arXiv:2404.10298v1 [math.DG] 16 Apr 2024

ANISOTROPIC GAUSS CURVATURE FLOW OF COMPLETE NON-COMPACT GRAPHS

SHUJING PAN AND YONG WEI

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow for complete noncompact convex hypersurfaces in the Euclidean space with the anisotropy determined by a smooth closed uniformly convex Wulff shape. We show that for all positive power α > 0, if the initial hypersurface is complete noncompact and locally uniformly convex, then the solution of the flow exists for all positive time.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. The Wulff shape and the modified flow 4 3. Evolution equations 7 4. Local gradient estimate 11 5. Lower bound on the principal curvature 12 6. Local speed estimate 17 7. Long-time existence 20 References 22

1. Introduction

Let f ∈ C^∞(S^n) be a smooth positive function on the unit sphere S^n such that ¯∇^2f + fg_Sn is uniformly positive definite, where ¯∇^2f denotes the Hessian of f with respect to the round metric g_Sn on S^n. Then f determines a unique smooth uniformly convex hypersurface W with f being its support function. We call W the Wulff shape associated with the anisotropy f ∈ C^∞(S^n). When f ≡ 1 is a constant, the Wulff shape W reduces to the unit round sphere S^n and this is the isotropic case. In this paper, we consider the following anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow F : M^n × [0, T ) → R^{n+1} ∂ ∂t F (p, t) = −f(ν)K^α(p, t)ν(p, t), α > 0, (1.1) in the Euclidean space, where K(p, t) is the Gauss curvature of Σ_t = F (M^n, t) at F (p, t), ν(p, t) is the unit normal vector at F (p, t) pointing outward of the convex hull of Σ_t. The anisotropic function f(ν) is evaluated at the unit normal ν.

In the isotropic case with f ≡ 1, the flow (1.1) is known as the α-Gauss curvature flow for a given power α > 0. The case α = 1 corresponds to the classical Gauss curvature flow which was proposed by Firey [21] to model the erosion of strictly convex stones as they tumble on a beach. To obtain the model, he assumed that the stones were of uniform density, that their wear was isotropic and that the number of collisions in a region was proportional to the set of normal

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C44; 53C42.

Key words and phrases. Anisotropic, Gauss curvature flow, Wulff shape, Long-time existence. 1

directions of the region. Then the rate of wear is proportional to the Gauss curvature and the process is just the Gauss curvature flow, i.e., the flow (1.1) with α = 1 and f ≡ 1. For any smooth closed and uniformly convex hypersurface in R^{n+1} , Tso [25] proved that there exists a unique smooth solution to the Gauss curvature flow on a finite maximal time interval 0 ≤ t < T and the solution remains uniformly convex and contracts to a point as t → T . This result was extended to α-Gauss curvature flow for all α > 0 by Chow [16]. The asymptotic behavior of the solution as t → T was studied later in many works. In particular, Andrews [3] proved that any smooth closed and uniformly convex surface in R^3 contracts along the Gauss curvature flow to a round point as t → T . The case α = 1/(n + 2) corresponds to the affine normal flow and Andrews [2] proved that the solution converges to a normalized ellipsoid after reparametrizing and rescaling about the final point. The superaffine case α > 1/(n + 2) of the flow (1.1) was also widely studied and the asymptotical shape is always spherical in this case, see [4,6,8,16,23]. We refer the readers to [7, Chapters 15-17] for an excellent exposition of the smooth closed solutions of the α-Gauss curvature flow.

Allowing some anisotropy in the material of the stone, the wearing process of the tumbling stones is modeled as the anisotropic Gauss curvature flow (1.1) for some positive function f on the sphere S^n. Andrews [4] studied the anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow (1.1) incorporated with a general anisotropy f and showed that the flow (1.1) with α > 0 contracts any smooth closed convex hypersurface to a point in finite time. Moreover, for α ∈ (1/(n + 2), 1/n] he proved that the solution converges to a self-similar shrinking solution after rescaling. In his proof, the condition α ≤ 1/n is necessary to get the lower bound of the Gauss curvature. Recently, curvature estimate of the anisotropic Gauss curvature flow for α ∈ (0,^1_{n−1} ] was studied by Choi, Kim and Lee [15]. Weak convergence in certain sense of the flow (1.1) was studied by Böröczky and Guan [9] and was applied to study the weak solution of L_p Minkowski problem. The smooth convergence of a smooth closed convex solution of the anisotropic Gauss curvature flow (1.1) for α > 1/n is not yet known and is still open.

In this paper, we care about the complete non-compact case. We first review some results in the literature on this aspect. Ecker and Huisken [19, 20] studied the evolution of entire graphs by mean curvature flow, and proved that if the initial hypersurface is a graph of locally Lipschitz continuous function on R^n , then the solution exists for all time. The mean curvature flow for complete graph over a bounded domain was studied by Sáez and Schnürer [24]. Recently, the evolution of complete non-compact graphs by fully nonlinear curvature flow has been considered. Choi and Daskalopoulos [11] extended the techniques of Ecker and Huisken to the Q_k flow and proved the long-time existence under the weak convexity assumption. Choi, Daskalopoulos, Kim, and Lee [13] extended the method to the α-Gauss curvature flow (i.e., the flow (1.1) with f ≡ 1). For all α > 0, if the initial surface is a complete noncompact and locally uniformly convex hypersurface embedded in R^{n+1} , they proved the global existence of the solution. The asymptotical behavior of the flow for α > 1/2 was studied later by Choi, Choi and Daskalopoulos [14]. Alessandroni and Sinestrari [1] studied the evolution of complete non-compact convex graphs by general symmetric curvature function F under some conditions on F . The evolution of complete noncompact hypersurfaces by inverse mean curvature flow was also studied by Daskalopoulos and Huisken [18] and Choi and Daskalopoulos [12].

A natural question is whether the techniques can be extended to complete noncompact hypersurfaces evolving by the anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow (1.1) for general anisotropy f ∈ C^∞(S^n). In this work, we consider the case f being the support function of a smooth closed, uniformly convex Wulff shape W in R^{n+1} . We shall show the global existence of the flow (1.1) for complete non-compact and locally uniformly convex hypersurfaces. In order to state our result, we recall the following definition of locally uniformly convex hypersurfaces as in [13].

Definition 1.1. We denote by C^2_H(R^{n+1} ) the class of C^2 complete hypersurfaces embedded in R^{n+1} . For a convex hypersurface M ∈ C^2_H(R^{n+1} ), we denote by λ^M_{min}(p) the smallest principal curvature of M at p ∈ M. Given any complete convex hypersurface Σ, which may not be necessarily of C^2, and p ∈ Σ, we define λ^Σ_{min}(p) by

λ^Σ_{min}(p) := sup{λ^M_{min}(p) : p ∈ M, M ∈ C^2_H(R^{n+1} ), Σ ⊂ the convex hull of M}

and we say that (i). Σ is strictly convex, if λ^Σ_{min}(p) > 0 for all points p ∈ Σ; (ii). Σ is uniformly convex, if there is a constant m > 0 satisfying λ^Σ_{min}(p) ≥ m > 0 for all p ∈ Σ; and (iii). Σ is locally uniformly convex, if for any compact subset A ⊂ R^{n+1} , there is a constant m_A > 0 satisfying λ^Σ_{min}(p) ≥ m_A for all p ∈ Σ ∩ A.

Our main result is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that W is a smooth closed and uniformly convex Wulff shape which encloses a convex body ^W. Let f ∈ C^∞(S^n) be the support function of W with respect to the point z_0 ∈ ^W satisfying the property in Proposition 2.2. Assume that Σ_0 is a complete, non-compact, locally uniformly convex hypersurface embedded in R^{n+1} given by an immersion F_0 : M^n → R^{n+1} with Σ_0 = F_0(M^n). Then for any α > 0, there exists a complete, non-compact, smooth and strictly convex solution Σ_t := F (M^n, t) of the flow ∂ ∂t F (p, t) = −f(ν)K^α(p, t)ν(p, t), α > 0, lim_{t→0} F (p, t) = F_0(p, t),

(1.2)

which is defined for all time 0 < t < +∞.

For the proof, we assume that the initial hypersurface Σ_0 is expressed as a complete convex graph over a domain Ω ⊂ R^n , that is, Σ_0 = {(x, u_0(x)) : x ∈ Ω} for some function u_0 : Ω → R, where Ω may be bounded or unbounded. This is ensured by the theorem of H. Wu [27]:

Theorem 1.3 ( [27]). Let Σ be a complete, non-compact, locally uniformly convex hypersurface embedded in R^{n+1} . Then there exists a function u_0 : Ω → R defined on a convex open domain Ω ⊂ R^n such that Σ = {(x, u_0(x)) : x ∈ Ω} and

(i) u_0 attains its minimum in Ω and inf_Ω u_0 > 0; (ii) if Ω ≠ R^n , then lim_{x→x0} u_0(x) = +∞ for all x_0 ∈ ∂Ω; (iii) if Ω is unbounded, then lim_{R→+∞}(inf_{Ω\BR(0)} u_0) = +∞.

Then we will work on the graphical solution of the flow. As in the work [13] on the isotropic case, there are three ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.2: a local bound from above on the gradient function of Σ_t; a local bound from below on the smallest principle curvature λ_{min} of Σ_t; and a local bound from above on the speed f(ν)K^α of Σ_t. We shall first assume the initial data is smooth and strictly convex in order to apply the known parabolic PDE theory, and the above local a priori estimates are proved for smooth solutions. An approximation argument implies a smooth solution for locally uniformly convex hypersurfaces.

In our anisotropic case, a crucial new observation is that by choosing a suitable point z_0 ∈ ^W (see Proposition 2.2) the support function f of the Wulff shape W with respect to z_0 satisfies the property ⟨f(x)x + ¯∇f(x), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 whenever ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, where e_{n+1} is a fixed direction. This is important for us to obtain the local a priori estimates using the maximum principle. By Theorem 1.3, a locally uniformly convex hypersurface Σ can be written as a graph over a convex domain Ω ⊂ R^n . Let e_{n+1} be the direction such that ⟨ν(p), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, ∀p ∈ Σ, (1.3) where ν(p) is the unit normal vector of Σ at the point p pointing outward of the convex hull of Σ. Then Proposition 2.2 guarantees that the anisotropic unit normal vector field ν_f := f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν) of Σ satisfies ⟨ν_f (p), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, ∀p ∈ Σ (1.4) as well. Based on this, we modify the flow (1.2) by changing the direction of the evolution from the unit normal ν to the anisotropic unit normal ν_f : ∂ ∂t F (p, t) = −K^α(p, t)ν_f (p, t), α > 0, (1.5) This modified flow (1.5) is equivalent to the original flow (1.2) as their speeds only differ by a tangent vector field ¯∇f(ν) and the corresponding solutions are the same up to a time-dependent tangential diffeomorphism. The advantage of this modification is that we can cancel some bad terms in the evolution equations in order to apply the maximum principle.

The paper is organized as follows: In §2, we collect and prove some properties on the Wulff shape, and the anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow (1.5). In §3 we derive the basic evolution equations along the flow (1.5). In §4 - §6 we prove the crucial local a priori estimates on gradient function, principal curvatures and the speed function. In §7 we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank the referees for helpful suggestions. The research was surpported by National Key R and D Program of China 2021YFA1001800 and 2020YFA0713100, China Postdoctoral Science Foundation No.2022M723057. S. Pan would like to thank Professor Jiayu Li for his constant support.

2. The Wulff shape and the modified flow

In this section, we first review some properties of the Wulff shape and prove the existence of an approximate inner point inside the Wulff shape W such that the property in Proposition 2.2 holds. Then we consider the anisotropy f as the support function of the Wulff shape W with respect to this point and modify the flow (1.2) to the equivalent flow (1.5) by adding a tangential term.

2.1. The Wulff shape. Let W ⊂ R^{n+1} be a smooth closed and uniformly convex Wulff shape and ^W be the convex body bounded by W. The Gauss map of W is defined as the unit outward normal G = ν : W → S^n which is a non-degenerate diffeomorphism. Then W can be parametrized by the inverse Gauss map G^{−1} : S^n → W. Fix any point z ∈ ^W, the support function f_z : S^n → R_+ of W with respect to z is defined by f_z(x) = sup{⟨x, y − z⟩ : y ∈ W}. Since W is uniformly convex, the supremum is attained at a point y such that x is the outer normal of W at y, and y − z = f_z(x)x + ¯∇f_z(x), where ¯∇ is the covariant derivative with respect to the round metric g_Sn = (ḡ_{ij} ) of S^n. This gives the embedding G^{−1} : S^n → R^{n+1} with image equals W. The Weingarten map of W can also be recovered by the support function (see e.g. [4, 26]). Let

r_{ij} = ¯∇^2_{ij}f_z + f_zḡ_{ij} , (2.1)

where ¯∇^2_{ij} f denotes the Hessian of f with respect to the ḡ_{ij} . The eigenvalues of r_{ij} with respect to ḡ_{ij} are the principal radii of curvature r_i = 1/λ_i, i = 1, · · · , n. As W is smooth, closed and uniformly convex, the matrix r_{ij} is positive definite at any point and there are uniformly positive lower and upper bounds of the eigenvalues.

Suppose e_{n+1} is a fixed direction in R^{n+1} . We next show that there exists a point z_0 contained in ^W, such that the support function f_{z0} of W with respect to z_0 satisfies ⟨f_{z0} (x)x + ¯∇f_{z0} (x), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 whenever ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 for x ∈ Sn. First we have the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that W ⊂ R^{n+1} is a smooth closed and uniformly convex hypersurface and X denotes its position vector field. If ⟨X, e_{n+1}⟩ attains its maximum at some point X_0 ∈ W, then the outer normal vector at X_0 is e_{n+1}.

Proof. Assume that {e_i, i = 1, · · · , n} are orthonormal frame of the tangent space of W, ν is the outer normal vector field of W. By the maximum principle, at X_0, we have ∇_{ei} ⟨X, e_{n+1}⟩ = ⟨e_i, e_{n+1}⟩ = 0, ∀i = 1, · · · , n, (2.2) and ∇^2⟨X, e_{n+1}⟩(X_0) ≤ 0. (2.3) Here ∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the induced metric on W. Equation (2.2) implies that e_{n+1} is a normal vector field of W at X_0. On the other hand, by the Gauss formula ∇_i∇_j X = −h_{ij} ν, and W is uniformly convex, (2.3) leads to ⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩ ≥ 0 at X_0. Therefore, e_{n+1} = ν at X_0. □ Proposition 2.2. Let W ⊂ R^{n+1} be a smooth closed and uniformly convex Wulff shape and ^W be the convex body bounded by W. Then there exists an interior point z_0 ∈ ^W, such that the support function f_{z0} of W with respect to the point z_0 satisfies ⟨f_{z0} (x)x + ¯∇f_{z0} (x), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 whenever ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, where x ∈ S^n.

Proof. For fixed direction e_{n+1}, there is a great circle S^1 on S^n whose position vector is perpendicular to e_{n+1}. Then, S^1 divides S^n into two parts denoted by S^+ := {x ∈ S^n : ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≥ 0}, S^− := {x ∈ S^n : ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0}. Since the Gauss map G is a non-degenerate diffeomorphism between W and S^n, the inverse of G maps S^1 to a closed curve Γ on W.

Let f be the support function of W with respect to the original point o ∈ R^{n+1} . Then x ∈ S^n is the outer normal vector at the point y = f(x)x + ¯∇f(x) on W. Therefore, on Γ the outer normal vector x is perpendicular to e_{n+1}. Meanwhile, Γ divides W into two parts denoted by Γ^+ := {y = f(x)x + ¯∇f(x) ∈ W : ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≥ 0}, Γ^− := {y = f(x)x + ¯∇f(x) ∈ W : ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0}. On the one hand, we assume that max x∈S^− ⟨f(x)x + ¯∇f(x), e_{n+1}⟩ = ⟨f(x_0)x_0 + ∇f(x_0), e_{n+1}⟩ = ⟨y_0, e_{n+1}⟩

where x_0 ∈ S^−, y_0 = f(x_0)x_0 + ¯∇f(x_0) ∈ Γ^−. On the other hand, we assume that max_{x∈Sn}⟨f(x)x + ¯∇f(x), e_{n+1}⟩ = ⟨f(x_1)x_1 + ¯∇f(x_1), e_{n+1}⟩ = ⟨y_1, e_{n+1}⟩,

where x_1 ∈ S^n, y_1 = f(x_1)x_1 + ¯∇f(x_1) ∈ W. By Lemma 2.1, we know that x_1 = e_{n+1}, that means x_1 ∈ S^+ \ S^1 and y_1 ∈ Γ^+ \ Γ .

Since W is uniformly convex, the point ty_1 + (1 − t)y_0 is contained in ^W for any t ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, ⟨y_0 − (ty_1 + (1 − t)y_0), e_{n+1}⟩ = t⟨y_0 − y_1, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0.

Therefore, for any fixed t_0 ∈ (0, 1), let z_0 = t_0y_1 + (1 − t_0)y_0 ∈ ^W, then ⟨y − z_0, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ ⟨y_0 − z_0, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ Γ^−. (2.4)

Fix the point z_0 ∈ ^W, we note that the support function f_{z0} (x) of the Wulff shape W with respect to z_0 and the support function f(x) of the Wulff shape W with respect to the origin o ∈ R^{n+1} are related by f_{z0} (x) = f(x) − ⟨z_0, x⟩. Then (2.4) implies that ⟨f_{z0} (x)x + ¯∇f_{z0} (x), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 whenever ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 for x ∈ S^n. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.2. □

From now on, for a given smooth closed and uniformly convex Wulff shape W, we always choose the point z_0 ∈ ^W such that the support function f_{z0} with respect to z_0 satisfies the property in Proposition 2.2. For simplicity of the notations, we denote f(x) = f_{z0} (x) in the rest of the paper. So we have ⟨f(x)x + ¯∇f(x), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 whenever ⟨x, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0 for x ∈ S^n. We shall consider the anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow associated with this anisotropy f. Note that when f is a constant, we can rescale the constant to be 1 and the corresponding Wulff shape W reduces to the unit round sphere S^n. In this case, the flow (1.2) reduces to the isotropic α-Gauss curvature flow.

2.2. The anisotropic Gauss curvature flow. Given a complete, non-compact, strict convex hypersurface Σ_0 embedded in R^{n+1} , we let F_0 : M^n → R^{n+1} be an immersion with F_0(M^n) = Σ_0. By Theorem 1.3, Σ_0 is a graph over a convex domain Ω ⊂ R^n . Let e_{n+1} be the direction satisfying ⟨ν(p), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, ∀p ∈ M^n, (2.5) where ν(p) is the unit normal vector of Σ_0 at the point F_0(p) pointing outward of the convex hull of Σ_0. Then by Proposition 2.2, the anisotropic normal vector field ν_f := f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν) satisfies ⟨ν_f (p), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, ∀p ∈ M^n. (2.6) Based on this observation, it’s natural to modify the flow (1.2) by changing the direction of the evolution from the unit normal ν to the anisotropic unit normal ν_f . Note that the vector field ¯∇f(ν) is a tangent vector on T_ν Sn, which could be viewed as a tangent vector at T_pΣ_t since we have a natural identification between T_pΣ_t and T_{ν(p)}S^n. This follows from the fact that the unit normal of S^n at ν(p) ∈ S^n is just ν(p) itself, and the orthonormal frame of T_pΣ_t also spans the tangent space T_{ν(p)}S^n at ν(p). Let g_{ij} denote the induced metric on Σ_t. In local coordinates, we can write the tangent vector ¯∇f(ν) ∈ T_{ν(p)}S^n as ¯∇f(ν) = f_k(ν)g^{kℓ}∂_ℓF .

Since ¯∇f(ν) is a tangent vector field of Σ_t, the modification of changing the direction ν to ν_f does not change the behavior of the flow and it’s just a time-dependent tangential diffeomorphism. So in the following, we consider the following equivalent form of the flow (1.2) ∂ ∂t F (p, t) = −K^α(p, t) ( f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν) ) , lim_{t→0} F (p, t) = F_0(p, t),

(2.7) where K(p, t) is the Gauss curvature of Σ_t at F (p, t), ν(p, t) is the unit normal vector of Σ_t at the point F (p, t) pointing outward of the convex hull of Σ_t. On the other hand, by writing Σ_t as graph of a convex function u(·, t), we can also work with an equivalent scalar parabolic equation for the function u: ∂ ∂t u = ρ(Du) (det D^2u)^α

(1 + |Du|^2)^{α(n+2)−1}2

, (2.8)

where ρ(Du) = f (∑_n i=1 e_iD_iu − e_{n+1} √ 1 + |Du|^2 ) .

3. Evolution equations

In this section, we derive the evolution equations along the modified anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow (2.7).

We first fix the notations. For a strictly convex smooth hypersurface Σ in R^{n+1} , we denote by g_{ij} , h_{ij} , b^{ij} and g^{ij} the induced metric, the second fundamental form, the inverse of the second fundamental form (namely b^{ij} h_{jk} = δ^i_k) and the inverse matrix of g_{ij} . The mean curvature of Σ is defined as H = ∑_n i,j=1 g ij h_{ij} and K = det(g^{ik}h_{kj}) denotes the Gauss curvature of Σ. Let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection with respect to the induced metric on Σ. We denote by L the linearized operator of the flow (1.2) L = αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i∇_j. Furthermore, ⟨, ⟩_L denotes the associated inner product ⟨∇g, ∇h⟩_L = αfK^αb^{ij}∇_ig∇_j h, and ‖ · ‖_L denotes the L-norm given by the inner product ⟨, ⟩_L. To obtain the C^1 estimate, it is convenient to consider the gradient function defined by υ = −⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩^{−1} = √ 1 + |Du|^2 (3.1)

where ν is the unit normal vector field pointing outward of the convex hull of Σ. The upper bound of υ also ensures that the evolving hypersurface Σ_t remains as a graph.

We summarize the evolution equations in Proposition 3.1. The calculation is standard (see e.g. [7]) but we need to carefully deal with the extral terms produced by the anisotropy f.

Proposition 3.1. Let Σ_t be a smooth, complete strictly convex graph solution of (2.7). Then the following evolution equations hold: ∂_tg_{ij} = − 2f(ν)K^αh_{ij} − ∇_iK^αf_j(ν) − ∇_jK^αf_i(ν) − K^αf_{jℓ}h^ℓ_i − K^αf_{iℓ}h^ℓ_j , (3.2) ∂_tν =f(ν)∇K^α, (3.3) ∂_th_{ij} =Lh_{ij} + αfK^α ( αb^{kℓ}b^{mn} − b^{km}b^{ℓn} ) ∇_ih_{mn}∇_j h_{kℓ} + αfK^αHh_{ij} − nαfK^αh_{im}h^m_j − K^α(f_{kℓ} + fg_{kℓ})h^ℓ_j h^k_i , (3.4) ∂_tK^α =LK^α + αfK^{2α}H + αK^{2α}f_{kℓ}g^{jk}h^ℓ_j + 2αK^α⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩, (3.5) ∂_t(f(ν)K^α) =L(f(ν)K^α) + αf^2K^{2α}H, (3.6) ∂_tυ =Lυ − 2υ^{−1}‖∇υ‖^2_L − αfK^αHυ, (3.7) where f_i, f_{ij} are components of ¯∇f and the Hessian of f with respect to the basis {∂_iF, i = 1, · · · , n} of the tangent space T_pΣ_t, and the upper indices such as h^ℓ_i , h^{jℓ} are lifted using g^{ij} .

Proof of (3.2). In local coordinates, the induced metric has components g_{ij} = ⟨∇_iF, ∇_j F ⟩. Then ∂_tg_{ij} =⟨∂_t∇_iF, ∇_j F ⟩ + ⟨∇_iF, ∂_t∇_jF ⟩ = ⟨∇_i∂_tF, ∇_j F ⟩ + ⟨∇_iF, ∇_j∂_tF ⟩. (3.8) Along the flow (2.7), we have ⟨∇_i∂_tF, ∇_j F ⟩ = ⟨ −∇_i ( f(ν)K^αν + K^α ¯∇f(ν) ) , ∇_j F ⟩

= − ⟨ f(ν)K^α∇_iν + ∇_iK^α ¯∇f(ν) + K^α∇_i (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ∇_j F ⟩ . (3.9)

By Weingarten equation ⟨∇_iν, ∇_jF ⟩ = h_{ij} . We also have ⟨ ¯∇f, ∇_jF ⟩ = f_j. For the third term on the right hand side of (3.9), since ¯∇f(ν) = f_k(ν)∂_ℓF g^{kℓ} we have ⟨∇_i (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ∇_jF ⟩ =⟨∇_i(f_k(ν)∂_ℓF g^{kℓ}), ∇_j F ⟩ =∇_i(f_k(ν))g^{kℓ}g_{ℓj} =⟨ ¯∇(f_j(ν)), ∇_iν⟩ =f_{jℓ}h^ℓ_i . It follows that ⟨∇_i∂_tF, ∇_j F ⟩ = −f(ν)K^αh_{ij} − ∇_iK^αf_j(ν) − K^αf_{jℓ}h^ℓ_i . (3.10) Substituting (3.10) into (3.8) gives the equation (3.2). □ Proof of (3.3). We compute that ⟨∂_tν, ∇_iF ⟩ = −⟨ν, ∇_i∂_tF ⟩ = ⟨ ν, ∇_i ( f(ν)K^αν + K^α ¯∇f(ν) )⟩ = ∇_i (f(ν)K^α) + K^α⟨ν, ∇_i (¯ ∇f(ν) ) ⟩ = f(ν)∇_iK^α + K^αf_k(ν)h^k_i − K^αf_k(ν)h_{iℓ}g^{kℓ} = f(ν)∇_iK^α. Since |ν|^2 = 1 implies ⟨∂_tν, ν⟩ = 0. We obtain (3.3). □ Proof of (3.4). By definition, we have ∇_i∇_j F = −h_{ij} ν, so that h_{ij} = −⟨∇_i∇_jF, ν⟩. Along the flow (2.7), we compute that ∂_th_{ij} = −∂_t⟨∇_i∇_j F, ν⟩ = −⟨∇_i∇_j ∂_tF, ν⟩ − ⟨∇_i∇_j F, ∂_tν⟩ = ⟨ ∇_i∇_j ( f(ν)K^αν + K^α ¯∇f(ν) ) , ν ⟩ + ⟨h_{ij} ν, ∂_tν⟩ = ∇_i∇_j (f(ν))K^α + ∇_i(f(ν))∇_j K^α + ∇_j(f(ν))∇_iK^α + f∇_i∇_j K^α +fK^α⟨∇_i∇_jν, ν⟩ + ∇_iK^α⟨∇_j ( ¯∇f(ν)), ν⟩ + ∇_jK^α⟨∇_i( ¯∇f(ν)), ν⟩ +K^α⟨∇_i∇_j( ¯∇f(ν)), ν⟩. (3.11) ⟨∇_iν, ν⟩ = 0 implies ⟨∇_i∇_jν, ν⟩ = −⟨∇_iν, ∇_jν⟩ = −h_{iℓ}h^ℓ_j . (3.12) For the derivatives of the anisotropy f, we have ⟨∇_j (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ν⟩ = − ⟨ ¯∇f(ν), ∇_j ν⟩

= − ⟨f_k∂_ℓF g^{kℓ}, ∇_j ν⟩ = − f_kh^k_j = − ∇_j (f(ν)) . (3.13) Similarly, ⟨∇_i∇_j (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ν⟩ = ∇_i⟨∇_j (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ν⟩ − ⟨∇_j (¯ ∇f(ν) ) , ∇_iν⟩ = −∇_i∇_j (f(ν)) − ⟨∇_j ( f_k(ν)∂_ℓF g^{kℓ} ) , ∇_iν⟩ = −∇_i∇_j (f(ν)) − f_{kℓ}h^ℓ_j h^k_i . (3.14) Now, combining (3.11) – (3.14), we deduce that ∂_th_{ij} = f∇_i∇_jK^α − K^α(f_{kℓ} + fg_{kℓ})h^ℓ_j h^k_i . (3.15) Next, f∇_i∇_jK^α = f∇_i(αK^αb^{mn}h_{mn,j} ) = α^2fK^αb^{kl}b^{mn}h_{kl,i}h_{mn,j} + αfK^α∇_ib^{mn}h_{mn,j} + αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mn,ji} = αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mn,ji} + α^2fK^αb^{kl}b^{mn}h_{kl,i}h_{mn,j} − αfK^αb^{km}b^{ln}h_{kl,i}h_{mn,j} = αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mn,ji} + αfK^α ( αb^{kl}b^{mn} − b^{km}b^{ln} ) h_{kl,i}h_{mn,j} . By the similar computation used in the proof of Simons’ identity (see [17, Chapter 2.1]), αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mn,ji} = αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mj,ni} = αfK^αb^{mn}h_{mj,in} + αfK^αb^{mn}R_{nikj}h^k_m + αfK^αb^{mn}R_{nikm}h^k_j = αfK^αb^{mn}h_{ij,mn} + αfK^αb^{mn}(h_{nk}h_{ij} − h_{nj} h_{ik})h^k_m +αfK^αb^{mn}(h_{nk}h_{im} − h_{nm}h_{ik})h^k_j = Lh_{ij} + αfK^α(h_{nk}h_{ij} − h_{nj} h_{ik})g^{kn} − (n − 1)αfK^αh_{ik}h^k_j = Lh_{ij} + αfK^αHh_{ij} − nαfK^αh_{ik}h^k_j . Therefore f∇_i∇_jK^α = Lh_{ij} + αfK^α ( αb^{kl}b^{mn} − b^{km}b^{ln} ) ∇_ih_{mn}∇_jh_{kl} +αfK^αHh_{ij} − nαfK^αh_{im}h^m_j . (3.16) Substituting (3.16) into (3.15), we obtain (3.4). □ Proof of (3.5). By definition K = det(h_{ij} ) det(g^{ij} ), using (3.15),(3.2) and g^{ij} g_{jk} = δ^i_k we derive that ∂_tK^α = αK^α∂_t ( log(det h_{ij} ) + log(det g^{ij} ) ) = αK^αb^{ij} ∂_th_{ij} + αK^αg_{ij} ∂_tg^{ij} = αK^αb^{ij} ∂_th_{ij} − αK^αg^{ij} ∂_tg_{ij} = αK^αb^{ij} ( f∇_i∇_jK^α − K^α(f_{kℓ} + fg_{kℓ})h^ℓ_j h^k_i ) + αK^αg^{ij} ( 2f(ν)K^αh_{ij} +∇_iK^αf_j(ν) + ∇_jK^αf_i(ν) + K^αf_{jℓ}(ν)h^ℓ_i + K^αf_{iℓ}(ν)h^ℓ_j ) = LK^α + αfK^{2α}H + αK^{2α}f_{kℓ}g^{jk}h^ℓ_j + 2αK^α⟨∇f, ∇K^α⟩. □

Proof of (3.6). Firstly, by (3.3), ∂_tf(ν) = ⟨ ¯∇f, ∂_tν⟩ = f⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩. Meanwhile, ∇_kK^α =αK^{α−1}∇_k(det(g^{ij} ) det(h_{ij} )) =αK^{α−1} det(g^{ij} ) det(h_{ij} )b^{mn}h_{mn,k} = αK^αb^{ij}h_{ij,k}. Then L(f(ν)) = αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i∇_j(f(ν)) = αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i(f_kh^k_j ) = αfK^αb^{ij} f_{kℓ}h^ℓ_i h^k_j + αfK^αb^{ij} f_k∇_ih^k_j = αfK^αf_{kℓ}g^{jℓ}h^k_j + f⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩, where we used the Codazzi equation ∇_ih_{jk} = ∇_kh_{ij} . This gives ∂_tf(ν) = Lf(ν) − αfK^αf_{kℓ}g^{jℓ}h^k_j . (3.17) Combining (3.17) with (3.5) yields

∂_t(f(ν)K^α) = f(ν)∂_tK^α + ∂_t(f(ν))K^α = f ( LK^α + αfK^{2α}H + αK^{2α}f_{kℓ}g^{jk}h^ℓ_j + 2αK^α⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩ )

+K^α ( Lf − αfK^αf_{kℓ}g^{jℓ}h^k_j ) = L(fK^α) − 2αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i(f(ν))∇_j K^α + αf^2K^{2α}H +2αfK^α⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩ = L(fK^α) − 2αfK^αb^{ij} f_kh^k_i ∇_jK^α + αf^2K^{2α}H +2αfK^α⟨ ¯∇f, ∇K^α⟩ = L(fK^α) + αf^2K^{2α}H. □ Proof of (3.7). By (3.3) we have ∂_tυ = υ^2⟨∂_tν, e_{n+1}⟩ = fυ^2⟨∇K^α, e_{n+1}⟩. (3.18) On the other hand, Lυ = αfK^αb^{ij}∇_i∇_jυ = αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i ( υ^2⟨∇_j ν, e_{n+1}⟩ ) = 2υ^{−1}αfK^αb^{ij}∇_iυ∇_j υ + αfK^αb^{ij} υ^2∇_i⟨h_{jk}∇^kF, e_{n+1}⟩ = 2υ^{−1}αfK^αb^{ij}∇_iυ∇_j υ + υ^2⟨αfK^αb^{ij}h_{ij,k}∇^kF, e_{n+1}⟩ −αfK^αb^{ij} υ^2h_{jk}h^k_i ⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩ = 2υ^{−1}‖∇υ‖^2_L + fυ^2⟨e_{n+1}, ∇K^α⟩ + αfK^αHυ. (3.19) Combining (3.18) and (3.19) gives the equation (3.7). □

4. Local gradient estimate In this section, we derive the local estimate for the gradient function υ defined in (3.1). The proof relies on choosing a suitable cut-off function, and the property of the support function f in Proposition 2.2 plays a crucial role during the estimate.

Assume that Σ_t is a strictly convex graph solution of (2.7). Let ū(p, t) = ⟨F (p, t), e_{n+1}⟩ denote the height function. Given constants N > 0 and β ≥ 0, we define the cut-off function ψ_β by ψ_β (p, t) = (N − βt − ū(p, t))_+ = max{N − βt − ū(p, t), 0}. (4.1) Lemma 4.1. Along the flow (2.7), the cut-off function ψ_β evolves by ∂_tψ_β(p, t) = Lψ_β(p, t) + nαfK^αυ^{−1} + K^α⟨f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩ − β. (4.2) Proof. By Theorem 1.3, ψ_β is compactly supported and on its support we have ∂_tψ_β(p, t) = −β − ⟨∂_tF, e_{n+1}⟩ = −β + K^α⟨f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩. Moreover, Lψ_β(p, t) = αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i∇_jψ_β(p, t) = −αfK^αb^{ij}⟨∇_i∇_jF, e_{n+1}⟩ = αfK^αb^{ij} h_{ij} ⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩ = nαfK^α⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩. The equation (4.2) follows immediately. □ Lemma 4.2. Along the flow (2.7), the following holds: ∂_t(ψ_βυ) ≤ L(ψ_βυ) − 2αfK^αb^{ij}υ^{−1}∇_i(ψ_β υ)∇_j υ + nαfK^α − βυ −αfK^αHψ_βυ. Proof. By (3.7) and (4.2), we have ∂_t(ψ_β υ) − L(ψ_βυ) = υ (∂_tψ_β − Lψ_β) + ψ_β (∂_tυ − Lυ) − 2αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_iψ_β ∇_jυ = υ ( nαfK^αυ^{−1} + K^α⟨f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩ − β ) −ψ_β ( 2υ^{−1}‖∇υ‖^2_L + αfK^αHυ ) − 2αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_iψ_β∇_jυ = −2αfK^αb^{ij} υ^{−1}∇_i(ψ_β υ)∇_j υ + nαfK^α − βυ −αfK^αHψ_βυ + K^α⟨f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩υ. By Proposition 2.2, υ = −⟨ν, e_{n+1}⟩^{−1} ≥ 0 leads to ⟨f(ν)ν + ¯∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ 0, which implies the lemma. □ Theorem 4.3 (Gradient estimate). Let Σ_t be a complete strictly convex smooth graph solution of (2.7) defined on M^n × [0, T ], for some T > 0. Given constants β > 0 and N ≥ β, (ψ_βυ)(p, t) ≤ max { N sup_{QN} υ(p, 0), Nβ^{−1}nα max{sup_{Sn} f, 1} } , ∀ (p, t) ∈ M^n × [0, T ], (4.3)

where Q_N = {p ∈ M^n : ū(p, 0) < N}.

Proof. Since the cut-off function ψ_β is compactly supported, for fixed T ∈ (0, +∞), the function ψ_βυ attains its maximum on M^n × [0, T ] at some point (p_0, t_0). If t_0 = 0, then (ψ_β υ)(p, t) ≤ sup_{p∈M}(ψ_β υ)(p, 0) ≤ N sup_{QN} υ(p, 0) (4.4)

for all p ∈ M^n. Assume that t_0 > 0, then by Lemma 4.2, at (p_0, t_0) we have 0 ≤ ∂_t(ψ_β υ) − L(ψ_βυ) ≤ nαfK^α − βυ − αfK^αHψ_β υ, which is equivalent to nαfK^α ≥ βυ + αfK^αHψ_β υ. (4.5) Using the facts that ψ_β ≤ N, β ≤ N, H ≥ nK^1n and f is positive and bounded from above, we rearrange (4.5) and obtain nα ≥ βυf^{−1}K^{−α} + αHψ_β υ ≥ β N f^{−1}K^{−α}ψ_βυ + αHψ_β υ ≥ β N min{1/(sup_{Sn} f), 1} ( K^{−α} + nαK^{1/n} ) ψ_βυ, (4.6)

Applying Young’s inequality K^{−α} + nαK^{1/n} ≥ 1 1 + nα K^{−α} + nα 1 + nα K^{1/n} ≥ 1, then (4.6) implies that ψ_βυ ≤ Nβ^{−1}nα max{sup_{Sn} f, 1}. (4.7) The estimate (4.3) then follows from combining (4.4) and (4.7). □

5. Lower bound on the principal curvature In this section, we estimate the lower bound on the smallest principal curvature λ_{min}. Since the minimum eigenvalue is not necessarily smooth, we adopt the following derivatives of a smooth approximation for the minimum eigenvalue, which was established by Brendle, Choi and Daskalopoulos [8] firstly.

Lemma 5.1. [15, Lemma 4.1] Let μ be the multiplicity of the smallest principal curvature at a point p_0 on Σ_{t0} for t_0 > 0 so that λ_1 = · · · = λ_μ < λ_{μ+1} ≤ · · · ≤ λ_n, where λ_1, · · · , λ_n are the principal curvatures. Suppose ϕ is a smooth function defined on M = ∪_{0<t≤t0} Σ_t × {t} such that ϕ ≤ λ_1 on M and ϕ = λ_1 at the point (p_0, t_0). Then, at this point with a chart g_{ij} = δ_{ij} , h_{ij} = δ_{ij} λ_i, we have ∇_ih_{kℓ} = ∇_iϕδ_{kℓ}, for 1 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ μ, (5.1)

∇_i∇_iϕ ≤ ∇_i∇_ih_{11} − 2 ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_ℓ − λ_1

, (5.2) and ∂_tϕ ≥ ∂_th_{11} − ∂_tg_{11}λ_1. (5.3) Lemma 5.2. Let Σ_t be a complete strictly convex smooth graph solution of (2.7) defined on M^n × [0, T ], for some T > 0. Assume that ϕ is the function satisfying the conditions in Lemma 5.1. Then, the following holds at the point (p_0, t_0): ∂_tϕ − Lϕ ≥ − nαfK^αλ^2_1 + αfK^αHλ_1 + 2αK^αb^{rs}h_{rs,1}f_1λ_1 + 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1) + αfK^α (αb^{rs}b^{mn} − b^{rm}b^{sn}) ∇_1h_{mn}∇_1h_{rs} (5.4)

Proof. Under the flow (2.7), from the inequalities (5.2) and (5.3), we have

∂_tϕ − Lϕ ≥∂_th_{11} − Lh_{11} − ∂_tg_{11}λ_1 + 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

. (5.5)

Substituting (3.2) and (3.4) into (5.5) we get ∂_tϕ − Lϕ ≥αfK^α ( αb^{kℓ}b^{mn} − b^{km}b^{ℓn} ) ∇_1h_{mn}∇_1h_{kℓ} + αfK^αHλ_1 − nαfK^αλ^2_1 + K^α(f_{11} + f)λ^2_1 + 2αK^αb^{rs}h_{rs,1}f_1λ_1 (5.6) + 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1) . Since the Wulff shape W is convex, we have ¯∇^2f + fg_Sn is uniformly positive definite. In particular, f_{11} + f > 0 holds at the point (p_0, t_0). This implies the inequality (5.4). □ To estimate the local lower bound of the smallest principal curvature, we multiply λ_{min} by suitable cut-off function and apply the maximum principle. The following is the main estimate of this section.

Theorem 5.3. Let Σ_t be a complete strictly convex smooth graph solution of (2.7) defined on M^n × [0, T ], for some T > 0. Given constants β > 0 and N ≥ β,

(ψ^{−n(1+ 1α )} β λ_{min})(p, t) ≥ min { N^{−n(1+ 1α )} inf_{QN} {λ_{min}(p, 0)}, 1/C_1 (N, f, n, α, β) } , (5.7)

where ψ_β is the cut-off function defined in (4.1), Q_N = {p ∈ M^n : ū(p, 0) < N} and C_1(N, f, n, α, β) is the constant in (5.18) which depends only on N, f, n, α and β. Proof. Denote the auxiliary function ω := ψ^γ_β 1 λ_{min} , where γ = n(1 +^1_α ) > 0 is a positive constant. Since ψ_β is compactly supported, for a fixed T ∈ (0, +∞), the function ω attains its maximum on M^n × [0, T ] at a point (p_0, t_0). If t_0 = 0, by ψ_β ≤ N we have ω(p, t) ≤ω(p_0, 0) ≤ N^{n(1+ 1α )} sup_{QN} {λ^{−1}_{min}(p, 0)}, (5.8)

where Q_N = {p ∈ M^n : ū(p, 0) < N}. So without loss of generality we assume t_0 > 0 in the following.

To estimate ω_0 := ω(p_0, t_0), we define ϕ = ψ^γ_βω^{−1}_0 . (5.9) Then, observing ω ≤ ω_0 we have ϕ ≤ λ_{min} on Σ_t ∩ supp(ψ_β ) for t ∈ [0, t_0] as well as ϕ(p_0, t_0) = λ_{min}(p_0, t_0). Hence, we can apply the estimates (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4) to the smooth function ϕ, as they are calculated at the maximum point. We choose a chart satisfies g_{ij} = δ_{ij} , h_{ij} = δ_{ij} λ_i at (p_0, t_0), where λ_1 = · · · = λ_μ < λ_{μ+1} ≤ · · · ≤ λ_n.

Step 1. Calculate the evolution equation of ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}. First, we note that on the support of ψ_β, ∂_t ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) =γψ^{−1}_β ∂_tψ_β − ϕ^{−1}∂_tϕ,

∇_i ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) =γψ^{−1}_β ∇_iψ_β − ϕ^{−1}∇_iϕ, L ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) =αfK^αb^{ij} ∇_i ( γψ^{−1}_β ∇_jψ_β − ϕ^{−1}∇_j ϕ ) =γψ^{−1}_β Lψ_β − ϕ^{−1}Lϕ − γψ^{−2}_β ‖∇ψ_β‖^2_L + ϕ^{−2}‖∇ϕ‖^2_L. At the point (p_0, t_0), combining these equations with (5.4) and (4.2) gives that (∂_t − L) ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) =γψ^{−1}_β (∂_tψ_β − Lψ_β) − ϕ^{−1} (∂_tϕ − Lϕ) + γψ^{−2}_β ‖∇ψ_β ‖^2_L − ϕ^{−2}‖∇ϕ‖^2_L ≤γψ^{−2}_β ‖∇ψ_β ‖^2_L − ϕ^{−2}‖∇ϕ‖^2_L + γnαfK^αυ^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β − βγψ^{−1}_β + nαfK^αλ_1 − 2αK^αb^{rs}h_{rs,1}f_1 − αfK^αH − 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1) − αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 (αb^{rs}b^{mn} − b^{rm}b^{sn}) ∇_1h_{mn}∇_1h_{rs}. (5.10) By the definition (5.9), we have ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) = ln ω_0, then ∇ ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) = 0, and (∂_t − L) ln(ψ^γ_β ϕ^{−1}) = 0. (5.11) Hence for any i = 1, · · · , n, γψ^{−1}_β ∇_iψ_β = ϕ^{−1}∇_iϕ = ϕ^{−1}∇_ih_{11}, where in the second identity we used (5.1). Then the first two terms on the third line of (5.10) satisfy γψ^{−2}_β ‖∇ψ_β ‖^2_L − ϕ^{−2}‖∇ϕ‖^2_L =(γ^{−1} − 1)ϕ^{−2}‖∇h_{11}‖^2_L =α(γ^{−1} − 1)λ^{−2}_1 fK^α ∑ i b^{ii}|∇_ih_{11}|^2. (5.12)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can estimate the third term of the fourth line of (5.10) as −2αK^αb^{rs}h_{rs,1}f_1 ≤ϵ^{−1}f^{−1}|f_1|^2K^αλ_1 + α^2ϵfK^αλ^{−1}_1 |b^{rs}h_{rs,1}|^2, (5.13) where ϵ > 0 is a small constant to be determined later. Note that in the isotropic case this term vanishes because f is a constant. Substituting (5.11), (5.12) and (5.13) into (5.10) implies that 0 ≤γnαfK^αυ^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β − βγψ^{−1}_β + nαfK^αλ_1 − αfK^αH + ϵ^{−1}f^{−1}|f_1|^2K^αλ_1 + α(γ^{−1} − 1)λ^{−2}_1 fK^α ∑ i b^{ii}|∇_ih_{11}|^2 + α^2ϵfK^αλ^{−1}_1 |b^{rs}h_{rs,1}|^2 − αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 (αb^{rs}b^{mn} − b^{rm}b^{sn}) ∇_1h_{mn}∇_1h_{rs} − 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1) =: Q_0 + Q_1, (5.14) where Q_0 denotes the zero order terms on the right hand side of (5.14) and Q_1 denotes the last four terms of (5.14) which involve the derivatives of the second fundamental forms.

Step 2. Estimate the Q_1 terms. To estimate ω_0 using (5.14), we need to deal with the derivative terms Q_1.

Q_1 = α(γ^{−1} − 1)λ^{−2}_1 fK^α ∑ i b^{ii}|∇_ih_{11}|^2 + α^2ϵfK^αλ^{−1}_1 |b^{rs}h_{rs,1}|^2

−αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 (αb^{rs}b^{mn} − b^{rm}b^{sn}) ∇_1h_{mn}∇_1h_{rs} − 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (∇_ih_{1ℓ})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

= α(γ^{−1} − 1)λ^{−2}_1 fK^α ∑ i (h_{11,i})^2 λ_i − α^2(1 − ϵ)fK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j h_{ii,1}h_{jj,1} λ_iλ_j +αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j (h_{ij,1})^2 λ_iλ_j − 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{1ℓ,i})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

. (5.15)

By Lemma 5.1 and Codazzi equation, we get ∇_1h_{ij} = 0 for 1 < j ≤ μ, which implies αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j (h_{ij,1})^2 λ_iλ_j =αfK^αλ^{−3}_1 (h_{11,1})^2 + 2αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ j>μ (h_{11,j} )^2 λ_1λ_j + αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j>μ (h_{ij,1})^2 λ_iλ_j and 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{1ℓ,i})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1) =2αfK^α ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{11,ℓ})^2 λ^2_1(λ_ℓ − λ_1) + 2αfK^α ∑ k,ℓ>μ (h_{kℓ,1})^2 λ_1λ_k(λ_ℓ − λ_1) . Therefore, αfK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j (h_{ij,1})^2 λ_iλ_j − 2αfK^α ∑ i ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{1ℓ,i})^2 λ_1λ_i(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

≤αfK^αλ^{−3}_1 (h_{11,1})^2 − 2αfK^α ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{11,ℓ})^2 λ_1λ_ℓ(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

. (5.16)

Substituting (5.16) into (5.15), and taking ϵ =^α_{1+α} we have

Q_1 ≤ α(γ^{−1} − 1)λ^{−2}_1 fK^α ∑ i (h_{11,i})^2 λ_i − α^2(1 − ϵ)fK^αλ^{−1}_1 ∑ i,j h_{ii,1}h_{jj,1} λ_iλ_j +αfK^αλ^{−3}_1 (h_{11,1})^2 − 2αfK^α ∑ ℓ>μ (h_{11,ℓ})^2 λ_1λ_ℓ(λ_ℓ − λ_1)

≤ α(γ^{−1} − α(1 − ϵ))fK^αλ^{−3}_1 (h_{11,1})^2 ≤ 0.

where we used that γ = n(1 +^1_α ) =^n_ϵ > 1.

Step 3. Estimate the Q_0 terms. Return to (5.14), note that we have chosen ϵ =^α_{1+α} and γ = n(1 + α)/α in Step 2. We obtain that at the maximum point (p_0, t_0)

0 ≤n^2(1 + α)fK^αυ^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β − nβ(1 + α)α^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β + nαfK^αλ_1 − αfK^αH + 1 + α α f^{−1}|f_1|^2K^αλ_1.

Equivalently,

n^2(1 + α)fK^αυ^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β ≥ nβ(1 + α)α^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β + αfK^αH − ( nα + 1 + α α f^{−2}|f_1|^2 ) fK^αλ_1 holds at (p_0, t_0). Multiplying f^{−1}K^{−α} and using υ > 1 yields

n^2(1 + α)ψ^{−1}_β ≥ αH + nβ(1 + α)α^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β f^{−1}K^{−α} − ( nα + 1 + α α f^{−2}|f_1|^2 ) λ_1. (5.17)

Observe that H = n∑ i=1 λ_i ≥ n∑ i=2 λ_i ≥ (n − 1) (_n ∏ i=2 λ_i ) 1_{n−1} = (n − 1)K^{1n−1} λ^− 1 n−1 1 . We can estimate the first two terms on the right hand side of (5.17) using the Young’s inequality: αH + nβ(1 + α)α^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β f^{−1}K^{−α} ≥α(n − 1)K^{1n−1} λ^− 1 n−1 1 + nβ(1 + α)α^{−1}ψ^{−1}_β (sup_{Sn} f)^{−1}K^{−α} ≥ α(n − 1) 1 + (n − 1)α K^{1n−1} λ^− 1 n−1 1 + nβ (1 + (n − 1)α) ψ^{−1}_β (sup_{Sn} f)^{−1}K^{−α} ≥ ( nβψ^{−1}_β (sup_{Sn} f)^{−1}

) 1_{1+(n−1)α} λ^− α 1+(n−1)α 1 . So using ψ_β ≤ N we obtain from (5.17) that ω α 1+(n−1)α 0 = ( ψ^{n(1+ 1α )} β λ^{−1}_1 ) α_{1+(n−1)α}

≤ ( sup_Sn f nβ ) 1_{1+(n−1)α} ψ n+α 1+(n−1)α β ( n^2(1 + α) + ( nα + 1 + α α sup_{Sn} | ¯∇ log f|^2 ) ψ_βλ_1 )

≤ ( sup_Sn f nβ ) 1_{1+(n−1)α} N^{n+α} 1+(n−1)α ( n^2(1 + α) + ( nα + 1 + α α sup_{Sn} | ¯∇ log f|^2 ) N^{1+n(1+ 1α )}ψ^{−n(1+ 1α )} β λ_1 ) , which implies an upper bound of ψ^{n(1+ 1α )}_β λ^{−1}_{min} by a constant depending on n, β, N, α and f. In fact, a precise estimate can be of the following form

ω_0 ≤ max {( sup_Sn f nβ ) 1_α , 1 } N^{n+αα} ( n^2(1 + α)

+ ( nα + 1 + α α sup_{Sn} | ¯∇ log f|^2 ) N^n )^{1+(n−1)α}_α

=:C(N, f, n, α, β) (5.18) for a constant C(N, f, n, α, β) depending on N, f, n,α and β. The estimate (5.7) follows from combining (5.8) and (5.18). □

6. Local speed estimate In this section, we estimate the local upper bound of the speed function fK^α. Denote the cut-off function ψ(p, t) = ψ_0(p, t) = (N − ū(p, t))_+, (6.1) where ū(p, t) = ⟨F (p, t), e_{n+1}⟩ is the height function. We prove the following estimate. Theorem 6.1. Let Σ_t be a complete strictly convex smooth graph solution of (2.7) defined on M^n × [0, T ], for some T > 0. Then, given a constant N > 0, t 1 + t

K^{1n} ψ^2(p, t) ≤ (2θ)^{1+ 12nα} max{(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} , 1}(min_{Sn} f)^{− 1nα} × ( N^2 + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )) (6.2)

for any (p, t) ∈ M^n × [0, T ], where θ and Λ are constants given by θ = sup{υ^2(p, s) : ū(p, t) < N, s ∈ [0, t]}, Λ = sup{λ^{−1}_{min}(p, s) : ū(p, t) < N, s ∈ [0, t]}. Proof. To estimate the upper bound of K, we first look at the evolution equation (3.6) of fK^α, which implies

∂_t(f^2K^{2α}) = L(f^2K^{2α}) − 1 2 (f^2K^{2α})^{−1}‖∇(f^2K^{2α})‖^2_L + 2αf^3K^{3α}H. (6.3)

The reaction term on the right hand side of (6.3) is a bad term. We can improve this equation by multiplying a suitable factor φ, which we described below. For any fixed time T_0 ∈ (0, T ], define θ by θ = sup{υ^2(p, t) : ū(p, t) < N, t ∈ [0, T_0]}. We have 1 ≤ υ^2 ≤ θ on the support of ψ for t ∈ [0, T_0]. Using an idea of Caffarelli, Nirenberg and Spruck in [10] (see also [13] and [20]), define the function φ = φ(υ^2) by

φ(υ^2) = υ^2 2θ − υ^2 . (6.4)

Then φ is well-defined on the support of ψ and for t ∈ [0, T_0] and satisfies^1_{2θ−1} ≤ φ ≤ 1. Write for short φ = φ(υ^2), φ^′ = φ^′(υ^2), and φ^{′′} = φ^{′′}(υ^2).

The evolution equation (3.7) of υ leads to ∂_tφ = φ^′∂_t(υ^2) = φ^′2υ ( Lυ − 2υ^{−1}‖∇υ‖^2_L − αfK^αHυ ) = φ^′ ( Lυ^2 − 6‖∇υ‖^2_L − 2αfK^αHυ^2 ) = Lφ(υ^2) − φ^{′′}‖∇υ^2‖^2_L − φ^′ ( 6‖∇υ‖^2_L + 2αfK^αHυ^2 ) . (6.5) From (6.3) and (6.5) we compute that

∂_t(f^2K^{2α}φ) = L(f^2K^{2α}φ) − 2⟨∇φ, ∇(f^2K^{2α})⟩_L + 2αf^3K^{3α}H(φ − φ^′υ^2) − 1 2 φ(f^2K^{2α})^{−1}‖∇(f^2K^{2α})‖^2_L − (4φ^{′′}υ^2 + 6φ^′)f^2K^{2α}‖∇υ‖^2_L. (6.6)

Note that φ − φ^′υ^2 = −φ^2, so the third term on the right hand side of (6.6) introduces useful terms. We may estimate the second term on the right side of (6.6) modulo a gradient term by −2⟨∇φ, ∇(f^2K^{2α})⟩_L + φ^{−1}⟨∇φ, ∇(f^2K^{2α}φ)⟩_L = − ⟨∇φ, ∇(f^2K^{2α})⟩_L + φ^{−1}f^2K^{2α}‖∇φ‖^2_L

≤ 1 2 φ(f^2K^{2α})^{−1}‖∇(f^2K^{2α})‖^2_L + 3 2 φ^{−1}f^2K^{2α}‖∇φ‖^2_L.

Hence, the following inequality holds:

∂_t(f^2K^{2α}φ) ≤L(f^2K^{2α}φ) − φ^{−1}⟨∇φ, ∇(f^2K^{2α}φ)⟩_L − 2αf^3K^{3α}Hφ^2 − (4φ^{′′}υ^2 + 6φ^′ − 6φ^{−1}φ^{′2}υ^2)f^2K^{2α}‖∇υ‖^2_L.

To simplify the notation, we set χ := f^2K^{2α}φ.

Observe that φ satisfies 4φ^{′′}υ^2 + 6φ^′ − 6φ^{−1}φ^{′2}υ^2 = 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2 φ. Therefore we obtain the evolution equation ∂_tχ ≤ Lχ − 4θφυ^{−3}⟨∇υ, ∇χ⟩_L − 2αχfK^αHφ − 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2 χ‖∇υ‖^2_L. (6.7) Next we localize the above calculation by multiplying the cut-off function ψ(p, t) in space defined in (6.1) and a cut-off function in time defined by η = t 1 + t . We consider the following auxiliary function ω = η^{2nα}ψ^{4nα}χ. (6.8) Then the maximum of ω is attained at some interior point (p_0, t_0) for p_0 in the support of ψ and t_0 > 0, allowing for t_0 = T_0.

Lemma 6.2. Along the flow (2.7), on the support of ψ and for t > 0, we have ∂_t ln ω − L ln ω ≤ 2nα t(1 + t)

+ 4nαψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L + χ^{−2}‖∇χ‖^2_L + 4n^2α^2fK^αψ^{−1} − 2αfK^αHφ − 4θφυ^{−3}χ^{−1}⟨∇υ, ∇χ⟩_L − 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2

‖∇υ‖^2_L. (6.9)

Proof of Lemma 6.2. By (4.2) and Proposition 2.2, the cut-off function ψ satisfies ∂_tψ(p, t) = Lψ(p, t) + nαfK^αυ^{−1} + K^α⟨f(ν)ν + ∇f(ν), e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ Lψ(p, t) + nαfK^α. (6.10) On the support of ψ and for t > 0, we combine (6.7) - (6.10) and obtain that ∂_t ln(η^{2nα}ψ^{4nα}χ) = 2nα t(1 + t) + 4nαψ^{−1}∂_tψ + χ^{−1}∂_tχ ≤ 2nα t(1 + t) + 4nαψ^{−1} ( Lψ(p, t) + nαfK^α )

+ χ^{−1} ( Lχ − 4θφυ^{−3}⟨∇υ, ∇χ⟩_L − 2αχfK^αHφ − 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2 χ‖∇υ‖^2_L )

=L ln(η^{2nα}ψ^{4nα}χ) + 2nα t(1 + t)

+ 4nαψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L + χ^{−2}‖∇χ‖^2_L + 4n^2α^2fK^αψ^{−1} − 4θφυ^{−3}χ^{−1}⟨∇υ, ∇χ⟩_L − 2αfK^αHφ − 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2 ‖∇υ‖^2_L. □

Now, we continue the proof of Theorem 6.1. As ω attains its maximum in M^n × [0, T_0] at the point (p_0, t_0), we clearly have ω(p_0, t_0) > 0 and so that ln ω also attains its maximum at (p_0, t_0). This implies that 0 = ∇ ln ω = 4nαψ^{−1}∇ψ + χ^{−1}∇χ (6.11) holds at (p_0, t_0). The the second and third terms on the right hand side of (6.9) satisfy 4nαψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L + χ^{−2}‖∇χ‖^2_L = 4nα(4nα + 1)ψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L at the point (p_0, t_0). Applying (6.11) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we also estimate the second term of the second line of (6.9) at (p_0, t_0) −4θφυ^{−3}χ^{−1}⟨∇υ, ∇χ⟩_L = 16θφυ^{−3}nαψ^{−1}⟨∇υ, ∇ψ⟩_L ≤ 4θ (2θ − υ^2)^2

‖∇υ‖^2_L + 16n^2α^2θυ^{−2}ψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L.

Therefore, at (p_0, t_0), we have

0 ≤ ∂_t ln ω − L ln ω ≤ 2nα t_0(1 + t_0)

+ 4n^2α^2fK^αψ^{−1} − 2αfK^αHφ

+ 4nα(4nα + 1 + 4nαθυ^{−2})ψ^{−2}‖∇ψ‖^2_L. (6.12) Define Λ = sup{λ^{−1}_{min}(p, t) : ū(p, t) < N, t ∈ [0, T_0]}.

Then, on the support of ψ, we have ‖∇ψ‖^2_L = αfK^αb^{ij} ⟨∇_iF, e_{n+1}⟩⟨∇_j F, e_{n+1}⟩ ≤ αfK^αb^{ij} g_{ij} ≤ nαfK^αλ^{−1}_{min} ≤ nαΛfK^α. (6.13) Using the facts υ ≥ 1, H ≥ nK^1n and the estimate (6.13), we derive from (6.12) that

ψ^2K^{1n} φ ≤ ψ^2 t_0(1 + t_0)fK^α + 2nα ( ψ + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )

holds at the point (p_0, t_0). Then using 1 ≥ φ ≥^1_{2θ−1} and η ≤ 1, we obtain

ω^{12nα} (p_0, t_0) = ηψ^2f^{1nα} K^{1n} φ^{12nα} (p_0, t_0)

≤2θ(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} ( ψ^2 (1 + t_0)^2fK^α + 2nαη ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) ))

≤2θ(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} ( ψ^{2(nα+1)} ( η^{nα}ψ^{2nα}fK^αφ^{1/2} )_{−1} + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) ))

≤2θ(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} ( N^{2(nα+1)}ω^{−1/2} + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )) . Whenever ω^{1/2}(p_0, t_0) ≥ N^{2nα}, the last inequality yields

ω^{12nα} (p_0, t_0) ≤2θ(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} ( N^2 + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )) . Since θ > 1, it follows that

ω^{12nα} (p_0, t_0) ≤2θ max{(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} , 1} ( N^2 + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )) . Using again φ ≥^1_{2θ−1} , we conclude that for any (p, t) ∈ M^n × [0, T_0],

ηK^{1n} ψ^2(p, t) = ω^{12nα} f^{− 1nα} φ^{− 12nα} (p, t)

≤ω^{12nα} (p_0, t_0)(min_{Sn} f)^{− 1nα} (2θ − 1)^{12nα}

≤ (2θ)^{1+ 12nα} max{(sup_{Sn} f)^{1nα} , 1}(min_{Sn} f)^{− 1nα} × ( N^2 + 2nα ( N + Λ(4nα + 1 + 4nαθ) )) . (6.14)

In particular, (6.14) holds for t = T_0. As T_0 is arbitrary, (6.2) follows by setting T_0 as t. □

7. Long-time existence

In this section, we establish the long-time existence of the complete non-compact anisotropic α-Gauss curvature flow (2.7) and complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is based on the a priori estimates in §4 - §6 and it can be done by adapting the argument in [13, §5], so we only sketch the proof.

To establish the long time existence of the smooth solution, the local estimates for higher order derivatives of the solutions are needed. We recall the following result which is a special case of Theorem 6 in [5].

Theorem 7.1 ( [5]). Let Ω be a domain in R^n . Let u ∈ C^4(Ω × [0, T )) be a function satisfying ∂ ∂t u = F (D^2u, Du, u, x, t), where F is C^2 and is elliptic, i.e., λI ≤ (Ḟ^{ij} ) ≤ ΛI for some constants Λ > λ > 0. Suppose that F can be written as F = ϕ(G(D^2u, Du, u, x, t)), where G is concave with respect to D^2u and ϕ is an increasing function on the range of G. Then in any relatively compact Ω^′ ⊂ Ω and for any τ ∈ (0, T ) we have ‖u‖_C2,β_{(Ω}′_{×(τ,T ))} ≤ C, where β ∈ (0, 1) depends on n, λ and Λ, and C depends on λ, Λ, ‖u‖_C2_{(Ω×[0,T ))}, τ, dist(Ω^′, ∂Ω) and the bounds on the first and second derivatives of G.

The advantage of the above theorem is that it allows to relax the concavity hypothesis of the usual regularity theorem for fully nonlinear parabolic equation. In our case the equation (2.8) is not concave with respect to D^2u but is covered by Theorem 7.1. By the curvature lower bound in Theorem 5.3 and the speed bound in Theorem 6.1, we have two-sides curvature bound from above and below. The estimate on υ in Theorem 4.3 yields the C^1 estimate. Therefore, the ellipticity constants for the equation (2.8) are controlled and the result in Theorem 7.1 applies to give the local C^{2,β} estimate of the solution. The higher order derivatives estimate follows from the standard regularity theory.

We recall some further notations.

• For a set U ⊂ R^{n+1} , we denote the convex hull of U by Conv(U) = {tx + (1 − t)y : x, y ∈ U, t ∈ [0, 1]} . • Given a convex complete hypersurface Σ. If a set V is a subset of Conv(Σ), we say V is enclosed by Σ and use the notation V ⪯ Σ. In particular, if V ∩ Σ = ∅ and V ⪯ Σ, we use V ≺ Σ.

• For a convex hypersurface Σ and constant ϵ > 0, we use Σ^ϵ to denote its ϵ-envelope

Σ^ϵ = {Y ∈ R^{n+1} : d(Y, Σ) = ϵ, Y /∈ Conv(Σ)},

where d is the distance function in R^{n+1} .

For the complete, non-compact locally uniformly convex hypersurface Σ_0 given in Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 implies that it is graph of a convex function u_0 over a domain Ω ⊂ R^n , that is Σ_0 = {(x, u_0(x)) : x ∈ Ω} for some function u_0 : Ω → R. The domain Ω may be bounded or unbounded. We first prove the existence of complete solution Σ_t on t ∈ (0, T ), where T depends on the given domain Ω.

Theorem 7.2. Let Σ_0 = {(x, u_0(x)) : x ∈ Ω} be a complete, non-compact locally uniformly convex hypersurface in R^{n+1} . Assume that B_R(x_0) ⊂ Ω for some R > 0, where B_R(x_0) is an nball of radius R centered at x_0. Then, given an immersion F_0 : M^n → R^{n+1} with F_0(M^n) = Σ_0, there is a solution F : M^n × (0, T ) → R^{n+1} of (2.7) for some T ≥ ((nα + 1) sup_Sn f)^{−1}R^{1+nα} such that for each t ∈ (0, T ), the image Σ_t := F (M^n, t) is a strictly convex smooth complete graph of a function u(·, t) : Ω_t → R defined on a convex open Ω_t ⊂ Ω.

Proof. We will obtain a solution Σ_t := {(x, u(x, t)) : x ∈ Ω_t ⊂ R^n } as a limit of an approximating sequence Σ^j_t . By Theorem 1.3, Σ_0 = {(x, u_0(x)) : x ∈ Ω} for some function u_0 : Ω → R. Assume that inf_Ω u_0 = 0. For each j ∈ N, we reflect Σ_0 ∩ (R × [0, j]) over the j-level hyperplane to obtain a uniformly convex closed hypersurface Γ^j_0, that is

Γ^j_0 = {(x, h) ∈ R^{n+1} : h ∈ {u_0(x), 2j − u_0(x)}, x ∈ Ω, u_0(x) ≤ j}.

Since Γ^j_0 fails to be smooth, we approximate Γ^j_0 by its 1/j-envelope Γ^j_0 := (Γ^j_0)^{1/j} , which is a uniformly convex closed hypersurface of class C^{1,1}. Then ,by [4, Theorem 15], there is a unique closed and convex viscosity solution Γ^j_t of (2.7) with initial data Γ^j_0 defined for t ∈ (0, T_j ), where T_j is its maximal existing time. Note that the short time existence result in [4, Theorem 15] is proved for anisotropic Gauss curvature flow (1.2), it still holds for the modified flow (2.7) as they are equivalent up to a tangential diffeomorphism. In addition, the symmetry of Γ^j_t with the hyperplane R^n × {j} can be obtained by the uniqueness of solution. Thus its lower half Σ^j_t is a graph of a function u^j (·, t) defined on a convex set Ω^j_t ⊂ R^n . Namely,

Σ^j_t := Γ^j_t ∩ (R^n × [0, j]) = {(x, u^j (x, t)) : x ∈ Ω^j_t }. We set Σ_t = ∂{∪_{j∈N} Conv(Γ^j_t )}, Ω_t = ∪_{j∈N} Ω^j_t , t ∈ [0, T ), where T = sup_{j∈N} T_j .

The speed of the flow (2.7) depends on the curvature and a function of the unit normal. So the comparison theorem still holds for the flow (2.7). It follows that we can show Γ^j_t ⪯ Γ^{j+1}_t ⪯ Σ_0, which yields u_0(y) ≤ u^{j+1}(y, t) ≤ u^j(y, t) and T_j ≤ T_{j+1}.

On the other hand, B_R(x_0) ⊂ Ω means that there is a constant h_0 satisfying B^{n+1}_R (X_0) ⪯ Σ_0, where B^{n+1}_R (X_0) is an (n + 1)-ball of radius R centered at the point X_0 = (x_0, h_0). Choose j ≥ R + h_0 such that B^{n+1}_R (X_0) ⪯ Γ^j_0 holds. Since ∂B^{n+1}_{ρj} (X_0) is a super-solution of (2.7), where

ρ_j (t) = ( R^{1+nα} − (1 + nα)t sup_{Sn} f ) 1_{1+nα} . Hence, the comparison principle leads to ∂B^{n+1}_{ρj (t)}(X_0) ⪯ Γ^j_t . Thus,

T ≥ T_j ≥ ((nα + 1) sup_{Sn} f)^{−1}R^{1+nα}.

Next, by the same manner as in the proof in [13, Theorem 5.1], we conclude that the a priori estimates in §4 - §6 hold for Γ^j_t and this implies that Σ^j_t is a smooth strictly convex graph of function u^j . Finally, we can pass Γ^j_t and u^j to the limit to get the desired result. □

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.2, we need to show that each Σ_t remains as a graph over the same domain Ω for all t ∈ (0, T ), which implies T = +∞ independently from the domain Ω. This can be proved by constructing an appropriate barrier as in [13, Theorem 5.4]).

Theorem 7.3. Let Ω, u_0 and Σ_0 satisfy the condition in Theorem 7.2. Assume that Σ_t = {(x, u(x, t)) : Ω_t}, t ∈ (0, T ), is the strictly convex smooth complete graph solution of (2.7) such that Ω_t, u(·, t) and Σ_t satisfy the conditions of Ω, u_0 and Σ_0 in Theorem 7.2. Then, for any closed ball B_{R0} (y_0) ⊂ Ω and any t_0 ∈ (0, T ), there holds B_{R0} (y_0) ⊂ Ω_{t0} .

Proof. The proof is similar as in [13, Theorem 5.4]) with some minor modification including the change of constants involving the anisotropy function f and the definition of supersolution of the modified flow (2.7). We omit the details here and refer the readers to [13, Theorem 5.4]). □

References

[1] R. Alessandroni and C. Sinestrari. Evolution of convex entire graphs by curvature flows. Geometric Flows, 1 (2015), 111–125.

[2] B. Andrews. Contraction of convex hypersurfaces by their affine normal. J. Differential Geom., 43(2):207–230, 1996 [3] B. Andrews. Gauss curvature flow: the fate of the rolling stones. Invent. Math., 138(1):151–161, 1999. [4] B. Andrews. Motion of hypersurfaces by Gauss curvature. Pacific J. Math., 195(1):1–34, 2000. [5] B. Andrews. Fully nonlinear parabolic equations in two space variables. arXiv:math/0402235 (2004). [6] B. Andrews, P. Guan, and L. Ni. Flow by powers of the Gauss curvature. Adv. Math., 299:174–201, 2016. [7] B. Andrews, B. Chow, C. Guenther, and M. Langford. Extrinsic geometric flows, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 206. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2020.

[8] S. Brendle, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Asymptotic behavior of flows by powers of the Gaussian curvature.

Acta Math., 219(1):1–16, 2017.

[9] K. Böröczky and P. Guan, Anisotropic flow, entropy and Lp-Minkowski problem, arXiv:2307.12107, to appear in Canadian Journal of Mathematics.

[10] L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg, and J. Spruck. Nonlinear second-order elliptic equations V. the Dirichlet problem for weingarten hypersurfaces. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 41(1):47–70, 1988.

[11] K. Choi and P. Daskalopoulos. The Q_k flow on complete non-compact graphs. Calc. Var. PDE., 61(73), 2022. [12] B. Choi and P. Daskalopoulos. Evolution of non-compact hypersurfaces by inverse mean curvature, Duke Math. J., 170(12): 2755–2803, 2021.

[13] K. Choi, P. Daskalopoulos, L. Kim, and K.-A. Lee. The evolution of complete non-compact graphs by powers of Gauss curvature. J. reine angew. Math., 2019(757):131–158, 2019.

[14] B. Choi, K. Choi, and P. Daskalopoulos. Convergence of Gauss curvature flows to translating solitons. Adv.

Math., 397:108207, 2022.

[15] K. Choi, M. Kim, and T. Lee. Curvature bound for Lp Minkowski problem. arXiv.2304.11617, 2023. [16] B. Chow. Deforming convex hypersurfaces by the n-th root of the Gaussian curvature. J. Differential Geom., 22(1):117–138, 1985.

[17] T. H Colding and W. P Minicozzi. A course in minimal surfaces, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 121.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[18] P. Daskalopoulos and G. Huisken. Inverse mean curavture evolution of entire graphs. Calc. Var. PDE., (2022) 61:53.

[19] K. Ecker and G. Huisken. Mean curvature evolution of entire graphs. Ann. Math., 130(3):453–471, 1989. [20] K. Ecker and G. Huisken. Interior estimates for hypersurfaces moving by meancurvarture. Invent. Math., 105(1):547–569, 1991.

[21] W. J Firey. Shapes of worn stones. Mathematika, 21(1):1–11, 1974.

[22] C. Gerhardt. Non-scale-invariant inverse curvature flows in Euclidean space. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ.

49(1-2), 471–489 (2014) [23] P. Guan and L. Ni. Entropy and a convergence theorem for Gauss curvature flow in high dimension. J. Euro.

Math. Soc., 19(12):3735–3761, 2017.

[24] M. Sáez and O. C. Schnürer. Mean curvature flow without singularities. J. Differential Geom. 97 (2014), no.

3, 545–570.

[25] K. Tso. Deforming a hypersurface by its Gauss-Kronecker curvature. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 38 (1985), no. 6, 867–882.

[26] J. IE Urbas. An expansion of convex hypersurfaces. J. Differential Geom., 33(1):91–125, 1991. [27] H.-H. Wu. The spherical images of convex hypersurfaces. J. Differential Geom., 9(2):279–290, 1974.

School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, P.R. China

Email address: psj@ustc.edu.cn Email address: yongwei@ustc.edu.cn