0| +Cpn 1h

Vh

< eNBY 0 (1072100 rof2) (B AB) + O

<(1+Cp*)BJ|+ C(p"Vh+p" ' h).
Recall that for the fixed point z € 9E", it holds = = dg(x)ens1 with |dg(x)| < Ch. Thus

we may assume B,(z) c C(0,p,r¢/2) for 0 < p <rp/4. Hence, the above estimate yields
(3.16) P(Bls By(2)) < (1+ Cp)| B+ C(o" VR + o).
)< P(FE)and P(E)<C

h /C(o,p,ro/znn(Ehi AE)

Moreover, it holds || H gn_ HLoo(a*Eh _y < C by Proposition 3.1, P(E"

min mln
by Lemma 2.10 and therefore

2

3n
p%(/ |Hh|zcm") < Cp3.
By (z)n0*Eh. min

W=
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Hence, we infer from the previous estimate and (3.16) the existence of numbers & and p sat-
isfying (3.10) and (3.11).

Step 2: We assume that A < h; and fix = € (9Er];in. We may assume that x = 0 and
vgh (0) = eps1. According to Step 1, up to a possible rotation of the coordinates, there
is f e C’3(Bgl(x')) with f(0) = Vf(0) = 0 satisfying (3.8) and (3.9). We use Schauder esti-
mate in a quantitative manner to prove there is a positive hg = ho(n,mg, 7o) < hy such that
h < hgy implies

_1
(3.17) ||V2fHLoo(B;L/2) <Ch™3.

Once we have proven (3.17) then the claim that E". satisfies uniform ball condition with

min
radius coh!/? follows in a straightforward manner as we discussed in Remark 2.8.
Thus, we are left to prove (3.17). We may write Hgn  in local coordinates as the mean

curvature of the subgraph {(y',yn+1:9 € By, yn+1 < f(y[?l)n}, that is,

vf

(3.18) Hpn (v, f(y")) =—div(m

) (") =-Tr (AW)VF()).

It follows from (3.9) that A is uniformly elliptic and bounded in the C%3-sense. To be more
precise, we have

inf min A(y')é-€>1/C and max |[A]
ij

.
y'eBY £cOBY Y HCO’3 (B)

Thus, by using standard Schauder interior estimate [25], (3.9) and (3.18), we obtain

2
19 s gy <€ (13 gy * Ml co)
(3.19) < C(HUHCO”}?(B;L) ; 1),

where u : By — R" is given by u(y’) = HEI;:lin(y',f(y')). We may assume h is chosen
sufficiently small so that via Proposition 3.1 we have [u]ze( Br) < C. Again, (3.9) implies
IVu(y')| < C|V-Hpn (y', f(y'))| for every y' € B. On the other hand, by (tangentially)
differentiating the Euler-Lagrange equality (3.4) we obtain |VTHEglm(y',f(y'))| < 1/h for
every y' € B. Hence, |Vu[p=(py) < C/h and since |u]p=(py) < C, assuming h < 1 yields
|uller(ppy < C/h. Again, Lemma 2.1 yields |u]co./s(pny < Ch™'/3 and hence, by recalling
P
(3.19), we conclude the existence of hg = ho(n,mg, o) satisfying (3.17) for all h < hyg. O

Remark 3.3. We may replace the exponent 1/3 with a generic 0 < a < 1 in the proof of Lemma
3.2. Then, naturally, hg and ¢y also depend on «. The uniform ball conditions with radius rq
for E and with radius coh!'/? for Er];in imply together with the distance estimate of Proposition
3.1 and (2.22) that there is hg = ho(n,mg,r0) such that if h < hg, then Vdg-vgyn > 0 on

h . . e e . . h min
OE, .. and the projection mpg is injective on OE; .
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4. UNIFORM BALL CONDITION FOR SHORT-TIME

In this section, we adopt the two-point function method to prove that if the initial set Ejy
satisfies uniform ball condition with radius rg, then there are positive numbers hy and Ty such
that

(4.1) h<hy = E! satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro/2 for 0 <t < Tp,

where the approximative flow (E[")s0 starting from Ey is defined as in (3.1). For more precise
statement see Theorem 4.7 at the end of the section. As we have seen in Lemma 3.2, uniform
ball condition for an initial set is crucial as it guarantees that the corresponding minimizer
of the energy (3.2) has improved regularity and an initial quantitative bound on the uniform
ball condition although the latter is highly dependent of h. In this section, we improve the
previous non-sharp estimate on the uniform ball condition for the minimizer by showing the
minimizer satisfies almost the same uniform ball condition as the initial set.

The original idea of the two-point function goes back to [28], where it is used to study
the regularity of the classical solution to the mean curvature flow. We refer to [10] for
a comprehensive overview of the topic and mention also the works [4, 11, 18] which have
inspired us. Here we will show that the method can be applied to the approximative flat flow
at the level of discrete time scale. We will assume that the approximative flat flow is related
to the volume preserving mean curvature flow but the arguments hold with essentially no
modifications also in the case of the mean curvature flow.

4.1. Two-point function method. The main idea is to double the variables and, given a set
E c R™! satisfying uniform ball condition, to study the function S defined for (x,7) €
OF x OF with x # y as

x-y) ve(x
(12) S(a,y) = ) ve(D)

|z -yl

It is known, but we will include the proof below, that the maximum value of |Sg| is explicitly
related to the uniform ball condition. In other words, doubling the variables allows us to
quantify the uniform ball condition via the function Sg. It is interesting that the idea of
doubling the variables is also used in [24] to study regularity of solutions of nonlinear PDEs.

For the next lemma we note that if a set E satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r,
then it satisfies it also for every p < r. We define g to be the supremum of such radii and
recalling our previous discussion we may write this as
(4.3) rg =sup{r >0:dg is differentiable in N, (OF)}.
Note that rg > 0. We use the abbreviation |Sg|re :=sup{|Se(z,y)|: z,y € OF, = #y}.
Lemma 4.1. Let E c R™! be an open and bounded set satisfying uniform ball condition. Then
it holds
lv(z) -v(y)|
|z =y
where g is defined in (4.3). In the case E is C%-regular, we also have |Hg|,|Bg| < 2n|Sg| p=
on OF.

Proof. Let us first show 2|Sg|r~ > 1/rg. We infer from the boundedness of E that rg < oo
and, hence, it follows from the definition of rg that there is a sequence of points z; such that
dg(z;) is not differentiable at z; and |dg(z;)| - rg. Since the signed distance function is not

1 _
2|SE|pe=— and
TE -

<2|Sg|lpe for every x,y € OF with x +y.
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differentiable at z;, then there are two distinct points x;,y; € 3B\dE(z¢)\(Zi) N OJFE. Since the
intersection Bjg, (,)/(2:) N OF is empty it holds

T; — 25

vp(x;) =+ .
| = 2l

Therefore, recalling also that |z; — y;| = |z; — zi| = |dg(z;)| we have
sl - Lo 2] [ =)
|zi = yil |de(zi)llzi = yil
(i z) = G- ) - (i - 20))]
lde (zi)l |z - yil?
I | i G D B G B))
ezl lwi - yil®
_zi—zlP - 2Ce - i) - (@ - 2) + |z -
2ldp (zi)|xi - yil?
2
@i z) - (i - )]
2ldp (2| |zi - yil?
B 1
2ldp(z)|
Since, |[dg(z;)| = rp we obtain 2|Sg| e~ > 1/rg.

Let us then show 2|Sg|re~ < 1/rg. To this end, we fix z,y € OF with x # y. Recall that
G,OFE denotes the geometric tangent plane of OF at x. If z —y € G,OF then Sp(z,y) =0. If
x -y ¢ G,OF, we find a point z on the line {x + tvg(z) : t € R} such that |z —z| =]y -z|. In
other words, there is z € R™*! such that

r-z

(4.4) 2

vp(x) =+ and |z —z| =y - 2| = R.

|z - 2|
By repeating the calculations in (4.4) for z,y and z we deduce |Sg(z;,y;)| = 1/(2R). Since
|z —z| = |y — 2| = R and =,y € OF, then the signed distance function dg is not differentiable
at z. Thus, by the definition of rg in (4.3) it holds R > rg and we have the inequality
2||SE| L= < 1/rg. The rest of the claim is now a direct consequence of 2|Sg|p~ = 1/rg, (2.30)
and Proposition 2.7. O

An obvious consequence of Lemma 4.1 is that for every open and bounded set E c R™! it

holds
(4.5) ISElL= > co

for a positive constant cg = cg(n, |E|).
We will also use the regularized version of Sg, which we define for any € € R, as Sg. :

OF x0F - R,

(z-y)-ve(x)
4.6 S = I T
( ) E,&(x7y) |$_y|2_+_(€
As in the case of Sg, we use the abbreviation || Sg | L~ = max{|Sgc(z,y)|: (z,y) € 0OEx OE}.
The idea behind considering Sg . instead of Sg is that, on the one hand, Sg ¢ — S pointwise
in 0OExOE~{(x,x) : x € OE} as € tends to zero (in particular, | Sg |~ 1 |SE|r~) and, on the
other hand, we may differentiate Sg . on the product OF x OF provided that E is sufficiently
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regular. The followings calculations are similar to [4, 17] but we give them in order to be
self-consistent.

Let us first differentiate S . in the case E'is C?-regular. In the computations, the notations
VZ and V¥ stand for the tangential differentiation along OF with respect to z and y -variables
respectively. Recalling the basic identities (2.4) as well as observing Bgvg = 0 and V,id = Pyg
on OF we compute

vi((z-y)-vp(@) (z-y) vp)_,

. ViSEe(z,y) = P (7 yP+2) VT|$—y|2
(4.7 _ Bu()(@-y) - 286.(2,9) Pon () (2 - )
- |z —y> +¢ .
and
ViSpe(z,y) = VT((lz : z|)2j:i($)) h ((Tx__y;;fg()ﬂ;) Vrle - y|2
4.8
(4.8) _ Pon()(- ve(@) + 28k (2,9) (@ - ))

[z -yl +e
for every (z,y) € OE x 0E. We immediately obtain the following identities at critical points.

Lemma 4.2. Let E c R™! be a bounded and C*-reqular set. Assume (x,y) € OF x OF is a
local mazimum or a local minimum point of Sg . defined in (4.6). Then it holds

(4.9) Bp(x)(x-y) = 25p.(z,y) Pop(x)(x -y) and
(4.10) Pop(y)ve(z) = 25p.c(x,y) Pop(y)(z - y).
Moreover, the condition rg > /e implies

ve(z) - 25 (2,y) (% - y)
vp(x) = 2Sp.(,9)(x ~y)) - ve(y)

Proof. Since (x,y) is a critical point for the functions Sg.(z, - ) and Sg.( - ,y), then the
equality (4.9) follows from (4.7) and the equality (4.10) follows from (4.8). Using Pyp(y) =
I -vg(y) ®ve(y) and (4.10) we have

ve(r) =25 (2, y)(x - y) = [(ve(z) - 255 (2,y)(x - y)) - ve(y) | vE(Y)-
The equality (4.11) thus follows once we show
(4.12) ve(2) = 25g (2, y)(x - y) # 0.

We argue by contradiction and assume vg(z) = 2Sg (2, y)(z-y). Then it holds Sg (x,y) # 0
and the definition of Sg .(x,y) implies

(4.11) ve(y) = (

(z-y)-ve(z) |~y
Spe(z,y) = LY VERL) o6 (ay) 12U
Be(@,y) |z —yl>+e Be(y) |z —yl>+e

Therefore, we have |x — y| = \/e. On the other hand, the contradiction assumption, the
definition of Sg . and Lemma 4.1 together yield

NG

)
TE

1=|vg(x)]=2Sp.(,9)llz -yl = 2Sp.e (2, y)IVe < 2| SplL= Ve =

which is impossible by the assumption rg > \/e. ]
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If E enjoys higher regularity and ¢ is sufficiently small, we may naturally extract more

information at local extreme points. Indeed, if E is C3-regular, then by maximum principle
at a local maximum (minimum) point (z,y) € OF x OE of Sk it holds

()
(4.13) AISE(z,y) +2divy VISE (2, y) + AYSE (z,y) < 0.
We calculate the LHS of (4.13) in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let E c R™! be a bounded and C3-regular set with rp > \/z. At a local mazimum
(minimum) point (x,y) € OE x OE of Sk it holds

V. Hp(z) (x~y) (@) ve(y)) He(y) - Hp(z)
|z —y]2+e |z —y|2+e

()
< |Bp(2)[*Spe(2,y) - 2Hp(2)SE (2,y) - 2Hp(y)Sp.(y, ) Sp. (2, ).

Proof. First, we compute the terms on the LHS of (4.13) by taking tangential divergences of
(4.7) and (4.8) with respect to = and y -variables. In the computations, we use the identities
(2.5) and the fact that the gradients VZSg . (z,y) and VZSg . (x,y) vanish. Omitting all the
details we obtain by straightforward calculation

ATSp(x,y) = divi(ViSe(z,y))
_ div® (BE(CU)(CU ~y) = 25g.(z,y) Pop(z)(x - y))

T |z —y|>+e
\V/ HE ) (x — HE X n
_Vr ( )2( y) + (2 ) _2SE,€(x’y)72
-y re  Jo-yPee o -3l + e

- |BE|2SE76(x7y) + 25%],5(1'73/) HE(x)a

AgSE,e(xay) = diV?(VgsE,e(ﬂf,y))
_ divY Pop(y)ve(x) +25p(2,y) Por(y)(z - y)
T |z -yl +e

~ (ve(x)-ve(y)) He(y) n
ST lmypre RN R

+ QSE,E(:Ca y)SEﬁ(y’ x) HE(y)

and

P 255 . (2,y) P -
dhﬂfngEﬁ(x,y):(hvf(—- e (yY)VE(2) +2Sp.(2,y) Por (y)(x y))

|z -yl +e

___Hp@)  (Be@ve®)) vey)
|z —y|2 +¢ |z —yl>+e

n (PBE(x)VE(y))'VE(y)‘

+25pe(2,y) e 25g.-(2,y)

|z -yl +e
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Collecting the terms and applying the inequality (4.13), we obtain that at a local maximum
(minimum) point it holds

0 O VrHe(2) (2-y)  (ve(2) ve(y) He(y) - He(z)
- lr-yl2+e |z —yl>+e
- |BE|2SE76(x7y) + 25%],5(1.73/) HE(x) + 25E76(x7y)SE76(y7x) HE(y)

L (Br(@)ve®)) () (Por(x)ve(y)) - ve(y)
o -yl +e - yl?+e '

- 4SE,€(:C’ y)

The claim follows once we show that the last line above vanishes, i.e.,

(4.14) (Be(2)ve(y)) ve(y) = 2Se.-(z,y)(Por(z)ve(y)) - ve(y).

Since rg > /e, this follows by first applying the equalities (4.9) and (4.11) in Lemma 4.2
and recalling Bg(z)vg(x) =0
Bep(z)(z-y)
(ve(x) =28p.c(z,9) (@ - y)) - vE(Y)
Pop(z)(z -y)
(ve(2) = 28pe(z,y)(x - y)) - vely)

Be(z)ve(y) = -25p(7,y)

= —45%,5(56,y)

Then we use (4.11) to deduce
Pos(a)(z ~ y)
(ve(z) - 25p.-(z.y)(z - y)) - ve(y)
and (4.14) follows. O

Pyop(z)ve(y) = -2Sp(z,y)

In conclusion, by combining Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, we obtain that if a bounded C?-
regular set E c R™*! satisfies 75 > \/Z, then at a local maximum (minimum) point (z,y) €

OF x OF of Sk it holds

Vo Hp(z) - (r~y) (@) ve(y)) Hely) - HE(z)
o -y +e lz—yl? +e

(4.15) @)( )sCZLSE%w-

4.2. Short-time uniform ball estimate. Let us turn our focus on how to prove (4.1) for an
approximative flat flow solution (Ef)so defined in (3.1) when the initial set F, satisfies
uniform ball condition with given a radius ro. Assuming we may control the evolution of the
quantity |.S Bl | e, then thanks to Lemma 4.1 we also control (from below) the uniform ball

condition for Ef .

We motivate ourselves by consider this first in the continuous and embedded setting. As-
sume (E}); is a smooth flow and let 4 and V; denote the outer unit normal of E; and the normal
velocity of the flow on OF; respectively. Then one may use the fact that for fixed ¢ there is a
smooth normal parametrization (®%); of the flow such that ®} = id and 9s®% = [V, vs] o ®L.
This follows essentially from [5, Thm 8]. It is straightforward to calculate that for such a
parametrization

d d
(4.16) — =Vivy and &(VEt+So¢§+S) =-V,V; on OE;.

ds s=0 s=0



30 VESA JULIN AND JOONAS NIINIKOSKI

In the case of volume preserving mean curvature flow, we have Vi = —(Hg — H s), where H
is the scalar mean curvature on JFs and H, its integral average over OF,. If x and y are
distinct points on JFy, then by using (4.16) and the previous identity, we may compute

d Eor) Bt _VoHp(z) (-y)  (ve(z)-ve(y)) He(y) - He(z)
(417) ds SEt+s ((I)s( )’ ‘I)s(y)) 0 |$ — y|2 + |£C . y|2
+Rt($,y),

where the remainder term R;(x,y) has a bound |Ri(x,y)| < Cn|Sg|3~. Suppose that
|SE, |~ = +SE,(x,y) and the function s ~ |Sg,,, |~ is differentiable at s = 0, then we
deduce

d

d
—S -
ds H FEiys ”L

=S, (D(2), 94(9))

5=0 s=0
Again, the estimate (4.15) also holds for S when the points are distinct. Thus, by possibly

increasing C,,, we infer from above and (4.17)

ISE,, L= = |SE, | L=
S

(4.18) <Col Sk, [}
provided that s # 0 is sufficiently small.

The idea is to mimic the previous argument in the discrete setting for an approximative
flat flow (Ef)tzo. To this end, we need to approximate the two-point functional by its e-
regularized version. We consider the element E! and its consequent set Ef, .. For sake of
brevity, we use the shorthand notations E; = Ef* and Ey = El! for the rest of the subsection.
First, we want to find a discrete version of the equalities in (4.16). Suppose that an element
FE satisfies uniform ball condition and h is so small that by the discussion of the previous
section we have that Fs is Cl—regular set, 0F c NT'El (OF4) and Vdg, - vg, > 0 on OF, are
satisfied.

Then it is natural to project the boundary 0F> to OE; by the projection mpg, and, hence,
using the identities in (2.22) we have

id -7msp,
h

which can be seen as a discrete time counterpart of the first identity in (4.16). In the next
simple but crucial lemma, we derive a relation between vg, and vg, o mgp, for x € 0FE,.

d
= %(I/E2 o 7T8E1) on 3E2

Lemma 4.4. Assume that Ey c R™! is open and satisfies uniform ball condition, and Fy is a
C'-regular set such that OE, c NT'El (OF) and Vdg, -vg, >0 on OEy. Then

Vg, O TR, = V7-2dE1 ++/1— |V7—2dE1|2 Vg, ON 0Fs.

Proof. By using the second identity of (2.22) for dp, as well as the definition of tangential
gradient the following holds on 0F»

vE, o Top, = Vdg, = Pop,Vdp, + (Vdg, - Ve, )VE, = VrydEe, + (VdE, - VE,)VE,

Since |vg, o mop,| = 1 = |vg,| and V,,dE, - vE, = 0, then the previous decomposition implies
|Vdg, -vE,| = \/1—|Vrdg [>. Thus, the claim follows from the assumption Vdg, - vg, > 0 on
0F,. g
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The equality in the statement of Lemma 4.4 gives us a discrete analog for the second
equality in (4.16) as

|V7—2dE1|2

1++/1- |V7—2dE1|2

(4.19) Vg, —VE, ©Top, = —Vrdg, + vg, on OF,.

or equivalently

1
VEQ _VEl °7T8E1 = (—2) ngdEl
(4 20) V 1_|V7'2dE1|
| NN
T WE,

+
V 1- |v7'2dE1|2 +1- |v7'2dE1|2

which will be useful later. We need yet one technical lemma related to the projection myg,
on the consequent boundary 0F,.

Vg, ©ToE, on O0Fj

Lemma 4.5. Let Ei, Fy c R™™ be open and bounded sets satisfying uniform ball condition. If
0F; c NTEI/Q(aE), then for any x,y € OF satisfying mop, (x) # mop, (y) it holds
Imom, () = mom, (1) - o - o7
< Colldg, | L=(or2) (ISE: |12 + 185, |1 + |diy | L= (92) 1S [T ) | =y,
where Cy > 1 is a universal constant.
Proof. First, we obtain from (2.22) and the definition of Sg, that
Imom, () = mom, (9)° = o = yl” = = 2k (2)Sp, (wor, (), Tor, (v)) [Tom, () = mom, (y) [
—2dg, (v) S, (7om, (v), Tom, (2))Imom, () = mom, (y)I
[, (@) (v, © 708, (@) - diy (0) (v, © Tom) ()]
Thus,
Imom, (&) = mom, (WP - 12 = 31| < Al di, | 2o 0,) IS, | 1= mom, () = mom, (9)]?
+2ldp, (2)*|(vE, © om, ) (%) = (v, © Tor, ) (W) + 2ldE, (2) - dp, (y)[?
< 4dp, || Lo 21) 1S | = [0, () = o, (y) I
#2012 iy | (75 © o) () — (v, © Mo )PP
+2ldp, (z) — dp, ().

The normal vg, is 1/rg,-Lipschitz continuous by Proposition 2.7 and mg, is 2-Lipschitz
continuous in /\f,nE1 /2((9E1) by Lemma 2.9. On the other hand, recalling Lemma 4.1 we
conclude ||dg, | L= (95, SE, | L= < 1/4. Hence, we infer from previous estimate

(421) |lmom, (2) ~ mom, ()| - 2~ yP| < 24]ds, | L= 012) |1 | = 2 = ] + 2, (2) = s, ()

Thus, we are remain to estimate the term |dg, () - dg, (y)|? on the boundary dE,. We divide
this into two cases. First, suppose that |« — y| > rg,/2. Then using Lemma 4.1 we obtain

4HdE1 ”%oo(aE )
(4.22) ldp, (z) - di, (y)* < TQI:E —yP? <16dg, |7 9, 1S | T 7 = .
Es
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Suppose then |z —y| < rg, /2. We define a C'-extension dp, : Nip, (0E2) — R of the restriction

dg,|og, by setting dg, = dg, o mpg,. Then Vdp, = Vg, Vrdg, o 79E, and by Lemma 2.9
IVTopslop <2 in N,y 12(0E2) so [Vdp, | < 2|Vrdp, | L= (o5,) there. Since the line segment Jy,
belongs to NTE2/2(6E2)7 we have

(4.23) e, () = dp, (9)I° < 41 VrydE, | 7w oyl — Y.

By Lemma 2.9 we have |V2dg, |op < 2/7g, in N;, (OE1). Therefore, by using Lemma 2.11 and
Lemma 4.1 we get an estimate

IVrdEg, | Lo oE,) )
TE2
(4.24) <16|dg, | L= @E,) (ISE, 2= + [SEy [ 2) -

Thus, we gather the estimate as claimed from (4.21), (4.22), (4.23) and the estimate above. [J

Hv7'2dE1 H%W(@Eg) < 4HdE1 HL""(aEz) (Sa%p |v2dE1 |op +
2

We are now ready prove an analogous estimate to (4.18) in the discrete setting.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that Ey c R™! is an open and bounded set, with |Ey| = mg, which satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius ro € R,. Let Ey be any minimizer of the energy Fp( -, E1)
defined in (3.2). Then there is hg = ho(n,mo,0) such that for h < hg E is C®-reqular and

ISE, L~ = 1Sk, | L
h

If in addition Ey is C*-reqular, then Eo is C**?-regular.

3
< ol Sgy -

Proof. As previously, C = C(n,mg,79) > 0 may change from line to line. We find hg =
ho(n,mg,ro) € R, such that assuming h < hg implies that the conclusions of Proposition 3.1,
Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3 are valid. Let us quickly summarize what we have achieved
so far. First, Fy is open and bounded, C3-regular set, or C**2-regular set provided that
E1 is CP-regular, and it satisfies uniform ball condition with radius coh!? for a constant
¢o = co(n,mp,r9) > 0. Hence, by Lemma 4.1 we have apriori estimate

(4.25) IS, |z~ < Ch5.

Second, 0F; is “close” to 0E1. To be more precise, we have |dg, |1=(g,) < Crh/ro and we
may assume that 0Fs c Nm/g(aEl). Moreover, it holds that Vdg, - vg, >0 on OE> and myg,
is injective on OF5. Third, we have the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) on 9Fs in the classical
sense.

Thus, we assume that h < hg. We might need to shrink hy but always in a way that we
preserve the dependency ho = ho(n,mo,70). By combining the estimate |dg, [ 1= (g,) < Cnh/ro
from Proposition 3.1 with Lemma 4.1 and (4.25) and by possibly shrinking hg we obtain

d o0
(4.26) ” £y ”L (E2)

<CnlSeifre and | Sg,|Le|dp, [ 1o (m,) < 1-
Then, by (3.4), Lemma 4.1 and the first estimate in (4.26), the Lagrange multiplier A" can
be controlled as

ld e, [ Lo () .
h

(4.27) IN"| < | HE, Lo 982) < Cn(ISE, [ + [SE, | 2=)-
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The claim follows once we show

1SE, L = 1Sk, | L=
h

Indeed, assuming the above holds true we have by Lemma 4.1 and (4.25)

_ 1
|SE, | = |SE, |1 < Curg®h+ Ch3 | Sp,| L

and, hence, recalling (4.5) and shrinking hg, if neccessary, we obtain | Sg,| = < 2||Sg,|lLe-
Thus, reiterating the previous inequality via (4.28) yields the claim.

To prove (4.28), we initially fix any € < T%Q and choose (x,y) € OFy x 0F, such that
|SEse(2,y)| = | SEye| 1. Since |Sk,ellr~ >0, then = # y and, hence, the injectivity of mog,
on OF5 ensures that myg, () # mop, (z). In order to simplify our notations, we write 7 = myp,
and Hy = Hp, for short. By using the definition in (4.6), the identities (2.22) and (4.19) as

well as the Euler-Lagrange equation we may decompose the difference quotient as
1
E(SEQ,E(xay) - SE1,€(7T(x)’7T(y)))
_(@-y) Vo Ha(x) | (vE (2) v, (y)) Ha(y) - Ha(z)
|z —yl*+e z -y +e
2 d _ 2
(4.29) + 1 |Vrde, (2)| Skye(x,y) + ()\h - El(y)) Ve (2) ;/El(y)l
h1+\/1-|Vrdg, (z)? 2h lv -yl +e
L @5 W) e (7)) = v (e @) | 1 (In(2) 7 (y)P -~ |z -y
2h |z —y> +¢ h |z —yl>+e

)sEl,€<w(x>,w<y)>.

Next, we estimate the last four terms on the RHS. First, since 0Ey ¢ Ny 2(9F) c N, 5, 12(0F1),

we have the estimate (4.24) for |V.,dp, |3« (o) @nd, hence, recalling the first estimate in
(4.26) we have

l \Vr,dE, (x)lz
h 1+ \/1 - |v7'2dE1 (.’E)|2

16|d
< OMEL08s (15, 15, 1 + 1 )

<Cn (I8 7 + ISE. 1) -

SE2,5($,Z/)

(4.30)

For the next term, we use Lemma 4.1, the first estimate in (4.26) and (4.27) to obtain

()\h ~ dEl(y)) e, (z) - ve, (y)|*
2h |z —yl>+e

<C (IN"1+ 198, |1 051)) 198 [T (02

(4.31)
3 3
<Cn (158, 3= omyy *+ 158 e o) )-
By Proposition 2.7 vg, is 1/ro-Lipschitz and by Lemma 2.9 7 is 2-Lipschitz continuous in

Nio/2(0E1). Thus, by Lemma 4.1 and the first inequality in (4.26), we estimate the second
last term as

di, () [ve, (7(2)) - v, (7(y))”
2h |z —y]2+e

1 |r(@) -7 ()l
g le-yP

3
<Cn|SEy [~

<Cnl Sk, | L=

(4.32)
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Finally, by using Lemma 4.5 and the identities in (4.26) we have
1(|r(z) -7 - |z -y
h |z —yl>+e

08 g sl

<Co (18m: 7= +15E, 1) -
We infer from (4.29), (4.30), (4.31), (4.32) and (4.33) the expression

Spy,e(2,y) = Spy (@), 7(y)) _ (2 -y) -V Ho(x) | (vp(2) v (y)) Holy) — Ha(z) |
h |z —yl>+e |z —yP>+e

)sEl,f.:(w(x),w(y))

(1SE, L + |SEs |z + |dEy | Lo (952) |SEL 7 ) 1S | Lo

)

where for the remainder term it holds |R| < Cy, (| Sk, |3 + [ Sk, |3 ). Since (z,y) is a maxi-
mum (or minimum) point for Sg, ., then we conclude from (4.15)

[SE2cllre = |5E: el £
h

Since now |Sg; e|re 1 |SE, |1~ for i=1,2 as € tends to zero, the above yields (4.28) and we
conclude the proof. O

< Cn (ISE: 12 + |SEal72) -

We may now prove the main result of this section which is the uniform ball condition
estimate for the approximative flat flow.

Theorem 4.7. Let Eg c R™ be an open and bounded set which satisfies uniform ball condition
with radius rog € Ry and let mg denote its volume. There are hg = ho(n,mo,79) € Ry and
Ty = To(n,ro) € Ry such that if h < hg, then any approzimative flat flow (EM)iso of (1.1)
starting from Fy satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro/2 for all t < Ty. Moreover, E}
18 C“QLt/hJ—regular for every 0 <t <Ty.

Proof. By a slight abuse of notation, we set hy to be as in Lemma 4.6 for the parameters n,
mo and 7¢/2. Then we choose
2

r
4.34 Ty = —2,
(4.34) °"ac,
where the dimensional constant is the same as in Lemma 4.6. We assume that h < hg and
consider an approximative flat flow (Ef)tzo starting from FEj obtained via the minimizing
movements scheme (3.1). We may assume h < Tp, since otherwise the proof is trivial. Since Ey
satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro, we have by Lemma 4.1 that |Sg, |z~ = 1/(2r¢).
Then we set

1
K =sup {k: eN: El satisfies uniform ball condition with HSElhh [pe < — for 0<I< k:} :
7o

Note that if EF, is a bounded set satisfying uniform ball condition with |S B | e < 1/r, then
thanks to Lemma 4.1 we know that it satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r¢/2. Thus,
it follows from the construction of (Ef)tzo, the choice of hy, and Lemma 4.6 that we have
Eé‘k “)h is a bounded C3-regular set satisfying

3 -3
ISgp, i < ISl + CuhlSgp [ < ISyl + Curyh.
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Since hg < Tp, then the choices in (4.34) imply that K is well-defined. By summing the above
from k=0 to k = K we obtaon

1 Ch 1 Cy

—<|Ss ~ < ||S o+ —(K+1)h=—+—F(K+1)h.

= <18 i SIS Lo + SR+ D= 50 SR 41

This yields K > |Ty/h] and, hence, it follows from the construction (3.1) that E' satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius r9/2 for every 0 < ¢t < Ty. The last claim then follows
directly from Lemma 4.6. U

5. HIGHER REGULARITY

In this section we utilize the uniform ball condition (UBC) from previous section and prove
the full regularity of the flat flow solution of (1.1). It is well known that the classical solution
for the mean curvature flow is well defined as long as the second fundamental form stays
bounded [39]. For the volume preserving flow this is not enough as the flow may develop
singularities even if it stays regular [40, 41]. However, if the flow in addition satisfies UBC
then these singularities do not occur. In this section we show that the approximative flat flow
becomes instantaneously smooth and stays smooth as long as it satisfies UBC. We will prove
this via energy estimates.

Our starting point is the formula in Lemma 4.4, which for sets E1 and Es as in the lemma,
gives the formula which relates their normals as

Vg, T, = Vrde, +\/1—-|Vrde [?ve, on O0Fs.

Recall that V,, denotes the tangential gradient on 0F,. Assume now further that E, is
a minimizer of the functional Fp,( - ,E;) defined in (3.2), we may use the Euler-Lagrange
equation (3.4) and have

(51) VE, © ToE, :—hVT2HE2 +\/1—|V72dE1|2 Vg, oOn 0FEs.

This identity is simple enough for us to differentiate multiple times and this in turn gives us
formula which is the discrete analog of the identity (see e.g. [38, Lemma 3.5))

d
(5.2) &AkHEt = AM'Hp +lower order terms.

Let us, for the sake of clarification, show how we obtain the discrete version of (5.2) for
k=0 from (5.1), which reads as follows

(5.3) V1- |V7—2dE1|2HE2—HE107T5E1 = hATQHE2+h2 Az(')vq—QHEQ'VTQHEQ‘HM(')dEI on OFs,

where the function a;(-) and the matrix field A2(-) depend smoothly on dg,, Vg, o Tog, VE,,
Bp, omgp, and Bg,. In particular, since £y and s satisfy uniform ball condition with radius
r0/2, then a;1(-) and As(-) are uniformly bounded.

Indeed, by applying the tangential divergence on (5.1) we have

div,, (v, o mop, ) = ~h A, Hp, +\/1-|Vr,dg, 2 Hg, on OEs.
In order to calculate the LHS, we use (2.22), (2.32) and (2.33) to obtain
V(VEl o 7T8E1) = v2dE1 = BE1 © 7TBE1 (I + dElBEl © 7TBE'l)71

= BEI OTHE, — dEl (I + dElBEl ° 7T3E1)71 (BEI ° 7T3E1)2
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which holds in the tubular neighborhood N,,(0F), where we also used the fact

(BEI ° 7T3E1)(I + dElBEl ° 7T3E1)71 = (I + dElBEl © 7"-8151)71(BE1 o WBEI)'
Agian from (5.1) we have

1
= (thQHEQ +VE, OWBEl)

VE
’ V 1_|v7'2dE1|2

on OF5. Using the above identities and the fact Bg,vg, = 0 on 0F;, we have the following
equality on 0Fs

diVT2 (VEl o 7T3E1) = Tr(([ — VE, ® I/EQ)V2dE1)

= HE1 O THE; — dElTI“( (I+dE1BE1 O7T3E1)71 (BE1 O7T3E1)2)
h2

- m( (I + dElBEl ° 71—5151)71 (BEI ° 71—(9151))v7'2j—IE2 ’ VTQHEQ
ToWE,

The equation (5.3) then follows from the previous calculations and from the identity

(5.4) (I/E1 07'('3E1)-VE2 = \/1—|V7-2dE1|2 on 0F,

which is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.4.

We may differentiate the equality (5.3) further and obtain a discrete version of (5.2) for
every order k. This will produce several nonlinear error terms which have rather complicated
structure. However, by introducing sufficiently efficient notation we are able to identify the
structure of these error terms and by using the uniform ball condition and the interpolation
inequality from Proposition 2.2 we are able to reproduce the argument from [22] in the discrete
setting. The following proposition is the core of the proof for the higher order regularity.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that E; c R™! is an open and bounded set, with |E1| = mg, which
satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro and let Ey be any minimizer of Fp( - , E1)
defined in (3.2). There is hg = ho(n,mg, ) such that if h < hg and Ey is C*™*3-regular for
m=0,1,2,... then
AT Hp, - (AT Hp,) o mop, = h AV Hp, + h Roy,  and
VTQAZ;HEQ - (leAZILHEl) OTMHE, = hVTQA:;HlHEg - 8VE2 (ATlHEl o 778E1)VE2 +h Romi1

on OFy and the error term Ry for 1=0,1,2,... satisfies the estimate

B2 03y < Co (14 1Bl oy * 1B 2oy )
where C; = Ci(l,n,mg,r0).

We note that so far we have not used any results from differential geometry. In fact, we
need the notation from geometry only to prove Proposition 5.1. Therefore, instead of giving
the proof of Proposition 5.1, which is technically challenging, we show first how we may use
it to obtain the regularity estimate (1.2) in the statement of Theorem 1.1. Here is the main
result of this section.

Theorem 5.2. Let Ey be an open and bounded set, with |Ey| = mg, and let (El)iso be an
approxzimative flat flow starting from Eqy defined in (3.1). For given ro € R, there is hg =
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ho(n,mg,ro) € Ry such that if h < hy, E{L satisfies uniform ball condition with radius rg in
[0,T] and if (1+2)h <T for a given l e Nu{0}, then we have

T
sup t— 1) H o | +/ 7§—lthhz+ dt < C,
e (= i g + [ @) Hp s oy

for a constant C = C(l,n,mg,ro,T).

Proof. In the proof, C and C,, denote a positive real number which may change their val-
ues but always in a manner that we have the dependencies C' = C(n,mg,r9) and C,, =
Cp(m,n,mg,r9,T). We use the abbreviation Ej = E,};h for k=0,1,2,...

First, by Proposition 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Remark 3.3 and Theorem 4.7, we find hg = ho(n, mg,r9) >
0 such that if h < hg and Ej, is C?**!-regular, bounded set of volume myg, which satisfies uni-
form ball condition with radius rg, then the consequent set Ej.q is 02k+3—regular, bounded
and of volume my, with

Moreover, Ej,; satisfies uniform ball condition with radius r9/2 and the projection myg, :
O0Ej+1 — OF} is injective. We may then prove that, for k > 1, mgg, : 0E. — OE is a
diffeomorphism with

(5.5) JTk+17T3Ek >1-Ch>0 on O0FEj,1,

where the tangential Jacobian J;, 7o, of mgg, on OF,; is defined in (2.3). Indeed, since
O0Ei41 ¢ N, ;2(0Ey), then 7y, is C'-regular map on 0F}.1. Recalling the injectivity of the
projection we are remain to prove (5.5). By (2.31) we may write

V?‘l’aEk+1 =] - VdEk ® VdEk - dEkVQdEk on 6Ek+1.

Thus, it follows from the definition in (2.3) and V2dg, Vdg, =0 in N,,(0F},) that for given a
point x € F,1 there is an orthonormal basis v1,...,v, of GoO0Ey,.1 such that

JTk+17T<9Ek (1‘) = ﬁ |(I - vdEk (.%') ® vdEk (1’) - dEk (.%')V2dEk (.%')) Ui‘

7

i=1

n 1
[T(1 - (Vdp,(x) -v:)* = 2dp, (2)V?dpg, (x)v; - v; + |dp, (2)|V?dp, (2)0i*) .
i=1

Since 0E+1 € Ny j2(0Fy), then Lemma 2.9 yields supyg, |V2dg, lop < C. Further, since Ej41
satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro/2, then by Lemma 2.11 and by the previous

estimates we deduce

IVdE, | L= 8.,
|VdEk<x>-vi|2s|vde,c<w>|2s4dEkLm(@Em)(sup V2 d g, fop + i (OFe1)

) <Ch.
OEp T0/2

Therefore, by combining the previous observations and shrinking hg, if needed, we obtain
(5.5). Again, by possibly shrinking hy, we may assume that the implications of Proposition
5.1 hold true for the parameters mgy and ry/2.

Let us from now on assume that the sets E satisfy uniform ball condition with radius rq for
every t € [0,T]. Let us denote K = |T/h|. Then the previous discussion holds for every Ej and
k=0,1,2,..., K. For the sake of presentation, we use abbreviations || Bg, |12 = | Bg, | 12(05,)

| By [ 2m = [ B, [ m2m (08, ete:
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After the initialization, we prove the claim by induction and to this aim we begin by proving
the main regularity estimates. We claim that for every m =0,1,2,..., with m < K -2, and
every k=m+1,m+2,...,K it holds

(5.6) AT Hp,, |72 < (1+Cnh) |AT Hp, |72 = bl Ve, AT Hp,,, |72 + Cimh
and
(5.7) [V A Hig e < (14 Coh) [V AT Hig |22 = AT Hi, |22 + G,

We first prove (5.6) and fix m. Recall that for k > m+1 the set Ej, is C*™*3-regular. Therefore
by Proposition 5.1 it holds for every k=m+1,m+2,..., K

A" HEk+1 - (A:_ZHEk) OTHE;, = hAerlf'IEl€+1 + hR2m7k on 8Ek+1,

Tk+1 Tk+1

where the remainder term Ry, ;. satisfies

| Rem il 72 < Con(1+ | By [ Fr2mer + | B, [2m).

Again, since Ej and FEj,p satisfy uniform ball condition with radius r¢/2 and |Eg| = mg =
|Ek+1], then |Bg, |1, |BE, |~ < C by (2.30) and P(E}),P(Ek+1) < C by Lemma 2.10.
Therefore, we may use Proposition 2.6 and Young’s inequality to deduce

|Be, I3p2m < Con (1+|AT Hp, [7,)  and
(5-8) HBEk+1 H?{?mﬂ < Cm (1 + ||v7'k+1 AT HEk+1 ||%2) .

Tk+1

We also observe that ||AT]H1HE,H1 |2, < Con| BE,., | gr2m. Let € € (0,1) be a number which we
will choose later. By using the previous observations, (5.5), Young’s inequality, and integration
by parts we estimate as follows

2 2
|AT HEpn |72 = | A% HE, 72

2 2 2
S/ |ATk+1HEk+1| —|AZ;HEkO7T3Ek| d?‘ln-i-Ch/ |A:—ZHE;C°7TBE;€| dH"
6l?k+1 8Echrl

Ch
1-Ch

: / |ATk+1HEk+1| - A% HEk °© 7T8Ek| dH" + 1AT HEk HL2
OFE41

SQ/aE A:_r; IHEk+1(A¢kL+1HEk+1 A HEkOTraEk)dHn-f-Ch”A HEk”LQ
k+1

Tk+1

- Qh/a A:'YI:+1HEk+1 (AerlHEk+1 + Ropm ) dH" + Ch ||AZ; Hg, ||%2
Epi1

< _2hH ka+1 HEk+1 ”L2 +eh ”R2m k HLQ + = ”A HEk+1 HL2 +Ch ”A HEk ”L2

7k+1 Tk+1

< <20V, AT Hi [ + Conl (<1 B F 1B, [ ) + Conk (1+ A7 H )

<201, AL Hip, 13+ Conh (V0 A% His [+ 21 B, Vo ) + Gk (14 1A% H ).

Tk+1
By choosing € = (1 + C,,,)7!/2, the previous estimate yields

|AT Hg,,, |72 - | AT Hp, |72
(5.9) 3h
_EHkaﬂ Tk+1HEk+1HL2 +Cp, hHBEk+1||H2m +Cmh (1+ HA HEk||L2)
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Since || Bg,,, | =, P(Ek+1) < C, we may use Proposition 2.2 to find 6 = 6(m,n) € (0,1) such
that
2(1-6 2 __0
BB, L2 < Ol By, i | B 7077 < Come | B s + e

for any € € (0,1), where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality and the curvature
bound. Thus, by combing the above with (5.9) and (5.8) the estimate (5.6) follows with a
suitable choice of e.

Let us then prove (5.7). The argument is similar than above and we only point out the
main differences. Now Proposition 5.1 gives for every k =m + 1,m +2,..., K the formula

V’FkuA Hg,, _(VTkAZ;HEk) CTOE,

m+1 m
=h Vo AL HEy =0, (Al Hp, o Top, )VE,,, + h Roms1x on 0Egq,

Tk+1

where

2 2
m (14 | Bey [ f2me + | Beg | Fr2me )
and, again, by using Proposition 2.6 and Young’s inequality we have estimates

| Bg, I32mer < Con(1+ |V, AT Hp, [7,)  and
2 1 2
||BEk+1 ”H2m+2 <Cm (1 + HAm+ HEk+1 HL2) .

Tk+1
We use the previous observations, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the estimate |V, AT
Cw||BE,.,, HHQ,,M and argue as in proving (5.6) to deduce

HkaHAm HEk H%? - HkaAZ—ZHEkH%Q

Tk+1

HEk+1 HL2 <

Tk+1

< /BE |ka+1A:'r;+1HEk+1|2 _ |kaATkHEk o 7T3Ek|2 dH"™ + Ch ||VTkAZ_ZHEk H%g
k+1

< 2/ ka+IA:'r1:+1HEk+1 (ka+IATk+1HEk+1 - kaA:')ZHEk °© WBEk) dH" + Ch Hka A:—ZHEk H%Q
O0Ek+1

C
+ —mh |BE,., qugmﬂ +Ch|V., AT Hg, H%Q

Tk+1

< _2hHA:'7Z:11HEk+1”L2 +Cnh (e ||AZ;:11HE,H1 HL2 + = ||BE,€+1 ||H2m+1) +Cph (1 +||Va, AL Hp, ||L2)

3h
<= AR Hey, Iz + Coh [ Bry, [pames + Conh (14 [V, AT Hog [72) -

Again, Proposition 2.2 implies that there is 6 = #(m,n) € (0,1) such that

2(1-60
| BBy |2romes < Con| By, |22 | By, 7%

and we may proceed as previously to obtain (5.7).
Let us then prove the claim by induction. To be more precise, under the assumption h < hy,
we claim the following. For every [ e Nu {0} it holds

(5.10) ax ((k-(+ 1))h) |Hp, |3 + Z h( (k- (1+ 1))h) |H, |3 dt < G
l+2<k<K =1+2

for C; = Ci(I,n,mg,ro,T), provided that (l+2)h <T. Since t—1h < 3|t/h]h-3(l+1)h for every

t > (1+2)h, then by multiplying (5.10) by 3! and recalling the definition for the approximative

solution in (3.1), we obtain the statement of the theorem.
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Let us consider first the case [ = 0. Since P(Ey), |Bg, |~ < C, then |Hg, |12 < C for every
k=0,1,..., K. By combining this with (5.6) gives us that for every k=1,2,... , K -1

2 2 2
HHEk+1 ”L2 - HHEk HL2 < _h”kaHHEku HL2 +Ch.

We sum over k=1,2,...,K -1 and use |Hg, |2 < C as well as Kh <T to obtain
), & 2 2
HHEK ”L2 + Z thTk+1HEk+1 HL2 < ”HEI ”L2 +CKh<CT.
k=1

Thus, we conclude that (5.10) holds in the case [ =0

Let us then assume that (5.10) holds for [ — 1, where [ € N. We assume that (I +2)h <T
and prove (5.10) for [. To this aim, we denote K’ = K —[ and E/,’C = Fpy. Again, let 7, denote
the tangential differentiation along OE; . Thus, the induction assumption reads as

(5.11) max (kh)"” 1HHE, 120 + Z h(kh)" 1||HE,

<Ci_.
1<k<K’ ”Hl(aEth) =vi-1

We divide the argument into two cases depending whether [ is even or odd.

Let us first assume that [ is even and thus is of the form [ = 2m for m = 1,2,.... By
binomial expansion it holds (k+1)*™ — k2™ < 2m(k +1)?™"!. Therefore, by multiplying (5.6)
by k?"h?™ we deduce for every k=0,1,2,..., K’

(k+ 1) h¥" | AT Hiy N2 = K27 W27 | AT, Hig |7
= ((k+1)"" =K )W*™ AT Hipy [T+ KW (| gy |72 — |7 g [72)
<2mk+ 1) R AY Hpy 72 + Cok®™ B2 (14 | AT Hpg |72

2 2 1
SRR AT Hp (2,

Tk+1

Fix any j = 2,... K'. Summing the previous estimate from k =0 to k = j — 1 and using the
fact K'h < T yields

FRT AT Hp |7

j-1 j-1
<Chp Z(k + )PP AY Hpr 72+ Con 3 (KR)EP™ 2™ | A Hg |75 + C Y BE™ R
k=0 k=0 k=0

j-1
. Z kzmh2m+1“ka+lATHEllﬂ+l ||%2
K'h j
<Cpn(1+T) Z KA AT Higy |72 + Com / §2M ds - Z h(k=1)*" 0" |V, AT Hp |72
k=1 k=1

<Cpn(1+7) th?m e VAN Hpy 125 + Cp T2+ — Zh(k 1) 0™ |V, AT Hpy 12,.
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Thus, reordering the previous estimate and using the induction assumption (5.11) gives us

J
(= D" AT Hg s+ 35 (= 1) [V, A7, Hi [
=1

KI
<Con(1+T) Y K2R | A Hiy |20 + Cp T2
k=1

KI
<Co(1+T) Y h(kh)' ™ | Hp |3 + Cpu T2
k=1

<CCi_y + C,, T2+,

After substituting Ej = Ej.; and reindexing we have for every j=1+2,..., K

. l J l
(G= @+ D) AT Hp 20+ 3 A((k= (1 + 1)) [T AT iy 12 € CuCry + Cra T2,
k=1+1
Since we have |Bpg, |r~,P(Ey) < C for every k < K, then by combining the estimates of
Proposition 2.6 with the previous estimate and using Kh < T we obtain (5.10).
The case when [ is odd is similar. In this case, we have [ = 2m + 1 for some m € Nu {0}.
Thus, by using (5.7) in the place of (5.6) we may proceed as in the previous case. O

Let us then focus on Proposition 5.1. We will begin by proving two technical lemmas which
involve high order derivatives of dg and mgg. To overcome the technicalities we adopt the
notation where A; denotes a generic tensor field, which depends on the distance function, the
normal and the second fundamental form in a smooth way, i.e.,

(5.12) A; = Ai(dg,vg omgp, Bp o) in Nr/g(aE).

We also adopt here the notation S » T to denote a tensor formed by contraction on some
indexes of tensors S and T'. If the set F satisfies uniform ball condition, then the quantities
dg,vg and Bg o myg are uniformly bounded in ./\/'T/Q(OE), we may treat A; in (5.12) as a
bounded coefficient.

It is immediate that it holds for x € 0F and u € C*(9F)

V(uomgr)(x) =Vru(z) and Agnsi(uomgg)(z) = Aru(z).
Let us then derive related formulas for points = € N, 5(OF) outside OF.

Lemma 5.3. Assume E c R™! with ¥ = OF, is bounded and C3-reqular set which satisfies
uniform ball condition with radius r. Then it holds for u e C*(OE) in N, 2 (0F)

V(uomor) = V(uomor) o mor — dpV>dpV(uo mor) ° ok
and
V3 (womap) =(Pop o mop)(V:(uomop) o mop) — Vdp ® V2dpV(uo mop) © Top
+dg Ay * V(uo mop) o mop + dg A x V(Bp o map) o Mok * V(uo ToE) o mop

where Ay, Ay are tensor fields as in (5.12). Moreover, if ¥ is in addition C**2-regular and
ue CH(2) for k eN, then for all x € N, /2(OF) we may estimate

[V (uomap) (@) < Cp 3 (1+|VS Bp(mop(2))l- Ve Br(mor(2))]) [V u(mor (2)).

|| <k



42 VESA JULIN AND JOONAS NIINIKOSKI

Here Vyx, denotes the covariant derivative on X.

Proof. Let us denote 4 = uomyg and 7 = myp for short. Since 7 is projection it holds
() = a(m(x))
for all x € N, o(OF). By differentiating this we obtain
vVu(z) = Vr(x)Va(r(z)).

The first claim then follows from (2.31) and from V- (vg o) = 0. The second claim follows
by differentiating the first and by writing V2dg(x), V3dg(x) and Vr in a geometric way by
using (2.33) and (2.34).

In order to prove the third claim we observe that we may write the second equality simply
as

Vi(z) = A1 (z)  V2a(m(z)) + Ao(2) * V(Bg o ) (mop(x)) * Vi(r(z)).
By differentiating this (k —2)-times and by using (2.12) and (2.34) we deduce
[VEa(2)| < Cr 3. C(1+[v (B om)(m(@))]- [V (Bg o m) (w(2))])[V*a(m(2))]-
la<k
The claim follows once we show that for all y € X it holds
(5.13) V'a(y)| < Cr Y (1+ V" Be(y)l-V Be(y)) |97 u(y)],
|B1<l

which is the opposite estimate as Lemma 2.4.

We argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 and assume y = 0, vg(0) = e,41 and write the
surface X locally as a graph of f, i.e., ¥ n B, c {(2/, f(2')) : ' € R"} and extended f to
R™! trivially as f(2,2,41) = f(2'). We may then write the metric tensor and the Christoffel
symbols in coordinates as

gij (') = 655 + 9 f ()0 f () and  Ty(a’) = g (2") 05 f ("), f ().

Since v = % and V- (vgom) =0, we have
RT
(5.14) On1t(y) = 3, 0if (n(y)) - Bita(y).-
i=1

Let us denote the [th order differential of the function 2’ — 4 (z’,0) as Vanzl. Then by applying
first (5.14) and (2.12), and then (2.14) we deduce that

V') <Ci Y (1+ V(T om) ()] |V (T f o m) (0)]) Vg a(0)]

1Bj<i-1
<O Y (14|97 Bg(0))]-[V Bp(0)])|Vgaa(0)].
Ivl<i-1

Denote the local chart given by the coordinate parametrization by ®, i.e., ®7!(z') =
(', f(2')) and note that @(®~!(z")) = u(®(2')). Fix an index vector 8 = (B1,...,n,0)
with |8| = m. Then by (2.12) and (2.14) we obtain after straightforward calculations

V7 (wo @) (0)] 2 V7 a(0)| = oy 35 (1+[VIF(O)]+|9 72 FO)]) [V @(0))]

lylsm-1

> |VPa(0)| - Cr > (14 |V Bg(0)]-+[V7 Bg(0)])|[v™ @(0)|.

lylsm-1
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From here we deduce by an inductive argument that
V2 a(0)| < C 5 (14 V" B(0)-+[V"™ Bg(0)])[[V'™ (uo &~1)(0)].
[vlsm

Finally using the definition of the covariant derivative and the expression of the Christoffel
symbols we obtain arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 that

V" (wo @ )(0) < Cr 35 (1+[V" Be(0)]- V7" Bg(0)])[[V7"* u(0)].
ylsm
Hence, we have (5.13) and the third claim follows. O

Let us from now on assume E;, F5 ¢ R™! are as in Proposition 5.1. We write the equality
(5.3) by using the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) as

(5.15) HEQ_HE1°778E1 ZhATQHEQ-f-h,OQ(-)
on OF5, where the error function is of the form
(5.16) po(z) =A1(x) + hAx(x) * Vo, Hp,(z) * Vo, Hp, ().

Here and in the rest of the section A;(-) denotes a tensor field which depends smoothly on
dg,,VE, ©ToE,, VE,, BE, oo, and on Bg,. i.e.,

(5'17) Al(x) = Al(dEl ('I)’VEI (7T3E1 (x))’VE2 (x)’BEl (7T3E1 (x))’BE2 (:C))

The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that the sets Ey, Es c R™ are as in Proposition 5.1. Then it holds for
ue C%(OF)) on OF,

Ar,(uomgp, ) =Anuomyp, +h Ay V2(u °ToE, ) © ToE,
+h? Ay« V¥ (uo o, ) 0 Top, * Ve Hp, * Vo Hp,
+h Az« V(BE, ©moE,) © Top, * V(uomag,) © ok,
+hAy *V,Bg, * V(uomyg,) o Top, -

Proof. Let us denote & = uo mgp, and m = myp, for short. Recall that we may write the
Laplace-Beltrami on 0F5 as

(5.18) Aryii = Agnarii = (Vivg, - ve,) - Hp,0p, i,
where Agni1ti = Tr(V24) denotes the Euclidian Laplacian. Recall that Pyg, = I — vg, ® vg,
stands for the projection on the (geometric) tangent space. We deduce by applying the trace

on the second equality in Lemma 5.3, by V2dg, Vdg, = 0, and by the Euler-Lagrange equation
(3.4) that it holds on 0FE,

(5.19) Agnarti = Tr(V20) = Ajuom+hAp » (V2ion)
+hAs*«V(Bg,om)onm* (Vo).
Similarly we have
(V’avg,) ve, = ((Pog, © ) (Vo) VE,) VE
(5.20) ~ (Vdg, -vE,)(Vdp, (Vior) - vg,)
+hA;* (V2ior)+hAz «V(Bg, on)om (Vion).
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We write
((PaE1 o W)(Vzﬁ o) VEQ) VR, = ((PaE1 o W)(Vzﬁ om)(vg, — Vg, © 71)) (vp, —VE, o)
and
(Vdg, 'VEQ)(VQdEI(Vﬁ o) - I/EQ) = (Vdg, 'VE2)(V2dE1(Vﬁ om) - (Vg, — Vg, © 77))
We then use (4.20) to write vg, — Vg, om as
Vg, —VE, ©T = a1V rdpg, +as (Vg o)

for functions a; and ay which depend on |V,,dg, (z)[*. Therefore we may write (5.20) by the
Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) as

(Viivg,) v, = h A« (Vo)
F 12 Ay« (V200 7) + Vi i, = 2, H,
+hAs«V(Bg, om)om (Vo)
+hAy* Vo, Hp, x (Vior).

(5.21)

We use the first equality in Lemma 5.3, (4.20) and the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) to
write on 0F»

Oyp,u=(Viom) -vg, + hAz » (Vo)

(5.22) =(Vaom) - (vg, —vE, om)+hAsx (Viom)
=hAy*VHg, »(Vion)+hAsx (Vior).
The claim then follows from (5.18), (5.19), (5.21) and (5.22). O

We may now prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We prove only the first equality since the second follows by
differentiating the first. We point out that since E; is C*™*3-regular, then by Lemma 3.2 the
set Ey is C?™*O-regular. In particular, we have the necessary regularity for the proceeding
calculations. To that aim we recall that by (5.15) it holds

(5.23) Hp, - Hg, oo, =h A, Hg, + hpo on 0Es,
where
po(x) = A1(x) + hAg(x) x» Vi, Hp, () * Vo Hp, ().
We differentiate (5.23), use Lemma 5.4 and have on 0E»
A, Hp,(x)-A; Hg, omop, = hAgQHE2 +hpa + h A, po,
where
p2 =A1 = V?(Hp, o map,) o Tok,
+h Ay x V*(Hp, omop,) o Top, * Ve Hpy * Vr, Hp,
+ Az x V(BE, o mop,) © mop, * V(Hp, © Top,) © Top,
+ Aq * Vr, B, * V(HE, ©Top, ) © Tog, -

We continue and deduce by an iterative argument that it holds on 0F5

T2

m
A:;LHEQ - ATIHE OTYE; = hAm+1HE2 +h Z A:_Z_kpgk,
k=0
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where py is defined in (5.16) and pgy, for k> 1 is

pak =A1 * vz(Ail_lHEl °© 7T<9E1) O ToE;
+ hA2 * vz(Aﬁl_lHEl o WBEI) OTMIE, * v7'2}IE2 * VTQHEQ
+ Ag * V(Bg, o mop, ) o mop, * V(AL Hg, o mop,) o mop,

k-1
+ Ay * Vr,Bp, x V(AT Hp, 0 Top, ) © Top, -

We have thus derived a formula for the error terms in the statement of Proposition 5.1, i.e.,
we have

Rom(2) = 3 AT pu ().
k=0

We need to estimate the norm |Rapm|r2(s,), where Y3 = OF». The idea is that the total

amount of derivatives acting on the curvature terms in Ag_k paor is for most of the terms at
most 2m. The only difference is the second row in the definition of poi, which total amount
of derivatives is higher but it has an extra h as a coeflicient. Therefore we need to treat this
term more carefully.

Recall that the tensor fields A;(-) depend on dg,,vE, © 7sg,, VE,, BE, © Tor, and on Bg,
as stated in (5.17). Denote m = myg, for short. We use repeatedly (2.12), Lemma 2.4 and
the last inequality in Lemma 5.3 and obtain after long but straightforward calculations the
following pointwise estimate for all € 0F»

(5.24)
AL pop ()| <C+C Y [V By, (2)]--|V*2" By, (2)|
|a]<2m
+C| \Z [V By, (n(x))]-+|V**" By, (n(z))]
al<2m
+Ch| ; (IV* By, ()] + [V By, (7(2))])-+(IV**™ By, ()] +[V**™ By, (7 (2))|)--
al<2m

...|§1+a2m+1 Hg, (2)| |@1+a2m+2 Hpg, ()|
We use the uniform curvature bounds | By, | =, | Bs, |~ < C and Proposition 2.3 to estimate

> IV By (2)]-+V*m By, ()l £2(535) < Cl Bs 2 (5,

|a|<2m
and

> NIV By, (w(@))] V> By, (w(2))l 12 (5)

|a]<2m

<C Y IV By, ()|-[v*2 B, (W)l 12(sy) < ClBsy l2m (s,)-

|a|<2m

We are left with the last term in (5.24). As we already mentioned, this term has different
scaling with respect to h. We use the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4), (4.24) and ||dg, | L~ (aE,) <
Ch from Proposition 3.1 to deduce that

= Q

|VHE, e (s,) <
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Therefore we have by Proposition 2.3
h > (V™ By, (2)] + V™ By, (m(2))])-+ (V™ Bg, ()] + [V B, (m(2))])-

|a]<2m
|V Hig, ()] [V 9202 Hip, (2)]] 12(5)
< Ch|VHE, [T (5,)(1Bs [ m2m (s,) + | Bss [ 1om (50)) + ChIV Hi, | Lo (5) | H s | r2me (5,)

< C||Bs, | grm 51y + ClBss |l rzm (53) + CV A Higy | rome (53,
< C|Bsy | g2m s,y + ClBs, [ g2me (5,)

when h <1, and the claim follows. ]

Let us conclude this section by discussing briefly how we obtain Theorem 1.1 and Corollary
1.2 from the results in Sections 4 and 5. We obtain first from Lemma 4.6 and from Theorem
4.7 that the approximative flow (EI) satisfies uniform ball condition with radius ro/2 for
t <Ty and we have

IS =[Syl
h

Then we use Theorem 5.2 to deduce that for ¢ € [8,Tp] the sets EI' are uniformly C®-regular

when h is small enough. By Ascoli-Arzela theorem we may pass the estimate (5.25) to the limit

as h - 0 and conclude that the function t ~ sup,.; |SE, |z~ is locally Lipschitz continuous
and satisfies

d
(5.26) &(sup 1S5, 2= ) < Cu(sup | Se, | 1= )
s<t s<t

(5.25) < Cull Syl

for almost every t > 0 as long as sup,., |Sg, |z~ remains bounded. The inequality (5.26)
implies that the uniform ball condition is an open condition. To be more precise if the flat
flow (EI)s, starting from Ey, satisfies sup,.r |Sg, |z < C, then by (5.26) there is § > 0 such
that

sup |Sg, |~ <2C.

t<T+6
This together with the estimate in Theorem 5.2 implies Theorem 1.1.
The consistency principle follows from the regularity in a rather straightforward way. In-
deed, we obtain by the uniform regularity of the approximate flat flow (Ef)te[O,T] and by the
Euler-Lagrange equation (3.4) that the signed distance function satifies

Odp,(x) = Agnadp, (Tog, (x)) + f(t)

for ¢t < T and for = in a neighborhood of 0E;, where f(t) is a bounded function ot time. From
here we may conclude that the flat flow satisfies

Vi = _HEt + f(t)
Since the flat flow preserves the volume then necessarily f(t) = fa g, HE, dH" and thus it is a
solution to (1.1).
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