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GAUSS CURVATURE FLOW WITH SHRINKING OBSTACLE

KI-AHM LEE AND TAEHUN LEE

ABSTRACT. We consider a flow by powers of Gauss curvature under the obstruction that
the flow cannot penetrate a prescribed region, so called an obstacle. For all dimensions and
positive powers, we prove the optimal curvature bounds of solutions and all time existence
with its long time behavior. We also prove the C' regularity of free boundaries under a
uniform thickness assumption.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study an evolution of hypersurfaces by powers of Gauss curvature under the restriction
that the hypersurface cannot enter a prescribed region. The prescribed region is called an
obstacle, and we assume that it shrinks slowly with time.

Recall that for a given number a > 0, a one-parameter family of immersions X : M"™ x
[0,7) — R™*! defining complete convex hypersurfaces ¥; = X(M",t) is a solution of the
a-Gauss curvature flow if X satisfies

%X(p,t) = K%(p,t)ii(p,t).

Here K (p,t) and 7i(p,t) are the Gauss curvature and the inward unit normal vector of 3; at
X (p, t), respectively.

The classical Gauss curvature flow (o = 1) was first introduced by Firey [14] to model the
process of wearing stone on a beach. Later, Chow [9] generalizes this flow to the a-Gauss
curvature flow (o > 0). Since then, many authors have studied this flow, and most of them
focused on the analysis of singularities which was completely carried out when o > %H, see
[2, 3, 6, 5] and the references therein. See also [4] for the case 0 < a < n+r2 and n = 1.
Note that the evolution of any closed initial hypersurface under the a-Gauss curvature flow
develops a singularity.

We consider an a-Gauss curvature flow with an obstacle in R**!, which will block the
development of collapsing of the hypersurface to a point. Precisely, given a strictly convex,
closed hypersurface ¥y in R"*!, we consider a time dependent obstacle ® = ®, inside of X,
which is a one-parameter family of strictly convex, closed hypersurfaces. We then evolve the
hypersurface ¥ by the a-Gauss curvature flow, o > 0, on the condition that the evolving
hypersurface ¥; cannot penetrate the obstacle @, for all time. Here the obstacle shrinks slowly

with time, and for example one can consider obstacles of the form
—t
P, = 9.
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We remark that if the obstacle shrinks quickly so that it disappears in a finite time, then it
cannot prevent the development of the collapse. The precise definition of obstacles will be
given in Definition 2.1 below.

Note that in general the evolutions of such hypersurfaces cannot be defined in the classical
sense since the speed %X has jump discontinuities when the hypersurface >; touches the
obstacle ®; for the first time. Thus we need to consider a generalized concept of solutions,
that is, viscosity solutions.

A one-parameter family of immersions X : M™ x [0,7) — R"*! with ¥, = X(M™",t) is
said to be a viscosity solution to the a-Gauss curvature flow with a shrinking obstacle if it
satisfies

9 X(p.1) = K™, 0iilp, 1) for all X(p.1) ¢ 9,
)

conv (%) O conv (P,

forall 0<t<T, (1.1)

ot

in the viscosity sense (see Definition 2.3), where conv(X) denotes the convex hull of X.

As we discussed above, the solutions to (1.1) are at most Lipschitz continuous in the time
variable, which induces that solutions to (1.1) have at most C'*! regularity. We will show that
solutions to (1.1) have indeed C''! regularity, and therefore this is the optimal regularity.

<2X,ﬁ> <K in M"x[0,T),

Theorem 1.1. Let ¥ be a closed strictly convex smooth hypersurface that encloses a shrink-
ing obstacle ® (Definition 2.1). Then (1.1) starting from Xy has a unique viscosity solution
{Ei}>0 that exists for all time, and the solution {¥t}i>0 has the optimal regularity which is
CHH(S™ x [0,00)). In particular, principal curvatures Ay, ..., A, of ¥t are globally bounded
away from zero and infinity. Moreover, there exists a finite time T* = T*(n, a, Yo, P) such
that Xy = ®; fort > T*.

It is worth noting that our result for the optimal regularity relies on several curvature
bounds. We first prove that the several curvatures are bounded by some constant that depends
on T'. By showing that the final shape of the solution becomes exactly the same shape as the
obstacle after a finite time T, we can remove the time dependence in the curvature estimates.

To prove curvature estimates, we employ the method of penalization, which allows pene-
tration of the obstacle up to order of § > 0 and then recovers the original obstacle problems
by pushing the hypersurfaces out of the obstacle as § — 0. In the other words, we obtain
smooth approximate solutions, us, of (xs) that will converge to the solution of (1.1) as the
penalty increases, i.e. § — 0 .

A crucial ingredient in this paper is the smallest curvature estimate (Lemma 6.3) established
by applying the maximum principle argument to the quantity

AL g XBs(u—¢)

min ’
where A\pin = min{A,..., A\, } and Bs is the penalty term defined in Section 2. The constant
x will be chosen in terms of the minimum value of Gauss curvature which we will estimate in
Corollary 4.2.

Let us review some related results for stationary obstacles, ®; = ®y. In [20], we studied
the obstacle problem in dimension n = 2 with 0 < @ < 1. In that paper, we established the
optimal curvature bounds for principal curvatures, 0 < Aq, Ao < C. We point out that for
stationary obstacles the lowest principal curvature may become zero. For the mean curvature
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flow, Rupflin and Schniirer [27] studied an obstacle problem by considering graphical mean
curvature flows in one dimension higher. They proved local C1! regularity for solutions in
the graphical setting, which implies the existence of solutions for all time in the original
dimension. See also [1, 15, 25].

Once the optimal regularity of solutions to obstacle problems is established, the main
interest will be a question of regularity of its free boundaries. In obstacle problems, a free
boundary of a solution is the interface between a coincidence set and non-coincidence set of
the solution and its obstacle.

To find a local regularity of free boundaries, we use the following local graph representation
of (1.1): for functions w : @1 — R and ¢ : Q1 — R such that ¥; and ®, are locally represented
by the graphs of w and ¢, respectively, we consider

0 det(D?w)® )
w = (n4+2)a—1 mn Q(U)),

ot 1+ [Dw|2) 2
w< ¢ in @ (1.2)
0 det(D?w)™ )
aw < ( (n)+2)a71 in @,
(1+[Dw[?) 2

where Q, = B, x (—=72,0) C R" x R is the parabolic ball of radius r and Q(w) = {(z,t) €
Q1 :w(x,t) < ¢(z,t)} is the non-coincidence set. Note that the coincidence set A(w) and the
free boundary I'(w) is then given by A(w) = Q1 \ Q(w) and I'(w) = 9Q(w).

The regularity of free boundaries has been studied by many authors since the seminal work
of Caffarelli [7] which proves local C'! regularity of free boundaries in obstacle problems for
a class of elliptic equations and the Stefan problem. In the first named author’s thesis [19]
and [23], the authors analyzed the regularity of free boundaries in the obstacle problem for a
fully nonlinear operator. See also [21, 22] for double obstacle problems.

In the recent works [12, 13], Figalli and Shahgholian proved C' regularity of free boundaries
for general fully nonlinear elliptic/parabolic equations of the form F(D?w) = 1 or F(D?w) —
Osw = 1. Soon after Indrei and Minne [17] extended the result to the equations F(D?w,x) =
f(x) and F(D?*w,x,t) — Oyw = f(z,t), where F' and f are Lipschitz continuous in both the
space and time variable. We note that in these results F' is assumed to be convex in the
hessian variable.

However, our equation (1.2) does not fall into the known cases. This is because our F
has Dw dependence which is not Lipschitz continuous in the time variable although it is
Lipschitz in the space variable after establishing the optimal C! regularity. We stress that
most geometric PDEs have similar gradient dependence on the operator, which requires some
extra work.

As indicated above, the theory for the free boundary regularity has been developed for
convex operators. IHence we assume o < % to make the operator —det(-)® convex. We
will prove C! regularity of the free boundary I'(w) under the so called uniform thickness
assumption on the coincidence set A(w).

To describe the thickness assumption, we first define the minimal diameter (also known
as the minimal width) MD(E) of a set F by the minimum distance between two parallel
hyperplanes that contain the set E. Then the thickness of A(w) at xg in each time slice
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t € [to — r? to + r?] is measured as

MD (A(w)t N B,
Dr(w7$07t0) = inf ( (w) (‘TO)),
|t—t0|§7‘2 T

where A(w)! = {z € By : (x,t) € A(w)} is the time slice of A(w) with respect to t. We
say that A(w) satisfies a uniform thickness condition if there exists € > 0 such that for all
0<r<%and (z,t) € N(w) NQy, it holds d,(w,z,t) > e.

Theorem 1.2. Let w be a solution to (1.2) with o < L. If A(w) satisfies a uniform thickness
condition, then the free boundary T'(w) is locally a Ct graph in space-time.

The thickness condition is necessary for Theorem 1.2 since the free boundary I'(w) may
have arbitrary lower dimensional shapes such as a point when solutions to (1.2) touch the
obstacle for the first time.

We remark that there is another free boundary problem arising in the Gauss curvature flow,
the Gauss curvature flow with flat sides. Hamilton [16] observed that if an initial hypersurface
has flat sides, then its evolution by the Gauss curvature flow also has flat sides for some time,
in contrast with the mean curvature flow whose flat sides disappear instantly. In the problem,
free boundaries are the interface between flat sides and non-flat sides. Comparing with our
obstacle problem that has growing contact sets, this free boundary problem has shrinking
flat sides. In dimension n = 2, regularity for the free boundary has been established by
Daskalopoulos and Hamilton [10] for short time and by Daskalopoulos and the first named
author [11] for all time. See also [8] for waiting time effects when an initial data is smooth
enough. Note that the same phenomena were observed for the a-Gauss curvature flow when
3 <a<1landn=2,see [18].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we fix geometric notation and define a
shrinking obstacle. We also introduce a penalty term to approximate (1.1) and present short
time existence and evolution equations for the approximate solutions. In Section 3, we prove
that the penalty term is bounded, which ensures uniform curvature estimates later and then
the convergence of approximating solutions to solutions of the obstacle problem. In Section
4-6, we establish several curvature bounds possibly depending on the existing time 7. By
estimating the speed function, we prove upper and lower bounds for the Gauss curvature in
Section 4 and 5, respectively. We then obtain both the upper and lower bounds for principal
curvatures in Section 6. The proof of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 are presented respectively in
Section 7 and 8.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper we use the Einstein summation convention in which repeated upper
and lower indices are summed.

For a smooth hypersurface X" in R"*!, we denote the induced metric by g = {9ij}, the
second fundamental form by h = {h;;}, and the Weingarten map by W = {h?}. The principal
curvatures are the eigenvalues of W denoted by Ay < --- < A,,. We will use the mean curvature
H =M\ +---+ A\, and the Gauss curvature K = Ay --- \,,.

If ™ is compact without boundary and strictly convex, then the Gauss map v : X" — S"
given by the outward unit normal vector to 3" is a diffeomorphism. In the case we describe
the hypersurface £" as its support function u : S — R defined by u(z) = (v7!(2),z). In
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other words, the hypersurface ¥" is the image of the embedding v=Hz) = Vu(z) + u(2)z,
where V is the Levi-Civita connection on S" induced by the standard metric g = {g,;}. It
can be checked that the second fundamental form A is expressed as

hij = ViVju +ugi;, (2.1)

and that the eigenvalues of h;; with respect to g are the reciprocal of the principal curvatures,
i.e.,

hijg* = gisb'"* (2.2)
where b = {b¥/} is the inverse of the second fundamental form h.

Initial data. Let Y be a strictly convex, closed initial hypersurface embedded in R"+!
and ug : S — R be the support function of Yy. Both Xy and wug are used as initial data.
Geometric quantities associated to the initial data will be used with subscript 0, for example
Hy, Ky, and so on.

Obstacle. Let {Q(t)};>0 be a family of bounded open sets that are strictly convex. We
always assume that Q(¢) shrinks in ¢, that is, Q(t1) D Q(t2) for t; < to, and that the limit
Qoo = N>082(t) has an interior point. For convenience, we assume that the limit obstacle
(2o contains the origin. We also assume that the initial obstacle (0) is strictly enclosed
by the initial data, i.e., Q(0) C conv(Xg), where conv(Xg) denotes the convex hull of .
We denote the boundary of Q(t) by ®; and the support function of ®; by ¢(-,¢) : S" — R.
Denote furthermore the principal curvatures of ®; by 1, - , i, (n0t necessarily in increasing
order). Other geometric quantities associated to the obstacle will be used with subscript @,
for example Hgp, K¢, and so on.

Definition 2.1 (shrinking obstacles). An obstacle ® is said to be shrinking if its support func-
tion ¢ is in C31(S" x [0, 00)) and satisfies (i) 9y < 0, (ii) the speed —0;¢ is non-increasing, (iii)
the final shape conv(®.,) has an interior point, and (iv) the principal curvatures puq, ..., un
are non-decreasing and bounded.

A natural example of the shrinking obstacle is any strictly convex hypersurface that ho-
mothetically shrinks with decreasing speed, i.e., if A : [0,00) — (0,1] with A(0) = 1 and
lim¢ o0 A(t) > 0 is decreasing and convex, then A(t)po(z) is a shrinking obstacle. More
generally, given an initial shape 2y and a final shape ., with their support function ¢y and
Yoo satisfying wg > woo > 0, the obstacle defined by

(1) =e oo+ (1 — e oo

is clearly shrinking.

Note that for a > 0, a rescaled obstacle ®(-,t) = ¢(-,at) is also shrinking and has the
same initial and final shape with ¢. Moreover, given an initial data g, the following holds if
we choose a small enough:

—0p(+,0) = —adppp < Hglin Kg and —0,9%(-,0) < Ig}ango.
Thus we additionally assume for simplicity that the shrinking obstacle satisfies

—0po < Hglian‘ and — Oipo < nrgliano.
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Remark 2.2. The condition (ii) and (iv) in Definition 2.1 ensure that the obstacle is a super-
solution of the a-Gauss curvature flow. Indeed, since the principal curvatures p; of ®(-,¢)
are non-decreasing and the speed —0;¢ is non-increasing, we obtain that —drp < —0ypy <
Kg, < Kg,. We point out that if the obstacle ® is not a supersolution, then the solution to
(1.1) might be separated from the obstacle after it has the same shape with the obstacle.

Let M™ be an n-dimensional smooth manifold, and let X (-,¢) : M™ — R*™! (0 <t < T)
be a one-parameter family of smooth immersions for some T' € (0, 00] with an image ¥; =
X (M™, t) which is a strictly convex, closed hypersurface. For the family {¥;}, we still denote
by g = {gi;} the induced metrics and by h = {h;;} the second fundamental forms, where they
depend on the variable t. We say that v : S™ x [0,T7) — R is a support function of the family
{Z:} ifu(-,t) : S* — R is the support function of ;.

In terms of the support function, we rewrite the obstacle problem (1.1) as

—Ou=K* in {u>p},
u>¢ in S"x[0,7T), (2.3)
—Ou < K“ in S"x[0,7).
Here uw and ¢ are the support functions of ¥; and &, respectively, and K is the Gauss
curvature of ;. Moreover, by (2.1) and (2.2), the Gauss curvature becomes

_ det(gyy) _ det(g,;)
det(hi;)  det(V;Vju + ug,;) .

K = det(g"” hji,) = det(b"7;,,) (2.4)

Combining (2.3) and (2.4), we rewrite the obstacle problem (1.1) again as

det (T, “
min < Oyu + — e_(g“) — Ju—¢@p =0. (2.5)
det(ViVju + ug;;)

We recall the notion of viscosity solutions to (2.5) or equivalently (1.1).

Definition 2.3 (viscosity solution). A continuous function u € C(S™ x [0,7T)) is a wviscosity
subsolution (supersolution) of (2.5) if for any point (zg,ty) € S™ x (0,T), the left hand side of
(2.5) is nonpositive (nonnegative) for all test functions n € C%(S™ x [0,T)) touching u from
above (below) at (xg,t), i.e., n(xo,to) = u(xg,to) and n(x,t) > (<)u(x,t). We say that u is
a viscosity solution of (2.5) if it is both a subsolution and supersolution of (2.5).

Let 8: R — R be a non-decreasing, concave, smooth function such that
B(x)=0forx>1, B’(x)=0forxz<0, B(0)=-1.

Given a constant § > 0 and an shrinking obstacle ® in Definition 2.1, we define B5(z) =
CoB(x/d), where Cy = ||Kq>||%oo(gnx[07oo)) < oo. For convenience, we choose d < mingn (ug —
©0) so that Bs(u — ¢) = 0 at the initial time.

To prove the existence and regularity results, we approximate (2.3) by the following singular
perturbation problem:

—Owu =K%+ Bs(u—¢) in S"x(0,T),

u(+,0) = ug on S"

(*s5)

We say that a one-parameter family {3, }o<;<7 of hypersurfaces ¥ is a solution to (xs) if the
support function of ¥, satisfies (x5). We write (s instead of Bs(u — ¢).
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Let £ denote the highest order terms of the linearized operator of —K<“. Then it follows
from (2.4) that

L= aKo‘bijViVj.
The associated inner product (-, ) , and norm ||-||  are defined by (VA, VB) r=ak IV, AV; B

and HVAHi = <VA,7A> > respectively, for smooth functions A and B on S™ x [0,7).

The short time existence follows from the standard argument as in [9] (see also [20] for
instance) that is based on the inverse function theorem. In fact, since the linearized operator
of Bs(u — @) does not produce any second order term, the proof in [9] can be applied without
modifications.

Lemma 2.4 (Short time existence). If Xg = Xo(M™) is a strictly convex hypersurface, then
(x5) has a unique smooth solution {¥;}o<i<1 for short time.

Under the flow (x5), geometric quantities also evolve.

Lemma 2.5. Let {¥;} be a solution to (xs) and u : S™ x (0,T] — R be the support function
of {3:}. Then the following holds:

(O —L)u =aK*Hu— (na+1)K* — S5 (2.6)
(0 — L)K® = aK** H + L5 + aK*H ;s (2.7)
(O = L)hij = —Cij + (na — 1)K°g;; — aK*Hh;j — v?jﬁé — Bs3i; (2.8)

where Cij == aQKabklbquihqujhkl + OéKabkpblqvihqujhkl.
Proof. By (2.1) and (2.2), we have
Lu = KbV, Vu = aK*b" (hij — ug;;) = naK® — aK“Hu.

Then the equation (2.6) follows from dyu = —K* — f35.
To prove (2.7), we recall (2.4) so that

K = —Kb79yhij = Kb (V;V;(—0pu) + (—0pu)g,;).-
Using —0iu = K* + (5 and (2.2) again, we see that
0K = aK IO = LK™ + ) + (K + f5)aK*H

which gives (2.7).
For the last assertion, note first that

Oihij = =ViV(K* 4 B5) — (K + B5)7;;- (2.9)
On the other hand, since V;K® = —a KbV hy and V,;b* = —b*Ppl9¥; h,,,, we have

ViViK® = > KM 10V jhig + a KOV PYIN b0V hyy — a KOO,V 1y
=C— OéKabkle‘Vj hkl-
To proceed further we need the following result that we will prove in the next lemma:

ViVihij = ViV — hiGy + Grahig — hiaij + Grgha-

(2.10)

Multiplying with o Kb we get
Lhij = oKV, NV by + oK*(=7,; + Hhij — ng;; + Gij),
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and substituting this into (2.10) we obtain
VﬁjKa = Cij — ﬁhij + OéKa(Hhij - ngw)
This together with (2.9) gives the desired result. O

Lemma 2.6. The second fundamental form h;; satisfies

(i) Vh is totally symmetric, i.e., Vighij = Vihgj = Vhg,

(i) ViVihi; = ViVihg — hiiG + Gighi; — hiagi; + Grjhi-
Proof. Since vkh,-j = thﬁ, it suffices to show that thij = Vihkj. Recall that h;; =
Vﬁju + ug;; and Vg = 0. Then we compute

thij =V, (Vﬁ]u + ugu) = v,vkv]u — Fm-pjvpu + (vku)gu,
where Ryﬂ-pj denotes the Riemannian curvature tensor on the sphere. Since
Rijii = g1 — G (2.11)
we find
Vihiy = Vi(hiy = uGy;) = @pi; — i)V 1+ (Vew)Gij = Vihgg,

and the first assertion follows.

To prove the second assertion, note that we have shown Vlhij = Vihlj. Again by (2.11),
we obtain that

ViVihij = ViVl = ViVihij — Riipd hej — Riipi G hoi
= ViVihet = GipTit — TrTip) T e — GrpTi; — TrjGip) T P
= ViVihit — hijGi + Grahij — haiGij + Grgha
and the conclusion follows. O

3. UNIFORM BOUNDEDNESS OF THE PENALTY TERM

To extract a solution from approximate solutions of (x5), we need several estimates that will
be presented in this and the following three sections. In this section we establish the uniform
boundedness of the penalty term [Bs5(u — ). Once we obtain the estimate, any possible limit
of subsequence of the approximate solutions can not pass through the obstacle ®. Indeed,
since f5(xr) — —oo as & — 0 for each z < 0, we conclude from the uniform boundedness of
Bs(u — ) that

liminf(u — ¢) > 0.

6—0

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a solution of (xs) in S™ x [0,T). Then
_CO < 55(U(Z,t) - @(%t)) <0 fO’/“ (Z,t) €85" x [07T)7

where Cy = HK@H%oo(an[ ) i independent of §.

0,00

Proof. The inequality 85 < 0 follows from the definition of 5. To obtain the lower bound,
assume that there exists a point (zg,tp) in S™ x [0,7") such that u = ¢ at (z,tg) for the first
time. Since the initial hypersurface X strictly encloses the initial obstacle ®(, we see tg > 0,
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and u — @ attains an interior minimum at (zg,tg) over S" x [0, tp]. At the minimum point, we
have

Viu—¢)=0, Vi(w—¢)>20, (u—9)<0, u=g,
and it follows

K= — < — Ko
det(V;Vju +ug;;) — det(V;Vjp + ¢7;;)

Then
—p < —up = K%+ Bs(u — @) < Kg + B35(0),

and hence it is contradict to our choice of 85(0) = — || Ko||7 o0 (gn x[0,00)) it the definition of the

penalty term since ¢; < 0. Therefore, we conclude u > ¢ for all (z,t) € S™ x [0,T). Hence,
the monotonicity of the function S5 : R — R implies

Bs(u— @) = B5(0) = = Kol Zoo(sn x[0,00)) = —C0
for all (z,t) € S" x [0,T). O
Remark 3.2. In the proof, we have shown u > ¢ for all (z,¢) € S™ x [0,T), which means that
the evolving hypersurface ¥; under (xs) cannot penetrate or even touch the obstacle. This
is because |55(0)| is chosen sufficiently large. If one consider that the condition |5s5(0)| has
another uniform constant, for example |55(0)| = 1, then one can prove u > ¢ — C(J) for some

constant C'(§) with C(0+) = 0, in which case the hypersurface might penetrate the obstacle
but the depth of penetration is controlled.

4. SPEED ESTIMATES I: UNIFORM POSITIVE LOWER BOUNDS

In this section we prove uniform positive lower bounds for the speed of the solution to (xs).
As a direct corollary, we also obtain uniform positive lower bounds on the Gauss curvature
of Et.

Lemma 4.1. Let Xg be an initial hypersurface and ® be a shrinking obstacle. If u : S™ x
[0,7) — R is a smooth solution to (xs), then

O(u—¢) <0 inS"x|[0,T). (4.1)

Proof. Since X is strictly convex and mingn(ug — ¢(-,0)) > § > 0 by our choice of §, we
have at t = 0, Qyu = —K* — s = —K§ < 0. On the other hand, from the definition of the
shrinking obstacle ®, we have

—0pp(+,0) < Hglin K§ < K¢
which implies (4.1) at ¢ = 0.

Recall that K = detg,;/det(V;V u + ug;;). If we differentiate —0u = K* + 5 with
respect to t, we obtain

Or(—0ku) = —aK*b” (vivjatu + aﬂ@j) + B5(u — @)t (4.2)
For Z(z,t) := Oy(u(x,t) — p(z,t)), (4.2) can be rewritten as
~Z; — 0t = —aK* W (VN (Z + Opp) + (Z + Orp)g:5) + B5Z.
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Thus we have
Zy=LZ + (aK“H — $5)Z + aK*b" (V;V 0y + 007;;) — O} p.

To estimate the terms involving the obstacle ¢, recall that the shrinking obstacle satisfies
02¢ > 0 and Oyp;(-,t) > 0, where puy(-,t),- -+, pn(-, ) is the principal curvatures of ®;. Since
the second fundamental form of the obstacle is given by

hi; = ViVip + ¢35,
it follows from the strict convexity of the solution and the property O;u; > 0 that
aK b (ViV;0ip + 019;5) = aK*b90,(hf) = aK*b7g,,0,(9"hf) <0,

Note that in the last inequality we have used that the eigenvalues of gklh;’} = (bﬂo)klg;’} are
1/p1, -+, 1/, which are decrease in time. Hence,

Zy < LZ + (aK“H — 3})Z. (4.3)

Assuming the contrary, we take a time ¢o such that supgn (g 4] Z > 0. Set m = supgn [o 4, (WK H —
Bs) < oo and let Z = Ze ™t By (4.3), Z satisfies

Zy = Ze ™ (m+ 1) ZeT ™ < L7 — 7. (4.4)

For a small number € > 0, we take a point (z1,t1) satisfying ~Z(:El, t1) = e for the first time.
Clearly, tp > 0. Then we have that Z < e on S" x [0,¢;] and Z(z1,t1) = ¢, and that

agZ 2 0, VZZ = 0, VZVjZ S 0 at (Zl,tl),
which is contradict to (4.4). Thus supgn (o Z < 0 for all £ € (0,7). O

Using the lemma above, we obtain the uniform positive lower bound for the Gauss curva-
ture.

Corollary 4.2. Let ¥ be an initial hypersurface and ® be a shrinking obstacle. If {%¢}o<t<T
is the solution to (xs), then the Gauss curvature of 3; has a uniform positive lower bound,
i.€.,

inf K >cp >0,
Smx[0,T)

where cp = c(a, T, ®) is a constant independent of §.
Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and the non-positivity of 85, we have

O — G — Bs > —Ou > —Op > min (— .
K ou — Bs > —Ou > 8t<,0_SnnX1[1£T]( Op) >0

Now the conclusion follows by choosing ¢ = mingnx[o,T](—(‘)ﬂp)l/ @, 0

We will remove the time dependence of the constant ¢y above after analyzing the long time
behavior of the solution {¥,}.
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5. SPEED ESTIMATES II: UNIFORM UPPER BOUNDS

In the previous section we proved the positive lower bound on the speed —0d;u and the
Gauss curvature K. In this section we will obtain the opposite bounds on the speed and the
Gauss curvature.

Lemma 5.1. Let Xg be an initial hypersurface and ® be a shrinking obstacle. If u : S™ x
[0,T) — R is a smooth solution of the penalized problem (xs), then

—Ou < C inS"x|[0,T),
where C' = C(n,a, Yo, P) is a constant independent of §.

Proof. Let ¢ be the support function of the obstacle and py = %mingn Yoo > 0. We consider
an auxiliary function on S™ x [0,7)

Ka(zvt) + Bé(u(z’t) - @(zvt))
’LL(Z,t) — Po .

Notice that the denominator remains positive since u > ¢ > o > 2pg by Lemma 3.1 and
the definition of pg.
Our first task is to derive the evolution equation for the quantity w. Since

w =

Vi(K*+B5) K%+ 5=

Viw = u—po (u—ﬂo)2Vj(u_p0)’
pu= S ) DT ) T) K 2
_ c<i<i+po/35> B é:oﬂ)(;ﬁ” L (Vw,Vu) .,
we obtain
O L = ﬁ)fliz +65) (Ii“_ +p 562 (0 — Ly — — -~ (Vw,Vu) .. (5.1)

It follows from (2.7) in Lemma 2.5 that
(O = LYE™ + B5) = aK " H(K® + B5) + (u — ¢):55.

Plugging this and the evolution equation (2.6) in Lemma 2.5 into (5.1) gives that

(u— Sﬁ)tﬂé B K* + 85

o — L)w = aK*Hpy — (na+ 1)K* —
(O — L) — (u_po)g( po — ( ) Bs)
— Vw,Vu) ..
(T T,
Therefore, we arrive at
0
Oy — L)w = — Vw,Vu
(0 = Lyw = o= (Vw,Vu),

# (o ) G- e aR i (na DK ).
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Next, we apply the maximum principle argument to w. Fix a time 7" € (0,7T). Since
S™ x [0,7"] is a compact set and ¥ is strictly convex, w attains positive maximum value at
some point (zg,%o) € S™ x [0,T"]. If ty = 0, then

maxgn (K()®

WS —— =, (5.2)

where K is the Gauss curvature of the initial hypersurface 3. Now we assume that t5 > 0.
Then w has an interior maximum in S x [0,7”] and thus w satisfies at the interior maximum
point

=2
Vw=0, Vw<0, Jdw>0.
This gives that

0§<—w— d >ﬁg— Y (aK“Hpy — (na + 1)K® — B;)
U — po U= po

u—po

at (zo,tg). If <—w — £ > (z0,t0) > 0, then at the same point

—815(.,0 < —aﬁpo < mingn K(()x

w < (5.3)

Po Po Po

since ¢ is convex in time variable. Otherwise, it follows from 35 < 0 and S5 > 0 that
0< (—aK*Hpo+ (na+ 1)K)
u = po
which implies by the arithmetic-geometric mean and K< > 0,
1
nks<m< et (5.4)
apo

at the point (29,%p). Hence, combining (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), we conclude that

1 o [(na+1\"
max w < — max 4 (max K()“, =: C].
Snx[0,T7] £0 Sn naopg

Since T" is an arbitrary number in (0,7') and the constant C; does not depends on T”, we
conclude that maxgn o) w < Ci.

Finally, by Lemma 4.1, we observe u(z,t) < ug(z) < maxgn ug, which completes the proof
since —0yu < w(u — pg) < Cpmaxgn ug =: C. O

Using the uniform boundedness of the penalty term S5(u — ) and upper bounds on the
speed, we can obtain the following upper bound on the Gauss curvature K.

Lemma 5.2. Let 3¢ be an initial hypersurface and ® be a shrinking obstacle. If {X¢}o<t<r
be a solution to (xg), then the Gauss curvature of Xy satisfies

max K < C|
Snx[0,T")

where C = C(n,a, Yo, P) is a constant independent of §.
Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 5.1, we have
K = —du— Bs(u— ) < C
which completes the proof. O
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What we have proved in this and the previous section is the following uniform estimate on
the Gauss curvature: if {¥;}o<¢<7 is a solution of (x;), then its Gauss curvature satisfies

0<cer <K(z,t)<C forall (zt)eS"x][0,T), (5.5)

where ¢ and C' are constants independent of §. This, however, does not give sufficient
controls on each principal curvature. In the next section we will obtain uniform bounds on
each principal curvature, which implies the optimal regularity for the solution of (2.3).

6. UNIFORM BOUNDS ON PRINCIPAL CURVATURES

Here we establish uniform (independent of §) positive lower bounds on the principal cur-
vatures of the solution to (#4) using the bounds (5.5). We start with two lemmas that will be
used in the proof of Lemma 6.3 below. In the following lemma and its proof, we will not use
the Einstein summation convention temporarily.

Lemma 6.1 (Euler type formula). Let ¥ C R"™! be a smooth, strictly convex hypersurface,
and let X : S — R be an immersion such that ¥ = X (S™) parameterized through the
inverse of the Gauss map, i.e., v(X(2)) = z for any z € S™. Then for any z € S" and
1 <1< n,

h“(z) < 1

Gii(2) = Amin(2)’
where g;; is the standard metric on S" and h;; is the second fundamental form of 3.

Proof. Fix a point z € S" and an orthonormal basis {E},--- , E,} of T.X such that L(E;) =
NjEj for j = 1,--- ,n, where L is the Weingarten map and Ay,---,\, are the principal
curvatures of ¥ at z. Write V; X = >_jaijEj with a = (a;;), and denote by ¢ = {¢;;} the

diagonal matrix diag(A1, -, A,). Since L(V;X) = > hj(V-X), we get

> aijepEy = LV X) = bl (V,X) Zh ajxEx

which implies

CLC ik — Z ;5 Cjk = thlg Ajf = hg_la)ik7 (61)

where h and g are n x n matrices whose (i, j)—components are h;; and g;;, respectively, and
g~ ! is the inverse matrix of g. Observing that

9i; = (V;X,V;X) = Zaik&zlaﬂ = Zaikajk = (aa®);j,
e

it follows from (6.1) that h = aca™'g = aca’ .
On the other hand, from (2.2) we get

7 = hg 'h = (aca®)(aa®) taca’ = aca® (a¥) Lo acaT = acta”

which implies
Jii = Z AijCikCRIA;] = Amin Z @ Cjk0kIAi1 = Amin Z AijCikQik = Aminhii-
j7k7l j7l7l ]7k
This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 6.2. Ifu:S" x [0,T) — R is a smooth solution to (xs), then the evolution equation
of the following quantity involving Bs = Bs(u — ) is

(8 — £)e™ = e [y 3(0) — L) — ) + (—x2(B5) + x8)) [V (w = 2)[2]
where x is a given constant.
Proof. The proof follows from direct computations. In fact, we have
dre X% = —xBe By (u — ),
Vie X% = —xB5e™ X%V (u - ),
ViV, X = —xBhe BT (u— ) + (0B)2 — xBh)e P Vi(u — )V (u — )

so that Le™XPs = —xBle X% L(u— @)+ (xB5)* — xB5)e X5 ||V (u — )Hi and the conclusion
follows. O

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section.
Lemma 6.3. Let {¥:}o<t<7 be a solution to (x5) and ® be a shrinking obstacle. Then the
principal curvatures Ay (-, t), -+ , Ao (+,t) of Xy satisfy

f N> > 0, 6.2
Sni%) °r (62)

where cr is a constant depending only on n,a, T, ®, and ¥g. In particular, the constant cr
depends on the minimum speed of the obstacle, infgn (o |0pP|.

Remark 6.4. If the obstacle is stationary, i.e. ®; = ®(, then there is no positive lower bounds
for \j, i =1,...,n, see [20].

Proof. Take a time T" € (0,T). To establish the lower bound (6.2), we estimate an upper
bound of a function

W(Z t) — )1 (Z t) —Xﬁa(u—so)7

min

where Apin(z,t) = i_qlipnAi(z,t) and x is a constant to be determined later. Assume that

W attains its maximum value over S” x [0,7"] at an interior point (zg,t) with tg > 0. Now
we choose a coordinate chart of zg such that

Gij(z0,t0) = 0y and  hyj(z0,t0) = A; (20, t0) 3y (6.3)
with A\; <... < )\,,. We then note that a function

W (z,t) = ge—xﬁé(u—@
J11
also has the same maximum at the same point (zg,?o) since, by Lemma 6.1, we see that

W(z,t) < W(z,t) < W(z,to),
W (20, t0) = AL e XP80=9) (5 t0) = W (20, t0).

Thus we can obtain the upper bound for the function W by estimating the function W, and
we have at the point (zg, %),

oW >0, VW =0, and VW <0. (6.4)
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Our next task is to derive an evolution equation for W. We first observe that
0G=0 and Vg=0,
and recall the evolution equations for h;; from (2.8):
(Or — L)hij = —Cij + (na — 1) K“G;; — aK*Hhj — v?jﬁé — B5Gij-

From these, we have

=2
h C h \Y
(8, — L) <_—“> =i a—1)Ka—aKaH_—“—_1—15‘5—
911 911 911 911
Observe that at the point (zg,tp) we have n — Hhy1/g,; =n — H/X <0, and thus
o P11 a h11 o
(nao —1)K* —aK*H— — 5 = aK H— ) -K*—-3<0 (6.5)
911 911

since K% 4+ s = —0yu > —0:p > 0 by Lemma 4.1. However, the second derivative of 5 pro-
duces bad terms, which makes us to consider the auxiliary function e X% = e=xFs(u(z.)=¢(2.1))
By Lemma 6.2, we have that

0, — LYW = (8, — L) (@) e—xBs L Mg py (e—xﬁé)
d11 911

_9 <v <h11> Ve_Xﬁ5>
911 L

=2
h
= (—@ + (na — 1) K“ — aK*H—L —V_Hﬁ‘s _ 55> o XBs

g1 911 911
# (8500 L) = ) + (PR + X3 [T )[2) 22
— 9eXBs <VW’VG—X65> + Qgexﬁa Ve XBs ? ]
L gn £
(6.6)
We finally estimate (6.6) at the point (2o, o). Since |[Ve~ xBs H (xB5)2e2xPs |V (u )Hz’
by dividing by eX% in (6.6), we see that (6.4) and (6.5) implies at the point (zo, o),
=2
C ViiB — 2\ h
0< -0V (g0, - D) 9) + OB+ xB) [Tl )2)
911 911 g
By a direct computation, we have
ViBs = B5V 0w = @) + B [Vi(u - ).
We then deduce from (6.3) that
= 2
0 < —Ci1 — B5|Vi(u—)* + (*(B5)* + xBHA ||V (u — o)l (6.7)

— B85V (u — @) — XBEAH (D — L) (u— ).



16 KI-AHM LEE AND TAEHUN LEE

On the other hand, using (6.3) again to simplify the quantity Ci1, we see

n 2 n
Ci1 = a2K® (Z A,ﬁlhkk> +aK® Z NN (V1 hig)?
k=1 k=1

o 2 _ afe al\2 LT\ 2
> aK ;/\i)\l(vlhil) = aK*(xfs) ;)\—1|V2(U )%
where we have used \;Vhi = Xﬂgv(u — ) which follows from VW = 0 at (z0,%9) and the
Codazzi equation (i) in Lemma 2.6. Thus we obtain

(X*(B5)* + X8,
A1

since HH% =aK*Y " | \i|V;+|%. Moreover, using Corollary 4.2, we can take x = x(a, T, ®) >
0 satisfying aK“yx > 1 which implies

(aK* = 1)B5[Vi(u—)[> <0

!
D (- )2 < Cut + akxBYTalu — o)

since B§ < 0. Combining these facts together, therefore, the inequality (6.7) becomes, after
dividing f5,

_2 _
0< =Vii(u—©) = XA (0 — £)(u— ). (6.8)
To finish the proof, we observe that at the point (zo, o),
V?iu:hii—u:y—u and V?Z-(p:hfi—(p:;_(p7

where {y;}i=1,... n is principal curvatures of ® and h¥ is the second fundamental form of .
Using the evolution equation of v in Lemma (2.5), we have

(0 = £)(u — ¢) = aK"Hu — (na+ K — By — ¢/ +ak* Y "\ (i - (’D>
i=1

(2

n

:aKQH(u—gp)—(na—kl)K“‘—ﬂ(;—cp/—i-aKaZ%
i=1 1"

n
s
> —(na+1)K*+aK*) ~*
ZZ:;M

since H=XA +---+ X, >0, 85 <0, ¢ <0, and u— ¢ > 0. Hence, (6.8) becomes

11 KO‘X< Ay >
0<—+—+ + (u—p)+ noa+1—a .
)\l min ( (‘D) )\l Hmax

1 1 A
+u—9)>0 or na+l-—a—
)\l Hmin Hmax

>0,

1
+u—p or A\ < (n + E) fmax- (6.9)
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For the latter inequality, we relate the largest eigenvalue A, with the smallest eigenvalue \;
by using Corollary 4.2. In fact, we have

1 PUTERD VD Lot

— = < 6.10

)\1 K — c ) ( )
where ¢ is the constant in Corollary 4.2. From (6.9) and (6.10), there exists a positive constant
C=C(n,a,T,®,%) such that

1

/\—1 <C.
Using this and Lemma 3.1, we finally conclude that
- o B B e~ XBs(u—¢p) Co
e S"IE[%}}’} W =Wz, to) = W(zo,t0) = B — < CeX™0. (6.11)

Since 7" is an arbitrary number in (0,7") and the upper bound in (6.11) does not depend
on T", we obtain the conclusion by taking 77 — T. O

The lemma above automatically gives uniform upper bounds on principal curvatures. In-
deed, the largest principal eigenvalue satisfies
K K
<
PYREED ST

Ap =

which is bounded by Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 6.3. In summary, all principal curvatures of the
solution {3;} to (xs) over S™ x [0,T) satisfy the following uniform estimates:

0<cr <N(z,t)<Cp forall (z,t)eS"x[0,T),1<i<n, (6.12)

where ¢p and C'p are constants independent of §.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 consists of two parts. First, we provide an existence result for
the long time solution that have the optimal C! regularity. In this part we will use the
uniform estimates obtained in the previous sections. Second, we show that the motion of the
solution is identically equal to that of the obstacle after some time.

proof of Theorem 1.1. From Lemma 2.4, approximate solutions to (xs) exist at least for short
time. Let T" > 0 be the maximal time for which the solutions exist. We claim that T" = oco. If
not, we apply Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 6.3 to the solutions so that (6.12) holds over S"™ x [0, T").
Then the linearized operator £ is uniformly parabolic, i.e.,

1 -
0 < S <akbVgg; < Clgf* on 8" x [0,T)

for all £ = (&) € R™, where C' = C(n,a, X, ®,T) is a positive constant. By applying the
standard argument in parabolic theory [24], the solutions exist beyond T, which is contradict
to the maximality of T'. Hence, the solutions to (*;s) exist for all time.

Next we prove the uniqueness of solutions to (2.3). Let u; and ug be two viscosity solutions
of (2.3) with the same initial data. Assume that u; < ug at some point (2o, tp). Since u; = ugy
at the initial time, we have tg > 0. Observing that ¢ < u; < us in the set

G = {Sn X (O,to] tup < ’LLQ},
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we have —Oyup = K§, where K is the Gauss curvature of the hypersurface produced by us.
On the other hand, u; satisfies —0;uy < K|, where K is the Gauss curvature with respect
to wuq, similarly. In other words, uq is a supersolution and wus is a subsolution of the same
equation —0yu = K®. Since u; = us on the parabolic boundary of G, it follows from the
comparison principle that us < w1 in G which is a contradiction. Therefore, u; = us, and the
solution to (2.3) is unique.

Fix a time T € (0,00), and let u’ be a solution of (x;) over S x [0, T). By the estimates on
the principal curvatures (6.12), the family {u°}s-¢ of solutions is uniformly bounded in C:*
so that there exists a function v € C'! such that u® converges over a subsequence § = 0; =0
to uw in CYP for any 0 < B < 1. Moreover, it follows from the uniform boundedness of the
penalty term 5 obtained in Lemma 3.1 that u satisfies u > ¢. Since T is arbitrary, we have
the viscosity solution u of (2.3) that exists for all time with controlled principal curvatures

L§)\,~§CT, fori=1,---,n, (7.1)
Cr
in S"™ x [0,T), where Cr is a constant depending on 7'. We will remove the dependence of T
in the constant Cr after analyzing the long time behavior of the solution.

Now we prove that the solution coincides with the shrinking obstacle after some time 7.
Fix a point (z1,t1) € S™ x [0,00) and consider the point ®(z1,t1) on the obstacle ®(-, 7).
Since the principal curvatures of the shrinking obstacle satisfy

NZ(?t) > MZ(?O) > 07 for all ¢ = 17 LN, (72)

we can take a ball touching at the point ®(z1,%1) and containing the obstacle ®(-,¢1) at ;.
Denoting by a(z1,t1) and r(z1,t1) the center and the radius of the ball, respectively, we write
the ball as

CL(Zl,tl) + Br(zl,t1)' (73)

By (7.2) and conv ®(-,¢) C conv ®(-,0) for all £ > 0, we may assume that r(z1,t;) < p for
some constant p independent of (z1,%1).
We will construct a barrier for the point ®(z1,%1) with

tr > (luollo + p)"*. (7.4)

na+ 1

Recall that the solution of the a-Gauss curvature flow of the ball centered at ag with radius
Ry at time t is given by ag + 0Bp(y) where R(t) = (Rp™T — (na + 1)t))Y/ e+ Thus the
a-Gauss curvature flow whose shape at ¢; is equal to the boundary of (7.3) can be written as

a(z1,t1) + OBy = {r € R 2z — a(z1,t)] = R(t)} (7.5)
where R(t) = (r(z1,t1)"* " + (na + 1)(t; — )+ Then the support function wu, of the
ball (7.5) is

up(z, t) = <(I(Zl, t1)7 Z> + R(t)

Note that w,, is concave in ¢ so that u, — ¢ is also concave in ¢, and u, — ¢ is nonnegative in
S"™ x {t1} since the ball a(z1,t1) + Bg(., +,) contains the obstacle ®(-, ;). Furthermore, from
the fact that the origin is contained in the obstacle ®(-,¢;) which is again contained in the
ball a(z1,t1) + Bp(), we have

|a(z1,t1)| = |0 — a(zl,t1)| < R(tl) = T’(Zl,tl).
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This gives that at t = 0,

UP(Z7O) - QO(Z,O) = R(O) + <a(2’17t1)72> - QOO(Z)
> (r(z1, 1) + (noc+ 1)t) VM) —Ja(z, 1)) — [lpoll o
> ((na+ 1)t) /) — p — Jlug]|

where we have used |a(z1,t1)] < 7(z1,t1) < p and ¢g < ug. Then it follows from (7.4) that
up — @ > 0 at t = 0. This, together with the concavity of u, — ¢ and u, — ¢ > 0 at t = t1,
concludes that u, > ¢ in S™ x [0,t1), and therefore, the solution u, of the a-Gauss curvature
flow is also the solution of (2.3), the a-Gauss curvature flow with the shrinking obstacle.
Moreover, at the initial time ¢t = 0, from (7.4), we have

up(2,0) = ug > ((na + 1)in) /) — p—|jug| , > 0,

In other words, both u, : S® x [0,¢;) — R and u : S™ x [0,¢;) — R are the solution to
the a-Gauss curvature flow with the shrinking obstacle, and the initial data of u, encloses
the initial data ug, which imply w, > u in S™ x [0,t1) by the comparison principle. Since
up(z1,t1) = p(z1,t1) and u, > u > ¢, we conclude that u(z1,t1) = ¢(z1,t1). Hence, setting
T. = (Jluoll + p) "™ /(na + 1) yields u = ¢ in S™ x [T, o0) since (z1,t1) was an arbitrary
point in S" x (T}, 00).

It remains to prove that the principal curvatures Ay,---,\, are globally bounded from
above and below in S" x [0, 00). Taking 7' = T} in (7.1), we get Cil < \i < Cr, on the time
interval [0,7%). On another time interval [T}, c0), since u is identically equal to ¢ and the
principal curvatures pu1,--- , p, of the obstacle is globally bounded from above and below in
S™ x [0,00), we can obtain the desired bounds. This completes the proof. O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

To prove that the free boundary is locally C' graph, we need several ingredients: non-
degeneracy (Lemma 8.1), classification of blowups (8.4), continuity of speed (8.5), and direc-
tional monotonicity (Lemma 8.2 and (8.7)).

Let w be a solution to the local graph representation of the a-Gauss curvature flow with a
shrinking obstacle, (1.2). Set v = ¢ — w. Then v : Q1 — R satisfies

F(D*v, Dv, z,t) — %v = f(Dv,z,t) in Qv)={v>0},
v >0 in Qi (8.1)
|D?v| + 9] < C n @1,

where
det D2¢(z, 1) — det(D%¢(x, t) — M)®

(n4+2)a—1

(1+[Dg(z,t) —pl*) 2
0 det D2¢(x, )
Fp.t) =~ 2 oo t) + ol
(L4 |Do(z,t) —p|*) 2
Observe that F'(0, Dv,z,t) = 0, f > ¢ > 0 for some constant ¢, and F(-, Dv) is convex
if a < % Moreover, the operator F is uniformly elliptic since the eigenvalues of D?w are

F(M,p,z,t) =
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bounded above and below by positive constants; there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that
O71€)2 < Fge; < 0/¢|?, where
adet(D?w)[(D?*w) ¥

FY .= oF (D?v, Dv, z,t) = o
OM; (1+|D¢ — Dv2)™ =

Let us fix some notations. For a point X = (x,t), let Q.(X) = B.(x) x (t —r%,t). We
denote by 0,Q,(X) the parabolic boundary of @Q,(X).

In Theorem 1.1, we proved the optimal curvature bounds for the solution, which implies
the optimal C'1'! regularity of the solution. In particular, the solution has at most quadratic
growth especially near the free boundary. The following lemma says the quadratic growth is
actually achieved near the free boundary.

Lemma 8.1 (non-degeneracy). Let v be a solution of (8.1) with Q = Q(v). Then for any
Xo = (z0,t0) €QN Q1/2, we have the inequality

C?"2

sup v > v(Xp)+ forall 0<r<1/4. (8.2)

9pQr(X0) 2n6 + 1

Proof. By an approximation argument, it suffices to prove (8.2) for Xo € QN Q5. For a
point Xy = (z9,%0) € QN Q1 /2, we define a function v: Q1 — R by

c(|z —xol* — (t — t0))
2n6 + 1
We claim that ¥ satisfies F'(D?D, Dv,z,t) — 90 > 0 in QN Q. If the claim holds, then it

follows from 7(Xy) = v(Xo) > 0 and ¥ = —%ﬂt—m) < 0 on 0N that

v(z,t) = v(x,t) —

cr2

0< sup < sup < sup v — ,
QNQ-(Xo)  3Qr(X0)  9Qn(xo)  2n0+1

by the maximum principle, which proves (8.2).

We now prove the claim. Note that D?T = D%y — ﬁill , where I denotes the n x n
identity matrix. Then by the uniformly ellipticity, we have
2c c
F(D*v, Dv, x,t) — 0o = F(D*v — ———1, Dv,x,t) — Oy —
( v, v, x, ) tv ( v 2ml + 1 , DU, T ) tv omb + 1
2nfc c

> F(D%*v,D t) — —— — —
Z (D%, Do) = o7y — 00 = o0
= f(Dv,z,t) —c>0 1in Q.

Therefore, the claim holds. O

Take a free boundary point Xo = (wo,t0) € 92N Qs and consider the rescaled function
vy (r > 0) of v around Xy defined by

v(zo + 1y, to + r28) — v(z0, t0)
2
,

UT(?/? S) = ’ (% S) € Q%

By Theorem 1.1 and the scaling properties ngr(y, s) = D2v(zo+ry, to+r2s) and dsv,.(y, s) =
Oyv(xo + 1y, to + r25), the rescaled functions {v,},~o have uniform C! estimates. Then we
can extract a converging subsequence v,; — vg in C’llo’g(R" x R) for any 0 < 7 < 1, where
v € Cl(R™ x R).
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By the standard argument for blowups (see Lemma 18 in [17] or Proposition 3.17 in [26]),
together with the non-degeneracy (Lemma 8.1), vy satisfies

F(D?u(y, 5),0,x0,t0) — Osvo(y, s) = f(0,2z0,t0) in  Q(vp). (8.3)
Indeed, it follows from the equation
F(Dzvrj,ervrj,:po + 1y, to + 7"]2-8) — Osvy; = f(ervrj,xo +rjy,to + 7‘]2-3)
in Q(v,;) by taking j — oo, where we used again the scaling properties Dyv, = D,v/r,
ngr = D?v, and Dyv, = Dyv.
Recall that F is a convex operator in D?v variable since o < 1/n, that F(0,0,zq,ty) = 0,
and that F'(-,0,x0,t9) is uniformly elliptic. By the work of Figalli and Shahgholian [13,

Proposition 3.2] on the classification of global solutions to (8.3), it follows from the uniform
thickness condition in Theorem 1.2 that, after a rotation,
— 2

vo(y, s) = 3l(21)4]% (8.4)

where v € (1/6,0) such that F(ve; ® e1,0,xz0,tg) = f(0,20,t0). In particular, vy is time-
independent.
We now claim the continuity of the speed,

Xh_)]r%Q ow(X) =0, (8.5)

under the uniform thickness assumption. We prove the claim by contradiction. If there exists
a sequence X; € Q(v) such that X; — 0Q(v) and |0v(X;)| > ¢ for some € > 0, we define
d; = dist(X;,0Q(v)) and consider
v(xj + djy, tj + dis) — v(xj, t;)
d? '
j
Then it can be verified that vgq; converges to a global solution @y of (8.3) with |059(0)| > 0,

which contradicts the fact that the global solution ¥y is time-independent.
Our next lemma is the key ingredient of the directional monotonicity for solutions to

F(D?*v,rDv,zo + 1y, tg + 125) — dsv = f(rDv, zo + ry, to + °s). (8.6)

Udj (y7 8) =

Note that the rescaled function v, solves (8.6) in Q(v,). For simplicity, we assume for a
moment (xg,to) = (0,0).

Lemma 8.2. Assume that v satisfies (8.6) in Q(v). For a number k € (0,1), lete = (ez,er) €
S™ be any space-time direction satisfying e - (e1,0) > k > 0. If C,Oev — v > —gq in Q1 for
some constants Cy; and €g, then CxOev —v > 0 in Qq/p provided that g9 < WCGH) and
0 <r < 55, where C is a constant depending only on || fllc1, |Fllcrs [vllen and .

Proof. By convexity of F(-,7Dv,ry,r?s) and F(0,7Dv,ry,r%s) = 0, we have
F(D?v,rDv,ry,r%s) — F (D%, rDv,ry,r*s)d;jv < F(0,rDv,ry,rs) = 0.
Thus we obtain F¥9;ju — dsv > F — dsv = f > ¢ > 0. On the other hand, by differentiating
(8.6) with respect to a direction e € S™, we get
Lv, := (Fijaij — 0s +1(Fp, — fp,)0i)ve =7(fx — Fy) - ez + rz(ft — Fy)ey,

where 0; = 8%1- and ve = e, - Dyv + e;0s5v. Since f,, Fy, fi, and F; are bounded, the right
hand side is as small as we want, provided r > 0 is sufficiently small.
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Assume by contradiction that there is (yg,sp) € Q% N Q(v) such that C,d.v(yo,s0) —
v(yo, So) < 0. If we consider
c(ly = yol* = (s = 0))
2(2n0 + 1) :
where c¢ is the lower bound of f and 0 is the ellipticity constant, then

LT < Cu(r(fo — Fu) - ex +12(f: — Fy)ey)

— f = r((Fy, = £5)00+ 5+ 7(Fy, = fp)(w — o)
C

<rCfllers IF e lvller s k) = 5-

Hence, for sufficiently small r, we have Lv < 0 in Q1/4(y0, s0) N ©2(v). By the minimum
principle, the minimum is achieved on the boundary of Q;,4(yo,s0) N ©(v). However, since
7 > 0 on Qv) and T(yo,s0) < 0, the function ¥ attains its minimum on 9,Q1 /4(yo0, S0)-
Therefore, we conclude that

U(z,t) = COev — v +

. _ C
min V=—0+——-——"—,
Op(Q1/4(0,50)"RA()) 0" 320200 + 1)

which is a contradiction. O

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.2, we take any number x € (0, 1) and consider any direction
e = (eg,e¢) € S” € R"! such that e - (e1,0) = e, - e; > k > 0. Recall that the limit vy of
vy, has the form %[($1)+]2. Then for the constant Cy, = 2/k, we have C0.v9 —vg > 0 in Q.
Using the C'! convergence v, , in the space variable and the continuity of the speed (8.5), we
induce Cy0evy; — vy, > —€¢ in @y for sufficiently large j > jo, where €¢ is the constant given

in Lemma 8.2. Then by Lemma 8.2, we obtain the improved inequality
CrkOevr; —vr; 20 in Q9 (8.7)

for j > jo. Since v,; > 0, this implies dev,; > 0 in Q2. Scaling back to v, we conclude that
there exists r = r(x) > 0 such that d.v > 0 in Q,(Xy) for all directions e = (ez,e;) € S
satisfying e - (e1,0) > k > 0. This together with a simple compactness argument implies that
the free boundary I'(v) is k-Lipschitz graph for any x € (0,1). Then the C* graphness of the
free boundary I'(v) follows by the standard argument, see [26] for instance.
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